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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 





PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-FOURTH CONGRESS. 


FIRST SESSION. 





SENATE. 
MonpDaAY, December 2, 1895. 


The first Monday of December being the day — by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
rress, the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress commenced this 


"The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT of the United States (Hon. ApLaI E. 
STEVENSON, of the State of Dlinois) calléd the Senate to order at 
12 o’clock meridian. 

PRAYER. 


Rev. W. H. MiiBurn, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty Giod, we devoutly bless Thee that the men chosen to 
represent the sovereign States of this Union upon the floor of this 
body Thou hast had in Thy care and guardianship; that none has 
been smitten by the shadow feared of man, but all are ready to 
answer to the roll call of the Senate. Gird them for their respon- 
sible and laborious duties. Grant them, and all that are dear to 
them, help, strength, cheer, and peace. 

Amidst our gratulations and joy our hearts of sympathy turn to 
a darkened home in Iowa, where a wife and daughter sit mourn- 
ing the departure from them of the husband and father, lately a 
member of this House. Visit them, O God, who didst shed the 
tears of sympathy at Bethany, and grant them Thy consolation. 

We likewise commend to Thy fatherly goodness the household 
of an humble and faithful servant of this House, who through 
many years in his lowly place, by fidelity, courtesy, and stainless 
character, adorned the doctrines of God his Saviour. We pray 
that they may find consolation and strength in the faith of the 
resurrection and eternal life. 

Likewise we commend to Thy fatherly tenderness the time-hon- 
ored officer of this House who for more than threescore years has 
been present at the opening of every session of Congress, but who 
now lies upon a bed of affliction, worn with ~~ and exhausted 
by suffering. Comfort and bless him, O Lord, and grant to raise 
him from his couch and bring him back to his accustomed place. 


Keep us all by oe Divine Providence, and grant that by our | 


devotion to Thee in the gospel of Thy Son, in life and death we 
may be Thine, wholly Thine; and so at theendof this mortal jour- 
ney come to the land of everlasting life. Through Jesus Christ 
our Saviour. Amen. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of George L. 
Shoup, chosen by the legislature of the State of Idaho a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1895; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The namesof thenewly elected Sen- 
ators whose credentials are on file will now be called by the Sec- 
retary. As their names are called they will please come forward 
and receive the oath of office. 

The Chief Clerk read the names of — 

Augustus O. Bacon, of the State of Georgia. 

Lucien Baker, of the State of Kansas. 

James H. Berry, of the State of Arkansas. 

Marion Butler, of the State of North Carolina, 


’ 








As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came 


forward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 


The Chief Clerk called the names of — 

Donelson Caffery, of the State of Louisiana. 

Thomas H. Carter, of the State of Montana. 

William E. Chandler, of the State of New Hampshire. 

Horace Chilton, of the State of Texas. 

The respective Senators-elect whose names had been called (with 


the exception of Mr. Caffery) came forward, and the oath pre- 


scribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Shelby M. Cullom, of the State of Ilinois. 

Stephen B. Elkins, of the State of West Virginia. 

William P. Frye, of the State of Maine. 

John H. Gear, of the State of Iowa. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came 
forward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them, 

The Chief Clerk called the names of 

Isham G. Harris, of the State of Tennessee. 

George F. Hoar, of the State of Massachusetts. 

William Lindsay, of the State of Kentucky. 

George W. McBride, of the State of Oregon. 

The respective Senators-elect whose names had been called (with 
the exception of Mr. Lindsay) came forward, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of — 

James McMillan, of the State of Michigan. 

Thomas 8S. Martin, of the State of Virginia. 

John T. Morgan, of the State of Alabama. 

Knute Nelson, of the State of Minnesota. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came 
forward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of — 

R. F. Pettigrew, of the State of South Dakota. 

William J. Sewell, of the State of New Jersey. 

George L. Shoup, of the State of Idaho. 

John M. Thurston, of the State of Nebraska. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came 
forward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Benjamin R. Tillman, of the State of South Carolina. 

Edward C. Walthall, of the State of Mississippi. 

Francis E. Warren, of the State of Wyoming. 

George P. Wetmore, of the State of Rhode Island. 

Edward O. Wolcott, of the State of Colorado. 

The respective Senators-elect whose names had been called (with 
the exception of Mr. Wolcott) came forward, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law was administered to them. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in 
the Senate, the following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L. Pugh. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

California—George C. Perkins and Stephen M. White. 

Colorado—Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Florida— Wilkinson Call and Samuel Pasco. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and John B. Gordon. 

Idaho—F red T. Dubois and George L. Shoup. 
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Iilinois—Shelby M. Cullom. 

Indiana—David Turpie and Daniel W. Voorhees. 

Jowa—W illiam B. Allison and John H. Gear. 
Kansas—Lucien Baker and William A. Peffer. 
Kentucky—Joseph C. 8. Blackburn. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 
Maryland—Charles H. Gibson and Arthur P. Gorman. 
Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 
Michigan—Julius C. Burrows and James McMillan. 
Minnesota—Cushman K. Davis and Knute Nelson. 
Mississippi—James Z, George and Edward C. Walthall. 
Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Montana—Thomas H. Carter and Lee Mantle. 
Nebraska—William V. Allen and John M. Thurston. 
Nevada—William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—W illiam E. Chandler and Jacob H. Gallinger. 
New Jersey-—William J. Sewell and James Smith, jr. 

New York—Edward Murphy, jr. 

North Carolina—Marion Butler and Jeter C. Pritchard, 
North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and William N. Roach. 
Ohio—Calvin 8. Brice and John Sherman. 

Oregon—George W. McBride and John H. Mitchell. 
Pennsylvania—Matthew 8. Quay. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 
South Carolina—Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—James H. Kyle and R. F. Pettigrew. 
Tennessee—W illiam B. Bate and Isham G. Harris. 
Texas-——Horace Chilton and mae . Mills. 
Vermont—Justin 8. Morrill an eld Proctor. 
Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas 8. Martin. 
Washington—W atson C, Squire and John L. Wilson. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Charles J. Faulkner. 
Wisconsin—John L. Mitchell and William F. Vilas. 
Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it: was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock m. 
until otherwise ordered. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
geerem of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. VILAS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed, to 
= such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, 
0 wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quo- 
rum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vinas 
and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

RECESS. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, the Senate took a recess for one 
hour; and at the expiration of the recess (at 1 o’clock and 30 
ee. m.) reassembled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 31 minutes 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 
, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 2, 1895. 


This day, in compliance with the — of the Constitution, 
the members-elect of the House of pantera of the Fifty- 


fourth Congress assembled in their and at 12 o’clock m. were 
called to order by Mr. James Kerr, Clerk of the last House. 

The CLerk. The Chaplain of the last House will offer prayer. 

Rey. E. B. Baasy offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, whose kingdom ruleth over all! Aswe meet to- 
gether in the halls of legislation we would first unitedly take Thy 
name upon our lips and acknowledge our dependence upon Thee. 
Thou art our fathers’ God; and we extol Thee. Thou art our 
God; and we praise Thee. Thou hast never dealt so bountifully 
with any other nation. The lines have fallen to us in pleasant 
places; and we have a goodly heritage. We call upon our souls 
“ all that is within us to bless and praise and magnify Thy 

oly name. 

Graciously bless, we beseech Thee, the President of the United 
States and his Cabinet, the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives, and all that administer the affairs of this nation. May 
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their doings be guided by Thy spirit and ordered by Thy will. 
Be the God of this nation! Rule Thou in the hearts of our rulers! 
Satisfy our people with good things, temporal and spiritual; and 
may all men learn to praise Thee for the riches of grace in Christ 
Jesus, our Lord. Amen. 

The CLERK. Representatives-elect, under the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States, this is the hour fixed by law 
for the meeting of the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress of the United States of America. The Clerk of 
the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress will 
read the names of those whose credentials show that they were 
regularly elected to this body in pursuance of the laws of their 
respective States and of the United States. As the roll is called, 
following the alphabetical order of the States, those present will 


| please answer to their names, that we may discover if there is a 
| quorum present. 


The roll was called, showing the presence of the following- 


named Members and Delegates: 


ALABAMA. 


Jesse F. Stallings. 
George P. Harrison. 
Gaston A. Robbins. 
James E. Cobb. 


John H. Bankhead. 
Milford W. Howard. 
Joseph Wheeler. 
Oscar W. Underwood. 


ARKANSAS. 


Philip D. McCulloch, jr. 
John 8. Little. 
Thomas C. McRae. 


Hugh A. Dinsmore. 
Robert Neill. 


CALIFORNIA. 


John A. Barham. 
Grove L. Johnson. 
Samuel G. Hilborn. 
James G. Maguire. 


Eugene F. Lond. 


James McLachlan. 


William W. Bowers. 


COLORADO. 
John C. Bell. 
CONNECTICUT. 


E. Stevens Henry. 
Nehemiah D. Sperry. 


Charles A. Russell, 
Ebenezer J. Hill. 


DELAWARE. 
Jonathan 8S. Willis. 
FLORIDA. 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 


Charles M. Cooper. 


GEORGIA. 


Rufus E. Lester. 
Benjamin E. Russell. 
Charles F. Crisp. 
Charies L. Moses. 
Leonidas F. Livingston. 
Charles L. Bartlett. 


Jobn W. Maddox, 
Thomas G. Lawson. 
Farish Carter Tate 
J.C.C. Black. 

Henry G. Turner. 


IDAHO. 
Edgar Wilson. 
ILLINOIS. 


J. frank Aldrich. 
William Lorimer. 
Lawrence E. McGann. 
Charles W. Woodman. 
George E. White. 
Edward D. Cooke. 
George E. Foss. 
Albert J. Hopkins. 
Robert R. Hitt. 
George W. Prince. 
Walter Reeves. 


Joseph G. Cannon. 
Vespasian Warner. 
Joseph V. Graff. 
Benjamin F. Marsh. 
Finis E. Downing. 
James A. Connolly. 
W. F. L. Hadley. 
Benson Wood. 
Orlando Burrell 
Everett J. Murphy. 
George W. Smith. 


INDIANA. 


James A. Hemenway. 
Alexander M. Hardy. 
Robert J. Tracewell. 
James E. Watson. 
Jesse Overstreet. 
Henry U. Johnson, 
Charles L. Henry. 


Samuel M. Clark. 
George M. Curtis. 
David B. Henderson. 
Thomas Updegraff. 
Robert G. Cousins. 
Jobn F. Lacey. 


IOWA. 


George W. Faris. 
J. Frank Hanly. 
Jethro A. Hatch. 
ow e W. Steele 
.D. Leighty. 
Lemuel W. Royse 


John A.'T. Hull. 
William P. Hepburn, 
Alva L. Hager. 
Jonathan P. Dolliver. 
George D. Perkins. 


KANSAS. 


Richard W. Blue. 
Case Broderick. 
O. L. Miller. 

8.8. Kirkpatrick. 


Charles Curtis. 
W.A. Calderhead. 
William Baker. 
Chester I. Long. 


KENTUCKY. 


John K. Hendrick. 
John D. Clardy. 
W.Godfrey Hunter. 
John W. Lewis. 
Walter Evans, 
Albert S. Berry. 


William C. Owens, 
James B. McCreary. 
Samuel J. Pugh. 
Joseph M. Kendall. 
David G. Colson. 


LOUISIANA. 


Adolph Meyer. 
Charlies F. Buck. 


Henry W. Ogden. 
Samuel M. Robertsoa, 


MAINE. 


Thomas B. Reed. 
Nelson Dingley, jr. 


Seth L. Milliken. 
Charles A. Boutelle. 


MARYLAND. 


Joshua W. Miles. 
William B. Baker. 
Harry W. Rusk. 


John K. Cowen. 
Charles BE. Coffin. 
George L. Wellingtem 











; 


ot es 


a re 





Ashley B. Wright. 
Frederick H. Gillett. 
Joseph Henry Walker. 
Lewis Dewart Apsley. 
William 8. Knox. 

W. H. Moody. 

William E. Barrett. 


John B. Corliss. 
George a 
Alfred Milnes. 

Henry F. Thomas. 
William Alden Smith. 
David D. Aitken. 


James A. Tawney. 
James T. McCleary. 
Joel P. Heatwole. 
Andrew R. Kiefer. 


John M. Allen. 

John C. Kyle. 
Thomas ©. Catchings. 
Hernando D. Money. 


Charles N. Clark. 

Uriel S. Hall. 
Alexander M. Dockery. 
George C. Crowther. 
John C. Tarsney. 

David A. De Armond. 
John P. Tracy. 

Joel D. Hubbard. 


Jesse B. Strode. 
David H. Mercer. 
George D. Meiklejohn. 


Cyrus A. Sulloway. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Samuel W. McCall. 
John F. Fitzgerald. 
Harrison H. Atwood. 
William F. Draper. 
Elijah A. Morse. 


John Simpkins. 


MICHIGAN. 


Horace G. Snover. 
William 8S. Linton. 
Roswell P. Bishop. 
Rosseau O..Crump. 
John Avery. 

Samuel M. Stephenson. 


MINNESOTA. 


Loren Fletcher. 
Charles A. Towne. 
Frank M. Eddy. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


John 8S. Williams. 
Walter M. Denny 
James G. Spencer 


MISSOURL 


William M. Treloar. 
Richard Bartholdt. 
Charles F. Joy. 
Seth W. Cobb. 

John H. Raney. 
Norman A. Mozly. 
Charles G. Burton. 


MONTANA. 
Charles S. Hartman. 


NEBRASKA. 


Eugene J. Hainer. 
William E. Andrews. 
Omer M. Kem. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Henry M. Baker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 


John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
Mahlon Pitney. 


Richard C. McCormick. 
Dennis M. Hurley. 
Francis H. Wilson. 
Israel F. Fischer. 
Charles G. Bennett. 
James R. Howe. 
Franklin Bartlett. 
James J. Walsh. 
Henry C. Miner. 
William Sulzer. 
George B. McClellan. 
Richard C. Shannon. 
Lemuel E. Quigg. 
Philip B. Low. 

Ben L. Fairchild. 
Benjamin B. Odell, jr. 
Jacob Lefever. 


Harry Skinner. 
Fred. A. Woodard. 
John G. Shaw. 
William F. Strowd. 
Thomas Settle. 


Charles P. Taft. 
Jacob A. Bromwell. 
Paul J. Sore. 
Fernando cores. 
Francis B. De Witt. 
George W. Hulick. 
George W. Wilson. 
Luther M. Strong. 


dames F.. Stewart. 
Richard Wayne Parker. 
Thomas McEwan, jr. 
Charles Newell Fowler. 


NEW YORK. 


Frank 8. Black. 
George N. Southwick. 
David F. Wilber. 
Newton M. Curtis. 
Wallace T. Foote, jr. 
Charles A. Chickering. 
James S. Sherman. 
George W. Ray. 
Theodore L. Poole. 
Sereno E. Payne. 
Charles W. Gillet. 
James W. Wadsworth. 
Henry C. Brewster. 
Rowland B. Mahany. 
Charles Daniels. 
Warren B. Hooker. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


James A. Lockhart. 
A. C. Shuford. 

Romulus Z. Linney. 
Richmond Pearson. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Martin N. Johnson. 


OHIO. 


James Harding Southard. 


Lucien J. Fenton. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 


Binger Hermann. 


Galusha A. Grow. 
George F. Huff. 
Henry H. Bingham. 
Robert Adams, jr. 
Frederick Halterman. 
Jobn E. Reyburn. 
Alfred C. Harmer. 
John B. Robinson. 
Irving P. Wanger. 
Joseph J. Hart. 


David K. Watson. 
Stephen R. Harris. 
Winfield 8. Kerr. 
Henry C. Van Vocrhis. 
Lorenzo Danford. 
Addison S. McClure. 
Robert W. Tayler. 
Stephen A. Northway. 
Clifton B. Beach. 
Theodore E. Burton. 


OREGON. 


William R. Ellis. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Constantine J. Erdman. 


ott Brosius. 
Joseph A. Scranton. 
John Leisenring. 
Charles N. Brumm. 


Melville Bull. 


Ephraim M. Woomer. 
James H. Codding. 
Frederick C. Leonard. 
Monroe H. Kulp. 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. 
James A. Stahle. 
Josiah D. Hicks. 
Daniel B. Heiner. 
John Dalzell. 

William A. Stone. 
Ernest F. Acheson. 
Thomas W. Philli 
Matthew Griswold. 
Charles W. Stone. 
William C. Arnold. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Warren O. Arnold. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Thomas J. Strait. 
John L. McLaurin. 
J. William Stokes. 


William Elliott. 
W. Jasper Talbert 
Asbury C. Latimer. 
J.Stanyarne Wilson. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
John A. Pickler. 
TENNESSEE 
Joseph E. Washington. 
Nicholas N. Cox. 
John E. MeCall 
James |. McDearmon. 
Josiah Patterson. 


TEXAS. 
Joseph D. Sayers. 
Miles Crowley. 
William H. Crain. 
George H. Noonan. 
Jeremiah V. Cock 


Robert J.Gamble 


W.C. Anderson. 
Henry R. Gibson. 
Foster V. Brown. 
Benton McMillin 
James D. Richardson. 


Samuel B. Cooper 

Charles H. Yoakum. 

<a We Bailey. 

Jo Abbott. 

George C. Pendleton. 

Charles K. Bell 
VERMONT. 


William W. Grout. 
VIRGINIA. 
Peter J. Otey. 
Smith S. Turner. 
Elisha E. Meredith. 
James A. Walker. 
Henry St. G. Tucker. 
WASHINGTON 
William H. Doolittle 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
James H. Huling. 
Warren Miller. 
WISCONSIN. 


Samuel A. Cook. 
Michael Griffin. 
Edward S. Minor 
Alex. Stewart. 


John J. Jenkina, 
WYOMING. 
Frank W. Mondell. 


H. Henry Powers. 


William A. Jones. 

D. Gardiner Tyler. 
Tazewell Eliett. 
William R. McKenney. 
Claude A. Swanson. 


Samuel C. Hyde. 


Blackburn B. Dovener. 
Alston G. Dayton. 


Henry A. Cooper. 
Edward Sauerhering. 
Joseph W. Babcock. 
Theobold Otjen. 
Samuel 5S. Barney. 


ARIZONA. 
Nathan O. Murphy. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Thomas B. Catron. 


OKLAHOMA. 
Dennis T. Flynn. 


UTAH 
Frank J. Cannon. 


The CLERK. The Clerk desires to state for the information of 
members-elect that the roll as called is complete with the excep- 
tion of the Tenth district of the State of New York and the district 
of the State of Nevada, credentials from those districts not hav- 
ing yet been filed with the Clerk. The Clerk also desires to pre- 
sent for the information of the House, and in order to make a per- 
manent record, a tabulated statement showing the changes that 
have occurred since the regular election of members of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress; and he asks that the same be incorporated in the 
RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 


List of changes since the reqular election of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
{ i 


a 


| De 
aa . | OG tg 
District. Name. | vacancy. Name of successor. 


| 
Nov. 13, 1894 | James H.Codding. 





Fifteenth Pennsyl- | Myron B. Wright* 


| 
| 


vania | 
Tenth New York....| Andrew J. Campbell* Dec. 6,1894| A. J.Cummings. 
Tenth Ilinois-...-.. | Philip S. Post* June 6.1894} George W. Prince. 
Third Michigan -....; Julius C. Burrows? Jan. 23,1895} Alfred Milnes. 
Tenth Georgia ..| James C.C. Black! Mar. 4,1895 | James C.C. Black. 


Sixth Massachusetts} William Cogswell* 
Eighteenth Dlinois..| F. Remann* 


May 22, 1895 | W. EH. Moody 
July 14, 1895 | W.F. Hadley 





* Died. + Resigned. 

The CLERK. It appearing that 341 members have answered to 
their names, a quorum of the House is present. The first and 
only business now in order is the election of a Speaker to preside 
over the deliberations of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Nominations 
are now in order. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to present the 
name of Hon. THOMAS BRACKETT REED, a Representative in this 
body from the State of Maine, for the office of Speaker. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to place in nomi- 
nation for the same office Hon. CHARLEs F. Crisp, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Georgia. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to nominate for the 
office of Speaker Hon. Joun C. BELL, a Representative-elect from 
the State of Colorado. 

The CLERK. Are there any other nominations? 


[A pause.}] If 
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not, the nominations are now closed. The Clerk requests that 
Mr. Hopkins of [llinois, Mr. Loup of California, Mr. CATCHINGS 
of Mississippi, and Mr. ErpMAN of Pennsylvania act as tellers 
during the choice of Speaker, as the rules require that the election 
shaii be viva voce. The gentlemen named will please take their 
places at the Clerk’s desk. 


The roll call will proceed; the names of members-elect will be 
called alphabetically. 
The tellers having taken their places, the roll was called with 
the following result: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Andrews, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R. L 
Atwood, 
Avery, 
Babeock, 


Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bishop 
Black, N. ¥. 
Blue, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 
Burrell, 
Burton, Mo. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Iowa 
Clark, Mo. 
Codding, 
Coffin, 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooke, Til. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Danford, 
Daniels, 
Dayton, 

De Witt, 


Abbott, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Bartlett, N. Y. 


Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Buck, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Oooper, Tex. 
Cowen, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
perenne, 
raper, 
Eddy, 
Ellis, 
Evans, 
Fairchild, 
Faris, 
Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Fletcher, 
Feote, 
Foss, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Griswold, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 


Hainer, Nebr. 


Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 


Downing, 
Ellett, Va. 
oe 8. C. 


Maddox, 
M ire, 
cClellan, 
McCreary, 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 


For Thomas B. Reed, of Maine—240. 


Hyde, 
Jenkins, Pugh, 
Johnson, Cal. uigg, 
Johnson, Ind. ney, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 

Joy, Reeves, 

Kerr, Reyburn, 
Kiefer, Robinson, Pa. 
Kirkpatrick, Royse, 

Knox, Russell, Conn. 
Kulp, Sauerhering, 
Lacey, Scranton, 
Lefever, Settle, 
Leighty, Shannon, 
Leisenring, Sherman, 
Leonard, Simpkins, 
Lewis, Smith, Ml. 
Linney, Smith, Mich. 
Linton, Snover, 
Long, Southard 
Lorimer, Southwick, 
Loud, Spalding, 
Loudenslager, Sperry, 

Low, Steele, 
Mahany, Stephenson, 
Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Marsh Stewart, Wis. 
McCall, Mass. Stone, C. W. 
McCall, Tenn. Stone, W. A. 
McCleary, Strode, 
McClure, Strong, 
McCormick, Sulloway, 
Taft, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracy, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 


Warner, 

Watson, Ind. 
Odell, Watson, Ohio 
Otjen, Wellington, 
Overstreet, White, 
Parker, Wilber, 
Payne, Willis, 
Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Perkins, Wilson, N. Y. 
Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 

Wood 


Pickler, ’ 
Pitney, Woodman, 
Woomer, 


Poole, 
Powers, Wright. 


Prince, 


Mercer 
Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Milnes, 


For Charles F.. Crisp, of Georgia—95. 


McGann, 
McKenney, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miles, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Money, 


Sorg. 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Stalliags, 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tarsney, 
Moses, Tate, 
Neill, Tucker, 
Ogden, Turner, Ga. 
tey, Turner, Va. 
Owens, Tyler, 
Patterson, Underwood, 
Pendleton, Walsh, 
Richardson, Washington, 
Robbins, Wheeler, 
Robertson, La. Williams. 
Rusk 


; Wilson, 8. ©. 
Russell, Ga. Woolard, 
Sayers, Yoakum. 
Shaw, 


For John C, Bell, of Colorado—é. 

Kem, Skinner, Strowd. 

Shuford, 
For David B. Culberson, of Texas—1. 

Crain. 

Mr. HOPKINS (the roll call having been concluded). Mr. 
Clerk, on behalf of the tellers appointed to canvass the vote for 
‘Speaker, I am directed to report that they have ed in their 
tally, with this result: Whole number of votes cast 342; of which 


Baker, Kans. 
Howard, 
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number THOMAS B. REED, of Maine, has received 240, CHARLES F, 
CrisP, of Georgia, 95; JOHN C. BELL, of Colorado, 6, and Davi» 
B. CULBERSON, of Texas, 1. 

The CLERK (having restated the report of the tellers). In accord- 
ance with the result as reported by the tellers, the Clerk announces 
that Mr. THomas B. REED, a Representative from the State of 
Maine, having received a majority of all the votes cast, is duly 
elected Speaker of the House of Representatives. of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. [Loud and long-continued applause.] Mr. Crisp of 
Georgia, Mr. GROSVENOR of Ohio, and Mr. BELL of Colorado are 
designated to conduct the Speaker-elect to the chair. 

Mr. REED, on appearing with the members designated, was 
greeted with loud applause, which was renewed when he ascended 
to the chair. 

The CLERK. Mr. HARMER,a Representative-elect from the State 
of Pennsylvania, being the member present who has served longest 
continuously as a Representative in this body, is designated by the 
cones to administer the prescribed oath of office to the Speaker- 
elect. 

The oath of office being administered by Mr. HARMER, 

The SPEAKER addressed the House as follows: 

GENTLEMEN OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: It will not 
be unbecoming in me, I hope, if I acknowledge to this assembly 
that it is very agreeable to me to stand once more in the place 
which I left four years ago. Of the past, however, I shall not 
speak, for the past speaks for itself [applause] in terms more fit- 
ting and appropriate than any words which could come from my 
lips. Nors all I speak of the future, for we are not now putting 
off the harness, but putting it on. Yet I think I may venture to 
say of the future, in the light of the past, that if we do some 
things which for the moment seem inadequate it may be that 
time, which has justified itself of us on many occasions, may do 
so again. Those who have acted with wisdom heretofore may be 
fairly expected to act with wisdom hereafter. 

Iam sorry to say that the pleasure associated with the honor 
you have bestowed on me, an honor which no American citizen 
can fail to appreciate and for which I give thanks, is but for the 
panes, while the cares and responsibilities extend over many 

ays. 

So far as the performance of my duties affects the whole people 
of the United States, I invoke their considerate judgment. So far 
as it affects the members of this House,I ask from both sides of 
the Chamber that cordial cooperation without which I can not 
hope to succeed, assuring them that no effort on my part will be 
spared to aid them in the performance of their duties by that 
entire impartiality which is their just due. [Loud applause. } 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER then administered the oath of office, the Mem- 
bers and Delegates presenting themselves, as their names were 
called by States, in the area in front of the Speaker’s desk, and 
taking the oath required by law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. NEwLANDS of Nevada, has 
been duly elected to the Fifty-fourth Congress as a Representative 
from that State; but owing to some cause, which is unknown to 
him, the credentials have not been forwarded and filed with the 
Clerk, so that his name has necessarily been left off the roll. I ask 
unanimous consent, in view of the facts, that Mr. NEwWLANDs be 
now permitted to take the oath of office, notwithstanding the 
absence of his credentials. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, from the Tenth district of the State 
of New York Mr. CUMMINGS has been elected to fill a vacancy 
occasioned by death. The local canvassing board has certified the 
result, but the State board has not yet met. Mr. CuMMINGs is 

resent, and I ask unanimous consent, there being as I understand 
it no question of contest, that the oath of office be administered 
also to him,in order that he may take his chances with other mem- 
bers present in the ee for seats soon to take place. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is no ques- 
tion as to the election. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Onemoment, Mr.Speaker. I understand that 
there is no contest or question respecting the election? 

Mr. CRISP. [Lam so informed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On that statement, I think there will be no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to hear my 
name called during the roll, and I ask that I may be sworn in at 
this time. 

Mr. GROUT. LIalso desire the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Any other gentlemen who may be present, 
but did not respond when their States were called, may now pre 
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sent themselves, and the oath of office will be administered to Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker—— 


the same time it is administered to the gentleman from 
fed {[Mr. NEWLANDS] and the gentleman from New York 


. CUMMINGS}. 
OTe ponece tom of members was then concluded. 


ELECTION OF CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of complet- 
ing the organization of the House of Representatives, I offer for 
immediate adoption the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Alexander McDowell, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives; : 

That Benjamin F. Russell, of Missouri, be, and he is hereby, chosen Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives; é 

That William J.Glenn, of the State of New York, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives; 

That Joseph C. McElroy, of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
Postmaster of the House of Representatives; and 

That Henry M. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for the resolu- 
tion just read, which I ask to be considered at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James Kerr, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and is hereby, 
chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress; 

That Herman W. Snow, of the State of Illinois, be, and is hereby, chosen Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress; 

That Alvin B. Hurt, of the State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress; 

That John T. Ross, of the State of Maryland, be, and is hereby, chosen Post- 
master of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress; and 

That the Rev. Edward B. Bagby, of the State of Virginia, be, and is hereby, 
chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

The question being taken on the substitute offered by Mr. 
SAYERS, it was rejected. 

The original resolution offered by Mr. GROSVENOR was adopted. 

The SPEAKER then administered the oath of office to the 
ofticers-elect of the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, informed 
the House of Representatives that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 

Aiso: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives 
to wait upon the President of the United States, and inform him that a 
querum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 

‘ he Vice-President appointed as said committee Mr. Vinas and Mr. 

LLISON. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HENDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the United 
States that the House of Representatives has elected THomas B. REED, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Maine, Speaker, and Alexander McDowell, a 


citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. DALZELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body that a 
quorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; that THoMAS B. REED, 
a Representative from the State of Maine, has been elected Speaker, and 


Alexander McDowell, a citizen of Pennsylvania, Clerk; and that the House is 
ready to proceed to business. 


COMMITTEE OF NOTIFICATION, 


Mr. PAYNE. © Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers a res- 
olution, which will be reported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker on the 
= of the House of Representatives to join. the committee appointed on 
e 


ts of the Senate to wait on the President of the United States and 
notify 


gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The resolution was agreed to; and in accordance with the terms 
thereof the Speaker appointed Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Cannon of Illinois, 
and Mr. Crisp. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, the rules of the House of Repre- 


sentatives of the Fifty-first Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled, and that Con- | 
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Mr.CANNON of Illinois. LIyield tothe gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no desire to debate the proposition, but I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Since the Fiftieth Congress there has been no 
proposition of this sort submitted to the House. Prior to and in- 
cluding the Fiftieth Congress it was customary, upon the assem- 
bling of each House, to adopt the rules of the preceding House 
until otherwise ordered. That proposition was departed from in 
the Fifty-first Congress, and has not obtained since that time, 
either when that side was in the majority or when this side was 
in the majority; and the only question which I desire to ask the 
gentleman is—so that the House may have some information upon 
the subject—whether it is intended that the Honse shall have an 
opportunity, by a report from the Committee on Rules, to pass 
upon the rules which are to be adopted for the government of the 
House, or whether, simply by a motion of this sort at this time, 
without a report, we are to olen rules which are to obtain during 
the remainder of the session? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Iwillsay tothe gentleman from Geor- 
gia that the House finds itself now without rules, except those that 
might obtain as being ordinarily applicable to parliamentary bodies. 
It seems to me desirable that the House should adopt rules for its 
guidance. I will say to the gentleman, however, that opportunity 
will be offered for the amendment of these rules hereafter. 

Mr.CRISP. Mr.Speaker, with the permission of the gentleman, 
the only point is this—the gentleman sees it well enough—that the 
adoption of this rule, or this motion, at this time, puts it in the 
power of the majority of this House, or of a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, to preclude the discussion of the question after- 
wards at any time during the existence of this Congress. The 
gentleman understands that. 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. In reply to the gentleman 

Mr.CRISP. One moment. The purpose I had in view was 
simply to find out whether, if we should agree now—of course we 
may have to agree whether we wish to or not—but if we should 
voluntarily agree now that this rule should be adopted, whether 
it is understood that at an early day we shall have a report from 
the Committeeon Rules on the question of rules? If that be true, 
of course that will bring up the whole question, and will give any 
member on this side the right. if he chooses to exercise it, to criti- 
cise the rulesand to offer a substitute for them. Now, withoutsuch 
an understanding, the adoption of this order or resolution at this 
time absolutely destroys the right of any man to object to any one 
of these rules at any time, or to have an opportunity, without the 
assent of the Committee on Rules and the majority of the House, 
to make any objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In reply to the gentleman I will 
state that the Fifty-first Congress, after great consideration, 
adopted rules with which it was content, acting through a small 
majority. Later on the Fifty-second and the Fifty-third Con- 
gresses, in process of evolution, adopted rules that were satisfactory 
to the majority of the House in those two Congresses. Now, it is 
evidently proper, as anybody can see, that at the earliest possible 
moment, if it is practicable to do so, rules should be adopted for 
the guidance of the House governing the introduction of bills 
and many other things, so that we may proceed in an orderly 
manner, for the convenience of members on both sides. It is en- 
tirely within the powerof the majority to change the rules at any 
time, and to amend; and while I do not desire to make an agree- 
ment about the matter—it being entirely in the power of the ma- 
jority—I do sayto the gentleman that asI understand there is no 
objection on this side of the House to the proposition that later 
on opportunity be given for the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
en or other members, to be heard touching the rules that 
should govern this House by way of amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois 
will pardon me—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to know whether it is not the pur- 
pose, so far as it-has been communicated upon this side of the 
House, that these rules, at the proper time, shall be referred to the 
appropridte committee, and reported back, with such amendments 
as may be thought proper, giving ample opportunity for gentlemen 
upon the other side to move any amendments to the same that they 
may see fit? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Oh, certainly; as I understand it. 

Mr. CRISP. My point is simply this: Sofaras Iam concerned, 
I do not wish in any way to interfere with the adoption of tempo- 
rary rules. I merely desire to have the right at some time to crit- 
icise the rules, if it be deemed desirable to do so. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and ask for its adoption. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of the 
House of Representatives shall be 12 o’clock meridian. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I believe the usual formal reso- 
lutions completing the organization of the House have been 
adopted ; and as it is understood that the message of the President 
will not be sent in to-day, there is ample opportunity for the draw- 
ing of seats. In order to reach that business, I offer the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resoived, That the Heuse do now proceed to draw seats for Members and 
Delegates of the present Congress in pursuance of Rule XXXII of the last 
House, and when names of members absent from the city or on account of 
sickness are called that seats be selected for them by their colleagues. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield a moment to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I believe it has been the cus- 
tom, since the beginning of the Fifty-first Congress, to ailow 
ex-Speakers of the House of Representatives to select their seats 
without participating in the drawing. I offer an amendment to 
that effect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that after the adoption of the resolution I have offered it is 
customary to ask unanimous consent that ex-Speakers be allowed 
to choose their seats. That has been done by unanimous consent; 
and I prefer that the resolution should be adopted as offered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have no objection; and then I will offer 
this proposition. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Tke gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that ex-Speakers of the House of Representatives be 
allowed to select their seats prior to the drawing. That would 
include the gentleman from Geo ia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. Isthere objection? [After 
a pause.}| The Chair hears none, and it is accordingly agreed to. 

r. DINGLEY. Idesire to make a statement of interest to the 
House in reference to the selection of seats. Ordinarily, when the 
membership of the two leading parties is nearly equal, the custom 
has obtained that gentlemen members of the Republican party 
for their convenience have selected seats upon the left of the aisle, 
and gentlemen of the Democratic party seats on the right of the 
aisle; but at the present time, as in the Fifty-second Congress, 
there is so great a roportion in the number of members of the 
two leading parties that it is impracticable, of course, to do this. 
It will be remembered by some gentlemen present that in the 
Fifty-second Congress, prior to the drawing, an agreement was 
made that the Republican members should select from this side 
of the aisle {standing in the first aisle to the left of the main aisle] 
for the first two blocks, that in the last two blocks selections be 
made indiscriminately, and that in the aisle to my left, and on all 
the other side of the main aisle, the members of the Democratic 
party should select their seats. 

It has been suggested, after a conference between gentlemen on 
both sides of the House, that the same arrangement reversed, the 
political parties being now reversed, should obtain at the present 
time. I have conferred with gentlemen upon both sides of the 
House, and especially with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp], and, so far as I know, this arrangement meets with 
approval. 

r. CRISP. The exact matter as it appears in the RECORD is 
as stated by the gentleman from Maine. As there are only a few 
words, I will read: 

Mr. BLount. Mr. Speaker, I beg to make a statement to the House. An 
informal conference between mem on both sides of the House has resulted 
inasuggestion which will be acceptable to members on both sides—that in the 
drawing of seats this side— 

That was then the Democratic side— 
will take the seats on this side of the aisle and the first block of seats on 
the right-hand side of the aisle— 

That is, the block in which the gentleman stands— 
or opposite, that the Republicans will take the two next blocks of seats and 
the remaining seats will be selected as gentlemen may choose on drawing. 

That was the eement reached at that time. That is the 
agreement, as I understand, the gentleman now proposes. So far 
as I am concerned, it is entirely satisfactory. 

A MempBer. Under that rule that side of the House would take 
all of that side and the first block on this side to the right of the 
main aisle. . 

Mr. CRISP. The minority, in this case the Democratic party, 
would occupy first, exclusively, these two blocks of seats, and 
then the excess of members not so accommodated would take 
their chances in the last two blocks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is simply the plan which was adopted in 
the Fifty-second Congress reversed. 
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Mr. CRISP. That is agreeable to gentlemen on this side, so far 
as I have been able to ascertain. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in order that the House may 
be in full possession of the facts pertaining to this matter, it is 
not, I hope, inappropriate for me to add to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. pagony | , that while they have stated correctly 
the plan adopted in the Fifty-second Congress, yet, in the suc- 
ceeding Congress, when the majority was still large, a similar 
proposition was made by our side, but was objected to on the 
other side because it was claimed that the plan had worked hard- 
ship by giving too great an advantage to the majority. I think 
the REcorD will bear me out in that statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct my friend 
from Tennessee. The objection was not that the plan had worked 
hardship, but that in the succeeding Congress the Republican 
membership had largely increased, so that what had been just in 
the Fifty-second Congress was not so in the Fifty-third, because 
of the changed conditions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I may be in error as to the motive of the ob- 
jection, which Tt have stated only from the impression left on my 
mind, but the fact remains that objection was made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
gentleman on one point. The objection came, not from this side 
of the House, but from Mr. Smrpson, a Populist member from 
Kansas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the objection was not that the plan had 
not worked well in the preceding Congress, but that the condi- 
tions had changed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Itwasan objection that was raised 
because gentlemen desired another arrangement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that no objection 
is made now to the proposition I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement can be carried out by com- 
mon consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

= DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have Rule XXXII 
re 

REPORT OF THE RETIRING CLERK. 


The SPEAKER. Before that is done the Chair will submit the 
report of the retiring Clerk of the House, with a letter transmit- 
ting a list of contested-election cases. Without objection these 
documents will be received and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The letter transmitting the list of contested-election cases is as 
follows: 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASES. 


Letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, transmitting a list of 
the contests for seats in the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress of the United States. 


CLERK'S OFFICE, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 2, 1895. 


Str: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives a list of 
contests for seats in the House of Representatives for the Fifty-fourth Con- 
sas of the United States, notices of which have been filed in the office of the 
‘lerk of the House, and also to transmit therewith all original testimony, 
papers, and documents relating thereto, as follows, to wit: 

Sta te of Alabama.—Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Ninth Congressional districts. 

State of Georgia.—Seventh Congressional district. 

State of Iilinois.—Third and Sixteenth Congressional districts. 

State of Kentucky.—Seventb and Tenth Sapomonal districts. 

State of Louisiana.—Second, Third, and Fifth Congressional districts. 

State of Maryland.—Third Congressional] district. 

State of Missouri.—Fifth Congressional district. 

State of Mississippi.—Seventh Congressional district. 

State of New York.—EKighth, Ninth, and Twelfth Congressional districts. 

State of North Carolina.—Second, Third, and Sixth Congressional districts. 
ann South Carolina.—First, Third, Sixth, and Seventh Congressional 

t 

State of Texas.—Fourth, Sixth, and Tenth Congressional districts. 

State of Virginia.—Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Tenth Congressional districts 

The Clerk wishes also tostate that he has opened and printed the testimony 
in all the above cases oncepting in the contest from the Third Congressional 
districtbof Illinois, Hugh R. Belknap vs. Lawrence E. McGann, the testimony 
not being filed within the time required by law. ; 

Also in the contest from the Third Congressional district of Louisiana, Tay- 
lor Beattie vs. Andrew Price, the testimony notall being filed at the time fixed 
for the opening of the same, as required by law, viz, August 15, 189%. The 
ease was continued and the testimony remains un ed. 

Also in the contest from the Eighth Congressional district of New York, J 
Murray Mitchell vs. James J. Walsh, and the Ninth Congressional district of 
New York, Timothy J. Campbell vs. Henry C. Miner. Inneither of these cases 
has the contestee filed any testimony, and the testimony of the contestants 
having been filed after the time uired by law the Clerk did not think it 
proper to open the testimony in either case, but to submit the same for the 
consideration of the House. 

In the Twelfth Congressional district of New Yor, 8. A. Cheesebrough vs. 
George B. McClellan; the Seventh Congressional district of Mississippi, A. 
M. Newman vs. J. G. Spencer, and the Fourth Congressioi.al district of Texas, 
J. H. Davis vs. D. B. Culberson, there are filed with the Clerk notices of con 
test, together with copies of the answers of contestees, and the affidavit of 
the contestee in each case that no testimony has been taken. 

In compliance with the act aeprere’ March 2, 1887, entitled “An act relat- 
ing to contested elections,” such portions of the testimc ny in the above cases 
(with the exceptions referred to) as the parties in interest d upon, or 
as roper to the Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have been 

ted and indexed, together with the notices of contest and the answers 
ereto; and such portions of the testimony as were not printed, with aj! the 
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original papers, have been sealed up and are ready to be laid before the Com- 
mittee on Elections. | ’ 5 y 

Two copies of the printed testimony in each case have been mailed to the | 
contestant and the same number to the contestee. The law in reference to 
the bricfs of both the contestee and contestant in each case has been com. | 
plied with as far as possible upon the receipt by the Clerk of said briefs. 
Owing to delays in this matter, over which the Clerk has no control, all of | 
said briefs have not yet been returned to him by the parties to these con- | 


Contested-election cases, 




















l | 
| 
Contestant. Contestee. 
26 20°34 eee George P. Harrison ...............-... 
© A i nndinchngent cqescuesuces eS SO eee | 
31 A. T. Goodwyn......--.-. ener einn iawn | dames E. Cobb S aniivarieemmlamtacuininl 
6 PD, Be we 505-2. Lebiinnttnews } Oscar W. Underwood. .--..............- 
5 .H. Felton. ........--.--..-.-.------ | John W. Maddox. ................ é 
6 | Hugh R. Belknap*.....-...-.--..----- | Lawrence E. McGann *............... 
7 | John I. Rinaker.--......-....-. ecisanniooeidieie | es SE... onancncecesene 
Oe II, Be oo ecucccctecs co scsa}] WD OO. OWSEIBs 2.20 ccc ce sece- 
o | M. T. Homeine.............- ania renee Joseph M. Kendall. ...............-- 
10 } H. Dudley Coleman.....-.........---- (a a 
| |, TETAS BD | ee 
0 0 A ot rwe wn 10 cecews cosoces Charies d. Dontmer.................. 
18 | Wisteee BD. Boose....................- Pj 4 OS Eee 
TUR ES a EN I nn acemecmeniee 
18 | J. Murray Mitchell® ................. EE Bo NE nn bees ccs cccncnacscus | 
18 | Timothy J.Campbell®...............| Henry C. Mimer*_-.................. 
17 | R.A. Cheesebrough }--............-..--. George B. McClellan ¢..............-.- 
18 | Henry P. Cheatham ...... ............ a Hy teins wcicsencet edn 
19 | Cyrus W. Thompsoz. -..........--..-- Cc”. eee 
2 Charles ES niece dando weesne James A. Lockhart..............- bn 
21 | George W. Murray....-- Sinisa nied I a is inwinue } 
23 | Ropers ocrman....................- | Asbury ©. Latimer..........c.0<<+-s- 
2 2 SO, 0s nw ccwccccconece Pea ee Oe” 
2 | Thomas B. Johnston. .-..........--...-. Pe SN SS 
i cd ncceawtcoeccad couse Be ND so csiecicecdisokece 
os | Jerome C. Kearby................... a ne titres 
cin n cnwecsancecoouesss | Miles ee icine mamas ‘ 
Ronin cicsces cacewostccesce.s | William R. McKenney...-.....-...-- 
@ | George W. Cornett..................-. | Claude A. Swanson ................. 
30 | J. Hampton Hoge-....-.....-- Peter J. Otey ...--..-- penaeaatnidedins 
ye H. St. George Tucker ............... 
32 | A. M. Newman t......- jediaenias eal A aie Ee cade ied anre dep aeden eectene 
| 
Contestant. Contestee. 
| 
Se ROND..... on wesencctusducceese George P. Harrison ............-.-.- ; 
EE 0a0c0. caccercnescseccceus Gaston A. Robbins.................... 
Be ie IN PR « 5 nccnwcccsewcocces eee SO SE tds ccccnwescden on 
III, Sn cccccaceveccecesese cece | Oscar W. Underwood................ 
Oe a binnc cccenewesencotensaa SE I insti Cmaewunnn ws ae 
6 | Hugh R. Belknap* .............-.... --| Lawrence E. McGann*..........-..-- 
NI once cccvee cuveescoes | Finis BE. Downing ...............-... 
8 | George Denny, jr ..................-- | Wate €). COWOMB.w 2224. .2. ccu5<e ‘ 
9 NT. Hopkins iin rqdinn etnias utes eS SS 
10} HB. Dadiey Coleman .....:............ CE Bi IE cuwinnaneccnacauces 
i) Bee emewe T.... .<.............-. | Andrew Price+...................-- 
SS rere ne PETE 
OE eee © ek eee 
OS ae 
16 | J. Murray Mitchell *.-................ | PG IED © 6 cccewdnccscncesees 
16 | Timothy J.Campbell.............. - eurg OC. Mamer® .............0..--. ‘ 
lj | R. A. Cheesebrough f-............- -| George B.  icirnn agin came wie a 
18 | Heury FP. Cheatham.................- 8 EE 
19 | Cyrus W. Thompson.................. yl RES 
20 Ghentes EEE EEG i SO, "eee 
a} Georges W. Murray................... | William Elliott ....................- 
22 | Robert Moorman...................-- | Asbury ©. Latimer? .....ncccccccoee-- 
RE, UP EIGER. on. conn caccerececess BS | 
24 | Thomas B. Johnston .................. PS OO 
ee EE Eire vccic acecccovcccscsccesces| Ds B. CUIRSREIE F. 2200-00202 2 00--- - 
26 | Jerome C. Kearby Ssachasginunnniesmansedinniches A lili n aiataan quran 
ty ee IROIIIN ..  ccccccncccence<ccee | Miles Crowley ............----------- 
#8 | BR. T. Thorp...........................| William R. McKenney ---.......... : 
23 | George W. Cornett..................- | Claude A. Swanson ...............-. 
30 | J. Hampton Hoge...................-- i iti cementite 
ae weenie H. St. George Tucker -...........-.-- 
a | J. G. Spencer ¢ - Sibaddeuk éhene 








*Testimony not opened. 


DRAWING OF SEATS. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the rule under which 
the House is proceeding. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


RULE XXXII—DRAWING OF SEATS. 


1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the Members 
and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, prepared for that 
purpose, a number of small balls of marble or other material equal to the 
number of Members and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively num- 

and thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the 
House for that purpose, by the hands of a page, draw said balls one by one 
from the box ond announce the number as it is drawn, upon which announce- 





tCase considered August 15. Testimony not opened. (See record.) 
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tests; but so far as the briefs have been furnished to the Clerk they are also 

ready to be laid before the Committee on Elections upon the order of the 

House, together with a tabulated statement, which has been prepared by the 

Clerk, showing the number ges of testimony and the present stat f 

each and every contested a as well as the docket which has been 

kept, and all the papers in connection therewith. 
Very respectfully, 





JAMES KERR 
Clerk af ifat 
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ment the Member or Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list 
shall correspond with the number on the ball shall advance and choose his 
seat for the term for which he is elected 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so 
remain until selected under this rule, and any seat hAving been selected shall 
be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished, 
and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no 
proposition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 


The SPEAKER. In order to carry out the resolution as to the 
selection of seats under the rule, it will be necessary for members 
to retire from the body of the Hall. 

The members present retired behind the railing. 

The SPEAKER. Before the drawing for seats begins the gen- 
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tieman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from Penn- have performed the duty assigned them, and were requested by 


lvania [Mr. Grow], who have been authorized by the House to 
choose seats in advance, will please make their selections. 

Mr. Crisp and Mr. Grow accordingly chose seats. 

The SPEAKER. Members will please remain outside the rail- 
ing during the drawing. When gentlemen come inside while the 
drawing is in progress there is likely to be misunderstanding as to 
what seats are occupied and confusion arises which had better be 
avoided. The drawing will now begin. 

The drawing of seats was begun at seven minutes before 2 
o’clock p. m., and concluded at thirty-two minutes past 3. 


PRINTING OF THE RULES, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the House 500 copies of the 
rules of the Fifty-first Congress. 
The resolution was adopted. 
; Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 
o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 1) to reclassify railway postal 
clerks and prescribe their salaries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 2) disposing of two condemned 
cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3) to provide for the relief of aged and dis- 
eet letter carriers—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4) making ineligible for appointment as as- 
signee or receiver officers of corporations engaged in interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, thefollowing petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 
asking Congress to pass a law making officers of public corpora- 
tions ineligible for receivership—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
TuEsSDAY, December 3, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiiBurn, D. D. 

GEORGE GRAY, a Senator from the State of Delaware, Jonun M. 
PauMmeEr, a Senator from the State of Illinois, and JoHn P. Jonzs, 
a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, the Chief Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, appeared below the bar of the Senate and delivered the fol- 
lowing message: 

Mr. President, Iam directed by the Houseof 5 armel to 
inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representatives 
has assembled; that THomas B. REED, a Representative from the 
State of Main»), has been elected Speaker; that Alexander Mc- 
Dowell, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, has been elected 
Clerk, and t’sat the House is ready to proceed to business. 

Also, thata committee of three has been appointed by the Speaker 
on the part of the House of Representatives, tojoin the committee 
appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of 

e United States and notify him thata quorum of each of the two 
Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be mys to make; and that Mr, Payne, 
Mr. Cannon of Illinois, and Mr. Crisp have been appointed such 
committee on the part of the House. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ViLas and Mr. ALLISON, the committee — in con- 
a with asimilar committee of the Houseof Representatives 

wait upon the President of the United States, appeared below 
the bar, and 

Mr. VILAS said: Mr. President, the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that 
@ quorum of each of the Houses of Congress has assembled and is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 


the President to give his respectful salutation to the Houses of 
Congress and to say that he will immediately communicate to 
each House a message in writing. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared below the bar, and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to 
the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
message of the President of the United States, which the Secretary 
will read. 

The Secretary (Mr. WILLIAM R, Cox) read the message, as 
follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


The present assemblage of the legislative branch of our Govern- 
ment occurs at a time when the interests of our people and the 
needs of the country give especial prominence to the condition of 
our foreign relations and the exigencies of our national finances. 
The reports of the heads of the several administrative Departments 
of the Government fully and plainly exhibit what has been accom- 
plished within the scope of their respective duties and present such 
recommendations for the betterment of our country’s condition as 
patriotic and intelligent labor and observation suggest. 

I therefore deem my executive duty adequately performed at this 
time by presenting to the Congress the important phases of our 
situation as related to our intercourse with foreign nations, and a 
statement of the financial problems which confront us, omitting, 
except as they are related to these topics, any reference to depart- 
mental operations. 

I earnestly invite, however, not only the careful consideration, 
but the severely critical scrutiny of the Congress and my fellow- 
countrymen to the reports concerning these departmental oper- 
ations. If justly and fairly examined they will furnish proof of 
assiduous and painstaking care for the public welfare. I press 
the recommendations they contain upon the respectful attention 
of those charged with the duty of legislation, because I believe 
their adoption would promote the people’s good. 

By amendatory tariff legislation in January last, the Argentine 
Republic, recognizing the value of the large market opened to the 
free importation of its wools under our last tariff act, has admitted 
certain products of the United States to entry at reduced duties. 
It is pleasing to note that the efforts we have made to enlarge the 
exchanges of trade on a sound basis of mutual benefit are in this 
instance appreciated by the country from which our woolen fac- 
tories draw their needful supply of raw material. 

The Missions boundary dispute hetween the Argentine Repub- 
lic and Brazil, referred to the President of the United States as 
arbitrator during the term of my predecessor, and which was sub- 
mitted to me for determination, resulted in an award in favor of 
Brazil upon the historical and documentary evidence presented, 
thus ending a long-protracted controversy and again demonstrat- 
ing the wisdom and desirability of settling international boundary 
disputes by recourse to friendly arbitration. 

egotiations are progressing for a revival of the United States 
and Chilean Claims Commission, whose work was abruptly termi- 
nated last year by the expiration of the stipulated time within 
which awards could be made. 

The resumption of specie payments by Chile is a step of great 
interest and importance both in its direct consequences upon her 
own welfare and as evincing the ascendency of sound financial 
oa in one of the most influential of the South American 

epublics. 

he close of the momentous struggle between China and Japan, 
while relieving the diplomatic agents of this Government from the 
delicate duty they undertook at the request of both countries, of 
rendering such service to the subjects of either belligerent within 
the territorial limits of the other as our neutral position permitted, 
developed a domestic condition in the Chinese Empire which has 
caused much anxiety and called for prompt and careful attention. 
Either as a result of a weak control by the central Government over 
the provincial administrations, following a diminution of tradi- 
tional governmental authority under the stress of an overwhelm- 
ing national disaster, or as a manifestation upon good opportunity 
of the aversion of the Chinese population to all foreign ways and 
undertakings, there have occurred in widely separated provinces of 
China serious outbreaks of the old fanatical spirit against foreign- 
ers, which, unchecked by the local authorities, if not actually con- 
nived at by them, have culminated in mob attacks on foreign mis- 
sion: stations, causing much destruction of property, and at- 
tended with — injuries as well as loss of life. 

Although but one American citizen was reported to have been 
actually wounded, and although the destruction of property ma, 
have fallen more heavily upon the missionaries of other nation 
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ties than our own, it plainly behooved this Government to take the 
most prompt and decided action to guard against similar or per- 
haps more dreadful calamities befalling the hundreds of American 
mission stations which have grown up throughout the interior of 
China under the temperate rule of toleration, custom, and imperial 
edict. The demands of the United States and other powers for the 
degradation and punishment of the responsible officials of the re- 
spective cities as provinces who by neglect or otherwise had per- 
mitted uprisings, and for the adoption of stern measures by the 
Emperor’s Government for the protection of the life and property 
of foreigners, were followed by the disgrace and dismissal of cer- 
tain provincial officials found derelict in duty, and the punishment 
by death of a number of those adjudged guilty of actual partici- 
ation in the outrages. 

Pernis Government also insisted that a special American commis- 
sion should visit the province where the first disturbances oc- 
curred, for the purpose of investigation. This lattercommission, 
formed after much opposition, has gone overland from Tientsin, 
accompanied by a suitable Chinese escort, and by its demonstra- 
tion of the readiness and ability of our Government to protect its 
citizens, will act, it is believed, as a most influential deterrent of 
any similar outbreaks. 

The energetic steps we have thus taken are all the more likely 
to result in future safety to our citizens in China, because the In- 

srial Government is, I am persuaded, entirely convinced that we 

esire only the liberty and protection of our own citizens and 
redress for any wrongs they may have suffered, and that we have 
no ulterior designs or objects, political or otherwise. China will 
not forget either our kindly service to her citizens during her late 
war, nor the further fact that, while furnishing all the facilities at 
our command to further the negotiations of peace between her 
and Japan, we sought no advantages and interposed no counsel. 

The Governments of both China and Japan have in special dis- 
patches transmitted through their respective diplomatic represent- 
atives expressed in a most pleasing manner their grateful appre- 
ciation of our assistance to their citizens during the unhappy 
struggle and of the value of our aid in paving the way to their 
resumption of peaceful relations. 

The customary cordial relations between this country and 
France have been undisturbed, with the exception that a full ex- 
planation of the treatment of John L. Waller by the expeditionary 
military authorities of France still remains to be given. Mr. 
Wailer, formerly United States consul at Tamatave, remained in 
Madagascar after his term of office expired, and was apparently 
successful in procuring business concessions from the Hovas of 
greater or less value. After the occupation of Tamatave and the 
declaration of martial law by the French he was arrested upon 
various charges, among them that of communicating military in- 
formation to the enemies of France, was tried and convicted by a 
military tribunal, and sentenced to twenty years’ imprisonment. 

Following the course justified by abundant precedents, this 
Government requested from that of France the record of the pro- 
ceedings of the French tribunal which resulted in Mr. Waller's 
condemnation. This request has been complied with to the ex- 
tent of supplying a copy of the official record, from which appear 
the constitution and ofganization of the court, the charges as 
formulated, and the general course and result of the trial, and by 
which it is shown that the accused was tried in open court and 
was defended by counsel. But the evidence adduced in support 
of the charges—which was not received by the French minister 
for foreign affairs till the first week in October—has thus far 
been withheld, the French Government taking the ground that 
its production in response to our demand would establish a bad 
precedent. The efforts of our ambassador to procure it, however, 
though impeded by recent changes in the French ministry, have 
not been relaxed, and it is confidently expected that some satis- 
factory solution of the matter will shortly be reached. Mean- 
while it _— that Mr. Waller’s confinement has every allevia- 
tion which the state of his health and all the other circumstances 
of the case demand or permit. 

In agreeable contrast to the difference above noted respecting a 
matter of common concern where nothing is sought except such 
a mutually satisfactory outcome as the true merits of the case 
require is the recent resolution of the French Chambers favoring 
the conclusion of a permanent treaty of arbitration between the 
two countries. 

An invitation has been extended by France to the Government 
and people of the United States to participate in a great interna- 
tional exposition at Paris in 1900 as a suitable commemoration of 
the close of this the world’s marvelous century of progress. I 
heartily recommend its acceptance, together with such legislation 
as will cg ang provide for a due representation of this Gov- 
ernment and its people on the occasion. 

Our relations with the States of the German Empire are, in 
some aspects, typical of a condition of things elsewhere found in 
countries whose productions and trade are similar to our own. 
The close rivalries of competing industries; the influence of the 
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delusive doctrine that the internal development of a nation is 
promoted and its wealth increased by a policy which in under- 
taking to reserve its home markets for the exclusive use of its own 
producers necessarily obstructs their sales in foreign markets and 
prevents free access to the products of the world; the desire to 
retain trade in time-worn ruts, regardless of the inexorable laws 
of new needs and changed conditions of demand and supply, and 
our own halting tardiness in inviting a freer exchange of com- 
modities and by this means imperiling our footing in the external 
markets naturally open to us, have created a situation somewhat 
injurious to American export interests, not only in Germany, 
where they are perhaps most noticeable, but in adjacent countries. 
The exports affected are largely American cattle and other food 
products, the reason assigned for unfavorable discrimination being 
that their consumption is deleterious to the public health. This 
is all the more irritating in view of the fact that no European 
State is as jealous of the excellence and wholesomeness of its 
exported food supplies as the United States, nor so easily able, on 
account of inherent soundness, to guarantee those qualities. 

Nor are these difficulties confined to our food products designed 
for exportation. Our great insurance companies, for example, 
having built up a vast business abroad and invested a large share 
of their gains in foreign countries in compliance with the local 
laws and regulations then existing, now find themselves within a 
narrowing circle of onerous and unforeseen conditions, and are 
confronted by the necessity of retirement from a field thus made 
unprofitable, if indeed they are not summarily expelled, as some 
of them have lately been from Prussia. 

It is not to be forgotten that international trade can not be one- 
sided. Its currents are alternating and its movements should be 
honestly reciprocal. Without this it almost necessarily degener- 
ates into a device to gain advantage or a contrivance to secure 
benefits with only the semblance of a return. In our dealings 
with other nations we ought to be openhanded and scrupulously 
fair. This should be our policy as a producing nation, and it 
plainly becomes us as a people who love generosity and the moral 
aspects of national good faith and reciprocal forbearance. 

These considerations should not, however, constrain us to sub- 
mit to unfair discrimination nor to silently acquiesce in vexatious 
hindrance to the enjoyment of our share of the legitimate advan- 
tages of pruper trade relations. If an examination of the situation 
suggests such measures on our part as would involve restrictions 
similar to those from which we suffer, the way to such a course 
is easy. Itshould, however, by no means be lightly entered upon, 
since the necessity for the inauguration of such a policy would be 
regretted by the best sentiment of our people, and because it natu- 
rally and logically might lead to consequences of the gravest char- 
acter. 

I take pleasure in calling to your attention the encomiums be- 
stowed on those vessels of our new Navy which took part in the 
notable ceremony of the opening of the Kiel Canal. It was fitting 
that this extraordinary achievement of the newer German nation- 
ality should be celebrated in the presence of America’s exposition 
of the latest developments of the world’s naval energy. 

Our relations with Great Britain, always intimate and impor- 
tant, have demanded during the past year even a greater share of 
consideration than is usual. 

Several vexatious questions were left undetermined by the deci- 
sion of the Bering Sea Arbitration Tribunal. The application of 
the principles laid down by that august body has not been fol- 
lowed by the results they were intended to accomplish, either 
because the principles themselves lacked in breadth and definite- 
ness or because their execution has been more or less imperfect. 
Much correspondence has been exchanged between the two Gov- 
ernments on the subject of preventing theexterminating slaughter 
of seals. The insufficiency of the British patrol of Bering Sea, 
under the regulations agreed on by the two Governments, has been 
pointed out, and yet only two British ships have been on police 
duty during this season in those waters. 

The need of a more effective enforcement of existing regulations, 
as well as the adoption of such additional regulations as experience 
has shown to be absolutely necessary to carry out the intent of the 
award,.have been earnestly urged upon the British Government, 
but thus far without effective results. In the meantime the deple- 
tion of the seal herds by means of pelagic hunting has so alarm- 
ingly progressed that unless their slaughter is at once effectively 
checked their extinction within a few years seems to be a matter 
of absolute certainty. 

The understanding by which the United States was to pay, and 
Great Britain to receive, a lump sum of $425,000 in full settlement 
of all British claims for damages arising from our seizure of Brit- 
ish sealing vessels unauthorized under the award of the Paris 
Tribunal of Arbitration was not confirmed by the last Congress, 
which declined to make the necessary appropriation. I am still 
of the opinion that this arrangement was a judicious and advan- 
tageous one for the Government, and I earnestly recommend that 
it be again considered and sanctioned. If, however, this does not 
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meet with the favor of Congress, it certainly will hardly dissent 


from the proposition that the Government is bound by every con- 
sideration of honor and good faith to provide for the speedy adjust- 
ment of these claims by arbitration as the only other alternative. 
A treaty of arbitration has therefore been agreed upon, and will 
be immediately laid before the Senate, so that in one of the modes 
suggested a final settlement may be reached. 

Notwithstanding that Great Britain originated the proposal to 
enforce international rules for the prevention of collisions at sea, 
based on the recommendations of the Maritime Conference of 
Washington, and concurred in suggesting March 1, 1895, as the 
date to be set by proclamation for —e these rules into gen- 
eral effect, Her Majesty’s Government, having encountered oppo- 
sition on the part of British shipping interests, announced its 
inability to accept that date, which was consequently canceled. 
The entire matter is still in abeyance, without prospect of a bet- 
ter condition in the near future. 

The commissioners appointed to mark the international bound- 
ary in Passamaquoddy Bay according to the description of the 
treaty of Ghent have not yet fully agreed. 

The completion of the preliminary survey of that Alaskan bound- 
ary which follows the contour of the coast from the southernmost 
point of Prince of Wales Island until it strikes the one hundred 
and forty-first meridian at or near the summit of Mount St. Elias 
awaits further necessary appropriation, which is urgently recom- 
mended. This survey was undertaken under the provisions of the 
convention entered into by this country and Great Britain July 22, 
1892, and the supplementary convention of February 3, 1894. 

As to the remaining section of the Alaskan boundary, which fol- 
lows the one hundred and forty-first meridian northwardly from 
Mount St. Elias to the Frozen Ocean, the settlement of which in- 
volves the physical location of the meridian mentioned, no conven- 
tional agreementhas yet been made. Theascertainment of a given 
meridian ata particular point is a work requiring much time and 
careful observationsand surveys. Suchobservations and surveys 
were undertaken by the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
in 1890 and 1891, while similar work in the same quarters under 
British auspices are believed to give nearly coincident results; but 
these surveys have been independently conducted and no interna- 
tional agreement to mark those or any other parts of the one hun- 
dred and forty-first meridian by permanent monuments has yet 
been made. In the meantime the valley of the Yukon is becom- 
ing a highway through the hitherto unexplored wilds of Alaska, 
and abundant mineral wealth has been discovered in that region, 
especially at or near the junction of the boundary meridian with 
the Yukon and its tributaries. In these circumstances it is expe- 
dient, and, indeed, imperative, that the jurisdictional limits of the 
respective Governments in thisnew region be speedily determined. 
Her Britannic Majesty’s Government has proposed a joint delimi- 
tation of the one hundred and forty-first meridian by an interna- 
tional commission of experts, which, if Congress will authorize it 
and make due provision therefor, can be accomplished with no un- 
reasonable oe It is impossible to overlook the vital importance 
of continuing the work already entered upon, and supplementin 
it by further effective measures looking to the exact location o 
this entire boundary line. 

I call attention to the unsatisfactory delimitation of the respec- 
tive jurisdictions of the United States and the Dominion of Canada 
in the Great Lakes at the approaches to the narrow waters that 
connect them. The waters in question are frequented by fisher- 
men of both nationalities and their nets are there used. Owing 
to the uncertainty and ignorance as to the true boundary, vexa- 
tious disputes and injurious seizures of boats and nets by Cana- 
dian cruisers often occur, while any —- settlement thereof by 
an accepted standard is not easily to bereached. A joint commis- 
sion to determine the line in those quarters, on a practical basis, 
by measured courses following range marks on shore, is a neces- 
sit y for which immediate provision should be made. 

t being apparent that the boundary dispute between Great 
Britain and the Republic of Venezuela concerning the limits of 
British Guiana was approaching an acute , a definite state- 
ment of the interest and policy of the Uni States as regards 
the controversy seemed to be required both on its own account 
and in view of its relations with the friendly powers directly con- 
cerned. In July last, therefore, a dispatch was addressed to our 
ambassador at London for communication to the British Govern- 
ment, in which the attitude of the United States was fully and 
distinctly set forth. The general conchusionstherein reached and 
formulated are in substance that the traditional and established 
pater of this Government is firmly op: to a forcible increase 

y any European power of its territo ions on this con- 
tinent; that this policy is as well founded in principle as it is 
strongly supported by numerous precedents; that as a consequence 
the United States is bound to protest against the enlargement of 
the area of British Guiana in derogation of the rights and against 
the will of Venezuela; that considering ry in strength 
of Great Britain and Venezuela, the terri dispute between 
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them can be reasonably settled only by friendly and impartial 
arbitration, and that the resort to such arbitration should 
include the whole controversy, and is not satisfied if one of the 
powers concerned is permitted to draw an arbitrary line throug) 
the territory in debate and to declare that it will submit to arbi 
tration only the portion lying on one side of it. In view of these 
conclusions, the dispatch in question called upon the British Gov- 
ernment for a definite answer to the question whether it would or 
would not submit the territorial controversy between itself and 
Venezuela in its entirety toimpartial arbitration. The answer of 
the British Government has not yet been received, but is expected 
shortly, when further communication on the subject will prob- 
ably be made to the Congress. 

arly in January last an uprising against the Government of 
Hawaii was promptly suppressed. Martial law was forwith pro- 
claimed and numerous arrests were made of persons suspected 
of being in sympathy with the Royalist party. Among these 
were several citizens of the United States, who were either con- 
victed by a military court and sentenced to death, imprisonment, 
or fine, or were deported without trial. The United States, while 
denying protection to such as had taken the Hawaiian oath of 
allegiance, insisted that martial law, though altering the forms 
of justice, could not supersede justice itself, and demanded stay 
of execution until the proceedings had been submitted to this 
Government and knowledge obtained therefrom that our citizens 
had received fair trial. e death sentences were subsequently 
commuted or were remitted on condition of leaving the islands. 
The cases of certain Americans arrested and expelled by arbitrary 
order without formal charge or trial have had attention, and in 
some instances have been found to justify remonstrance and a 
claim for indemnity, which Hawaii has not thus far conceded. 

Mr. Thurston, the Hawaiian minister, having furnished this 
Government abundant reason for «sking that he be recalled, that 
course was pursued, and his successor has lately been reeeived. 

The deplorable lynching of several Italian laborers in Colorado 
was naturally followed by international representations, and Iam 
happy to say that the best efforts of the State in which the out- 
rages occurred have been put forth to discover and punish the 
authors of this atrocious crime. The dependent families of some 
of the unfortunate victims invite by their dezicrable condition 
gracious provision for their needs. 

These manifestations against helpless aliens may be traced 
through successive stages to the vicious padroni system, which, 
unchecked by our immigration and contract-labor statutes, con- 
trols these workers from the moment of landing on our shores, 
and farms them out in distant and often rude regions, where their 
cheapening competition in the fields of bread-winning toil brings 
them into collision with other labor interests. While welcoming, 
as we should, those who seek our shores to merge themselves in 
our body politic and win personal competence by honest effort, 
we can not regard such assemblages of distinctively alien laborers, 
hired out in the mass to the profit of alien speculators and shipped 
hither and thither as the prospect of gain may dictate, as other- 
wise than repugnant to the spirit of our civilization, deterrent to 
individual advancement, and hindrances to the building up of 
stable communities resting upon the wholesome ambitions of the 
citizen and constituting the prime factor in_ the prosperity and 

rogress of our nation. If legislation can reach this growing evil, 
it certainly should be attempted. 

Japan has furnished abundant evidence of her vast gain in every 
trait and characteristic that constitutes anation’s greatness. We 
have reason for congratulation in the fact that the Government 
of the United States, by the exchange of liberal treaty stipula- 
tions with the new Japan, was the first to recognize her wonderful 
advance and to extend to her the consideration and confidence due 
to her national enlightenment and progressive character. 

The boundary dispute which lately threatened to embroil Guate 
mala and Mexico has happily yielded to pacific counsels, and its 
determination has, by the joint agreement of the parties, been 
submitted to the sole arbitration of the United States minister to 
Mexico. 

The commission appointed under the convention of February 
18, 1889, to set new monuments along the boundary between the 
United States and Mexico has completed its task. 

As a sequel to the failure of a scheme for the colonization in 
Mexico of negroes, mostly emigrants from Alabama under con- 
tract, a great number of these helpless and suffering people, 
starving and smitten with contagious disease, made their way 
or were assisted to the frontier, where, in wretched plight, they 
were quarantined by the Texas authorities. Learning of their 
destitute condition, 1 directed rations to be temporarily furnished 
them through the War Department. At the expiration of their 
quarantine they were conveyed by the railway companies at com 
paratively nominal rates to their homes in Alabama, upon m) 
assurance, in the absence of any fund available for the cost of 
their transportation, that I would recommend to Congress an 
appropriation for its payment. I now strongly urge upon Con- 
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gress the propriety of making such an appropriation. It should 
be remem . oe 7 | 
sympathy and humanity, but by a conviction that it was not com- | 
patible with the dignity of this Government that so large a body | 
of our dependent citizens should be thrown for relief upon the | 
charity of a neighboring State. S ee 

In last year’s message I narrated at some length the jurisdic- 
tional questions then freshly arisen in the Mosquito Indian strip | 
of Nicaragua. Since that time, by the voluntary act of the Mos- | 
quito Nation, the territory reserved to them has been incorporated 
with Nicaragua, the Indians formally subjecting themselves to 
be governed by the general laws and regulations of the Republic 
instead of by their own customs and regulations, and thus avail- 
ing themselves of a privilege secured to them by the treaty 
between Nicaragua and Great Britain of January 28, 1860. 

After this extension of uniform Nicaraguan administration to 
the Mosquito strip, the case of the British vice-consul, Hatch, and 
of several of his countrymen who had been summarily expelled 
from Nicaragua and treated with considerable indignity, provoked 
a claim by Great Britain upon Nicaragua for pecuniary indem- 
nity, which, upon Nicaragua’s refusal to admit liability, was 
enforced by Great Britain. While the sovereignty and jurisdic- 
tion of Nicaragua was in no way questioned by Great Britain, the 
former’s arbitrary conduct in regard to British subjects furnished 
the ground for this proceeding. ; 

A British naval force occupied without resistance the. Pacific | 
seaport of Corinto, but was soon after withdrawn upon the prom- | 
ise that the sum demanded would be paid. Throughout this inci- 
dent the kindly offices of the United States were invoked and were 
employed in favor of as peaceful a settlement and as much consid- 
eration and indulgence toward Nicaragua as were consistent with 
the nature of thecase. Our efforts have since been made the sub- 
ject of appreciative and grateful recognition by Nicaragua. 

The coronation of the Czar of Russia at Moscow in May next | 
invites the ceremonial participation of the United States, and in 
accordance with usage and diplomatic propriety our minister to | 
the imperial court has been directed to represent our Government | 
on the occasion. 

Correspondence is on foot touching the practice of Russian con- 
suls within the jurisdiction of the United States to interrogate | 
citizens as to their race and religious faith, and upon ascertain- | 
ment thereof to deny to Jews authentication of passports or legal 
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documents for use in Russia. Inasmuch as such a proceeding 
imposes a disability, which in the case of succession to property 
in Russia may be found to infringe the treaty rights of our citi- | 


zens, and which is an obnoxious invasion of our territorial juris- | 


diction, it has elicited fitting remonstrance, the result of which 
it is hoped will remove the cause of complaint. 
seized in Russian waters remain unadjusted. Our recent conven- 
tion with Russia establishing a modus vivendi as to imperial ju- 


The pending claims of sealing vessels of the United States | 
| 
| 
| 


risdiction in such cases has prevented further difficulty of this 
nature. 

The Russian Government has welcomed in principle our sug- | 
gestion for a modus vivendi, to embrace Great Britain and Japan, 
looking to the better preservation of seal life in the North Pacific | 
and Bering Sea, and the extension of the protected area defined | 
by the Paris Tribunal to all Pacific waters north of the thirty- | 
fifth parallel. It is especially noticeable that Russia favors pro- 
hibition of the use of firearms in seal hunting throughout the | 
proposed area and a longer closed season for pelagic sealing. 

In my last two annual messages I called the attention of the 
Congress to the position we occupied as one of the parties to a 
treaty or agreement by which we became jointly bound with 
England and Germany to so interfere with the government and 
control of Samoa as in effect to assume the management of its 
affairs. On the 9th day of May, 1894, I transmitted to the Senate a | 
special message with accompanying documents giving informa- 
tion on the subject and emphasizing the opinion I have at all 
times entertained, that our situation in this matter was incon- 


sistent with the mission and traditions of our Government, in | 


violation of the principles we profess, and in all its phases mis- 
chievous and vexatious. 

{ again press this subject upon the attention of the Congress and 
ask for such legislative action or expression as will lead the way 
to our relief from obligations both irksome and unnatural. 

Cuba is again gravely disturbed. An insurrection, in some re- 
Spects more active than the last preceding revolt, which contin- 


interior of the island, menacing even some populations on the 
coast. Besides deranging the commercial exchanges of the island, 
of which our country takes the predominant share, this flagrant 
condition of hostilities, by arousing sentimental sympathy and in- 
citing adventurous support among our people, has entailed earnest 
effort on the part of this Government to enforce obedience to our 
neutrality laws and to prevent the territory of the United States 
from being abused as a vantage ground from which to aid those 


in arms against Spanish sovereignty. 
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Whatever may be the traditionat sympathy of our countrymen 





red that the measures taken were dictated not only by | as individuals with a people who seem to be struggling for larger 


autonomy and greater freedom, deepened as such sympathy natu- 
rally must be in behalf of our neighbors, yet the plain duty of 
their Government is to observe in good faith the recognized obli- 
gations of international relationship. The performance of this 
duty should not be made more difficult by a disregard on the part 
of our citizens of the obligations growing out of their allegiance 
to their country, which should restrain them from violating as 
individuals the neutrality which the nation of which they are 
members is bound to observe in its relations to friendly sovereign 
States. Though neither the warmth of our people’s sympathy 
with «she Cuban insurgents, nor our loss and material damage 
consequent upon the futile endeavors thus far made to restore 
peace and order, nor any shock our humane sensibilities may have 
received from the cruelties which appear to especially charac- 
terize this sanguinary and fiercely conducted war, have in the 
least shaken the determination of the Government to honestly 
fulfill every international obligation, yet it is to be earnestly 
hoped, on every ground, that the devastation of armed conflict 
may speedily be stayed and order and quiet restored to the dis- 
tracted island, bringing in their train the activity and thrift of 
peaceful pursuits. 

One notable instance of interference by Spain with passing 
American ships has occurred. On March 8 last the Allianca, 
while bound from Colon to New York, and following the cus- 
tomary track for vessels near the Cuban shore, but outside the 3- 
mile limit, was fired upon by a Spanish gunboat. Protest was 
promptly made by the United States against this act as not being 
justified by a state of war, nor permissible in respect of vessels on 
the usual paths of commerce, nor tolerable in view of the wanton 
peril occasioned to innocent life and property. The act was dis- 
avowed, with full expression of regret, and assurance of nonre- 
currence of such just cause of complaint, while the offending 
officer was relieved of his command. 

Military arrests of citizens of the United States in Cuba have 
occasioned frequent reclamations. Where held on criminal 
charges their delivery to the ordinary civil jurisdiction for trial 
has been demanded and obtained in conformity with treaty pro- 
visions, and where merely detained by way of military precaution 
under a proclaimed state of siege, without formulated accusation, 
their release or trial has been insisted upon. The right of Amer- 
ican consular officers in the island to prefer protests and demands 
in such cases having been questioned by the insular authority, 
their enjoyment of the privilege stipulated by treaty for the con- 
suls of Germany was claimed under the most-favored-nation pro- 
vision of our own convention and was promptly recognized. 

The long-standing demand of Antonio Maximo Mora against 
Spain has at last been settled by the payment, on the 14th of Sep- 
tember last, of the sum originally agreed upon in liquidation of 
the claim. Its distribution among the parties entitled to receive 
it has proceeded as rapidly as the rights of those claiming the 


| fund could be safely determined. 


The enforcement of the differential duties against products of 
this country exported to Cuba and Puerto Rico prompted the im- 
mediate claim on our part to the benefit of the minimum tariff of 
Spain in return for the most favorable treatment permitted by 
our laws as regardsthe production of Spanish territories. A com- 
mercial arrangement was concluded in January last securing the 
treatment so claimed. 

Vigorous protests against excessive fines imposed on our ships 
and merchandise by the customs officers of these islands for triv- 
ial errors have resulted in the remizsion of such fines in instances 
where the equity of the complaint was apparent, though the vex- 
atious practice has not been wholly discontinued. 

Occurrences in Turkey have continued to excite concern. The 
reported massacres of Christians in Armenia and the development 
there and in other districts of a spirit of fanatic hostility to Chris- 
tian influences naturally excited apprehension for the safety of the 
devoted men and women who, as dependents of the foreign mission- 
ary societies in the United States, reside in Turkey under the guar- 
antee of law and usage and in the legitimate performance of their 
educatiqgnal and religious mission. No efforts have been spared 
in their behalf, and their protection in person and property has 
been earnestly and vigorously enforced by every means within our 
power. 

I regret, however, that an attempt on our part to obtain better 


| information concerning the true condition of affairs in the dis- 
ued from 1868 to 1878, now exists in a large part of the eastern | 





turbed quarter of the Ottoman Empire, by sending thither the 
United States consul at Sivas to make investigation and report, 
was thwarted by the objections of the Turkish Government. 
This movement on our part was in no sense meant as a gratuitous 
entanglement of the United States in the so-called Eastern ques- 
tion, nor asan officious interference with the rightand duty which 
belong by treaty to certain great European powers, calling for 
their intervention in political matters affecting the good govern- 
ment and religious freedom of the non-Mussulman subjects of the 
Sultan, but it arose solely from our desire to have an accurate 
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knowledge of the conditions in our efforts to care for those en- 
titled to our protection. 

The presence of our naval vessels which are now in the vicinity 
of the disturbed localities affords opportunities to acquire a meas- 
ure of familiarity with the condition of affairs, and will enable 
us to take suitable steps for the protection of any interests of our 
countrymen within reach of our ships that might be found im- 

yeriled. 

: The Ottoman Government has lately issued an imperial iradé 
exempting forever from taxation an American college for girls at 
Scutari. Repeated assurances have also been obtained by our 
envoy at Constantinople that similar institutions maintained and 
administered by our countrymen shall be secured in the enjoy- 
ment of all vighte, and that our citizens throughout the Empire 
shall be protected. 

The Government, however, in view of existing facts, is far from 
relying — such assurances as the limit of its duty. Our min- 
ister has been vigilant and alert in affording all possible protection 
in individual cases where danger threatened or safety was imper- 
iled. We have sent ships as far toward the points of actual dis- 
turbance as it is possible for them to go, where they offer refuge 
to those obliged to flee, and we have the promise of other powers 
which have ships in the neighborhood that our citizens, as well 
as theirs, will be received and protected on board those ships. On 
the demand of our minister, orders have been issued by the Sultan 
that Turkish soldiers shall guard and escort to the coast American 
refugees. 

These orders have been carried out, and our latest intelligence 
gives assurance of the present personal safety of our citizens and 
missionaries. Though thus farno lives of American citizens have 
been sacrificed, there can be no doubt that serious loss and destruc- 
tion of mission property have resulted from riotous conflicts and 
outrageous attacks. 

By treaty several of the most powerful European powers have 
secured a right and have assumed a duty not only in behalf of 
their own citizens and in furtherance of their own interests, but 
as agents of the Christian world. Their right is to enforce such 
conduct of Turkish government as will restrain fanatical brutal- 
ity, and if this fails their duty is to so interfere as toinsure against 
such dreadful occurrences in Turkey as have lately shocked civili- 
zation. The powers declare this right and this duty to be theirs 
alone, and it is earnestly hoped that prompt and effective action 
on their part will not be delayed. 

The new consulates at Erzerum and Harpoot, for which appro- 
priation was made last session, have been provisionally filled by 
trusted employees of the Departmentof State. These appointees, 
though now in Turkey, have not yet received their exequaturs. 

The arbitration of the claim of the Venezuela Steam Transpor- 
tation Company under the treaty of January 19, 1892, between the 
United States and Venezuela, resulted in an award in favor of th 
claimant. , 

The Government has used its good offices toward composing the 
differences between Venezuela on the one hand and France and 
Belgium on the other, growing out of the dismissal of the repre- 
sentatives of those powers on the ground of a publication deemed 
offensiveto Venezuela. Although that dismissal was coupled with 
a cordial request that other more personally agreeable envoys be 
sent in their stead, a rupture of intercourse ensued, and still con- 
tinues. 

In view of the growth of our interests in foreign countries and 
the encouraging prospects for a general expansion of our com- 
merce, the question of an improvement in the consular service 
has increased in importance and urgency. Though there is no 
doubt that the great body of consular officers are rendering val- 
uable services to the trade and industries of the country, the need 
of some plan of appointment and control which would tend to 
secure a higher average of efficiency can not be denied. 

The importance of the subject has led the Executive to con- 
sider what steps might properly be taken without additional 
legislation to answer the need of a better system of consular 
= oe The matter having been committed to the con- 
sideration of the Secretary of State, in pursuance of his recom- 
mendations an Executive order was issued on the 20th of Sep- 
tember, 1895, by the terms of which it is provided that after that 
date any vacancy in a consulate or commercial agency with an 
anygmal salary or compensation from official fees of not more than 
$2,400 or less than $1,000 should be filled either by transfer or pro- 
motion from some other position under the Department of State 
of a character tending to qualify the incumbent for the position 
to be filled, or by the appointment of a person not under the De- 
partment of State, but having previously served thereunder and 
shown his capacity and fitness for consular duty, or by the 
appointment of a person who, having been selected by the i- 
dent and sent to a board for examination, is found, upon such 
examination, to be qualified for the position. Posts which pay 
less than $1,000 being usually, on account of their small compen- 
sation, filled by selection from residents of the locality, it was not 
deemed practicable to put them under the new system. 
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The compensation of $2,500 was adopted as the maximum limit 
in the classification for the reason that consular officers receiving 
more than that sum are often charged with functions and duties 
scarcely inferior in dignity and importance to those of diplomatic 
agents, and it was therefore thought best to continue their selec- 
tion in the discretion of the Executive without subjecting them to 
examination before a board. Excluding seventy-one places with 
compensation at present less than $1,000, and fifty-three places 
above the maximum in compensation, the number of positions re- 
maining within the scope of the order is one hundred and ninety- 
six. This number will undoubtedly be increased by the inclusion 
of consular officers whose remuneration in fees, now less than $1,000, 
will be augmented with the growth of our foreign commerce and a 
return to more favorable business conditions. 

In execution of the Executive order referred to, the Secretary of 
State has designated as a board to conduct the prescribed examina- 
tions the Third Assistant Secretary of State, the Solicitor of the 
Department of State, and the Chief of the Consular Bureau, and 
has specified the subjects to whichsuch examinations shall relate. 

It is not assumed that this system will prove a full measure of 
consular reform. It is quite probable that actual experience will 
show particularsin which the order already issued may be amended, 
and demonstrate that, for the best results, appropriate legislation 
by Congress is imperatively required. 

In any event these efforts to improve the consular service ought 
to be immediately supplemented by legislation providing for con- 
sularinspection. This has frequently been a subject of Executive 
recommendation, and I again urge such action by Congress as will 
permit the frequent and thorough inspection of consulates by offi- 
cers appointed for that purpose or by persons already in the diplo- 
matic or consular service. The expense attending such a plan 
would be insignificant compared with its usefulness, and I hope 
the legislation necessary to set it on foot will be speedily forth- 
coming. 

I am thoroughly convinced that in addition to their salaries our 
ambassadors and ministers at foreign courts should be provided 
by the Government with official residences. The salaries of these 
officers are comparatively small and in most cases insufficient to 
pay: with other necessary expenses, the cost of maintaining house- 

oid establishments in keeping with their important and delicate 
functions. The usefulness of a nation’s diplomatic representative 
undeniably depends much upon the appropriateness of his sur- 
roundings, and a country like ours, while avoiding unnecessary 
glitter and show, should be certain that it does not suffer in its 
relations with foreign nations through parsimony and shabbiness 
in its diplomatic outfit. These considerations and the other ad- 
vantages of having fixed and somewhat permanent lccations for 
our embassies would abundantly justify the moderéte expendi- 
ture necessary to carry out this suggestion. ; 

As we turn from a review of our foreign relations,to the con- 
templation of our national financial situation we are immediately 
aware that we approach a subject of domestic concern more 
important than any other that can engage our attention, and one 
at present in such a perplexing and delicate predicament as to 
re quire prompt and wise treatment. 

We may well be encouraged to earnest effort in this direction 
when we recall the steps already taken toward improving our eco- 
nomic and financial situation, and when we appreciate how well 
the way has been prepared for further progress by an aroused and 
intelligent popular interest in these subjects. 

By command of the people a customs-revenue system, designed 
for the protection and benefit of favored classes at the expense of 
the great mass of our countrymen, and which, while inefficient for 
the purpose of revenue, curtailed our trade relations and impeded 
our entrance to the markets of the world, has been superseded by 
a tariff policy which in principle is based upon a denial of the right 
of the Geversanent to obstruct the avenues to our people’s cheap 
living, or lessen their comfort and contentment, for the sake of 
according especial advantages to favorites, and which, while 
encouraging our intercourse and trade with other nations, recog- 
nizes the fact that American self-reliance, thrift, and ingenuity can 
build up our country’s industries and develop its resources more 
surely than enervating ——— 

The compulsory purchase and coinage of silver by the Govern- 
ment, unchecked and unregulated by business conditions and 
heedless of our currency needs, which for more than fifteen years 
diluted our circulating medium, undermined confidence abroad 
in our financial ability, and at last culminated in distress and 
panic at home, has been recently stopped by the repeal of the laws 
which forced this reckless scheme upon the country. 

The things thus accomplished, notwithstanding their extreme 
importance and beneficent effects, fall far short of curing the 
monetary evils from which we suffer as a result of long indulgence 
in ill-advised financial expedients. 

The currency denominated United States notes and commonly 
known as greenbacks was issued in large volume during the late 
civil war, and was intended originally to meet the exigencies of 
that period, It will be seen by a reference to the debates in Con- 
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gress at the time the laws were passed authorizing the issue of 
these notes that their advocates declared they were intended for 
only temporary use and to meet the emergency of war. In almost 
if not ail the laws relating to them some provision was made con- 
templating their voluntary or compulsory retirement. A large 
quantity of them, however, were kept on foot and mingled with 
the currency of the country, so that at the close of the year 1874 
they amounted to $381 ,999,073. f _ 

Immediately after that date, and in January, 1875, a law was 
passed providing for the resumption of specie payments, by which 
the Secretary of the Treasury was required, whenever additional 
circulation was issued to national banks, to retire United States 
notes equal in amount to 80 per cent of such additional national- 
bank circulation until such notes were reduced to $300,000,000. 
This law further provided that on and after the 1st day of January, 
1879, the United States notes then outstanding should be redeemed 
in coin, and in order to provide and prepare for such redemption 
the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized not only to use any 
surplus revenues of the Government, but to issue bonds of the 
United States and dispose of them for coin, and to use the proceeds 
for the purposes contemplated by the statute. 

In May, 1878, and before the date thus appointed for the redemp- 
tion and retirement of these notes, another statute was passed for- 
bidding their further cancellation and retirement. Some of them 
had, however, been previously redeemed and canceled upon the 
issue of additional national-bank circulation, as permitted by the 
law of 1875, so that the amount outstanding at the time of the pas- 
sage of the act forbidding their further retirement was $346,681,016. 

The law of 1878 did not stop at distinct prohibition, but con- 
tained, in addition, the following express provision: 

“ And when any of said notes may be redeemed or be received 
into the Treasury, urider any law, from any source whatever, and 
shall belong to the W/nited States, they shall not be retired, can- 
celed, or destroyed,.out they shall be reissued and paid out again 
and kept in circulaéion.” 

This was the coudition of affairs on the 1st day of January, 1879, 
which had been fixed upon four years before as the date for enter- 
ing upon the redemption and retirement of all these notes, and for 
which such abundant means had been provided. 

The Government was put in the anomalous situation of owing 
to the holders of its notes debts payable in gold on demand which 
could neither be retired by receiving such notes in discharge of ob- 
ligations due the Government nor canceled by actual payment 
in golc. It was forced to redeem without redemption and to pay 
without acquittance. 

There had been issued and sold $95,500,000 of the bonds author- 
ized by the resumption act of 1875, the proceeds of which, together 
with other gold in the Treasury, created a gold fund deemed suffi- 
cient to meet the demands which might be made upon it for the 
redemption of the outstanding United States notes. This fund, 
together with such other gold as might be from time to time inthe 
Treasury available for the same purpose, has been since called our 
gold reserve, and $100,000,000 has been regarded as an adequate 
amount to accomplish its object. This fund amounted on the Ist 
day of January, 1879, to $114,193,360, and though thereafter con- 
stantly fluctuating, it did not fall below thatsum until July, 1892. 
In April, 1893, for the first time since its establishment, this re- 
serve amounted to less than $100,000,000, containing at that date 
only $97,011,330. 

Tn the meantime, and in July, 1890, an act had been passed direct- 
ing larger governmental monthly purchases of silver than had been 
required under previous laws, and providing that in payment for 
such silyer Treasury notes of the United States should be issued 
payable on demand in gold or silver coin at the discretion of the 
are of the Treasury. It was, however, declared in the act 
to be ‘‘ the established policy of the United States to maintain the 
two metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, 
or such ratio as may be provided by law.” In view of this declara- 
tion it was not deemed permissible for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to exercise the discretion in terms conferred on him, by refusing 
to pay gold on these notes when demanded, because by such dis- 
crimination in favor of the gold dollar the so-called parity of the 
two metals would be destroyed, and grave and dangerous :conse- 
quences would be precipitated by affirming or accentuating the 
constantly widening disparity between their actual values under 
the existing ratio. 

_It thus resulted that the Treasury notes issued in payment of 
silver penance under the law of 1890 were necessarily treated as 
os obligations, at the option of the holder. These notes onthe Ist 

ay of November, 1893, when the law compelling the monthly pur- 
chase of silver was repealed, amounted to more than $155,000,000. 
The notes of this description now outstanding added to the United 
States notes still undiminished by redemption or cancellation 
constitute a volume of gold obligations amounting to nearly 
$500,000,000. These obligations are the instruments which, ever 
since we have had a gold reserve, have been used to deplete it. 
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This reserve, as has been stated, had fallen in April, 1893, to 
$97,011,330. It has from that time to the present, with very few 
and unimportant upward movements, steadily decreased, except 
as it has been temporrsily replenished by the sale of bonds. 

Among the causes for this constant and uniform shrinkage in 
this fund may be mentioned the great falling off of exports under 
the operation of the tariff law until recently in force, which crip- 
pled our exchange of commodities with foreign nations and neces- 
sitated to some extent the payment of our balancesin gold; the 
unnatural infusion of silver into our currency, and the increasing 
agitation for its free and unlimited coinage, which have created 
apprehension as to our disposition or ability to continue gold pay- 
ments; the cbnsequent hoarding of gold at home and the stoppage 
of investments of foreign capital, as well as the return of our se- 
curities already sold abroad; and the high rate of foreign exchange, 
which induced the shipment of our gold to be drawn against, asa 
matter of speculation. 

In consequence of these conditions the gold reserve on the Ist 
day of February, 1894, was reduced to $65,438,377, having lost 
more than $31,000,000 during the preceding nine months, or since 
April, 1893. Its replenishment being necessary, and no other man- 
ner of accomplishing it being possible, resort was had to the issue 
and sale of bonds provided for by the resumption act of 1875. 
Fifty millions of these bonds were sold, yielding $58,633,295.71, 
which was added to the reserve fund of gold then on hand. Asa 
result of this operation this reserve, which had suffered constant 
and large withdrawals in the meantime, stood on the 6th day of 
March, 1894, at the sum of $107,446,802. Its depletion was, how- 
ever, immediately thereafter so accelerated that on the 30th day 
of June, 1894, it had fallen to $64,873,025, thus losing by with- 
drawals more than $42,000,000 in five months and dropping slightly 
below its situation when the sale of $50,000,000 in bonds was 
effected for its replenishment. 

This depressed condition grew worse, and on the 24th day of 
November, 1894, our gold reserve being reduced to $57,669,701, it 
became necessary to again strengthen it. This was done by an- 
other sale of bonds amounting to $50,000,000, from which there 
was realized $58,538.500, with which the fund was increased to 
$111,142,021 on the 4th day of December, 1894. 

Again disappointment awaited the anxious hope for relief. 
There was noteven a lull in the exasperating withdrawals of gold. 
On the contrary, they grew larger and more persistent than ever. 
Between the 4th day of December, 1894, al early in February, 
1895, a period of scarcely more than two months after the second 
reenforcement of our gold reserve by the sale of bonds, it had lost 
by such withdrawals more than $69,000,000, and had fallen to 
$41,340,181. Nearly $43,000,000 had been withdrawn within the 
month immediately preceding this situation. 

In anticipation of impending trouble, I had on the 28th day of 
January, 1895, addressed a communication to the Congress fully 
setting forth our difficulties and dangerous position, and earnestly 
recommending that authority be given the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds bearing a low rate of interest, payable by their 
terms in gold, for the purpose of maintaining a sufficient gold 
reserve, and also for the redemption and cancellation of outstand- 
ing United States notes and the Treasury notes issued for the pur- 
chase of silver under the law of 1890. This recommendation did 
not, however, meet with legislative approval. 

In February, 1895, therefore, the situation was exceedingly crit- 
ical. With a reserve perilously low and a refusal of Congressional 
aid, everything indicated that the end of gold payments by the 
Government wasimminent. The results of prior bond issues had 
been exceedingly unsatisfactory, and the large withdrawals of gold 
immediately succeeding their public sale in open market gave rise 
to a reasonable suspicion that a large part of the gold paid into the 
Treasury upon such sales was promptly drawn out again by the 
presentation of United States notes or Treasury notes and found 
its way to the hands of those who had only temporarily parted 
with it in the purchase of bonds. 

In this emergency, and in view of its surrounding perplexities, 
it became entirely apparent to those upon whom the struggle for 
safety was devolved not only that our gold reserve must, for the 
third time in less than thirteen months, be restored by another 
issue and sale of bonds bearing a high rate of interest and badly 
suited to the purpose, but that a plan must be adopted for their 
disposition promising better results than those realized on previous 
sales. An agreement was therefore made with a number of finan- 
ciers and bankers whereby it was stipulated that bonds described 
in the resumption act of 1875, payable in coin thirty years after 
their date, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, 
and amounting to about $62,000,000, should be exchanged for gold, 
receivable by weight, amounting to a little more than $65.000,000. 

This gold was to be delivered in such installments as would com- 
plete its delivery within about six months from the date of the 
contract, and at least one-half of the amount was to be furnished 
from abread. It was also agreed by those supplying this gold that 
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during the continuance of the contract they would by every means 
in their power protect the Government against gold withdrawals. 
The contract — that if Congress would authorize their 
issue, bonds payable by their terms in gold and bearing interest 
at the rate of 3 per cent per annum ~— within ten days be sub- 
stituted at par for the 4 per cent bonds described in the agreement. 

On the day this contract was made its terms were communicated 
to Congress by a special Executive message, in which it was stated 
that more than sixteen millions of dollars would be saved to the 
Government if gold bonds bearing 3 per cent interest were author- 
ized to be substituted for those mentioned in the contract. 

The Congress having declined to grant the necessary authority 
to secure this saving, the contract, unmodified, was carried out, 
resulting ina a reserve amounting to $107,571,230 on the 8th 
day of July, 1895. The performance of this contract not only re- 
stored the reserve, but checked for a time the withdrawals of gold 
and brought ona period of restored confidence and such peace and 
quiet in business circles as were of the greatest possible value to 
every interestthat affects our people. I have never had the slight- 
est misgiving concerning the wisdom or propriety of this arrange- 
ment, and am quite willing to answer for my full share of respon- 
sibility for its promotion. I believe it averted a disaster the 
imminence of which was, fortunately, not at the time generally 
understood by our people. 

Though the contract mentioned stayed for a time the tide of 
gold withdrawal, its results could not be permanent. Recent 
withdrawals have reduced the reserve from $107,571,230 on the 8th 
day of July, 1895, to $79,333,966. How long it will remain large 
enough to render its increase unnecessary is only matter of con- 
jecture, though quite large withdrawals for shipment in the im- 
mediate future are predicted in well-informed quarters. About 
$16,000,000 has been withdrawn during the month of November. 

The foregoing statement of events and conditions develops the 
fact that after increasing our interest-bearing bonded indebted- 
ness more than $162,000,000 to save our gold reserve we are nearly 
where we started, having now in such reserve $79,333,966, as 
comes $65,438,377 in February, 1894, when the first bonds were 

med. 

Though the amount of gold drawn from the Treasury appears 
to be very large, as gathered from the facts and figures herein 

resented, it actually was much larger, considerable sums havi 
Com acquired by the Treasury within the several periods sta 
without the issue of bonds. On the 28th of January, 1895, it was 
—— by the Secretary of the Treasury that more than $172,- 
,000 of gold had been withdrawn for hoarding or shipment 
during the year preceding. He now reports that from January 
1, 1879, to July 14, 1890, a period of more than eleven years, only 
a little over $28,000,000 was withdrawn, and that between July 
14, 1890, the date of the passage of the law for an increased pur- 
chase of silver, and the 1st day of December, 1895, or within less 
than five and a half years, there was withdrawn nearly $375,000,- 
000, making a total of more than $403,000,000 drawn from the 
Treasury in gold since January 1, 1879, the date fixed in 1875 for 
the retirement of the United States notes. 

pny bee Sarre of the gold thus withdrawn has been paid 
cut on these United States notes; and yet every one of the $346,- 
oe is still uncanceled and ready to do service in future gold 

epletions. 

ore than $76,000,000 in gold has, since their creation in 1890, 
been paid out from the Treasury upon the notes given on the pur- 
chase of silver by the Government; and yet the whole, amounting 
to $155,000,000, except a little more than $16,000,000, which have 
been retired by exchanges for silver at the request of the holders, 
remains outstanding and prepared to join their older and more 
experienced allies in future raids upon the Treasury’s gold 
reserve. 

In other words, the Government has paid in gold more than 
nine-tenths of its United States notes and still owes them all. It 
has paid in gold about one-half of its notes given for silver pur- 
chases without extinguishing by such payment one dollar of these 
notes. 

When added to all this we are reminded that to carry on this 
astounding financial scheme the Government has incurred a 
bonded indebtedness of $95,500,000 in establishing a gold reserve, 
and of $162,315,400 in efforts to maintain it; that the annual inter- 
est charged on such bonded indebtedness is more than $11,000,000; 
that a continuance 1n our present course may result in further 
bond issues, and that we have suffered or are threatened with all 
this for the sake of supplying gold for foreign shipment or facili- 
tating its hoarding at home, a situation is exhibited which cer- 
wey ought to arrest attention and provoke immediate legislative 

iof, 

Iam convinced the only thorough and practicable remedy for 
our troubles is found in the retirement and cancellation of our 
United States notes, commonly called greenbacks, and the out- 
standing Treasury notes issued by the Government in payment of 
silver purchases under the act of 1890, 


I believe this could be quite readily accomplished by the ex 
change of these notes for United States bonds of small as well as 


large denominations, bearing a low rate of interest. They should 
be long-term bonds, thus increasing their desirability as invest 

ments, and because their payment could be well postponed to 
period far removed from present financial burdens and perplexi- 
ties, when with increased prosperity and resources they would by 

more easily met. 

To further insure the cancellation of these notes and also pro 
vide a way by which gold —e be added to our currency in lieu of 
them, a feature in the plan should be an authority given to tho 
Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of the bonds abroad for gold 
if necessary to complete the contemplated redemption and can 
cellation, permitting him to use the proceeds of such bonds to take 
up and cancel any of the notes that may be in the Treasury or 
that may be received by the Government on any account. 

The increase of our bonded debt involved in this plan would be 
amply compensated by renewed activity and enterprise in all busi- 
ness circles, the restored confidence at home, the reinstated faith 
in our monetary strength abroad,and the stimulation of every 
interest and industry that would follow the cancellation of the 
gold-demand obligations now afflicting us. Inanyeventthe bonds 
proposed would stand for the extinguishment of a troublesom» 
indebtedness, whilein the path we now follow there lurksthe men- 
ace of ening bonds, with our indebtedness still undischarged 
and va in every feature. The obligations necessary to 
fund indebtedness would not equal in amount those from 
which we have been relieved since 1884 by anticipation and pay- 
ment, beyond the requirements of the sinking fund, out of our 
surplus revenues. 

The currency withdrawn by the retirement of the United States 
notes and Treasury notes, amounting to probably less than $486, 
000,000, might be supplied by such gold as would be used on their 
retirement or by an increase in the circulation of our national 
banks. Though the aggregate capital of those now in existence 
amounts to more than $664,000,000, their outstanding circulation 
based on bond security amounts to only about $190,000,000. They 
are authorized to issue notes amounting to 90 per cent of the 
bonds deposited to secure their circulation, but in no event beyond 
the amount of their capital stock, and they are obliged to pay 1 
per cent tax on the circulation they issue. 

I think they should be allowed to issue circulation equal to the 
par value of the bonds they deposit to secure it, and that the tax 
on their circulation should be reduced to one-fourth of 1 per cent, 
which would undoubtedly meet all the expense the Government 
incurs on their account. In addition they should be allowed to 
substitute or deposit in lieu of the bonds now required as security 
for their circulation those which would be issued for the purpose 
of retiring the United States notes and Treasury notes. 

The banks already existing, if they desired to avail themselves 
of the provisions of law thus modified, could issue circulation in 
addition to that already outstanding, amounting to $478,000,000, 
which would nearly or quite equal the currency proposed to be 
canceled. At any rate, I should confidently expect-to see the 
existing national banks or others to be organized avail themselves 
of the proposed encouragements to issue circulation and promptly 
fill any vacuum and supply every currency need. 

It has always seemed to me that the provisions of law regard- 
ing the capital of national banks which operate as a limitation to 
their location fails to make proper compensation for the suppres- 
sion of State banks, which came near to the people in all sections 
of the country and readily furnished them with banking accoi- 
modations and facilities. Any inconvenience or embarrassment 
arising from these restrictions on the location of national banks 
might well be remedied by better adapting the present system to 
the creation of banks in smaller communities or by permitting 
banks of large capital to establish branches in such localities :s 
would serve the people—so regulated and restrained as to secure 
their safe and conservative control and management. 

But there might not be the necessity for such an addition to the 
currency by new issues of bank circulation as at first glance is 
indicated. If we should be relieved from maintaining a go)! 
reserve under conditions that constitute it tae barometer of our 
solvency, and if our Treasury should no longer be the foolish pur- 
veyor of gold for nations abroad or for speculation and hoardi 
by our citizens at home, I should expect to see gold resume i 
natural and normal functions in the business affairs of the cou- 
try and cease to be an object attracting the timid watch of our 
people and exciting their sensitive imaginations. 

I do not overlook the fact that the cancellation of the Treasury 
notes issued under the silver-purchasing act of 1890 would lea\ 
the Treasury in the actual ownership of sufficient silver, includin 
seigniorage, to coin nearly $178,000,000 in standard dollars. It is 
worthy of consideration whether this might not, from time ‘9 
time, converted into dollars or fractional coin and slowly put 
into circulation, as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the necessities of the country should require. 
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Whatever is attempted should be entered upon fully appreciat- | And yet through all our struggles to maintain our gold reserve 
ing the fact that by careless, easy descent we have reached a | there never has been any apprehension as to our ready ability to 
dangerous depth, and that our ascent will not be accomplished | pay our way with such money as we had; and the question whether 
without laborious toil and struggle. We shall be wise if we | or not our current receipts met our current expenses has not 
realize that we are financially ill and that our restoration to | entered into the estimate of our solvency. Of course the general 
health may require heroic treatment and unpleasant remedies. state of our funds, exclusive of gold, was entirely immaterial to 

In the present stage of our difficulty it is not easy to understand | the foreign creditor and investor. His debt could only be paid in 
how the amount of our revenue receipts directly affects it. The | gold, and his only concern was our ability to keep on hand that 
important question is not the quantity of money received in reve- kind of money. 
| 
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nue payments, but the kind of money we maintain and our On July 1, 1892, more than a year and a half before the first 
ability to continue in sound financial condition. We are consid- | bonds were issued to replenish the gold reserve, there was a net 
ering the Government's holdings of gold as related to the sound- | balance in the Treasury, exclusive of such reserve, of less than 
ness of our money and as affecting our national credit and mone- | $13,000,000; but the gold reserve amounted to more than $114,000,- 
tary strength. : ; 000, which was the quieting feature of the situation. It was when 

If our gold reserve had never been impaired; if no bonds had | the stock of gold began rapidly to fall that fright supervened and 
ever been issued to replenish it; if there had been no fear and | our securities held abroad were returned for sale and debts owed 
timidity concerning our ability to continue gold payments; if any | abroad were pressed for payment. In the meantime extensive 
part of our revenues were now paid in gold, and if we could look | shipments of gold and other unfavorable indications caused rest- 
to our gold receipts as a means of maintaining a safe reserve, the | lessness and fright among our people at home. Thereupon the 
amount of our revenues would be an influential factor in _the general state of our funds, exclusive of gold, became also imma- 

roblem. But unfortunately all the circumstances that might | terial to them, and they, too, drew gold from the Treasury for 
Pend weight to this consideration are entirely lacking. hoarding against all contingencies. This is plainly shown by the 

In our present predicament no gold is received 7 the Govern- | large increase in the proportion of gold withdrawn which was 
ment in payment of revenue charges, nor would there be if the | retained by our own people as time and threatening incidents 
revenues were increased. The receipts of the Treasury, when not | progressed. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1804, nearly 
in silver certificates, consist of United States notes and Treasury | $85,000,000 in gold was withdrawn from the Treasury and about 
notes issued for silver purchases. These forms of money are only | $77,000,000 was sent abroad, while during the fiscal year ending 
useful to the Government in paying its current ordinary expenses, | June 30, 1895, over $117,000,000 was drawn out, of which only about 
and its quantity in Government ion does not in the least | $66,000,000 was shipped, leaving the large balance of such with- 
i drawals to be accounted for by domestic hoarding. 

Inasmuch as the withdrawal of our gold has resulted largely 
from fright, there is nothing apparent that will prevent its con- 
tinuance or recurrence, with its natural consequences, except such 
a change in our financial methods as will reassure the frightened 
and Treasury notes, but the proposition that the Treasury can on | and make the desire for gold less intense. It is not clear how an 
demand draw gold from the —— upon them would beregarded | increase in revenue, unless it be in gold, can satisfy those whose 
in these days with wonder and amusement. Andevenif thiscould | only anxiety is to gain gold from the Government's store. 
be done, there is nothing to prevent those thus parting with their It can not therefore be safe to rely upon increased revenues asa 


contribute toward giving us that kind of safe financial standing or 
condition which is built on gold alone. 

If it is said that these notes if held by the Government can be 
used to obtain gold for our reserve, the answer iseasy. The people 
draw gold from the Treasury on demand upon United States notes 


gold from regaining it the next day or the next hour by the pre- | cure for our present troubles. 
sentation of the notes they received in exchange for it. It is possible that the suggestion of increased revenue as a rem- 
The Secretary of the Treasury might usesuch notes taken from | edy for the difficulties we are considering may have originated in 
a surplus revenue to buy gold in the market. Of course he could | an intimation or distinct allegation that the bonds which have been 
not do this without paying a premium. Private holders of gold, | issued ostensibly to replenish our gold reserve were really issued 
unlike the Government, having no parity to maintain, would not | to supply insufficient revenue. Nothing can be further from the 
be restrained from making the best bargain possible when they | truth. Bonds were issued to obtain gold for the maintenance of 
furnished gold to the Treasury; but the moment the Secretary of | our national credit. As has been shown, the gold thus obtained 
the Treasury bought gold on any terms above par he would estab- | has been drawn again from the Treasury upon United States notes 
lish a general and universal premium upon it, thus breaking down | and Treasury notes. This operation would have been promptly 
the parity between gold and silver which the Government is pledged | prevented if possible; but these notes having thus been passed to 
to maintain, and opening the way to new and serious complica-| the Treasury, they became the money of the Government, like any 
tions. Inthemeantime the premium would not remainstationary, | other ordinary Government funds, and there was nothing to do 
and the absurd spectacle might be presented of a dealer selling | but to use them in paying Government expenses when needed. 
gold to the Government, and with United States notes or Treasury At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any con- 
notes in his hand immediately clamoring for its return and a re- | sideration of the question of paying the expenses of Government 
sale at a higher premium. with their proceeds. There was no necessity to consider that 
It may be claimed that a large revenue and redundant receipts | question. At the time of each bond issue we had a safe surplus 
might favorably affect the situation under discussion by affording | in the Treasury for ordinary operations, exclusive of the gold in 
an a of retaining these notes in the Treasury when re- | our reserve. In February, 1894, when the first issue of bonds 
ceived, and thus preventing their presentation for gold. Such | was made, such surplus amounted to over $18,000,000; in Novem- 
retention to be useful ought to be at least measurably permanent; | ber, when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than 
and this is precisely what is prohibited, so far as United States | $42,000,000, and in February, 1895, when bonds for the third time 
notes are concerned, by the law of 1878 forbidding their further | were issued, such surplus amounted to more than $100,000,000. It 
retirement. That statute in so many words provides that these | now amounts to $98,072,420.30. 
notes when received into the Treasury and belonging to the United Besides all this, the Secretary of the Treasury had no authority 
States shall be “‘ paid out again and kept in circulation.” whatever to issue bonds to increase the ordinary revenues or pay 
It will, moreover, be readily seen that the Government could | current expenses. 
not refuse to pay out United States notes and Treasury notes in I can not but think there has been some confusion of ideas re- 
current transactions when demanded and insist on paying out | garding the effects of the issue of bonds and the results of the 
silver alone and still maintain the parity between that metal and | withdrawal of gold. It was the latter process and not the former 
the currency representing gold. Beside . the accumulation in| that by substituting in the Treasury United States notes and 
the Treasury of currency of any kind exacted from the people | Treasury notes for gold increased by their amount the money 
through taxation is justly regarded as an evil, and it can not pro- | which was in the first instance subject to ordinary Government 
ceed far without vigorous protest against an unjustifiable reten- | expenditure. 
tion of money from the business of the country and a denunciation Although the law compelling an increased purchase of silver by 
of a scheme of taxation which proves itself to be unjust when it | the Government was passed on the 14th day of July, 1890, with- 
takes from the earnings and income of the citizen money so much | drawals of gold from the Treasury upon the notes given in 
in excess of the needs of Government support that large sums | payment on such purchases did not begin until October, 1891. Im- 
can be gathered and kept in the Treasury. Such a condition has | mediately following that date the withdrawals upon both these 
heretofore in times of surplus revenue led the Government to | notes and United States notes increased very largely, and have 
restore currency to the people by the purchase of its unmatured | continued to such an extent that since the passage of that law 
bonds at a large premium and by a large increase of its deposits | there has been more than thirteen times as much gold taken out 
in national banks, and we easily remember that the abuse of | of the Treasury upon United States notes and Treasury notes 
+reasury accumulation has furnished a most persuasive argument | issued for silver purchases as was thus withdrawn during the 
In favor of legislation radically reducing our tariff taxation. eleven and a half years immediately prior thereto and after the Ist 
P erhaps it is supposed that sufticient revenue receipts would in | day of January, 1879, when specie payments were resumed. 
® sentimental way improve the situation, by inspiring confidence tt is neither unfair nor unjust to charge a large share of our 
i1 our solvency and allaying the fear of pecuniary exhaustion. | present financial perplexities and dangers to the operation of the 
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laws of 1878 and 1890 compelling the purchase of silver by the 
Government, which not only furnished a new Treasury obligation 
upon which its gold could be withdrawn, but so increased the fear 
of an overwhelming flood of silver and a forced descent to silver 
payments that even the repeal of these laws did not entirely cure 
the evils of their existence. 

While I have endeavored to make a plain statement of the dis- 
ordered condition of our currency and the present dangers menac- 
ing our prosperity, and to suggest a wa¥ which leads to a safer 
financial system, I have constantly had in mind the fact that many 
of my countrymen, whose sincerity I do not doubt, insist that the 
cure for the ills now threatening us may be found in the single and 
simple remedy of the free coinage of silver. They contend that 
our mints shall be at once thrown open to the free, unlimited, and 
independent coinage of both gold and silver dollars of full legal- 
tender quality, regardless of the action of any other Government 
and in full view of the fact that the ratio between the metals which 
they suggest calls for 100 cents’ worth of gold in the gold dollar at 
the present standard and only 50 cents in intrinsic worth of silver 
in the silver dollar. 

Were there infinitely ae reasons than can be adduced for 
hoping that such action would secure for us a bimetallic currency 
moving on lines of poste, an experiment so novel and hazardous as 
that proposed might well stagger those who believe that stability 
is an imperative condition of sound money. 

No government, no human contrivance or act of legislation, has 
ever been able to hold the two metals together in free coinage ata 
ratio appreciably different from that which is established in the 
markets of the world. 

Those who believe that our independent free coinage of silver at 
an artificial ratio with gold of 16 to 1 would restore the parity 
between the metals, and conséquently between the coins, oppose an 
unsupported and improbable theory to the general belief and prac- 
tice of other nations, and to the teaching of the wisest statesmen 
and economists of the world, both in the past and present, and, 
what is far more conclusive, they run counter to our own actual 
experiences. 

wice in our earlier history our lawmakers in attempting to es- 
tablish a bimetallic currency undertook free coinage upon a ratio 
which accidentally varied from theactual relative values of the two 
metals not more than 8 per cent. In both cases, notwithstanding 
greater difficulties and cost of transportation than now exist, the 
coins whose intrinsic worth was undervalued in the ratio gradually 
and surely disappeared from our circulation and wer to other 
countries where their real value was better recognized. 

Acts of ——_ were impotent to create equality where natural 
causes decreed even a slight inequality. 

Twice in our recent history we have signally failed to raise by 
legislation the value of silver. Under an act of Congress passed 
in 1878 the Government was required for more than twelve years 
to expend annually at least $24,000,000 in the purchase of silver 
bullion for coina The act of July 14, 1890, in a still bolder 
effort increased the amount of silver the Government was com- 
pelled to purchase, and forced it to become the buyer annually of 
54,000,000 ounces, or practically the entire product of our mines. 
Under both laws silver rapidly and steadily declined in value. 
The prophecy and the expressed hope and expectation of those in 
the Congress who led in the passage of the last-mentioned act, 
that it would reestablish and maintain the former parity between 
the two metals, are still fresh in our memory. 

In the light of these experiences, which accord with the experi- 
ences of other nations, there is,certainly no secure ground for the 
belief that an act of Congress could now bridge an inequality of 50 
per cent between gold and silver at our present ratio, nor is there 
the least } pcompe od that our country, which has less than one- 
seventh of the silver money in the world, could by its action alone 
raise not only our own, but all silver to its lost ratio with gold. 
Our attempt to accomplish this by the free coinage of silver at a 
ratio differing widely from actual relative values would be the 
signal for the complete departure of gold from our circulation, the 
immediate and large contraction of our circulating medium, and 
a shrinkage in the real value and monetary efficiency of all other 
forms of currency as they settled to the level of silver monometal- 
lism. Everyone who receives a fixed salary and every worker for 
Wages would find the dollar in his hand ruthlessly scaled down to 
the point of bitter yer a ange if not to pinching privation. 

A change in our standard to silver monometallism would also 
bring on a collapse of the entire system of credit which, when 
based on a standard which is recognized and adopted by the world 
of business, is many times more potent and useful than the entire 
volume of currency and is safely capable of almost indefinite 
expansion to meet the growth of trade and enterprise. In a self- 
invited struggle through darkness and uncertainty our humilia- 
tion would be inc by the consciousness that we had 
company with all the enlightened and progressive nations of the 
world, and were desperately and hopelessly striving to meet the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| so indispensable to bro: 


DECEMBER 3, 


stress of modern commerce and competition with a debased an) 
unsuitable currency, and in association with the few weak a) 
laggard nations which have silver alone as their standard of valu 

All history warns us against rash experiments which threate), 
violent changes in our monetary standard and the degradation «| 
our currency. The past is full of lessons teaching not only tho 
economic dangers, but the national immorality that follows in the 
train of such experiments. I will not believe that the Americ; 
people can be persuaded after sober deliberation to jeopardize their 
nation’s prestige and proud standing by encouraging financial nos- 
trums, nor that they will yield to the false allurements of che: 
money, when they realize that it must result in the weakening of 
that financial integrity and rectitude which thus farino our history 
has been so devotedly cherished as one of the traits of true Ameri- 
canism. 

Our country’s indebtedness, whether owing by the Government 
or existing between individuals, has been contracted with refer- 
ence to our present standard. To decree by act of Congress that 
these debts shall be payable in less valuable dollars than those 
within the contemplation and intention of the parties when con- 
tracted would operate to transfer, by the fiat of law and without 
compensation, an amount of property and a volume of rights and 
interests almost incalculable. 

Those who advocate a blindand headlong plunge to free coinage 
in the name of bimetallism and professing the belief, contrary to 
all experience, that we could thus establish a double standard and 
a concurrent circulation of both metals in our coinage, are cer- 
tainly reckoning from a cloudy standpoint. Our present standard 
of value is the standard of the civilized world and permits the only 
bimetallism now possible, or at least that is within the independ- 
ent reach of any single nation, however powerful that nation may 
be. While the value of gold as a standard is steadied by almost 
universal commercial and business use, it does not despise silver 
nor seek its banishment. Wherever this standard is maintained 
there is at its side in free and unquestioned circulation a volume 
of silver currency sometimes equaling and sometimes even exceed- 
ing it in amount, both maintained at a parity notwithstanding a 
depreciation or fluctuation in the intrinsic value of silver. 

here is a vast difference between a standard of value and a 
currency for monetary use. The standard must necessarily be 
fixed and certain. The currency may be in divers forms and of 
various kinds. Nosilver-standard country has a goldcurrency in 
circulation; but an enlightened and wise system of finance secures 
the benefits of both gold and silver as currency and circulating 
medium by keeping the standard stable and all other currency at 
par with it. Such a system and such a standard also gives free 
scope for the use and expansion of safe and conservative credit, 
and growing commercial transactions 
and so well substituted for the actual use of money. If a fixed 
and stable standard is maintained such as the magnitude and 
safety of our commercial transactions and business require, the 
use of money itself is conveniently minimized. 

Every dollar of fixed and stable value has through the agency of 
confident credit and astonishing capacity of multi lying itself in 
financial work. Every unstable and fluctuating dollar fails as a 
basis of credit, and in its use begets gambling speculation and un- 
dermines the foundations of honest enterprise. 

I have ventured to express myself on this subject with earnest- 
ness and plainness of speech because I can not rid myself of the 
belief that there lurks in the one for the free coinage of 
silver, so strongly approved and so enthusiastically advocated by 
a multitude of my countrymen, a serious menace to our prosperity 
and an insidious temptation of our people to wander from the al- 
legiance they owe to public and private integrity. It is because! 
do not distrust the good faith and sincerity of those who press 
this scheme that I have imperfectly, but with zeal submitted my 
thoughts upon this momentous subject. I can not refrain from 
begging them to reexamine their views and beliefs in the light of 
patriotic reason and familiar experience, and to weigh again and 
again the consequences of such legislation as their efforts have in- 
vited. Even thecontinued agitation of the subject adds greatly to 
the difficulties of a dangerous financial situation already forced 
upon us, 

* conclusion, I especially entreat the people’s representatives 
in the Congress, who are charged with the responsibility of in- 
augurating measures for the safety and prosperity of our com- 
mon country, to promptly and effectively consider the ills of our 
critical financial plight. I have suggested a remedy which my 
judgment approves. I desire, however, to assure the Congress 
that I am prepared to cooperate with them in perfecting any other 
measure promising thorough and practical relief, and that I will 
gladly labor with them in every patriotic endeavor to further the 
interests and guard the welfare of our countrymen whorn in our 
respective places of duty we have undertaken to serve. ¥ 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December ?, 1895. 











1895. 





Mr. GORMAN. I move that the message lie on the table and be 
printed. — 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Comptroller of the Currency for the year ended October 
81, 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obediedce to law, a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate from 
July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. , 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, submitting, in obedience to law, a full and 
complete account of all property belonging to the United States 
in his possession on the 2d day of December, 1895; which was 


which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to | 


lie on the table and be printed. 
REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, submitting a full 
and completeaccount of all property belonging to the United States 
in his possession December 2, 1895; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a full and_ complete 
statement of all money received from sale of condemned property 
belonging to the United States from December 3, 1894, to date, 
and disposition made of same; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senateacommunication 


from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the | 


Government directors of the Union Pacific Railway Company for 

the year 1895; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 

to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of 
Thomas L. Casey, brigadier-general United States Army, relative 
to the progress of the construction of the building for the Library 
of Congress during the year ended December 1, 1895; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Select Committee 
on Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of 
judgments rendered by that court and the amounts thereof for 
the year ended November 30, 1895; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT :presented a concurrent resolution of 
the legislature of the State of New York; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce as follows: 

STATE OF NEW YORK, In Assembly, Albany, February 15, 1895. 


Whereas from published reports of the stranding of the schooners John 
V. Manning and Louis V. Place, on the coast of Long Island, between the Lone 
Hill and the Blue Point life-saving stations, during the terrible storm of wind 
and snow which swept over the country through the night of February 7 and 
the day of February 8, it is made entirely clear that the rescue of the crew of 
the former vessel and of the two survivors of the crew of the latter vessel 
was effected by the brave men of the above-named stations only through the 
exercise by them of the highest qualities of human endurance, energy, skill, 
and dauntless devotion to duty; and 

Whereas the tribute of popular esteem and applause is due to such self- 
sacrificing heroism in the cause of our common humanity: Therefore be it 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That the legislature of the State of New 
York feels a praper pride in recognizing such noble deeds on the part of its 
citizens, and does hereby extend the thanks of the 
Captains Baker and Rourke and their gallant crews of the Lone Hill and Blue 
Point stations for the service they rendered not only to the immediate sub- 
jects of their courage and skill, but also to the whole “ brotherhood of man,” 
when for over forty hours of continuous effort, without rest or 
and day, they labored through gloom and gale and bitter frost to save human 
lives, and when at midnight of February 9 they launched a lifeboat into an 
ice-covered sea and at the peril of their own lives pushed off to snatch from 
the jaws of death two seemingly doomed victims of the storm. Such aserv- 
ice belongs to humanity and deserves universal admiration. 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That an engrossed copy of these resolutions 
» Sent to each person named therein, properly attested by the president and 
clerk of the senate and the speaker and clerk of the assembly; and also to the 
United States Senate and House of Representatives at Washington. 


By order of the assembly. 
HAMILTON FISH, Speaker. 

A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 
In SENATE, February 18, 1895. 
Cencurred in without amendment. ~ 
By order of the senate. 

CHARLES T. SAXTON, President. 

JNO. S. KENYON, Clerk. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Chicago and Quincy, in the State of Illinois; a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Hovart, N. Y.; a petition of stndry citizens of 

| Portland, Oreg., and a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
| Harrisburg, Pa., praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents 
! 








of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted at a mass meet- 
ing of the citizens of Evanston, IIl., in relation to the deplorable 
condition existing in Turkey, and calling upon our Government 
to do everything in its power to save life, and in favor of those 
| institutions of Christian civilization that make for peace, liberty, 
and religious toleration. I move that the resolutions be referred 
| to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the board of supervisors 
of Sangamon County, Il., praying that an appropriation be made 
to build a substantial, permanent roadway from the city of Spring- 
field, inthe State of llinois, to Camp Butler, a national cemetery in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition in the shape of resolu- 
tions adopted by the Methodist Episcopal Church of Marlboro, 
N. H., signed by George W. Buzzell, pastor, praying that the Ar- 
| menian wrongs be immediately and permanently righted; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the selectmen and 350 other 
| citizens of Marblehead, Mass., praying that an appropriation be 
made to build a sea wall for the protection of Marblehead Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Charles H. Oliphant and 
other citizens of Methuen, Mass., and the petition of Rev. Professor 
Smyth, of the Andover (Mass.) Theological Seminary, and other 
| citizensof Massachusetts, praying for the immediate establishment 
of United States consulates in the Armenian centers, and that every 
proper effort be made by the Government for the protection of the 
Christian population of Turkey; which were referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Idaho, passed after the adjournment of the last Congress 

} J g ’ 
praying for the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people. LIask that the memorial beread and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 

Secretary's Office, State of Idaho: 

I, I. W. Garrett, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial No 
5, which was filed in this oftice the 5th day of March, A. D. 1895, and admitted 
to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. 5 

Done at Boise, the capital of Idaho, this 18th day of March, A. D. 1895 

[SEAL. } I. W. GARRETT, Secretary of State. 

[House joint memorial No. 5.] 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent, that the sentiment of the people of the State of Idaho is almost 
unanimous in favor of the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people, and we petition your honorable body to submit to the States 

an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which will require 
the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the people 

The secretary of state is hereby authorized to send certified copies of this 
memorial to our representatives in Congress. 

Passed the house of representatives February 21, 1895 

R. V. COZIER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 








Passed the senate March 4, 1895. 
FREDERICK J. MILLS, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved this 5th day of March, 1895. 
W. J. McCONNELL, Governor. 
Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of the legislature of the 

State of Idaho, praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 

pose of removing certain obstructions in Clarks Fork of the Co- 
| lumbia River, near the international boundary line between the 
| United States and British Columbia; which was read and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 
| EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 

Secretary's Office, State of Idaho: 

I, I. W. Garrett, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify tuat the 
annexed is a full. true, and complete transcript of senate joint memorial No. 
5, which was filed in this office the 5th day of March, A. D. 1895, and admitted 
to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. ; 

Done at Boise, the capital of Idaho, this 18th day of March, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL. } I. W. GARRETT, Secretary of State. 
[Senate joint memorial No. 5.—By Browne.—Praying for the removal of cer- 
tain obstructions existing in the Clarks Fork of the Columbia River.] 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
| Idaho, represent to your honcrable body that there now exists in Clarks Fork 
| of the Columbia River, at or near the international! boundary line between the 

United States and British America, certain falls which preven* the access of 
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the Columbia River salmon into the lakes and rivers of northern Idaho and 
western Montana. Wefurther represent that by the removal of said obstruc- 
tions these fish would be able to ascend into the large lakes and rivers of a 
great area of country, embracing all of northern Idaho and western Montana, 
and that the benefits of the citizens of these States would be very great, not 
only in furnishing food, but in also making possible the establishment of large 
canning and fishing industries. Tor these and other reasons, your memorial- 
ey pray for an appropriation for the purpose of removing those 

Approved March 5, 1895. 

W. J. McCONNELL, Governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of sundry cit- 
izens of Lake County, Oreg., and a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Modoc County, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation giving permission to any person or persons to tap the 
waters of Goose Lake, in those counties; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He aiso presented the petition of John Thurman, of Portland, 
Oreg., praying that compensation be granted him for injuries re- 
ceived while employed as a deck hand on the steamboat Corvallis, 
which was en in the improvement of the Cowlitz River in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of citizens of Skagit County, 
in the State of Washington, respectfully showing, by a reference 
to the map of the State, that the Skagit River is the largest and 
most important tributary to Puget Sound. The petitioners state 
that the river is navigable for steamers plying on that sound for 
a distance of 90 miles from its mouth; and that it is an im nt 
stream for national purposes. The petitioners also call atten- 
tion to the fact that very small coma have been made by 
Congress for improving the Skagit River, whilst large amounts, 
aggregating over $1,000,000, have been contributed and expended 
for that purpose by the citizens of Skagit County and for protect- 
ing their lands by diking against the waters. They also state 
that much damage to crops, lands, and timber has been done in 
this valley by recent floods, estimating their loss at $1,000,000; and 
they pray that sufficient ———— be made for improving the 
navigation of Puget Sound and its tributaries, and that the appro- 
priation for Skagit River be segregated and expended in that 
work. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. I regard it as being worthy of the careful attention 
of the committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Commercial Club, a 
body of business men, of Tacoma, State of Washington, praying 
for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the petition of Mrs. Eliza J. Gray, 
widow of Hon. Isaac P. Gray, deceased, late United States minis- 
ter to the Republic of Mexico, praying that relief be granted her 
in consequence of the death of her late husband, which resulted 
from a severe cold contracted whilst on his way to his post. I 
move that the = and accompanying paper be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the city council of St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., and a petition of the city council of Tampa, Fla., 
praying for the recognition of the government recently organized 
on the Island of Cuba as a belligerent power in their contest with 
Spain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Maine, praying that the birthday of Abraham Lincoln be made 
a national holiday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, as follows: 

Stare or MAINE: 

Whereasa oe and united nation recognize that Abraham Lincoln was 
the savior of lis country, as Washington was its defender; and 

Whereas his exalted lead as dent of the United States through 
the darkest hours of the nation's life has rendered his name immortal by his 
distinguished services for union and liberty: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the people of Maine, by its senate and house of representa- 
tives in | ee eet rein 9S a 
eS day of February, the birthday of Abraham 


day. 
Resolved, Thata ores of these resolves be sent by the secretary of state to 
each member of our delegation in Congress. 


Read and adopted. 
Sent up for concurrence. 


Hovuse, March 19, 1895. 


W. 8, COTTON, Clerk. 


SENATE, March 20, 1895. 
Read and adopted in concurrence. 
KENDALL M. DUNBAR, Secretary. 
A truecopy. Attest: 
NICHOLAS FRSSENDEN, 
¥ ry of State. 
REPORT ON THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. MILLS presented a special report of the Librarian of Con- 
gress, made in obedience to a provision of the ive, executive, 
and judicial appropriation act passed by the last Congress in March, 
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1895, requiring the Librarian of Congress to make to the next regn- 
lar session of Congress a full report touching a complete reor- 
ganization of the Library of Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Eva Davis Cogswell, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (8. 2) to provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3) to secure the relinquishment of 
the Indian title to a portion of the Pyramid Lake Reservaticn, in 
Nevada, and to the entire Walker River Reservation, in said State, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Cominittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon 
J.T. Dana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (8.5) referring to the Treasury Depart- 
ment the claims of sundry — for examination, adjustment, 
and report to Congress; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.6) for the relief of P. S. Corbett; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.7) to refund illegal internal-revenue 
tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States 
district judge for the district of Nevada; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8) for the relief of William J. 
Murtagh, late proprietor of the National Republican, of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; which was read twice by its tithe , and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 9) to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and mining re- 
sources; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 10) to provide for the formation of 
cooperative business corporations in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes 
on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S.11) to remove the political disabil- 
ities of Gen. B. H. Robertson, of Amelia Court-House, Amelia 
County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S.12) for the relief of the La 
Grange Synodical College of La Grange, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 13) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Tate, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Clairas. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. 
Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.15) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.16) for the relief of W. J. Smith 
and D. M. Wisdom; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.17) for the relief of Mary Ellen 
Atkinson, administratrix of the estate of Richard Atkinson, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.18) for the relief of D. W. and 
Minna H. Gilassie and Joseph C. Nash; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.19) for the relief of John L. Rhea, 
executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, admin- 
istrator of Joseph R. Anderson, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 20) for the relief of Cumberland 
Female College af McMinnville, Tenn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 21) to authorize the investigation by 
the Attorney-General of certain claims alleged to be due the late 
proprietors of the Knoxville Whig for advertising, and author 
izing the payment therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of 


any amounts found by the Attorney-General tc be legally or equita- 
bly due; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 22) for the relief of James Warr 
estate; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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He alsointroduced a bill (S. 23) for the allowance of certain claims 





for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the | 


provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 

known as the Bowman Act; which was read twice by its title, and 

referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 24) for the relief of N. C. Perkins, 


administrator; which was read twice by its title,and referred to | 


the Committee on Claims. => 

He also introduced a bill (S. 25) authorizing the Dyersburg and 
Mississippi River Railway and Improvement Company to bridge 
the Obion River in the State of Tennessee; which was read twice 
bv its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 26) fixing the fees of United States 
circuit court commissioners, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

siary. . 
if ae introduced a bill (S. 27) for the relief of Mrs. F. W. 
Wallace; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 28) to provide for continu- 
ing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, for 
completing the system of sewage disposal and protection against 
floods, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S.29) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of the 
District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 
1898; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 30) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of the 
District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 
1898; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S.31) to reimburse the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
in the suppression of the rebellion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (5.32) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John C. Howe, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 33) for the relief of William 
H. Foster, of Boston, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
receiver of the Union Steamship Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

“He also introduced a bill (S.34) for the relief of Clara A. 
Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and 
Elizabeth Smith, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.35) granting arrearages of pay to 
Edmund C. Binley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S.36) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the pub- 
lic lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, pur- 
chase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
lands;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 37) for payment of balance unpaid 
on Oregon and Washirgton Territory Indian war claims for sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by 
commission appointed by Secretary of War, consisting of Gen. 
Rufus Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant 
to act of Congress, and disallowed by Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, as his report of February 7, 1860; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 38) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

e also introduced a bill (S.39) to provide for the construction 

of a military and commercial telegraphic line along the coast be- 
tween Yaquina, on Yaquina Bay, and Port Orford, to connect 
with Fa a on Yaquina Bay; Alsea Bay; Florence, on Siuslaw 
Bay; iner,on the Umpqua River; Empire City and Marsh- 
field, on Coos Bay, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
_ He also introduced a bill (S. 40) defining and permanently fix- 
ing the northern boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 41) to establish postal savings de- 
positories and subdepositories, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 42) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S.43) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 44) pensioning soldiers who served 
in the Cayuse Indian war; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 45) pensioning soldiers who served 
in Indian wars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 46) entitling veterans of Indian 
wars to admission to the soldiers’ homes in the United States on 
the same terms as veterans of the late war of the rebellion; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 47) to secure the efficiency of the 
National Guard of the different States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 48) for the relief of the citizens of 
the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the 
United States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Ban- 
nock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 49) fixing the times when, regulat- 
ing the manner in which, and declaring the character of the 
accounts between the United States and the several public-land 
States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other disposi- 
tion of the public lands made and to be made therein by the 
United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified to 
the Treasury Department for payment; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S.50) explanatory of an act entitled 
‘‘An act to settle certain accounts between the United States and 
the State of Mississippi and other States, and for other purposes;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 51) extending the privilege of 
bounty land to persons who served in the Indian wars of the 
United States subsequent to March 3, 1855; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 52) to increase and limit the appro- 
priation fora public building at Portland, Oreg.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S.53) toreimburse the States of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon,and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the 
suppression of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S.54) for the relief of Ezra 
S. Havens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.55) for the relief of William 
O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.56) for the relief of John M. Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 57) for the relief of Napoleon B, 
Giddings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 58) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 59) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Carmack; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 60) for the relief of George A. Orr; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick 
Gramm; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (5.62) to provide for pay and certifi- 
cates of honorable service to the officers and men of Foster’s Cav- 
alry Battalion, Missouri Volunteers: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 63) for the relief of Charles Wage- 
mann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 








He also introduced a bill (S. 64) for the relief of Jacob Swofford; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.65) for the relief of J. E. Gilling- 
waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.66) for the relief of Moses Pender. 
grass, of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 68) for the final adjustment of the |- 


agricultural college grant to the Stateof Missouri; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. 
Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., 
for services and expenses; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 70) to perfect the title of the United 
States to the tract of land lying on the west side of Lake Pepin 
and the Mississippi River, in the State of Minnesota, which be- 
longed to the half-breeds or mixed bloods of the Dakota or Sioux 
Nation of Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S.71) for the relief of the Catholic 
Church at Macon City, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 72) for the relief of Charles P. Chou- 
teau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.73) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & 
Co, and Charles A. Perry & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 74) for the relief of William Wolfe, 
of Shelbina, Shelby County, Mo.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.75) for the relief of St. Charles 
College; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 76) for the relief of L. W. Pritch- 
ett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.77) for the relief of Joseph Diehl, 
of Moniteau County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also intreduced a bill (8.78) for the relief of Aaron Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.79) for the relief of Samuel A. 
Lowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.80) for the relief of John F. W. 
Dette; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

He aiso introduced a bill (S. 81) for the relief of John 8. Logan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of 
James Bridger, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 83) for the relief of Edwin F. 
Mathews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 84) for the relief of William Phipps, 
William Blankenship, and the legal representatives of Moses Sum- 
mers, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.85) for the relief of D. K. Ponder, of 
Ripley County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.86) for the relief of James Price; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.87) for the relief of Sarah E.B. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.88) for the relief of Mary J. Beal- 
mear; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.89) for the relief of William M. 
Pleas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 90) forthe relief of William P. Buck- 
master; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 91) for the relief of John L. Peters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committec 
on Clairas. 

He also introduced a bill (S.92) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 93) to permit Anna M. Colman, a 
widow, to prosecute a claim; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 94) for the relief of Henry J. 
Hewitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 95) for the relief of Michael Ditt- 
linger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 96) to refer the claim of David C, 
Allen to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 97) for the relief of Benjamin 
Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State Lunatic Asylum; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 98) for the relief of 
Michael Dittlinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.99) for the relief of William Hery- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.100) for the relief of the estate of 
John R. Bigelow; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 101) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to settle the mutual account between the United 
States and the State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated 
by said Secretary under the authority of the Congress, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 102) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statutes 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber- 
culture entries; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 104) to provide for a governmental 
telegraph system; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public 
building at Aberdeen, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 106) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain damages resulting to any person who 
made entry upon lands within the present limits of the Sequoia 
and Yosemite National parks, in the State of California, prior to 
October 1, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 107) granting a pension to 
Jacob Niebels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 108) to relieve Jacob Wolhart of 
the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 109) for the relief of John Donnelly, 
dependent father of Frank Donnelly; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 110) for the relief of Lieut. Herbert 
Cushman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 111) to correct the military record 
of Reese P. Peoples; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bil) (S. 112) for.the relief of Capt. William 
Fletcher, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 113) to fix the rank, pay, and emolu- 
ments of the Commander of the Army of the United States: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 114) for the relief of 
Anna W. Osborne; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 115) for the relief of the estate of 
Ramsay Crooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 116) for the relief of the estate of 
Ramsay Crooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
































1895. 


‘ introduced a bill (S. 117) to increase the appropriation 
ent en of a public building at St. Paul, Minn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. _ ; : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 118) for the relief of Richard W. 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 119) for the relief of 
William Stanley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 120) for the relief of Jean Louis 
Legare, of the Dominion of Canada; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.121) extending the benefits of the 
act of June 27, 1890, to certain persons; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Jerusha 
Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 123) for the relief of the | 


widow and heirs of Samuel Kramer; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 124) to expunge from the records 


the charge of desertion against Jeremiah Sullivan, Company F, | 


Fourth New Hampshire Volunteers, and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 125) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of 
Robert T. Cook; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 126) for the relief 
of Thomas Boles; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 127) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Calvin B. Cunningham; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 128) making an appro. 

riation toward the construction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth 
Navy-Yard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George 
H. Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 130) for the erection of an eques- 
trian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, 
N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S.131) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, 
in the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 132) for the relief of Secor & Co., 
Perine, Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 133) to adjust the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs, or have been totally disabled 
in them, or have additional disabilities; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 134) to provide for the 
restatement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to 
army Officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 135) to codify and arrange the laws 
relating to pensions; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S.136) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horace Townsend; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 137) granting an increase of pension 
to William W. French; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension 
to James H. Osgood; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_He also introduced a bill (S. 139) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline B. Bradford; which was read twice by its title. 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wise; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 141) paates a pension to Julia A. 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie 
M. Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
ittee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eugenia R. Sweeny; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theophilus C. Ingalls; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Maud Ardelle Bliss; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel C. Towne; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.147) granting a pension to Elvira 
Bachelder; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S.148) granting a pension to 
Catharine Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. 
Jacob; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 150) granting a pension to George W. 
Gasaway; which was read by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 151) granting a pension to Susan A, 
Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel S, 
Chase; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He aloo introduced a bill (S. 153) authorizing the persons therein 
named to accept certain decorations and testimonials from the 
late Hawaiian Government; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 154) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Indianapolis, fy which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 155) to construct a road from 
Springfield, [1l., to the national cemetery adjacent thereto; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 156) granting anincreased pension 
to Washington T. Otey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 157) for the relief of Jacob A, 
Henry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 158) to appoint Commodore Edward 
E. Potter, United States Navy, now on the retired list, to the rank 
and pay of rear-admiral, retired; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 159) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Frederick A. Noeller; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 160) to amend the 
charter of the Capital Traction Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 161) to restore to the public domain 
certain lands in the southern extremity of Florida, known as the 
‘*Perrine grant,” and to enable settlers within the limits of said 
grant to homestead the tracts actually occupied by them; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 162) for the erection of a 
monument and statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant on ground belong- 
ing to the United States Government in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 163) providing for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 164) to set apart certain lands, now 
known as Pacific Forest Reserve, as a public park, to be known as 
the Washington National Park; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 165) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the times and places to hold terms of the United 
States courts in the State of Washington;” which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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He also introduced a bill (8. 166) to accept, ratify, and confirm 
certain agreements heretofore concluded with certain Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 167) for the relief of John O’Keane, 
of the State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by + introduced a bill (S. 168) to increase the 
pension of Julia H. H. Crosby; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healsointroduced a bill (8. 169) topromote Lieut. A. B. Wyckoff, 
United States Navy, retired, tothe grade of lieutenant-commander 
on the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 170) for the relief of Robert Wil- 
liams, sergeant of ordnance, United States Army; which was read 
one by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 171) pees for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (8.172) for the relief of the book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 173) for the relief of Howard Lodge, 
No. 18, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, Tenn.; 
— was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 174) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He aiso introduced a bill (S.175) for the relief of Mrs. Clemen- 
tine H. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 176) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Sophia D. 
Clendenin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.178) granting a pension to Betsey 
J. Webber; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE. I send to the desk several bills embodying the rec- 
ommendations of the Commissioner of Navigation touching shi 
and shipping. I introduce them by request, approving cordially 
some of them and disapproving others with equal cordiality. I 
ask that they may be read twice by their titles and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bills were severally read the first and second time by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

A bill (S. 179) te remove discriminations against American sail- 
ing vessels in the coasting trade; 

A bill (S. 180) concerning sail vessels over 700 tons; 

A bill (S. 181) to promote repair work in American shipyards; 

A bill (8. 182) to abolish imprisonment of seamen in the com- 
mon jails of the United States for desertion; 

A bill (8S, 183) concerning tonnage tax; 

A bill (S. 184) to amend sections7 and 8 of the act of August 28, 
1804, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes;” 

A bill (8. 185) to prohibit advances and regulate allotments of 
wages to seamen; 

A bill (S. 186) to encourage Amgrican shipping; 

A bill (8. 187) to amend the laws relating to navigation; 

A bill (S. 188) to encourage American shipbuilding; and 

A bill (S. 189) to encourage American shipping. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 190) for the relief of J. M. 
Billings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ; 

He also introduced a bill (8.191) granting to the State of Cali- 
fornia 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public 
lands in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8.192) to repeal an act entitled ‘An 
act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890, and to define, punish, and 
restrain acts, contracts, and combinations in restraint of trade 
and interstate commerce; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 198) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the adjudication and ent of claims aris- 
ing from Indian depredations,” approv: h 8, 1891; which 
be read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 194) for the relief of Dr. James L. 
Ord, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, at Fort 
Grant, Ariz.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 195) for the relief of James S. 
Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 196) for the relief of Matthew 
McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, 
andreferred to the Committee on Territories. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 197) to extend the mineral land 
aws of the United States to lands embraced within reservations 
created by Presidential proclamation, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 198) for the relief of William Hun- 
ter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 199) granting a pension to Gabrilla 
P. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to establish a court of private land claims, and to provide 
for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and 
Territories,” approved March 3, 1891; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 201) to add certain conditions and 
limitations to grants of public lands heretofore made by the Govy- 
ernment of the United States to certain corporations, companies, 


‘and individuals for the purpose of aiding .in the construction of 


railroad and telegraph lines; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lu- 
cretia C. Waring; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 208) to facilitate the quieting of 
adverse titles to lands which are mineral or within public reser- 
vations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 204) authorizing surveyors-general 
to — deputies to survey the public lands and to have surveys 
made on petition of actual settlers who may have arranged to pay 
the expense of same; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8.205) granting a pension to Mary O. 
H. Stoneman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 206) to provide an American regis- 
ter for the steamer Kahului; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a’ bill (8.207) granting to the State of Cali- 
fornia 5 per cent of the net sncceeta of the cash sales of public 
lands in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 208) to regulate final proofs in 
placer-mining entries; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 209) to amend the vari- 
ous acts relative to immigration and to provide for the exclusion 
of alien anarchists; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 210) aap omen additional regu- 
lations concerning immigration to the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 211) to amend ‘‘An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S.212) fixing the compensation of 
United States district attorneys, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 213) to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth and the 
mouth of the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi 
River between the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of 
Minnesota, and South Port, in the State of Louisiana, and across 
the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the [lli- 
nois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois, and to prescribe 
the character, location, and dimensions of the same; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 214) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in 
the State of Missonri, from some suitable point between the north 
line of St. Clair County, Il., and the southwest line of said county: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 215) to amend section 1910 of chap- 
ter 2, Title XXIII of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J ey ; a , 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 216) fixing the compensation of the 
clerks of the circuit and district courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 
ay introduced a bill (S. 217) fixing compensation of United 
States marshals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 218) to provide for the erection of a 
public building for the use and accommodation of the post-office 
at Mammoth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park; 
which was read twice its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 219) to create a bureau in the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the giving public information of the 
production and shipping of live stock; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Transportation 
and Sale of Meat Products. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 220) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 221) to prohibit monopoly in the 
transportation of cattle to foreign countries; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on the 
Transportation and Sale of Meat Products. 

He also introduced a bill (S.222) to authorize the acquisition 
of certain real estate, in the city of Washington, D. C., and the 
erection thereon of buildings to be used for a hall of records. a 
folding room for the House of Representatives, a storage ware- 
house, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 223) to provide for the compulsory 
education of Indian children; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 224) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to establish a court of private land claims, and to provide for 
the settlement of private land claims in certain States and Terri- 
tories,” approved March 3, 1891; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 


and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 226) to place on the pension rolls 
the name of John J. Chapman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 227) to permit the withdrawal of 
certain papers and the signing of certain receipts by John Finn or 
his attorney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 228) for the benefit of Joshua 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 230) for the relief of Samuel A. 
Lowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 231) for the relief of Jacob Kern; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PEFPER introduced a bill (S. 232) granting to the State 
of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said 
State, for the purpose of establishing western branches of the 
Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal In- 
stitute thereon, and for a public park; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 233) to relieve persons who have 
settled on the public lands and who have lost their homes by rea- 
son of misfortune for which they are not responsible; which was 
oo by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


nds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 234) to establish a bureau of irri 
og and to prescribe the duties thereof; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bili (S. 235) to provide for the daily publi- 
cation of a summary of the proceedings of Congress; which was 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee to Examine 
the Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 236) to provide for proper dispo- 
sition of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives who die at the capital during sessions 
of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 237) to protect the rights of parties 
defendant in certain injunction cases; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (5.238) to prohibit officers of the 
Government from refusing to pay moneys appropriated by act 
of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 239) to prohibit the collection of 
special liquor taxes from persons other than those who are duly 
authorized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating liquors: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 240) relating to and protecting the 
rights of pensioners; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a dill (S. 241) to grant service pensions to 
surviving soldiers of the war of the rebellion, with additional 
amounts to prisoners of war, and to repeal section 2 of the pen- 
sion act of June 27,1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 242) to require payment of pen- 
sion money to wives in cases where male pensioners desert or 
abandon their families, or are habitual drunkards, or for any 
reason fail and neglect to support their families; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 243) to repeal all laws authorizing 
the issue and sale of bonds; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 244) to protect interstate com- 
merce; to prevent dealings in ‘‘ options” and ‘‘ futures;” to pro- 
hibit the formation of ‘ trusts,” ‘*‘combines,” “‘ corners,” and 
other combinations which affect prices; and to punish conspiracies 
against freedom of trade among the people of the several States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 245) to provide for the free and 
unlimited coinage of gold and silver bullion; which w as read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 246) granting a pension to 
Nancy Carson Blunt; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace 
McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 248) granting a pension to Martha 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles 
E. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (5. 250) for the relief of W.H. L. Pep- 
perell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 251) for the relief of Peter D. 
Staats; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 252) for the relief of Stalnaker 
Marteney; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 253) for the relief of Charles H. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 254) for the relief of Jerome Kunkel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 255) to prevent dese- 
eration of the national flag; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 256) to establish a military post at 
or near the city of Grand Forks, in Grand Forks County, in the 
State of North Dakota; which was read twice by its titie, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 257) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Spokane Falls, in the State 
of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 258) providing for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Walla Walla, in the State of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 259) granting to the Columbia and 
Red Mountain Railway Company a right of way through the Col- 
ville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, and for other 
perpoess; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill & 260) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Butte City, Mont.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 261) for the relief of Arthur P. 
Selby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 262) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fnr-bearing 
animals in Alaska,” and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 263) to establish a uniform system 

ji bankruptcy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


mmittee on Public 


e Committee on the Judiciary. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 264) providing for the location 
and purchase of public lands for reservoir sites; which was read 
pers by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced_a bill (5.266) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dead- 
wood, in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 267) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge across the Potomac River; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 268) for the erection of a public 
building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at New- 
port News, in the district of Newport News, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 269) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reexamine and resettle the accounts of certain States 
and the city of Baltimore, growing oué of moneys expended by 
said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during 
the war of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 270) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 271) for the relief of the 
Newberry College, Newberry, S.C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 272) to provide for the regu- 
lated free coinage of silver bullion into standard dollars of the 
United States, and for the preservation of the parity of value of 
the various kinds of coined money of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Mr. President,1 desire to say a few words, not 
in the way of making a — but merely to ask the attention 
of the Senate and of the Committee on Finance to the proposi- 
tion embodied in the bill. It provides for the regulated free 
coinage of silver bullion, and endeavors to present a method which 
may afford a solution of the difficulty that confronts all of us, 
an 2 to which the differences seem at present to be irrecon- 
cilable. 

The plan is to provide for the further recognition and use of 
coined silver as money, to the extent of its production in this 
country, on what may be deemed a sound and conservative basis, 
and to provide for the withdrawal of greenbacks from circulation, 
temporarily at least and under certain conditions, after the green- 
backs have been once redeemed; also for the substitution of silver 
currency for the greenbacks withdrawn, thereby maintaining the 
same circulation as before their withdrawal; and then, in addition, 
backing the whole with a moderate gold reserve. Perhaps on 
further consideration I may wish to change some of the minor 
features of the bill. At present I venture to submit it as my con- 
tribution toward a fair and reasonable settlement of this vexed 
question, to the end that the money of this country may not be 
reduced below the needs of its vasinben and people, that at 
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the same time there may be no apprehension of the suffering of 
our credit as a people and a nation from what some may think 
to be too great or too sudden prospective inflation. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) relative to 
the enforcement of the Monroe doctrine; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Congress of the United States deem 
it proper to assert, as a principle in which the rights and interests of the 
United States are involved, that the American Continents, by the free and 
a condition which they have assumed and maintained, are hence- 
forth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any Euro- 
pean powers. 

Resolved, That we should consider any attempt on their part to extend their 
—— to — newsnons of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. 

ith the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have 
not interfered, and shall not interfere; but with the Governments who have 
declared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence we 
have on great consideration and on just principles acknowledged, we could 
not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling 
in any other manner their destiny, by any European power, in any other 
mens than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United 
5S Ss. 

Resolved, That in accordance with the doctrine laid down by President 
Monroe, as stated in the preceding resolutions. the United States declares 
that it proposes to maintain the principles embodied in that doctrine and will 
regard any infringement of it or any attempt on the part of any European 
power to take or acquire new territory on the American Continent, whether 
under pretense of boundary disputes or otherwise, as an act of hostility to 
the United States. 

Resolved, That. the President be requested to communicate these resolu- 
tions to the governments of all nations with whom we have relations of amity 
and commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S.R.2) providing 
for the adjustment of certain claims of the United States against 
the State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of ‘Tennes- 
see against the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia) introduced a joint resolution (S.R.3) to extend the time 
for making an assessment of real estate in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 4) declaring that 
a state of public war exists in Cuba, and that belligerent rights 
be accorded to the Cuban government; which was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represen tatives of the United States of 
America, That the Government of the Unite States recognizes a condition 
of public war between the Government of Spain and the government pro- 
clatmed and for some time maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; 
and the United States of America hereby declare that they will maintain 
a condition of strict neutrality between the contending powexs and accord 
to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the United 
States: the Congress of the. United States protest and remonstrate against 
the barbarous manner in which the war in Cuba has been conducted, and the 
President is hereby authorized to take such steps as may be expedient in his 
judgment to secure an observance of the laws of war as required by all civil- 
ized nations. ; 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on the table. 
To-morrow morning at the conclusion of the routine business I 
shall call it up and ask the privilege of submitting some observa- 
tions upon it. I ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Simply that the joint resolution 
be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. I did not understand the 
request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (8. R.5) to pro- 
vide for the settlement of the claims of the officers and enlisted 
men of the various militia organizations of the State of Missouri 
for horses and equipments lost while ane in the military serv- 
ice of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. — - 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
6) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing for the election of Senators by the votes of the 
qualified electors of the States; which was read twice: by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Eleetions. 

He also introduced a eer resolution (S. R.7) authorizing the 
issue of duplicate medals where the originals have been lost or de- 
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stroyed; which was read twice by itstitle, andreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. — , 

Mr. VEST introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) in regard to 
the export trade in cattle; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Select Committee on the Transportation and Sale 

Products. 

OE ORFFER introduced a —_ resolution (S. R. 9) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States so as to provide for the elec- 


tion of President and Vice-President by a direct vote of the peo- | 
Je. to extend the term to six years, to provide that no person shall | 
hold the office of President more than once, and that a Vice-Presi- | 


dent shall not be eligibleto the office of President; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

lections. i s . 

: He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 10) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the election of Senators by the people; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the submission of certain matters to a vote of the people; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. so x 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 12) toenforce 
the Monroe doctrine; which was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the policy proclaimed by President Monroe in his mes- 
sage of December 2, 1823, and since known as the Monroe doctrine, is by prec- 
edent and tradition the recognized rightful policy of the United States, and 
that this Government will regard the establishment by any European Power 
of any new colonial dependency, or of any protectorate over any existing or 
future Government, or the extension of any territorial possession, or the con- 


| or ownership of any interoceanic canal on the Continent of America asa 
ou mentee to the welfare and prosperity of the United States. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the joint resolution may for the 
time being lie on the table, and I give notice that to-morrow, if it 
be ble to the Senate, or, if not to-morrow, at some early day 
thereafter, I shall submit some remarks on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table for the present. 

POLICY RESPECTING CUBA, ETC. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. — 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate— 

1. That the Government of the United States of America should promptly 
recognize the revolutionists of Cuba, who are now honestly struggling to se- 
cure their independence of the Spanish Government, as composing an inde- 
penddent nation and possessing the rights thereof according to the law of 
nations. 

2. That all islands in close wppehnity to the mainland cf the United States 
of America should, as speedily as possible, by treaties of purchase, be en- 
nexed to thisGovernment, as essential to our safety in {imes of war andthe 
convenience and necessity of our commerce in times of } eace. 

3. That declaration of President Monroe, ktown a3 the Monroe 
doctrine, is a well-established 


Olicy of the Government: f the United States, 
and should be 


promptly and effectually maintained by the Government in its 


original ity and purpose. 

4. That while the Government of the United States should not needlessly 
or hastily embroil itself with any foreign power, and sl ould only resort to 
extreme measures in cases of actual necessity, a firmer and more prompt 
policy onthe part of this Government in maintaining the rights of American 
citizens abroad should be introduced and pursued. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of.the resolution? 

Mr. FAULKNER. _ As several resolutions covering the same 
subject have been offered and notice has been given, in connection 
with those resolutions, that Senators would speak on the question, 
I think the resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska 
had better lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from West Virginia will bear with 
me, I think I can get out of the road in about ten minutes, and 
that will give a clear track to-morrow for the other resolutions. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Perhaps that would be true if no one desired 
to discuss the resolution now offered. I think it is better, how- 
ever, that the resolution should go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection, the resolution 
goes over under the rule. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CLEARWATER RIVER, IDAHO. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 


Resolved 
mit to the Senate information in his possession relating to the improve- 
—_ of the Clearwater River, Idaho, begun under a project submitted by 


J. M. Wilson of Engineers, in 1878, and also to express his opinion 
and the — of the Chief of ngineers as to the advisability of continuing 
b> said improvement until the project adopted by Congress has been com- 


SUITS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isubmita resolution directing the Attorney- 
General to certain information in regard to suits pending 
in the Court of Claims. It is necessary for Congress to have the 
pre aman and I ask for the immediate consideration of the res- 
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The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and heis hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate the number of suits against the United States filed in the Court 
of Claims and not adjudicated at the commencement of the present term of 
said court; said report to include the number of suits filed under each sepa- 
rate jurisdiction of said court, namely, under the general jurisdiction, the 
Bowman and Tucker acts (acts of March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887), the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, French spoliations, and Indian depredations; the number 
of suits heard and determined, or otherwise disposed of under each separate 
jurisdiction thereof during the last term of said court, and the time it will 
probably require, in the opinion of the Attorney-General, under present exist- 
ing legislation and without any increase in the force of his office, to hear, deter- 
mine, and otherwise dispose of said suits. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. PEFFER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
prepare and report an amendment of Rule XXXV so that it shall read sub- 
stantially as follows: 

Rute XXXV.—On request of a standing committ~* that a particular mat- 
ter then pending before said committee ought to be considered by the Senate 
in secret session, the presiding officer shall direct that the galleries be cleared 
and the doors closed. And all executive sessions of the Senate shall be open, 
except in cases where the President of the United States shall suggest that 
the subject-matter of a communication requires secrecy. 


FUR-SEAL FISHERY CLAIMS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the message of the President, received by the Senate on 13th 
February, 1895, and his message read in the Senate to-day, relating to the 
payment by the United States of the claims of Great Britain arising out of 
the Bering Sea controversy, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, with instruction that said committee examine into the question of such 
liability to Great Britain, and the amount thereof, if any. and of any liability 


| on the part of Great Britain, or Canada, arising out of said controversy; and 


that said committee shall have authority to report by bill or otherwise 
Mr. MORGAN. Lask that the resolution lie on the table, and 
I shall request the unanimoas consent of the Senate that I may 
be heard upon it at the close of the morning hour on Monday next. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. : 
HARBOR IMPROVEMENT AT WILMINGTON, CAL. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate at his earliest convenience whether in his opinion the project 
for further improvement of the harbor at Wilmington, Cal. »vroposed by W. 
H. Benyaurd, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
on June 8, 1894, and fully set forth in Senate Executiye Document No. 61, 
Fifty-third Congress, third session, can be successfully carried out within 
the estimates submitted in said report, and to make such recommendation as 
he may deem advisable with reference thereto. 


CENTER MARKET REGULATIONS, 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to 
inquire and report, by bill or otherwise, as to the order recently made by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia requiring the smal! farmers and 

ardeners who have been allowed spaces on the sidewalk around Center 
arket, with awnings thereon erected by the Washington Market Company 
for their accommodation in exposing their market products for sale, to re- 
move their products toa point farther west on the same street and sidewalk. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 4, 
1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 8, 1895. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

Rufus W. Peckham, of New York, to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, vice Howell E. Jackson, 
deceased, 

SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Richard Olney, of Massachusetts, to be Secretary of S-ate, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Walter Q. Gresham, deceased. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Judson Harmon, of Ohio, to be Attorney-General, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Richard 
Olney, appointed Secretary of State. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 2, 1895. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Richard Olney, of Massachusetts, to be Secretary of State. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Judson Harmon, of Ohio, to be Attorney-General, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 3, 1895. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY M. Coupen, offered the following 
prayer; 
Almighty and most merciful God, our Heavenly Father, we 
come into Thy presence with reverence and awe, yet with per- 


fect faith and confidence, because Thou art a prayer-hearing and 
prayer-answering God. We thank Thee for that providence 






DECEMBER ;}. 


The SPEAKER. How many copies? 

Mr. PAYNE. Five thousand, as I understand, is the us)).) 
number. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Pay 
moves that the message just read be referred to the Committe: 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and that 5,000 copies 
printed for the use of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FirzGeRALD, by unanimous consent, obtained indeti; 


which has been over us as a people, to guideand sustain us through | leave of absence, on account of sickness. 


all the vicissitudes of the past; and we pray Thee that that same 
providence shall guide and sustain us through all the future. Let 
hy spirit fall mightily upon these Thy servants here assembled, | 
that they may be guided to truth and right andduty. Especially 
let Thy spirit rest upon the Speaker of this House, that in all his 
rulings he may be guided in the ways of justice and equity. 
Heavenly Father, let peace reign throughout our borders. Yet 
may we be quick to resent anything like an insult to this our | 
nation. May prosperity smile upon our land, and peace and hap- | 
piness come into every home. So may Thy kingdom come, Thy | 
will be done on earth as it isin Heaven, through Christ, our Lord. 
Amen. 
THE JOURNAL, ETC. 
_ The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's proceed- 





ings. 

Mr, DINGLEY emp thereading). I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the roll of members may be omitted in reading 
the Journal, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. | 

The Journal as read was approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Representative 
from the First district of Colorado (Mr. Shafroth), who did not 
take the oath of office yesterday, is now present. If he will come 
forward, the oath of office will be administered. 

Mr. John F. Shafroth came forward, and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 

REPORT OF THE RETIRING CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

The following is the letter of the retiring Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, Hon. James Kerr, accompanying his annual 
report (presented as a part of yesterday’s proceedings) showing 
the receipts and disbursements of the House of Representatives 
from July 1, 1894, to June 80, 1895, and from July 1, 1895, to 
December 2, 1895; which report and letter were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

CLERK'S OFFICE, Hous8s OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 2, 1895. 

Srr: In compliance with tho visions of sections 60, 61, 62,63, and 70 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and the eeeecenets of a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of July 24, 1868, I have the honor to submit 
the following reports for the period from July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895, both 
days inclusive, and from July I, 1895, to December 2, 1895, both days inclusive, 
showing the names of all the clerks and other pees employed, the time 
they were actually employed, and the sums paid to each (suc. clerks and 
other persons having been usefully onperes) detailed statements, by items, 
of the manner in which the qentinges: fund of the House has been expended, 
the several amounts drawn from the Treasury, and the balances remainin 
in my hands, the quantity and cost of all stationery purchased, the amoun 
delivered, that used in the Clerk's office, the stock on hand, and the amount of 
the unexpended appropriations. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Hon. Tomas B. Reep, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE (appearing at the bar of the House, in company 
with Mr. Cannon of Illinois and Mr. Crisp) said: Mr. Speaker, 
the committee appointed by the House, to join a similarcommittee 
appointed by the Senate, to wait on the President of the United 
States and notify him that a quorum of each of the Houses has as- 
sembled and that Congress is ready to receiveany communication 
he may be pleased to make, report that they have performed that 
duty. The President sends to Congress his respectful salutations, 
and states that he will communicate at once to the two Housesin 
writing. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the annual 
message of the President to the Congress of the United States, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The message, which was read by the Clerk of the House, will be 
found in full in the proceedings of the Senate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that this message of the President be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


_of timber and stone lands under the act of June 3, 1878—to the 


ADJOURNMENT TILL FRIDAY. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day jt 


oe to meet on Friday next. 


he motion was agreed to. 
And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 1 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and resolutions of the follov- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R.5) to pay to 
holders of Kaw or Kansas Indian scrip the balance due up 
said scrip—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R.6) constituting Syracuse, N.Y... 
port of delivery—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R.7) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Americus, i: 
the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R.8) to provide a home for aged and 
infirm colored people—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.9) to amen 
the immigration laws of the United States—to the Select Coin- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. a 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10) to provide for a a 

ublic building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11) to equalize pen- 
sions on account of services in Mexican war—to the Committe a 
on Pensions. Fe. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12) providing for discharges in cases of removal 
of charges of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 13) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 14) forthe relief of purchasers 





Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act in amendment of the various acts 
relative to immigration and the importation of aliens under cv1- 
tract or meeoerree to perform labor,” approved March 3, 18)!— 
to the Select Committee on Inimigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 16) to provide for the constriw- 
tion of a public building at Anniston, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) for the erection of a public building «t 
Selma, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounis. 

Also, a bill (H. R.18) to establish a port of entry and delivery 
at the city of Selma, Ala.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R.19) to grant land to the State of Alabama for 
the use of the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama—to the : 
Committee on the Public Lands. a 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 20) for the erection of a pul)lic my 
building at Fitchburg, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Bui! - 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 21) authorizing the appoiit- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems present! 
by labor, iculture, and capital—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RMANN: A bill (H. R. 22) providing for a life-siv- 
ing station at the entrance of Tillamook , in Oregon, and for 
life-saving crew, etc.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a (H.R. 23) to provide for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at mouth of Siuslaw River, in Lane County, Ores., 
and for a crew thereat—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Salem, Oreg.—to the Committee on Public Buildines 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu- 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee (\s- 





and that the usual number of copies be printed for the use of the | turbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892—to the 


House. 





Committee on Pensions. 
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30, a bill (H. : = 
ee Sa for horses and other property lost in the military 


service of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 27) to provide | 


a )iitional means for the construction of a public building in the 
city of Stockton, —— of California—to the Committee on Public 
\nildings and Grounds. 
Oe eee (H. R. 28) to protect the American laborer from un- 
fair competition, and to prevent foreign-born laborers from com- 
ine to the United States—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. ; ee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 29) to amend section 2170 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relative to the naturalization of aliens— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, a bill (H. R.30) granting to the State of California 5 per 
cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 
Also, a bill (H.R.31) to reimburse the States of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 32) for the relief of the State of California— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. 8.33) granting 5 per cent of the land sales on 
military land warrants to the public-land States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R.34) for ascertaining the | 


feasibility and probable cost of constructing a ship canal from 
the Great Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H.R.35) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 
gua,”approved February 20, 1889—tothe Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) toestablish a bureau of public health in the 


Treasury Department of the United States, to establish and main- | 


tain a system of quarantine, and to provide measures of security 
against the introduction and spread of contagious and epidemic 
diseases—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. McRAE; A bill (H. R.37) to approve a compromise and | 


settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H.R.38) making a pension a vested 
right, and authorizing the suspension of pensions obtained by 
fraud, accident, or mistake—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H.R.39) for the free coinage of gold 
and silver, and for the issue of gold and silver certificates—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 40) to prevent the free use of timber on the | 


public lands for commercial use, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 41) to finally adjust the swamp-land grants, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) to ratify certain farm-improvement con- 
tracts in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands 
of railroads, and for other purposes, approved September 29, 1890— 


to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 44) to provide for the sale of lands of the United 


R. 26) toextend the time for filing certain claims | 
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By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 52) toappoint acommission 
| for the investigation of the pollution of water supplies where such 
| pollution affects or threatens to affect the sanitary condition of the 

people of more than one State—to the Committee on Commerce. 
| By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H.R.53) toamend section 2 of an act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 1890 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 54) granting to the Duluth and 
North Dakota Railroad Company right of way through certain 
Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota—to the Cominittee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 55) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near Big Oyster 
Bed Shoals, New Jersey—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 56) to extend to Superior, Wis., 
the privileges of the first section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of du- 
tiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R.57) to amend section 819 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and to authorize United States marshals, under the direction 
of the court,to provide for feeding a jury after a case is finally 
submitted, and to authorizecourtsof the United States to execute 
letters rogatory to any country where a treaty exists between that 
country and the United States when requested by the executive 
or judicial authorities of such country for the purpose of procur- 
ing evidence to be used in the prosecution of offenses included 
within such extradition treaty, and to amend section 988 of the 
Revised Statutes relating to a stay of execution after judgment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H.R.58) providing for 
the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H.R.59) to provide for the continu- 
| ance in office of customs officers and assistant treasurers until 
| Successors shall have been appointed and qualified—to the Com- 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 

3v Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 60) for the erection of a pul ec 
| building at Holyoke, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
| and Grounds, 
| 


3y Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 61) to authorize the location 
of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors at or 
near the city of Blair, Nebr., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 62) to establish a branch mint of the United 
States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
| Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63) to increase the limit of cost for the pur- 
chase of site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) to establish an assay office in the city 
of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) to amend sections 140 and 145 and re- 
pealing sections 143 and 144 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to Presidential elections—to the Select Committee 


in Congress. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 66) authorizing the pay of oiticers of customs 
to the Com- 


heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction | on Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives 
I 


States chiefly valuable for building stone, limestone, sandstone, 
granite, marble, slate, and lands containing gypsum, mica, asphal- 
tum, borax, fire clay, kaolin, petroleum, salt, chalk, and other like 


mineral substances, and for other purposes—to the Committee on | 


the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 45) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Also, a bill (H. R.46) in relation to the separate estates of mar- 
ried women in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) to revive the right of action under the 
eaptured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 48) to refund the cotton tax—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 49) to define and tax trusts, and to authorize 
the free importations of articles covered by them, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R. 50) to provide for the purchase of 
additional land in the square now occupied by the custom-house 
in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans and 
specifications for a new custom-house building—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R.51) for the recognition of the 
military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain Penn- 
sylvania military organizations—to the Committee on Military 

alrs, 


performing duty after the expiration of their terms 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 67) 
authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 

| ritory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 68) to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicants to Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 119) to protect public forest res- 
ervations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 1) providing for the 
distribution of a complete set of the Official Records of the Union 
and Confederate Armies to duly organized Grand Army posts and 
associations of Confederate veterans in the United States—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Joint resolution (H. Re 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, concluded April 19, 1850 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res.3) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States providing for the election of 
Senators by the votes of the peopleof the States—-tothe Committee 

on Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives 
in Congress. 


By Mr. McRAE: Joint resolution (H. Res 





2) abrogating the 
to the Commit- 


1) proposing an 
to the Cow- 


amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
mittee on the Judiciary. 








ES TI TEP LAE TY OCI Ta a LRT Ne ta a 






Ca Renee SES OLIN TIS ON Be in et gape 





SS etcetera cmrresmeaneeer rye” 







28 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 3, 





By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Joint resolution (H. Res. 5) to provide 
for the appointment of a joint committee to examine into and 
report upon the questions involved in the boundary dispute be- 
tween British Guiana and Venezuela—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Joint resolution (H. Res. 6) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan ordnance stores for military instruction 
in high schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 69) for the 
relief of Francis L. Abbot, administrator of Thomas J. Tread- 
well, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) for the relief of William H. Quinn—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 72) to increase the pension of Henrietta A. 
Lewis, widow of Capt. R. F. Lewis, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) for the relief of the estate of John Erics- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R.74) granting a ue - 
sion to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased— 
to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R.75) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill . R. 76) to pay Orville J. Jennings, of Fulton, 
N. Y., for work done under contract of March 28, 1889—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.77) for the relief of Henry McCaffrey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H.R. 78) granting a pension to Eva 
Davis Cogsweil, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R.79) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Johnnot, Joseph Torrey, and Thomas Blackwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) for the relief of the First National Bank 
of Newton, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill tt R.81) granting a pension to Jane Flynn, mother 
of Lawrence Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 82) granting a pension to Mrs. Millie With- 
ington, mother of Lewis L. Fisher, deceased, late of Company E, 
Second Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 88) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first 
lieutenant Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Comunittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 84) toremove the chargeof de- 
sertion from the military record of William J. Blain—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 85) to increase the pension of Marion McKib- 
bin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 86) for the relief of H. W. 
Shipley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) for the relief of Henry Judge, of Ashland, 
Oreg.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) for the relief of Charles H. Peirce—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 90) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Chauncey M. Lockwood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 91) to pension William Russell for services in 
Oregon Indian wars—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Plinn Cooper, 8S. Hamil- 
ton, and the personal representatives of James Cox, deceased—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 93) for repayment of purchase money on erro- 
neous entry of public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) increasing the pension of Melancthon 
McCoy, of Company K, One hun and forty-eighth Illinois 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.95) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas William Lynch, alias William Stevens, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 96) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claim against the United States 
by John Perdue, his heirs and assigns, by reason of the loss of cer- 
tain lands in the State of Oregon--to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.97) for on of balance unpaid on Oregon 
and Washington Territory Indian war claims for suppression . 
Indian bh stilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by commission «))- 
pointed by Secretary of War, consisting of Gen. Rufus Ingal|s, 
Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. Grover, pursuant to act of Co: 
gress, and disallowed by Third Auditor of the Treasury, as per his 
reportof February 7, 1860—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 98) for the relief of the estate of 
Arthur P. Selby, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H.R.99) for the relief of 
Joseph Curriden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 100) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James R. Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also,a bill (H.R.101) granting a pension to Nancy G. Alla- 
bach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) for the relief of Isaac N. Forrester—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Caroline Loper, for- 
merly Caroline Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H.R. 104) for the relief of the New- 
berry College—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 105) for the relief of the estate 
of Some Scull, late of Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) for the relief of the estate of Holliday 
S. Ravell-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 107) for the relief of Thomas Boles—to tho 
Comunittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 108) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Calvin B. Cunningham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 109) for the relief of the estate of William L, 
Pool, deceased-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) for the relief of the estate of J. H. 
Moseby, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J, 
Jones, deceased—to the Committce on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) for the relief of the firm of Bertrand & 
Scull, late of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOCEH: A bill (H. R. 113) for the relief of the 
estate of A. C. Kerr, deceased, late of Jackson County, Ark.—to 
the Committee on. War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of the estate of William K. 
Sebastin, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 115) for the relief of Dr. J. H. Seegraves, sur- 
geon, United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of J. M. Thomas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) for the relief of Theophilus M. Hamil- 
ton, of Cross County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) for the relief of Thomas Y. Huddleston— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) to place the name of Little Berry Sulli- 
van on the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) for the relief of M. A. Lanford, Phillips 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) for the relief of A. M. Scott, adminis- 
trator of Sarah Slate, of Phillips County, Ark., as found due by 
the Court of Claims under the act of March 8, 1883—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) for the relief of M. B.Woodyard, Mrs. 
Alice N. Rush, Mrs. Sue T. Smox, and Joseph N. Woodyard, heirs 
¥ Col. Humphrey M. Woodyard—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) for the relief of the Old School Presby- 
terian Church, of Helena, Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill = R. 125) to compensate the Baptist Church at 
Helena, Ark., for destruction of its building during the late war 
by the Federal Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

1 Lage MAHON: A bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of Martha 
Lindsay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint Col. David Steuart Gordon, of the Sixth United 
States Cavalry, a brigadier-general in the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) for the relief of Thomas B. Reed—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.130) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Augustus P. 
Burditt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H.R.131) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against John Daley—to the Committee on Mil- 


| itary Affairs, 




















—_ 


1895. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 132) to reimburse the city of Omaha, Nebr., 
for money expended in the construction of pavement adjacent to 
Government property, and for other purposes—to the Committee 


on Claims. 


Also. a dill (H. R. 133) granting a pension to Benjamin Cental, | 


Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of Blair, relief of W. W. Lowe—to the 


Also, a bill (H.R. 134) for the 
Committee on Military Affairs. — ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 135) for the relief of Theodore L. Van Dorn— 
the Committee on Claims. a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 136) for the relief of Wells C. McCool—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jeremiah F. Brown—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Hazlip—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) for the relief of Thomas F. O’Reilly—to 
the Cmmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 140) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 141) for the relief 
of Thomas Faweett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) for the relief of the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company of Canada—to the Committee on Claims. __ 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 143) for the relief of Richard 
Berry—to the Committee on War Claims. ; ; 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R.1 44) for the relief of C. B. 
Bryan & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H.R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Rog- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to George W. Case, 


late private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Secor & Co., 
Perine Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) for the relief of Samuel Davis, naval 
apprentice—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) for the relief of Charles V. Munier, late 


of Company D, Fourth Excelsior Brigade, subsequently known as | 


the Seventy-third Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 151) to | 
ay the heirs of the late John Roach, deceased, $48,858.08 for | 


abor and material furnished for the gunboat Dolphin—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 1 
pension to Mary Ann Tracy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Clara V. Shaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R.154) for the relief of Olivia 
and [da Walter, heirsand children of Thomas U. Waiter, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 155) for the relief of the heirs of John J. | 


McElhone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 156) for the relief of 
Payne, James & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H.R. 157) restoring Julia L. Roberts, 
late Julia L. Doty, to the pension roll—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins—to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 159) to increase the pension of | 


Francis F. Gockeritz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


° PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of citizens of South Chicago, 
lll., asking the Congress of the United States to concede belligerent 
rights to the patriots of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition to reclassify and prescribe the 
salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, asking for the rec- 
ognition of belligerent rights to the people of Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of John McNulty, M. D., late | 
surgeon, United States Volunteers, asking the refunding of the | 
moneys deducted by paymasters as income tax from his pay as | 


surgeon during the years 1862 to 1865, claiming that under deci- 
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sions of the United States Supreme Court the said deductions were 
unconstitutional and the manner of collection a ‘‘forced loan ”— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

| By Mr. POOLE (by request): Petition of citizens of Syracuse, 
N. Y., asking for the recognition of belligerent rights to the people 
| of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of C. E. Greene and others, praying 
for the passage of a bill to reclassify and fix the salaries of railway 
postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 4, 1895, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I rise toa question 
of privilege. I present the petition of Mr. Henry A. Du Pont, of 
Delaware, claiming a seat in the Senate for the full term commenc- 
ing the 4th of March last, by virtue of his election by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Delaware. LIask that the petition be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary willreadas requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
| To the Senate of the United States: 

The undersigned hereby claims the right to be admitted as a Senator from 
the State of Delaware under an election by the legislature of said State on 
the 9th day ot May, A. D. 1595, to fill the term of six years commencing on the 
4th day of March, A. D. 1895, and herewith presents evidence in support of 
his claim. 


DELAWARE, 


H. A. DU PONT 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the petition be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In support of this claim I present 
a certificate of the election of Mr. Du Pont, signed by the speaker 
of the Delaware house of representatives, and attested by the 
clerk of the house, which I also ask to have read, printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I, Henry H. McMullen, speaker of the house of representatives of the State 
of Delaware, do hereby certify that on Tuesday, the 15th day of January, A 
D. 1895, that being the second Tuesday after the meeting and organizat 
the general assembly of the State of Delaware, the senate and house 
| resentatives of the said State respectively proceeded to vote for a Senat 

Congress from said State for the term of six years beginning on the tt 


rin 
h day 


of March, A. D. 1895; that at 12 o’clock meridian of the day following the mem 
bers of the said two houses duly convened in joint assembly, and the journal 
of each house having been then read, and it appearing therefrom tha ) per 
son had received a majority of the votes in each house for said office, t said 















joint assembly did then proceed to vote for a person for Senator, and no per 
son having received on said last-mentioned day a majority of all the votes of 
the join embly, the said joint assembly did meet at 12 o'clock meridian of 
each s ‘eeding day during the session and did take at least one vot vitl 

outa person having received such majority until the 9th day of May of 
said year, when Henry A. Du Pont received 15 votes, Edward Ridgely received 
10 votes, John E. Addicks received 4 votes, and Ebe W. Tunnell received 1 


vote; that the general assembly of the State of De 
| elected duly organized on the first Tuesday of January D. 1895; that the 
members of the house of representatives of the State of Delaware who were 
returned as duly elected thereto from the several counties in said State and 
took their seats therein at the time of the organization thereof as cforesaid 
were Henry H. MeMuillen, Frederick Pyle, William Wilson, is M. 
| Walker, George W. Reybold, Walter 8S. Money, and John W. Jolls, represent- 
atives from Newcastle County; Horace R. Mustard, William R. Day Clar- 
ence D. Sypherd, Alexander M. Daly, Ellwood C. Kilien, Thomas A. Watson, 
and Ezekiel Fleming, representatives Kent County; and John M. Rob- 


laware theretofo 
A 


»duly 





from 





| bins, Newell Ball, Edward 8S. Burton, George H. Tow1 i, Charles L. Moore, 
Horace Brown, and Henry L. Morgan, representatives from Sussex County; 
| that the members of the senate of the State of Delaware who were returned 


| as duly elected thereto from the several counties in said State at the gene 


ral 
election held on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in the month of 


NO 


vember, A. D. 1894, or continued in the office of senator by virtue of their 
election to said office at the general election held on the Tuesday next after 
the first Monday in the month of November, A. D. 1892, and who took their 
| seats in said senate at the time of the organization thereof on the first Tues 
day of January, A. D. 189, were Samue! Alrichs, Robert J. Hanby, and John 
Pyle, senators from Newcastle County; John W. Fenimore, Hezekiah Har- 


ringten, and William T. Watson, senators from Kent C 
Moore, George F. Pierce, and William T. Records, s ex 
County; that all the said senatorsand representatives, save in so far as here- 
inafter stated to the contrary, continued to act as senators and members of 
| the house of representatives, respectively, from the first Tuesday of January, 
A. D. 189, to the adjournment of the general assembly on the 9th day of May, 
| A. D. 1895, except during occasional absence, or during the recess or adjourn- 
ments of the respective houses. 

That Joshua H. Marvil was elected governor of the State of Delaware on 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1894, and there 
after on the third Tuesday of January, A. D. 1895, duly qualified as governor 
of said State for the term of four years, beginn ym the day last aforesaid, 
and ending on the third Tuesday of Jant , nd entered upon the ex 
ercise of said office of governor; that thereatter on the 8th day of April, A. D 
1895, the said Joshua H. Marvil, while continuing to exercise the office of gov- 
ernor, died; that on the day following, to wit, on the Sth day of April, A. D. 
1895, the said William T. Watson, who, upon the orgenization of the senate, 
upon the first Tuesday of January, A. D. 18%, had been duly elected and 
* qualified as the speaker of the senate, duly took the oath of office as governcr 


nty,and John M.C. 
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of said State,and thereupon entered upon the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware; that the said William T. Watson during the 
said session of the general assembly, and until he assumed the office of gov- 
ernor as aforesaid, was and remained the speaker of the senate, and, as such, 
presided over that body and voted therein, and participated and voted in the 
sessions aforesaid of the jon assembly of the two houses convened for the 
urpose of electing a Senator from the State of Delaware in the United States 
enate; that upon his —_—- and entering upon the exercise of the office 
of governor as aforesaid the said William T. Watson ceased to have the right 
to act as a member of the senate of said State, or to vote in the said joint as- 
sembly for the election of a Senator in Congress as aforesaid; that one of the 
10 votes so as aforesaid received in said Cint assembly on the 9th day of 
May, A. D. 1895, by Edward Ridgely was then and there given by the said 
William T. Watson, at that time the governor of the said State: that said vote 
80 fiven for Edward Ridgely was given by the said William T. Watson ille- 
ally, and in violation of the constitution of the State of Delaware, and that 
Jenry A. Du Pont on said ballot having received 15 votes, and Edward Ridgely 
having received only 9 legal votes, John E. Addicks having received 4 votes, 
and fbe W. Tunnell having received 1 vote (no person having theretofore 
been elected to the office of Senator in Congress from the State of Delaware 
for said term), the said Henry A. Du Pont having thereby received a ma- 
jority of the votes of all the senators and representatives then constituting 
the legislature of the State of Delaware, they being all present and voting, 
was duly elected Senator in Congress from the State of Delaware for the term 
of six years from the 4th day of March, A. D. 1895, and was then and there 
duiy declared elected to said office for said term by me as speaker of the 
house of representatives as aforesaid. 
HENRY H. McMULLEN. 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Attest: 
EDGAR T. HASTINGS, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In further support of the claim of 
Mr. Du Pont I submit four documents: First, an affidavit of the 
clerk of the house of representatives; second, an affidavit of the 
speaker of the house of representatives; third, an affidavit of 

muel Alrichs, and fourth, a certified copy of the proceedings of 
the senate and house of representatives of the State of Delaware 
in joint assembly from January 16 to May 9, 1895, inclusive. I 
do not ask that any of these documents be read. I ask, however, 
that they all be —— together, and referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order wiil be made. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the papers which have just been 
ordered printed, with the petition, be referred to the Committee on 
Privilegesand Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That was my motion, I will state 
to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not so under- 
stand his motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; that was my motion, 
that all the papers be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order has 
been made, the Chair will state to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent that Col. Henry A. Du 
Pont, whose petition has just been presented to the Senate, pend- 
ing the examination of the papers that bear upon his claim and the 

uestion of his right to d seat, be accorded the privileges of the 
door of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of J. W. Jackson and 
sundry other legal voters of Tallapoosa County, Ala., praying that 
Congress will guarantee a republican form of government to that 
State. The petition sets out that Alabama does not now have a 
republican form of government nor ever will have so long as the 
organized conspirators now in possession of the administrative, 
executive, and judicial departments of the State government shall 
be permitted to perpetuate themselves in power by fraud, bribery, 
and intimidation. 

The petitioners set forth that at the general State election in Au- 

ist, 1892, a majority of the legal voters of Alabama cast their bal- 

ots for Reuben F. Kolb for governor, but that by fraudulent and 
corrupt practices on the part of the election i , returning 
officers, and county eont of supervisors a majority of the votes 
cast at said election was returned for James G. Jones for governor, 
and that in like manner a fraudulent legislature of Alabama was 
secured. They also set out that at the election held in Anan 
1894, the same fraud took place; that the State ticket headed by 
Reuben F. Kolb was again elected and the State ticket headed by 
William C. Oates was defeated, but that by false a. 
stuffing the ballot boxes, and other corrupt practices the returns 
sent in from the different counties made it appear that said Oates 
had received a majority of about 27,000. They also set forth that 
a fraudulent legislature was in 1894 set up in the State by means 
of said corrupt practices, and that this legislature elected a United 
States Senator. 

I also present the petition of M. Thacker and 70 other legal voters 
of Walker County, Ala., making the same representation and the 
same prayer; . 

Also, petition of V. W. Morris and 70 other legal voters of 
Walker County, Ala., making the same prayer; 
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Also, the petition of A. H. Blackwell and 95 other legal vote: 
of Walker County, Ala., making the same prayer: 

Also, the petition of William Robbins and 49 other legal vote 
of Walker County, Ala., making the same prayer; 

Also, the petition of W. E. Ivey and 29 other legal voters | 
Perry County, Ala., n.aking the same prayer; 

Also, the petition of E. B. Langley and 31 other legal voters 
Tallapoosa County, Ala., to the same effect; 

Also, the petition of R. J. Sewell and 70 other legal voters 
Tallapoosa County, Ala., to the same effect; 

Also, the petition of E. T. Boland and 70 other legal voters 
Tallapoosa County, to the same effect; 

Also, the petition of M. J. Abernethy and 40 other legal vote: 
of Cherokee County, Ala., to the same effect; 

Also, the petition of H. C. Pierson and 46 other legal voters « 
Pike County, Ala., to the same effect; 

Also, the petition of W. T. B. Lynch and 15 other legal voter 
of Macon County, Ala.; 

Also, the petition of J. J. Williams and 98 other legal voters o{ 
Sumter County; 

Also, the petition of George Copeheart, jr., and 70 other lega| 
voters of St. Clair County; 

Also, the petition of M. L. Brock and 53 other legal voters of 
Etowah County; 

Also, the petition of W. P. Fulmer and 27 other legal voters of 
Coosa County; 

Also, the petition of J. D. Wall and 16 other legal voters of 
Macon County; 

Also, the petition of 8. J. Belcher and 50 other legal voters of 
Barbour County; 

Also, the petition of Sam Geiglen and 36 other legal voters of 
Elmore County; 

Also, the petition of J. M. Townsend and 72 other legal voter 
of Montgomery County; 

Also, the petition of Wiley McGee and 55 other legal voters o! 
Tuscaloosa County; 

Also, the petition of J. M. Brown and 55 other legal voters vo! 
Greene County; 

Also, the petition of B. C. Hammond and 54 other legal voters 
of Coosa County: 

Also, the petition of W. D. Richardson and 17 other legal voters 
of Coosa County: 

Also, the petition of W. C. Misson and 47 other legal voters of 
Coffee County; 

Also, the petition of J. R. Woolf and 70 other legal voters of 
Choctaw County; 

Also, the petition of Z.D. Laney and 70 other legal voters of 
Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of J. A. Sims and 70 other legal voters of 
Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of J. B. Sloan and 70 other legal voters of 
Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of J. W. Wharton and 57 other legal voters 
of Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of D. H. Harper and 70 other legal voters of 
Coffee County; 

Also, the petition of Dr. J.P. Phillips and 70 other legal voters 
of Choctaw County; 

Also, the petition of Jack Manning and 30 other legal voters «f 
Choctaw County; 

Also, the petition of J. A. Bell and 21 other legal voters of 
Choctaw County; 

Also, the petition of 8S. A. Wright and 70 other legal voters of 
Choctaw County; 

Also, the petitions of S. Kelley and 49 other legal voters: of 
Robert Swan and 25 other ee voters; of V. J. Norwood and 5} 
other legal voters; of B. P. Floyd and 17 other legal voters; of 
S. M. Green and 69 other legal voters; of J. L. Brown and 60 other 
legal voters; of F. L. Banfield and 62 other legal voters; of F. L. 
Scott and 53 other legal voters; of J. A. Statting and 65 other 
legal voters; and of W. H. Taylor and 70 other legal voters, «ll 
of Choctaw County, Ala.; 

Also, the petition of Will Gilmore and 64 other legal voters of 
Crenshaw County; : 

Also, the petition of G. Patrick and 64 other legal voters of 
Chambers County; 

Also, the petition of J. H. Vandiner and 70 other legal voters of 
Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of J. R. Hawkins and 32 other legal voters 0! 
Blount County; 

Also, the petition of John M. Walker and 36 other legal voters 
of Blount County; 

Also, the petition of T. D. Holcomb and 35 other legal voters 0! 
Blount County; 

Also, the petition of W. B. Self and 31 other legal voters o: 
Blount County; 

Also, the petition of W. A. Jones and 32 other legal voters of 
Blount County; 
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Also, the petition of Edward Lindsay and 26 other legal voters 


of nt County; 
a the petition of N.O. McCallum and 
of Blount County; 

Also, the petition of A. L. Pass and 84 other legal voters of the 

state of Alabama; 

"I Also, the petition of J. C. Lock and 53 other legal voters; of 
B. W. Henson and 22 other legal voters; of J. B. Phillips and 50 
other legal voters; and of N. L. Gough and 38 other legal voters, 
all of Choctaw County, Ala. ; ; : 

Also, the petition of Dr. J. L. Davis and 70 other legal voters; 
of A. J. Hunton and 22 other legal voters; and of Dick Foreman 
and 65 other legal voters, all of Chambers County, Ala.; 

Also, the petition of W. K. Gamble and 16 other legal voters of 
Blount County; 

Also, the petition of M. P. Poland and 70 other legal voters and of 
Jack Spradlin and 64 other legal voters of Calhoun County, Ala.; 

Also, the petition of W. J. McBee and 91 other legal voters of 
Cherokee County; 

Also, the petition of M. A. McDowell and 71 other legal voters; 


22 other legal voters 
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of H. O. Wilkinson and 33 other legal voters; and of T. J. Pierson | 


and 46 other legal voters, all of Pike County, Ala.; 
Also, the petitions of W. R. Oswald and 33 others, and of M. H. 
Bafford and 22 others, of Macon County; 


Also, the —- of Thomas J. Burke and 27 others, of Cullman | 


County, an 
County— 


the petition of P. Hall and 70 others, of Covington | 


All, I have no doubt, legal voters and good citizens of that State, 


to the same effect. : 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bes- 
semer, Mich., praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of 
the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted at amass meeting of the citizens of Andover, Mass., in rela- 
tion to the atrocities in Armenia; which were referred to the Com- 
inittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Farmers’ National Congress at Atlanta, Ga., praying for 


the improvement of harbors and the speedy completion of harbors | 


of refuge; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Austin Quimby, president of 
the Kearsarge Survivors’ Association, and 29 others, survivors 
of the crew of the U. 8. 8S. Kearsarge, praying that certain relics 
of the Kearsarge be turned over to the remaining survivors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of R. B. McCammon and 
sundry other citizens of Sulphur Springs, Ohio, and the petition 
of Frank Resch and sundry other citizens of the State of Ohio, 
praying for thefree coinage of silver and remonstrating against the 
further issuance of interest-bearing bonds; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLARK presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Wyoming,. praying that the region embraced between town- 
ships 42 and 47 north and ranges 113 and 119 west of the sixth 
principal meridian be set aside as a public park; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 


STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 4, of the 
Third State legislature of Wyoming, has been compared with the original, 
which is on file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said 
memorial and of the whole thereof, together with the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895. 

[SEAL.} CHARLES W. BURDICK, 

Secretary of State. 


{Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled joint memorial No. 4, 
house of representatives, Wyoming. ] 
Your memorialists, the Third legislature of the State of Wyoming, would 


respectfully : 

at the region embraced between townships 42 and 47 north and ranges 113 
and L119 west of the sixth principal meridian contains the most noble and inspir- 
ing mountain scenery to be found on this continent. Itis the Switzerland of 
America, in which the Matterhorn finds a worthy counterpart in the grand 
Teton, whose majestic and inaccessible heights are reflected in the clear 
depths, and whose rugged grandeur is in marvelous contrast to the placid 
beauty of the mountain lakes which lie at its base. In immediate proximity 
to the National Park its attractions are of a wholly different character. To- 
gether they afford a panorama which in its beauty and diversity of attrac- 
tions is without a counterpart. The grand Teton is the culmination of this 
region, the fitting and appropriate landmark of this national pleasure ground. 
feadt region is also the great ea preserve of this State and the winter 
eeding of the game which finds a summer home in Yellowstone Park, 
the greater elevation and heavy snowfall of the latter driving it to the shel- 
tered recesses of this region in winter. If we are to permanently preserve 
in its native home the nobler wild e of this continent, a winter as well as 


® summer home must be provided, in which the hand of the hunter can be 
effectually stayed. 
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Your memorialists therefore pray that Congress will, by suitable legisla- 
tion, set this region aside asa public park and pleasure ground, where ail can 
have equal access and enjoyment, and that upon the cnactment of proper 
and adequate legislation by the State of Wyoming for its care and preserva- 
tion that the ownership of the same be vested in the State. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, respectfully 
requested upon the approval of this memorial to forward aduly authenticated 
copy thereof to the Senators and Representative in Congress from this State, 
in order that the same may be brought to the attention of Congress 

GEO. W. HOYT, 


President of the Senate, 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved February 18, A. D. 1895. 
WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 


CHEYENNE, WY0O., February 16, 1895. 
I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house of repro- 


sentatives. 
M. C. BARROW, Chief Clerk. 
Received from the governor and filed this 18th day of February, 1395. 
CHARLES W. BURDICK, 


Secretary of State. 


Mr. CLARK presented the following memorial of the legislature 
of Wyoming; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 1 of the 
Third State legislature of Wyoming has been compared with the original, 
which is on file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said 
memorial and of the whole thereof, together with the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. . 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895. 

[SEAL.. ] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 

Secretary of State. 


(Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled memorial No. 1, house 
of representatives, Wyoming. | 


MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 


To the Senate and House 7 Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Third legislature of the State of Wyoming, would 
most respectfully represent— 

That section 8 and section 11 of an act to provide for the admission of Wyo- 
ming into the Union, and for other purposes, approved July 10,1890, provides 
that certain lands donated to the State by Congress shall not be sold for less 
than $10 per acre. 

Anexperience of four years in the selection and management of these lands 
has shown beyond question that such minimum selling price is an unwise 
and injurious condition. It is unwise because it is arbitrary and has no rela- 
tion to the actual value of the land it affects. Although a minimum price, it 
is far above the maximum value of unimproved land in this State. So long 


| as the best lands of this or adjoining States can be had under Federal land 


laws for a nominal price, it is useless to attempt to secure the occupancy or 
improvement, much less sale, of Stateland to which this condition attaches 
That this is true is shown by the history of the past four years in which the 
State has sold only 720 acres out of a total grant of over 3,000,000 acres. 

To select land for the State under this condition is to withdraw it from sale 
and settlement for an indefinite period. It places the Stete in the position of 
a speculator in land values. A Commonwealth embracing 68,000,000 acres of 
land with only 60,000 people is not in a position to profitably engage in such 
anenterprise. What this State needs above all else is population—people to 
develop its material resources. It is to the best interest of the State that its 
lands should be occupied and that they should be disposed of on such terms 
as to attract instead of prevent immigration. The loss to the State in the 
selling value of the land bears no comparison to the gain which would come 
in taxable and productive resources from their early occupancy and use. 

Because of these facts, we ask Congress to take early action in the passage 
of a measure repealing the minimum selling price of land heretofore donated 
or which may hereafter be donated to this State, and leaving such price to be 
tixed by the State legislature or the State authorities intrusted with the man- 
agement and disposal of such lands. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor of the State of Wyoming, be, 
and he is hereby, respectfully requested, upon his approval of this memorial, 
to forward a duly authenticated copy thereof to the Senators and Represent- 
ative in Congress from this State, in order that the same may be brought to 
the attention of that body. 

GEO. W. HOYT. 

President of the Senate. 

JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 
CHEYENNE, WY0O., February i2, 1895. 
I hereby certify that the within act originated in the house of represent- 


atives. 
M. C. BARROW, Chief Clerk. 
16th day of February, 1895. 
CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. CLARK presented the following memorial of the legisla- 
ture of Wyoming; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections: 
STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby re that the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 2 of the 
Third State legislature of Wyoming has been compared with the original, 
which is on file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said 
memorial and of the whole thereof, together with the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895 

[SEAL.] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 

Secretary of State, 


Approved February 16, A. D. 1895. 


Received from the governor and filed this 
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(Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled memorial No, 2, 
house of representatives, Wyoming. } 
MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 


Be it resolved by the Third legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America be 
memorialized as follows: 

The Third legislature of the State of Wyom respectfully represents to 
the honorable the Senate and the honorable the House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled that they urge the sub- 
mission of the constitutional amendments now pending in Congress requiring 
United States Senators to be elected by a vote of the qualified electors of the 


-Btate. 
They believe that the exciting and disturbing contest for seats in the 
g@ in a great measure to 


legislature in many of the States has been ow 
impending contests for United States Senators. 

In many States the sessions of the legislature are limited to a specified 
time,and much of this time has been wasted and consumed in a fruitless 
effort to elect Senators. 

The temptation to corruption and the inducements to influence logiainjere 
by questionable means would be entirely removed if the election of Senators 
were transferred to the people. It is believed the business of the legisla- 
ture should be confined to matters of legislation, and that the excitement 


attendant upon the selection of United States Senators by the ere 
interferes to a great degree with that business. The growth of public senti- 
ment in this direction we believe to be grounded upon good reasons, calling 
for an amendment of the Constitution in this respect. 

Resolved, That the governor be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested, 
upon his Te of this memorial, to forward a duly authenticated copy 
thereof, under the great seal of the State, to the Senators and Representa- 
tive in Congress from this State, in order that the same may be brought to 
the attention of the Congress of the United States. 

GEO. W. HOYT, 


President of the Senate. 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 
{Indorsements. } 
CHEYENNE, Wyo., February 12, 1895. 
I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house of repre- 


sentatives. 
M. C. BARROW, Chief Clerk. 

Received from the governor and filed this 16th day of February, 1895. 

CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Toledo Produce 
Exchange and by the common council, of Toledo, Ohio, praying 
for the erection of a light-house at the lake connection of the har- 
bor of Toledo; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of T. M. Beer and 107 other citi- 
zens of Ashland County, Ohio, praying for a speedy recognition 
as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Reiations. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the Commercial Club, a 
very important organization of business men of the city of Boston, 

raying for immediate action by the General Government to en- 
arge and deepen Boston Harbor. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

He also presented the petition of Edwin 8S. Barrett, president of 
the Massachusetts Society of the Sons of the American Revolu- 
tion, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2720 of the last 
Congress, to prevent desecration of the national flag; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a eo of the Connecticut Society 
of the Sons of the American Revolution, praying for the pee 
of Senate bill No. 2720 of the last Congress, to prevent desecra- 
tion of the national flag; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Hon. O. Vincent Coffin, gov- 
ernor of Connecticut, and 30 other citizens of that State, and the 
petition of Hon. James P. Johnson, mayor of New London, Conn., 
and 39 other citizens of Connecticut, praying that the United States 
purchase certain lots adjoining Fort Griswold, in the town of 
Groton, Conn.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the city council of West 
Tampa, Fla., and a petition of the city council of Key West, 
Fla., praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots in their struggle for freedom; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the mayor and council 
of the city of Olympia, the capital of the State of Washington, 
in reference to the improvement of the harbor at Olympia, set- 
ting forth that of the $275,000 recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers for the improvement of Olympia Harbor, but $75,000 
has been spent, and that there is a provision in theitem‘of appro- 
priation to the effect that the money shall be expended only on a 
certain part of the harbor. The petition sets forth the desirabil- 
ity of so pvicany me terms of the appropriation in the future 
that a portion of the money may be spent to divert the Des Chutes 
River into its proper channel on the west side of theriver. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was pewed to, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present the petitions of 17 patriotic so- 
cieties of the country praying for the of Senate bill 255, 
which I had the honor of introducing yesterday, to prevent dese- | 


Approved February 16, A. D. 1895. 
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eration of the national flag. I move that the petitions, toget}oy 
with the publication entitled ‘‘ The misuse of the national flay o¢ 
the United States of America” accompanying them, be referre:| to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present 30 petitions of citizens of Alabama. set- 
ting forth that the people of that State are denied a republican 
form of government, and alleging frauds in the elections of {s\)2 
and 1894 which deprived the then elected governor of his seat, .4 
which had a vital influence eo the Congressional representation 
of that State in Congress. move that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ialso present resolutions in the form of a petition 
to Congress adopted by the Populist State convention of Alabina, 
held at Birmingham, in that State, to the same effect. I imoye 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of George A. McCall Post, No, 
81, Grand Army of the Republic, of Westchester, Pa., praying for 
a speedy ee as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Workingmen’s Protective 
Tariff League of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against further 
internal taxation and praying that additional revenue be secured 
through increased duties on exports; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition in the form of resolutions ado} ted 
at a mass meeting of the citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for 
a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I presenta petition of the chairman and secretary 
of a large public meeting of citizens of Worcester, Mass., praying 
for relief against the outrages upon Armenians in Turkey. This 
petition is so brief and compact that it is difficult to make an 
abridged statement of its contents under the rule, and I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


Recognizing the fact that the influence of your honorable and august body, 
when exer on behalf of humanity, has been powerful in securing justice 
for the oppressed, far-reaching in effect and lasting in results, we, the rep- 
resentatives duly accredited by the mass meeting of the Armenian colony of 
Worcester, Mass., held on Thanksgiving Day, the 28th of November, |\), 
humbly petition that vigorous measures be recommended by you to His 
Excellency the President of the United States for petins a stop tothe most 
horrible crime of the century—the indiscriminate slaughter and annihilation 
of Armenian Christians at the hands of the Turkish Government. 

In times past the strong, eloquent words of American statesmen, uttered 
on the floor of the House and Senate, have contributed largely to the peace 
and liberty of wronged nations parents the seas. 

Though the Sultan has given his tardy and reluctant consent to the reforms 
demanded by Europe, no hope of benefit can be entertained, as the whole 
machinery of government is centralized in the palace, and the provincial gov- 
ernors are creatures subservient to the Sultan personally, or else fanatical 
Moslems, who, instead of repeeasing disorder and murder, in many cases show 
an inclination to lead the mob and lend the soldiery to aid in the slaughter of 
life and the destruction of property. 

d, as Turkish law is, upon the Koran, the Sultan is recognized as the 
shadow of God on earth, and the impossibility of getting justice for Chris 
tians in Moslem courts is self-evident. Disarmed, as we are, resistance on 
our part is useless, and help must come from without. 

The sword of Islam is unsheathed, and unless Europe and America step 
between fanaticism and its helpless victims, Armenia, once a vineyard, must 
inevitably become a desert andatomb. Within a year there have been wan- 
tonly murdered at least 50,000 of our people, while hundreds of thousands 
have been reduced to starvation. Yet the massacres still go on, while the 
war — of earth’s favored nations swing at anchor in Turkish waters. 
Blinded by mutual jealousy, the powers of Europe refuse tomove. 

Therefore, turning our eyes to the United States, we look to Congress for 
words of encouragement and the warning note that will stay the bloody arm 
of our oppressors. 

We appeal to you, not as aliens, but in the name of ten thousand industrious 
and law-abiding Armenians, now resident in the United States, and who are 


rapidly giving it their allegiance. 
arg SARKIS SHAGHALIAN, Chairmcn. 
H. G. ZONIKIAN, Secretary. 
Worcester, MAss., December 2, 1895. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 273) to establish postal s:v- 
ings depositories and to provide for the conduct and regulation 
of the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to thie 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 274) to provide for a postal telegr))h 
system; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the C:1- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill é 275) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew T. Bovard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 276) granting a pension to David 
§. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 277) for the relief of the Corn Ex- 
change National Bank, of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. — 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida 
Walter, heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 279) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Bernhard Stueber; which was read 
twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Eliza E. 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : : : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 281) for the relief of F. M. Vandling; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 282) for therelief of the heirs of 
G. W. Ebert, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 283) for the relief of William Brice 
& Co., of Philadelphia, and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 284) providing for certain experi- 
ments for scientific purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence 
National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 286) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a-site for and the-erection of a public building at Oak- 
land, in the State of California; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 287) to amend ‘‘An act granting 
increase of pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war in certain 
cases,” approved January 5, 1893; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 288) for the relief of William R. 
Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 289) for the relief of Ames & Det- 
rick, of San Francisco, in the State of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 290) to carry into effect the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others 
for supplies furnished the Indian service; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S: 291) to amend section 4426 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, yuna te vessels propelled 
by steam, gas, fluid, naphtha, or motor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 292) in relation to trials by juries 
in United States courts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 293) authorizing the appointment 
of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to consider 
andirecommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agr culture, and capital; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

' Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 294) for the erection of a public 
-building at Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 295) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the r to the national cemetery near Pen- 
sacola, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 296) for the relief of William H. 
Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, United States Army; 
which ‘was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.297) granting a pension to Alexan- 
der Campbell, of Madison County, Fia.: which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 298) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 
introduced a bill (S. 299) granting a pension to John W. 


















He also 
Matchett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 300) granting a pension to Aaron 
Daniel, of Suwanee County, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. LODGE (by request) mtroduced a bill (S. 301) toamend the 
immigration laws of the United States; which wasread twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 302) to secure aerial! 
navigation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 303) to carry into 
effect the recommendations of theInternational Ameri can Con- 
ference by the incorporation of the International American Bank; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 304) to establish wind 
signal display stations at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 305) for the relief of Eugene Oscar 
Fechet, late a second lieutenant of the Second Regiment Artillery, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 306) for the relief of Thomas Cham- 
bers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 307) for the relief of Richard H. 
Marsh; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 308) for the relief of Daniel W. 
Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 309) to establish in the Department 
of Justice a bureau of identification of criminals; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S.310) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth H. David; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.311) providing a pension for George 
Welz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 312) to increase the pension of John 
H. Bieling, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.313) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Stewart Whiting; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 314) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, 
widow of Charles 8. Tripler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Anti- 
sell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 316) to correct the muster roll of 
J.Seymour Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 317) providing a pension for Mrs. 
Julia C. Sharpe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.318) granting a pension to John E. 
Burnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 320) to authorize the construction 
and operation of an electric railroad within the Yellowstone 
National Park, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduceé a bill (S. 321) granting a pension 
to James W. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S.322) to secure 
uniformity in the names of minor streets of the city of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 323) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of the 
Metropolitan police force and fire department of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892; which 
was read twice by its title, and rc*erred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 324) to provide for 
the appointment of a public administrator in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 325) to regulate the 
practice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and sur- 
geons, and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in 
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the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 826) for the relief of 
Catherine E. Whitall, which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 327) for the relief of Charles 
H. Bliss on account of injuries received by the collapse of the 
building known as Ford’s Old Theater on the 9th day of June, 
1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 828) for the relief of Richard S. 
Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 329) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William W. Kerbaugh; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 830) for the relief of James B. Boyd, 
late a private in Company B, Seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, and Battery H, Fourth Regiment United States 
Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
Panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

© introduced a bill (8. 331) providing that no person shall 
be eligible as assignee or receiver of a bankrupt corporation en- 
gaged in interstate commerce who shall have been a director, offi- 
cer, or employee of such corporation at any time during the three 
yoree gens preceding such bankruptcy; which was read twice by 

tit 


Mr. CULLOM. LIintroduced that bill because it has been sent 
to me, but not p ng to indorse all its provisions at this mo- 
ment. I will say, however, that I think there is some ground for 
giving attention to the subject covered by it. I am in doubt 
whether it should go to the Committee on the Judici or to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. If there be no objection, I 
shall ask to have it referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that bill belongs to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. ltis a bill for the regulation of ings in court relative 
to assignees and receivers of bankrupt corporations engaged in in- 
terstate commerce. It seems to me that it would be just as appro- 
priate that a bill iding that a merchant should be dealt with in 
a certain way in ptcy should be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, or that a bi eS that a farmer should be 
dealt with in a certain way should be sent to the Committee on 
Agriculture, as that this should be sent to the Committee 
> ee Commerce. I will, however, make no question 
about it. 

Mr.CULLOM, I thought of the view which has been suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts in reference to the bil, and 
therefore I called the attention of the Senate to it before making 
any direct motion. I called attention to it also for the reason that 
It that a committee should inquire into the question whether 
some legislation is not necessary in that regard. I shall make no 
objection to the bill going to the Committee on the Judiciary after 
what has been said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (5.332) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Kershner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 333) ting an increase of pension 
to James A, Grimes; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill (8.335) for the 
relief of Esther A. Keyser; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8.336) for the relief of 
the estate of William B. Todd, deceased; which was read twice 
by * title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8.387) to refer the claim of the 
owners of the brig Zally-Ho to the Court of Claims; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 338) for the relief of George 
F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of aa Bros., and others; which 
bn read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill S 339) for the relief of William 
H. Rhett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (8.340) to amend the 
military record of JohnH. Skinner; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8.341) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Napoleon B. Breedlove; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 342) to regulate the impor 
tation of gunpowder, nitroglycerin, and other explosive su|) 
stances; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S.343) for the relief of George FP, 
Tyson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 345) nting a pension to Catheri: 3 
R. Jardine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; which was rea: 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.346) granting a pension to Kate . 
McDougal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 347) to remove the charge of deser 
tion and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Secke!: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe. 
on Milit Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 348) for relief of Stephen 
Duncan Marshall a Sore M. Miller, executors of the will of 
Levin R. Marshail, d ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 349) to reorganize and increase 
the efficiency of the mnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. Mr. President, the bill which I have just intro- 
duced is one that was prepared and reported by the joint subcom- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the two Houses at the last Congress, 
but no action was taken upon it. There are some provisions in 
the bill which I should modify, and there are some good provi- 
sions in it as it now stands. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8.350) granting an increase 
of — to George C. Abbey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.351) for the relief of Samuel Cole; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 352) granting a pension to Philip 

Kershner, late lieutenant-colonel of the Sixteenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 353) to provide for fixing a uniform 
standard of classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and rye, and for other pu es; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (8.354) to adjust the ions of those 
who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in them; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. - 
He also introdaced a bill (8.355) granting a pension to Rhoda 
A. Van Niman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
TT pa r, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINGER introduced a bill (8.356) for the erection of 
a monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton; which was read twico 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (8.357) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate dai- 
ages done to plan — and oyster beds in Raritan Bay ani 
ijeining waters in New York and New Jersey, and to miko 
compensation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and 
reierred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 358) supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act ting pensions to soldiers and sailors who were in: 
pacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing {vr 
pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” 
approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its title, ani 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 359) relating to claims .f 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics, removing the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations, and giving the right of appeal in certain cas: +; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe 
on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 360) for the relief of Northrup “ 
Chick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Coim- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ: » 
on Indian Affairs. i 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 362) granting to the State of Kai- 
sas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said Sta‘, 
for the p of establishing western branches of the Kans: 
Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal Institi'» 
thereon, and for a public park; which was read twice by its tit!», 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 











Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 363) granting a pension 
to Fredaline Glastetter; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on 

8. 
So alee introduced a bill (S. 364) granting a pension to Perry 
Harter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 365) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. 
Roderick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 366) for the relief of Henry C. Rose; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. , y ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 367) granting a pension to James M. 
Ray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 368) granting a pension to Henry 
Sands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 369) granting a pension to William 
H. Shivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.370) granting a pension to Ander- 
son Morton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Fensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 371) granting a pension to Ambrose 
J. Vanarsdale; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 372) granting a pension to Virginia 
A. Owen, widow of John Owen, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 373) granting a pension to Myra 
Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 374) granting a persion to Thomas 
J. Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 375) for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.376) for the relief of the heirs of 
Catherine E. Nelson; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.377) granting a pension to E. C. 
Curtis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.378) granting a pension to Nancy 
E. Neely, widow of Alexander Neely; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred ‘to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.379) granting a pension to Levi C. 
Faught; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 380) for the relief of R. W. Barber; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 381) granting a pension to Dora 
Saner, widow of Peter Sauer, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.382) granting a pension to Eli 
Browning; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introd. ced a bill (S. 383) granting a pension to Lucy F. 
Watson, widow of Joseph W. Melton, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title,.and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.384) granting a pension to James 


F,.Cramp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 385) granting a pension to John G. 
Hanna; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.386) granting a pension to Margaret 
Garrison, widow of Jamies S. Garrison; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 387) granting a pension to Henry 


Hahman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 388) for the relief of Eliza Dicker- 
hoff, widow of Louis Dickerhoff, deceased, of Company A, Cape 
Girardeau (Mo.) Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 389) granting a pension to Calvin 
K. Bynum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a oe 390) granting a pension to Christ 
Bueltemann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (5.391) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Catlett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.392) granting a pension to Isaac 
Gann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 393) granting a pension to William 
J. Ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 394) granting a pension to James 
M. Ray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 395) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Zebedee Parrett; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 396) granting a pension to Henry 
Farmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.397) restoring a pension to Alvin 
Rine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.398) granting a pension to John 
Bartmann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comunittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 399) granting a pension to John A. 
Pitts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 400) granting a pension to Johnson 
Hays; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 401) granting a pension to Christ 
Hahman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 402) granting a pension to Sarah 
Bailey, late widow of Isaac Long. deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Mary G. 
Isbell, widow of David 8. Isbell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel 
Goldwater; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 405) to increase the pension of 
Mary A. Wilkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 406) for the relief of Zerelda Cobb; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 407) explanatory of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to settle certain accounts between the United 
States and the State of Mississippi and other States,” and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (8.408) for the relief of persons who 
have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 409) for the relief of the First Colo- 
rado Mounted Militia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.410) granting a pension to John F. 
Kline; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.411) granting a pension to E. W. 


| Hershe, of Fairplay, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. 
Larsh, of Denver, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 413) for the relief of Charles M. 
Larsh, of Denver, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 414) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Blake; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensiens. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 415) removing the charge of deser- 


| tion from the name of Frank A. Land, of Nathrop, Colo.; which 





was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 416) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 417) providing that no 
pensions for disability, or under the act of June 27, 1890, or to the 
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widows of soldiers, shall be for a less sum than $12 per month; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 418)concerning the trial and punish- 
ment of contempts in the United States courts therein mentioned; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8.419) for the erection of a statue of 
the late Robert Dale Owen. to be placed in the grounds of the 
Smithsonian Institution; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 420) for the purchase of the oil por- 
trait of Mrs. Dolly Madison, by E. F. Andrews; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 421) for the relief of Calvin Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S, 422) for the relief of Pay Inspector 
John H. Stephenson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 423) to amend section 7 of the 
act entitled “Anact to regulate the civil service of the United 
States,” approved January 16, 1883; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (8. 
State of Pennsylvania permission to use the United States court- 
house at Scranton, Pa.,and at Williamsport, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS (by ee introduced a joint resolution (S. R.14) 
to compile and publish the laws relating to street-railway fran- 
chises in the District of Coliimbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I introduce a bill to provide for the fortifica- 
tions and other defenses recommended by the board appointed b 
the President under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled 
*‘An act making provisions for fortifications and other works of 
defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” or March 8, 1885, 
for the ports named in the report of the said board as the ports at 
which fortifications are most urgently needed, namely: New 
York, San Francisco, Boston, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, 
New Orleans, Philadelphia, Washington, Baltimore, Portland, 
Me., Rhode Island ports in Narragansett Bay, Key West, Charles- 
ton, S. C., Mobile, New London, Savannah, Galveston, Portland, 
Oreg., Pensacola, Fla., Wilmington, N. C., San Diego, Cal., Ports- 
mouth, N. H., defenses of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch, de- 
fenses of ports of the Kennebec River at Fort Popham, New Bed- 
ford, Mass., defenses of ports on the Penobscot River, Maine, at 
Fort Knox, and New Haven, Conn., and, further, for the defense 
of Puget Sound, and of such other ports as in the judgment of the 
Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War may require perma- 
nent works of fortification. 

Mr. President, I have quoted a part of the terms of this bill be- 
cause I wish to ask the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the character and importance of the bill. We are proposing, I 
understand, to hear discussions of the Monroe doctrine and the 
importance of maintaining a high stand as to our national honor 
and the interest of our country relative to the continents of Amer- 
ica. We areasked to consider questions relating to the recogni- 
tion of Cuba and to take a firm stand as to the settlement of the 
Venezuela boundary dispute by arbitration, the Alaskan boundary 
contention, and other great international questions affecting the 
two American continents; and at the same time we seem to go 
along dreamily, in blissful ignorance or disregard of the fact that 
we have no edowtahe protection at our seacoast cities sufficient to 
withstand the attack of any nation with arespectable navy. Our 
much-beasted new Navy is probably not more than one-third the 
size of the new navy of Great Britain. We are talking about 
these matters as if we were able to carry a chip on our shoulder, 
60 to speak. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate and of the country to 
the fact thatit is needful that there should be immediate legislation 
on this “a so that our great seacoast cities may be a de- 
fended, and that we ought to deliberately enter upon a system of pro- 
tection of the seacoast cities, of which there are, according to the 
official on twenty-eight in the United States, besides the lake 
ports, and only one of them has anything like modern defenses—-the 
port of New York—and thatis perhaps not one-tenth of whatit ought 
to be. True, there has been something done at Boston and some- 
oe at San Francisco, but the character of the defenses there 
isstillinferior—only a few dynamite gunsanda few mortars. There 
is almost nothing in the way of high-power long-range _— to 
compete with the great guns of the navies of the world. Noteven 
one of the 16-inch guns recommended has ever yet been built in this 
country. It will take years and years to construct the necessary 
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guns and the emplacements for them. Even at the rate I propose 
in this bill nearly twelve years will be required to complete th: 
system. I hope the attention of the Senate will be directed to thi 

matter at a very early date, so that we may obtain legislation. 
About ten years have already passed since the report of the board 

Some time has been required to work out problems, particular], 
as to disappearing gun carriages and lifts, by which these grea‘ 
guns are quickly depressed to be loaded and elevated to be fired 

I do not think it good policy to longer defer appropriations on ; 
scale comporting with the magnitude of the oak. The expend 
tures should be apportioned fairly among all these different ports. 
according to the consolidated estimates, and the work should con 
mence as near as may be at the same time at each of them, so that 
all parts of the United States may have their proportional benefits 
ees. 

The General Commanding the Army and the Secretary of War 
concur in calling the attention of Congress to the importance o 
this matter. Admiral Walker, of the Navy, has expressed similar 
views, and I have just obtained the advice of the two great bureaus 
of the War Department concerned—that of Engineers ard that 0! 
Ordnance—in drawing this bill. Authorities agree.that the work 
should proceed much faster than herein proposed and provided 
for. But it is better to make haste dowky than to court greai 
danger and risk by feebleness and inaction. 

The bill (S. 334) to provide for fortifications and other seacoas' 
defenses was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses. 


ARMENIAN OUTRAGES. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolutions; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved, That the Senate will support the President in the most vigorous 
action he may deem fit to take for the protection and security of American 
citizens in Turkey, and to obtain redress for injuries committed upon such 
citizens there. 

Resolved, That the President be desired to make known to the Government 
of Turkey the strong feeling of regret and indignation with which the peop!e« 
of America have heard of the injuries inflicted upon persons of the Christian 
faith in Turkey, and that the American people can not be expected to view 
with indifference any repetition or continuance of such wrongs. 

_Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his judgment not incom 
atible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate all informa 
ion which has been received by him or by the State Department in regard 

to injuries inflicted = the persons or property of American citizens in 

Turkey, and in re to the condition of affairs there in reference to the 

oppression or cruelties practiced upon the Armenian subjects of the Turkish 
vernment; 

Also to inform the Senate whether all the American consuls in the Turkish 
Empire are at their ts of duty, and, if not, to state any circumstances 
which have interfered with the performance of the duties of such consuls. 

POLICY RESPECTING CUBA, ETC, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 
‘ So resolution submitted yesterday by Mr, ALLEN was read, as 

ollows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate— 


1. That the Government of the United States of America should promptly 


the revolutionists of Cuba, who are now honestly struggling to sv 
cure their independence of the Spanish Government, as composing an inde 
—— nation and possessing the rights thereof according to the law of 
nations. 

2. That all islands in close epee to the mainland of the United States 
of éumerica should, as speedily as poguibie. by treaties of purchase, be an 
nexed to this Government, as essential to our safety in times-of war and the 
convenience and necessity of our commerce in times of peace. 

3. That the wise declaration of President Monroe, known as the Monroe 
doctrine, is a well-established policy of the Government of the United States. 
and should be promptly and effectually maintained by the Government in its 
original purity and purpose. 

4. That while the Government of the United States should not needlessly 
or hastily embroil itself with any foreign power, and should only resort to 
extreme measures in cases of actual necessity, a firmer and more prom) 
policy’on the part of this Government in maintaining the rights of American 
citizens abroad should be introduced and pursued. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Island of Cuba is but a few 
hours’ ride from the mainland of the United States. Itis an island 
of vast importance, not nog from a commercial point of view, but 
from a strategic point in the event of our becoming involved in 
war with a foreign power. I am of the namber who believe that 
this Government should promptly recognize the revolutionists of 
Cuba and assist them in all lawful ways to secure their independ 
ence of the Spanish Government and enable them to establish an 
independent republic. Iwould not have this Government plunge! 
headlong into a needless quarrel with the Spanish Government. 
but I would lend every assistance that could be lawfully and pro) 
erly given to the aspirations of the people of Cuba for a republican 
form of government. I believe it to be the true peliey and the 
true doctrine of our country that wherever a people show them 
selves desirous of establishing a republican form of governmen' 
upon any territory adjacent to us they should receive our encour- 
agement and support. If our form of government is the correct 
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one, and of that I have no doubt, then its recognition or establish- 
ment in other lands should be encour. , and when an opportu- 
nity shall present itself to us to lend this encouragement it should 
be promptly and effectually given. : 

It is not my purpose to argue at length in support of these reso- 
lutions, but Is content myself at this time in calling attention 
to them in a general way. I take it for granted that the Island of 
Cuba is so situated, our commercial relations with it are such, the 
relations of its people and the Spanish Government are of such a 
character, as to ae it desirable that a republic should be there 
established. I fully sympathize with the sentiment existing in 
this country and so frequently expressed by the public press and 
in conventions and assemblies of our people in favor of the inde- 
pendence of these people. 

It may be said that they are not of our race or tongue, but these 
things should be matters of indifference to us. It ought to be suf- 
ficient for us to know that they belong to a race of people who are 
striving for liberty. They have a desire to abandon the galling 
voke of the King and establish a form of government that will be 
a blessing to them and their posterity through the ages to come, 
and we should give them such assistance as may be within our 
power. I believe the time is speedily coming when not only the 
people of Cuba will be free, but when the people of all the islands 
of the seas adjacent to this country will have established a repub- 
lican form of government, or they will have become integral parts 
of this country. And this leads me, sir, to observe that all islands 
in close proximity to the mainland of the United States should be 
as speedily as possible, by treaties of purchase, annexed to our 
Government, as essential to our safety in times of war and the 
convenience and necessity of our commerce in times of peace. 

No one can seriously doubt that a due regard to the law of self- 
preservation will require us to take efficient steps in this direction 
as speedily as we can do so. I donot believe that we should be 
possessed of greed for territory, or the glories of conquest, but I 
do believe that the sober, candid, thinking, patriotic people of this 
country fully realize the necessity of promptly taking stepsin this 
direction to secure our country against foreign invasion and to 
extend the interests of our commerce. 

I believe that a firmer policy should be ymeee. I believe that 
the time has finally come when we should take prompt steps to 
transfer the carrying trade of this country to American bottoms, 
rather than to permit British bottoms to carry it, and when the 
commerce of the United States should be taken into every port of 
the known world in American-built vessels, and the sails of our 
ships should whiten every navigable port and water of the earth. 
I believe more than this. I believe in the wise doctrine of Presi- 
dent Monroe, known as the Monroe doctrine. We should insist 
that it is the established and settled policy of our country, and 
should insist on its prompt and effectual maintenance in its origi- 
nal purity and purpose. I can not resist the temptation of re- 
aie that in my judgment the people of this country have 
become dissatisfied with the foreign policy that has been pursued 
by our Government for the last twenty-five years. I think we all 
recognize that it has been dilatory, if not absolutely trivial and 
contemptible in the main. It is true that in a few instances we 
have bullied inferior powers, as a strong man will sometimes bully 
a weaker one, while at the same time we have refused to redress 
the grievances of American citizens. 

Mr. President, this beneficent doctrine is in the line of the sec- 
ond of the resolutions which I have had the honor of introducing. 
It is to the effect that no portion of the territory of this country 
shall be occupied by a foreign power, and that no such power 
shall be permitted to advance its territorial possessions on this 
continent from the line where they rested at the time this great 
declaration was made. I believe, as an essential part of this doc- 
trine, that we should not only declare that no foreign power should, 
without the consent of this Government, acquire additional terri- 
tory on this continent, but that wherever territory is essential to 
the safety and security of this country we should not only insist 


. that such powers should not acquire additional territory, but we 


should also insist that this Government shall have the right to 
such territory by purchase, and that eventually all foreign powers 
shall be driven from a land that ought to be fully dedicated to 
the cause of human liberty. 

I have said that our foreign policy was tardy and therefore inef- 
ficient. In fact, sir, it has been a hiss and a byword among the 
pone of the United States for more than a quarter of a century. 

firmly believe that if this Government had acted promptly, and 
with a spirit of determination had demanded that Mrs. Maybrick, 
the unfortunate American woman who is now under a life sen- 
tence in an English prison, should have been given a fair trial, she 
would long ago have been afforded an fg oe to make known 
her innocence of the crime with which she is c arged and that 
she would now be at liberty, or at least be in a position to demand 
a fair trial before an English jury. So, sir, I believe that the late 
consul, Waller, who is now languishing in a French prison for the 
alleged crime of treason to a Government to which he owes no alle- 
Sance, would have been set at liberty long ago if prompt steps 
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had been taken by our Government to that end. But we have 
engaged in lengthy and useless correspondence on this subject 
with the French Government, and there the matter has ended. 

I believe also that this Government should take prompt steps to 
protect Christians and Christian missionariesin China and Turkey 
and in all other countries whose Christian population are citizens 
of this Republic. I donot believe in what is sometimes called ‘‘a 
brilliant foreign policy,” but I do believe in a sensible and efficient 
foreign policy; one that will guarantee to every American citizen 
when in a foreign land the full measure of his rights, and one that 
will not permit the country in which he may be sojourning to 


make him the sport of its whims or the victim of its malice or the 
malice of its subjects. Such a policy will command the respect 
of the entire civilized world and will draw to its support American 


citizens, regardless of political alignment. I desire it to be dis 
tinctly understood that I speak for myself alone, and that I do 
not, by what I here say, undertake to bind in the slightest degree, 
the political party of which Iam amember. I have offered these 
resolutions that the Senate may act upon them promptly and by 
their adoption declare to the world that the doctrines they contain 
are sound and necessary to the welfare of our country; or by 
rejecting them declare with equal emphasis that the limp and 
inefficient policy of the past is to be pursued in the future by this 
Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. At the suggestion of several Senators I have con- 
sented that the consideration of the joint resolution which I intro- 
duced yesterday shall be postponed until to-morrow morning at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business. At that time I 
shall ask the Senate to consider the joint resolution, with a view 
of submitting some observations on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 
37 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, December 5, 1895, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 4, 1895. 
SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Walter E. Faison, of North Carolina, to be Solicitor for the De- 
partment of State, vice Walter D. Dabney, resigned. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Arthur K. Delaney, of Alaska, to be United States district judge 
for the District of Alaska, vice Warren Truitt, resigned. 

Elmer B. Adams, of Missouri, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Henry S. Priest, resigned. 

Constantine B. Kilgore, of Texas, to be judge of the United 
States court of the southern district in the Indian Territory, as 
provided for by act of Congress approved March 1, 1895. 

Yancey Lewis, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the United 
States court of the central district in the Indian Territory, vice 
Charles B. Stuart, resigned. 

William M. Springer, of Illinois, to be judge of the United 
States court of the northern district in the Indian Territory, as 
provided for by act of Congress approved March 1, 1895. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Henry H. Rolapp, of Utah Territory, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice W. H. Smith, 
deceased. 

PROBATE JUDGES. 


George H. Fennemore, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Beaver, in the Territory of Utah, vice Joseph A. 
Barton, deceased. s 

F. A. Hammond, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of San Juan, in the Territory ef Utah, vice Joseph F. 
Barton, whose term expired February 14,1895. 

Joseph Houston, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Garfield, in the Territory of Utah, vice David Cameron, 
whose term expired February 14, 1895. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Burton E. Bennett, of Washington, to be attorney of the United 
States for the District of Alaska, vice Lytton Taylor, resigned. 

Andrew C. Cruce, of Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States court of the southern district in the Indian Terri- 
tory, as provided for by act of Congress approved March 1, 1895. 

Samuel D. Dodge, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Ohio, vice Allan T. Brinsmade, 
resigned. 





Pinal Rn ak IED gO ES ALE PRE AS Sak EN 2 ee 


i 
} 


TNS PL EM eta, 


a 


FRR EE SARA Rl RUE OU MAES HI 


en RS 


ne seme pears 


ea 




















Or A com 


(1 ASA SID SSIS a CS EAS aE el iB BS IMR So te Pw i 


ER OS RE PRONE TORE 2 ON LO PROBE 






38 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 5, 





William J. Horton, of Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States court for the central district in the Indian Territory, 


vice James V. Walker, r i 
William L. Marbury, of land, to be ony of the United 
. Ensor, whose 


States for the district of Maryland, vice John 
term expired May 21, 1894. 

Charles B. Simonton, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Tennessee, vice Julius A. Taylor, 
deceased. 

DISTRICT MARSHALS. 

Michael Devanney, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio, vice Henry Bohl, 

James M. Martin, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Louisiana, vice Robert L. Luck- 
ett, deceased. 

Samuel M. Rutherford, of Indian Territory, to be marshal of 
the United States court of the northern district in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, as provided for by act of C 

Charles L. Stowe, of Indian T 
United States court for the eee district in the Indian Terri- 
tory, vice Lucius L. Stowe, deceased. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 5, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmas transmitting (in a 
with the requirements of an act authorizing the 
eral to adjust.certain claims of for los by burly, 
fire, or other unavoidable casualty, approved May 9, 1888) the 
claim of James C. Soape, late postmaster at Shreve meres La., for 
reimbursement for loss resulting from the theft of m and 
postage stamps from ee 1890; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 


be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, PASCO presented a ition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the city council of Jacksonville, Fla., and a petition in 
the form of resolutions from Nassau Camp, No. 104, United Con- 
federate Veterans, of Fernandina, Fla., praying for a ‘speedy recog- 
nition as belligerents-of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for 
freedom; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 
ted a petition of eos ewe of Lewis 
one of Washington, » Dee  ateny adoption of a na- 
tional system of public roads, and _— provide for 
os ee which was referred to Countthocon Pub- 
c Lands 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon ted the petition of Robert Wil- 


liams, sergeant of ordnance, United States Army, praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the President to commission 
him as a second lieutenant of infantry, to be placed on the retired 
list of the Army with the pay and allowances of that grade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. MANTLE presented a memorial of the legislature of Mon- 
tana remonstrating i egislation 
izing the Secretary of the to issue United States bonds 
at this time and under existing circumstances; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
We, your memorialists, the Fourth legislative assembly of the State of Mon- 
‘tana, respectfully were 
ereas the President of the United States and other prominent officials 
of a have suggested the issuance of a large amount of United States 


bond 
Whereas the country is now ina condition of peace, and the most produe- 
tive and a rative nation on 
sae ering Sats ase isme of bonds would be detrimental to the pros- 
vast majority of citizens of the country, and would eventually 
capecially hard upon the most numerous and poorer class of our people, 
wherever resid t the land, and could only in any event inure to 


i. eoventag = thy capitalists and money powers of this 
ena Euro erefore be it 
Resolve by = house of nas the senate conemevine). That we. 
sincerely anc ——— protest against the ent of the United States 


issuing bonds, as has been peenegeees and be 
Resolved. That we request the Senators and -™ of Conaréss oo 
this State to use their best efforts and all i 
reseury of the Cnited 


Btatest Sion United States stare Gn Ge el 


Attest: 
E. W. Srevson, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. MANTLE presented the following memorial of the legis!a- 
ture of Montana; which was read, and referred to the Committes 
on Public Lands: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 
We, your memorialists, of =. Fourth legislative assembly of the State of 


Mo aeane. ree pectf: represent 
That b iow oni ‘tion of the President of the United States 
made ber 15, 1892, the homestead-entry settlers upon the then ceded p. 
tion of the Crow Reserve are required to pay $L50 per acre in addition t» 
comp! with the other and usual homestead-entry laws, and in addition 
— the other and usual homestead-entry eens that said tract of lan 
within the lately ceded portion of the Crow Reserve is desert lan 
within the meaning of the desert-entry laws; that all of said land requiros 
artificial irrigation to grow icultural crops successfully; that said irriga- 
— imposes an additional and large burden upon the homestead-entry set 


“That we know of no good and sufficient reason why the homestead-entr y 
— u this tract should be subject to greater burdens than homestea 
are in other parts of the United States. 

ss view of the above facts we sepeeness pray that a will abolish said 
additional anes of $1.50 per acre and allow the homestead-entry settlers 
ee this tr <> title to their lands upon compliance with the same 

that obtain upon the general law on the subject, thus relieving 

a eee and worthy class of an u = burden. 

For the early consideration of this our memorial we earnest]; 


President of thea Senate. 
Attest: 
E. W. Srerson, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. MANTLE presented the following memorial of the legisla- 
ture of Montana; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Pi your meena, heen Fourth legislative assembly of the State of Mon- 
y represen 
that w within the county of Caseade, in this State, there is now a tract of 
known as the Fort Ww Military Reserva 
said tract contains about 77 square miles of land, and issituated in the 
heart of the Sun River Valley, embod within its limits the best and most 
valuable icultural lands in said valley; 
reservation was abandoned for military purposes by act of Con- 
about three years back, and subsequently our Indian school was estab- 
thereon by the Government. 
under existing conditions this large, valuable tract of land is 
a@ barren waste, unoccupied and ee pel 
= view of the above facts we respectfully 

1. That you will set a only so much i tract as may be sufficient 

aod hoe eon aie iting ch anid coheed cmce is atl 
a 8 a8 nOoW ex Pe. con- 
teed in fe present uses; and, 

2. That after such selection for said school the remainder of said Fort Shaw 
Military Reservation be opened to homestead settlers only under such con- 
ditions and restrictions as may be deemed wise. 

3. That in view of the agricultural tion now coming to our State 
we earnestly pray for an early consideration of this our memorial. 
WILBRA H. SWETT, 
a of the House. 


ALEX. 
President of the Senate. 
J. E. RICKARDS, Governor. 
The above is a true copy. 


E. W. STETSON, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. — presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa. =—— an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of ware River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 424) to provide for the coinae 
of silver in the Treasury, and for other purposes; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ORRILL introduced a bill (S. 425) to provide for the regis- 
ter oak cop ts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library 

Mr. FAULKNER iatvobaande a bill (S. 426) relating to acknow|- 
os of instruments affecting real estate within the District 

umbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 427) to provide for a municipal 
and court-house in the District of Columbia; which wis 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia 

He also introduced a bill (S. 428) to prevent fraudulent divorcees 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 429) authorizing the construction 
of a building for the accommodation of the United States Patent 

was read twice ees a — and referred to the Com- 


Office; w 
mittee on Public eee 
He also introduced a bill (S. 480) 007 to at for the purchase © 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Huntingt:) 
in the State of West Virginia; which was read twice by its tit le, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun(>. 
BD, peta evennaes a bill (S.431) to amend an act entitled ‘‘\0 
Ss a civil government for Alaska;” which was real 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
He also introduced a bill (S$. 432) to authorize the governor «f 
Alaska to create precincts, and appoint justices of the peace aud 
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constables therein, and for other purposes, in the Territory of 
Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 438) for the relief of George W. 
Craig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. at : a 

He also introduced a bill (S.434) for the relief of William F. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. _ : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 435) for the relief of the trustee of 
St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 486) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. 
Heiskell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. é : 

He alsointroduced a bill (5. 437) for the relief of Marion Lance, 
administrator of Henry Lance, deceased, of Barbour County, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ; : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 438) for the relief of John Pickens, 
of Barbour County, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Ciaims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 439) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Mulvehill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 440) for the relief of Lewis Karrick- 
hoff, of Barbour County, W. Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 441) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Andrew D. Coplin, deceased, of Harrison County, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 442) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Jacob Coplin, deceased, of Harrison County, W. Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 443) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Henry T. Woody; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 444) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Andrew D. Coplin, deceased. of Harrison County, W.Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (3. 445) for the relief of the county 
court of Berkeley County, W. Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and refe to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill. (S. 446) for the relief of Julia Barnet; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 447) for the relief of Asa Kelly; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 448) for the relief of James M. 
Stout; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 449) to refund to the State of West 
Virginia the money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty- 
third Regiment of W est Virginia Militia for services rendered dur- 
ing the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 450) for the relief of the estate of 
A. H. Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 451) for the relief of William M. 
Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Ciaims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 452) providing for the payment of 
the amounts due the employees in and the contractors who fur- 
nished castings to the United States Armory at Harpers Ferry, 
W. Va., from January 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

‘aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 453) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church at Harpers Ferry, W. Va.; which 
on read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.454) for the relief of Levi Teets; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S.455) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Hampshire County, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.456) for the relief of M. C. Davis; 

h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 457) for the relief of the trustees 
of Trinity Episcopal Church; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 458) for the relief of Edward Tear- 
ney, administrator of William McSherry, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 459) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flat Woods, Braxton County, 
W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 460) for the relief of the executor 
of C. M. Shaffer, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 461) for the relief of the trustees 
of the German Evangelical Churchof Martinsburg, W.Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 462) for the relief of Nathan Reed, 
of Barbour County, W.Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 463) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 464) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Methodist Protestant Church of Middleway, Jefferson County, 
W.Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 465) for the relief of Moses CGrat- 
house, of Harrison County, W. Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 466) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 467) for the erection of a public 
building at Pierre, 5S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SQUIRE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 468) to increase 
the number of light-house districts, and for other purposes: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 469) granting to the State of Wash- 
ington 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands 
in that State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 470) granting to the State of Wash- 
ington certain lands therein situated for the purpose of a fish 
hatchery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 471) for the relief of the purchasers 
from the United States of land in even-numbered sections within 
the forfeited portions of railroad grants; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 472) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel B. Sparkman, of Nashville, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 473) for the relief of Mrs. H. B. 
Clay, of Rogersville, Hawkins County, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 474) fixing times when, 
regulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts between the United States and the several public- 
land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other dis- 


| position of the public lands made and to be made therein by the 


United States which shall hereafter be stated and certified to the 


| Treasury Department for payment; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 475) for the relief of the legal 
representative of P. S. Schuyler, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 476) for the relief of Salvador 
Costa;, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, requiring the district judge for 


| the southern district of Florida to reside at Key West; which was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee cn the 


Judiciary. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 478) to establish a term of the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States at Ocala. in the south- 


| ern judicial district of Florida; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 479) to make Anclote, in the State 
of Florida, a subport of entry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 480) granting a pension to 
William B. Matchett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 481) to permit 
the Standard Telephone Company of Washington and Baltimore 
City to install, maintain, and operate a telephone and telegraph 
plant and exchange in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 482) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Sherwin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 483) for the relief of the heirs of 
Edmund Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (8. 484) providing for the erection 
of an addition to the public building at Los Angeles, Cal., and 
appropriating money therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 485) for the relief of Thomas 
J.Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 486) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Scrivener; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 487) to amend section 8 of an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act granting pension to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also intreduced a bill (8. 488) for the relief of the legal 
representatives and devisees of James W. Schaumburg; which 
— read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.489) for the relief of the legal 
owners of the Columbia Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.490) to indemnify the State of 
Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into 
the military service by the governor under the proclamation of 
the President of June 15, 1863; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.491) for the relief of Daniel O’Sul- 
livan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

itr. PLATT introduced a bill (8S. 492) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Meriden, Conn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.493) for the erection of a public 
building at Waterbury, Conn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. = constituting Stamford, Conn., 
a port of delivery; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 495) for the relief of William Bond 
& Co. and others; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (8.496) to provide, in con- 
nection with other nations, for the unlimited coinage of gold and 
— at the ratio of 1 to 154; which was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read at length and lie 
on the table. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and ordered to lie 
on the table, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any ~~ may de tin any United States mint 

ld or silver ballion not less in value than and the same shall be coined 

be sufficiently pure to need no refinin, LL ld 
into the coins provided for by existing laws and the silver into do nine- 
tenths fine, the weight of the pure silver in each dollar to be fifteen and one- 
half times the 23.22 ns, being the weight of the pure gold in the goa dob 


lar; that is to ay, 501 8, which, with are of alloy, w 
my on ae a= each silver dollar 399.9 grains of 412} grains as now 

y law provided. 

Sec. ? Payment shall be made to said depositor for such bullion in coins 
similar to those into which the metal is to be coined, or the Secretary of the 
Treasury at his option may pay the depositor in Treasury notes of conven- 
ient denominations promishar to pay an equivalent number of dollars, which 
notes shall be redeemable in or silver at the option of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The silver dc coined in acco; ce with this law, as well 
as the gold coins of the United States and the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for, shall be a full 1 tender for all debts, public and private. The 
existing silver dollars shall be retired and recoined according to the new 
pee - pon: accruing therefrom to be applied to the expenses of main- 

n © mints. 

Sec, 3. This law shall take effect and become 
shall have been adopted by the Governments of , France, and Ger- 
many; which laws shall in substance provide for the purchase of gold and 
silver bullion without limit, and shall make legal tender of the gold and the 

—_— silver coins and any certificate representing them, the ratio between 
go 


ree of charge (if the metal 


rative when similar laws 


and silver to be the same provided for in this act; and when such - 
laws have been passed by the Governments 
make proclamation accord! 
‘orce, 
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Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 497) to provide for a public build- 
ing at Tampa, Fla.;: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.498) to provide for adequate com- 

ensation to the employees of railway corporations engaged in 
interstate commerce when disabled or killed in the line of duty; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 499) to prevent and punish railroad 
corporations engaged in interstate commerce from controlling or 
attempting to control elections; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8.500) to provide a salary for tho 
marshals and district attorneys of the northern and southern dis- 
tricts of Florida; which was read twice byits title, and referred to 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8.501) to require the judge of the 
southern district of Florida to reside in Jacksonville, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise 
and settlement between the United States and the State of Ar- 
kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8.503) authorizing the 
printing of the monthly summary statement of imports and ex- 
ports of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL (b request) introduced a bill (5.504) to in- 
crease the pension 0 Edmund Woog; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 505) to provide for the payment 
of pensions to the widows of soldiers who served in the Mexican 
war; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8.506) to correct 
the military record of John Fox, of Albany, Oreg.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.507) to pension Mollie Crandall; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.508) for the relief of John W. 
Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 509) for the relief of John W. 
Lewis, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 510) for the relief of Edward 
Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 511) granting a pension to P. F. 
Castleman, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 512) for the relief of Orville T. 
Porter, late United States marshal for the District of Alaska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 513) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at Baker City, Oreg.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 514) for the relief of Warren Hall; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 515) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Ellen deattn: which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

laims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.516) for the relief of M. D. Crow; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S.517) for the relief of Thomas Wil- 
liams, an employee of the Senate folding room, for injuries re- 
ceived while in the discharge of his duties, in the year 1892; which 
oan read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill pe 518) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. 
Humphries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8.519) for the 
relief of Marshall R. Hathaway; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 520) granting to the city of Pendle- 
ton, in the State of Oregon, the right to lay pi and conduct 
water from the Umatilla River across the Umatilla Indian Reser- 
vation, the Government school lands, and the lands of the United 
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the Umatilla Agency, for municipal purposes; which 
= at ‘twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairjso introduced a bill (S. 521) for the relief of Henry Judge, 
of Ashland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. } 

He also introduced a bill (8.522) for the relief of George 
Hughes, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. __ 

He also introduced a bill (8.523) for the relief of John Thur- 
man, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

He also introduced a bill (8. 524) for the relief of Avery D. Bab- 
cock and wife, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (8.525) for the relief of Thomas 
Guinean, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 526) to establish an assay office at 
Baker City, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8.527) for the relief of Margaret C. 
McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.528) for the erection of a public 
building for a post-office and United States land office at the city 
of The Dalles. Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.529) for the relief of Peter Grant 
Stewart, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 580) for the relief of N. M. Kim- 
ball, administrator of the estate of N.S. Kimball, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 531) for the relief of Nicholas Du- 
puis, sr., of Vancouver, State of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Depre- 
dations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 532) for therelief of H. W. Shipley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 533) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, 
of Oregon City, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Comantitee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 534) for the relief L. A. Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 535) for the relief of William A. 
Starkweather, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 586) granting an increase of 
pension to Samantha Barnes; which was read twice by its title, 
_ with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 537) for the relief of Flora 
A. Darling; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill is accompanied by a paper which I 
— be printed and referred, with the bill, to the Committee on 

aims. 

The motion was = to. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S.538) to pro- 
vide a modern organization for the line of the Army; which was 
—— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 539) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 540) to correct the military 
record of and grant an honorable discharge to Isaac H.Fitzmorris, 
he having served in the Army of the United States three years six 
months and six days; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 541) for the relief of Orin R. McDan- 
iel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

: He also introduced a bill (S. 542) to pay William A. Terrell, of 
Company C, Fiftieth Ohio Volunteers. pay and bounty; which was 
Prowse by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 543) for the relief of Frank Denham; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 544) granting a pension to Anderson 
Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 545) granting a pension to John J. 
Logan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.546) granting a pension to Charles 
Bauermaster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 547) granting a pension to Levi C. 
Mann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 548) granting a pension to George 
W. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 549) for relief of William Martin: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 550) granting a pension to Henry L. 
Flint; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.551) granting a pension to Matthias 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.552) granting accrued pension to 
the surviving children of Shubal York, surgeon of Fifty-fourth 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 553) granting to Ira Bacon, of Com- 
pany A, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, an additional 
bounty of $100; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.554) granting a pension to Mary 
Whetsel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.555) granting an increased pension 
to John §. Dill, of Captain Mayo’s Company, Black Hawk war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S.556) to prevent the carrying of 
obscene literature and articles designed for indecent and immoral 
use from one State or Territory into another State or Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 557) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Neumann; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 558) for the relief of Mary H. 
Noonan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 559) for the relief of Bvt. Col. 
Thomas P. O’Reilly; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 560) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 561) authorizing 
the establishment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay or elsewhere in 
the waters of Long Island, in the State of New York; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 562) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea,” approved August 
2, 1882; which was read Saice ly its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 563) exempting American coastwise 
sailing vessels piloted by their Secaned masters or by a United 
States pilot from the obligation to pay State pilots for services not 
rendered; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S.564) providing for the collection 
of fees for furnishing certificates of title to vessels; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 565) providing for the establish- 
ment and enforcement of rules and regulations for the use and 
navigation of United States canals and similar works of naviga- 
tion, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 566) concerning measurement of 
vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 567) for the relief of the Con- 
tinental Fire Insurance Company and others; which was read 
twice by its title, and solenvel to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 568) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann 
M. Madden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tke 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 569) for the relief 
of Everett Wroe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 570) for the relief of loyal 
citizens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 571) for the relief of the Seaboard 
and Roanoke Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 572) pro- 
viding — for charter violations by corporations operated 
in the trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying letter of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on the District of 

‘um bia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (8. R.15) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Mountain View 
Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
See eee Seaaat ines = = to — 
suspension of payment of c. of estate jern; whi 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. KYLE. Day before yesterday I introduced a bill (S. 106) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain dama 
—— to any mn who made entry upon lands within the 

sent limits of the Sequoia and Yosemite National parks, in the 
Btate of of California, prior to October 1, 1890. I asked to have 
the bill referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 
I notice that it has been referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. I ask unanimous consent that that committee be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill and that it be referred 
to the select committee, to which it properly belongs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the change of reference will be made. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution as an amend- 
ment to the rules of the Senate; which was read, ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed: 

Resol That lof Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Sen 
oie leanne tod y stein out the words “All “appropriation bills 
shall be referred the Committee on Approp ae cept bills making 
sopreerness for “riversand h and harbors, which shall be [estes to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce,’ the ‘following: 
7 The general celeadiction shall be referred to cormmmittees as fol- 


” To the Committee on Appropriations: The bills i _ eiera one executive, 
and pan apmness, for sw vil expenses, and for all deficiencies. 
the Committee on ture: The bill for the Agricultural Depart- 


men 
CTO the Committee on Fozeten Relations: Theconsular and diplomatic bill. 
“To the Committee on oa The bill for the military establish- 
ment, including the ery Academy. 
* ®o the Comseittee on Naval Affairs: The bill for Wane naval establishment. 
“To ~- eee ttee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: The Post-Office appro- 
riation bi 
Pr Tothe Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill for Indians and Indian tribes. 
the Committee ree: The bill for rivers and ‘bors. 


Defenses: The fortifications bill. 
“To fhe Committee on the District of Columbia: Phe Mill making spprepete- 
tions for the District; and 
“'To the Committee on Pensions: The pension appropriation bills.” 


REPORT ON FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


= motion of Mr. corpse. it was 


rdered, ‘That the the commission a: eat to tiate with 
the Five Civilized Tribes of * ye as the es Comm which 
report is attached to the Annual Report of the Guerelery of the Interior as 
Exhibit A, be printed as a Senate document. 


IMPRISONMENT OF GENERAL SANGUIALLY. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That tha Saceotery of State be directed to send to the Senate all 
correspondence relating to boage trial, conviction, and sentence to hard labor 
for life of General Spain ty the ,an American citizen, for alleged caneney in 
the war the. Cubans, and if no authentic record should be on 
file in the State Denartstent, that the Secretary of State be directed to obtain 
a copy of the record of such trial. 


RETIREMENT OF GREENBACKS. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that it is unwise and inexpe- 
dient to retire the greenbacks. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Whereas the Congress, March 3, 1891, passed a bill, which was approved b 
the President and Come a law appropriating — for the purchase of : 
site and the commencement of the construction of pa a bu at Port- 


i, Oreg.; and 
rena om March, 2, 1806, the Con hich was ap- 
proved by the President, a an Paeraiti onal 00,00 for the contin- 
uation of the construction ‘mae public building; 
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Whereas in pursuance of such a eons iations the United States are hase 
from one John MeCraken block in Couch’s addition to the city 
Portland, , for a site for such at % building and received i said 
McCraken and wife a deed therefor, dated June 8, 1882, the consideratioy 
therefor boting $100: Therefore, be it 

Resolved t the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, direct» 
to advise the Senate at his earliest convenience as to what ste ps, if any, ha Ave 
been taken by the De partment to prepare or procure plans for such build 
and for proceeding with the construction thereof; and if no steps have b 
~ae, then the reasons fully why not and the cause of the delay in references 

reto. 


WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. CALL said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I ask that the joint resolution, which I intro- 
duced on the 3d instant, in relation to according belligerent rights 
to the Cuban government be now laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate t\)¢ 
joint resolution heretofore introduced by the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Cau] and laid on the table at his request. The joint 
resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 4) declaring that a state of public war 
exists in Cuba, and that belligerent rights be accorded to the 
Cuban government, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States recognizes a ¢o1)- 
dition of public war between the Government of Spain and the governme) 
a and for some time maintained by force of arms b the people of 

ba; and the United States of America hereby declare that they will mai 
tain a condition of strict neutrality between the contending powers ai: d 
accord to each all the rights of Golliaerente in the ports and er 
the United States. The Congress of the United States protest and remon- 

strate against the barbarous manner in which the war in Cuba has been co 
ducted, =e the President is hereby authorized to e such steps as may |e 
expedient, in his j mt, to secure an observance of the laws of war as 
recognized by all civi nations. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few observa- 
tions in support of the joint resolution before its reference to tho 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The Island of Cuba is within a few hours’ travel of the southern 
boundary of the United States. It, with the adjacent keys upou 
the coast of Florida, constitutes, according to all military author- 
ity, the absolute control and power over the Gulf of Mexico. It 
is, perhaps, the most fertile region of the globe, capable of sustain- 
ing a population of eight or ten millions. The climate is adapte:| 
to the highest physical development of man. With agovernment 
properly constituted and —— administered, it would furnish 
a home and business for a large portion of the people of the United 
States. As it is, the country presents a spectacle of ruin, of mis- 
government, of barbarous cruelty, which, to say the least, is a dis- 
= to this civilized age. 

ully sensible of the great part which Spain has performed 
in the | history of the world, of her ancient chivalry, of the great 
soldiers of which Gonsalvo de Cordova was the leader and the typ 
of the glories of the reign of Ferdinand and Isabella, and of the 
noble traits of Spanish character, and I speak here of her misgov 
ernment and oppression of the people of Cubs in no spirit of dis- 
paragement, but rather attributing these evils to the im ibility 
of good government under a despotic rule so far removed from thie 
home Government and over a dependency where all classes of the 
people are resolved on a government founded on principles ani 
organized with powers of their own choice. The heroic traits of 
Spanish character have been transmitted to their Cuban de- 
scendants. Their courage, their fortitude, their self-denial, their 
earnest convictions, and their enthusiastic patriotism are all pos- 
sessed by their Cuban descendants, and these qualities make their 
struggle for freedom the more desperate and the more certain of 
success. 

For more than a half century the people of Cuba have been e1- 
deavoring to free themselves, as other Spanish colonies have don:, 
from the control of the European Government. They have « 
hibited a degree of patriotism, of courage, of capacity equal (0 
any which has been nted in the records of history. They aro 
a people of quick and lively intelligence, easily susceptible of e:1:- 
cation in the higher branches of learning, and, with the opp r- 
tunities which they have had, their progress is remarkable. Thy 
have presented some of the most conspicuous instances of patrict- 
ism, of courage, and of ability which are to be found in history. 
The late Jose Marti, whose life was given disinterestedly to i» 
cause of his fellow-countrymen, is second scarcely to any chi 
acter in the pages of history; a man of distinguished learning a 
man of independent fortune, devoting his entire life to the re!) 
of his people from faa government, from misgovernm!! 
from cruelty, he is justly regarded as the patriot martyr of t! 
country. So of the present generals in the field, who have coe 
from places of safety to engage in the war, a war prosecute: | 
these people without means, without arms, without munition» 
war, and a war which is the result of aunanimous sentiment u)) | 
the part of the people of all classes in Cuba. 

is not the first attempt that has been made by these peo) 
to establish an independent government, a aaeaaes of the 
own. Incited by our example, instructed by our teachings, « '- 
ing upon our advice, these people attempted in 1870 to accom)! ish 
their independence. For ten long years they maintained a s'\~ 
cessful war, and submitted only upon the promise that their gric\- 
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ances should be redressed. The report of a committe» of the 


House of Representatives, a majority of whom adopted the report 


a ye in my hand, recognized the fact that these people 
were entitled to recognition as a belligerent power. This 
report the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, Mr. Banks, is a full and complete 
history of that struggle. It contains the references to the public 
law, which I shall not weary the Senate with reading, conclu- 
sively evidencing that where a people are maintaining a civil war, 
where with me hae of organization, with stability and firmness, 
they are protecting themselves by the endeavor to establish an inde- 

ndent government of their own, that is a condition which enti- 
tles them to the consideration of other nations as belligerents, 
which entitles them to neutrality on the part of other Governments. 
In that report I find the following: 


The rinciele involved in this struggle, therefore,are manifest. ‘The peo- 
ple of Baba ght for— 9 

Independence of § ; 

The right of self-government; 

Religious ee, 

The a slavery; 

Jnive: suffrage; 

The emancipation of jptuetey ond trade; 

The freedom of speech and the press; 

The rights of assembly and petition: 

For education; and 5 

“All other inalienable rights of the people.” : 

They fight for the termination of European Governments on this continent. 
They ¢ against Spanish tyranny; against monarchical, a ratic, and 
pe government; against dignities and titles; against the corrupt dupli- 
cation of offices; against slavery and the slave trade; and against the Govern- 
ment at Madrid, which, to use the | of General Prim, “in this con- 
test stands before the world opposed to self-government, and resisting the 
abolition of slavery.” It is to aid the Spanish cause that Spain appeals to us, 


it is against her policy, revolting to the spirit of the age and the theory 
= prenti of the fi own Sovednent from its foundation, that we pro- 
t. 
= * « © * * * + 


CUBAN FORCES. 


The Cubans had at Yara October I1, 1868, 147 men; 4,000 the 12th of October; 
9.700 in November, and 12,000in December. They have now 10,000 well-armed 
men. There are 60,000 enrolled and drilled, but without arms. They claim 
that with a supply of arms they can put into the field 100,000 or 200,000 fight- 
ing me farmers, and emancipated blacks—men of the country 
fighting for its liberties. 
MILITARY OPERATIONS. 


These hostile forces have not f ten the objects for which they were 
organized. From the declaration of Cuban independence at Yara to this hour 
there has not been a week, scarcely a day, which has not been marked in the 
calendar of war by fierce and bloody contests. No revolution presents a more 
constant and determined struggle. Although the Cubans were undisciplined 
and unaccustomed to the use of arms,of which in the beginning they had few 
or none, and their enemy was composed of the best troops of the army and 
navy of Spain, whose places in the ee posts of the island had been sup- 
plied b the resident Spaniards organized as volunteers, the Cubans never- 
theless have been ready to meet their foes in skirmish, combat, or battle. and 
have shown apne ag brave in at — a. ———. A record ay - 7 
dred skirmishes, com! ements, a s, occurring e lit 
of October, 1868, to the defeat of Puello and Goyeneche, which terminated the 
campaign of December, 1869, and uenty. 1870, give an honorable distinction 
to the struggleof the Cubans for mdependence that would in nowise discredit 
a people long accustomed to self-government or trained to the use of arms. 


* * * * * * * 


lf 18 REGARDED AS WAR BY SPAIN AND THE UNITED STATES, AND IS SO 
INTENDED BY CUBA. 


The proclamation of the captain-general, dated July 8, 1869, declares that 
the war of insurrection against Spain demands speedy and exemplary pun- 
ishment, and decrees the penalty of death upon those who may be captured 
in arms. 


* * * = * * * 


The Ameriean consul at (antiago de Cuba informs the Secretary of State 
June 19, 1869, that the — Government applies the most rigorous and 
barbarous laws, which have made it a war of extermination, shocking to 
every civilized nation. (Page 93.) : 

Count Valmaseda isswed a deeree April 4, 1868, which declares that there 
is no ae one ee neeety: that those who were not for him were 
against him; . that his soldiers might know how to distinguish them, they 
were called upon to observe the orders they themselves carried: 

1. Every man, from the age of 15 years upward, found away from his habi- 
tation, who does not prove a justified motive therefor, will be shot. 

2. Every habitation eee will be burned by the troops. 

3% Every habitation, from which does net float a white flag, as a signal that 
its oceupants desire , Will be reduced to ashes. (Page 83.) 

The ae May 19, is instructed by the President to protest in 
the most f manner inst such a mode of warfare, and demands that 
porate having a right to the protection of the United States shall not 
sacrificed or injured in the conduct of hostilities upon this basis. 
fe ~ * + * * 7 


The American consul-general at Halana recently received from the British 
naval officers the assurance of their protection and the offer of a file of ma- 
rines to protect him whenever it became necessary to seek his safety on board 
a British man-of-war. And, still later, the American vice-consul at a 
de Cuba was called to account for dispatches sent to his Government, and ~ 

the order of Congress, by the unanthorized and irresponsible volun- 
teers who govern Cuba: and, under the advice of the Spanish governor, who 
was unable to protect sought his safety from personal violence by takin 
—— on board a French frigate, under the protection of French na 

cers. 


Here upon our immediate shores, here where a people following 
the declarations of our Declaration of Independence and the prin- 


ciples upon which this Government is founded, a with 
acknowledged grievances which all the departments of this Gov- 
ernment have , Which the report of the committee of the 
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| House of Representatives has declared, which the Secretaries of 


State for more than t-venty-five years, yes, I will say for more than 
fifty years, have repeatedly brought to the attention of this Gov- 
ernment; a people to whom neither law nor liberty is allowed; a 
people as to whom the laws of war are not regarded by the domi- 
nant government, against whom a war merciless in respect to age, 
sex, and condition is maintained in a case of this kind, where these 
people, acting upon the principles which we have declared and the 
advice which we have given to them, assert precisely the same 
principles and by force of arms endeavor to obtain them, that we 
should silently permit this war to proceed without a single word 
of encouragement, without a single word of protection to their 
legitimate and recognized rights, is certainly not creditable to this 
Government, and is certainly not in accordance with justice, or 


| with that high position which this people ought to take, and when 
| we affirm the 


onroe doctrine, if we permit instances of this kind 
to occur beneath our very eyes and within our reach, the aftirma- 
tion is a vain one and should carry no weight or respect with it. 

I havehere a report, which I shall presently read, trom a citizen 
who has recently been in Mexico and in Cuba, a man of character, 
of intelligence, a correspondent of the public press, which exhib- 
its a condition of things which imperatively demands immediate 
action on the part of this Government. 

As I have said, the question of public law is a clear one. It 
is affirmed by Mr. Webster, it is affirmed by Mr. Everett, it is 
affirmed by all our public authorities, that a state of civil war 
actually existing, maintained with persistency and earnestness, 
entitles the parties maintaining that war to recognition as bellig- 
erents. In the case of Hungary many yearsago the President of 
the United States sent an agent to examine into the condition 
of the insurrection or the civil war, with instructions to him, 
which I hwve here, that if he found that it wasa stable, persistent 
determinacion of the people of that country to establish an inde- 
pendent and free government, to say to them that the United 
States would accord to them not only belligerent rights, but 
recognize them as an independent power. 


The action of President Taylor, through Mr. Clayton, Secretary of State, 
in sending, in June, 1449, Mr. A. D. Mann asa special agent to investigate the 
condition of the Hungarian insurrection, is ebewnere considered. (Supra, 
§47.) In Mr. Mann's instructions, June 18, 1849, is the following: 

“ Should the new Government prove to be,in your opinion, firm and stable, 
the President will cheerfully recommend to Congress at their next session the 
recognition of Hu ry, and you might intimate, if you should see fit, that 
the esident would in that event be gratified to recerve a diplomatic agent 
from Hungary in the United States by or before the next meeting of Congress, 
and that he entertains nc doubt whatever that in case her new Governiment 
should prove to be firm and stable, her independence would be speedily recog- 
nized by that enlightened body.” 


President Grant, in his second annual message, tm 1870, said: 


As soon as I learned that a republic had been proclaimed at Paris and 
that the people of France had uiesced in the change, the minister of the 
United States was directed by telegraph to recognize it and to tender my 
congratulations and those cf the people of the United States. The reestab- 
lishment in France of asystem of government disconnected with the dynastic 
traditions of Europe appeared to be a proper subject for the felicitations of 
Americans. Should the present struggle result in attaching the hearts of 
the French to our simpler forms of representative government, it will be a 
subject of still further satisfaction to our people. hile we make no effort 
to impose our institutions upon the inhabitants of other countries, and while 
we adhere to our traditional neutrality in civil contests elsewhere, we can 
not be indifferent to the spread of American political ideas in a great and 
highly civilized country like France. 

President Jefferson, in his third annual message, in 1803, said: 


Congress witnessed, at their last session, the extraordinary agitation pro 
duced in the public mind by the suspension of our right of deposit at the port 
of New Orleans, no assignment of another place having been made according 
to treaty. 


Mr. Jefferson, in writing to President Madison, April 27, 1809, 
said: 

It will be objected to our receiving Cuba that no limit ean then be drawn te 
our future acquisitions. Cuba can be defended by us without a navy. 

Mr. Everett, in discussing the territorial growth of the United 
States, used the following language: 

The Island of Cuba lies at our doors. It commands the approach to the 
Gulf of Mexico, which washes the shores of five of our States. It bars the 
entrance of that great river which drains half the North American Conti- 
nent, and with its tributaries forms the largest system of internal water com- 


munication in the world. It keeps watch at the doorway of our intercourse 
with California by the isthmus route. 


Mr. Everett, writing to Lord John Russell, in 1853, said: 


A recent impartial French traveler, M. Ampére, confirms this impression. 
All the ordinary political rights enjoyed in free countries are denied to the 
people of that island. The government is, in principle, the worst form of 
despotism, namely, absolute authority delegated to a military viceroy, and 
supported by an army from abroad. I speak of the nature of the govern- 
ment, and not of the individuals by whom it isadministered, for I have formed 
a very favorable opinion of the personal character of the present captain- 
general, as of one or two of his predecessors. 


I have here a report which I shali proceed to read. As I have 
stated, it is from a person who has been formerly connected with 
the diplomatic affairs of thiscountry in foreign countries, aman of 
accurate observation, with ample means of observation, a man of 
eharacter and reliability im every respect. He says: 


I came from Mexico to New York by sea, stopping at Habana. 
one thing before I had been there six hours, th 


I diseovered 
at none of the official reports 
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sent from Cuba portrayed the real condition of affairs. I met avast number 
of people and a number of haciendados, or planters, from the Santa Clara dis- 
trict. I failed to find one Cuban under the of 35 who was not an office- 
holder who was not in complete sympathy with the insurgents. 

In Habana the feeling is very pineees for the belligerents, but the city is so 
covered with spies that it is difficult for anyone but an American to learn the 
truth. I was told, and I soon saw for myself, that Habana was as strong] 
revolutionary as any part of theisland. The business condition of that city is 
deplorable, and will be much worse if the insurgents prevent the grinding of 
the crops. It is pourly expected that such an order will be issued to the 
haciendados. This will bring about a oo? goers of the island, and 
will make out of every laborer a revolutionist. On the boat from Habana to 
New York I met one of the wealthiest planters of the Santa Clara district, 
who is a son of a Spanish marquis. He was introduced to me in Habana as 
one of the most influential men of the island. Hesaysthatit is a great error 
that the insurgents are made up mostly of negroes. He has been among 
them, and says they are as fine a body of men as could be gotten together. 
He had abandoned his hacienda because he had been ordered not to grind. 
He says that it will not be an unpopular movement for the insurgents to eke 
vent the grinding over the entire island, because every man who owns a foot 
of land knows that this is the only way to bring the revolution toaclose. He 
says, however, that the insurgent leaders are only waiting to see what this 
Congress will do. If the United States or other nations fail to recognize the 
belligerency of Cuba by January the grinding will be prevented. This isa 
difficult thing to do. e grinding will begin in December. It must be undér- 
stood that the sugar cane is only planted once in ten or twelve years. There 
will be no invasion of the plantations, but when a planter continues to grind 
when ordered not to do so several insurgents are sent out to get employment 
at such places. When the wind is favorable the cane is fired, and there is no 

wer under heaven that can prevent its total destruction. The planters 
now this, and will make no attempt to grind if ordered not todo so. Many 
have a cones to grind areparetory to the order being issued. 

I was told by a number of bans who are of pure Spanish descent that it 
is a to put down this revolution even by concessions. The war up to 
this time has been purely guerrilla fighting. The insurgents fire from ambush 
and before the Spanish army can recover themselves the insurgents have fled. 
This is kept up on all the lines of march of the Spanish troops and they are 
harassed even after they are encamped. But every time the insurgents fire 
and retreat it is given out ae hat they were routed. In Mexico there 
are a number of young men who have been sent there by their families for 
fear they would join ow in the rebellion. On the t with me from 
Habana loane were three whom I was told by other Cubans were being sent 
abroad until the revolution is over. They, with six others, had left Habana 
and joined the belligerents. They were recaptured, and their family influ- 
ence was such that they were sent from the island instead of being imprisoned. 
The whole hope and feeling of the Cubans, so far as I could learn, is to become 
a State in the Union. A business man told me in Habana that even the Span- 
ish themselves on the island admit that any condition would be better n 
that now existing. F 
The same statement contained in the correspondence is found in 
the report made by General Banks twenty-five years ago. During 
all that period of time these people, being romised some relief 
from the condition of oppressive taxation, of despotic rule which 
prevailed over them, have been eeeee these evils, and 
now, finding the situation intolerable, findiag that property yields 
no return, that labor is without adequate compensation, that no 
native Cuban is allowed to hold any office of dignity or trust, that 
the natives are entirely deprived of all control over their own 
country and their own affairs, and a military despotism constantly 
maintained and supported by armed Soon brought from Spain, 
they have protested in the face of the civilized world against these 
wrongs. They have the same cause precisely that we had for our 
Declaration of Independence. We may take phrase by phrase 
that great proclamation which resounded throughout the world 
with a gleam of hope to all oppressed people, and we will find that 
their case is parallel in all respects to our own. Take the decla- 
ration that government derives its just powers from the consent 
of the governed and that they havea right to assert a change in 
their form of government when oppressed and deprived of the 
objects for which government is instituted. We find that the 
Cubans are precisely in line with ourselves in that respect, and 
ow have a right to claim whatever consideration the public law 
will allow a power in that condition. : 

Mr. President, I ask the immediate consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to the joint resolution. American 
citizens are being imprisoned. I understand that General San- 
uilly, whom the paper reports was sentenced to hard labor for 
ife, is an American citizen, entitled to the protection of this Gov- 
ernment. Iam informed, whether correct Ls not [am unable 
to state, that his trial was a mock trial; that there is no just 
ground of suspicion even against him, much less proof; that it 
is true he was a general and a leader in the former revolution, 
but that he has taken no er whatever his sympathies may be, 
in the present struggle. If that be. true, then it is the impera- 
tive duty of this Government tointerfere. If there are other cases 
in which Americans have been deprived of their rights, it is the 
imperative duty of this Government to interfere. But beyond 
that, what considerations of public policy are there which jus- 
tify Spain in continuing to enforce her Government over those 


people? 

The island is very remote from her home country—from the 
Kingdom of Spain. Cuba is the last remaining vestige, with the 
little island immediately adjacent to it, of her vast dominion 
upon this continent. It is a great expense to her. It must yield 
in the future to the ee increasing population of the Ameri- 
can Republics and to the force which they can bring to bear. It 
must yield to the consideration of the necessity for the control of 
that island by this Government, with its seventy million people, 
svon to be one hundred million. The future renders it impossible 
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that Spain can maintain her dominion there. Why, then, should 
not this great Government say that this butchery and destruction 
of human life shall cease? hy shall we not say to Spain, in 
peaceable and respectful negotiations, that we are willing to pro- 
tect the people of Cuba, and to make te her such compensation ;\s 
may be reasonably adequate, she being the responsible party? | 
can see no reason why we should not do so. 

That island must be subject to our dominion in some shape, and 
although annexation is not now desirable, yet it is desirable that 
those people should be an independent people, and that they should 
be subjectto our protection. Theisland should not bea place from 
which, under any condition whatever, hostile fleets or hostile armivs 
can be directed against the United States or against our commerce 
in the Gulf of Mexico. There are, therefore, no considerations of 
policy which can justify our further aiding the Government of 
Spain in subjecting Cuba to her domination, nor can there be any 
considerations in the interest of Spain herself which would justify 
such a policy. 

I see in the public prints which I have here that the people of 
Spain are themselves beginning to revolt against the home Govern- 
ment; that the vast expense with which this struggle is burdening 
the people of Spain is creating discontent. It will inevitably de- 
stroy the dynasty of the Government if it is persisted in, because 
the Cuban people stand upon the everlasting principles of right. 
If our Government is a true government, and is founded upon a 
true declaration of principles, they have a right to establish their 
independence. bid are justified in the assertion of that right by 
the my oi seg and the misgovernment which for more than a cen- 
tury has been imposed uponthem. They are justified by the nat- 
ural and proper ambition of any people for prosperity and for 
reasonable promotion for their young men in the public service. 
With one-half the evils that exist in Cuba our people would long 
ago have risen in revolt against any government, even if it sacri- 
ficed the last man in the ones 

So, Mr. President, in my judgment there is no consideration 
which forbids us from immediately according to these people the 
rights of belligerents in our ports and territory. It would be no 
cause of offense to Spain. Spain declared that the Confederacy 
was a belligerent power and recognized it. The proclamation of 
the English Government recognized the civil war in the South. 
Both of those a Thavein myhand. When this peo- 

le have acted upon our example, upon our advice, under our 
instruction; when they are asserting - the rights which we 
have declared in the face of the world justify forcible resistance, 
the organization of anew government and the establishment of its 
powers in accordance with their wishes; when they are pursuing 
precisely the course which we have advised them to pursue, with 
what justice or pase can this great people hesitate to accord 
to them the full rights of belligerents, when Spain did it to the 
South, when England did it by proclamation? It seems to me we 
should be glad to do it; that we should embrace eagerly the oppor- 
tunity to encourage those people by extending to them the same 
aid that we do to the Spanish Government. Yet what is our 
attitude? 

This Government is actually giving aid and comfort to the 
Spaniards against the Cubans. It is the power of this Govern- 
ment that a Sones the Spanish army in the Island of 
Cuba. Itisthis Government which is responsible for the outrages. 
I do not mean to say that it is the President or his Cabinet, but 
that it is this Government, and the attitude it occupies in all its 
branches in not declaring that those people are entitled to bellig- 
erent rights in our ports and territory, which to-day is maintain- 
ing the power of Spain in the Island of Cuba. 

We allow munitions of war to be bought by Spain, we allow 
ships to be fitted out, we allow Spain to purchase whatever is nec- 
essary in the way of supplies to continue the war, but the Cubans 
are prohibited from doing so, and the whole power of our Govern- 
ment is exercised to deprive them of these rights in our territory. 
I say there is no ground of public law and no ground of public 

licy in eee to our relations, present and future, with the 
sland of Cuba which justify it. I say there is no ground of jus- 
tice gel ape it; no ground of humanity that would tolerate 
it. It will be a disgrace to our country if a people following our 
example, acting upon our advice, a — who can claim that 
every line in our Declaration of Independence furnishes a parallel 
to their own case, shall, by our aid and our acquiescence, be per- 
mitted to be crushed, their women and children murdered, and 
merciless war maintained against them. 

My attention has been called to a proclamation of General 
Gomez in regard to the destruction of property. Thereport which 
I have read explains that matter. It is not a destruction of prop- 
erty. It is simply a declaration that as a military necessity the 
operation of grinding cane and manufacturing sugar shall not, for 

e present, be continued. The cane is not destroyed. It is only 
destroyed where the military order is disobeyed. My infor- 
mation is that the Cuban owners of this property, and even the 
Spaniards who own it, concur in this order and recognize its pro- 
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priety and wisdom. But if that were not so, what comparison 
does that bear to the merciless destruction of human life which is 
carried on by the other side? What of the arrest and trial upon 
suspicion of citizens, subjects of Spain or American citizens, 
and their transportation to the penal colony of Spain, with all its 
rors? 
a redenh, I hope the Committee on Foreign Relations will 
take this subject into consideration. I hope it will not postpone 
action, but that it will be moved by these considerations to report 
at an early day in favor of the joint resolution which I introduced, 
or some other measure that will accord to the people of Cuba the 
same rights in our territory and our courts that are now given to 
Spain—the rights which a neutral Government accords whenever 
there is a condition of civil war. As I have said, I do not care to 
occupy the time of the Senate for any length of time by reading 
the various authorities upon the subject of international war. of 
public war, in case of resistance by a people, but I will read a few 
citations here. 
A civil war— 
Vattel says— 
is when a party arises in a State which no longer obeys the sovereign, and is 


sufficiently strong to make head against him, or when, in a Republic, the 
nation is divided into two opposite factions, and both sides take up arms. 


* * * * x * * 


When a part of a State takes up arms against the Government, if it is suffi- 
ciently strong to resist its action, and to constitute two parties of equally 
balanced forces, the existence of civil war is thenceforward determined. 

s Y * * * * * 


It is no ground of offense toa nation that civil war is recognized as a public 
condition of war. It is no ground of offense that neutrality between thé ?on- 
tending parties is declared to be the proper attitude of other nations toward 
such a struggle. 

So said Mr. Webster, sosaid Mr. Frelinghuysen, so declared Mr. 
Everett, and there is an extensive correspondence here, setting 
forth by all these different officials and Secretaries of our Govern- 
ment the same declaration of atrocious war, of merciless hostility, 
of civil war in its most cruel form by the Spanish Government 
upon the people of Cuba. Here isa half century of declarations 
of an authentic character from our own Government and our 
own Secretaries of State, declaring that those people are not only 
engaged in a war which entitles them to recognition, but that it is 
@ war in which humanity itself demands that they should be ac- 
corded the-rights of belligerents. 


Mr. Fresident, I submit that Cuba is ‘‘ the queen of the Antilles.” 
lace of residence in the West India Islands | 


It is the most desirable 
for the human race.. The conditions of life are easier there; there 
is less of extreme poverty; labor obtains a more adequate and 
more comfortable reward than anywhere else, The day will come 
when it will be the Garden of Eden of the human race. The day 
will come when a confederated republic of the islands of the West 
Indies will be established. Unless this civilization of ours is a 
failure, and this republican Government of ours a fraud and a 
falsehood, it is the part of wisdom that we should recognize the 
fact. If these free institutions of ours are to build up a happy 
people, are to ameliorate the poverty of the world, are to create a 
igher condition of humanity, it is the part of wise statesmanship 
in us to say that the cruelties of merciless war shall not be prac- 
ticed upon a people immediately within our reach and following 
= example, taught by our precepts to do that which they are 
oing. 

I hope that the disgrace we are now under of actually aiding 
the Government of Spain by the present condition of the public 
laws in oppression and merciless rule over these people will be 
avoided by early action on the part of Congress. 


The people of the United States with great unanimity desire 
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this action from us, and require such proceeding as will secure | 


freedom and independence to Cuba. 

The will of the people has been expressed in great meetings in 
New York, Chicago, and the cities of the several States. 

It is not the part of friendship to Spain to delay this action. 
The sooner the United States speaks in determined but friendly 
and respectful terms the better for Spain, and for Cuba, and all 
the best interests of the nations. 

For all these reasons I urge on the committee and on the Senate 
the passage of the resolutions as the first step to be taken in the 
interests of Paar and of staying a merciless and cruel war. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iask that the joint resolution be again read. 
The Secretary again read joint resolution S. R. 4. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint Resoution will be referred 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


_Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock and 
32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 
9, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


————————————————— 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 5 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
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John L. Peak, of Missouri, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzerland, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
James O. Broadhead, resigned. 
Matt W. Ransom, of North Carolina, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate. 
Allen Thomas, of Florida, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Venezuela, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Seneca Haselton, resigned. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION, 
John F. Baker, of Minnesota, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Managua, Nicaragua, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate. 
Wilham W. Russell, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States to Venezuela, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate,vice Richard M. Bartle- 
man, appointed consul at Antigua, West Indies. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 
John B. Harlow, of Missouri, to be Civil Service Commissioner, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, vice Theodore Roosevelt, resigned. 
William G. Rice, of New York, to be Civil Service Commis- 
sioner, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice Charles Lyman, resigned. 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF ACCOUNTS. 

Frank A. Branagan, of Ohio, to be Chief of the Bureau of Ae- 
counts in the Department of State of the United States. vice Fran- 
cis J. Kieckhoefer, resigned. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Hxecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 5, 1895. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Matt W. Ransom, of North Carolina, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 6, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY M. CouDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


PRINTING THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, after the reading of 
the President’s message, I made a motion, which was adopted, that 
the message be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and also that 5,000 copies be printed for the 
use of the members of the House. I havesince learned, on exami- 
nation of the proceedings of the last Congress, that provision is 
already made by the existing law for the printing of 10,000 copies 
of the message for the use of the House and 5,000 for the use of the 
Senate. The motion I made on Tuesday last was unnecessary; 
and I desire, therefore, to nove to reconsider that vote for the pur- 
pose of rescinding the action taken with reference to the printing 
of the message. 

Le a SPEAKER. Without objection the vote will be reconsid- 
ered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, we do not understand the request of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution to print the 5,000 copies of the 
President’s message was unnecessary, and is embarrassing, inas- 
much as the existing law provides for the printing; and the gentle- 
man from New York asks consent that the motion to print be 
rescinded. Such action will be taken without formality if there 
be no objection. 

There was no objection. 
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SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Terry] was not present when the members were sworn in on Mon- 
day last, and I ask that the oath be now administered to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Louisiana {[Mr. Boatner] is also present. If there are other gen- 
tlemen present who have not yet taken the oath they can be sworn 
in at this time, if they come forward. 

Mr. Boatner and Mr. Terry were then qualified, taking the oath 
of office required by law. 

COMMITTEE ON MILEAGE, 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
members to constitute the Committee on Mileage: ASHLEY B. 
Wriant, of Massachusetts; Joun A. Barua, of California; Or- 
LANDO BuRRELL, of Illinois, and GzorGE C. PENDLETON, of Texas. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting detailed statement of the 
expenditures of the appropriations for the contingent expenses of 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1895; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting report of the contin- 

nt expenses of the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ended 

une 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department. 
PROPERTY REPORT, SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the Ser- 
ant-at-Arms of the House of pe ae transmitting a 
ist of property in his possession belonging to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


PINANCIAL REPORT, SERGEANT-AT-ARMS HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
TIVES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the financial report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report from th 
Court of Claims of judgments rendered by that court for the year 
ended November 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

INVENTORY OF PROPERTY, CLERK HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk 
of the House of Py Came ne transmitting an inventory of the 
public ey in his possession on December 2, 1895; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

CLAIM OF JAMES C. SOAPE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting the claim of James C. Soape, late 
pees at Shreveport. La., for reimbursement on account of 

oss resulting from theft in his office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
DUTIES ON CERTAIN IMPORTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
United States consul at Belfast, Ireland, relating to certain duties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

EXPENDITURES, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

The SPSAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Labor, submitting a statement of all moneys expended 
under his direction during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ANNUAL REPORT, COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting the annual report of his 
office for the year ended October 31, 1895; which was referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of the report of 
the Government directors of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; which was referred 

the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 
NEW CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of Brig. 
Gen. T. Lincoln Casey, United States Army, concerning the con- 
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struction of the building for the use of the Library of Congress 
for the year ended Decenaber 1, 1895; which was referred to t):. 
Committee on Appropriations. 


SALES OF WASTE PAPER, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from + 
Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting a statement of the sales .f 
waste paper since the commencement of the first session of t)\a 
Fifty-third Congress; which was referred to the Committee oy 
Accounts. 


EXPENDITURES, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a detailed statement of (|), 
ee of all appropriations for the Department of Av 
culture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, including sup) 
mental accounts to date; which was referred to the Commit 
on Agriculture. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BoaTtNer, until January 1, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. LEISENRING, for this day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
REVISED STATUTES FOR HOUSE LIBRARY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which J 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to furnish the Hous 
Representatives, for the use of the House library, 50 copies of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States (second edition, 1878), and also 50 copies of tho 
ane of the Revised Statutes of the United States (volume 1, second 
edition, 1874-1891). 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MONTHLY STATEMENT OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 
jlerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine presents a joint 

resolution, which will be reported to the House by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res.7) providing for the printing of the monthly sum- 
statement of imports and exports of the Bureau of Statistics, ‘Treas- 
ury Department. 

Resolved, etc., That there shall be printed monthly by the Public Printvr 
3,500 copies of the monthly summary statement of imports and exports :nd 
other statistical information Gesuatet by the Chief of the Bureau of S\a- 
tistics, Treasury Department, 500 copies of which shall be for the use of tho 
Senate, 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 cojics 
for the use of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for that resolution 
arises out of an accidental omission in the printing act of Jin- 
uary last. Prior to the passage of that act of January last the 
monthly statements of imports and exports and other statistics 
— by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics were print 

requisition of the Treasury Department; but the printing «at 
of January last provided that there should not be printed excc |- 
ing 1,000 copies of any document for which any Department should 
make requisition. Now, the Treasury Department has already 
had 1,000 copies, and has used that 1,000 copies for the purj se 
of foreign exchanges and also for the purpose of acquainting «0l- 
lectors of customs with certain necessary facts. The Treasury 
a requires 2,000 copies. There have been none silce 
February last for distribution among either Senators or Reyr- 
sentatives. This is an exceedingly important document for tle 
information of both Senators an eaciesstettves. As the «i 
ment has been put in type and stereotyped, no other expense will 
be required to print additional copies except simply the cost ol 
paper and presswork, folding, and binding. So there will be litile 
expense attending it. That will come from the ordinary aj))- 
priation for printing. Therefore, in accordance with the suge:s- 
tion of the Government Printer, and in accordance wit): 
suggestion of gentlemen who have been unable to obtain copics of 
this important document, as the October statement is now rely 
for printing, it is desirable that this action should be taken b) 
House and concurred in by the Senate immediately, without wi: 
ing for the appointment of committees. 

r. CANNON of Dllinois. Will the gentleman from Maiine 

yield to me for.a minute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield tothe gentleman from [linois [‘\!'. 
CANNON] one minute. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam very heartily in sympathy \'') 
the joint resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine. |t 
seems to me it is absolutely necessary for the transaction of |)\s! 
ness in an intelligent way that the members should have acces ‘0 
the re I want to be indulged in making one other obs '\«- 
tion, that the printing and document bill, if I may so call it, w!iich 
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was passed about the close of the last Congress, whatever its gen- 
eral merits may prove to be, is breeding much of trouble, disap- 
ointment, and friction in the transaction of business; and is likely | 
. do so in many respects, some of which I can now foresee, and | 
many of which, no doubt, I can not now foretell. For instance, I | 
wanted a copy of the Recorp. I was informed that there were | 
but 10 copies for the use of House committees. I hope that at 
an early day somebody will take up this subject and at least con- 
trive that we may have such documents for the use of House com- 
mittees and members as are necessary for the orderly transaction 
siness. 

. ur. DIN GLEY. I yield such time to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RiCHARDSON] as he may desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to address an in- | 
quiry to the gentleman from Maine. I could not hear what he 
said, but from what I gathered of his remarks his resolution 
provides for the printing of 35,000 copies of this document every | 

sonth. 

: Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty-five hundred. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thirty-five hundred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the Clerk please look and see whether 
there is any error as to that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was read 35,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution reads 3,500. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I believe this is in 
the form of a joint resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Had it not better be a concurrent resolu- 
tion? The printing for the two Houses is usually done under a | 
concurrent resolution. If this joint resolution should be passed | 
it will have to go to the President for his approval. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a permanent law, and should go to the | 
President for his approval. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly, any permanent law should 
go to the President for his approval; but the printing for the two | 
Houses is usuaily done under a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is not only for the House and the Senate, 
but for the Treasury Department and for distribution also. A 
joint resolution is the proper form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, in reference to a remark made by 
the gentleman from Iilinois in his criticism of the printing law, 
if it has the effect he states—that of cutting down the printing— 
then I want to say that the Honse and the country ought to be 
congratulaied on its passage. Now, as to the other part of his 
question, I think he will find a sufficient number of REecorps 
printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the printing was abolished so as | 
to economize, why not abolish all printing and make a further 
reduction. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We need some, but not all the printing 
we were doing,and we economized as much as possible by the 
passage of the law. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and ne engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- | 
lowing resolution of information, which I ask to have read, and | 
then | will ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire offers a 
resolution, which will be reported by the Clerk, after which the | 
Chair will ask if there be objection to its present consideration. 

The resolution, calling on the Secretary of Agriculture for in- 
formation as to the purchase and distribution of valuable seed and 
the publication and distribution of farmers’ bulletins, was read. 

The SPEAKER. The present consideration of this resolution 
requires unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as that resolution is not in the 
form that resolutions of inquiry are usually presented, I think it 
ought to go to the committee, in order that it may be put in the 
form that is customary when calling on the Departments for 
information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman tell in 
what it differs from the usual form? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will have no difficulty in dis- 
covering. I do not wish to criticise the resolution as introduced, 
but think that it would be better that it proceed in the usual order. 
_, Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. On the contrary, I assert that 
it is the usual method of procedure in these cases. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

_ Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave no objection to the resolution being 
introduced for reference to the committee. 

the SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture when appointed. 
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| itis read some member makes objection. 


ARMENIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, representing, 


| as I do, more than one-tenth of the American citizens of Armo- 


nian birth and more than one-fifteenth of all persons of Armenian 
birth in this country, I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask unanimous consent that it be read and printed in 
the REcorp, together with a short petition which accompanies it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the reading to the House and the printing 
in the Recorp of the resolution which he sends to the desk 

Mr. WALKERof Massachusetts. Accompanied by the petition, 

The SPEAKER. Accompanied by the petition. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. To be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask if it is the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to refer the resolution 
to some committee. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Certainly. My motion in- 
cludes the reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CRISP. Before it is read, there is an inquiry that will 
arise continually in the House, and I take the liberty of making 
the point now in order that the Chair may pass upon it. A gentle- 
man sends up a resolution such as this—I do not even know what 
it is—and asks unanimous consent that it be read and printed in 
the Recorp. Of course the House is not aware of the contents 
of the paper until it is read. After it is read, it occurs to some 
gentleman that it is improper that it be printed, or, unless the 
mover of the resolution asks unanimous consent for consideration, 
that it should be considered. Now, Mr. Speaker, the question is, 
does the resolution in such a case go into the Recorp? Having 
been read at the Clerk’s desk, is it to be printed in the REcoRD as 
part of the proceedings of the House? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am willing 
that objection shall be made after the resolution is read, if any 
gentleman then desires to object. 

Mr. CRISP. The question is one that is constantly arising in 
the proceedings of the House. A gentleman sends up a resolu- 
tion and asks unanimous consent that it be considered, but when 
Now, the question is 
whether in such a case the resolution is to be printed in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. After the reading of this 
resolution. if anyone objects I shall not insist. 

The SPEAKER. The present impression of the Chair is that 
the determination of the question raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia must depend very much upon circumstances. There 


| mieht be cases in which it would be essential that the resolution 


should be printed in order to explain and justify the proceedings 
of the House; but if objection was made before the proposition 
was actually read, then it seems to me it might be ruled out 
entirely. I do not, however, speak advisedly upon the question at 
this time. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course the Chair sees how embarrassment may 
arise, as in this case. A member asks to have some proposition 
read and gentlemen feel, as they feel in this case, unwilling to 
object to its being read, as that would hardly seem courteous; yet 
it may be that if they knew in advance what was contained in 
the resolution they would object if they understood that it was 
also to go into the REcorD. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that this matter has been submitted to some of the 


| most discreet gentlemen in the House. 


Mr. CRISP. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I acquit the gentleman from 
Massachusetts of any purpose to do anything indiscreet. Every- 
one who knows the gentleman knows that he would not be guilty 
of an indiscreet action. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. In this case, inasmuch as the request is simply 
to have the resolution read to the House and printed in the 
REcorRD, if, after the reading, objection is made, the Chair will 
understand that it is not to be printed in the Recorp. That will 
dispose of this case unless some gentleman objects to the view of 
the Chair. The Clerk will read. 

The preamble and resolution offered by Mr. WALKER of Massa- 
chusetts were then read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon printing in the Recorp 
the resolution which has just been read, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] asks unanimous consent that it be 
so printed. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the request of the 
gentleman and his resolution involve toodelicate questions to have 
the seeming assent of the House in the existing condition of af- 
fairs; and I therefore object. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 12 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 











PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R, 160) to extend to Superior, Wis., 
the privileges of the seventh section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 161) to aid and encourage 
the holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville, 
Tenn., in the year 1896, and making an appropriation therefor— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H.R. 162) amending section 8 of the 
act of June 27, 1890, relating to invalid pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H.R. 168) for the erection of a public 
building at Plymouth, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia— 
to the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 165) to amend the naturalization laws of the 
United States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) to regulate immigration and to amend 
the naturalization laws of the United States—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) to protect the first day of the week, com- 
monly called Sunday, as a day of rest and worship in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. ae to amend the immigration laws of the 
Osiee States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) to authorize the Post-Office Department 
to forward mail matter upon which postage is not prepaid—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) to repeal the interstate-commerce law, or 
*‘An act to regulate commerce,” and all acts in addition thereto— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.171) tosecure 
to the people the advan s accruing from the issue of circulat- 
ing promissory notes by ks, to increase the volume of such 
notes, and tosupervise and control banks by officers of the United 
States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R.172) to increase the limit of the 
appropriation for a public building at Newport, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 173) to provide American 
registers for the barks Minde and Johan Ludwig—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; A bill (H. R. 174) for the improve- 
ment of the lower Cumberland River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to make certain usesof the Chickamauga and Chat- 
tanooga National Park, and other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 176) for a public building at the 
city of Altoona, Pa., and appropriating money therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) authorizing the Secre of War to pro- 
cure medals for those who responded to and enlisted under the 
first call of President Lincoln for 75,000 to aid in the pres- 
ervation of the Union—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, » bill (H. R. 178) for the relief of persons who served 
ninety days or more in the various construction co: attached 
to the United States Army or railroads operated Dy the military 
authorities of the United States from April, 1861, to June, 1865— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

~ Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R.179) for the erection of a 
public building at the on of Meadville, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildi and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 180) to make the city of Erie, Pa., a port of 
immediate transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H.R. 181) to reclassify and prescribe 
the salaries of eo clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H.R. 182) to establish a postal sav- 
ings bank department—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) prohibi the in the mints of 
the United States of gold coins of a less denomination than $5, or 
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the issue by the Treasury of notes, certificates, or any kin of 
paper currency of a less denomination than $5—to the Comm jj. 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 184) to repeal all laws authorizing the iss, 
and sale of United States bonds—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) to establish a uniform rule of naturaliz. 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati,), 

Also, a bill(H. R. 186) to prohibit officers or employees of nati:y,,| 
banks from holding any office in any savings bank, and to prohilit 
the location of any national bank or its continuance in business jy 
any building in which the business of a savings bank is oy. 
ducted—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) prohibiting the appointment of aliens to 
offices or places of honor, trust, or profit under the Government of 
the United States, within the States, or in the District of Colum. 
bia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 188) for the relief of soldiers 
who served in the Mexican war and afterwards in the Confederate 
army—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
‘Also, a bill (H. R. 189) to repeal an act entitled ‘An act to ex. 
clude the public lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws 
relating to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 1883—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) to authorize an increase of bank circu- 
lation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to 
afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive De- 
partments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) to amend an act entitled An act to re 
strict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to provide for 
the payment of certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and 
subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United States’— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R.193) to amend the Articles of War, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) to provide for the purchase of gold and 
silver bullion and for the coinage thereof—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 195) to create and establish a tariff statistical 
bureau—to the Committee on ba and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) to establish a port of delivery at Flor- 
ence, Ala.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R.197) to increase the school fund of the State 
of Alabama—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R.198) to remove the tax from spirits made from 
fruit in certain cases—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R.199) to dispense with proof of loyalty in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) to provide for the printing of additional 
copies of the Records of the War of the Rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
appoint a board of review in certain cases—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) to establish a marine hospital at Flor- 
ence, Ala.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 203) to designate the time for the convening 
of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) for the erection of a public building at 
Decatur, Ala.—tothe Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) in relation to claims arising under the 
provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
extension of time in which to bring suit—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) to enable the people of Oklahoma to form 
a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) to authorize the appointment of a com- 
mission to draft acode of laws for Alaska, and for other purpos:s— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) to amend section 3 of an act making ap- 
ene for the Post-Office Department for the year ening 

une 30, 1886—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-} «ails. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) to donate certain lands in Alabami: for 
educational rn ate the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) to provide for the formation and g0v- 
ernment of municipal corporations in Alaska—to the Commiittee 
on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act pro 
viding a civil government for Alaska”—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) to authorize the governor of Alasi: 0 
create precincts and appoint justices of the peace and coust* 
bles therein, and for Cher purposes—to the Committee on té 
Territories, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 218) providing for an additional United States | 


district judge for the State of Alabama—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 214) providing for representation in Congress | 


of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. ; 

Also, a bill (H.R. 215) to locate a branch of the national prison 
at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) to increase the pensions of the soldiers of 
the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) to grant a township of land to the State 
of Alabama for the use of the Alabama State Normal College—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. — 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 218) to amend the 
seventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts 
of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 219) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 220) for the erection of a public 
building at Stamford, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. ; 1 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 221) to authorize 
the construction of an addition to the public building at Hart- 
ford, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 222) to supply 
courts for the Indian reservations, and to supplement the act ap- 
proved February 8, 1887—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) to grant medals to survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn hope storming party—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) to create a commission to promote the 
uniformity of laws, to prepare codes of procedure in the Federal 
courts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer 
of Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H.R. 226) to regu- 
late the telephone service in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Colum- 
bia to be recorded—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) to provide for the | pte of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Keene, in the State of 
New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) to gee for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State 
of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill. (H.R. 230) for the erection of a monument and 
statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant in the city of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of the claim of the State of New Hampshire for reimburse- 
ment of the national bounties advanced and paid for the United 
States by said State — the authority of the Secretary of War— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H.R. 232) for the 
erection of a — building in Westerly, R. I.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Woonsocket, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Green Hill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Watsons Pier, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 236) for the improvement of the channel through 
the island of Conanicut, in Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the 
Committee on Rivérs and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 237) for the improvement of the harbor at 
Wickford, R. L.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 238) for the improvement of the harbor at 
Apponaug, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) authorizing the establishment of a free 
port at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) to reimburse the officers and crew of a 
Government dredge wrecked in Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 241) to make Westerly, in the State of Rhode 
Island, a port of delivery—to the Committee on Commerce, 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 242) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate two condemned cannon to Sedgwick Post, No.7, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of South Kingston, R.I.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 243) to enable the 
people of Arizona to form a constitution and State government 
and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 244) torepeal tax on State banks and 
State-bank associations—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 245) authorizing com- 
missions to be issued to certain company commanders in the war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 246) for the 
erection of a public building at Norwich, Conn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 247) declaring a pension 
a vested right, and authorizing the suspension of pensions obtained 
by frand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned 
cannon to the city of Hastings, Mich.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 249) to correct the date of 
muster of Company F, Pacific Battalion Missouri Home Guards— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) to enable the Secretary of War to con- 
tinue the reconstruction of the military post at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) to declare February the twelfth a na- 
tional holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 252) for the erection of a 
public building at Menominee, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 253) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Freeport, I1l.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 254) in relation to certain 
nominations to military office made by Abraham Lincoln as Presi- 
dent of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 255) to amend section 
4784 of the Revised Statutes, United States—to the Committee on 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H.R. 256) for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Elmira, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 257) to amend the char- 
ter of the Capital Traction Company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H.R. 258) for the relief of tele- 
graph operators during the war of the rebellion—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H.R. 259) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 260) toincrease the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a military hospital at Fort Snelling, Minn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) for the improvement of navigation on 
St. Croix Lake and River, in Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) to provide for the relief of aged and dis- 
abled letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill es R. 264) to provide pensions to 
widows who were wives of soldiers, sailors, or officers while they 
were serving in the Army or Navy of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 265) to levy and collect duties on 
wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 266) for the better control of and to 
promote the safety of national banks—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 267) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct 
tax levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861,” approved 
March 2, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 268) concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and their employees—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 269) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua”—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 270) to detach certain counties from the judi- 
cial districts of California, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes of United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) to amend section 3980 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 278) to prohibit immi n of all skilled and 
unskilled foreign manual labor—to the Committee on Inmigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 274) to provide for refund- 
ing to the several States certain sums of money which were col- 
lected from persons residing in said States as a tax upon cotton— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to ascertain the amount still due and — to depositors in the 
Freedman’s Bank—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 276) granting to the 
State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation 
in said State, for the purpose of establishing western branches of 
the Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal 
Institute thereon, and for a public park—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 277) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Hastings, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill ae R. 278) to construct a public build- 
ing at Oskaloosa, Iowa, for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 279) to provide means 
for gathering and storing rain water in semiarid regions of the 
United States, and _ other purposes—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lan 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 281) to enable the United States 
to terminate and cancel letters patent for inventions in case of 
general public importance—to the Cominittee on Patents. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 282) granting to the State of 
Nebraska for the irrigation and reclamation of semiarid lands, 
and for other purposes, the public lands in said State—to the Com- 
mitiee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 283) providing that the widows 
of pensioners married before the close of the late war shall re- 
ceive the same rate of pension that the pensioner was receiving at 
the time of his death, provided that the rate of her pension shall 
not be less than $12 a month—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) to amend the national-bank act—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 285) extending relief to Indian 
- zens, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 286) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to cause to be made all necessary field examina- 
tions, surveys, and experiments for the purpose of demonstrating 
the extent, etc., with reference to irrigation, of the underflow 
waters between the ninety-seventh degree of west longitude and 
the foothills of the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and 
making an a — therefor—to the Conuitene on Irriga- 
tion of Arid 

By Mr. TL A bill (H. R. 287) to amend section 2344 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) to provide for the free coi of gold 
and silver and the maintenance of the reserve fund, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. BR. 289) to amend section 34 of 
an act entitled “An act appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) setting ger a portion of the Fort Keogh 
Military Reservation, in the State of Montana, for the purpose of 
an industrial school for Indian children, for the establishment of 
such school, for an ap’ ion for its establishment and main- 
i and for other purposes-—-to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R, 291) for the free coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill(H. R. 292) providing for free homesteads 
on the public lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H.R. 293) providing for the opening of the India: 
Territory to settlement under the homestead laws of the Unite:| 
States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 294) to amend sec- 
tion 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concernin, 
the — of brandy from fruits—to the Committee on Ways 
and 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 295) fixing times when, regu- 
lating the manner in which, and declaring the character of the 
accounts between the United States and the several public-land 
States relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other disposi 
tion of the public lands made and to be made therein by tli 
United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified to the 
as Department for payment—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 296) for the erection 
of a custom-house and post-office buil@ing at Brunswick, Ga.—t. 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 297) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay the cost of paving about the public 
building in Frement, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 298) toamend the ju- 
a of A 13, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r. GROW: A bill (H. R. 299) fixing the lowest rate of pen 
sion for disability—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 300) to amend 
paragraph 1 of section 1 of anactapproved August 30, 1890, entitled 
‘‘An act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to 
the more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862”—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H.R.301) to transfer the Bureau of the United 
States ‘Geological Survey and the United States Commission of 
Fish and Fisheries to the Department of Agriculture—to the 
Committee on Agriculture 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) to establish and maintain agricultural 
experiment stations in Alaska—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 308) to establish and maintain a national schoo! 
of forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 304) to establish a national university—to tho 
Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses, 
and products thereof, which are the subjects of interstate coi- 
merce, and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 306) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 307) to repeal the laws provid- 
ing for the retirement of officersof the Navy of the United States— 
to the a - Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) to repeal the iaws providing for the re- 
tirement of o = of the Army of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) to regulate pensions, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 310) relating 
to jurisdictional questions between the State and Federal courts 
to the Committee on the J a ae 3 

By Mr. BOATNER: A. bill R.311) to limit the power of 
judges of the courts of the United States to punish for contempts 
of court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R.312) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional circuit judge for the fifth circuit—to the Committe» 
on the Judicia oe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 313) to revive and amend an act to provid: 
for the collection of abandoned property and the prevention 0! 
frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States, an! 
acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 314) to authorize and requires 
certain land in Savannah, Ga., known as the old public buildin: 
site, to be used for a marine hospital—to the Cominittee on Appro- 
priations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) to establish a marine hospital at Savan 
nah, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) to establish a subtreasury at Savanna), 
Ga.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 317) to a limit of cost of the pub! 
building authorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 18*', 

be erected at Savannah, Ga., and authorizing the Secretar 
a eae 7 ialilerdeiaaasakanbanouteete for the con 
struction of any of any portion or the whole of said building—to the Coi- 
on Public Buil dings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 318) to repeal section 714 of th 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
ca Me BOATNER: A bill (H. R.319) to prohibit courts of the 
United States from enforcing the specific performance of contracts 
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for personal service by writs of injunction or other legal proc- | 


ess—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama (by request): A bill (H.R.320) to 
yermit the Standard Telephone Company of Washington and 
Baltimore City to install, maintain, and operate a telephone and 
telegraphic plant and exchange in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. ‘ 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R.321) to put surgical instruments 
upon the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 322) to put im force in the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory the law of the State of Arkansas entitled 
“An act to regulate the rates of charges for the carriage of pas- 
sengers by railroads,” approved April 4, 1887—to the Committee 
on the Territories. . F : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 323) to put in force in the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory certain laws of the State of Arkansas— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) in relation to issuance of writs of habeas 
corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) to provide that United States railroad 
corporations shall, for purposes of jurisdiction, be deemed citizens 
of the respective States into which their line of railway may ex- 
tend—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 326) in relation to issuance of writs of habeas | 


corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 327) to set apart certain 
lands, now known as Pacific Forest Reserve, as a public park, to 
be known as the Washington National Park—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) to provide for the disposition and sale of 


lands known as the Vashon Island Military Reserve, State of | 


Washington—to the Committce on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 329) to give United States circuit courts con- 


current jurisdiction with the Land Department of the United | ; 
| mation received by him or the State Department relating to the 


States in certain matters—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H.. R. 330) to amend section 1 of the act of August 


| 





4, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the entry of lands chiefly | 


valuable for building stone under the placer-mining laws "—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H.R.331) to establish an army post in Pierce | 


County, at or near the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.332) to amend section 2324 of the Revised 

Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 333) appropriating $100,000 for the purpose of 
ascertaining subterranean water supplies in the States of Idaho, 
Montana, Oregon, and Washington—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. : 

Also, a bill (H. R.334) to divide the State of Washington into 
two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 335) to grant the Tacoma and Yakima Land 
Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bili (H. R.336) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to in- 
corporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) providing for the distribution among the 
heirs of the Puyallup Indians of the common lands of said tribe, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.338) to amend section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 339) to provide salaries for the clerks of the 
United States circuit and district courts in the district of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Bureau of Labor and to create an executive department to be 
known as the Department of Labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) to open for settlement the lands in Mili- 
tary Reserve No. 23, heretofore withdrawn by Executive order of 
September 22, 1866—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) opening for settlement the Gig Harbor 
and Millville Military reservations in the State of Washington— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 343) to remove the restrictions upon the dis- 
tion of the lands within the Puyallup Indian Reservation, 
ashington—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
_ Alse, a bill (H. R. 344) to provide for the construction of a pub- 
lic building at Tacoma, W i 
ings and Grounds, 


. 


ash.—to the Committee on Public Build- 








ol 


Also, a bill (H. R. 345) to authorize the construction and opera- 
tion of an electric railroad in the Yellowstone National Park—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 346) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to pro- 
vide for the times and places to hold terms of the United States 
courts in the State of Washington”—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 347) to provide for the disposition and sale 
of lands known as the Vashon Island Military Reserve, State of 
W ashington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 348) to fix the salaries of the 
officials of the Government—to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 349) to amend an act entitled “‘An 
act to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Largeof the 
United States, so as to place upon the retired list soldiers, sailors, 
and members of the Marine Corps who have served thirty years— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 350) granting a bounty to sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines in the Regular Army who were in serv- 
ice at the outbreak of the war of the rebellion, and who contin- 
ued in such service thereafterwards for the space of two years and 
received no bounty from the United States or any State—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 351) to purchase, inclose, 
and improve the sites, or portions thereof, of certain forts, battle- 
fields,and graves of American soldiers, sailors,and marines in the 
Maumee Valley, and to erect thereon appropriate monuments and 
commemorative tablets—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Joint resolution (H. Res. 8) granting per- 
mission to the Pennsylvania superior court to occupy the Federal 
court room in Scranton—to the Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A resolution calling on the Secretary of the 
Interior for information as to why the Wichita Indian lands in 
Oklahoma have not been allotted—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a resolution providing for the appointment of a committee 
to investigate public officials in Oklahoma Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A resolution requesting the Presi- 
dent to communicate to the House of Representatives all infor- 


arrest, trial, and imprisonment of John L. Waller—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A resolution calling upon 
the Secretary of Agriculture for certain information regarding the 
distribution of seed—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A resolution relative to 
the treatment of American citizens in Turkey, denouncing same, 
and pledging the support of the Representatives in Congress to 
the executive branch of the Government in taking such steps 
justified by international law and common humanity to vindicate 
the rights of our fellow-citizens—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affuirs. 

By Mr. MOSS: A resolution of the legislature of Massachusetts 
asking for further national legislation for the suppression of the 
lottery traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A resolution of the general 
assembly of Connecticut relating to the transportation of parcels 
by the post-office—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a resolution of the joint assembly of Connecticut concern- 
ing the constitutional rights of citizens—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 352) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 353) for the 
relief of Maj. Samuel T. Cushing—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

sy Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 354) to carr 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Susanna 
P. Swoope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 355) for the relief of James 
A. Gothright, heir of Malissia Gothright, deceased, late of Chick- 
asaw, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 356) extending pro- 
visions of an act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, tothe Eighteenth and Nineteenth regiments 
of Kansas Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 357) granting a pension to David 
E. Redmon, of Pendleton County, Ky.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 358) granting a pension to James Loyd 
Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) granting a pension to Milton C. Tully— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Thomas M. Barton, of 
Pendleton County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Joseph B. Kennedy, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 362) for the relief of Lewis Stephens—to the 
Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 368) for the relief of Fannie Bostwick, widow 
of Martin B. Strader—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) for the relief of John M. Curry—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 366) for the relief of the heirs 
of John T. Mason—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Joseph Cordill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Nathan Hite—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of James J. Dundas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) for the relief of Emma C. Lovelace and 
Stephen D, Clark—io the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.371) granting a pension to Talbot A. Routon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) for the relief of the estate of J.S. Doug- 
lass, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of the heirs of Robert M. 
Browning, deceased, late of Claiborne Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 874) to correct the military 
record of Capt. Henry Troll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 375) for the relief of B. J. 
Van Vleck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased—-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 876) for the relief of John Scott—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 877) for the relief 
of George W. Harbaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Simeon Gilbreath, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 879) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Leneave, administrator of Irvy T. Leneave, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) for the relief of M. A. Buford—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 381) for the relief of W. H. Felker, of Giles 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 382) for the relief of William J. Hines—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) for the relief of S. J. Stodard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.384) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Granderson Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 385) for the relief of A. B. Phillips—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of Walter O. West for quar- 
termaster’s sup lies—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 387) for the relief of Alfred A. Young for him- 
self and as executor of Joseph Young, deceased, of Giles County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 38, 1833—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.388) for the relief of R. H. Ogilvie—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of the estate of A. A. Dicker- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of the estate of William 
Grigsby, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 391) for the relief of Snowden B. Herbert, of 
Lawrence County, Tenn.,as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a biil (H. R. 392) for the relief of William M. Beasley, of 
Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) to authorize the Quartermaster-General 
to investigate the claim of the representatives of Robert T. Wil- 
—_ deceased, against the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) for the relief of William M. Anderson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


er 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 395) for the relief of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 396) for the relief of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) for the benefit of citizens of Tennessee 
and to pay claims approved by tre Court of Claims—to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) for reiief of Frank M. Dooley—to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) for the relief of Leman Montgomery, of 
— County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 400) for the relief of Rhoda Rucker, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) for the relief of Jerrie Henson, of Wayne 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) for relief of S. E. Johnson, heir of John 
W. Johnson, deceased, late of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 403) for the relief of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) for relief of James W. Hardin, and to 
remove charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) for the relief of J. 8S. Woody, Martins 
Mills, Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) for the relief of the estate of J. A. Mil- 
hous, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) for the relief of Shields and H. Bryant, 
oe gga of J. Youngblood, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Slaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) for the relief of John E. Horton, Sims, 
Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. F. M. 
Harris, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, sr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 411) for relief of Walter R. 
Billingslea—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 412) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 418) for the relief of Allen E. Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 414) for the relief of the estate of Joseph But- 
ter, deceased, lute of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) for relief of Walter R. Billingslea—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 416) for the relief of the estate of Phoebe Cum- 
mings, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.417) for the relief of the estate of Phoebe 
oe of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) for the relief of the estate of Jarred R. 
Cook, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) for the relief of Aquilla Bowie, of Warren 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 420) for the relief of the estate of Jared R. 
Cook, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) for the relief of Preston Chavis, of War- 
ren County, Miss.,as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H.R. 422) for the relief of Brig. 
Gen. William P. Carlin, retired—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 423) for the relief of Platte 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 424) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 425) for the relief of John 
7 Sracken, of Madison County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) for the relief of George W. Pierce, of 
Berryville, Carroll County, Ark.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of A. M. Webb, of Green 
Forest, Carroll County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) to pay E. J. Woolen, of Washington 
County, Ark., for carrying the mails from Rome, Ga., to Blue 
Mountain, Ala.—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 429) for the relief of Mary Hutchens—to the 
’ ittee on Pensions. 
; ae (H. R. 430) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Crowell—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) for the payment of the claim of Mary J. 
McCall, of Eureka Springs, Ark., administratrix of the estate of 
James Bridgman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 432) for the relief of William R. Clark, ad- 
ministrator of James W. Clark, deceased, of Benton County, Ark., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 433) for the relief of Cynthia Baker, of Benton 
County, Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on Claims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) to grant a pension to Lavina Smith, widow 
of Pry Amos Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 435) to grant a pension to Isom Gibson, of 
Newton County, Ark.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of Edward A. 
Scott, of Crawford County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 437) for the relief of John N. Hays, of Benton 
County, Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mt. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4388) for the relief of Nicholas | 


J. Bigley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill e R. 439) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Mrs. Catharine P. Culver—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) for the relief of Marshall R. Hathaway— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 441) to remove the charge of desertion now | 


standing against William McCutcheon, of Roy, Wash., late pri- 


vate in Company I, Tenth Illinois Cavalry—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to correct the military record of William 
J. Floyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line E, Philbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 444) for the relief of A. D. Glover—to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 445) for the relief of Robert Williams, ser- 
yeant of ordnance, United States Army—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) to place the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, 
widow of Freeman E. Crosby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, 
on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month and her two chil- 
dren each at the rate of $5 per month—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 447) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Jaznes Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) for the relief of Peter Runquist—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 449) to remove the charge of desertion from 
re record of William McCutcheon—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 450) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against H. R. Calkins, latea private in California Column 
during late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) for the relief of C. P. Rollins—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 452) for the relief of John W. Wilder—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 458) for the relief of C. W. Kennard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 454) for the relief of Martin Johnson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 455) to promote Lieut. A. B. Wyckoff, United 
States Navy, retired, to the rank of lieutenant-commander on the 
retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 456) for the relief of A. W. Curtis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. DE ARMOND): A bill (H. R. 457) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Archibald C. Legg, 
oon against the United States—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 458) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Simeon Gilbreath, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 460) for the relief of the estate of 
Harry I. Todd, deceased, late keeper of the Kentucky peniten- 
tiary—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 461) for the relief of G. Dwight Hamilton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.462) for the relief of Hamilton T. Figg—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HR. 463) for the relief of Capt. I. B. Webster, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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| Havens—to the Committee on Claims. 


| widow of Nathaniel Crane, late of Company A, Ninety-seventh 





| administrator of the estate of David Unsell, deceased—to the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 464) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 465) for the relief of George Lewis Cousens— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 466) for the relief of John Veeley—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 467) for the relief of Samuel McKee—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of 
—- to Mrs. H. J. Kiernan—to the Committee on Invalid 
2ensions. 
3y Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 469) to pay Sewell Coulson for 
legal services—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 470) to remove the charge of 
desertion from of Richard Ferguson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 471) for the relief of Ezra S. 


By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 472) to pension Elizabeth Crane, 


Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 473) to pension Samuel H. Setzer, late of 
Company E, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 474) granting a pension to Helen 
M. Jacob—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R.475) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, 
widow of Jethrow New—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 476) for the relief of the 
heirs of Dr. B. F. Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of James C. McCartney, of 
Gardiner, Mont.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 478) for the relief of C. J. Baronett, of Gardi- 
ner, Mont.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 479) granting a pension to Malachi Cordeiro— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 480) to reimburse the State of Montana the 
sum of $120 for fees erroneously expended in certain land selec- 
tions—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 481) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of William H. Hughes, 


Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H.R. 482) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abram W. Blauch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of the Society of the United 
Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, 
an Indian woman—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 486) for the relief 
of William Henry Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 487) granting increase of pension to John F, 
Early—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 488) to pay James L. Willett arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 489) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the 
expenses incurred by that State in repelling a threatened inva- 
siow and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891—to the Committee on 
Claims. 
Also, a bill (A. R. 490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Rouse, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (A. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis Walsh,of Stockham, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 492) removing 
the charge of desertion fromthe military record of John Cramer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 493) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Charles A. M. Mead—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to Christopher Rupp, 
of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 495) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John B. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Elias Demus, of 
Indiana, Pa.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 497) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of Azariah Bartholp—to the Committee on Military 










Affairs. 
By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 498) for the relief of William 
H. Allison, of Russellville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 499) for relief of Mrs. Martha Stiff, of Chero- 
kee County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H.R.500) for relief of Nancy Wood, widow of 
Peter L. Wood, deceased, late of Comanche County, Tex.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 501) for the relief of Mrs. Caroline Johnson, 
of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) for the relief of Margaret M. Harget, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) for relief of D. A. Malone, heir of James 
Malone, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) for the relief of Elizabeth James, widow 
of Thomas James, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin 
Warriner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Stewart & 

; A. P. H. Stewart, agent; Weed, Witter & Co., andC. A. Weed 
- Go:—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H.R. 507) amending the records of the Mis- 
souri United Reserve Corps of Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 508) for the relief of Anthony Connoly—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting a pension to John G. Bruder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 510) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster— 
to the Conunittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 511) toremove the 
on of desertion against the record of William J. McFalls—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 513) ting a pension to Joel A: Holdren— 
to the Committee on oat id Pensions. 

iso, a bill (A. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Wear Crawford—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose-— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 516) — a pension to Hannah Chap- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 517) granting a pension to Sylvester Abrams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) for the relief of John C. Nuss—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Ira 
Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: = bill = R. 520) for the re- 


lief of the legal representative of E gs, deceased, 
a of Sacramento County, Cal.— e "Coe on War 
aims. 


By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 521) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 522) to reimburse the State of Minnesota—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 523) for the relief of Charles V. 
Neidlinger—to t the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Leesburg—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 525) for the relief of Christian Ubele, admin- 
ow of Christian Ubele, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims 

Also, a bill (H, R. 526) for the reliefof William G. Ebbs—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) for the relief of e Wagner, admin- 
istrator of H. tick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) for the relief of Francis Tillman—to the 

Jommittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) for the relief of pe} Bell, of Eman- 
uel County, Ga.—to the Committee on War C 

Also, a bill (H. R. 530) for the relief of Jacob Teentaal etc.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) for the relief of William A. Fenwick 
and Mary J. Moore, administrators of James W. J. Moore, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.582) for relief of Margaret Giebelhouse, ad- 
pag ney el of Philip Giebelhouse, deceased—to the Committee 
on War C 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of C. M. Gilbert & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 584) granting a pension to Sallie V. F. Brown, 
Mary J. Brown, Florence D. Brown, and Hutoka H. Brown—to the 
Cees on ens Sarah Spaldi 

80, a bi ) granting a pension to palding 
McIntosh and Ginter Cook McIntosh—to the Committee on Pen- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 536) to pay Margaret Doyle, administrati 
of James Doyle, for certain captured cotton—to the Committ. 
n War Claims. 

By Mr. LEONARD: A bill (H. R. 537) to remove the charge o 
desertion from the military record of Bernhard Stueber—to t! 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) for the removal of the charge of dese: 
tion now standing against Charles M. Blakeslee, late a private 
Company H, Seventh Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volu 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows, late 
postmaster at Williamsport, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) for the removal of charge of desertion 
tion now standing against Francis McGinnis on records of Wa 
Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 541) to correct the naval 
history of John C. Dull—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 542) for the relief of Mrs. Salome 
Sengel, widow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 543) for the relief of Herbert Cush- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 544) for the relief of the leg:l 
representative of Maj. William Kendall—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bili (H. R. 545) to amend 
the military record of John H. Lamson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, admin- 
istrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) granting a pension to Catherine H. 
Thayer, widow of Daniel Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) to restore William F. Peck to the rolls 
of the Navy, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert Downing—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R.550) for the relief of Samuel M. 
Blair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) granting an honorable discharge to Albert 
Locke, alias ee oe the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a biil R.552) for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Hawaiian bark Arctic—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 553) for the relief of the 
estate of John Poland, deceased, late of Prince William County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) for the relief of Everett Wroe—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 555) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) for the relief of Everett Wroe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 557) for the relief of loyal citizens therein 
named of Loydoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) for the relief of Amelia A. H. Richards, 
of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) for the relief of the heirs of Alexander 
Poland, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) for the relief of the estate of Hannah 
Burke, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 361). for the relief of the estate of Jane Tay- 

or, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
go a bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Theodore Teed—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 563 for the relief of the estate of William B. 
Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By ‘Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 564) for the relief of Wil 
liam 8S. Grant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 565) for the 
relief Jean Louis Legare, of Dominion of Canada—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of Mary 
R. wiett, administratrix of Caleb R. Clement, of Gibson 
County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) for the relief of James A. Bowling, of 
Haywood County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 568) for the relief of the Inter- 
national Cotton Press Company, of New Orleans, La.—to the 
Committee on the ane 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill R. -” aeons apension toSophia 
J. ilton, widowof Charles 8. Hamilton, major-general of vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 570), to refund to the city of Milwaukee 
money expended by said city in paving Wisconsin street in front 
of United States Government property—to the Committee on 
Claims. ; : ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) granting a pension to Margaret Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. 
Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W.Jack—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 574) for the relief of Maj. 
Charles A. Woodruff—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBBLNS (by request): A bill (H. R.575) for the relief 
of Charles H. Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill*(H. R. 576) for the relief of George F. 
Brott—to the ittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 577) granting 
a pension to Lydia A. Taft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 578) granting a pension to Eunice Sherman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 579) making an appropri- 
ation for the benefit of the Presbyterian Church at Murfreesboro, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R.580) for the relief of William Johnson, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas [. Johnson, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 581) for the relief of the Cumberland Presby- 
terian Church, Fayetteville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.582) for the relief of Dobson Johnson, of De- 
kalb County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.583) for the relief of Barclay M. Tillman, of 
Bedford — Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 584) for the relief of Joseph H. 'Thompson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H.R. 585) for the relief of Sophia He- 
brigel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 586) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Thomas Mott, Company E, Eighty-first New York 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Af. R..587) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Luke McGrath, alias Lewis Ainsworth, Company B, 
First Massachusetts Cavalry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H.R.588) for the 
relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New York—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 589) to remove the charge 
of deomtiom from the military record of Joseph G. Marsh, of the 
U. 8. 8S. Galena—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 590) for the reliex of R. T. 
Cheek—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of the estate of Bryan As- 
kew, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) for the relief of Ann M. Brown, of Clai- 
borne ears Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of Sarah G. Clark, deceased, 
late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHER : A bill (H. R. 594) for the relief of John H. | 
Fralick—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) for the relief of the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 596) for the relief of Ellis H. Roberts—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 597) for the relief of Charles 
Waterhouse—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Aineas 
Munson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) for the relief of Andrew J. Calahan—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 600) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 601) to place on pension 
roll the name of Alexander Shepard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) for the relief of Henry B. Kretzler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 608) for the relief of John V. Behan, admin- 
istrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 604) for the relief of Laurence Collins and 
Edward i to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of F. M. 
Vandling, p rat Scranton, Pa.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of Mary 
Chambers, widow of Thomas Chambers—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 607) for the relief 
of George Rushburger—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 608) for the relief of E. R. 
Shipley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Alfred K. Bailey—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3y Mr. TURNER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 610) for the relief 
of John F. McRae—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of William 
Crosby, of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 612) for the relief of Edwin A. 
Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) correcting the military record of Darius 
Fitch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) correcting the military record of Daniel 
Leclear—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) to amend the military record of Frank- 
lin Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) grantinga pension to Charles Beckwith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) granting a pension to Lovinia Parker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to Mary O’Brien—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Martin V. Shears— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.620) granting a pension to Rebecca P. Mc- 
Cullough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 621) granting a pension to Stephen L. Stone— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 622) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Samuel Johnston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) to authorize payment of commutation to 
David Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an honorable discharge to 
Philip Kurtz—to the Comzittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting an honorable discharge to Jo- 
seph Price—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 626) to correct the muster rolls 
of Company K, Second Arkansas Cavalry, as concerns Isaac 
Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) to correct the military record of John 
Tyner, John Chitwood, and T. W. Butts, of Logan County, Ark.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.628) to correct the record and muster of 
Henry N. Posey, in Company A, Fourth Arkansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and to discharge him from Company I, Second Arkansas 
Volunteer Infantry, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) for relief of estate of Joshua Hill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.630) for the relief of Elvy Brewer, of Saline 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) for the relief of L. J. Lawrence—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) for the relief of A. C. Kerr, of Patterson 
Bluffs, Logan County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 633) for relief of the estate ot Charles Labell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 634) for the relief of Samuel Evans—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.635) for the relief of Martha J. Morrison—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of A. V. Haigh—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 637) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Housley, 
widow of Samuel Housley, veteran of the Florida war, 1836—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) for the relief of the estate of Henry W. 
Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) for the relief of Reese Pritchard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) for the relief of Charles P. Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) for the relief of James M. Oliver—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) for the relief of James Franklin Wood, 
of Franklin County, Ark.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of the estate of John A. 
— of Pulaski County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the relief of the widow of Patrick P. 
Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) to remove the charge of desertion from 
David A. Nichols—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of the administrator of Mr. 
W. R. Wooten, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HA. R. 648) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Brown, of 
Johnson County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension to JosephS. Bunker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 650) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
-< Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of the 
heirs of Davis B, Bonfoey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of 
R. B. Carl Lee, administrator of Charlotte C. Bancroft, deceased, 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1888-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of the book agents of the 
a Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on Wa 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) to construct a road to the national ceme- 
tery at Dover, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 655) granting a pension to Martha A. Hughes— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 656) for the relief of the Protestant Episco- 
. Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 657) to correct the military 
record of James P. McGee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of D. L. Carmicheal—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 659) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Perry Ambercrombie, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of Malinda 
McCilendon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) for the relief of Richard Crompton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (A. R. 662) for the relief of Mrs. Martha B. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Clemens— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) for the relief of Nathan L. Williams, ad- 
ministrator of Martha R. Williams. deceased, late of Madison 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) for the relief of the estate of Mills Jen- 
kins, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) for the relief of Mary H. McReynolds 
and others—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of the estate of John Meals, 
— late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) for the relief of John McMurtry, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of Bessie McAlester Mc- 
Guirk—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) for the relief of Ann E. Damon, heir of 
Jessie Blalock, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.672) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
— of Claiborn Evans, and others—to the Committee on War 
Cla.ms, 

Also, a bill (H. R.671) for the relief of James T. Dowdy, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) for the relief of Jeff Eason, of Madison 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill So R. 674) for the relief of Mary Fowler, widow of 
Lorensey Fowler, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) for the relief of Elizabeth Forney, the 
widow of William H. Forney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) for the relief of Newton L. Crow—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) for the relief of the estate of James 
Campbell, deceased, late of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) for the relief of Mrs. J. J. Flanagan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of James M. Gullatt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) for the relief of T. C. Greenhill—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 682) for the relief of Mrs. Bathsheba Gor- 
don—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of Thomas M. Hobbs & 
Bro., of Limestone County. Ala.—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of heirs of John Hogan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) for the relief of James M. Hankins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) for the relief of Bartley Harris, of Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) for the relief of Calvin 8. Hill, of Lau- 
derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of E. Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, of Lau- 
derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) for the relief of Meredith King—to tho 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Hampton W. Kelley, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) for the relief of William Kirckpatrick— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) to provide for the payment to Hugh G. 
Kirby, administrator of the estate of R. L. Kirby, deceased, of 
the amount found due by the Court of Claims—to the Committze 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of A. H. Keller—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) for the relief of John T. Lehman, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) for the relief of the estate of Julis B. Lit- 
ten, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) for the relief of the estate of A. L. Lo- 
gan, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) for the relief of E. E. Mays—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) to pension John Morris—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill "es R. 700) to reimburse James O. Robertson and 
W. McC. Maples—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Liv- 
ingston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) for the relief of Fannie Lowe, one of 
bs heirs of Benjamin Jolly, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 703) for the relief of Mary I. Graham, Belle 
F. Neill, Caius G. Fennell, and Martha M. Jordan—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) to correct an error made by the register 
and receiver of the land office at Huntsville, Ala.—to the Coim- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claiths in the case of Samuel M. Weaver, administrator of the 
estate of George W. Yuckley, deceased—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) for the relief of George M. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of M. E. Hooks. heir of 
Parham K. Myrick, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of 
Albert Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 709) for the relief of Alfred 
O. Williamson Gurley, Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 710) to removecharge of desertion 
against James A. Crouch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. 
Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension 
to Susan Hollin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 713) for the relief of Jacob Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 714) granting increase 
of pension to Henry B. Plummer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Aarrilla D. Way- 
goner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 716) for the relief of A. W. Wills, adminis- 
trator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Laf- 
ferty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 718) for the relief of John S. 
Watkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 719) for the relief of 
Payne, James & Co,—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 720) for the relief of Mary 
P. Wade—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.721) for the relief of Nancy J. Watkins—to | the Committee on War Claims. 


the Committee on War Claims. : ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Cornila Till, of Lauder- 
dale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


‘Also, a bill (H. R. 723) for the relief of T. W. Townsend and | 


wife—to the Committee on Claims. — 
Also, a bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of the estate of John H. 


Swift, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee | 


on War Claims. Er. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 725) for the relief cc vohn C, Thomas, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 726) for the relief of Dr. James W. Stewart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


| Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 727) for the relief of Elias Stutts, St. Florian, | 


auderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 728) for the relief of Ami Simmons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 729) for the relief of Sarah J. Snoddy—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of the estate of Gabril M. 
Smith, late of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 731) for the relief of C. M. Simmuns—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of J. P. Shook—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of Mrs. C. L. Robinson, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) for the relief of the estate of Eliza J. 


738) for the relief of Moses Smith—to the | 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Rudder, deceased, late of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee | 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Perry P. Powell, of Lau- 
derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) for the relief of Alonzo H. Richards—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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| Committee on War Claims. 


| No. 201085, to William H. Avery, inventor—to the Committee on 
Patents. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 738) for the relief of Hiram Peters—tothe Com- | 


mnittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) for the relief of James G. Porter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, « bill (H. R. 740) to pension Martha Parsons—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 


| with certain railway companies—to the Committee on Military 


F. Perryman, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of Jasper N. Parker—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 7438) for the relief of Margaret J. Parks, of 


Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.744) granting a pension to Matthew B. Nale— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) for the relief of W. B. Olive, of Florence, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) for the relief of Edmond Mc Williams— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.747) for the relief of Robert D. Nelson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 748) for the relief of 
Sarah A. P; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 749) for the relief of James 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 75 _or the relief of the 
trustees of Stewart College, Montgomery County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 751) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. 
Duncan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 752) to appoint a commission 
to report and determine upon certain damages done to citizens of 
Lauderdale County, Ala., by the building and operation of the 
Muscle Shoals Canal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 753) for the 
relief of John C. Howe—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 754) to refer the claim | 


against the United States of the Presbyterian Church of Hunts- 
con Ala., to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 755) for the relief of Edward 
Wesner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 756) for the relief of the 
estate of Presly W. Hardin, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, 
Ala.—te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.757) for the relief of George T. Hudson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 758) for the relief of George M. Harraway— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 





| was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Vinas, and the 


| his seat in the Senate. 


| to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 





Also, a bill (H. R.759) for the relief of Sarah Harris, widow of 
Emanuel Harris, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 760) for the relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) for the relief of the estate of Elisha B. 
Clapp, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 762) for the relief of William Cunningham— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 763) granting additional pension to James 
W. Carmody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) for the relief of Charles Critton, of 




































Also, a bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of Peter Branch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of Sarah and Katie Bryon— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 767) for the relief of Houston L. Bell, of Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) for the relief of Albert A. Baker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 769) for the relief of J. R. Bumpus, heir of 
R. C. Bumpnus, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Judge R. Burns to the Court of Claims—to. the Comnmit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 771) for the relief of A. A. Braden—to the 
Also, a bill (H.R. 772) for the relief of H. C. Armistead—to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting an extension of letters patent 


Also, a bill (H. R. 774) to grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield 
and Tennessee River Railway Company a right of way over the 
public lands traversed by it—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 775) to provide for the settlement of accounts 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 776) granting a pension to Walker L. Will- 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 777) for the relief of John C. Hammonds— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 778) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. B. 
Figg—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 779) for the relief of W. C. Tipton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 9, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miitaurn, D. D. 
JAMES DONALD CAMERON, a Senator from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, DAvip B. HILL, a Senator from the State of New York, 
and J. L. M. IrBy, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 

approved. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from the State of 
Louisiana, whose credentials have heretofore been presented, is 
now present. He will please come forward and receive the oath 
of office. 

Mr. Donelson Caffery, chosen by the legislature of Louisiana a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1495, 


oath prescribed by law having been administered to him, he took 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with law, the annual report of the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua; which was, with the accompanying report, referred 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act of March 2, 
1895, a review and report upon the conclusions of law reached by 
the Department of the Interior on account of moneys due the 
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Oherokee Nation under certain treaties and the laws passed to 
carry them into effect; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


i ee 


Tow Les, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a | 
joint resolution (H. Res. 7) providing for the printing of the | 


fonthly Summary Statement of Imports and Exports of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, ‘Treasury Department; im which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks thereon, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 12) 
to enforce the Monroe doctrine, heretofore introduced by me. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition, in the form of reso- 
lutions adopted at a mass meeting of the students and teachers of 
the Ohio Normal University, of Ada, Ohio, praying for a speedy 
recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
a freedom; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah C. Holmes, of Hopewell, 
Ill., together with sundry affidavits, praying that relief be granted 
her under the French spoliation act, as one of the heirs of Benja- 
= Taber, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a .petition of sundry citizens of 


Minerva, Obio, and a petition of sundry teachers and students of | 


the Ohio Normal University, of Ada, Ohio, praying for a speedy 
recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
for freedom; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a 
pany of Cozad, Nebr., si J. B. Hogarth, of Cozad, Nebr., 
and J. B. Hogarth, of Willow d, Nebr., setting forth that a 
corporation called the Omaha Elevator Company are engaged in 
interstate commerce by the ere of grain and other articles, 
and that owing to alte rebates given them they have been 
able to crush out all competition at various points. The peti- 
tioners pray for an investigation by Congress into the affairs of the 
elevator company. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition signed by the mayor, the 
pastors of the several churches, and sundry other citizens of New- 
port, R. L, praying for the adoption of measures by Congress to 
prevent the burning and lynching of American citizens; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the legislature of Wyo- 
ming, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting indis- 
criminate immigration; which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, as follows: 


STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyonving, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, ¢o 
hereby certify that the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 3, of the 
‘Third State legislature of Wyoming, has been compared with the original, 
which is on file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said 
memorial and of the whole thereof, together with the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of ee 

Done at Cheyenne, the,capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895. 

CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 


[Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled joint memorial No. 3, 
house © Sa Wyoming. emorializing Congress for the re- 


[SBAL.] 


striction of immi 


Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Congress 
of the United States be memo ed as follows: 

Your memorialists, the legislature of th oaState of Wyoming, Roving in view 
the welfare and wishes of the people of this State, declare unqualifiedly in 
favor of the adequate restriction by Congress of the United States of immi- 

tion therete from fore countries. The interests of the entire people 
demand a speedy relief,and yopr memorialists therefore pray and earnestl 
urge the honorable Congress of the United States to immediately enact suc 
laws as will properly restrict the indiscriminate immigration that now 
threatens to overwhelm this nation; and, as in duty bound, your memorialists 
will every pong oe 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Wyoming, That an authenticated 
copy of this memorial and resolution be forwarded by the secretary of state 
to each Senator and to the Representative in Congress from this State, and 
they are | respectfull uested to present the same to the honorable 
the Senate and the honorable the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, and to urge necessary legislation 


in the premises. 
GEO. W. HOYT, 
President of the Senate. 
JAY L. RREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


A ved February 18, A. D. 1895. 
_— . WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 
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[{ndorsements. ] 
CHEYENNE, WYo., February 16, 1 
I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house of D 


resentatives. 
M. C. BARROW, Chief Ci. 

Received trom the governor and filed this 19th day of February, 1895 

CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of St 

Mr. WARREN presented the following petition of the leg 
ture of Wyoming; which was read, and referred to the Com 
tee on Public Lands: 

STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of St: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do he 
certify that the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 5, of the Third 
legislature of Wyoming, has been compared with the original, which 
file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said mem 
and of the whole thereof, together vrith the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof { have hereunto set my hand and affixed the groat 


| seal of the State of Wyoming. 


tition of the Cozad Grain Com- | 





| 
| 


Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895. 
[SEAL. | CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of Sta 

[Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Joint memorial No. 5, h 

of representatives, Wyoming. To the Congress of the United States 

America. | 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Congress 
of the United States be, and it is hereby, memoralized and petitioned to grant 
unto the State of Wyoming the unoccupied and unappropriated public lands 


within such State. 
GEO. W. HOYT, 
President of the Senate, 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 
{[Indorsements. } 
Houses oF REPRESENTATIVES, Cheyenne, February 16, 189° 
I hereby certify that the within enrolled act originated in the house of 


representatives. 
M. C. BARROW, Clerk. 


Received from the governor and filed this 19th day of February, 1805. 
CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WARREN presented the following petition of the legisla- 
ture of Wyoming: which was read, and referred to the Comiuit- 
tee on Indian Affairs: 

STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of Slate. 
UnNtTrep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, ‘lo 
hereby a that the annexed copy of house joint resolution No. 6, of the 
Third State legislature of Wyoming, has been carefully compared wit! the 
original, which is on file in this office, and the same isa true and correct copy 
of said resolution and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 


eS 


Approved February 18, A. D. 1895. 


seal of the State of Pe. 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of February, A. D. 1895. 
[SBAL. ] CHARLES W. BURDICK. 


Secretary of State. 
[Third legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled joint resolution \o. 
Stateny of representatives, Wyoming. To the Congress of the United 
£ S. 


Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Wyoming, respectfully 

represent as follows: 

irst. That there exists in the northeastern portion of the Wind River or 
Shoshone Indian Reservation, in this State, a number of hot springs, known 
as the Big Horn Hot Springs, the waters of which contain rare medicinal 
properties, 

Second. That the Big Horn Hot Springs are not used to any appre: 
extent by the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians who are upon that reservat 01 

Third. That there are m ificent hot springs other than the Big Horn Ht 
Springs in the vicinity of the agency upon that reservation, which are u- 
by the Indians. 

Fourth. That there are not, at or within many miles of these springs, «1\y 
adequate accommodations for the care and.comfort of invalids, and that ailr- 
a accommodations can not be prepared under the present laws and rewu- 
lations. 

Fifth. That the rare virtues of the Big Horn Hot Springs have become a 
matter of public notoriety, and many invalids have visited them and |en 
eured. The number of invalids who have visited these springs during five 
months of the past summer was over 100 —- 

Resolved, That the legislature, in view of the foregoing facts, respect! «ily 
urges the Government to make a treaty with the Shoshone and Arap. 
Indians for the cession to the State of Wyoming of a tract of land 20 mis 
square, including that w which the Big Horn Hot Springs are locate 
the northeast corner of their reservation. 

Resolved further. That upon the adoption of these resolutions the secr:!:.ry 
of state is hereby instructed to send an authenticated copy of them t 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, with the request that they ' 
the steps necessary to secure the cession of land to the State of Wyoming as 


herein requested. 
GEO. W. HOYT, 
President of the Senut 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the Ho 
Approved February 18, 1895. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Gover 
Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of many citizens of Skayit 
County, m the State of Washington, with reference to what is 
called Swinomish Slough. This is a body of navigable water °x- 
ros from La Conner, in Skagit County, to the tide flats at t!i 
head of what is known as Padills Bay. The slough is now «1)'y 
navigable for steamers upon the Sound at high tide, and the peti- 
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re of this slough, as very great advantage will accrue 

omer the entire salem, particularly all parties navigating 
the waters of Puget Sound, from the fact that the opening up of 
the slough will give a direct route from Seattle, Tacoma, and 
other large cities and towns upon the Sound, thus avoiding the 
open straits and the dangers from the winds and waves of the 
ocean in passing through what is known as Deception Pass, which 
furnishes waterway between Fidalgo and Whidby Island, and 
which is also dangerous to navigation_on account of the narrow- 
ness of the channel and the strong and dangerous tidal currents. 

There is a class of vessels of moderate draft which now have to 
zo through this pass and out into the open straits on their way to 
the cities on Bellingham Bay. The opening up of this Swinomish 
Slough passage will give them a direct in!and route between the 
archipelago and the mainland, Congress has already taken up this 
improvement and there have been considerable appropriations 
made for the purpose, but not enough to make the money already 
spent effective, and it is needful now to obtain sufficient money to 
complete the improvement. There is an extremely rich and pro- | 
ductive region all along the line of this interior channel, which is | 
famous for its crops of cereals, especially oats. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr.SQUIRE. Ipresenta petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Port Townsend, in the State of Washington, concerning the 
military reservation known as Fort Townsend, in Jefferson County, 
in that State, which has been abandoned by the War Department | 
and transferred to the Interior Department. The petitioners pray 
that in case of any disposition of these lands by the General Gov- 
ernment restitution be made for the loss sustained by the locality 
in which it is situated for the relief of school district No. 1, and 
in aid of and in furtherance of the free-school system. 
I will state that I have personally conferred with citizens and 





business men of Port Townsend in a large meeting held with a 
view to consider this question, and [ know it to be the unanimous 
sentiment of the people of that section of the State that the land 
comprised in this abandoned reservation should be transferred to 
the authorities of the school district in which the land is situated. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the Thirty-second W ard Republican Club, 
of Chicago, Il., praying that the United States Government put 
forth its best efforts to prevent the further massacre of Armenians 
in the Turkish dominion and insisting that the Government of Tur- 
key guarantee to the Armenians safety of life, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Talations. 

He also presented the petition of William Kirbaugh, of Dahl- 
gren, [ll., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 329, to remove 
the charge of desertion from his record as a soldier; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Gale, of Yorkville, Ill., 
praying for the adoption of asystem of Government banking; 
which was referred to the Conimittee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Gen. George A. McCall Post, No. 31, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westchester, Pa., praying for the speedy rec- | 
ognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle | 
for freedom; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the board of managers of the Trades League, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the removal of the 
shoals in the Delaware Bay and River beginning at Dueck Creek 
Flats and extending upstream to the head of deep-water naviga- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 85, American Pro- 
tective Association, of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution compelling aliens to reside a 
number of years in this country before the voting franchise is 
extended to them; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the system of internal 
taxation and the imposition of any new tariff tax upon materials 
which can not be produced at home, and praying that the single 
ad valorem duties in the present tariff be changed to specific or 
mixed ad valorem and specific duties, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a peetion in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., praying for a speedy 





recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
_ teoadom; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ons, 
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Mr. PUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R.13) granting the 
State of Pennsyluania permission to use the United States court- 
houses at Scranton, Pa., and at Williamsport, Pa., to report it 
with the recommendation that it pass with two amendments. 
The amendments are, first, in line 9 to strike out the words 
‘‘time of such occupation shall begin, to wit, in” and insert 
‘first day of,” and, second, to strike out the preamble. I am 
instructed by the committee to ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in line 9, after the words “‘ from the,” to strike out the words 
‘**time of such occupation shall begin, to wit, in” and insert *‘ first 
day of ;” so as to read: 

In each year, for the period of five years from the Ist day of January, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us understand this measure. 
the expenses to be paid? 
the jomt resolution? 

Mr. PUGH. The expenses are to be paid by the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Janitor service, and everything? 

Mr. PUGH. Everything. The United States is freed from any 
expenses whatever. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution as amended be read. 
It is very brief. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution as amended, as follows: 

Resoived, etc., That full permission be, and the same is hereby, granted to 
the State of Pennsylvania and to the superior court of snid State to occupy the 
United States court room and the rooms connected therewith at Scranton, in 
the county of Lackawanna, during the month of January, and at Williams- 

sort, in the county of Lycoming, during the month of February, in each year, 

or the period of five years from the Ist day of January, 1806, for the purpose of 
holding the sessions of said court therein, and that during said period concur- 
rent jurisdiction, sofar as is necessary, over said property be, and the same is 
hereby, ceded to the Stateof Pennsylvania for said purposes, so that the ses- 
sions of said courts in said buildings and rooms may be, during said period, 
fully legalized: Provided, That the commissioners of each of said counties of 
Lackawanna and Lycoming shall pay to the United States each the sum of 
$100 per annum for the use of said rooms for the time aforesaid: And provided 
Surther, That said rooms shall be kept in good repair at the expense of the 
State of Pennsylvania, and that said commissioners shall further provide 
necessary light and heat for said rooms at their own expense, and at the end 
of said period of five years the use of said rooms shall be relinquished to the 
United States by the said State of Pennsylvania and the said superior court 
in as good condition as before the occupancy of said rooms by said court. 

Provided further, That the sessions of said superior court shall in no way 
eames with the sessions of the said circuit and district courts of the United 

ates. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Government is to be paid at the rate of 
$100 year? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; $100 per annum for five years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rooms to be occupied one month each 
year, or two months? 

Mr. PUGH. They will occupy the court-house until the State 
provides rooms for holding the court. The commissioners are 
required to provide the rooms until the legislature shall make 
provision for holding the court. It is said that it may take five 
years’ time and it may take less, but during the »ears the court is 
held in the United States building the commissio.uers will pay $100 
per annum. 

Mr. QUAY. It is really $100 a month that will be paid, for the 
room is to be occupied but one month in the year under the terms 
of the joint resolution. I will state, for the information of the 
Senator from Missouri, the necessity for the passage of the joint 
resolution. The State of Pennsylvania last year created a new 
court, for which there are no accommodations. Under the act 
of assembly the court is required to meet at these specific places, 
where the United States has buildings with court rooms which are 
not in use at the time when the State of Pennsylvania will need 
them for its court; and it is merely desired that the United States 
shall permit the use of its court rooms for the purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘I suggest that the joint resolution be so 
amended as to state what the Senator says, that $100 shall be paid 
for and during the month of such occupation. 

Mr. QUAY. It is really $100 a mani tas is to be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that in the way the joint resolution 
reads it will beyond question be interpreted to be at the rate of 
$100 a year, which would be a little over $8 for one month. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest, to remove the objection of the Senator 
from Missouri, which does not strike me with the force it strikes 
him, that the joint resolution be amended so as to read ‘‘ shall pay 
each the sum of $500, to be paid in five yearly payments.” That 
means the same thing. 

Mr. QUAY. That amendment is unobjectionable. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, in line 18, after the word “each,” I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘ the sum of $100 per annum” and insert 
** the sum of $500, to be paid in five yearly payments.” 


How are 
Will the Senator from Alabama explain 
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Mr. CULLOM. For the use of the building for one month each 


year? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on the Judiciary re- 
port to strike out the preamble. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment striking out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 578) for the relief of 
James Crutchett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.574) granting a pension to Caro- 
line A. Slocum; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.575) for the relief of George W. 
Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 576) increasing the pension of 
those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 577) providing for 

stal savings banks; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 578) for the relief of William 
Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 579) granting a pension to Ann 
App; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 580) for the relief of John P. Leit- 
zell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Mil‘tary Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 581) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Hiram Somerville; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 582) to amend section 2324 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

He also ietsnmased a bill (S. 583) to grant a pension to Eli D. 
Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 584) to provide a temporary 

overnment for that portion of the Indian Territory occupied 
by the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and to be hereafter 
known as the Territory of Indianola; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that the bill may lie on the table for the 
present, as I desire at some time hereafter to submit some re- 
marks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 585) granting a pension to 
Martha R. Hitchcock; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 586) to fix the rank and pay 
of certain retired officers of the United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 587) to adjust the pensions of those 
who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in them; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 588) for the relief of William H. 
Hugo; which was read twice by its title, ar. referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 589) for the relief of C. B. 
Bryan & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 590) for the relief of Payne, James 
& Co.; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 591) to authorize the sale 
of the site of St. Francis Barracks, Fla., the sale or removal of 
the improvements thereof, and to provide for a new site and the 
construction of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 592) authorizing the exchange of 
lot 6 of square 10, known as the old custom-house lot, in the cit 
of St. Augustine, Fla., for lands adjoining that part of the United 
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States military reservation in said city designated asthe powd:r- 
house lot; which was read twice by its title, and voleeved to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 593) to amend an act entitled ‘Ap 
act to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of 
the United States,” placing enlisted men on the retired list after 
they shall have served thirty years in the United States Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, ani, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 594) for the relief of Augustus 
Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom), - 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 595) for the relief of Lieut. T. R, 
Kennedy, Company F, Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 596) for the relief of James Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce 
on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 597) for the relief of Samuel S. Boyer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 598) to adjust the pensions of those 
who have lost limbs, or have been totally disabled in them, or have 
additional disabilities; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 599) to remove the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations and give the right of appeal in certain ca 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committve 
on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 600) grantinga pension to Mrs. Anna 
Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 601) granting a pension to Clara R. 
Rodgers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill - 602) granting a pension to Elias 
Demus, of Indiana, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Cominittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 603) for the relief of Robert Brig- 
ham, late postmaster at Franklin, Pa.; which was read twice by 
its = and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also introduceda bill (S. 604) granting an increase of pension 
to Francis C. McDermitt; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 605) relieving the personal repre- 
sentatives of John Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for 
the Territory of New Mexico, from the requirements of section 833 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (8. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. 
McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 607) to correct the military record 
of George W. Pilcher; which wasread twice by its title, and, with 
— accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 608) to amend the mili- 
tary record of John A. Miller; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 609) for the relief of Mary 
Chambers, widow of Thomas Chambers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced #bill (S. 610) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion standing against Thomas Owens, late a private of Company 
I, One hundred and thirty-sixth New York Infantry Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 611) donating condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to the Michigan Soldiers’ Home; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 612) for the relief of William Van 
Dresser, alias James Johnson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 613) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 614) for therelief of James G. Reed; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ: 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Mar- 
tin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
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Mr. VOORHEES introduced a biil (S. 616) granting a pension 
to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the 
rate of $200 per month; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : ; 

He also introduced a bill (5.617) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary E. Law; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 618) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. 
Comly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 2 ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Florence W. Buskirk; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.620) granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who were confined in Confederate prisons; which was | 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal rep- | 
resentative of George McDougall, deceased; which was read twice | 
bv its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 622) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

“Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 623) to carry out | 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Augustus P. | 
Burditt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 624) to pension Mary D. Jackson 
and Rebecca F. Dinsmore; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 625) granting a pension to | 
Nellie L: Groshon; which was read twice by-its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 626) providing for disposal of lands 
on abandoned portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reserva- 
tion, in Montana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 627) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 628) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Miami; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 629) to authorize the erection | 
of post-office buildings, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- | 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 630) regulating the procedure in 
criminal causes in the States of North and South Dakota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 631) granting a pension to 
Lewis L. Ratliff; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 632) granting a pension to Thomas | 
Glynn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 633) granting a pension to Hannah 
G. Huff; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 634) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. Gabriel Le Breton Deschapelles; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 635) for the relief of | 
Albert E. Redstone; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 636) to authorize the construction | 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Cham- 
berlain, in Brule County, and Lyman County, in the State of South 
Dakota; which was read twice by its title; and referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 687) granting a pension to | 
George M. Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 638) granting an increase of 
pension to John Nichols; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 639) to amend section num- 
bered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relatin 
to mining claims; which was read twice by its title, and referre 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Jo- 
seph W. Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 








Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 641) to promote Commodore 
Louis C. Sartori, now on the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear- 
admiral on said list, in accordance with his original position on 
the Navy Register; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 642) for the relief of Commodore 
Oscar C. Badger; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 643) for the relief of William R. 
Steinmetz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 644) to refund certain import duties; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Ezra 
J. Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 647) granting a pension to Edmund 
C. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 648) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, 
administrator; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 649) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Moore English; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Grad- 
uate School of Medicine of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Jane 
L. Buckingham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, 
administratrix of the estate of James L. Day. deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 653) for the relief of C. W. Michaels; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 654) to prevent citizens of the 
United States from soliciting or receiving and accepting titles, 
patents of nobility, or degrees of honor from foreign nations, and 
for other purposes; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the bill be read at length and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That fromand after the passage of this act 
citizens of the United States of America shall be prohibited from soliciting 
or receiving and accepting titles, patents of nobility, or degrees of honor 
from any foreign government or representative thereof; and any such citi- 
zen who shall solicit or receive and accept any such title, patent of nobility 


| or degree of honor from any foreign government or representative there« if 


shall by that fact become disfranchised: Provided, That nothing herein con- 


| tained shall be soconstrued as to prevent any ecclesiastical organization from 


conferring titles or degrees of honor on its members. 

Sec. 2. That any citizen of the United States who shall solicit, or receive 
and accept, any title, patent of nobility, or degree of honor, from any foreign 
government or representative thereof shall be deemed guilty of a crime, and, 
on conviction thereof, shall be punished by disfranchisement, and be deprived 
of the privilege of holding office under the Government of the United States 
and under the government of any State or Territory in the United States, and 
be adjudged to pay a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 and be 
committed to prison at hard labor for not less than one year nor more 
than five years and shall pay the costs of prosecution. 

Sec. 3. Any person violating the provisions of this act by soliciting. or re- 
ceiving and accepting any title, patent of nobility, or degree of honor, herein 

srohibited, from any foreign government or representative thereof may be 
indicted and tried in any State or United States court of general criminal 
jurisdiction in any court or district in which the offense may have been com- 
mitted, or in which he may be found or be arrested. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 655) to amend the 
laws granting patents to inventors and for the condemnation of 
inventions for the public use; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 656) appropriating $125,000 for 
the construction of a light-house tender for the Gulf coast of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 657) to provide for the erection of 
range lights at St. Josephs Bay, Florida. and at St. Andrews Bay, 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 658) to place the improvement of 
the harbors of Fernandina, Pensacola, St. Johns River, and other 
placesin Florida under contract, and making appropriations there- 
for; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 659) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Ocala, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 660) to Po for 
making conduits in Washington and the District of Columbia, and 
for better and cheaper lights and electric appliances; which was 
read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing time for vessels 
to unlade; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He introduced a bill (S. 662) for the relief of William S. 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 663) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Philip Pflueger, late of 
Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affuirs. 

He also introdneed a bill (S. 664) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Joseph Riese, alias Julius Rosier, late of Company D, 
Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 665) to confer the rank and pay of 
a first lieutenant of infantry upon the director of gymnastics and 
instructor in swordsmanship at the United States Military Acad- 
emy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the 
United States Revised Statutes concerning sw ns, assistant 
surgeons, and other medical officers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read tvyrice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 667) for the relief of Wilbur 
F. McCue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 668) for the relief of 
William T. Robertson, administrator of Ira A. Sprouse, deceased, 
late of Scott County, State of Mississippi; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 669) for the relief of Henry C. 
Nichols, of Marshall County, State of Mississippi; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 670) for the relief of John C. Bailey, 
administrator of Andrew Nichols, of Marshall County, State of 
Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 671) for the relief of John C. 
Bailey, of Marshall County, Miss.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 672) for the relief of George C. 
Harper, of Scott County, Miss.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 673) granting 
a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major general, 
United States Army Volunteers; which was read twice by its 


title. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Sona The proposed beneficiary of this 
bill was long a member of this ar and has a most excellent 
record as a soldier, having been an officer not only in the Mexican 
war, but in the late war of the rebellion. He is now in ve 
indigent circumstances, and by reason of bodily infirmity he is 
unable to do any work whatever. For reasons I ask the 
Committee on Pensions, when organized, to give the bill early 
attention. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 674) for the relief of Jennie M. 
Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 675) to amend section 34 of 
an act entitled “‘ An act ing appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 80, 1892, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 
ee read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pupiic ° 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 676) to amend an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the 1 year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 

urposes,” approved March 2, 1895; which was read twice by its 
ee ane referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (8. 677) to provide American reg- 
isters for the barks Minde and Johan Iuchoig: which was read julie 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


62 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





















DECEMBER 9, 


He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 678) for the relief 
Agnes and Maria De Leon; which was read twice by its title, a), 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I introduce a bill, and wish to make a brief 
een noes it. It provides forthe establishment of a 

actory on the Pacific Coast for the manufacture of heavy » 
and other ordnance for the use of the Army. It also provides 
the appointment of a board, to consist of three officers of the Ari),, 
to examine and report what is the most suitable site for the er. c- 
tion of such a plant as is provided for by the biil. 

I wish to state that a similar bill was reported favorably by {})o 
Committee on Coast Defenses several years ago, and that in (|), 
fortifications appropriation act of 1892 an appropriation was 1):\\Je 
of $2,500 for the payment of the expenses of a board, to consist of 
three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, to seloct 
a suitable site fer a gun factory to be established on the Pac ific 
Coast. Upon inquiry at the War Department I have ascertained 
that up to this time no such board has been appointed, and it js 
probable that the appropriation which was made in 1892 is 10 
now available. It is quite possible that the delay has occurred 
partly on account of the mixed character of the proposed board, 
At the time of the appropriation it was manent that the Navy 
Department might also be interested in the manufacture of larve 
guns on the Pacific Coast. In the present bill the latter is not 
contemplated, and it is deemed by the officers connected with the 
War Department that there is now no necessity to have a bourd 
to consist partly of officers of the Army and partly of officers of 
the Navy; that it will be sufficient to have officers of the Army 
alone on such a board; furthermore, that it is not necessary that 
there should be a distinct appropriation for this purpose, as the 
ener the board to be created under the terms of this bill, if 
it e a law, being only traveling expenses, can be paid as 
usual out of the funds appropriated in the general appropriation 
bill for the Army for this purpose. 

With this explanation I introduce the bill, and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The bill (S. 679) to provide for the establishment of a gun factory 
for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance on the Pa: 
Coast was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Coast Defenses. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 680) for the relief of 
James Linskey from the operation of the act restricting the ownvr- 
ship of real estate in the Territories and the District of Columbia 
to American citizens; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 681) for the 
relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A. Burwell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 17) providing 
for certain surveys in the State of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask that the jointresolution may lie on the ia)le 
for the present; and I shall request the Senate, by unanimous ( 
sent, to pass it at the conclusion of the routine morning business. 
a ICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 

e. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 18) to author- 
ize the purchase of the painting by Victor Nehlig, representing 
Pocahontas saving the life of Capt. John Smith; which was reud 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS. 


Mr. BRICE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), T)at 
Se ES a oe 
MVNimi<«£ 


CRIPPLE CREEK DISTRICT, COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the womeet Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government ting Office, at the earliest day practi- 
cable, 5,000 copies in separate form, with paper covers, of the paper entitled 
“Geology mining industries of the © Creek district, Color:( 

constituting pages | to 200 of part 2 of the Sixteenth Annual Report. ° 
United States Geological Survey, with the Sec illustrations, of 
ae rt; oe 1 be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 copies for the of 
— of tatives, and 500 copies for distribution by the Geological 

y: 


IMPRISONMENT OF JOHN L. WALLER. 


Mr. BAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in hi lg- 
ment not neces with the public interest, to commnmnicate to th) Se 
ate all information which has been received by him or by the State |) 
ment in to the arrest and trial of John L. Waller, a citizen 6 
United States, by French authorities in the Island of Madagascar.) !s 
imprisonment in Paris, in the Republic of France, including all corre-)) 24" 
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ward Telfair Wetter, United States consul at Madagascar, 
= between OF. Uhl, of the Department of State, and all records, docu- 


— . and evidence in any way touching said matters in his possession or in 
ment 5. 


possession of the State Department. 
INDIAN RIVER CANAL, FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
” pesolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to send to the Senate any 
information the Department may have as to the condition of the canal on 
Indian River authorized to be built by the State of Florida, and whether it 
~ the tide waters of the United States, subject to its admiralty jurisdic- 
ti =: whether any work has been done = it or is now being done upon it. 
The Secretary of War is further directed, if such information is not on file in 
the War Department, to order the officers of the Engineer Corps on duty in 
Florida to re’ to him the facts in relation to the subject of this resolution, 
and submit the same to the Senate as soon as it may be received. 


STATUES OF JOHN STARK AND DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of the late John Stark and Daniel Webster 15,000 additional 
copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, concerning this resolution 
I simply desire-to say that the calts for the document referred to 
are very frequent and pressing. It is a valuable historical docu- 
ment, and I trust that the Committee on Printing, to which I de- 
sire the resolution to go, may take a favorable view of the resolu- 
tion and re it back promptly. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, in the absence of objection. 


SPECIAL REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate Document No. 7, being a special report 
of the Librarian of Congress, be printed, one-half cf said number to be for 
distribution by the Librarian. 


CUSTODY OF MINOR CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution: which was read: 
. Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, directed 
to inquire into and ascertain what is the existing law in the District of Co- 
lumbia in relation to the custody of minor children, and especially to ascer- 
tain whether, under the law as it now stands in said District, the father of 
any minor children may dispose of their custody after his death by provisions 
in his last will ard testament. Said committee is instructed to report the re- 
sult = its investigation to the Senate, and its conclusions thereupon by bill 
or otherwise. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I venture to call the attention of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to the importance of an early 
investigation into this question. Ido not know anything about 
the facts of the controversy in the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia, which has oecupied the newspapers for some time past, but I 
do know that it seems intolerable to me that we should live longer 
under any system of law or any decision or any common law 
which authorizes any father of children in his last will and testa- 
ment to dispose entirely of the custody of those children after he 
shall have passed from the earth; and I hope the committee will 
take this subject up at an early day and report its conclusions to 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that questions such as this have heretofore invariably gone to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and not to the Judiciary 
Committee. Of course I have no pride of opinion about it, nor 
any particular desire as to where the resolution shall go, but if 
the precedents of the past are to be followed the resolution ought 
to be addressed to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
instead of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE. Neither have I any wish about the matter as to 
which committee the resolution shall go. It is a pure question of 
law. Ithas been claimed in the courts, with considerable assev- 
eration and emphasis, that under the common law, which is applied 
to this District and government in certain respects, the father of 
minor children may absolutely dis 

erhaps their mother after his death. Whether or not that be the 

aw Ido not know. I look upon it asa pure matter of law for the 
law committee of the Senate to investigate. It is true the question 
appertains to the District of Columbia alone in location, and being 
simply an investigation into a law question, and not a question of 
the government of the District, nor the administration of the gov- 
ernmentin the District, I indicated the Committee on the Judiciary. 
lam willing that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, the 
Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. Harris], and the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr, PucH], representing those two committees, shall settle 
4s to which committee the resolution shall go. I only wish that 
it shall be looked into and seen if we have any such relic of bar- 
baric law in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I certainly am indifferent personally as to 
Where the resolution may go. While it is purely a question of 
law, itis purely a question of law of this particular locality, of 


of their custody, ousting 
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this District. Such questions have uniformly heretofore gone to 
the District Committee. I shall not make it the subject of a mo- 
tion. I have fully performed what I conceive to be my duty in 
making the suggestion I have made to the Senator from Maine 
and to the Senate. 

oo HALE. Lhave no objection to the resolution being so re- 
ferred. 

Mr.HOAR. Mr. President, I think the practice of the Senate has 
invariably been since I have been here to refer ali questions affect- 
ing the jurisprudence of the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District, whether they be pure questions of jurisprudence 
or not. The various codifications of the laws relating to the Dis- 
trict, which have been proposed from time to time on particular 
subjects, have always come from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The members of that committee give hearings, which 
the Committee on the Judiciary never does, to the citizens of the 
District of Columbia, who are in the habit of communicating for 
a thousand purposes with the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and the members of that committee are necessarily obliged, in 
the course of their duties, to have a familiarity with the laws 
applicable here which the members of the Judiciary Committee 
never get. Sol would suggest the amendment which has been 
proposed, that the resolution go to the Committee on the District, 
from whom it is likely to get a quicker report than from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be modified by striking out 
‘*the Committee on the Judiciary ” and inserting ‘‘ the Committee 
on the District of Columbia.” 1am entirely content with that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, without entering into the discussion 
of the appropriate committee to which this resolution should be 
referred, | simply want to state my objection to passing any reso- 
lution in regard to a case now pending in the courts of this Dis- 
trict. The question as to the right of a father to dispose of the 
custody or guardianship of his infant or minor children is one of 
the questions at issue in that case, whether the common law of 
England applies to this District now in that regard. That case, 
which has been reported in the newspapers here, excites a vast 
amount of feeling; it is being litigated now in the courts of the 
District, and for the Senate of the United States directly or indi- 
rectly to take any part in that litigation is bad practice, and I for 
one must enter my dissent to the passage of such a resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it is a question as to which com- 
mittee properly has jurisdiction to deal with the subject-matter 
of the resolution. It is immaterial to either of the committees 
which shall take charge of the matter, but it seems to me that the 
jadiciary system of this District and the jurisdiction of the courts 
of this District are matters to be investigated and reported upon 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

This is a purely legal question, and I fully concur with what 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has just stated, that any 
report that either committee should make upon this question would 
have no legal effect whatever and could not influence the action 
of the courts now having jurisdiction of this identical question. 
The question stated in that resolution is a pure matter of law aris- 
ing in a case pending in the courts, and of which the courts now 
have jurisdiction. For the Committee on the Judiciary or the 
Committee on the District of Columbia now to report the con- 
clusion to which they may come upon that purely abstract ques- 
tion of law would amount to nothing whatever in legal effect. 
It might be persuasive with the court and it might be that the 
conclusion of this law committee, made up of Senators whose 
profession is that of the law, and who had devoted their lives to 
the study of the law, would have influence with the court, but as 
an authority merely. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that such action ought 
not to be called for on the part of any committee of the Senate, 
because it can have no other effect than that which I have stated. 
But if the Senate wants a committee to report upon this purely 
abstract legal proposition, which is already pending in the courts, 
and over which they already have jurisdiction, if it is desired to 
have as an authority the opinion of the Judiciary Committee or of 
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia, to be acted upon and 
sanctioned by the Senate, I do not think that there is any question 
but that the proper committee to take charge of it is the Judiciary 
Committee. But I object to any such subject-matter being re- 
ferred to any committee of the Senate, because, as I have stated, 
any action upon it can have no legal effect whatever in the courts 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine and also the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary and of Senators generally to the fact 
that this very question was before the Judiciary Committee at the 
last Congress by a bill introduced on the subject, which was par- 
tially considered in the Judiciary Committee by a subcommittee, 
but owing to the fact of its being a short session of Congress and 
the press of business no final conclusion was reached upon it by 
the committee. 
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It is a matter, I agree, of very great importance and one that 
ought to be considered carefully by some committee. There 
should be, in my judgment, soms legislation on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, Senators entirely mistake the scope 
of the resolution. Itis not intended, and ought not to be intended, 
and could not be intended, as a matter of lawtoin any way affect 
any case that is now pending; but Senators know that much val- 
uable and important legislation is frequently passed by legislative 
bodies because certain cases which have arisen have called atten- 
tion to the necessity for new laws. I disclaimed in introducing the 
resolution any knowledge of the case that has been referred to in 
the courts; I have not even read the reports of the testimony; I 
know nothing about it and care nothing about it; but I have seen 
that it is alleged in the presentation of that case that the existing 
law in the District of Columbia authorizes the father of minor 
children by his will and testament toabsolutely dis of the cus- 
tody of those children after his death. Isay that is intolerable if 
that be the law, and the proper law committee, either the District 
Committee or the Judiciary Committee, ought to inquire and see 
if it is the law, and, if so, report a new statute, which can in no 
regard influence the case that is now pending. 

Toisas with the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from 
Missouri that nothing that we can do can affect the pending case, 
or ought to affect it; bui when we have discovered that there has 
been slumbering some relic of barbarity in the law applicable to 
this District I agree with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MItcHELL 
that it is so important a matter that any committee might be gl 
to take charge of it, and whatever the Senate concludes upon a re- 
port shall be the law hereafter, can not relate back, refer to, or 
control in the least the present case. I do not see that anyone 
ought to object to this resolution. 

r. HOAR. Ihave no objection to the resolution, but I wish 
to reaffirm my dissent from the suggestion of the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. PueH]. 

If it be true that because this is a pure question of law itshouid 
go to the Judiciary Committee, it follows that wherever in rela- 
tion to a subject to be dealt with by —— committee of the 
Senate a — question of law arises that also must go to the 
Judiciary Committee. It is presumed thatall the members of this 
body, whether oz have been practicing lawyers or not, under- 
stand the laws of the country for which they are to make laws, 
and whose laws they are to amend and repeal and reenact from 
time to time; and in the division of subjects among different com- 
mittees it has been always the custom of the Senate to take it for 
granted that every committee was able to deal with the legislation 
which related to its particular subject. If a law be proposed 
which purely affects the agriculture of thecountry, the Committee 
on Agriculture reports it, whether it be — legal or not. So of 
the Navy, and so of the Army. If a bill relating to the jurispru- 
dence of the District of Columbia went to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee last year it was by inadvertence, as I conceive, and not in ac- 
cordance with the uniform precedents of the Senate. 

The District of Columbia is a little government by itself. It 
has its own special laws, partly coming from laws established from 
time to time by Congress, and very largely inherited from the 
State of Maryland, of which the cities of Washington and George- 
town were once a part. Laws relating purely and simply to the 
punishment of larceny in the District of Columbia, the puishment 
of offenses in the highway, nuisances in the highway, the regula- 
tion of sales by merchants or by peddlers, all that class of laws 
which require criminal legislation, and all laws relating to the 
descent of estates in the District of Columbia, which are civil in 
their nature, have always been the subject of study and investi- 
 mosge by the Committee on the District of Columbia. The mem- 
vers Of the Committee on the District of Columbia are learned 
upon that particular subject, and if this resolution goes to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, it seems to me, we shall not only be 
taking from the Committee on the District of Columbia a large 
part of its proper jurisdiction, but by the same logic we shall have 
to take from every other committee of the Senate a large part of 
its ae oo 

r. HALE. I have modified the resolution by striking out “ the 
Committee on the Judiciary” and inserting ‘‘the Committee on 
the District of Columbia.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


BISCAYNE BAY AND PALM BEACH, FLORIDA, 
Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] this 


morning introduced a — resolution with reference to the im- 
rovement of Biscayne Bay. That Senator is in his seat, and I ask 
if there is any objection to that joint resolution being taken 

up and acted upon at the present time? It is based upon a report 
from the War Department; and if there be no objection, I ask 
that it be immediately considered. 
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Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection, and I should be very gl. j¢ 
the Senator from Florida would call up the joint resolution, as jt 
is a within his jurisdiction. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks 11), 
imous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolu 
which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 17) providing for 
certain surveys in the State of Florida, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the sum of $1,500 be, and the same hereby is, appro prj. 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate 6 


expended under the direction of the Secretary of War for a survey ani 2 
for the improvement of the entrance to Biscayne Bay, Florida, as 1 ¢ 1). 
mended = the Chief of Engineers in his letter of February 26, 1895, ani & 
survey and plans for the construction of a breakwater at Palm Beach, F).)\\j,: 
and the Secretary of Waris directed to report the result of such su v8 


together with plans and estimates for contemplated improvements, to « 
gress at the earliest practicable moment. 


By unanimoas consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MONTHLY STATEMENT OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the joint resolution from the House of Representatives in relation 
to the printing of the Monthly Summary Statement of Imports and 

rts 


e joint resolution (H. Res. 7) pies for the printing of 
the Monthly Summary Statement of Imports and Exports of the 
— of Statistics, Treasury Department, was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I introduced a bill similar 
to the joint resolution which has just been read, and as I desire to 
ask for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution, I shall 
make a very brief statement concerning it. 

The difficulty arises from an omission or a mistake in the print- 
last January. Prior to that time the Departments 
had authority to order printing done, but that act restricted them 
to 1,000 — I understand that the Treasury Department has 
used its 1, copies of this publication and is in want of more, 
while no member of the Senate or House of Representatives has a 
single copy of the document to send to his constituents, and the 
calls for it are very numerous. It is a very important document, 
and the action contemplated has been recommended by the Public 
Printer. 

I will state that I have consulted with the leading members of 
the Finance Committee on both sides‘of the Chamber, and they 
think we ought to pass the joint resolution at once. The matter 
is all stereotyped, and I understand the October statement is now 
about ready to go to press. AsI have stated, there are a great 
many calls for the document, and I trust there will be no objec- 
tion to the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shovld like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether 3,500 is the number which was previously 
printed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iunderstand that wasthenumber. How- 
ever, I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I think the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury had authority to have any number printed 
that he chose to call for. 

Mr.COCKRELL. He has not that authority under the present 
printing act. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ithink that was the number. I know that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has been consulted in regard tw the 
matter. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The power to print beyond a certain number 
is limited under the general law, and it cuts down the Depart- 
ments about one-half to two-thirds of the number they were ac- 
customed to have printed theretofore. The only question, in my 
opinion, is whether 3,500 copies will be sufficient. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I think I am correct in saying that this is 
substantially the same number that was formerly printed. 

Mr. GORMAN rose, 

Mr.GALLINGER. Very likely the Senator from Maryland 
can give us that information. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ican notstate definitely. I suggest, however, 
that the delay of a day will not make any material difference, and 
that the joint resolution had better be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is some merit in this case, but 
we are constantly a led to by the Departments for an inc reas¢ 
of printing, and it is almost impossible to do it unless we rvpeal 
the present law. I trust that the joint resolution will be re{vrred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred in the absence 
of objection. 
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FUR-SEAL FISHERY CLAIMS. 


Mr. MORGAN. If there is no further morning business to be 
presented I desire to call up the resolution which I[ submitted last 
week, and, with the consent of the Senate, will make some re- 
marks on it at this time. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from Alabama, 


hich will be read. 
5 The resolution submitted by Mr. MorGAN on the 3d instant was 


read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the message of the President received by the Senate on 13th 
February, 18%, an message read in the Senate to-day, relating to the 
payment by the United States of the claims of Great Britain arising out of 
the Bering Sea controversy, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, with instruction that said committee examine into the question of such 
liability to Great Britain and the amount thereof, if any, and of any liability 
on the part of Great Britain or Canada arising out of said controversy; and 
that said committee shall have authority to report by bill or otherwise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

solution. 

7 Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I find that recent events, to 
which I will refer on this occasion, impose on me the personal 
duty, as well as the duty that rests upon me as a Senator, a mem- 
ber of the Tribunal of Arbitration which sat in Paris in 1893, 
and as chairman of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to reply to certain statements, strictures, and criticisms sent out 
through the American press by the British Government touching 
the attitude of Congress toward what is called the Bering Sea 
controversy. 

I will not undertake to cover the whole ground of this dispute 
until a complete examination is made necessary by the adoption of 
the resolution now before the Senate, if it is adopted, but will en- 
deavor to put the Senate in possession of the leading facts involved 
in the scope of that inquiry, and that should cause us at once to 
enter upon the proposed investigation. 

The questions presented in this dispute are broad enough and 
plain enough to be decided without resort to hair-splitting analysis 
or merely artful methods of discussion, and I will endeavor to 
examine them in that view. The question whether a negotiation 
respecting the liability of the United States to Great Britain for the 
seizure of sealing vessels in Bering Sea under the orders of Mr. 
Cleveland’s first Administration shall take place, or should have 
taken place, under the treaty of February 29, 1892, is still an open 
question, and has not been closed by any part or feature of the 
award of the Tribunal of Arbitration. On thecontrary, asI shall 
presently proceed to show, that tribunal expressly refused to make 
any decision of the question of such liability or that the seizure 
of the vessels under Mr. Cleveland’s order was illegal. 

Article VIII of the treaty, relating to the question of damages 
for those seizures, is as follows: 


Vil. 


The high contracting ties having found themselves unable to agree 
upon a reference which l include the op of the liability of each for 
the injuries alleged to have been sustained by the other, or by its citizens, in 
eonnection with the claims presented and urged by it, and being solicitous 
that this subordinate question should not interrupt or longer delay the sub- 
mission and determination of the main questions,do agree that either may 
submit to the arbitrators any question of fact involved in said claims and 
ask for a finding thereon, the questior of the liability of either Government 
upon the facts found to be the subject of further negotiations. 


Articles VI and VII of the treaty are as follows: 
ARTICLE VI. 


In deciding the matters submitted to the arbitrators it is agreed that the 
following five points shall be submitted to them, in order that their award 
shall embrace a distinct decision upon each of said five points, to wit: 

First. What exclusive jurisdiction in the sea now known as the Bering 
Sea and what exclusive rights in the seal fisheries therein did Russia assert 
- ee prior and up to the time of the cession of Alaska to the United 
. 8 

Second. How far were these claims of jurisdiction as to the seal fisheries 
recognized and conceded by Great Britain? . : 

Third. Was the body of water now known as the Bering Sea included in the 
phrase “ Pacific Ocean,” as used in the treaty of 1825 between Great Britain 
and Russia, and what ee if any, in the Bering Sea were held and exclu- 
sively exercised by Russia after said treaty? hie . 

Fourth. Did not all the rights of Russia as to jurisdiction and as to the seal 
fisheries in Bering Sea east of the water boundary in the treaty between 
the United States and Russia of the 30th March, 1867, pass unimpaired to the 
United States under that treaty? : 

Fifth. Has the United States any right—if so, what right of protection or 

roperty in the fur seals frequenting the islands of the United Statesin Bering 

when such seals are found outside the ordinary 3-mile limit? 


ARTICLE VII. 


If the determination of the foregoing questions as to the exclusive juris- 
diction of the United States shall leave the subject in such a position that the 
concurrence of Great Britain is necessary to the establishment of regulations 
for the proper protection and preservation of the fur seals in or habitually 
resorting to the Bering the arbitrators shall then determine what con- 
current regulations outside the jurisdictional limits of the respective Govern- 
ments are necessary, and over what waters such regulations should extend; 
and to aid them in ‘that determination the report of a joint com: on, to 
be sppointed by the respective Governments, shall be laid before them, with 
such other e nce as either Government may submit. 

The high contracting parties furthermore agree to cooperate in securing 
the adhesion of other powers to such regulations. 
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The part of the award which relates to the question of liability 
for damages in our dealings with those sealing vessels is as fol- 
lows: 

AWARD AND DECLARATIONS. 


Findings of fact proposed by the agent of Great Britain and agreed to and 
approved by the agent for the United States, and submitted to the Tribunal of 
Arbitration for its consideration. 


1. That the several searches and seizures, whether of ships or goods, and 
the several arrests of masters and crews, respectively mentioned in the Sched- 
ule to the British Case, pages 1 to 60, inclusive, were made by the authority 
of the United States Government. The questions as to the value of the said 
vessels or their contents, or either of them, and the question as to whether 
the vessels mentioned in the Schedule to the British Case, or any of them, 
were wholly or in part the actual property of citizens of the United States, 
have been withdrawn from and have not been considered by the tribunal, 
it being understood that it is open to the United States to raise these ques- 
tions, or any of them, if they think fit, in any future negotiations as to the 
liability of the United States Government to pay the amounts mentioned in 
the schedule to the British Case. 

2. That the seizures aforesaid, with the exception of the Pathfinder, seized 
at Neah Bay, were made in Bering Sea at the distances from shore mentioned 
in the schedule annexed hereto, marked C. 

3. That the said several searches and seizures of vessels were made by pub- 
lic armed vessels of the United States, the commanders of which had, at the 
several times when they were made, from the executive department of the 
Government of the United States, instructions, a copy of one of which is an- 
nexed hereto, marked A, and that the others were, in all substantial re- 
spects, the same; that in all the instances in which proceedings were had in 
the district courts of the United States resulting in condemnation, such pro- 
ceedings were begun by the filing of libels, a copy of one of which is annexed 
hereto, marked B, and that the libels in the Ghee proceedings were in all 
substantial respects the same; that the alleged acts or offenses for which 
said several searches and seizures were made were in each case done or com- 
mitted in Bering Sea at the distances from shore aforesaid, and that in each 
case in which sentence of condemnation was passed, except in those cases 
when the vessels were released after condemnation, the seizure was adopted 
by the Government of the United States, and in those cases in which the ves- 
sels were released the seizure was made by the authority of the United States; 
that the said fines and imprisonments were for alleged breaches of the mu- 
nicipal laws of the United States, which alleged breaches were wholly com- 
mitted in Bering Sea at the distances from the shore aforesaid. 

4. That the several orders mentioned in the schedule annexed hereto and 
marked C, warning vessels to leave or not to enter Bering Sea, were made 
by public armed vessels of the United States, the commanders of which ‘had, 
at the several times when they were given, like instructions as mentioned in 
finding 3, and that the vessels so warned were engaged in sealing or prosecut- 
ing voyages for that purpose, and that such action was adopted by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

5. That the district courts of the United States in which any proceedings 
were had or taken for the pu of condemning any vessel seized, as men- 
tioned in the schedule to the case of Great Britain, pages 1 to 60, inclusive, 
had all the jurisdiction and powers of courts of admiralty, including the prize 
jurisdiction, but that in each case the sentence pronounced by the court was 

ed upon the grounds set forth in the libel. 


It is the plain, palpable, and unmistakable fact, of which the 
text and context of these papers admit of no doubt or sincere 
question, that the Tribunal of Arbitration did not attempt, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to consider or decide any question of the lia- 
bility of the United States for those sealing vessels seized by order 
of the President, or the amount of damages incurred under such 
seizures, or whether such damages, if so incurred, were due to 
British subjects or to American citizens. This fact was stated to 
our Government in the report of our agent, Hon. John W. Foster, 
to Secretary Gresham, August 17, 1893, from which I quote: 

It will be seen from the decision of the tribunal that a finding of facta, 
agreed upon by counsel, was rendered in accordance with Article VIII of the 
treaty. his finding will be found to relate entirely to the facts of the seiz 


ures and, as agreed to by counsel, did not in any manner involve the question 
of liability or the value or ownership of the vessels. 


The tribunal obeyed the mandate of the treaty under which it 
existed, and expressly refused to consider any of those matters, 
and remanded their consideration to the further negotiations of 
the treaty powers as original questions, which they never had any 
right to deal with. 

Great Britain, however, contends that the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion considered and decided this question of liability asa necessary 
inference from one feature in the record, which was itself a col- 
lateral question, and did not control or concern the real question 
before that body, the protection and preservation of the Alaskan 
seal herd. 

If the President had sentto the Senate the diplomatic agreement 
made by him with Great Britain, in which a committal to the 
British contention is sought to be apparently avoided by a compro- 
mise, but is in fact admitted without reserve or qualification, the 
vote of this body would have settled the attitude of the country 
by accepting or rejecting that agreement. If Congress should 
thereafter appropriate the coveted ‘‘lump sum” to satisfy the 
British demand, we would at least have been free from the hu- 
miliating attitude of accepting and indorsing a falsehood as the 
decision of the Tribunal of Arbitration, and of paying citizens of 
the United States for criminal wrongs done to their country. 

The reassertion by the President of the justice and rightfulness 
of the demand of the British Government made upon the United 
States with the insulting arrogance of an ultimatum, requires of 
Congress that its refusal at its last session to vote the lump sum 
of $425,000 to satisfy this demand should be defended upon the prin- 
ciples and facts that justified that vote. 
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For reasons of the gravest character, the Senate has a special 
duty to perform on this occasion, in the assertion of its rightful 
and undeniable constitutional power of passing upon and accept- 
ing or rejecting all diplomatic agreements with foreign Govern- 
ments that the President may make. 

It is a wise and indispensable provision of the organic law that 
the President can not act alone, or with any other body except the 
Senate, in any way to bind the United States in an executory cove- 
nant with a foreign power. I will never consent, whatever may 
be his opinion of or relations to the Senate or to Senators, that the 
President shall confine the consideration of such matters to theleg- 
islative powers of the Senate or Congress, thereby ignoring the 
treaty-making powers of this body. 

It is this palpable departure from the requirements of the Con- 
stitution that makes it incumbent on the Senate to make the 
investigation proposed in the resolution I have offered. The arbi- 
tration treaty of February 29, 1892, is the supreme law of the land, 
and is mandatory upon Congress and the President, and it is his 
duty and ours to obey and execute it. If Congress votes to exe- 
cute the agreement between the President and Great Britain by 
appropriating the $425,000, it will do so merely in the exercise of 
the power of appropriation, but it can not confirm that executory 
diplomatic agreement until it has been ratified by the Senate. 

will now proceed to discuss the merits of that agreement and 
some other matters connected with it. 

The controlling fact and the key to the situation which results 
from the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration made at Paris 
is this: That Great Britain and the United States agreed that it 
was to the mutual interest of both nations, and was a mutual 
duty of humanity, and was for the advantage of legitimate com- 
merce, and a proper subject for the friendly cooperation of all the 
maritime PP that security and proper protection should be 
given to the Alaskan seal herd through the exercise of all just 
powers of ore Sa the same might be rightfully 
exerted by the United States alone or by the concurrent action of 
the two treaty powers under regulations to be established by a 
tribunal of arbitration. With this mutual purpose in mind, it at 
once is obvious that, as to the care to be exercised in the preserva- 
tion of the Alaskan fur seals, there was no controversy between 
these nations, and as to the best and most efficient method of pre- 
serving them from destruction there was no controversy or dispute, 
the decision of which could possibly result in an award by the arbi- 
trators in favor of one Government against the other. ere Was 
no national dispute whether one method of preserving the seals 
was wiser or better than another. If a method worse than some 
other that was s ted had been adopted by the tribunal, both 
Governments would have had cause to complain that their joint 
purpose had not been adequately executed. 

The Tribunal of Arbitration by the agreement of the treaty 
powers was discharged from the duty of considering the questions 
of the damages suffered by either for acts done during the period 
covered by the modus vivendi of 1891 and that of 1892 incorporated 
in the treaty of arbitration. 

This joint action removed from the tribunal the only questions 
upon which it was possible that an award could be predicated in 
favor of one Government against the other. 

The questions that remained for the consideration of the arbi- 
trators had no reference to any claim for by either Gov- 
ernment against the other, or any liability for such oomeane if 
any had been sustained. These matters were expressly ex nuded 
by the treaty from the consideration or award of the arbitrators. 

This left for the consideration of the arbitrators the question 
which had been discussed at t length by the two Govern- 
ments, whether the power and right to protect and preserve 
the Alaskan seals belonged to the United Btates exclusively, or 
whether it was necessary, as between them, that the protection 
of the seals should be accomplished under lations in which 
the two Governments would concur, and would make obliga 
upon their citizens or subjects through independent but parall 
legislation, and through Sarenee geen or concurrent national reg- 
ulation in execution of the award. 

It was the contention of the United States that the separate and 
exclusive power to protect and preserve the seals of the Alaskan 
herd existed in that Government, unaided and unobstructed by 
the subjects or the Government of Great Britain. 

This claim of the United States was formulated in five points or 
propositions in the treaty of arbitration, upon each of which the 
tribunal was required to render a separate decision. 

These five points I have quoted from the treaty. 

It is manifest that some of these questions are purely historical 
one of them is phical, and others are either questions of 
law or mixed questions of law and fact. A variety of functions 
other than juridical were thus imposed upon the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration, and these separate decisions demanded, each in its turn, 
the exercise of these distinctive offices by the arbitrators. j 

The laws of usage, custom, prescription, and of the construc- 
tion of treaties, as well as public and private international law, 
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and Russia relating to these questions, as well as alleged prev. 
dents from other States, were cited, argued, and urged before {!., 
Tribunal of Arbitration in support of the opposing contenti: 
on all of these five questions. 

These questions were special and were germane only to the })\r- 
ticular issues stated in the treaty and submitted to the tribur 
They could have no effect except as between the two Governme: 
and with reference only to the matters stated in the submiss 
which fixed the limits of the powers and jurisdiction of the 1» /- 
bunal of Arbitration. As decisions of principles of justice ai] 
equity, or of the law of nations, the awards of the arbitrators h 
no effect beyond the special matter submitted to them, and 
other nation is bound to respect them. 

Neither Great Britain nor the United States is bound to adh: rs 
to these decisions in a controversy with any other power. 

The Tribunal of Arbitration, by a majority vote, decided four of 
these questions adversely to the contention of the United Stai:s, 
If either of these four questions had been decided in favor of 1)\, 
contention of the United States, the question would have ari 
in a form that would have been seriously embarrassing, whet! 
the Tribunal of Arbitration had the power to proceed to estab! 
any concurrent regulations for the protection and preservation 
the Alaskan seals, for the reason that such a decision would hay 
established the right of the United States in Bering Sea in tho 
one case and on the Pacific Ocean in the other case to enforce tlie 
protection and preservation of the seals through her own sover: 

owers without regard to or in defiance of any opposition |y 
reat Britain. 

This was the pu and effect of the contention of the Unite: 
oe and only this, in the five points stated in Article VI of tho 

reaty. 

Those decisions denied to the United States the exclusive right 
of exercising sovereign power over the Alaskan seals outside the 
3-mile limit, and equally to Great Britain, if such a right had been 
claimed by that Government. 

But these decisions did not dispose of the matters submitted to 
the arbitrators by the treaty. 

On the contrary, those decisions made it expressly incumbent 
and mandatory upon the arbitrators that they should consider and 
establish (ordain) general concurrent regulations for the proper 
eae and preservation of the Alaskan seals, binding upon 

th Governments, to which, also, they should jointly invite the 
accession of other powers. 

In. performing this duty it is manifest that no judicial action 
was required and that no controversy between the treaty powers 
was submitted to them, or was required to be settled by the Tri!u- 
nal of Arbitration. 

This field of duty was opened to the tribunal by those decisions, 
and the United States and Great Britain met, without further 
disagreement, on the common ground of their earnestly professed 
and proclaimed desire and purpose of providing for the protection 
and preservation of the Alaskan fur seals. 

The questions then remaining for consideration were not formu- 
lated in the treaty further than that the regulations must be cvn- 
current—that is, they must bind each country, mutually, to en- 
force them by legislation and by special regulations—and must 
be a _— proper protection and to secure preservation 
to the Al seals on the high seas (including Bering S««) 
outside the 3-mile limit of either country. 

These duties of ordination of concurrent regulations, thus free 
from restrictions as to their form or requirements, were very broid 
in their , and were exceedingly delicate and difficult of sa‘ is- 
factory ormance. The function of the Tribunal of Arbitration 
in this new réle was not judicial, nor did it include any matter of 
controversy submitted to them for their award. It was more akin 
to the powers of diplomacy, supported by authority to make a ¢- 
clusive entand, by a quasi legislative power, toordain rii\" 
that should bind two great sovereign powers; but the tribunal 
had no power to enforce its award, and ‘t rested alone on the s:c- 
tions that constitute the binding force of treaties. 

Under such conditions, the concurrent regulations establis!ied 
by that tribunal can only be treated, in any a or obligatory 
sense, asif they had been included in the text of the treaty of a1!/i- 
tration, and had been signed and ratified by the treaty powers. 

Both Governments are as much bound to enforce the concur: iit 
regulations established by the Tribunal of Arbitration as if t)y 
had been incorporated in the treaty, and they are not bound by | 1° 
award to any other extent. 

This view of the matter was discussed by the tribunal, ani 10 
dissent to it was during their deliberations. . 

Thus it appears the Tribunal of Arbitration had no right or 
opportunity to consider any question of loss or damage that ei!) 
Government may have against the other growing ou! © 
any incident connected with this protracted fur-seal controversy. 
If any decision made by the tribunal has any effect upon any s 
claim for damages, it is not the effect that follows the adjudica'' 0 
of thesame question between the same parties, or the establishm ut 
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the common law of England and the United States, the civil law, 
the Code Napoleon, the municipal laws of England and the United 
States, and of many British provinces, many decisions of courts 
in England and the United States and other countries, and all 
the diplomatic correspondence of Great Britain, the United States, 
of arule or principle of law by acourt of general jurisdiction and 
of authoritative utterance. At most, the award of the arbitrators, 
adversely to the United States on either of the five questions stated 
in Article VI of the treaty can only furnish a remote argument in 
support of the legal justice of the claim of Great Britain for dam- 
ages on account of the seizure of vessels in Bering Sea. It is 
perfectly obvious that there is no reasonable pretension that the 
liability of the United States is res adjudicata. : 

It is equally clear that the Tribunal of Arbitration could not 
and did not attempt to settle any question of law between the 
two Governments that related to a liability for damages that was 
not submitted to them, but was expressly withheld from them by 
the treaty; nor could they establish a principle of law by their de- 
cision that related to any other controversy not submitted to 
them or that could possibly settle by inference a question or con- 


troversy by relation back to a period anterior to the time of their | 


existence as a Tribunal of Arbitration. If there is any rule of law 


at is fectly settled it is that the award of an arbitrator is not | 
that is per |and the liability of the United States to satisfy the claims.” 


a judgment unless it is made such bystatute, and that it is limited 
to the precise matter contained in the submission and is not 
authority in any other controversy between the parties to the arbi- 
tration. 

Iam bound by and am faithfully loyal to the award of the tri- 
bunal, although I voted with the minority on four of the five ques- 
tions that were decided adversely to the contention of the United 
States, and on the first of those questions I votedalone. In itsfull 
legal and moral force and effect I adhere to the award, and will 
so vote, in any emergency, but its effect as law is being conven- 
iently overstated and misapplied by Great Britain, and its moral 
effect, as well as its positive requirements, are being either ignored 
or perverted by that Government. 

othing could be made more certain in statement than the fol- 
lowing declarations of the Tribunal of Arbitration, that their 
award was made without any reference to any question or claim 
for damages by either Government against the other. I quote from 
the award: 


And whereas, by Article VII of the said sresty, after reciting that the high 


contractin ies had found themselves unable to agree upona reference 
which would inelude the question of the liability of each for the injuries 
alleged to have been sustained by the other, or by its citizens in connection 
with the claims presented and urged by it, and that “they were solicitous 
that this subordinate question should not interrupt or longer delay the sub- 
mission and determination of the main questions,’ the high contracting par- 
ties agreed that “either of them might submit tothe arbitrators any question 
of fact involved in said claims and ask for a ——s thereon, the question of 
the liability of either Government upon the facts found to be the subject of 
further negotiation.”’ 

I quote further from the agreement as to a state of facts made 
by the Governments and adopted by the Tribunal of Arbitration, 
as follows: 

The questions as to the value of the said vessels or their contents, or either 
of them, and the question as to whether the vessels mentioned in the Schedule 
to the British Case, or any of them, were wholly or in_ part the actual prop- 
erty of citizens of the United States, have been withdrawn from and have 
not been considered by the tribunal, it being understood that it is open to 
the United States to raise these questions, or any of them, if they think fit, 
in any future negotiations as to the liability of the United States Govern- 
ment to pay the amounts mentioned in the Schedule to the British Case. 

In further support of the fact that the award of the tribunal 
excluded, absolutely, all consideration of the question of the le- 
gality of the seizure of these twenty fishing vessels, I quote from 
a paper entitled ‘‘ Correspondence respecting claims for compen- 
sation on account of seizure of British vessels in Bering Sea by 
United States cruisers, presented to both houses of Parliament by 
command of Her Majesty, September, 1895.” This official paper 
(which I hold in my hand) has been circulated among newspapers 
in the United States by the British ambassador as a political 
“flyer” or circular, with the evident purpose of reaching the peo- 
ple, instead of the Congress, in order to get a popular prejudg- 
ment which would enable Great Britain to escape from a negoti- 
ation respecting these claims that would expose her want of 
justice and would compel her to _— the alleged facts on which 
they rest, I will further notice this paper before I yield the floor. 
In this official document Sir Julian Pauncefote makes the follow- 
ing quotation from a remark made from the bench by Lord Han- 
nen, @ ished jurist, while sitting in the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration as one of the British arbitrators. 

Lord Hannen, addressing Mr. Phelps, said: 
oun will assume for a moment that the finding [of the tribunal] will be no 
If that can be tacked onto the finding of facts as to the seizure, then that 
would meet that which Sir Charles has n asking for, a finding that it was 
an ill seizure, and if so, 1 presume that would satisfy his peioanents. 
as undoubtedly it would meet the view which I intended to indicate in the 
question I put to you. 

This question was put to Mr. Phelps while he was replying to 
the demand of Sir Charles Russell that the tribunal should rule 
that the seizure of the twenty vessels was illegal. 
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The award, which I have just quoted, shows that the tribunal 
expressly refused to hold that those seizures were illegal. It is 
needless to produce further evidence to satisfy any impartial mind 
of the entire absence of a rational or just ground for the position 
taken by Sir Julian Pauncefote in his dispatch (No. 42) of March 
15, 1895, to Earl Kimberley, in which he says: 

On these two points I would observe that no admission of liability became 
necessary from the moment that the Paris Tribunal, by its award, had rejected 
the legal pretensions of the United States to a special property in the fur 
seals resorting to the Pribilof Islands. That decision at once proclaimed the 
illegality of the seizures and the liability of the United States to satisfy the 
claims. That was the basis of the diplomatic negotiation for the adjustment 
of the claims, and Iam ata loss to conceive what other view could be taken 
without disputing the Paris award. 

Iam equally at a loss to conceive how the tribunal should re- 
fuse to consider the question of the liability of either Govern- 
ment to the other, being prohibited by the treaty from any such 


| attempt, and how by such refusal they have managed to decide 
| the question and give to their judgment the effect of an estoppel 


by matter of record. Being urged by the British counsel to de- 
cide that the seizure of these vessels was illegal, they expressly 
refused to consider the request, and yet the British ambassador 
permits himself to state the absurd conclusion as a fact that 
**that decision at once proclaimed the illegality of the seizures 


What claims, I ask, were thus finally adjudicated by the refusal 
of the arbitrators to consider the question of the liability of 
For 
the present I will leave Sir Julian at leisure for the repair of his 


| logic, having first aided, as far as I can, his powers of compre- 
| hension, of which he justly complains in his diplomatic circular 


to the people of the United States, from which I quote the follow- 
ing paragraph: 

Nor can I comprehend, without further explanation, the meaning of Sen- 
ator MoRGAN’'s objection to that negotiation as not having taken place 
‘through the constitutional authorities of the United States.” 

Referring to the proposed negotiation, if Sir Julian had remem- 
bered that there was no negotiation of the question of liability, 
or as to the rightfulness or justice, or the items of the claims or 
the amount of them, or whether they belonged to citizens of the 
United States, he would have comprehended my objection, in 
part at least, to the diversion of this question from the considera- 
tion of the Senate, without which no negotiation can mature into 
the effect of law. He would have seen, as he doubtless saw, very 
clearly that a conditional agreement for a “lump sum” of 
$425,000 in compromise of all claims was a convenient way to 
avoid a negotiation required by treaty, instead of its being a 
diplomatic negotiation, which the Senate must ratify by a vote 
of two-thirds of a quorum before it is an engagement that binds 
the United States. 

The Senate is an essential part of ‘‘ the constitutional author- 
ities of the United States,” without whose consent, as Sir Julian 
perfectly understands, no executory agreement with a foreign 
power can be valid under our Constitution. The Senate has con- 
stitutional powers to examine and revise negotiations with foreign 
governments, which are a part of the permanent foundations of 
the Government of the United States. The arrangement for a 
‘*Jump sum,” ae Congress would consent to vote it, and for 
a negotiation for a joint commission, if Congress should refuse, 
was not a diplomatic agreement concluded or negotiated ‘‘ through 
the constitutional authorities of the United States” compatible 
with the dignity of either Government, and its injurious effects 
are obvious in the irascible and censorious criticisms of our peo- 
ple and their representatives in Congress, with which the intru- 
sive circular of the British ambassador abounds. The failure to 
drive Congress into making a ‘‘lump sum” appropriation as a 
compromise of these claims, which were neither proven nor dis- 
cussed, so far as Congress was informed, is made the pretext of the 
statement of the British ambassador that Congress has refused 
to meet ‘‘the national obligations of the United States.” He 
makes an analysis of the vote in the House of Representatives on 
the rejection of the ‘‘lump sum,” and informs Earl Kimberley 
that it was ‘‘Republicans, Populists, and 48 Democrats,” and 
upon that basis he says in his dispatch of February 28, 1896, 
that— 

Stron rty feeling would seem alone to account for the rejection of so 
just and desirable an arrangement, and, as your lordship will have noticed 
rom the inclosures in my dispatch, statements have been made in Congress 
which are entirely misleading. 

It is getting to be a familiar method of arraignment of our na- 
tional policy when it is disappointing to British demands and 
interests, however unsatisfactory they may be to our country, to 
attribute our action to the influence of party politics. In this 
instance Sir Julian Pauncefote does not hesitate to impute to the 
action of the House of Representatives, in an unjust and offensive 
manner, this motive of party antagonism as the reason for the 
failure of his ‘‘lump-sum” adjustment of the claims of his Gov- 
ernment. He cites in support of his assertion the fact that the 
**Republicans, Populists, and 48 Democrats” voted against the 
appropriation. 
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The Administration earnestly urged the appropriation, and the 
inference is wholly unsustained that the 48 Democrats whose 
votes were necessary to defeat the ‘‘lump-sum” appropriation 
were influenced by party considerations. To the reverse, they feel 
a deep regret that they could not vote for the recommendation of 
the President. Not satisfied with this form of accusation, Sir 
Julian arraigns Senators and Members of the House of Represent- 


atives by name, and indulges in offensive comment upon matters | 


uttered in debate, and charges them with ignorance and misstate- 
ments of law and facts, and imputes to them discreditable motives 
and the use of epithets when commenting upon the conduct of 
American citizens in their unlawful and flagrant violations of 
duty to their own country, its laws and policy, under the cover 
of the British flag. In one instance of several in which he assumes 
the réle of vindicator of the acts and reputation of these men, in 
a gratuitous and insulting manner he says in his letter to Earl 
Kimberley (page 82): 

But of all the unfounded objections which have been urged against these 
claims, that which seems to have made the greatest impression on the public 
mind is the statement that most of the vessels on behalf of which the claims 
were made were in fact owned by persons whom Senator MORGAN ym 
tized in the Senate as “ recalcitrant and rascally Americans who hired them- 
selves out to the British flag to rob the Government of the United States 
end to violate its laws and Gubenor the country.” (See my dispatch of the 
4t tant. ) 

These vituperative epithets are quite unmerited, and I will proceed to 
show that the objection in question is not well founded in fact and appar- 
ently is based on a mistaken view of the British navigation laws. 

It never occurred to me to examine the British navigation laws 
to ascertain whether they justified our citizens in violating the 
laws of the United States. I would as soon think of looking into 
the Koran for excuses for violating the Christian decalogue. Sir 
Julian should cite us to higher authority than the British naviga- 
tion laws for the justification of crime against the laws of the 
United States. hat control has Great Britain in Bering Sea 
through her navigation laws more than the United States has with 
her criminal statutes; and how can British statutes in those 
waters have force and sway to excuse crimes against the United 
States committed by her own citizens? — 

He objects to the term ‘‘rascally” as it was employed in debate 
by me to characterize this offense, of close kin to piracy, when I 
applied it to this surreptitious maraud upon therevenues, property, 
and laws of the United States. I make due allowance for this 
irritation of Sir Julian, because he was bound to vindicate this 
treasonable conduct of our citizens as the only means left to him 
of excusing the indulgence given to them under the British flag. 
Iam stating this very mildly. I might well say that his Govern- 
ment is particeps criminis. The facts on which my comments are 
based are stated in the counter case of the United States, submitted 
to the Tribunal of Arbitration, with full proofs to support them, 
in part, as follows: 

It is further insisted on the part of the United States that the steam 
schooners Thornton, Grace, Anna Beck, and pa. and the schooners Say- 
ward, Carolena Pathfinder, Alfred Adams, B Diamond, and Lily, for the 
seizure of which claims for dam are made, were at the time of their seiz- 
ure owned,in whole or in part, by citizens of the United States, and that 
therefore no claim for damages can be u in their behalf by Great Britain; 
that the steam schooners Thornton, Grace, Anna Beck, and Dolphin, and one- 
half of the schooner ee were owned by one Joseph Boscowitz, a citizen 
of the United States; that James Douglas Warren, in whose name the claim 
is made as to the steam schooner Thornton, had no real interest therein; but 
that the same was mo: to her full value to Joseph Boscowitz, who was 
in fact the real owner; and that Thomas H. Cooper, in whose name the claims 
growing out of the seizure of the schooners Grace, Dolphi 
are made, had in fact no interest therein, and has in no respect bee 
fied or sustained loss by the seizures thereof, either as owner of these schoon- 
ers and steam schooners, their outfits, or their catches, the same ae 
mort to their full value to Joseph Boscowitz, above referred to, an 
having been conve to Thomas H. r, without consideration, for the 
sole pereese of gi them a registry as British vessels. 

It i also insisted by the United States that the schooners Carolena and 
Pathfinder were in fact at the time of their seizure owned by one A. J. Bechtel, 
then a citizen of the United Sta and that William Munsie and Frederick 
Carne, in whose names the claims for damages grow: out of the seizure of 
these schooners are made, had in fact no interest in the schooners, or their 
outfits and catches; that the schooners Alfred Adams, Black Diamond, and 
Lily, for the seizure of which claims are made in the schedule, were in fact 
at the time they were seized owned by one A. Frank, who was then a citizen 
of the United States; that Gutman, in whose name the schooner A Adams 
was registered, was not the actual owner of the schooner, her outfit or catch 
but, on the cont , that the said schooner, her outfit, and catch were owned 
by said Frank; that after the release of the Alfred Adams from seizure her 
name was changed to Lily, in behalf of which damages are also claimed in the 
schedule, she remaining the property of A. Frank, and he alone being inter- 
ested in her outfit und catch, and_not Morris Moss, in whose name the last- 
mentioned claim is presented; and that said Frank was also the owner of the 
schooner Black Diamond, her outfit and catch, and that he was the real per- 
son who sustained damage or loss by reason of the seizures of the ‘Alfred 
Adams, Lily, and Black Diamond. 

All these objections and contentions, thus formally presented by 
the United States, were withdrawn from the tribunal to be deter- 
mined by ‘further negotiations.” The British agent selected cer- 
tain undisputed facts as to the vessels that were seized or warned 
off from Bering Sea, and agreed with the agent of the United 
States as to the names of those vessels and the times and places of 
the seizures and warnings. This ee was adopted and cer- 
tified by the tribunal—this and nothing more—and all other facts 
as to the claims for were left undecided and unconsid- 


ered by the tribunal, and so was the question of liability. 
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I will again allude to this subject in a different connection in 
the course of my remarks. These assertions have not been dis- 
proved; on the contrary, they have been established in the mouths 
of many witnesses. They are too real to give encouragement t 
Great Britain to enter upon a negotiation that would establis 
them in fact and in law. 

These questions were not decided in the award of the arbitrators 
either directly or by any remote inference. The treaty excluded 
from them expressly the power to decide them. Neither have they 
been the subject of negotiation, as is expressly reqvired by the 
treaty, and my objection to the tacit admission of their validity 
by the Senate took the form of a resolution to have them examine: 
into -d a committee, so that Congress could deal with them inte|- 
ligent 7 I still demand the evidence at the hazard of giving fur- 
ther offense to the British ambassador and of again being repri- 
manded by him for doing injustice to our Americen citizens. 

I have no fault to find with the British ambsssador for any 
opinion he may entertain of my conduct as a Senator, or as an 
arbitrator, nor do I censure him for freely expressing those opin- 
ions to his own Government. That is his privilege, and he has 
the rightful choice of the language best suited to his tastes in 
making such communications; only that he is still responsible a: 
the bar of public opinion for his motives and for the verity of his 
statements and the fairness of his deductions. 

But the British ambassador has no right to question a member 
of Congress for words spoken in debate, by printing, under cover 
of a privileged communication to his own Government, a diatribe 
of criticism and invective upon his utterances in Congress, and 
then pursue the extraordinary method of handing out those diplo- 
matic papers to the American press for publication and comment, 
thus forestalling a reply with an unjust statement. 

I do not know whether this paper, which was handed out to the 
he in Washington by the ambassador, has been sent in to our 

tate Department by the British Government. If it has, it is prob- 
able that it will be laid before Congress with some note of approval 
or disapproval by the President. I do not know, or suppose, that 
the President will join Great Britain in these severe comments 
= the opinions of members of Congress expressed in debate, 

though they voted against his recommendation of this ‘‘ lump- 
sum” appropriation. His criticisms, if he has any to make, will 
come from a source that is responsible to the country along witl 
the Senate for our treaty relations, and along with Congress for 
our legislation. It will have none of the intrusive arrogance that 
has induced the British ambassador to attempt to influence our 
legislation by harsh denunciation of our votes and arguments, ani 
by taking an appeal to our people against the attitude of their rep- 
resentatives in Congress, and supporting it by flattering allusions 
totheir superior sense of fairness and justice. 

His manifest aversion to negotiation and his persistent purpose 
to escape it will lead the American people, to whom he appeals, 
to a very careful and sincere inquiry into the motive that causes 
the concealment of the real merits of these claims from scrutiny, 
by grouping them into an indistinguishable mass, and covering 
them with a “lump-sum” appropriation. This policy was clearly 
indicated in Sir Julian’s letter to Mr. Gresham, of June 7, 18{)4, 
in which he says: . 

In view of the decision of the tribunal on the questions submitted to them 

t only remains to assess the damages. I am accordingly authorized by thie 
Earl of ceaenewieg 7 ae that, for the purpose of such assessment, each 


Government should a; duly qualified commissioner, who should be a 
ieee and, if possible, possess some knowledge of the conditions of the seal 
ui “ 


The position of the British Government thus formulated excluded 
all negotiation as to the liability of the United States upon the 
British claims, in whole or in part. It excluded negotiation ani 
objection in + of the validity of the claims made on behalf of 
citizens of the United States. It excused Great Britain from su)- 
mitting any statement or proof even of the new items injected 
into their account, and confined the proposed commissioners t:) 
an examination and report “as to the amount of the damages.” |' 
also reversed the declaration of the treaty and of the Tribunal of 
Arbitration in making its award, that the question of liability for 

Ss was reserved to be determined by further negotiations 
between the two Governments. 

In reply to the demand of Congress that negotiation should bring 
to light the facts relating to the merits of each claim, and of our 
liability for each, Sir Julian, in his letter of March 15, 1895, says: 

Senator MORGAN argues that the United States never agreed to arbitrate 
the question of their liability for damages, nor have they ever admitted th: 
liability. The only to negotiate respecting it, expressly reser 
the question of such liability as the subject of such negotiation. The c!: 
of Great Britain is, he states, 2d on the false assumption that the Unit 
States were bound by the award of the tribunal, or by agreement, or by la 
justice, or equity to pay any part of the demand. 

Sir Julian might have gone further and asserted that I conten! 
if the principles of the award are binding, as a treaty is bindiny 
that the counter claim of the United States presented to the (- 
met would more than set off all the damages claimed by Greit 
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Gir Jelee tame te t “the furth tiat ded f 

. * otiations”’ i o 
,, Senator Monon the Bering Sea arbitration treaty should take place 
“through the constitutional authorities of the United States.” 

He then comments as follows: 

On these two points I would observe that no admission of liability became 
necessary from the moment that the Paris Tribunal, by its award, had re- 
‘acted the legal pretensions of the United States to a special property in the 
se seals resorting to the Pribilof Islands. 

These assertions were obviously intended to disregard with 
contemptuous silence the requirements of: the treaty and the ex- 
press declarations of the tribunal in making its award, that a 
further negotiation should be had to determine the question of lia- 
bility. I repeat,as Lord Hannen stated, and asthe record proves, 
that the tribunal was urged by Sir Charles Russell, then attorney- 
general of Great Britain, to ecide that the seizure of these ves- 
sels was illegal, and they refused todo so, or to consider the ques- 

on. 

% Unless the seizure of these vessels was illegal, there is no ground 
for the claim of damages for their seizure, and the United States 
is not estopped from inquiring into the legality of the seizure by 
the award made upon the fifth point in Article VI of the treaty, as 
the question was not submitted to the tribunal whether the seiz- 
ure was legal or illegal. Neither is it a conclusive inference, or a 
reasonable deduction from the principles of the law of nations, 
or of the entire award, or any part of it. that the seizure was illegal. 

The tribunal did not attempt the absurd task of declaring that 
the United States could not, under the laws of nations, seize upon 
or disperse a fleet of sealing vessels in Bering Sea, and within 4 
miles of ths seal islands, sufficient in number to destroy the seal 
herd, and using firearms for that purpose. Nor did they decide 
that such conduct was made lawful by the fact that the United 
States, under the laws of nations, ‘‘has not any right of protec- 
tion or property in the fur seals * * * when such seals are 
found outside the ordinary 8-mile limit.” Neither was it decided 
by the tribunal that, as to Russia or China, or any other nation, 
the United States had no such right of property or protection. 
The award in that part,and in respect of each of the other five 
points submitted in Article VI of the treaty was, properly, a lit- 
eral and direct answer to the question stated and submitted. It 
did not establish a rule of law or conduct even between the two 
Governments as to the right of seizure of vessels in the future or 
in the past. 

“The right of property in the fur seals,” which, it is contended 
by Great Britain, is limited to the distance of 3 miles from the 
shore and ceases when it is 10 feet beyond that limit, is an utter 
absurdity, and yet that is the right that the tribunal was called 
upon to decide, unless we admit that the ‘‘3-mile limit” is not 
ap licable, according to the true construction of point 5 in Article 

of the treaty, to the right of property, but to the right ‘‘of 
protection.” ; 

The ‘‘ right of protection” can only mean the right of the United 
States to protect the sea]s outside the ordinary 3-mile limit. This 
right was denied to the United States by the award, as a separate 
power of sovereignty, to be exercised to the same extent and for 
the same reasons, outside the 3-mile limit, that it might be exerted 
Free of that limit, which is the sea limit of its territorial juris- 

iction. 

The phrasing of this point in the submission is very confused 
and inaccurate, but the tribunal had to take it and decide it as it 
was stated in the submission. It was so decided, and the mean- 
ing of it is that the sole or exclusive sovereign power of the 
United States did not exist, outside the 3-mile limit, as to fur 
seals, so as to ve that Government the exclusive right to protect 
them against the claim by citizens of other countries of the right 
to capture them. 

Inside the 3-mile limit the award was entirely consistent with 
the idea that the United States had the perfect right of property 
in the seals found there, in virtue of its sovereignty over the ter- 
ritory in which they were found, or ratione soli; but that point 
was not submitted to the tribunal, and, consequently, the exclu- 
sive right of protecting them there was not decided by the tri- 
bunal, so that the award could only mean that the United States, 
while having the exclusive sovereign right to protect the seals 
inside the 3-mile limit, and that right was not disputed, had not 
such an exclusive or sovereign right to protect the seals outside 
that ocean limit of its territorial boundaries, that right having 
been decided against them. The question of the right of the 
United States to seize a vessel near its shores engaged in an im- 
moral or injurious enterprise, as in the wanton destruction of a 
valuable article of commerce in a manner and to an extent that 
must result in its extermination, was not submitted to the Tri- 
bunal of Arbitration, and was not decided. 

_, That question and that right of seizure arises out of the deprav- 
ity of the act and its manifest danger to the rights of commerce. 
It needs no special interest in the article of commerce so exposed 
to extermination and no exclusive sovereign power in a govern- 
ment to justify it in preventing such destructive work. e prin- 
ciples of private and public justice stand against such illicit con- 
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duct, and a nation may prevent it, as a man may ga a public 
or private crime, just as piracy, or the slave trade,or mutiny at 
sea, or the willful wreck of a vessel, or the willful starvation of a 
ship's crew may be prevented by the seizure of the vessel. 

No decision of the Tribunal of Arbitration was made that fixes 
a liability on the United States without regard to the attendant 
circumstances for seizing these vessels. It would not be con- 
tended by any respectable publicist that a nation or a mob could 
prevent the coming of immigrants to our shores who were found 
approaching our country on the high seas if they have the right 
under our laws to enter our ports. Whether they should come 
under a flag or without one, we could not permit their capture and 
their diversion from our shores; yet we could have no right of 
property in or perhaps no exclusive right of protection of such 
people. Aseizureofa — so interfering weal be an act of public 
duty that the whole world would applaud. 

It is the criminality or innocence of the act as to its dangerous 
tendency or results, and not the motive of it that justifies inter- 
ference to prevent its perpetration. 

The innocence of the marauds of the sealers is not established 
by the decision of a question of property in the seals, or of the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States to protect them. The 
Tribunal of Arbitration not only refused to find that the seizure of 
men and vessels thus engaged was illegal, but, in determining the 
essential part of their award, they recognized and virtually incor- 
porated into the treaty principles and binding regulations that are 
a stern denunciation of the wrongful, inhuman, and destructive 
acts which compelled the President, as a necessity of national self- 
defense, to order the seizure of those vessels. 

In 1868-1870 the United States adopted and afterwards matured 
by amendments a code of laws for the protection of fur seals 
within our dominion in Bering Sea, according to the water bound- 
aries as fixed in our treaty with Russia. The Pribilof Islands 
were set apart as a special Government reservation for this pur- 
pose, and the privilege of killing fur seals was leased to a company 
at a certain annual rate and a royalty which yielded to the United 
States an important revenue. Severe penalties are denounced by 
these statutes against all persons for illegal sealing in Bering Sea. 
They have not been repealed and are in force unless the award of 
the Paris Tribunal, and the legislation to enforce it, has repealed 
or supplemented them. As to other nations than Great Britain, 
they are in force. The Paris Tribunal certainly did not repeal 
these laws, nor declare that the seizures made undér them were 
illegal, or that the judgments of our courts rendered upon such 
seizures are null, or are reversed. Some “further negotiation” is 
needed to clear up these points, and a ‘‘lump sum” of damages is 
not the golden key that can unlock all these combinations. 

Mr. Cleveland, in his first term, rightfully and courageously 
obeyed these laws, the last of which, and the most important, was 
approved by him on March 2, 1889. This act ose our laws 
for the protection of the seals over all the waters of Bering Sea 
within our dominion. The twenty vessels were seized, or warned, 
under his first Administration that are now the subject of con- 
troversy, and Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, in August, 1887, 
informed the British Government of his refusal to suspend the 
further seizure of guilty vessels pending the discussion of the 
legality of the seizure, and proceeded to seize others, only three 
of them having been then seized. 

This forceful and patriotic action was justified by Mr. Bayard 
in notes to Mr. Vignaud and Mr. Phelps. Mr. Bayard’s prophecy 
as to the destruction of the seals to the extent of their extermina- 
tion is being painfully and rapidly realized. 

Dr. Gigliogi, the director of the Zoological Museum, Royal 
Superior Institute of Florence, Italy, whose statement was laid 
before the tribunal, gave the following true and impartial account 
of the cause of the destruction of the Alaskan seals (Phelps’s 
Argument, page 248): 

Having conclusively shown that the lamented decrease in the herd of fur 
seals resorting to the Pribilof Islands can in no way be accounted for by the 
selective killing of nonbreeding males for commercial purposes which takes 
pace on those islands under special rules and active surveillance, we must 

ook elsewhere for its cause; and I can see it nowhere but in the indiscrimi- 
nate slaughter, principally practiced on breeding or pregnant females, as 
most clearly shown in your condensed report, by pelagic sealers. 

In any case, all who are competent in the matter will admit that no method 
of capture could be more uselessly destructive in the case of Pinnipedia than 
that called “ pelagic sealing.”” Not only any kind of selection of the victims 
is impossible, but it is admitting much to assert that out of three destroyed 
one is secured and utilized, and this for obvious and well-known reasons. In 
the case of the North Pacific fur seal this mode of capture and destruction is 
doubly to be condemned, because the destruction falls nearly exclusively on 
those, the nursing or pregnant females, which ought on noaccount to be killed. 
It is greatly to be deplored that any civilized nation possessing fishery laws 
and regulations should allow such indiscriminate waste and destruction. The 
statistical data you give are painfully eloquent, and when we come to the 


conclusion that the 62,500skins secured by pelagic sealing in 1891 Prent at 
a minimum one-sixth of the fur seals destroyed, namely, 375,000—that is, cal- 
culating one in three secured, and each of the three suckling a pup or big with 
young—we most undoubtedly need not look elsewhere to account for the 
i decrease in the rookeries on the Pribilof Islands, and I que agree 
with you in maintaining that unless the malpractice of pelagic sealing be pre- 
vented oe checked, both in the North Pacific and in the Bering Sea, 
= economic extermination of Callorhinus ursinus is merely the matter of a 
ew years. 
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Mr. Phelps, in his argument before the Tribunal of Arbitration, 
resented tables, carefully calculated = the lowest possible 
is, that 250 female seals in 1,000 were killed each year. These 
tables show that in eighteen years—the life of a female seal—the 
killing of 250 female seals out of 1,000 the first year would dimin- 
ish the herd by 2,117 seals. These statements are moderate esti- 
mates of ‘the destruction of seal life by pelagic hunting in Bering 
Sea with nets and shotguns. The cruelty of this ‘“‘huntsman’s 
sport,” as it is encouragingly stated in the British contention, 
most defies description. Taecsnede upon thousands of the pups 
of slaughtered mothers have been left to starve on the shore by 
the wanton violation of the principles of commercial — so 
clearly stated by Mr. Bayard and afterwards denounced by Mr. 
Blaine as a crime against humanity, contra bonos mores. 

The tribunal did not decide that the United States had no right 
to protect the lives of the pups, starving on the shore, by ae 
the cruel marauders who assembled outside the 3-mile limit an 
destroyed the mother seals as they went out for food and as they 
returned with paps filled with the only food on which they could 
subsist. 

I venture to say, in justice to that honorable body, that such a 
question would have drawn forth a response that the marauders 
would never forget, and the Canadian Government would scarcely 
have quoted ae the head of res adjudicata. 

This identical question and others of even worse import, involv- 
ing Canadian officials in the ownership or control of vessels em- 
ployed in this nefarious work, are left open by the treaty and the 
award for exposure through negotiation which the treaty makes 
mandatory upon both Governments. 

It is not the eagerness of the great and rich Government of 
Great Britain to ‘‘ snap at” and gulp down $425,000 in a “lump 
sum” that causes this hesitancy and revolt at the negotiation 
provided for in the treaty. It is the unwillingness of that Govern- 
ment to have the attitude.of the Canadians and of the citizens of 
the United States who furnished the outfit of these heartless 
sealers laid bare that urges it to close the doors of investigation 
with a ‘‘lump sum.” 

If the plea of a technical estoppel by the award of the tribunal 
can not avail Great Britain to close the doors to the truth and to 
exclude justice, equity, good morals, and friendly dealing from all 
consideration in the ‘‘ further negotiations,” it will be found that 
her claim to damages can not be sustained unless there is a princi- 
ple of international law or morals that probibits a nation from 
preventing a wrong to its terri , its revenues, its pro , and 
the support and peace of its , even if it is committed with 
force and violence within a few yards of its boundaries. I have 
found no such declaration in the laws of nations, nor any such 
precedent in the usages of nations. 

On the high seas, where every nation is a severeign, the maxim 
is more important than it can be elsewhere that ‘‘you must so 
exercise your own rights as not todo injury to the rights of 
otners.” 

The Canadians and their brokers of the criminal class in the 
United States are and have been the only enemies of the fur seals 
7 disclosed in modern history among civilized people; and they 

gan their pelagic invasion of ruthless and indiscriminate slaugh- 
ter in Bering Seaas soon as it passed from the guardianship of the 
Russian Bear to that of the American Eagle. 

Before the treaty of cession, in 1867, Russia never found it neces- 
sary to resist any raid upon her seal herds in Bering Sea. But in 
1868, and until we enacted laws in 1869 and 1870 to forbid it, the 
rush of seal hunters to that sea and upon the Pribilof Islands was so 
furious that humanity shudders at the sickening massacre that 
ensued and threatened the immediate extermination of the entire 
herd. Then was the time and opportunity for Great Britain to 
adopt the just principles of the concurrent tions for which 
Mr. Bayard so urgently pleaded, and which the Paris award finally 
wrote into the treaty, if her pores to protect and preserve the 
seals against her own subjects had been as strong and earnest as her 
To were, that were often expressed b Julian Paunce- 

ete. I do not mean to undervalue the fact the political rela- 
tions of Great Britain with the people of British Columbia were 
shaky, and that she was under some difficulty in holding them in 
cordial allegiance; but it was done at too t expense when she 
constantly deprecated their conduct to the United States and 
as constantly sheltered them under her flag. 

Turning to the vital and practical features of the award of the 
Tribunal of Arbitration, we find, first, that its effect and the sanc- 
tions under which it becomes a law to both the treaty powers are 
the same as if the concurrent regulations had been written into 
the original text of the treaty of arbitration. On what are these 
*eoncurrent regulations,” these ordinances, these determinations, 
based? The answer is, upon justice and equity to the treaty 
powers, ee proper aS to the ae ere pee, and = 

rpose of providing for the proper pro preservation 
the Alaskan seals. “Do not these principles relate back, at least to 
the time of the seizure of the twenty vessels by the United States, 


, 


as effectually as the decision as to the right of property or prote 
tion in those seals, which is supposed to determine the question . 


the legality of such seizure? Is there any reason why one part 0! 
the award should relate to an anterior period and another part 
should not, when both relate to the admitted duty of each Gover: 
ment toward the other? 

An answer in the present tense to a question in that tense, tha 
the United States has no right of protection or property in fur 
seals outside the 3-mile limit, has no more reference to a right, ::t 
a previous time, than a decree that forbids everybody to hunt « 
kill fur seals within a zone of 60 miles around the Pribilof Islan: 
has to the right to do this at a previous date. They are bo: 
statements of the law of comity, as between the parties, and not 
of the law of nations, and have their origin and binding force i: 
the same decree, and both relate back to antecedent conditions 
either does. They both cover the past and the future if eith 
does, and are both of like authority in controlling the rights of 
the parties; otherwise the award is not full and complete in i: 
effects. There is no escape from this category except to say th: 
question of illegal seizure of these vessels and liability for such 
seizure was not submitted to the arbitrators for decision. 

As questions of logical deduction they are of equal force, as 
rulings of law they are equally decisive if they alike entered into 
the conclusions of the arbitrators. But they did not, for the ques- 
tion of the illegality of the seizure of the vessels was not sub- 
mitted to the arbitrators, while proper regulations for the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals, and their enforcement by 
law, was submitted in the broadest form to the tribunal. 

They decided what was the right and duty of pelagic sealers 
under different conditions, and gave them not merely the force of 
legal declarations of principle. but the additional force of treaty 
en ments between the two Governments. 

"he duties they imposed upon these Governments and their citi- 
zens or subjects were founded on a of justice, equity, and 
national comity which existed, and existing were obligatory from 
the time that the first British vessel took any seals within the (\)- 
mile limit, or any seals by the use of guns, nets, or explosives 
within the dominion of the United States in Bering Sea. 

They were not in force until the award put them in force, and 
neither was the denial of property in seals or the exclusive right 
of the United States to protect them in force until the award ; ut 
them in force. In all respects, every part of the award is binding 
in the same and extent under the principles declared, tlio 
— established, and the duties enjoined upon each Government. 

hen was it wrong in a national or personal sense to take seals 
within the 60-mile zone? It was always wrong, because it put in 
peril the existence of animals useful in commerce, and when thie 
two Governments agreed, through the award of the tribunal, that 
the absolute prohibition was necessary to avert that evil, it was 
established that the practice was always wrong and not merely 
that it had become wrong after the dateof the award. Theaward 
is, that the two Governments shall forbid their citizens and sub- 
jects, respectively, to kill, capture, or pursue at any time or in 
any manner whatever “the fur seals within a zone of 60 miles 
around the Pribilof Islands, inclusive of the territorial waters.” 
This had been done by the United States under statutes which do- 
nounced and punished this practice as a crime. 

Those statutes are renewed and Great Britain has promulgat: 
similar laws. This is a concession by Great Britain, as much. so 
as if it had been written in the treaty of arbitration, that the si«t- 
utes of the United States had not violated any of her just rights 
of fishery within that zone. But aside from the effect of such 
an admission, the moral law which underlies all international lw 
and is the foundation of every common national right and duty 
supports, as it also made necessary and incumbent upon Great 
Britain the duty of prohibiting pelagic sealing by her subjects 
within that 60-mile zone. 

It can not be denied that these matters are the proper subje:ts 
of consideration in determining the question of the liability of the 
United States in seizing the six or eight ships that were arresi«l 
and warned off within the 60-mile zone while hunting for aid 
destro seals. A “lump-sum” compromise is no answer (0 
the demand for such a negotiation, which is made imperative \y 
thetreaty of arbitration. And so of the question of hunting s«1/3 
with firearms in the peng Eee. which was never a justifia!)le 
pursuit, and was wastefully destructive of seal life, and danget:\\s 
to the peace on the high seas. 

The concurrent regulations applying to seal manne in Bering 
Sea is a i ion, in treaty form and effect, of the unqg:s 
tionable principles of equity, humanity, and national comity t)\«t 
had rightful application to the duties of both Governments. 5 
they have been freely admitted in their correspondence at «ll 
times since the Canadian raid on the seals in Bering Sea beg«’ 

Mr. Bayard foresaw the real necessity, which, from the st«'', 
was unavoidable, of agreeing upon concurrent regulations 
gobo seal hunting, than leave such an irritating subje : ‘0 
exclusive discretion of the United States. Under the broa: st 
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affirmation of such exclusive right, the exercise of the power 
adequate to its enforcement wou d have caused a state of semi- 
pelligerency on the high seas, and especially in the Pacitic Ocean. 
On August 19, 1887, Mr. Bayard said, in an instruction to Mr. 
Vignaud, of which identical instructions were sent to our min- 
ister to Great Britain, Japan, Russia, and Sweden and Norway: 


Without raising any question as to the exceptional measures which the 
peculiar character of the property in question might justify this Govern- 
ment in taking, and without reference to any exceptional marine jurisdic- 
tion that might be claimed for that end, it is deemed advisable—and I am 
instructed ke J the ee to inform you—to attain the desired end by 

tional cooperation. spe = * cod . 
i oak Saeen tek the unregulated and indiscriminate killing of seals in 
many parts of the world has driven them from place to place, and by breaking 
up their habitual resorts has greatly reduced their number. 

Under these circumstances, and in view of the common interest of all na- 
tions in preventing the indiscriminate destruction and consequent extermi- 
nation oe an animal which contributes so importantly to the commercial 
wealth and general use of mankind, you are hereby instructed to draw the 
attention of the Government to which you are accredited to the subject, and 
to invite it to enter into such an arrangement with the Government of the 


United States as will prevent the citizens of either country from killing seals 


in Bering Sea at such times and places and by such methodsas at present are 
pursued, and which threaten the ny extermination of those animals and 
consequent serious loss to mankind. 

In this instruction Mr. Bayard stated broadly and fully the 
ground covered by the final award of the Tribunal of Arbitration; 
yet he proceeded to execute the laws of the United States that are 
still unrepealed, by the seizure of ships engaged in this destruc- 
tive work. . 

On November 11, 1887, Lord Salisbury was interviewed by Mr. 
Phelps, who wrote to Mr. Bayard that “‘his lordship promptly 
acquiesced in this proposal,” which was, ‘that by mutual agree- 
ment a code of regulations should be adopted for the preservation 
of the seals in Bering Sea from destruction at improper times and 
by improper means by the citizens of either country.” The inter- 
ference of Canada delayed the treaty for this code until Febru- 
ary, 1892. Inthe meantime the Canadians had so far progressed 
with this work of destruction that the seals have been almost 
destroyed. They still pursue their prey with unrelenting greed, 
and there is only too much cause for the belief that they give no 
heed to the treaty or the award or to British statutes or regula- 
tions in their mercenary war upon the fur seals of the Alaskan 
herd. 

This business has become a regular pursuit and is pushed across 
the Pacific Ocean to the seal islands and coasts of Russia and 
Japan.’ 

\ While thus engaged they gain the assistance of the British am- 
bassador in an attempt to collect a ‘lump sum” of $425,000 from 
the United States without the presentation of a fact, or a reason, 
or a principle of law to support their claim for damages, which is 
beni upon their own wrongful warfare upon “an animal which 
contributes so importantly to the commercial wealth and gen- 
eral uses of mankind,” and its ‘‘indiscriminate destruction and 

consequent extermination.” 

I said in the Senate that not a dollar of this demand was justly 
due. That is true, unless it is admitted as a principle of law that 
aman may claim damages for his own wrongful and wicked con- 
duct. Itis true, unless the declaration of Mr. Bayard in the letter 
to Mr. Vignaud, from which I have quoted, is untrue, and unless 
his letter to Mr. Phelps of February 7, 1888, is untrue, ‘‘that so 
deplorable a thing should not be allowed to occur.” When a man 
is doing a deplorable thing that should not be allowed to occur, I 
do nok haere of any rule of moral or positive law that entitles him 
to damages for being prevented from continuing its perpetration. 

The code of regulations finally came to condemn and prohibit 
this crime against the nations and against humanity, and its foun- 
dations were laid upon the declaration of Mr. Bayard and ac- 
cepted by Lord Salisbury. It simply ordained the truth and jus- 
tice upon which they placed the right, and they were made the 
law by international agreement. Truth and justice were not un- 
known or unfelt by Bayard and Salisbury when they agreed upon 
the doctrines of this code and defined its scope and purposes, and 
the action of the tribunal merely affirmed what they declared. It 
did not create any new rules, either of morals or law. What was 
true and just when that award was made was equally true and 
just when the President ordered the ships to be seized, and not a 
dollar of damages is due for that righteous act. 

An interruption of voluntary immigration to America by any 
power, or any m, or the preventing of areturn of mothers to 
their children, — upon our soil, would be resented by our Gov- 
ernment with whatever force might be necessary. The return of 
the mother seal to her young is as voluntary and as instinctive, if 
not as intelligent, as that of a human mother to her offspring. 
Whatever may be the motive for slaying seals, or however lawful 
it may be as a pursuit on the high seas, if the method of sealing 
is necessarily indiscriminate, and necessarily results in slaying 
mother seals while providing food for their pups, nothing could 
be clearer than is our right to prevent such sealing near our seal 
islands in order to save the life of the pups upon them, 
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If we do not own the pups and the mother seals ‘‘ when found 
outside the 3-mile limit,” we certainly own them, ratione soli, 
while they are inside that limit, and to deny to us the only possi- 
ble means of nurturing the young seals, or to render that means 
so precarious that 20,000 pups are left starving on oar soil, is an 
assertion of aright of pelagic hunting or fishing that is too absurd 
a proposition to be swallowed even as a *‘lump sum,” and should 
be too revolting to lie on the Christian stomach of the British am- 
bassador. Such a situation, raising such a question, needs the 
air of open negotiation. It has not been even the subject of any 
negotiation. 

The resolution of Hon. Mr. Hirt, adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 15th December, 18%4, called upon the Secretary 
of State for ‘‘all correspondence, reports, and other documents, 


| not heretofore made public, touching the payment by the United 


States of $425,000 to Great Britain for damages growing out of 
the. controversy as to fur seals in Bering Sea or the seizure of 
British vessels engaged in taking seals in those waters.” This 
resolution developed the fact that no negotiation had taken place 
touching the damages claimed by Great Britain beyond the pre- 
sentation of the claim, much increased in items and amounts 
over the demand of Great Britain in the appendix to the case sub- 
mitted to the Tribunal of Arbitration, and the virtual admission 
by the Secretary of State that the entire demand was just and 
obligatory upon the United States, and that to avoid the delay 
and expense of having the damages assessed by a joint commis- 
sion the President offered to pay it in a lump sum of $400,000 
provided Congress would make the necessary appropriation. 

In Executive Document No. 310, House of Representatives, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session, this ‘‘ negotiation” is given out to 
Congress in a letter of Sir Julian Pauncefote to Mr. Gresham of 
June 7, 1894, answered by Mr. Gresham August 16, 1894, discuss- 
ing a proposal for a commission to hear and determine the claims, 
and a letter of Mr. Gresham of August 21, 1894, proposing a com- 
promise at $425,000, and a letter of Sir Julian Pauncefote of the 
same date accepting the offer. Itwasa judgment by default upon 
each item of the enlarged and distorted claims of Great Britain, 
in which new and totally inadmissible demands were made, not 
theretofore presented, rendered on August 21,and accepted ina 
‘* lump sum” of damages on the same day. 

That is the whole of the correspondence, yet Sir Julian, in a 
note to Earl Kimberley, February 28, 1895, which he now hands 
out to the press of the United States, says: 

One speaker (in the House) represented the total amount of the claims to 
be only $542,000, whereas it was over $700,000. Another concluded, from the 
fact that the offer of the lump sum and its acceptance was approved in notes 
of the same date, that the offer was made withont previous investigation 
and was instantly ‘*snapped at’’ by Her Majesty's Government, whereas the 
compromise was the result of laborious investigations, which were carried 
on during the whole summer. 

The evidence of laborious investigation submitted by Sir Julian 
to his own Government relates exclusively to the compromise, 
and is contained in two letters addressed to Mr. Gresham, in which 
no allusion is made to any item of the British account, and that 
submitted to Congress by Mr. Gresham consists of two letters 
without any objection or allusion to any item of the account. If 
this is the negotiation to which he refers—and it can be no other— 
it scarcely deserves the name of a pretext and gives no informa- 
tion as to the facts that constitute the British claims or of any 
defense to them. I am compelled to say that, upon the facts set 
forth, there was no negotiation about these claims. 

Sir Julian may have labored over and wrestled with these claims 
in anguish of spirit while he spent a summer in their investiga- 
tion, but how much time or labor did he or Mr. Gresham devote 
to negotiation? The record shows that no effort even was made 
to give to the United States the benefit of a line or word of nego- 
tiation. It remains true, upon the record, that Great Britain 
jumped to the conclusion that it was best to avoid negotiation, if 
it did not “‘snap at” the lump sum that was tendered in settle- 
ment of claims that had neither justice, law, nor morality to sus- 
tain them. If Sir Julian’s blue book circular, sent out to the 
American people to influence public sentiment against Congress 
is true in its statement of facts, I will inform them that it con- 
veys no impression that any negotiation of these claims was had. 

Iam reluctantly compelled, also, to state, from the record, that 
the following statement in the letter of Mr. Gresham to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, dated December 20, 1894, 
is seriously incorrect and misleading. He says, ‘‘Under this article 
(Article VIII of the treaty) the arbitrators unanimously found 
that a number of British sealing vessels were seized in Bering Sea 
or warned therefrom by cruisers of the United States on the days 
and at the places in the special finding mentioned, leaving for fu- 
ture determination the question as to the value of the said ves- 
sels or their contents, or any of them, and the question whether 
the vessels mentioned in the schedule of the British Case, or any 
of them, were wholly or in part the actual property of citizens of 
the United States.” This statement and quotation is only a part 
and the least important part of the finding of the arbitrators, 
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I must quote it from the text of the award that there may be 
no mistake about this painfully serious matter. The text reads 
as follows: 

The questions as to the value of the said vessels or their contents, or either 
of them, and fhe question as to whether the vessels mentioned in the Sched- 
ule of the British Case,or any of them,were wholly or in part the actual 

roperty of citizens of the United States, have been withdrawn from and 

ve not been considered by the tribunal, it being understood that it is open 
to the United States to raise these questions, or any of them,if they think 
fit in any future negotiations as to the liability of the Unived States Govern- 
ment to pay the amounts mentioned in the Schedule to the British Case. 

From a comparison of these statements it will be seen that the 
questions of the ownership of the vessels and the liability of the 
United States for these claims were not decided by the tribunal, 
but were left, as the treaty required, open for future negotiation. 
The information thus given to Congress was misleading and made 
room for the assumption of the Secretary of State, in full accord- 
ance with the pretension of Great Britain, that the Tribunal of 
Arbitration had fully decided and settled the question of liability 
for ali the British claims, leaving nothing for adjustment except 
the amount of the damages to be assessed against the United 
States. 

This is not true, as a matter of fact, or according to the inten- 
tion of the treaty of arbitration, as it expressly states, and it is 
not true as a deduction or conclusion from any principle of law or 
comity involved in the award of the tribunal. If the award is 
entitled to the benefit of the rules of construction that obtain in 
respect of all agreements, decisions, judgments, treaties, and trans- 
actions that dispose of the rights and impose duties on men and 
nations—that it should be considered in all its parts, as an entire 
decree—the alleged liability of the United States for these seizures, 
if it is covered by the principles of the award, must be decided 
against Great Britain. 

That is my contention, and for this reason, and others that I 
will now proceed to state, I ask that the Senate will cause the 
facts to be investigated and laid before Congress. We have been 
asked to vote alump sum of $425,000 as a placebo to Great Britain 
without any proof of the justice of the demand, or of its legal 
obligations beyond the assertion, which is shown to be false on 
the face of the award and of the treaty of arbitration, that the 
Paris Tribunal has conclusively fixed and decreed that the United 
States is liable for the demands set up by Great Britain in its case 
laid before the arbitrators. 

That award can not be wrested and perverted into the approval 
of a barbarous and wicked line of conduct in the past which it 
is intended to suppress and punish in the future, nor to mulct 
the United States in damages for seizing vessels and men engaged 
in it as the only means that was then available to prevent an 
evi! that seriously threatened the immediate destruction of prop- 
erty inside the 3-mile limit, that was set apart and protected by 
law as a source of revenue by our Government. 

On March 1, 1895, seeing that our Government had not entered 
upon negotiations with reference to this matter of liability, but had 
assumed its existence as res adjudicata, I offered a resolution in 
the Senate, which Iam now again presenting for consideration. 
It went to the Committee on the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, as it might cause some expenditures. On the morning of 
the 4th day of March, when the Fifty-third Congress would expire 
at noon, that committee reported my resolution to the Senate 
favorably, with an amendment. The Senator from Delaware 
objected to its adoption,and it went over under the rules of the 
Senate. 

On the 25th of February the House had voted down this appro- 

riation by a vote, as Sir Julian Pauncefote stated to Earl Kim- 

rley, of ‘‘ Republicans, Populists, and 48 Democrats.” Efforts 
were made to obtain its recommendation by an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill to be offered by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which failed. While this was going on 
I was silent as to what I believed was a wrong to the country, be- 
cause I hoped that some member of Congress who was not a mem- 
ber of the tribunal, and could, therefore, speak more impartially 
than I might be able to do, would examine into and explain the 
situation. This had been done in the House in a very satisfactory 
manner, and resulted in the defeat of the appropriation. I then 
felt that it was due to the President, to the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion, to Congress, and the country, as well as to Great Britain, 
that the reasons should be authentically stated that caused the 
Congress to reject the recommendation of the President that his 
agreement with Great Britain should be ratified by act of Con x 
instead of the proper ‘constitutional authorities of the United 
States ”’—the President and the Senate. 

Not ene es the British ambassador would appeal to our 
people against this action of Congress, I desired that the negotia- 
tion, which failed to materialize, should at least be supplemented 
by our statement? of our reasons for refusing to execute the agree- 
ment. And, not having the fear of anybody before my eyes—not 
even that sense of timidity which must abash any true Democrat 
who ventures to differ with our President when he has made an 
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agreement with a foreign government—my convictions led me to 
coincide with the 48 Democrats in the House and the Committes 
of Appropriations of the Senate in the belief that the President 
in his zeal for peace had gone too far and too fast in the purchas 
of that brief moment of repose from the clamorous demand of the 
mother of the horse leech who still cries, ‘* Give, give,” by agree 
ing to pay a ‘‘lump sum” of $425,000, and to confess that we wer: 
criminal violators of international law in trying to defend ow 
property inside the 3-mile limit against marauders who warred 
upon it just across the line of that limit. 

In this effort to make a brief statement of my views of theso 
matters on the motion that I repeat to-day for an examination of 
the British demands, I seem to have given such offense to Sir 
Julian Pauncefote that he became quite impatient with me, and in 
representing what I said in the Senate to his Governminent, and 
through his Government to the American people, who are so hon- 
ored with his esteem and confidence, he has omitted to quote me 
fairly, as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows. If he was not the 
representative of a great foreign Government, or if he was tho 
representative of our Government, I would be bold to say that he 
had garbled the record in his effort to make good his appeal against 
me to the America people. 

As I attach no value to his opinions of my course as one of tho 
arbitrators or as a Senator, I will not now read what I did say on 
the occasion he refers to in his letter of February 28, 1895. My 
remarks are set forth on pages 3139, 3140 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of March 2, 1895. When I presented to the Senate, in the 
closing moments of the Fifty-third Congress, the memorandum of 
the account, as I state it, and as it should be stated in our nego- 
tiation and answer demanded upon each item, after the question 
of our liability, if any, has been settled, the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], for some reason which he considered just, 
objected to my request to have it printed in the RECORD as a part 
of my remarks, and I had no time to ask a vote of the Senate on 
my request. 

Sir Julian, finding some comfort in this incident, to which he is 
heartily welcome, in his circular to the American people, under 
cover of a letter to Earl Kimberley, thus draws their painful atten- 
tion to the fact that he, ‘‘ Mr. MorGAN, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations,” as he accentuates my official relation 
to the Senate, in the same letter, ‘‘ He requested leave to print 
this document in the REcorD as part of his speech, but leave was 
refused,” thus placing me and the document under the ban of the 
Senate’s displeasure by its refusal, while the only reprimand | 
have been conscious of was the objection of a single Senator, who 
probably felt that he wanted more time to look into the matter. 

This paltry fling at me is not worth the time it takes to notice 
it, only that I again present that statement, and having the time, 
I will now read it and ask the Senate, through its committee, to 
have it thoroughly investigated. The President again declines 
to negotiate, as the treaty of arbitration requires him to do, and 
again withdraws this subject from dip]omatic examination by ‘‘ the 
constitutional authorities of the United States.” He again asks 
Congress to ratify a diplomatic agreement made by him with a for- 
eign government which disregards and violates the mandate of 
the treaty—the supreme law—made by and with the consent of the 
Senate, according to the Constitution. It only involves $450,000, 
which may be a cheap bargain, and, it is argued, is as nothing to 
a people who live on borrowed money, as many rich people do, 
and this small sum is scarcely worthy of attention when our pros- 
perity, except as to finance and the fur seals, is so brilliant. 

Yet I must insist that the maxim de minimis non curat lex 
does not apply to this case, but that our duty often finds its highest 
expression in matters that are inconsiderable as to the sum of 
money involved. 

In this case it is a clear | of the Senate to obstruct the Exec- 
utive in his twice-repeated effort to ride down its constitutional 
prerogative to consider and determine whether it will advise and 
consent, as a Senate, that one treaty shall be set aside and its man- 
date disregarded, and another shall be made and ratified without 
its consent, by any other coordinate powers of the United States. 
In this view of the subject, if the sum involved were $425,000.000, 
instead of $425,000, the question would be no greater than it is, 1s 
a matter of constitutional law. 

It is well, indeed it is imperative, as a matter of the preserv:- 
tion of the constitutional distribution of the powers of govern- 
ment among the coordinate departments that the President should 
not disregard the fact that the Senate is associated with hiin in 
every agreement or pe gem he may essay to make with a foreign 
government in virtue of the constitutional powers of the Execu- 
tive. This association, even if it is disagreeable to him, is still 
enjoined by the Constitution and can not be avoided by any sub- 
terfuge. This provision was placed in the Constitution to give 
the Senate a veto upon Executives: action when dealing with for- 
eign governments, as he possesses the power of veto upon the en- 
actments of Congress. He must submit such agreements to t!\° 
Senate for their advice and consent, and not to Congress, to be 
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voted upon a general appropriation bill or ratified by a separate act. 
He has too much of political interest in such a measure, too 
much pride of opinion, too much of the lust of power as its motive 
to use his veto power upon the measure after it has passed both 
houses, at his own request, even if he should then find, as I insist is 
true as to this measure, that it is wrong, inexpedient, and unjust 
to the country, and that it commits us to the approval of demands 
that are based upon principles that are false in law and in morals, 
that violate our own declarations of right under the laws of 
nations, and are derogatory to our history and our honor, and 
condemns acts, that were right and dutiful in 1887 and are still 
right, ordered and performed by the first Administration of our 
President. The case is a very peculiar one, and gravely suggests 
that the Senate should not be deprived of its constitutional power 
because it may suit the present views of the President. 

There is a matter that demands the consideration of this Gov- 
ernment in respect of the amount of the claims presented to the 
Secretary of State by Sir Julian Pauncefote in his letter to Mr. 
Gresham, dated June 7, 1894. The claim then presented by Great 
Britain, including interest, and new claims for the Henrietta, 
Black Diamond, and the Ada, footed up $542,169.26. The claims 
set forth in the case of Great Britain submitted to the Tribunal 
of Arbitration in a ‘‘Schedule of claims” appended to said case, 


with interest, amounted to $439,171.48, an increase between those | 


dates of $102,997.78. In a letter to Earl Kimberley, Sir Julian 
says the claim of Great Britain is $700,000. 

This increase included large sums for ‘legal expenses” and 
$62,847.12 for expenses of suit before Supreme Court. Thecaseisa 
very peculiar one, and gravely suggests that the Senate should 
not be deprived of its constitutional powers, because it may suit 
the President’s sense of duty, or propriety, to undo what he for- 
merly did, and to admit, in the language of Lord Salisbury, that 
“the United States Government has inflicted an unwarranted 
wrong upon the subjects of Great Britain.” If the President, who 
inflicted this alleged wrong, feels that it is his duty to repent of it, 
or to apologize for it, I must not become the keeper of his con- 
science, but I will not vote money for the purchase of a pardon 
from the real wrongdoer, who demands a reward for our prevent- 
ing her own ce from perpetrating further wrongs and out- 
rages upon the United States. I hope I shall be excused from 
reading the ‘‘ document” that Sir Julian Pauncefote says the Sen- 
ate refused to allow me to print in the REcorD. I submit it asa 
part of my remarks. 


BERING SEA SEIZURES AND DAMAGES CLAIMED THEREFOR BY GREAT 
BRITAIN. 


Amount claimed by Great Britain with interest.---................. $542, 169. 26 
Amount proposed to be allowed by Secretary of State-............ 425, 000. 00 


The schedule of claims for each vessel contains an item designated variously 
as ‘ probable catch,” “* balance of catch,” “estimated balance of catch,” etc. 
These are clearly prospective profits or speculative damages, and are all based 
on future and contingent events forming no basis of fact on which an equi- 
nee as to amount of damages could be predicated. They should not 
be allowed. 

Similar claims were presented by the United States to the arbitrators of the 
Alabama claims in 1872 at Geneva, and in their decision they say: “And 
whereas prospective earnings can not properly be made the subject of com- 
pensation, inasmuch as they depend in their nature upon future and uncer- 
tain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of the opinion that there is 
no ground for awarding to the United States any sum by way of indemnity 
under this head.”” (See Alabama Claims, Volume IV, page 53, Congressional 
publication. ) 

‘The amount of speculative damages claimed by Great Britain in the sched- 
ule submitted with the letter from the Secretary of State are as follows: 




















L. Il. 
Carolena....... aa gc Df CORPO. «nsnncanaindean cece $16, 667.00 
Thornton....... - 16,667.00 | Favorite-. 7,000. 00 
W. P. Sayward............ SI fA hn ts abhciemakenn ede 15, 818. 00 
Gn a ee Se SOOO | DORIMON . 5 ci cccccecccns cco 9, 424.00 
RUM GEN Saisie des. 0es0e 17,325.00 | Triumph................... 19,424.00 
Db ithe caéncene'’ SE IL nis aunceninninnciaadans 9, 248. 00 
Alfred Adams............ ee ee ns on came conan 10, 966. 00 
Pathfinder Dee | MEMOS |... isn cece. cee 2, 752.00 
Black Diamond. 16, 192. 00 —— 
EE scdaicetitiinens Ghcancs;, 14,108.00 101, 293. 00 
———_—— | Henrietta.................. 10,088.00 
$188, 601. 50 —-— 
111,391.00 
188, 601. 50 
299, 992. 50 
en ot. caccn eanocbaccdesss $542, 169.42 
Amount of speculative damages 299, 992. 50 
Amount of claim less such damages_.................--..---.--....- 242,176. 92 
Amount proposed to be allowed by the Secretary of State........ 425, 000. 00 
Claim less speculative damages... ..........-....--..0--.s00------00 252, 176. 92 
Excess of proposed amount over actual claim-_........-....-.-.---- 182, 823. 08 


The above figures and comparisons are based entirely upon the supposition 
that every vessel included in the schedule of claims submitted by Sir Julian 
Pauncefote was owned by a British subject. 

[t appears, however, from the United States Counter Case submitted to the 
Bering Sea Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, that the ten vessels appearing 
Guan 1) I above were owned in fact by citizens of the United States 





The following vessels, it appears, were owned in fact by one Joseph Bosco- 


witz, and that Thomas H. Cooper, in whose name the vessels stood, had no 
interest therein. Cooper is a British subject and Boscowitz a citizen of the 
United States. As to proof of Boscowitz’s citizenship, see United States 
Counter Case, pages 255, 314, 315, and 351; and as to Cooper's interest, see 
his examination, ibid, pages 321-325. 


Amount 
of claim. 


Vessels. 


ee aes Cond aaa $26, 817. 65 
W. P. Sayward eanh whats ates 118, 957, 12 
ES ES ae 27, SUB. O4 
Dolphin 40, 201. 50 


Amount of Boscowitz's claims ...... 


251, 951. 88 


The Carolena and Pathfinder, as appears by the United States Counter Case, 
were owned by A. J. Bechtel, a citizen of the United States. As to proof of 
Bechtel’s citizenship, see Counter Case, page 351. 


——s Amount 

Vessels. of claim. 
Carolena .......... a ct A . $24,313. 01 
Pathfinder, first claim ._............. durdiamenietaneirie ; 26, 765. 00 
ea eee 2, 000.00 
RS Or ee I orn i oni ccc cntheweesa decdae cntne 53, 078, 01 
The Alfred Adams, Black Diamond, and Lily (which was the name given the 
Black Diamond after its seizure) were owned in fact by A. Frank. a citizen 
of the United States. As to proof of Frank's citizenship and the actual 


ownership of the vessels, see United States Counter Case, pages 351 and 352. 


Vessels Amount 

P Ri of claim. 
Ns 50 sid ated adekdn eblbe owiaenes ical de tbc legen anal 
NE ST Sian cutadihinhis aint) sapGuiddiln sddbnbudaccnteeanedennes 17, 185. 00 
BE dasvaredeceaias Pepi ethnnk edd seh Sh Cans NAberk twin eibinbegeteti 17, 176.00 
54, 794. 00 


Amounts of claims of citizens of the United States presented by Great Britain. 


EY BE icains agatinnacksWncie mtveus ¢ostisnatine déumebdecaes $251, 981.88 


Te I 2a ae etbiia dina toa ddcindas oclksdecustes sansusbudedaddeede 53,078. OL 
ena nn kniuitamuoaibaiiendain cndbdet 54, 794. 00 
359, 853. 89 


Total amount claimed by Great Britain. .......................2.02. 542, 169.42 
Total amount of claims of United States citizens presented_...... 359,853.89 
Balance resulting, being amount claimed by British owners. 182,315.53 

But of this amount claimed by British subjects speculative dam- i 
ages are included to the amount of (see Column II above) --- 111,391.00 
Amount claimed by British subjects less speculative damages 70, 924. 53 


The total amount of claims of British subjects which, it thus appears, could 
possibly be recovered amounts in all to $70,924.53. But even this sum. which 
is $471,244.89 less than the British claim presented, $354,075.47 less than the 
amount that the Secretary of State prcposes to give in settlement, is undoubt- 
edly excessive. Of that amount $34,635 is ‘‘ personal claims,” and in all prob- 
ability some of these claimantsare citizens of the United States or some other 
country, which could be established by investigation. Deducting the “ per- 
sonal claims” from $70,924.89, there is left $36,289.89. Sixteen thousand five 
hundred and sixty dollars of this sum appears as the claim of the Henrietta 
(less speculative damages). The Henrietta was seized in Bering Sea in Sep- 
tember, 1892, under the provisions of the modus vivendi, and therefore no 
claim is allowable; but even if allowable it shows its “padded” character 
from the fact that there isa claim for an “estimated catch” in Bering Sea 
when sealing was not allowed there and the season was over at the time of 
the seizure. 

Whatever balance remains is made up of the cost of the vessels, outfits, 
insurance, legal expenses, etc. There are many items undoubtedly excess- 
ive and should be absolutely proved before being allowed. 

However, on the supposition that the amounts claimed by British subjects 
are correct in all their items, the schedule of claims appears as follows: 











Total 
amount of 
g le Cla claim, 
Specula- Slaim with in 
Vessel. Snowe "ave less such | terest at 
* | damages. | damages. | 7 per cent 
to July or 
August, 
1895. 
| 
Oo eee os eee $23, 269.71 | $16,667.00 | $6,602.71 | $10y%62.42 
EN SIRS FT eS: CCID Pn esieec cs ths gabimie Se 
hh adnnnawnbanntaimmmateiae® 26,518.00 | 15,818.00 | 10,700.00 16, 592. 00 
PUI. cece cesacendnecsoencsoss 14,695.00 | 9,424.00} 5,271.00 7, 484. 32 
EE 2n0vecsctdseeborsesntved 19, 674.00 | 19, 424.00 250). 00 355. 00 
DIES uantbachateG eu basssceses 9,498.00} 9,248.00} 250.00 855.00 
Bg k<n cespcudionswacdsiisesion 11,210.00 | 10,960.00 | 250. 00 355. 00 
DR adunnccdanennintinanderand 16,460.00 | 12,752.00 | 4,708.00 | 6, 685. 36 
| 128,324.71 | 101,293.00 | 27,081.71 2,589.10 


| 


26, 658. 00 
EES se | 154,982. 71 


10,098.00 | 16,560.00 18, 878. 40 


111, 391.00 43,501.71 | 61, 467.50 




































Personal claims (if all claimants are British subjects)............. $34,635.00 


Amount due, with interest, to probable date of payment ......... 96,102.50 
Amount claimed by Great Britain, not including interest -.- - seven B42, 100.26 
Mmncans Gus, MeOSING OGTR ccces ccccccec ee <cedccidsoncssecccoces 96, 102. 50 


Excess of claim without interest over amount due with interest. 446, 066. 76 


Amount proposed to be allowed by the Secretary of State........ ~~ 425, 000. 00 
Amount due, including interest... ...........-..ccc-cesecere---------- 96,108; 50 


Excess of Secretary's allowance over amount due with interest.. 328, 897.50 

Undoubtedly this excess would be found tobe still greater if the claims 
were thoroughly investigated and examined judicially. 

It will be seen from Appendix No. 1 to my remarks that a claim 
for more than $60,000 is set up for legal expenses in our Supreme 
Court in the case of the United States in re seizure of W. P. Say- 
ward. Unless the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration dealt wit 
and reversed the judgments in these cases rendered by our courts 
it can not possibly be claimed that such award decided the liabil- 
ity of the United States for these costs and legal expenses. I have 
not yet heard that anyone has contended for that absurdity as 
being res adjudicata under the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion. Then, in this new batch of claims that were presented to the 
Secretary of State in June, 1894, there are many items for ‘‘ille- 

al arrest and imprisonment” amounting to $18,000, and others 
or ‘sufferings and losses in navigating four vessels from Una- 
laska to Sitka,” amounting to $13,635. 

The nature of the sufferings and the items of the losses sustained 
by these marauders in navigating their vessels 300 miles or less, 
from Unalaska to Sitka, are not given. Whether they were suf- 
fering from overburdened conscience, or wounded national pride, 
or disappointment at the loss of their prey and their sport in the 
massacre of the mother seals and the starvation of their 20,000 
pups is not stated. 

That sort of raiding was solemnly denounced and prohibited by 
the tribunal, but if, through the misfortune of a misconception 
of the meaning of the plainest possible language, they decided that 
conduct to be a law claim for damages against the United 
States, it is at least proper that Congress should put the blame 
upon the tribunal, and it is indispensable, in view of the new im- 
portance that is given to the doctrine of estoppel, that Congress 
should protest very earnestly against the doctrines which other- 
wise would be fastened upon us by voting a “lump sum” in pay- 
ment for these supposed tortures. 

The British policy that seeks to escape from the direct force of 
truth, justice, and right by eS the doctrines of estoppel, 
acquiescence, and prescription, which has grown into a national 
diplomatic ch istic and is being felt in many quarters of the 
earth among the weaker nations, needs the vigilance of constant 
question and protest to prevent its crystallization into determined 
aggression and assertion of absolute right. 

The boundaries of the British Empire have thus vaten into the 
smaller nationalities, until many of them have been absorbed into 
the realm; and we need to be cautious and alert on sea and on 
land in matters that relate to fur seals and gold, and to the observ- 
ance of treaties and boundaries in Alaska. Inasmuch as the Ad- 
ministration gives us no information on which Congress can give 
an intelligent vote on the demand for ‘‘a lump sum,” which is 
based only upon the ground of — by judgment, we should 
at least state the reasons that control us in voting for or against 
the demanded appropriation. 

If, as the British ambassador informs the people of the United 
States, Coe voted down this appropriation under a mistake 
of facts and principles, and in the heat o politics, caused in 
part by my observations in the Senate, which were not made until 
many days after the House had refused the ‘lump sum,” let us 
examine into the facts, which are still withheld from us, while 
our action is — demanded, and lay them before the 
country with the courage of honest conviction. Whether they 
shall sustain or condemn the course that Congress has seen fit to 
pursue, we are compelled to take action upon this subject, and we 
must act oe 

Two matters have failed to have the scrutiny of negotiation, aud 
scrutiny is the most essential p of negotiation about intur- 
national claims, that we can not afford to pass over in silent in- 
differeace, as has been done oe diplomatic agents. 

[ refer to the claims of the United States against Great Britain 
with reference to the fur-seal controversy, and the fact that is 
scarcely disputed that ten of the twenty vessels seized by the 
United States belonged to American citizens to the extent that 
they will receive a very large share of the “lump sum” (at least 
half of it) for their losses and sufferings in the violation of the 
laws of the United States under the shelter of the British flag. 
As to both of these matters, I refer with absolute confidence to 
the argument of Judge Bl tt submitted to the Tribunal of 
Arbitration, which I lay before the Senate, and ask to have 
printed as a part of my remarks, (See Appendix 2.) 

It has not been answered by anyone, and can not be successfull 
answered. When it was presented to the tribunal the British 
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counsel saw that it was not safe to attempt an answer, and they 
only claimed a finding of facts upon matters that neither pari y 
disputed, that is, upon the names of the vessels seized and t 
times and places of the seizures. 

I will, with the leave of the Senate, place it on the record as part 
of my remarks, that the world may know how the power of tru: }; 
drove Great Britain from the field of negotiation in respect 
these claims, and compelled SirJulian Pauncefote and Lord Sa! 
bury to intrench themselves behind the plea of estoppel and 1 
adjudicata, which forbid the speaking of the truth in the cont: 
tions of men and nations. 

I have no need to attempt to strengthen the statements a: 
arguments of Judge Blodgett, that demand the full investigati 
of the claims, which, if allowed, will pay Americans who dema: 
them, in the names of British subjects, for crimes commit 
through their infamous conspiracy under the shelter of the Briti- 


sas 


- aa 2. 


A full and fair negotiation of these respective claims of the t\ 
Governments would have resulted in a large allowance of damay 
to the lessees of the seal islands, and consequent revenue to t 
United States, for the wanton waste of seal life by the methods | 
the British seal hunters, contrary to international duty and com- 
ity and the laws that regulate fishing on the high seas, near tho 
shores, and contrary to the principles on which the award of tho 
concurrent regulations is based. But no notice whatever has been 
taken of this just demand by our Government. It was stated in 
the case of the United States, but seems to have wilted in the for- 
midable presence of the plea of estoppel as to the ownership and 
right of protection of the seals outside the 3-mile limit. 

hat estoppel, if the breadth of its sweep includes the seizure 
of ships on sanctifies the murder of the mother seals and the 
starvation of the pups, is quite as comprehensive as the bull’s hide 
of Dido when it was cut into fine strings and was thus expanded 
to include the site of t Carthage in the location of the pur- 
chase of as much oat as a bull’s hide would cover. 

Boscowitz, in whose name no demand is made, was found, hy 
Judge Blodgett, upon the evidence, since then greatly strengt|i- 
ened, to be a citizen of the United States and the owner of the 
schooner W. P. Sayward, on which the sum demanded in the Brit- 
ish claim is $90,902.12, besides $2,000 for sufferings, etc., to Georze 
P. Fery, the master of that vessel; and also of the steam schooner 
Thornton, for which $26,817.65 is claimed, besides $4,000 to Hans 
Guttornasen, her master, for ‘‘ illegal arrest and imprisonment.” 

And also the steam schooner Anna Beck, for which $27,836.(4 
is claimed, besides $1,000 to Michael Keef, her master, for “ suf- 
ferings,” etc. 

And also the steam schooner Grace, for which $38,142.57 is 
claimed, besides $2,000 to W. Petit, her master, for ‘‘ sufferings,” 
etc. 

And also the steam schooner Dolphin, for which $40,201.50 is 
claimed, besides $2,635 to Warren, her master, and $1,000 to John 
Riley, her mate, for ‘‘ sufferings,” etc. 

It is a curious feature found in these claims that the crews of 
these vessels get nothing for “‘ sufferings,” etc. If Boscowitz gcts 
$236,534.88 out of the ‘‘ lump sum,” it will be a fearful price to pay 
the British Government for his benefit and to reward his criminal 
violation of our laws. I most respectfully insist that this, atleast, 
is not res adjudicata. 

His permees in Paris, as we were informed, in furtherance 
of an effort made by the British agent to open the case and allow 
further proof of his citizenship and to show that he was a subjcct 
of Great Britain, which was refused by the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion, is an important fact. This alone was sufficient to com)! 
obedience to the demand of Article VIII of the treaty for further 
negotiation. But Great Britain preferred the lump-sum arran°- 
ment, doubtless because it was conscious that he was a citizen of 
the United States and had never been a subject of Great Britain. 
On 755 of the case of the United States is this dispatch from 
Lev W. Myers, our consul at Victoria, British Columbia: 

Joseph Boscowitz, for many years not oom a resident of Victoria, Brit's 
Columbia, stated to me on October 24, 1 that he has been ail these yo! 
and is now a citizen of the United States of America, 

LEVI W. MYERS, Const! 

Theodore T. Williams gave his deposition on the 12th of Decem- 
ber, 1892, and states as follows: 

Joseph Boscowitz became an American citizen by naturalization, comi' 
the United States from northern Europe. He was well knownon the Pa 
Coast as a citizen of the United States before he went to Vancouver to en: 
in business. He frequently spoke of his American citizenship as if he \ 

roud of it, and e of himself as an American in Victoria when d. 0 
Teckness there aiways passed as an American in Victoria. 

Mr. Williams also proves that Boscowitz ‘‘owned the schoo: 1s 
that stood in the name of Captain Warren; but not only did 110 
own an interest in these vessels, but furnished Warren monc) | 
obtain his share.” Much other evidence is in easy reach to es’: 
lish these facts and others as to Americans, citizens of the Un 
States, for whom Great Britain is urging these claims. | | 
append the report of Mr. Foster to my remarks, from whic! ! 
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will be seen that the claims of Great Britain were greatly exag- 
cerated, and that Boscowitz is the central figure in the case. 
(See Ap ndix 8.) 5 ; > F 
sir Julian Pauncefote, in his letter to Earl Kimberley, in which 
he reviews my opinions, a much easier task than it is to meet 
the facts touching these claims, says: ‘‘ Moreover, the principal 
transgressor referred to, whose name is Boscowitz, has denied that 
he is an American citizen.” This mild and tentative answer to the 
finding of Judge Blodgett and the proof in the case would scarcely 
exonerate Mr. Boscowitz from the flagrant wrong he has done to 
the laws of hisadopted country. ButSir Julian makes the follow- 
ing point, not of eee but of the laws of nations, which, for 
ideal reasoning, is delightful. He says, ‘‘ As regards the vessels 
themselves”—not the owners—‘‘even if someof them, as contended 
by Senator MorGAN, were owned, or partly owned, by citizens of 
the United States (which I have shown could not be the case un- 
der our flag), such vessels became liable to be forfeited to the 
British Crown, and the United States Government, by whom they 
were wrongfully seized, would be bound to restore them, or their 
value, to Her Majesty’s Government for the purposes of such for- 
siture.” 

_ If Sir Julian had added this, ‘‘so that their value might be re- 
stored by Her Majesty’s Government to the said violators of Brit- 
ish law,” he would have completed the circle of his reasoning. 
That is to say, if the United States seizes a vessel belonging to one 
of its citizens for the violation of its laws, and that vessel has also 
violated a law of Great Britain, the United States must surrender 
the vessel to Great Britain or its value, that it may be returned 
to the owner, who has violated the laws of both countries. 

This interesting puzzle, however, has not been the subject of 
negotiation, and as it lays at the foundation of at least one-half of 
the ‘‘lump sum,” I must insist on having the views of our Gov- 
ernment upon this matter before I can support an appropriation 
for the benefit of Mr. Boscowitz, which hangs on this attenuated 
thread spun by the British ambassador. But I am not attempting 
to fully demonstrate the want of legal and moral soundness in 
the claims urged by Great Britain. I am only supporting my 
resolution for an investigation into these claims by the Senate, 
because we are not informed of their merits by any investigation 
or negotiation, conducted by the constitutional authorities of the 
United States. Other good reasons and much proof exist in sup- 
port of this duty of the Senate to which T have nct even alluded. 

I havecharacterized the paper I hold in my hand and will print, 
by leave of the Senate, along with my remarks, as a circular, a 
political flyer, sent out as an appeal to the people against the vote 
of Congress at its last session. 

Since that vote we are not informed that any negotiation has 
taken place. Indeed, it has been prevented by the demand of 
Great Britain, made on the ist of March, 1895, the day before I 
was so unfortunate as to comment on a British claim in the Senate. 

Earl Kimberley said to the British ambassador, ‘‘ You should 
strongly urge the necessity of settling the question at once, either 
by the payment of a lump sum or by a convention for a cluims 
commission.” 

That meant, as it did on June 7, 1894, that ‘tit only now remains 
to assess the ges,” and that, the ‘claims commission” should 
be appointed ‘‘for the purpose of such assessment.” This ulti- 
matum was not dimeete it may never be pressed. It seems to 
have been abandoned in favor of the milder method of appealing 
to the people, and through them to Congress with the aid of the 
Executive, in the still lingering hope that a ‘‘ negotiation” can still 
be avoided by voting a lump sum to Boscowitz and Great Britain. 

In furtherance of this campaign of education Lord Salisbury 
prepared a ‘‘memorandum” which, it seems, was handed to the 
British ambassador while he was in London, on the 31st August, 
1895. Sir Julian Pauncefote having exhausted his powers of logic, 
his discoveries in the law, and his rough criticisms on me in his 
letters to his Government, Lord Salisbury took up the subject and 
proceeded to give Sir Julian a ‘‘ memorandum,” in which he sug- 
gested some other arguments and caustic criticisms upon me 
because I ventured to sustain the action of Congress in refusing 
to vote a lump sum and asked for an investigation of the facts by 
the Senate, so that we should know what was required of us by 
honor and duty. 

They both give me far greater prominence in their writings than 
they give to the questions at issue between the two Governments. 
I do not complain of this. Perhaps I may be unbecomingly care- 
less of their opinions, all things considered; but I have a feeling 
of resentment that I do not care to conceal, that these great repre- 
sentatives of Her Majesty’s Government had not made their com- 
plaints of a Senator of the United States to his own Government, 
or to the Senate, through the President, instead of waiting until 
Congress was about to assemble and then handing out these pa- 
pers, so diligently prepared , to the newspaper press in Washington. 

On the occasion I have referred to, August 31, 1894, Lord Salis- 
bury, in his letter to Sir Julian Pauncefote, commented on his 
dispatches ‘‘ of the 28th of Fe bruary last and of the 4th, 5th, 15th, 
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and 19th of March, relative to the claims for compensation from 
the United States on account of the seizure of the British sealing 
vessels in Bering Sea, which were duly received and have been 
read with careful attention.” 


If these dispatches did not sooner require acknowledgment, it 


must have been for the reason that the demand for a commission 
‘*to assess damages” was no longer urgent, and a new appeal was 
to be made ‘‘ before the public in the United States,” 
and outside of Congress,” for his lordship, proceeding, says to Sir 
Julian: 


‘*both in 


f forward in support of 
ose claims have the entire approval and concurrence of Her 
Majesty's Government. The attempt made by Senator MORGAN to dispute 


I need or say that the arguments you brin 


them seems to be largely founded on misapprehension, and Her Majesty's 
Government can not doubt that when the full facts are before the public in 
the United States the liability of that country to make compensation, which 
has never been denied by the Government, will generaily be recognized both 
in and outside of Congress. 


As yourexcellency will shortly be returning to your post, I transmit to you 


herewith, for such use as you may find convenient, a memorandum, setting 
outat somewhat greater length some of the points in support of the claims to 
which you have alluded in your dispatches referred to. 


Iam, etc., SALISBURY. © 
It was reasonable to suppose that in the six months that had 


elapsed between March 4, when Sir Julian had buried me under his 


ponderous logic, and the 3ist of August, when Lord Salisbury 
thought it best to exhume my remains for another airing, that Con- 
gress and Mr. Hitt and the people would have come to their reason 
and might be ready to vote the “lump sum” without further in- 
quiry. But Lord Salisbury evidently thought that we needed some 
further information as to law and precedents, but not as to the 
facts relating to thestarvation of seal pups or Boscowitz, and that 
we needed the tonic of the British sense of honor to brace us up 
to our duty in swallowing the lump sum. So his lordship, with 
thoughtful regard for our national propriety, made his ‘‘ memo- 
randum” and handed it to Sir Julian “ for such use as you may 
find most convenient.” 

It ignored but could not suppress some of Sir Julian’s most 
striking assaults, but it was so smooth and gentle in its general 
approval and concurrence that no one can feel surprised that Sir 
Julian should hand out the whole correspondence with his Gov- 
ernment to the American press, which he did. For the first time 
within my knowledge the British Government has taken the peo- 
ple of the United States intoits sacred confidence and has displayed 
before them the want of wisdom and knowledge of law and facts 
that caused the ‘‘ Republicans, Populists, and 48 Democrats” to 
vote down the President’s recommendation of a ‘‘ lump sum,” and 
to insist on further negotiation and at least some proof of the 
justice of the British demand. 

We have at least learned something from these great diplo- 
matists about the merits of the British contention, and that it 
does not appeal to truth or justice for its support, but to the 
suppression of an inquiry into the facts by a technical estoppel, 
which cuts off the ‘‘ further negotiation” as to the question of 
our liability, for which the treaty expressly provides. The world 
will never believe that ‘‘the assessment of damages” is even in 
the nature of a negotiation as to the question of liability for 
damages. It might as well be said that the ships that appeared 
at Corinto to collect a fine levied by Great Britain were there to 
negotiate as to the liability of Nicaragua to pay that exaction. 

I have not thought it best, in discussing this resolution, to allude 
to the facts relating to the recent loss of seal life that the Presi- 
dent refers to in his annual message to this Congress. When 
those facts are fully understood I believe it will be manifest that 
the recent decrease in the seal herd is due to the persistent and 
illegal violation of the award and the laws to enforce its observ- 
ance by the pelagic hunters, and that inefficient regulations have 


contributed largely to their opportunities for doing their destruc- 
tive work. 






APPENDIX No. 1. 


CORRESPONDENCE RESPECTING CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION ON ACCOUNT OF 
BRITISH VESSELS SEIZED IN BERING SEA BY UNITED STATES CRUISERS. 
No. 1. 

Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received May 9.) 

DOWNING STREET, May 8, 1994. 

Srr: Lam directed by the Marquis of Ripon to transmit to you, to be laid 
before the Earl of Kimberley, copy of a dispatch and inclosure from the Gov- 
ernor-General of Canada, respecting the claims of British subjects in respect 
of the illegal seizure of theif sealirg vessels in Bering Sea by the authorities 
of the United States. 

Now that the legislatior for the enforcement of the regulations prescribed 
by the arbitrators has been completed, Lord Ripon hopes that the arrange- 
ments for settling these song ovtstanding claims will be pressed forward as 
quickly as possible. 

The question raised by the Dominion Government as to the proof which 
will be required is one which Cord Ripon is disposed to think must be settled 
by the commission wiich it is proposed shall adjudicate on the claims, and 
his lordship would suggest the* in negotiating the convention for the appoint- 
ment of such a comm.ssic.: the British ambassador should obtain a recogni- 
tion of the principle that ~om-ensation when awarded should cover the ex- 

nse of establishing the right to compensation, though it might be left to 

he commission to say whethe-, in any particular case, the claimant should 
be allowed the costs incurred ‘a proving his claim. 
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In the meantime I am to qepest that Sir J. Pauncefote should be instructed 
by telegraph to press the United States Government to begin the negotia- 
tion of the convention for the appointment of a commission to adjudicate on 
the claims, and that he should be desired, as soon as a date has been fixed for 
commencing the discussion, to telegraph for a Canadian delegate to assist 
him in case Dr. Dawson is not empowered to discuss the question. 


lam, etc., 
JOHN BRAMSTON. 
[Inclosure 1 in No. 1.] 


The Earl of Aberdeen to the Marquis of Ripon. 


GOVERNMENT Hovsk, Ottawa, March 15, 1894. 


My Lorp: With reference to previous correspondence on the subject of 
the presentation to the United States Government of the claims for damages 
referred by the owners of sealing vessels seized in Bering Sea, I have the 
onor to forward herewith a copy of an approved minute of the privy coun- 
cil, omSonying a report by the minister of marine and fisheries, in which, 
referring to the action of the United States Government in disputing the 
ownership of these vessels before the Bering Sea Tribunal, he discusses the 
uestion of the measures to be taken to establish such ownership to the satis- 
action of that Government. 
Your lordship will observe that my ministers would be glad to learn the 
ae of Her Majesty’s Government with regard to the methods to be 
opted with this end; and, further, to know whether they would insist on 
the submission of such evidence of ownership and national character as would 


be necessary to meet the requirements of the merchant shipping act and the 
mercantile law of Great Bri in these particulars. 
have, etc., ABERDEEN. 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 1.] 


Report of a committee of the honorable the privy council, approved by his excel- 
lency the Governor-General in council on the 9th of March, 189%. 


On a report, dated the 6th of March, 1894, from the minister of marine and 
fisheries, stating with reference to the approved minute of council of the 20th 
of February, 184, touching the ownership of some of the vessels which suf- 
fered losses by reason of seizures and other molestation by the United States 
Government in Boring Bee, that he has had under further consideration the 
position taken by the United States Government, as defined in the counter 
case of the United States before the Tribunal of Arbitration, in disputing the 
ownership of the vessels in question. 

The minister submits that this question can not be satisfactorily dealt with 
at the present s of these claims. 


The papers rela ing to it which have come to the ssion of your excel- 
lency's overnment have been submitted for the information of Her Maj- 
esty's Government. 


specting the method to establish the ownership, it appears that the 
authorities of the United States formerly refused to recognize the proof of 
owners ee furnished, but they huve given no further intimation of what 
evidence is required. , however, further — is to be made a matter of 
negotiation between the two Governments, instead of considering what fur- 
ther proof can be adduced, it appears that it should be ascertained from the 
United States Government what further proof it dc sires. 

The minister suggests that it should be ascertained whether the United 
States desires an oral examination of witnesses, or an inquiry into the state 
of liens on these vessels, or whether written depositions on these points 
would be satisfactory. 

The minister also suggests that the views of Her Mafenty’s Government 
should be souahs as to an inquiry of that kind being made. Also, whether it 
will be insisted by Her Majesty’s Government that the ownership and na- 
tional character of these vessels shall be decided according to the facts which 

ve that character under the merchant shipping act and mercantile law of 

sy Britain, in so far as it bears on proof of ownership and national char- 
acter. 

These suggestions it is expected meng lead to the ascertainment of the views 
of the United States Government on the further point whether some tribunal 
or commission is to be established for hearing these claims, and whether the 

rocedure before the tribunal is to be regula by the convention which is 
establish it. If the tribunal is to be established by convention without any 
order of procedure being settled, it will doubtless be for the tribunal itself to 
define the nature of the evidence to be admitted and further proof required; 
also, as to whether such as has already been adduced is considered satisfac- 
“aT evidence of nationality and ownership. 

e committee, on the recommendation of the minister of marine and fish- 
eries, advise that your excellency be moved to forward a certified copy of 
this minute, if approved, to the right honorable the principal secretary of 
state for the colonies, for the deration of Her esty’s Government. 

All of which is respectfully submitted for your exeteny approval. 


J. McGEE, 
Clerk of the Privy Council, 
No. 2. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. ]} 


FoREIGN OFFICE, May 10, 1894. 


You should the United States Government to commence negotiations 
on the subject of the claims of British sealers seized by the United States 
cruisers in Bering Sea as soon as you have carried out the instructions con- 
tained in my telegram of the 8th instant, authorizing you to exchange notes 
with Mr. Gresham respecting the sealing regulations. 

When you are ready for a delegate, you can telegraph to the 

Government to send one, 


No. 3. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received May 10.) 


(Telegraphic. ] 
. WASHINGTON, May 10, 1894. 

Béring Sea. With reference to your lordship's telegram of to-day, I ar- 
ran yesterday with Mr. Gresham for the ex of notes, and discussed 
with him at the same time the question of the settlement of the British 
claims, which he is quite ready to take up. 

I venture to su t that the most inexpensive and erpetious process 
pigt be to appoint a commissioner on each side to verify claims at Vic- 
toria, British Columbia, and make a joint report, so far as they could agree, 
assessing the damages on each claim, and, where they failed to , stating 
the grounds of theirdisagreement. The two Governments could then either 
refer the points in difference toan umpire, or determine them themselves. 

the above suggestion meets with your lordship’s approval, would it not 
be well, before sending for the Can —— to consult the Canadian 
Government and settle the basis of the conven’ 
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No. 4. 
Foreign office to colonial office. 
FOREIGN OFFICE, May 10, 189), 


Srr: The Earl of Kimberley has had under his consideration your letter of 
the 8th instant, inclosing a dispatch from the Governor-General of Canada yo. 
specting the claims of British subjects in respect of the illegal seizure of thoir 
sealing vessels in Bering Sea by the authorities of the United States. 


Iam directed by his lordship to state, in reply, for the information of tho 
Marquis of Ripon, that a telegram has this day been sent to Her Majesty's 
am or at Washington, pegeoboover: J him to pressthe United States Gy 
ernment to begin negotiations respecting these claims as soon as the notes 
relating to the naval regulations and arrangements under articles 4 and 7 of 
the award shall have been exchanged. 

His excellency has at the same time been authorized to telegraph to Canada 
for a delegate when his services are required. 

Lo’ berley would suggest that the Canadian Government shoul: be 
asked to communicate to Sir J. Pauncefote the substance of the inclosures 


to your letter now under reply. 


Tam, etc., H. PERCY ANDERSON. 
No. 5. 
Foreign office to colonial office. 
FOREIGN OFFICE, May 11, 189%, 
Srr: With reference to my letter of yesterday's date relating to claims 
arising out of the seizures of British sealers in Bering Sea by the United 


States authorities, I am directed by the Earl of Kimberley totransmit to you, 
to be laid before the Marquis of Ripon, the neccmapenying telegram from 
Her Majesty’sam or at Washington,' stating that he has arranged with 
the Recon? of State for the exchange of notes respecting the naval reyu- 
lations and the articles 4 and 7 of the award, and that the United States Goy- 
ernment is quite ee take up the a of British claims. 

Sir Julian Pauncefote suggests a mode of procedure with regard to these 
claims which he considers would be the most expeditious and inexpensive 
way of dealing with them, and I am to state that Lord Kimberley would be 
glad to learn Lord Ripon’s views as to his excellency’s propositicn with ag 

ttle delay as possible. 

Iam, etc., H. PERCY ANDERSON, 
No. 6. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—(Received May 16.) 
DOWNING STREET, May 16, 1891, 

S1r: Iam directed by the Marquis of Ripon to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letters of the 10th and llth instant respecting the claims of British 
subjects in respect of the illegal seizure of their sealing vessels in Bering 
Sea by the authorities of the United States. 

Lord Ripon desires me to inclose, for the information of the Earl of Kim- 
berley, a copy of a telegram which he has addressed to the Governor-General 
of Canada on the subject of Sir Julian Pauncefote’s telegram of the 10th in- 
stant; and he desires me to say that he thinks it will be as well to have the 
views of the Government of Canada before settling the basis of the proposed 
convention, and that, as that ma = rise to discussion, he thinks it might 
expedite matters if a Canadian delegate, fully instructed as to the views of 
the Dominion Government, were to oman to Washington at once, but be- 
fore expressing a final opinion Lord spon proposes to await the reply from 
the Governor-General to the telegram inclosed. 

JOHN BRAMSTON, 


Iam, etc., 
[Inclosure in No. 6.] 
The Marquis of Ripon to the Earl of Aberdeen. 


(Telegraphic. ] 
DOWNING STREET, May 11, 189). 


Referring to your dispatch of 15th March, compensation claims, see Sir J. 

Pauncefote's telegram of the 10th May. Communicate to him substance of 

our dispatch, and telegraph views of your ministers as to proposals con- 
tained in telegram from him. No.7 
0. 7. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received June 1.) 
(Telegraphic. } 






i WASHINGTON, May $1, 189%. 
I have the honor to report that the Canadian Government have approved 
the arrangement su in my Sclograas of the 10th instant, and that the 
United States Government have entertained it overenly. 
I should be glad to know whether I may now send in officially to the United 


States Government the Bering Sea claims, including the additions mai to 
them, and propose a convention on the basis of the arrangement above 
referred to, for their verification and adjustment. 
No. 8. 
Foreign office to colonial office. 


FOREIGN OFFICE, June 1, 189. 


Srr: With reference to my letter of the 1lth ultimo relative to the British 
Be Sea ¢ . [am directed by the Earl of Kimberley to transmit 
zou. be laid before the Marquis of Ripon, the scqcnpenying telegram 
m Her Majesty’s am or at Washington,? stating that the arrange- 

in his excellency’s telegram of the 10th ultimo is appr yved by 
Government and favorably entertained by that of the United 


tates. 

Under these circumstances, Sir Julian Pauncefote inquires whether we 
may officially present the whole of these claims tothe United States Govern- 
ment, and propose a convention for their verification and settlement on the 

of the arrangement ent, p y his excellency. 
Lord Kimberley proposes to authorize Sir J. Pauncefote to adopt this « 
should Lord Ripon concur therein. a 
Tam, etc., FRANCIS BERT!®. 
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No. 9. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received June 5.) 
DOWNING STREET, June 5, 15". 
Str: Iam directed by the Marquis of Ripon to acknowledge the recei)t of 
your letter of the lst instant, Lo eegreny oy tele from Her Majesty's 
ambassador at Washington relative to the a claims. ; 
In re Iam to state, for the information of the Earl of Kimberley, ‘at 
his lo: p concurs in Lord Kimberley’s proposal toauthorize Sir J. Pausce 
fote to adopt the course suggested in his telegram. ra 
JOHN BRAMSTON. 


Iam, etc., 
2 No. 7. 





I No. 3. 
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No. 10. 


The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
FOREIGN OFFICE, June 5, 1894. 
7 Tni Ss tove 2 Rriti 
_ Yon may sand to otaclally to, the United States Government, he British 
may propose the conclusion ofa convention for their verification and settle- 
ment, a8 suggested in your telegram of the 3ist May. 
No. 11. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received June 18.) 
(Telegraphic. ] 
WASHINGTON, June 12, 1894. 


i rence to your lordship's telegram of the 5th instant respectin 
mA. dea have the honor to report that I have forwarded to your lord. 
ship, inmy dispatch of the 8th instant, a copy of my note to Mr. Gresham 
transmitting the Bering Sea claims, and proposing a mode of settlement. 

I have also sent a copy of this note to Lord Aberdeen. 

‘As the President is indisposed, and Mr. Gresham is about to leave Wash- 
ington for a short period, I do not expect to receive on official reply for ten 

rs ¢ nore. : 
dayne the Secretary of State tells me that the President approves the pro- 
posal, and, in accordance with his request, lam preparing a scheme of con- 
vention for consideration before requesting the assistance of a Canadian 
delegate. 
No. 12. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received June 18.) 


WASHINGTON, June 8, 1894. 


My Lorp: On the receipt of your lordship's telegram of the 5th instant, 
I addressed anote to Mr. Gresham (copy of which I have the honor toinclose) 
on the Bering Sea claims. 

[ shall not fail to forward to your lordship a copy of Mr. Gresham's reply 
to my communication as soon as I receive it. 


Ihave, etc. JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE, 


{Inclosure 1 in No. 12.] 
Sir J. Pauncefote to Mr. Gresham. 
WASHINGTON, June 7, 1894. 


Sr: Adverting to the verbal communications which have passed between 
us respecting the best mode of verifying and adjusting the British claims for 
compensation for the seizure of British seating vessels in Bering Sea, I have 
now the honor to transmit herewith, by direction of Her Majesty's principal 
secretary of state for foreign affairs, a complete list and summary of those 
claims, together with memoranda of the additions and amendments made 
since their original presentation. I am, at the same time, tomake the follow- 
ing suggestion, with a view to adjustment of those claims with the least pos- 
sible expense and delay. 

The whole of the claims, excepting that of the Henrietta and that of the 
Black Diamond (1886), were laid before the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, 
together with the evidence in support of them. The facts on which they 
rest were found by the arbitrators as provided by Article VIII of the treaty 
of arbitration, and formed part of the award. In view of the decision of 
the tribunal on the questions of law submitted to them, it only now remains 
to assess the es. Lam,accordingly,authorized by the Earl of Kimber- 
ley to propose that for the purpose of such assessment each Government 
should appoint a duly qualified commissioner, who should be a lawyer and 
if possible, poate some knowledge of the conditions of the seal industry. 

hat the two commissioners should sit together at Victoria, British Colum- 
bia, where all the evidence in verification of the claims can be obtained on the 


spot. 

That they should make a prt report on all the claims in which they have 
agreed as to the amount 0: 

va they have failed to agree, fully stating the grounds of such disagree- 
ment. 

That the assessment of damages by the two commissioners, where they have 
been able to agree, shall be final. 

That in cases where they have been unable to agree, the differences shall 
be settled by the two Governments within a fixed period, failing which, such 
differences shall be referred for final adjustment to an umpire to be appointed 
by the two Governments jointly, or, in case of disagreement, to be nominated 
by a foreign government. 

You informed me some time ago that, in the view of your Government, a 
convention would be necessary for the adjustment of the claims, and the Earl 
of Kimberley, to whom I did not fail to communicate that opinion, has in- 
structed me to proceed at once with the negotiation of such a convention, on 
the basis of the arrangement above proposed, should it be favorably enter- 


tained by your Government. 
have, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
[Inclosure 2 in No. 12.] 
List and summary of Bering Sea claims. 


CAROLENA. 
(Seized by U. 8S. S. Corwin, August 1, 1886.) 















aan of 
a claimas put 
For forward by 
owner. 
—_—_—_— 
a ni ca cocceccsdacencess $4,000. 00 
Value of outfit (inconsumable) .......--.-.---.-.---------------- oe 8, 002. 89 
eo 352.50 
Wages of crew up to date of seizure 1, 882. 22 
Passage of crew from San Francisco to Victoria 71.72 
assage of mate, Sitka to Victoria, after release from prison... 100.00 
ersonal expenses of owner _..............------ Swenson heaabdeadd 250. 00 
ss RR Re ae ee aN 1, 250.00 
Estimated seal catch for 1886 ............--..--.-..s--ss2s--- 2-000 | 16, 667. 00 
Ded | 4 Se6. 33 
uct value consumed during a full voyage -...-....-...------- 8, 213. 32 
Claim by owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of - 

a... ......... ee ian: pay: | 24,313.01 


(Sree eeeinr mataiaaeGtaeaameacamaassamastaa 
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damages, and separate reports of the cases in | 








THORNTON. 








(Seized by U. S. S. Corwin, August 1, 1886.) 

Value of vessel, 78 tons a ee st L osih wivadinteatapainteieaiinioe $5, 000.00 
EE Oe CED CHINO ik cenenaccsnccacecvecuasdcieeeoenc } 2,941. 68 
Insurance alana tinliaeinnncenssani . 591. 40 
Wages paid to date of seizure to crew, etc 7 Shite 1, 370.04 
Passage money of crew from San Francisco to Victoria sian 177.16 

Passage money of crew and expense of captain and mate after 
release, Sitka to Victoria ...........-- wai a athe 200. 00 
Personal expenses of owners --.....- eine earns | 1, 000.00 
on eine aseequent al 1,250.00 
Eetumated catch of seals for 1886 . ..... .... 02.2.2. 22.2 ccc cnccee 16, 667.00 
| Ww. 197.23 
Deduct value consumed on a full voyage. ................--.-----| 3, 379. 58 

Claim by owners, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 
ment ...... Special naaedibod \ ‘ | 26, 817. 65 

ONWARD. 
(Seized by U. S. S. Corwin, August 2, 1886.) 

Value of vessel, 94 tons................- ovdadudskansicmensiakwoh $4, 000.00 
Value of outfit (inconsumable)-.-...........- scaly areal eaindah sree | 1, 778. 69 
EE eas ee ee in iio iaineoeal 260. 00 
Wages paid for voyage -.. cabamed sabarichitlnccdmamabtikiiermcandieuaiaie 1, 820,00 
Passage, etc., of master and mate... Liha aroieeie jimccas esos! 200. 00 
Personal expenses of owner. ............-.- ’ ieee 250.00 
SRC AL ee ae eS em Simei 1, 250. 00 


a --=-2=-| 16, 667.00 
| 26, 225. 69 


Deduct value consumed during full voyage..................-.-- 2, 955. 98 


Claimed by owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of 


en eer Se 23, 269.71 


FAVORITE. 


(Warned out of Bering Sea by U. S. S. Corwin August 2, 1886.) 








Amount of 
claim as put 




















For— forward by 
owner. 
Estimated loss of catch of 1,000 seals_..... a datteiacitias aliaihail $7,000.00 
Claim by owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 

Sti ct a eewrecclidinend ae dina tvniiat aninmationnibe as | 7,000.00 

W. P. SAYWARD. 

(Seized by U. S. S. Richard Rush July 9, 1887.) 

OC NID hea the eat tema neceilbwleeentiadd weeuebenis $255. 00 
I nN Sa titi addde dkadddewsdkucdéedddadededeedece 250.00 
Ee GOON INS CINONO Sia, aiid adsncnaic ddne Hades ceodes accesses 850. 00 
Probable seal catch, 1887, 3,500 seals, at $5.50 .......... 22.22.2222... 19, 250. 00 
Loss by detention, Oct. 1, 1887, to Feb. 1, 1888__...............-2.. 1, 200.00 
Loss of profit in season 1888, Feb. 1 to Oct. 1 - 6,000. 00 
En GUOUNOED CR CUP iain onis wo odd cece cca ctnseenwes ccaces~ 250. 00 


Claim by owner, with interest at7 per cent to date of payment.| 28, 055. 00 
Cost of suit before Supreme Court, United States, in re seizure 
W. P. Sayward 72, 847.12 


90, 902.12 





GRACE. 
(Seized by U. S. S. Richard Rush July 17, 1887.) 


a ees emeincbenbinsomeminineaians 


$12,000.00 
Honconsumahie outht .............- cc cece er deinen ata ee sd 


1, 742. 57 


en SO I ons s oe eethi enecdsacndesasseen euwust 200. 00 
OO stn ipo udid vise GusCendueidekee weceee 250.00 
i he ice eens teiceemiieidnleedeudmuchyenabees 850). 00 


Probable catch, 1887, 4,200 seals, at $5.50...............--....------ 23, 100. 00 


Claim ef owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay = 


a a eA ee 38, 142. 57 





ANNA BECK. 
(Seized by U. 8S. 8S. Richard Rush June 28, 1887.) 





' 
PY Oe WU th icin pe talid gid dalawdnaes Jcnedaccncneduacciodeene | $8, 000. 00 
Nonconsumable outfit ...............-. t lis aisle grace tol Rigen alia 977.50 
I Or NT SER CE crardiccas nade canons cnsacsonenuiadeaersel 460. 54 
a ies dines duinn On obnihamiatndimet | 250. 00 
Legal expenses - cebechanaeinatcat icant atlanta’ 850. 00 


(ov uipbedaunieaedsdammbicn 17, 325.00 


Probable seal catch, 1887, 3,150, at $5.50 


Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 
SE inimadesnnccsp cadamanbes Di eancuigdihndsseiiewigienwae 27, 863. 04 

















AES aaa rian 
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LILY. 
(Seized by U. 8. 8. Richard Rush August 6, 1889.) 


DOLPHIN. 
(Seized by U. 8S. 8. Richard Rush July 12, 1887.) 


























































































































; et 
a 
he Value of vessel, 174 tons pusersznncensuccnenarennqnevntmenzens wean #13, 0. = patria prereinesena nesters tenerectetieameninae tiara enn - 
Ye Value of nonconsumable ou Seccee cuteus cacese pastes seceecocenes » « > | 
‘4 Demmne of Maat URE GOW ....ccccs.dscccscsecceceouccccecencceee 300.00 eee ae 5 reese nenatinnsnre i orran iter res ©, Bet.00 
; SENIOR CEDURES GE GWE 5oicdisc trict setcintesssudnidiensices 250.00 | Spears and salt seized = i = 
Legal expenses iadeiiiccdecunalblipicthivudiiecAdeiinipitaiiien 850. 00 ew ship's papers......._.. “ 
Probable catch, 1887, 4,500, at $5.00. 2-022 ooo 24,750.00 | Legal and other expenses... . 
Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent todate of pay- Claim of owner, with interest at7 per cent todate of pay-| 
DGG ccintiinticiinntiedsisncahaesteghasidaoiaietetasetetsa coe 40, 201.50 eter et ee 
ALFRED ADAMS. 
(Seized by U.S. 8. Richard Rush July 10, 1887.) 
(Ordered out of Bering Sea by U. 8. 8. Richard Rush July 30, 1889.) 
Value of outfit seized... 3.00 
ae expenses..... a. ~ ee . 
al expenses 300.00 | Balance of estimated catch of 2.000 (1.158). at $8.................. 948 oy 
Probable catch, 5,500, at $5.60 Smet cere te mee 
Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- r 7 
MONE .......onnen nncereconnamnessocenncesonnecccsecccecnenne+- 20, 433. 00 CTE 9,4 
ADA. 
(Seized by U. S. 8S. Bear August 26, 1887.) 
(Ordered out of Bering Sea by U. S. 8S. Richard Rush August 13, 1889.) 
ee Ce SI stig s cesngcnsctnocin eianiibamnsngsiecensees $7, 000.00 
Value of nonconsumable outfit..............-...-..--.------------ 2, 500. 00 
PRR SE Disctpaennahubonmbbednandebabtaatiodascwenngl heb mbneeabducadcgveswmiesousesens $10, 960.00 
TT i sn cekenmcbmicnsnbentevaciiend 250.00 | Legal and other expenses....... 2... ...0-200.-20-2-- cone nnee eee --ee 250). 00 
1 expenses - spe qnontnuinsecse Gana sonienbeseee 850.00 . 
Probable catc Da NE, MUI IIE 02 che oniicicinc ctnaonepasanse 15, 818.00 Claim a owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 0 
SN ee i nn nad eand ads bauenesoe mated , 210.00 
Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 
WINES cccentisetdicpnhocdanmincenunatthnuniitaidhéiiesebiubactanielied 26,518. 00 
: TRIUMPH. (Seized by U.S. S. Richard Rush, July 5, 1889.) 
: (Ordered not to enter Bering Sea by U. 8. 8. Richard Rush August 4, 1887.) — 
j Amount of 
i = aephe 8 —— claim as put 
PRE For— forward by forward | 
ay & owner. 
ee Ilegal boarding and searching of Triumph, as set forth in affi- ee a eaten ae meena 2} 752 
é vi $2, 000. 00 ces eaves a ac, Gpcoeeeaiahibeselchaamciecnemabaiwaciee 98. 00 
Beak oe De A IEEE « <i.ncckcne | weccenncanacomnsesssenccesces 250.00 
hoa} — Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 
\ an tliat anstceuipuinibentinidaiaiumcinaimppidsinameatedenet eméiune 16, 460.00 
i EROS 2. .cncccstecavveesqesjeewssbecsenusenesscmudisesocesencs 10, 250.00 
Pin: Bi 
ae 
ea JUANITA. PATHFINDER. 
i EE Ee ee eee (Seized by U. 8. 8. Thomas Corwin, March #7, 1390.) 









x 


ae INE... nascmntinmraniiinbnnnsperhestenovenbans pene tee 
: eh ppalene e . estimated catch for 1889, at $8.------- -.-- es cececce Seizure and detention from March 27, 1890, to March 29, 1890...- $2, 000.00 
te Ste. WIE. akin ctesk-danpetitalidbnnads ab oan eaiianaaaeoncemeininiaganimaene ee ; 
a? Now Ship's PAPTS..... ...---.ncnce cess cccenao-cncenccceseswecsevecss Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 
a RUE CUS CUE GRIN on ctizepcpnantectiocesinnbiatisaiianienineinn TTT as 2, 000, 00 


F 
E 
t 


5 
$ 














Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- 


TONE «20 nne cn nnwe cewnes conn ce ccee conn cesses eecees Sesces eoeeee 


CLAIMS FOR 1886. 





For amended claim, see memoranda.....................--- 







Claimed by— For— Am: : ri 





PATHFINDER. 
(Seized by U. 8. 8. Richard Rush July 29, 1889.) 









David Moore, master of Onward........ Illegal arrest and im- $4,000. 00 
prisoment. 

00 Margotich, mate of Onward. . bkccuhnccoue 2, 500.00 

Sone aos SE Psay HP eNeN HON nOT ere Ter tere ay enr een es aeee jo’ Hans Guttornasen, master of Thornton.|..... 1¥).00 

Sra ge ane See pr En ne ene oe 5 Harry Norman, mate of Thornton -... 

on eae ac pe Nags 2 Si SOR SOAR > PMS NRE TARE ER ART cI 00 Tes. Ge Ogilvie, master of Carolena........ i > 2, 500. 00 

ati ah i ah ada ca am ER ak i . Jas. Black, mate of Carolena ............/-.... 2, 500.00 


Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of pay- Total for 1886 8 000.00 
CRORE ccncsendsqatshwscastisnditmn hn ee: ll ett ae 




























































































TRIUMPH. CLAIMS FOR 1887. as 
(Ordered out of Bering Sea b by ( U. S. 8. Richard Rush July 11, 1889.) a 
Balance of estimated catch of 2,500, at $8 a skin. .................. $19, 424.00 | Warren, master of Dolphin............- Sufferings and losses $2, 635.00 i€ 
GR inl CERO GIB iiicenitinnnsssigilicnnnintemanniticn oman 250.00 navigating four ves- 
ones _— Unalaska a 
Claim by owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date o: - r 
nT RE ee ae aeene 19, 674.00 | John Riely, mate of Dolphin Bs ois sepitunie PSS oe ee 1, 000.00 
Geo. P. Ferey, master of W.P. Sayward _|_-._- SD cicnabwateews tiacee 2, 000. 00 
aD, Es ae nar rer, Cnr, fo. 55. SS dtd dita ds dammens 1, 000.00 
BLAck DIAMOND. fonts Chen. master f Ane — === le betabtteilemesoses : 00.8 
: : eefe, mate of Anna Beck. ....|..... inn iokd tedatses "0. ( 
___ Seized by U. 8. 8. Richard Rush July 11, 1889.) Michael Keofo, mate of Anne Beck.....|-.... rr | 100.8 
C.A. Lundberg, NO GE Rin occcs coccce}. 528 Piiibisdteuactaddmess 2, 000. 00 
76 skins seized, at $8 innit liad aa cial $608.00 \_—— : 
024 skins, balance of estimated catch, “at 3... iebiuan aeaeenien deen 16, 192. 00 Ee caebdbidubebtbiecsoscdiaest ckdcucsccccces ] y) 
i Jee Cite. MNORE, . . : in cucuie aagmanneneseliaombatiddalen’ 110.00 — 
ew ship's papers. . cnt 0Osebé + cinuheneaeeaseabasaa 25.00 Io udandilbuewcsece | 81, 635.00 
POE WUE GROINIOS,. «..... ac.c.siscanietiin deh dainibaeGiwbunieaes 250. 00 T. be added to 1886, personal claims, 3, 000. 0 
Captain Gaudin,of Ada. (tO... sense eee eeees.- 
Claim of owner, with preenbnars at 7 per cent to date of pay- — : 
ROE selantibiactiacencapbitiaicdatiaditialhininasiatil 17,185. 00 Amended total, 1886 and 1887_.....|................--.-.....- 34, 635.00 






































































































RECAPITULATION. 
LE ’ 
= | Amount 
Year Vessel. claimed. | Total. 
1886.-ccee | Carolena.....-.--------------------------- $24, 313.01 
ae | Thornton .....---------------------------- 26,817. 65 
Onward.....----.------------------------ 23, 269. 71 
Favorite -.-.------------------------------ 7,000. 00 
Personal ra Sabdemeness Ceccseonncotes 18, 000. wd uo, 400.31 
337 Lf. ree 28, 055. 00 
aR anne Sat (oe IST ST 38, 142. 57 
Anna Beck...........<2---2---------------- 27, 863. 04 
Dolphin. .-.--------- ---------------------- 40, 201. 50 
BAB - 2222-22 e ce none 2222 ooo eo oe eee 26, 518. 00 
Alfred Adams ....................-.-....- 20, 433.00 
Triumph. ......-.------------------------- - = = 
STS ons ccnmevens cnctwecrencane 3, 635. 
a imo. 
asin Juanita .....-.-.-..---------------222------ , 695. ( 
_ TR oic.s thatednetewncnsccsonsence~ 26, 765. 00 
ee icbesnasios qsecutineeiscos 19, 674.00 
i intl abesde cdekiecccsbece 17, 185.00 
EE tate hat esicesercereensccwencecenea] 17,2009 
ENG deinatnaeheenssde ceescucncocepoccee 9, 498.00 
PED ik neboceccnwescssecccncuqcccccoces 16, 460.00 
TEOBS ooccce wecwee nece ces cccccccccccnccccee 11, 210.00 
—_——— 132, 663.00 
1990....-- CTE TT ene in nas ceeaiteutipbbeneionetnetncn sac 2, 000.00 
Total claims without interest......|......--....-- 439, 161. 48 
Costs of suit before Supreme Court, 
United States, in re seizure of W. P. 
GS oa osicts ene woes eccc ceca seafecnasconccces= 62, 847. 12 
A 
TOTAL 
1886; 
Vessels . .----- ---en0 ne nennns nn neee cnn nne snc nee cones se ceee cecnnennannses $81, 400. 37 
Personal claims.........-.------ - ------ -- +--+ 2222-2 222-22 oon ee eee - eee 18, 000. 00 
1887: 
WeWROS ocnnn caccdecckncecodesoce ccnces conc ccccoecens cccccecece coocouccce 191, 463. 11 
Personal claims. .........22--22--- --200e 220+ 2nccce eee ene concn ene ---- 13, 635. 00 
1889: 
Weenels .. < cccccnnccccccccccccccccccccccce cece cece ne cccnwceccces esos ccee 1232, 663.00 
1800: 
WN cache ee iadintinnenids scqncn beseseeccceseccececcnceseoouseus $2,000. 00 
439, 161. 48 
W. P. Say ward, COStB. ....20. cececene noe one eeeneoe none cowen oo ceeeeeeee- 62, 847.12 
ns Lame pesnsmoncnssanensoucsescoecsse 502, 008. 60 
ih, SR itd diirat conn cnembnaceadehenseeseeretiias 3, 002. 66 
Extra for Black Diamond (1886) 7,500. 00 
SN ied cnkindhncnncdcécoceneetmnnncns conecneutseusa 3, 000. 00 
Tetel aunmecrdeew PR ili isidtnhsidinncenpammnetiininianinnntsedinaninnad 515, 511. 26 
pO EE, EE ee ne 26, 658. 00 
tibia niicieipminnnecénts ceuonreust caecente 542, 169. 26 





{Inclosure 3 in No. 12.] 
Memoranda of additions and amendments made since the original presenta- 
tion of Bering Sea claims. 
ADA. 

Claim of the master, Captain Gaudin, for personal loss and damage, $3,000. 

This claim was, by a mistake on the part of the agent of the owner of the 
Ada, not included when the other claims in connection with this vessel were 
entered. Captain Gaudin thought that it had been so included, and it was 
only on seeing the printed list of the British claims that he discovered that 
such was not the case. He at once requested that the omission might be >= 
tified, and his claim added to the list, and Her Majesty’s Governmer.¢, after 
causing an inquiry to be made into the circumstances of the case, decided 
that his eo should be granted. 

Captain Gaudin’s claim has accordingly been added to the schedule of the 
claims entered with respect to the schooner Ada. 


HENRIETTA. 
Seized by the U. S. 8. Yorktown on September 4, 1392. 


vane a ed vinci nase cnceca ecevde caccssensqetescoewens 
Jalue of outfit and equipment 
Value of 420 seal ion, hg Heh ihancn dene Suseiaiceredmgemiepas 
Value of balance of estimated full catch for season in Bering Sea for 
3 boats and 3 canoes, viz, 561 skins, at $18 
Legal and personal expenses in defending action against vessel and 
cargo at Sitka and in preparing and forwarding this claim-.-........... 2,000 


Claim of owner, with interest at 7 per cent to date of payment... 26, 658 


In his note, dated the 13th of March last, Mr. Gresham stated that from 
the date on which the /Jenrietta was handed over to her captain the United 
States Government ceesed to bear any responsibility or to exercise any con- 
trol with regard to that vessel, and that therefore were unable to com- 
ply with the request of Her esty's Government that she should be sent 

a British port for trial; but he added that the claim of her owner for 
compensation would receive due consideration when presented. 

The claim in question has therefore been added to the general list of British 



















c 
‘ BLACK DIAMOND. 

Additional claim submitted by the master, Mr. Henry Paxton, for damages 
alleged to have been sustained by reason of the above schooner having been 
ordered out of Bering Sea in 1886 by the United States authorities: 

Estimated catch for A 1886, 1,000 skins, at $7.50 each (the price of skins 
at Victoria during the of 000. 

This claim was sent in too late for insertion in the ral list of British 

since the occurrence 


is 

claims. In view of the 

of the action complained of, Her Majesty's Government deemed it advisable 

to cause an inquiry to be made as to the reason for the delay in presenting 

the claim. The reason given was that at the time of the seizure of the ves- 

sel the coowners, who were three in number, were doubtful as to how far an 
' To these will be added mon accountof the Winnifred when the 

amount has been Sone. aa . 
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equitable claim for compensation. 
sented at once 






appeal to the United States Government for redress would be entertained. 


In the following year one of the owners was lost at sea and another left the 


country, and it was only after the publication of the award that the surviv- 


ing owner consulted his solicitor, and was informed that he had a good and 
The claim was then drawn up and pre- 


Her Majesty's Government also ascertained from the solicitors in question 
that the fact of the Black Diamond being boarded by the revenue officers of 
the United States and ordered out of Bering Sea in 1886 is entered in the 
records of the custom-house of Unalaska, and that due protest was made 
by the master of the vessel on the arrival of the schooner at Victoria 

Under the circumstances, Her Majesty's Government considered that the 
reasons alleged for the delay were reasonable, and gave instructions that the 
claim should be presented to the United States Government, together with 
the other similar claims. 

JUANITA. 
It will be noticed that the original claim of the owner of the Juanita, which 


s17 207 ee 





The ground upon which this claim was amended was that the owner made 
his original statement on the basis of $8 per skin, whereas it was ascertained 
afterwards that the skins had been sold at San Francisco at an average of 
$9.67 per skin. 

No. 138. 


Sir Julian Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received July 14.) 
(Telegraphic. } 
WASHINGTON, July 13, 189%. 

With reference to my telegram to your lordship of the 12th instant respect- 
ing the Bering Sea claims, I have the honor to report that, while discussing 
with the Secretary of State the terms of the proposed convention, I was re- 
quested by him to ascertain whether Her Majesty's Government would be 
disposed to settle those claims for alumpsum. If so, he wasof opinion that 
there would be no difficulty in obtaining from Congress an appropriation for 
whatever amount should be agreed upon. Should no agreement be arrived 
at, the convention would proceed. 

If the above course be acceptable, an expert should be sent at once to Wash- 
ington by the Canadian Government to discuss the amount. 


No. 14. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. } 
FOREIGN OFFICE, July 18, 1894. 
In your telegram of the 13th instant you reported that Mr. Gresham had 
pages’ the payment by the United States Government of a lump sum in 
settlement of the British claims arising out of the seizure of British sealing 
vessels in Bering Sea. 
You should communicate this proposal to the Canadian Government, to 
whom we are telegraphing for an expression of their views. 
No. 15. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received July 19.) 
(Telegraphic. } 
WASHINGTON, July 19, 1894. 
Bering Sea claims convention. Your lordship’s telegram of yesterday 
I have supplied the Canadian Government with full information. They 
have accep proposal, and their delegate is ready to start for this city when 
required. wo. 18 
Qo. . 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received August 4.) 
(Telegraphic. ] 
WASHINGTON, August 3, 189%. 
Bering Sea claims. My dispatch of the 8th June last. 
With interest, I reckon the total amount of the claims sent in at about 
700,000. In order to get rid of the convention, with its delay and expense, I 
have reason to believe that this Government would be willing to pay a lump 
sum of $400,000 down. 
In case Lam able to obtain a further sum of $50,000, would that settlement 
be accepted by Canada and approved by your lordship? 
No. 17. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received August 6.) 
DOWNING STREET, August 6, 1894. 
Srr: With reference to your letter of the 4th instant,! I amdirected by the 
Marguis of Ripon to transmit to you, for the information of the Earl of 
Kimberley, a copy of a telegram which has been sent to the Governor-General 
of Canada, inquiring whether his ministers would be disposed tc- accept the 


sum of $450,000 in settlement of the Bering Sea claims. 
Tam, etc., 
JOHN BRAMSTON. 
[Inclosure in No. 17.] 
The Marquis of Ripon to the Earl of Aberdeen. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
DOWNING STREET, August /,, 1894—2.10 p. m. 
Total Bering Sea claims, with interest, estimated $700,000. Ambassador at 
Washington has reason to believe that United States Government would 


offer $400,000 to avoid delay and expense of convention. 
Would ministers accept $450,000, if it can be obtained? 
No. 18. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
FOREIGN OFFICE, August 6, 1894. 

I have received your telegram of the 3d instant on the subject of the Bering 
Sea claims. 

The Dominion Government have been consulted by aa as to accept- 
ing $450.000 in settlement thereof. You shall be intormed of their reply as 
soon as it is received. 

No. 19. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received August 9.) 
DOWNING STREET, August 9, 1894. 

Sir: With reference to the letter from this department of the 6th instant, 
I am directed by the Marquis of Ripon to transmit to you, for the informa- 
tion of the Earl of Kimberley, acopy of a oem from the Governor-General 
of Canada, stating that his ministers would be prepared to accept the sum of 
$450,000 in settlement of the Bering Sea claims. 

Iam, etc., 
JOHN BRAMSTON. 


1 Forwarding copy of N a = 
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{Inclosure in No. 19.] 
The Earl of Aberdeen to the Marquis of Ripon. 

(Telegraphic. ] 
Your telegram of the 4th August. 
I have received following telegram from my prime minister: 
* Your excellency's telegram re lump sum. 
“1 would advise acceptance of $450,000." 

No. 2. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. } 
FOREIGN OFFICE, August 10, 189/,. 


T have received your telegram of the 3d instant on the subject of the Bering 
Sea claims, and I authorize you to accept the sum of $450,000 in settlement 
thereof. Wo. 21 

0. 21. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received August 10.) 


(Telegraphic. } 
WASHINGTON, August 10, 1894. 
Bering Sea claims convention. Your lordship’s telegram of the 9th instant. 
I regret to have to report that the President is unwilling to offer more than 
$400,000. - He is anxious that the question should be settled before the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, and he hopes that, in case Her Majesty's Government 
should be unable to accept the sum proposed, the convention will be signed 


at once. 
No. 22. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
FOREIGN OFFICE, August 16, 1894. 


Her Majesty's “overnment have suggested to the Dominion Government, 
by telegraph, thav one of the Canadian ministers should proceed to Washing- 
ton at once, with a view to completing arrangements with you either for the 
convention or for a lump sum in settlement of the Bering Sea claims. 


No. 23. 
bir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received August 17.) 
(Telegraphic. ] 
WASHINGTON, August 16, 1894. 
Bering Sea claims. 


I have to-day succeeded in obtaining from Mr. Gresham an offer of a lump 
sum of $425,000 in satisfaction of all claims provable under the pro con- 
vention. It was understood that this would include the Winnifred claim. 
Necessary appropriation can be obtained this session if this offer be accepted 
at once. he Secretary of State urgently requests immediate reply. 

If Canada agrees to accept the lump sum which is now offered, will your 
lordship authorize me to make a settlement on that basis? 


No. 2. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received August 20.) 
DOWNING STREET, August 18, 189/. 
Sir: With reference to previows correspondence respecting the Bering Sea 
elaims, !am directed by the Marquis of Ripon to transmit to you, for the 
information of the Earl of Kimberley, a copy of a telegram from the Governor- 
General of Canada, reporting that Sir C. H. Tupper, minister of marine and 
fisheries, has gone to Washington to discuss the matter with Her Majesty's 


ambassador. 
lam, etc., JOHN BRAMSTON. 


Avaust 4, 1894. 





{Inclosure in No. 24.) 
The Karl of Aberdeen to the Marquis of Ripon. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
(Received August 17, 1894—5.20 p. m. ) 

In reply to your lordship's telegram of the 15th instant, I have to-day tele- 
graphed to am or at Washington as follows: 

* My prime minister, in reply to suggestion of Her wy Government 
that a minister should proceed to Washington, telegraphed t night as fol- 
lows: ‘1 have asked Sir C. H. Tupper to go at once.’”’ 


No. 2. 
Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received August 27.) 
DOWNING STREET, August 25, 1894. 


Sir: With reference to the Bering Sea compensation claims, I am directed 
by the Marquis of Ripon to transmit to you, to be laid before the Earl of 


mberley, a pelggress received from the Governor-General of Canada, report- 
ing that Sir C. Tupper left Washington, an agreed to accept the 
sum of $425,000 if paid this year. 


Iam, etc., JOHN BRAMSTON. 


[Inclosure in No. 25.] 
The Eari of Aberdeen to the Marquis of Ripon. 


(Telegraphic. ] 
. (Received August 22, 1894.) 
My prime minister has telegraphed to me to the effect that Sir C. Tupper 
has left Washington, and has agreed to accept the sum of $425,000 he 
amount is paid this year. 
No. 26. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received August 29.) 


[Extract.] 
WASHINGTON, August 21, 1894. 
rt that Sir C. Tupper, the Canadian minister of 
marine, arrived on Saturday last to discuss me the position of the pend- 
negotiations respecting the Bering Sea claims. 
a ae me aname Coy on the a of 8 ae yesterday m 
r Charles Tupper, at m uest, accompanied me State Departmen 
where we had oD inberviow itn Mr. Gresham. 
phase week ago the apptopristion of tne ieoniy ey ‘by Congress could caaty 
aw ago the a 
have been obtained, bet 10 was too late now owing to the departure of the 
members and of the impracticability of o' a voting quorum. 


He added, however, that.there would be no ty in getting the appro- 
priation voted on the meeting of Congress in ber next. 


I have the honor to re 
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He therefore suggested that the lump sum might be accepted subject t: the 
right of Her Majesty’s Government to resume the negotiations for the © p. 
vention at any time before the appropriation should be actually made 

This pro 1, appearing satisfactory to Sir Charles Tupper, was ac: i 
by me, and I have now the honor to inclose copies of the notes exchar veg 
between Mr. Gresham and myself recording the arrangement. 

Sir Charles Tupper left for Ottawa this morning. 


[Inclosure 1 in No. 26.] 
Mr. Gresham to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, August 21, 1395. 


EXCELLENCY: Referring to our verbal communications of a recent d I 
have now the honor formally to acknowledge the focaiyt of your note of the 
7th of June last, in which you propose, in behalf of Her Majesty’s Government. 
the establishment of a mixed commission for the purpose of verifyiny and 
adjusting the British claims for compensation for the seizure of British sca). 
ing vessels in Bering Sea. 

hile no serious difficulty is anticipated in settling and determining t}, 
claims by means of a mixed commission, it is a matter of interest to both (oy. 
ernments that they should, if possible, be disposed of in a simpler anc less 


expensive way. edings by a mixed commission, while always more or 
less formal and cumbersome, are, like all other processes of litigation, no es. 
sarily attended with expense, not infrequently considerable in amount, as 
well as with delay. 

In the present case, the award and findings of the Tribunal of Arbitration 


in Paris have to a great extent determined the facts and the principles on 
which the claims should be adjusted; and in the course of the negotiations for 
a mixed commission, they have been aeemegees by both Governments to a 
thorough examination both upon the principles and facts which they inv. lye. 

Under these circumstances the President, after full consideration of the 
whole subject, has reached the conclusion that it may be practicable, as well 
as advantageous, to effect a direct settlement of the claims by the payment 
ofa oep vos in full satisfaction of all demands for damages against the 


United States growing out of the controversy between the two Governments 
as to the fur seals in ie | Sea, and to this end I am instructed by the Presi- 
dent to propose the sum of $425,000. 

This proposition, if it should prove to be acceptable to Her Majesty's (ioy- 
ernment, is to be understood as having been made subject to the action of 


Congress on the question of appropriating the money. The President can 
only undertake to submit the matter to Congress at the beginning of its ses- 
sion in December next, with a recommendation that the money be appro- 
priated and made immediately available for the ear pane above expressed; 
and if at any time before the appropriation is made your Government shall 
desire, it is understood that the negotiations on which we have for some time 
been engaged for the establishment of a mixed commission will be renewed. 


T have, etc., 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 
[Inclosure 2 in No. 26.] 
Sir J. Pauncefote to Mr. Gresham. 
WASHINGTON, August 21, 189) 
Srr: 1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of this date 


on the subject of our recent negotiations for the adjustment, by means of a 
mixed commission, of the claims of Great Britain against the United States 
in respect of the seizure of British sealing vessels by United States cruisers 
in Bering Sea... You state that the President, after full consideration, is of 
opinion that it would be in the interest of both Governments to effect the 
direct settlement of claims by the payment of a ane sum, in order to avoid 
the delay and expense of a d commission, and that you have been in 
struc to propose the sum of $425,000. 

You also state that the peepee is made pulser to the necessary appr: pria- 
tion by Congress, to which it would be submitted at the beginning of its ses- 
sion in December next, with arecommendation that the money be immediately 
available for the purpose above mentioned. 

You add that if at any time before the appropriation is made Her Majesty's 


Government shall desire it, the negotiations for the establishment of a mixed 
commission shall be resumed. 

I have the honor to state, in reply, that Her Majesty’s Government concur 
in the views of the President as to the expediency of effecting a settlement 
by the method proposed, and that they are, indeed, so fully sensible of the 
great advantages presented to both Governments by that course that they are 
willing te accept the sum offered, comnled with the assurance of prompt pay- 
ment, although the amount is much below their estimate of the compensation 
which ht 7 be awarded by a mixed commission. 

It should be understood, therefore, that if the negotiations for a mixed «om- 
mission should be resumed, the acceptance of your proposal shall in no way 
prejudice the claimants in the further prosecution of their demands. 

It only remains for me to express my gratification at this amicable solution 
of the last ee of discussion in the long Bering Sea controversy. 

° ” 


T have, e 
JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
No. 27. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Mr. Goschen. 
FOREIGN OFrrFice, September 8, 1591. 
Srr: I have received Sir Julian Pauncefote’s tch of the 2ist ultimo, 


forwa the notes excha between his excellency and Mr. Gresham 
with to the settlement by the payment of $425,000 of the claims ayuinst 
the United States in respect of seizure of British sealing vessels by United 
States cruisers in Be 


ring Sea. 

Her Majesty's Government have learned with much pleasure that t)'s ar- 
rangement has been concluded, and desire to express their approval of Sir J. 
Pauncefote’s language and action throughout the negotiations which hay led 
to this sa’ ry result. 

Iam, etc., 
KIMBERLEY. 
No. 28. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Karl of Kimberley.—( Received December 51.) 
WASHINGTON, December 2!, 15%. 


My Lorp: I have the honor to forward herewith an extract from the (0% 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of the 15th instant, containing a resolution broug!:' tor 
ward in the House of mtatives by the Hon. Mr. Hirt, requesting the 

ablication of all documents touching the payment by the United St«'-s°f 
fe damages growin 


000 to Great Britain for ng out of the controversy ®s t0 


seals in 
This resolution. r with a motion to reconsider the vote by whic! the 
resolution was he tabl 


was laid on t le. 
from Mr. Gresham that full particulars concerning t! *™ 
rangements arrived at have been given to the Committee on Foreign tl 
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1895. 





a that there is no reason to doubt that the money will be appropri- 
tion® notwithstanding the attempt made to obstruct the settlement. 


re, etc., 
have JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


Pp. §.—It is stated in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD of to-day that the Secre- 
tary of State has transmitted correspondence touching the Bering Sea con- 
troversy to the House of Representatives, which has been ordered to be 
printed. I inclose an extract to that effect from the New York W —_, 


{Inclosure 1 in No. 28.] 
Extract from the Congressional Record of December 15, 1894. 
THE BERING SEA CONTROVERSY. 


Mr. Hitt. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privileged resolution reported 
to-day from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. _ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : ; 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to communicate to the 
House of Representatives, if not inconsistent with the interests of the public 
service, all correspondence, reports, and other documents not heretofore 
made public, touching the payment by the United States of $425,000 to Great 
Britain for damages growing out of the controversy as to fur seals in Bering 
Sea, or the seizure of British vessels engaged in taking seals in those waters.” 

Mr. Hitt. That is a unanimous report, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. It is all right. 

The resolution was adopted. ; ; y 

On the motion of Mr. Hitt, a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


{Inclosure 2 in No. 28.] 
Extract from the New York World of December 21, 1894. 
BERING SEA DAMAGES. 
WASHINGTON, December 20, 1894. 


Secretary Gresham sent to the House the correspondence which resulted 
in the offer of the United States to pay $425,000 as damages for seizures or 
warnings of British sealers declared by the Paris Tribunal to have been ille- 
gal. ith it was a statement of the British claims. In his report the Secre- 

ry says: 
wie the plan of settlement recited by the President in his annual message is 
not acceptable to Congress, the controverted questions must be determined 
either by the organization of a joint commission or by negotiations between 
thetwo Governments. Experience has shown that international commissions 
are slow and expensive. Should such a course be resorted to. the evidence 
would be found mostly on the Pacific Coast, widely scattered, and counsel 
would be needed to examine and cross-examine witnesses. 

“The question of indirect or consequential damages having been withdrawn 
from the Tribunal of Arbitration, the pending claims are for British vessels 
actually seized in Bering Sea or warned out of it by cruisers of the United 
States. It will appear from the submitted correspondence that the agree- 
ment to pay a lump sum of $425,000 in full settlement of all demands, author- 
ized to be made under the treaty and award, was proposed by this Govern- 
ment. The amount is considerably below the damages claimed by Great 
Britain, exclusive of interest for a number of years. 

“Tf this arrangement. does not receive the approval of Congress, and the dis- 
uted questions are submitted to an international commission, it is believed 
hat the amounts allowed and the expense of the tribunal, including witnesses 

and the taking of their er will largely exceed $425,000.. In view of the 
facts and what may be reasonably expected as the result of a.commission, the 
undersigned submits thata prompt and final settlement of the vexatious con- 
troversy by an appropriation of the lump sum agreed upon is advisable.” 


No. 29. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received February 1.) 


WASHINGTON, January 21, 1895. 


My Lorp : With reference to my dispatch of the 2lst December, I now have 
the honor to forward herewith to your lordship printed correspondence 
touching the Bering Sea controversy, which has been laid before the House of 
pares pursuant to the House resolution, dated the 15th December, 


ng have, etc. 
; JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


{Inclosure in No. 29.) 


Fifty-third Congress, third session. Executive Document No. 132. 
Representatives. 


BERING SEA CONTROVERSY. 


Letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 
dated December 15, the correspondence touching the Bering Sea controversy. 


December 21, 1894.—Referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


The Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


The undersigned is directed by the President to respond to the resolution 
— wo honorable body on the 15th instant, requesting the Secretary 
of State “ to communicate to the House of Representatives, if not inconsistent 
with the interests of the public service, all correspondence, reports, and other 
documents not heretofore made public touching the payment by the United 
States of $425,000 to Great Britain for damages growing out of the controversy 
as to fur seals in Bering Sea, or the seizure of British vessels engaged in tak- 
ing seals in those waters.” 

he undersigned accordingly has the honor to communicate to the House 
of Representatives copies of the correspondence exchanged on the subject 
covered by the resolution, in which will be found a statement of the claims 
filed by Great Britain for damages sustained by British subjects by reason of 
seizure of their sealing vessels in Bering Sea, or of being warned to cease 
operations therein. 

The Paris Tribunal of Arbitration held that the United States had no right 
Hel greg or property in the fur seals in Bering Sea outside the ordinary 

ie 

Article VIII of the convention of the 29th February, 1892, whereby the 
questions which had arisen between the two Governments concerning the 
Jurisdictional rights of the United States in the waters of Bering Sea were 
submitted to arbitration, recited that the high contracting parties had been 
unable to agree upon a reference which would include the question of the 
liability of each for the injuries alleged to have been sustained by the other, 
or by its citizens, in connection with the claims presented and urged by it, 
and that, solicitous that this subordinate question should not inter- 
rupt orlonger delay the submission and determination of the main oan, 
they nad agreed “ that either may submit to the arbitrators any question 
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fact involved in said claims and ask for a finding thereon, the question of the 
liability of either Government upon the facts found to be the subject of fur- 
ther negotiation.” 

Under this article the arbitrators unanimously found that a number of 
British sealing vessels were seized in Bering Sea, or warned therefrom by 
cruisers of the United States on the days and at the placesin the special find- 
ing mentioned, leaving for fature determination the questions as to the value 
“of the said vessels or their contents, or either of them, and the question as 
to whether the vessels mentioned in the Schedule to the British Case, or any 
of them, were wholly or in part the actual property of citizens of the United 
States.” 

If the plan of settlement recommended by the President in his last annual 
message is not acceptable to Congress, the remaining controverted questions 
must be Sebummtend either by the organization of a joint commission, or by 
negotiations between the two Governments. 5 

Experience has shown that international commissions are slow and expen- 
sive. Should such a course be resorted to, the evidence would be found mostly 
on the Pacific Coast, widely scattered, and counsel would be needed to ex- 
amine and cross-examine witnesses. 

The question of indirect or consequential damages having been withdrawn 
from the Tribunal of Arbitration, the pending claims are for British vessels 
ay seized in Bering Sea, or warned out of it by cruisers of the United 
States. 

It will appear from the submitted correspondence that the agreement to pay 
a lump sum of $425,000 in full settlement of all demands authorized to be made 
under the treaty and award was proposed by this Government. The amount 
is considerably below the damages claimed by Great Britain, exclusive of in- 
terest for a number of years. 

If this arrangement does not receive the approval of Congress and the dis- 
puted questions are submitted to an international commission, it is believed 
that the amounts allowed and the expense of the tribunal, including witnesses 
and the taking of their testimony, will largely exceed $425,000. 

In view of all the facts and what may be reasonably expected as the result 
of a commission, the undersigned submits that a prompt and final settlement 
of the vexatious controversy by an appropriation of the lump sum agreed 
upon is advisable. 

espectfully submitted. 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 20, 1894. 
No. 30. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received February 26.) 
(Telegraphic. } 

WASHINGTON, February 26, 1895. 
pring Sea: Lump sum. 
The House of Representatives, by an adverse vote of 143 against 112, re- 

jected the proposed appropriation for the paren of the lump sum agreed 


on. In Committee of the Whole House it had previously been adopted by a 
vote of 94 to 86. 
No. 31. 


The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. } 
FOREIGN OFFICE, February 27, 1895. 
In your telegram of yesterday's date you reported the rejection by the 
House of Representatives of the appropriation of a lump sum of $425,000 in 
settlement of the Bering Sea claims. 


Has this settlement been definitively rejected, or will it be revived in some 
other form? 
No. 32. 


Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received March 1.) 
DOWNING STREET, February 28, 1895. 


Srr: Iam directed by the Marquis of Ripon to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 26th instant,! reporting that the House of Representatives 
in the United States had rejected the vote for $425,000 in settlement of the 
Bering Sea claims. 

I am to request that you will inform the Earl of Kimberley that Lord 
Ripon has received this intelligence with much regret, as he had hoped that 
an end of this controversy had been reached. 

It will now be necessary to resume at once the negotiation of the conven- 
tion, and as Congress will rise atan early date, and the ratification of the con- 
vention, if not concluded at once, will be postponed for another year, he would 
suggest that Her Majesty's ambassador at Washington should be instructed 
to resume without delay the discussion of that instrument; and Lord Ripon 
proposes, if Lord Kimberley concurs, to telegraph to the Dominion Govern- 
ment to send someone at once to Washington to assist in the negotiation. . 


Iam, etc. 
: EDWARD FAIRFIELD. 
No. 33. 


The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
(Telegraphic. ] 
FOREIGN OFFICE, March 1, 1898. 


I have received your excellency’s telegram of the 28th ultimo on the sub- 
ject of the Bering Sea claims. 

You should ask Mr.Gresham whether he will at once resume negotiations 
for a convention. 

Lord Ripon suggests that the Government of Canada should send a delegate 
to assist at Washington. 

You should strongly urge the necessity of settling the question at once, 
either by the payment of the lump sum or by a convention for a claims com- 
mission. 

No. 34. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received March 8.) 
(Telegraphic. ] 
WASHINGTON, March 2, 1895. 


Bering Sea claims: Your lordship’s telegram of the Ist. 

The Secretary of State intormed me that he is quite prepared immediately 
to resume negotiations for a convention. Present session of Congress, how- 
ever, closes on the 4th instant, and the convention, when signed, must be sub- 
mitted for confirmation by a two-thirds majority in the Senate. It can not, 
therefore be submitted tothe Senate unless a special session be called before 
next December. 

I have urged in the strongest language the necessity of a prompt settlement 
of the claims one way or another, and every effort to effect it has been vainly 
exhausted by the President and Mr. Gresham. They have even failed in an 





1 Forwarding copy of No. 30. 
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attempt \o obtain from Co an appropriation for the payment of the 
claims subject to their examination by a commission to be appointed for that 
purpose, or for the simple expenses of such a commission. 

I received from Mr. Gresham to-day an expression of the deep regret felt 
by the President and himself at the unexpected situation in which they found 
Ghemacbves placed, and at their inability to prevent the delay which now, 
most unfortunately, must occur in adjusting these claims and discharging 
the national obligations of the United States. 


No. 3. 


The Karl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
Foreien Orrice, March 6, 1895. 


Sir: At an interview today with Mr. Bayard I expressed to his excel- 
lency the great regret with which Her Majesty's Government had learned that 
Congress had separated without voting the sum for the Bering Sea claims 
or waking any provision for a commission to examine them. 

I feared that not only would this failure to execute the award cause much 
dissatisfaction here and in Canada, but that it would tend to diminish confi- 
dence in the principle of arbitration. 

It was the more unfortunate, because it was coincident with the proposal 
made by the United States Government to reopen the whole matter which 
had so recently been settled by the arbitration. 

Mr. Bayard said he shared my regret at the failure of Congress to provide 
for the ment of the British claims, but that he wascertain that the Presi- 
dent an Mr. Gresham had done their utmost to induce Congress to vote the 
money. 

I assured his excellency that Her majesty Government had no complaint 
to make of the action of the President or Mr. Gresham, and I informed him 
of the purport of your excellency's of the 3d instant on this subject. 


Iam, ey, 
KIMBERLEY. 
No. 36. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Karl of Kimberley.—( Received March 7.) 


WASHINGTON, February 26, 1896. 

My Lorp: With reference to me telegram of to-day’s date, I have the honor 
to inclose herewith extract from the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, containingan 
account of the rejection of the 2 od appropriation of $425,000 to pay dam- 
ages arising out of seizures in Sea. 

The proposal, after a two hours’ debate, was approved in Committee of the 
Wh le House by a vote of 98 to 86, but on a subsequent vote, when the amend- 
ment was reported, the House rejected it by a majority of 142 to 113. 

I have the honor to append a précis of the debate prepared in thisembassy. 


I have, etc., 
JULIAN PAUNCEPOTE. 
[Inclosure 1 in No. 36.] 
Extract from the Congressional Record of February 25, 1895. 
{Not printed.) 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 36.] 
Précis of debate in House of Representatives February 25, 1895. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
general deficiency bill— 

Mr. Breckinrs ¢ moved an amendment, providing for the payment of 

000 to Great Britain in full satisfaction of all demands for damages grow- 
2 aes of pm controversy between the two Governments as to the fur seals 
g Sea. 

There was no question, he said, that under the decision of the arbitrators 
the United States should pag omnes. It wae objected that the amount 
agreed on was excessive, {n view of the fact that the were in part based 
on consequential damages, which, in the case of the Alabama, were not ad- 
mitted. t there was a clear difference between the cases. In the case of 
the Alabama the wrong was the indirect act of the Government, and in the 
present case it was the direct act. And, further, in the present case, a rule 
was agreed on which allowed co uential damages. Judgment had been 
given nst the United States the only question left was the assess- 
ment of damages. Leaving out the consequential d , there would ~ - 
main a claim, practically un ad, for $227,000, on which interest woud 
have to be id’ for seven years,» the matter was referred to a commission, 
and in addition there would be tae expense of having arbitrators. The bar- 

n was not a bad one, and on broader grounds it did not become the United 
tates to go down to the tavern and denounce the judge, as litigants some- 
times do who have lost their case. The right course was to settle the matter 
at once and remove it asa cause of disagreement between the two peoples. 

Mr. CANNON (Republican) was not opposed to he paiement unless it re- 
versed a principle already settled. Thearbitratorso..: ed the question 
of fact as to seizure and warning out; the question of the amount of damage 
and the ownership of the vessels was left-open for future negotiation. Asto 
prompeatirs dama, Den ete in cant ease of = — ma — 

hey could not pro y esu of com: > e question 
of ownership, tt was clear from the evidence (Mr. Foster’s statement pub- 
lished in the last Senate document, page 164) that the great ority of the 
vessels seized were o by Americans. The most that could fairly be con- 
ceded was $103,000, 

Mr. Hooker (Democrat) denied that the analogy with the Alabama case 
held good. The vessels were equipped in Canadian waters for the pee 
prosecuting what was now by both parties to have been a lact, 
and the United States was msible for whatever damages ensued from 
their seizure. It was not improbable that if the matter were referred to a 
commission the United States would have to pay $1,000,000 instead of less 
than half that sum. 

Mr. Henperson (Republican) quoted from Mr. Poster's statement, and 
asked how in the face of it the Secretary of State could have made such an 
agreement. This large sum should not be paid when there was high author- 
ity for the statement that most of the claims were unwarranted unjust. 
He advocated the commission provided for in the treaty, in order thatif there 
weno ony Americans masquerading under British auspices they might be 
smoked out 

Mr. McCreary (Democrat) said that of the two alternatives he thought 
the payment of a y= he would be the most and that prompt- 
ness in paying the c was in the tine of economy, j and honor. 

Mr. Hrrr (Republican) said that in the case of ten out of twenty ships 
seized the real owners were Americans. These men were not ina 
“lawful occupation,” but one forbidden by the iaws of their own somes. 
They were entitled to fine and imprisonment, not to compensation. He 
quoted the case of Boscowitz, an American, who a7 to a Canadian 
named Warren on the security of certain sh: and then sold 
the ships, which thus into his hands, to a Canadian Cooper. 
for the sum of $1. is man Cooper now appeared among the claimants 
for the sum of .000 for the seizure of ships which really belonged to Bos- 
cowitz. Cooper testified that he did not even know the number or names 
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of the ships, and that he had nothing to do with them. Of the total amount 
of $542,000 claimed, $360,000 represented the interests of Americans. As to!) 
character of the claims, the great mass was for an estimated catch—$377 «9 
out of 000. It had been decided at Geneva that compensation was not ¢5 
be for prospective earnings. As to the argument that the two Govern. 
ments had to pay compensation for such losses, it referred only to +), 
claim for damages under the modus vivendi. That portion of the claim })..(j 
been formerly abandoned by the two Governments. Astothe fearexpres.4 
that more e would be presented in case of the appointment of a com: \s- 
sion, it was clear from the words of the British ambassador that the c!| 3 

resented in June, 1894, included all the claims. A commission, as propo. 
xy Sir Julian Pauncefote, would probably cost about $15,000, and would 
sult, perhaps, in the payment by the United States of $50,000, which is a) 
what was due. 

Mr. DINGLEY (Republican) would not say with certainty that the claim 
prospective damages would be disallowed by the commission. He quoted | 
case of the Halifax award. It was a case of a choice of two evils, and it was 
im ble to foresee what would be the decision of a foreign umpire. 

Mr. Breckinridge, in reply, said that he agreed with the last speaker. ‘| 
claims would grow enormously if the payment was put off,and an immedi:: 
settlement was p: e. 

Mr. Livineston asked if Co would not have the supervision of the 
payments made under the decision of the commission. 

Mr. Peer said that if Congress refused to make the payment pro- 
seribed by a lega Y constituted tribunal, it would be a delinquent at th: 
ternational bar of public honesty and universal integrity. It was not trix 
that Sir Julian Pauncefote had debarred himself from presenting addition: 
ae Take the case of a man who had died from the effects of impris:n- 
ment. 

Mr. Hirt denied that that claim could go before the commission. 

Mr. Breckinridge maintained that itcould. He pointed out that these s) 
had sailed from a British port under the British flag, and the burden wa 
the United States to overthrow the presumption arising from that fact 
predicted that this could never be accomplished. The United States ha 
ee into the arbitration on the ground that the Bering Sea was Uni! 

tates ecqerey ane had lost. They ought now totake the consequence: 
men. As the claimed, he thought that the prospective catch 
oo it to be paid for. real capital of these men was their sweat, their 
risk, their danger, their time. en they were seized and put in Alaskan 
prisons, without right and without justice, what better criterion of damave 
was there than what they might have caught,and what everyone but them- 
selves did catch d that year? These were not remote damages. Th: 
was a vast difference between remote damages and consequential dama-«s. 
There are innumerable cases where consequential damages are given wire 
they are the immediate and not the remote co uences of the act. lie 
quoted the statement of Sir E. Grey in Parliament as to the probable paym\t 
of the d and hoped that the United States would not be posted bers 
the world like a delinquent ata club. He did not advocate this measure | - 
cause it had been p: by a Democratic President, but because on t!ie 
floor of the House of resentatives he represented the entire Imperial lv- 
public of America, and he did not wish the United States to stand before the 
nations as a nation which did not keep faith. 

He appended to his h, as a a calculation showing under several 
hypotheses the saving to the United States effected by the payment of a lump 
sum. 


On a division there were—for the amendment 94, against 86. 
The committee rose, and the House then voted on the appropriation bill 
as passed by the committee. 
A separate vote was taken on the Bering Sea clause, when it appeared that 
there bea ge 113, nays 142. 
The majority comprised Republicans, Populists, and 48 Democrats. 
No. 37. 


Colonial office to foreign office.—( Received March 9.) 
DOWNING STREET, March 8, 1895 
Sir: I am directed by the uis of Ripon to acknowledge the receipt of 
our letters inclosing telegraphic correspondence with Her Majesty's ain- 


> 


>emeceE aS 





yassador at Washington regarding the settlement of the Bering Sea claims, 
and Iam tos t, for the consideration of the Earl of Kimberley, that sir 
Julian Pauncefote should be at once instructed tocommunicate a copy 0 lis 
telegram of the 2d instant to the Governor-General of Canada, and cons:ilt 


with him as to the date on which it will be convenient to send a Canadian 
representative to assist in the further negotiations for a convention. 


Iam, etc., 
R. P. EBDEN, 
For Under Secretary of State. 
No. 38. 
The Earl of Kimberley to Sir J. Pauncefote. 
[Telegraphic. } 
ForBIGN OFFICER, March 9, 1895. 

Boring Sea claims. 

You should communicate your telegram of the 2d instant to the Govern- 
ment of Canada. 

The secretary of state for the colonies suggests that you should arrange 
with Lord Aberdeen as to the date when the Canadian delegate who is tv as 
sist in the negotiations for the convention should be sent to Washington 

No. 39. 
Sir J. Pawncefote to the Earl of Kimberly.—( Received March 11.) 
WASHINGTON, February 28, 150° 

My Lorp: In my dispatch of the 26th instant I had the honor to report th 
adverse vote of the House of tattves on the proposal to appropri:té 
the sum of $425,000 to the payment of the Bering Sea claims, in accordance it 
the agreement concluded between the two Governments in August last. 

The Committee of the Whole House had voted for the appropriation 
small majority, and the adverse majority subsequently obtained on wh! 
oa a “ yea-and-nay ’’ vote was a surprise, as well as a grave disappoint 
ment. 


eso 


ae 


St y feeling would seem alone to account for the rejection 0! so 

meen an ent, and, as your lordship will have notie 
the inclosures py a statements have been made in Cony 

which are entirely misleading, both as to the law and the facts of the cas: | 

It is that the present claims are principally made out of “indire:' 
damages, use they include, in some cases, the loss of profits of the fish. 'y 
season b SaaS Weeneny Obese out Of Dering Bea. a 

Such damages were wed when claimed by the United States in ‘0 
Fortune Bay case on behalf of United States fishermen, whose rights of | ~'- 
< had been forcibly interfered with by a mobon the coast of Newfound |\nd 


it is pretended that a great majority of the vessels on behalf 
of w the claims are made were the propert of United States citizens, 
whereas there is no evidence whatever any change of ownership in those 
vessels, which all carried the British flag and a register, 
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represented the total amount of the claims to be only $542,000, 
ae over $700,000. Another concluded from the fact that the offer 

¢ the lump sum and its acceptance appeared in notes of the same date that 
ana offer was made without previous investigation, and was instantly snapped 
at by Her Majesty's Government, whereas the compromise recorded in those 
notes was the result of laborious negotiations, which were carried on during 

— mmer. 

a ante no doubt that the above inaccuracies were calculated to preju- 
dice the minds of many members of Congress, and also to turn public opinion 
against & settlement of the question which was both equitable and advan- 
tageous to both parties. : F P 

The action of Congress is in strange contrast with the assurance given me 
bv Mr. Blaine at the commencement of the negotiations which led to the Ber- 
ing Sea arbitration, and is recorded in my dispatch of the Ist of November, 
1889, ** that his Government would not wish that private individuals who had 
acted bona fide in the belief that they were exercising their lawful — 
should be the victims of a grave dispute between two great countries, which 


appily been adjusted.” 
had happily been ads JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 40. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberly.—( Received March 1%.) 
WASHINGTON, March 4, 1895. 


My Lorp: I have the honor to transmit to your lordship herewith extract 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, containing a wopere of a resolution intro- 
duced by Senator MorcAn for the appointment of a committee to examine 
into the question of the liability of the United States to pay claims arising out 
of the Bering Sea controversy, and also of the liability of Great Britain and 

Janada. 
‘ee lordship will observe that Senator MORGAN alludes to a recent pro- 
al made in the House of Commons to pay the claims in advance,as being 
made with a view to having ‘“‘a moral claim on the United States for this 
$425,000, not, one shilling of which is due." | ‘ ; 

Objection was interposed tothe immediate consideration of the resolution, 
and it accordingly went over. 

Ihave, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


[Inclosure in No. 40.] 
Extract from the Congressional Record of March 1, 1895. 
BRITISH BERING SEA CLAIMS. 


Mr. Morea. I offer a resolution, for which I ask present consideration. 

The VicB-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

Ths Secretary read as follows: : . 

* Resolved, That the message of the President received by the Senate on the 
13th of February, 1895, relating to the payment by the United States of the 
claims of Great Britain arising out of the Bering Sea controversy, is referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. with instruction that such commit- 
tee examine into the question of such liability to Great Britain and the amount 
thereof, if any, and of any liability on the part of Great Britain or Canada 
arising out of said controversy, and that said committee shall have authority 
to report by bill or otherwise; and, in making such examination, may sit in 
the vacation of the Senate.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama whether it would 
be wise to this resolution pending the controversy between the two 
Houses with respect to an appropriation of four hundred and some odd 
thousand dollars? 

Mr. Mor@an. There is no such controversy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that matter is now in conference between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. More@an. No; I beg pardon. There is no report in either House in 
favor of any money to go to Great Britain, as the case now stands. 

Mr. HALE. Such an appropriation was stricken out in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. MorGAN. Yes; that was stricken out. 

s Mr. HALE. And the Senate committee has not put it in; so it is not in con- 
erence. 

Mr. MorGAn. There is no controversy. I wish to make this statement: 
The British Parliament seems to be acting upon this subject now by anticipa- 
tion. Isee by the morning papers that Sir George Baden-Powell says that he 
wants to Pe to the Canadians and tothe recalcitrant and rascally Americans 
who hired themselves out to the British flag to rob the Government of the 
United States and to violate its laws and dishonor the country, and to pay 
them in advance, so as to have a moral claim on the United States for this 
$425,000, not one shilling of which is due. 

I propose that the Committee on Foreign Relations shall investigate that 
matter. There has been enough of falsehood and misrepresentation about 
that in official documents and in newspapers to require, for the vindication 
of the honor of this country, that that investigation should be made; it makes 
no difference what any committee of this body may do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. Turpre. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama whether the 
= of this resolution does not propose a revision of the Bering Sea arbitra- 

on. 

Mr. MorGAN. Not by any means. It is merely to ascertain what are the 
obligations of the respective Governments under it. 

Mr. Turpre. It seems to me that the text of the resolution, asI heard it 
read, proposes to review the neces of the international arbitration. 

Mr. MorGAN. Not atall. It is merely to ascertain what are the liabilities 
of the respective Governments under it. 

Mr. TURPIE. The liabilities spoken of are a adjudicata. 

Mr. Morean. I quoted from the language of the President of the United 
States in sending his message to the Senate. 

Mr. Turpte. I ask that the resolution be printed and go over. 

The Vick PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the resolution will go 
over and be printed. s 

o. 41. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received March 1h.) 


WASHINGTON, March 5, 1895. 


My Lorn: With reference to my dispatch of the 4th instant, I have the 
honor to inclose extract from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, containing a 
report of a debate in the Senate relative to the resolution introduced by Mr. 
MorGAN for the appointment of acommission to examine the question of the 
liability of the United States and Great Britain to pay claims arising out of 
the Bering Sea controversy. 

Mr. MORGAN supported the resolution in a speech in which he severely 
criticised the policy pursued by Great Britain. Objection, however. —— 
interposed, the resolution failed to pass. Anabstract of the debate is inclose 


herewith. 
Lhave, ete., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
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[Inclosure 1 in No. 41.] 
Extract from the Congressional Record of March 2, 1895, 
[Not printed.) 


{Inclosure 2 in No. 41.] 
Report of debate in Senate, March 2, 1898. 


Mr. MorGAN, in introducing his resolution for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to investigate the liability of the United States and Great Britain to 
pay claims arising out of the Bering Sea dispute, said that the question of 
the liability of the United States to pay damages was withdrawn from the 
consideration of the arbitrators and reserved for negotiation. The Secretary 
of State had made an arrangement to pay a lump sum in order toavoid nego- 
tiation. If the matter had come before the tribunal, Great Britain could not 
have recovered one cent. On the strongest point of the claim there could 
not be due to her more than $96,000; $173.000 had been claimed for three ships 
which were valued by appraisers at $12,000. He wished the whole question to 
be investigated bya set of commissioners ‘“‘ who may not perhaps have an em- 
barrassment in a negotiation.” It was not the fault of the award regulations 
that the seal herds were being depleted. The supplementary regulations of 
the Secretary of the Treasury were to blame, which allowed the sealers to 
pass through forbidden waters during the close season. Where were the 
records of the time and place of the catch made by the sealers which were 
prescribed by the award? 

Great Britain had pledged herself to do her best to save the seals. Butshe 
had only sent one ship, which had passed the entire summer outside of Bering 
Seain port. The United States had sent ten. The administration of the law 
on the part of the United States had been slack, and on the part of Great 
Britain absurdly inefticient. No evidence was presented upon which Great 
Britain could be held responsible for the conduct of her sealers. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had stated that he had papers in his possession which 
he had not communicated to the Senate. The whole matter was under a 
cloud of uncertainty, and therefore he proposed that there should be a fair 
and impartial but thorough investigation. 

Mr. GRAY objected to the consideration of the motion. Mr. Morcan had 
himself objected to the consideration of a bill providing for an international 
commission of inquiry, because he thought that it implied a reflection on the 
award regulations. No such reflection was implied. The Senator himself, 
as an arbilrator, had signed a recommendation that the herd should be al- 
lowed a rest of three years. There was not a particle of evidence to show lax 
administration of the law. Theslaughter had taken place in the open season. 
Only one seizure had been made, and that ship was released. Astothe lutap 
sum, the settlement had been received with almost universal favor by the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. It was far within the estimates 
made by the British claimants, and the best estimates that could bs made by 
the agents of the United States. That was out of the question now, and ths 
Senate had had the opportunity to provide forthe only alternative, that is, a 
convention between the United States and Great Britain, under which the 
claims could be adjudicated and the amountsdetermined. That had been re 
fused. Now the Senator had prevented the Senate considering a proposal 
for preventing the destruction of the seal herd by a temporary cessation of 
the slaughter. The responsibility was not a light one. In conclusion, he 
would say that there was not the slightest ground for the imputation that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had suppressed the logs of vessels or any other 
evidence, asa perusal of the letter quoted by the Senator would show 

Mr. MorGAN asked leave to print a statement showing what were theactual 
liabilities of the United States under the principles contended for by Great 
Britain. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GRAY asked leave to print as part of his remarks the letter of the See 
retary of the Treasury referred to. 

Mr. MorGAN objected. 

P. 8.—The letter in question states that the collector of customs at San 
Francisco had reported that the masters of certain vessels had failed to give 
the required particulars, having sailed in ignorance of the regulation con- 
cerning logs. 

No. 42. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received March 25.) 


WASHINGTON, March 15, 1895. 

My Lorp: In my dispatch of the 5th instant I had the honor to transmit 
to your lordship a report of a debate in the Senate on the subject of the Be- 
ring Sea claims, in the course of which Senator MORGAN stated that he had 
prepared a memorandum on the liability of the United States, under the 
award of the Paris tribunal, to make compensation for the illegal seizure of 
British sealing vessels in Bering Sea. 

He requested leave to print this document in the Recorp as part of his 
speech, but leave was refused. 

After the adjournment of Congress he communicated this memorandum to 
the press, and [ have now the honor to transmit to your lordship an extract 
from the“ New York Daily Tribune,” which purports to contain a summary 
of it. 

Senator MORGAN argues that the United States never agreed to arbitrate 
the question of their hability for damages, nor have ever admitted their lia- 
bility. They only agreed to negotiate respecting it, expressly reserving the 
question of such liability as the subject of such negotiation. He is therefore 
opposed to the creation by act of Congress of a commission to settle the ques- 
tion without any negotiation. The claim of Great Britain is, he states, based 
on the false assumption that the United States were bound by the award of 
the tribunal, or by agreement, or by law, justice, or equity to pay any part 
of the demand. 

Senator MORGAN also insists that the “further negotiations” provided for 
in romurd to these claims by Article VIII of the Bering Sea arbitration treat 
should take place “through the constitutional authorities of the Unite 
States.” 

On those two points I would observe that no admission of liability became 
necessary from the moment that the Paris tribunal, by its award, had rejected 
the legal pretensions of the United States to a special property in the fur 
seals resorting to the Pribilof Islands. That decision at once proclaimed the 
illegality of the seizures, and the liability of the United States to satisfy the 
claims. That was the basis of the diplomatic negotiation for the adjustmenée 
of the claims, and I am at a loss to conceive what other view could be taken 
without disputing the Parisaward. Nor can I comprehend, without further 
explanation, the meaning of Senator MorGAN’s objection to that negotiation 
as not having taken place “through the constitutional authorities of the 
United States.” 

Having denied the liability of the United States to pay compensation, and 
also the competency of the United States Secretary of State and of the Brit- 
ish ambassador to negotiate on the subject, though fully empowered by their 
respective Governments to do so, Senator MORGAN proceeds to criticise the 
arrangement arrived at for the payment of a “lump sum" of $425,000, 










































With regard to the details of the claims, he states that the total amount 
claimed by Great Britain, with interest, is $542,169. He urges that the items 
for loss of profits should not be allowed, and he quotes in support of his con- 
tention the decision of the Geneva arbitrators on the subject of prospective 
earnings. He estimates the excess proposed to be allowed by the Secretar 
of State as fully $142,000. He states, further, that ten of the ships for which 
damages are claimed were,in fact, owned by citizens of the United States, 
and that vy amount claimed by British subjects, less speculative damages, is 
only $70,924. 

But even this amount is, he states,excessive. He maintains that the “ per- 
sonal claims" should be deducted, leavin $36,289. Of this sum, $16,500, he 
says, is claimed for the Henrietta, which claim is not allowable, as she was 
seized under the modus vivendi. 

Senator MorGAN's estimate, therefore, with the last-mentioned deductions, 
would reduce the indemnity to about $20,000; but that is an improvement on 
the previous estimate he gave in a recent speech in opposition to the —— 
of the claims, in which he declared that “ not one shilling” was due, (See my 
dispatch of the 4th instant.) 

I will now proceed to show in what respects the distinguished Senator 
appears to have been misled in his computation of the indemnity. 

n the first place, he is mistaken in supposing that the total amount of the 
claims, with interest, was only $542,169. 

It amounted to upward of $780,000, as your lordship will see from the synop- 
sis of the claims which forms inclosure 2 to this dispatch. 

The Senator would seem to have taken the total given at page 143 of the 
Gongreasiagat papers on the subject as including interest, but that is not the 

act. 

Moreover, the case of the Winnifred was subsequently added in order that 
the whole of the claims arising out of the Bering Sea controversy might be 
disposed of under the * lump sum” arrangement. 

e next misapprehension to which I would call attention relates to the 
measure of damages. 

Senator MorGAN takes exception to the inclusion in the statements of claims 
of the items for loss of profits of the fishery season. 

He would allow no compensation whatever for such losses, and he quotes 
from the judgment of the tribunal in the Geneva arbitration the well-known 
passage, to the effect that no ane can be awarded under the head of 

prospective earnings,” as they depend “ upon future and uncertain contin: 

ncies."’ But he omits to mention that the tribunal did, in fact, take such 
osses into consideration in awarding a gross sum by way of indemnity. 

The tribunal allowed a large amount “in lieu of profits.’ This is shown by 
the estimate of damages contained in protocol No. 29 of the Geneva confer- 
ences, in which the decision to award the gross sum 67 $15,500,000 is recorded. 

In all similar cases “losses of profits” are properly claimed, for although 
they may not be recoverable “under that head,” they form an element of 
consideration, according to the circumstances of each case, in computing the 

ward of a gross sum by way of indemnity. That was the view on which the 
nited States Government acted in 1879, when they preferred a claim of 
$120,000 against Great Britain on behalf of twenty-two American fishing ves- 
=~ whose fishery operations had been interfered with by mob violence at 
ortune Bay, in Newfoundland. 

Those claims included damages for loss of profits, calculated on the average 
of preceding years. Sir Edward Thornton, then Her Majesty's representa- 
tive at Washington, objected “ that these losses were in the nature of conse- 

ential or indirect a which should not be allowed.” But it was 
ted,on behalf of the United States Government, that compensation 
should be paid for those losses, and ultimately Her Majesty’s Government 
awarded a “lump sum,” amounting to two-thirds of the original claim, thus 
allowing a large margin for inflated valuations and doubtful items. 

In tho present case the lump sum of $425,000, on between the two 
Governments allows a still larger margin, for it the same proportion of two- 
ee ei00 es been adopted the lump sum of $425,000 would have n increased 

The amount of indemnity originally claimed was reduced by no less than 


$360,000. 

The next objection made by Senator MorGAN is to the “ personal claims,” 
but he gives no reason for that objection. 

It happens, however, that the damages claimed under that head were ex- 
tremely moderate, having regard to the character of the acts for which 
redress is sought, and to the humiliation, losses, and sufferings inflicted on 
innocent persons in pursuit of their lawful eer. 

Senator MoRGAN concludes by objecting to the claim of the Henrietta, on 
the ground that she was seized under the modus vivendi. But the ground of 
claim is that she was not handed over after seizure to the British authorities, 
as prescribed by the modus vivendi, and was detained at Sitka until she 
became valueless from deterioration. 

But of all the unfounded objections which have been urged inst the 
claims, that which seems to have made the greatest impression on the public 
mind is the statement that most of the vessels on behalf of which the claims 
are made were in fact owned by persons whom Senator MorGAN stigmatized 
in the Senate as “recalcitrant and rascally Americans, who hired themselves 
out to the British flag to rob the Government of the United States and to 
yecate - laws and onor the country.” (See my dispatch of the 4th 

stant. 

These vituperative epithets are quite unmerited, and I will proceed to show 
that the objection in question is not well founded in fact,and apparently is 
based on a mistaken view of the British navigation laws. 

7 British law no alien can hold any share in a registered British vessel 
under penalty of forfeiture of the vessel to the Crown. 

The owner of the vessel may mortgage her to an alien, but he does not 
thereby part with his property in the vessel. He only makes her a security 
for the loan. 

Section 70 of the merchant shipping act provides as follows: 

“A mortgagee ll not by reason of his mortgage be deemed to be the 
owner of a ship or any share therein, nor shall the mortgagor be deemed to 
have ceased to be the owner of such mo’ ip or share, except in so far 
as may be necessary for making such ship or share available as a security for 
the mortgage debt.”’ 

It is not improbable that in some cases the owners of British sealing vessels 
mpg Save borrowed money from the United States citizens for the purpose 

f the season's equipment and venture,and that they may have mortgaged 
their vessels to American citizens as collateral security for the loan. 

But they remain liable to the lender for the amount of the loan, though 
their vessel has been illegally and their venture has resulted in a loss, 
owing to such illegal seizure. On what conceivable ground of justice or rea- 
son are they to be deprived of compensation because part of the amount 
awarded may be applied by them in satisfaction of a loan due by them to an 
American citizen? 

Why should that American citizen be called “a rascal"? What law has he 
violated by advancing money for the prosecution of a lawful Canadian indus- 
try carried on by Canadians in Canadian vessels? In what t has the 
United States Government been “robbed,” considering that it no prop- 
a in the fur seal, as was solemnly adjudged and declared by the Tribunal 
of Arbitration at Paris? 
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These are the questions which,I submit, can only be reasonably answered 
in a sense ner fatal to Senator MORGAN’s contentions. 

Moreover, the principal alleged transgressor referred to, whose name is 
Boscowitz, has denied that he is an American citizen. 

The British flag and the law of nations have been violated on the high seas, 
and it appears to me that in assessing the indemnity to the private individ- 
uals who were the victims of the great wrong so committed, any inquiry into 
the sources of the capital invested in the lawful industry pursued by the 
vessel at the time of seizure is out of place and inadmissible. 

As regards the vessels themselves,even if some of them, as contended by 
Senator MORGAN, were owned or partly ewned by citizens of the United 
States (which I have shown could not be the case under the law of the flag), 
such vessels became liable to be forfeited to the British Crown, and the United 
States Government by whom they were wrongfully seized, would be bound 
to restore them or the r value to Her Majesty’s Government for the purposes 
of such forfeiture. 

_It will be seen from the above explanations that Sonator MoRGAN’s objec- 
tions to the payment of the “lump sum” agreed upon are based in a great 
measure on misapprehensions of fact, and, I would add with all respect, on 
an erroneous view of the rights of Great Britain and of the obligations of the 
United States resulting from the Bering Sea treaty of arbitration and the 
Paris award. 

As your lordship is aware, Senator MORGAN is the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and was one of the two members repre- 
—s the United States Government on the Bering Sea Tribunal of Arbi 

ration. 

It is not surprising that persistent denunciations from such a quarter 
against the diplomatic arrangement concluded between the two Govern- 
ments should have prejudiced Congress and the public against it. More- 
over, the great pressure of businessand the strong party feeling which 
marked the close of the session rendered it impossible obtain a fair and 
dis onate consideration of the question 

uch as the delay in the final settlement is to be deplored, I have too much 
confidence in the great qualities of the American people to doubt that it will 
be ultimately adjusted on a sound and honorable is. 

In a previous dispatch I reminded your lordship of the assurance given to 
me by Mr. Blaine at the commencement of the negotiations which led to the 
Paris arbitration, ‘‘that his Government would not wish that private indi- 
viduals who had acted bona fide in the belief that they were exercising their 
lawful rights should be the victims of a sve dispute between two great 
countries which had happily been adjusted.” 

The President and the Secretary of State adopted the same view, and were 
animated seneneens the negotiations for the settlement of the claims by 
the highest sentiments of honor and justice. Iam not without hope that 
when the cloud which now obscures the true merits of the case has been dis- 
eee Congress may yet confirm the arrangement made between the two 

overnments as an equitable and happy solution of a tedious and irritating 
controversy. 

have, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
[Inclosure 1 in No. 42.) 
Extract from the New York Tribune of March 9, 1895. 
[By telegraph to the Tribune.] 
WASHINGTON, March 8, 1895. 

Chairman MorGAN, of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, was a 
member of the Bering Sea Tribunal of Arbitration, and there is no man liv- 
ins. Whe postagees a more thorough and accurate knowledge of the matters 
da or the conclusions and awards of the tribunal than he does. It is 
by no means r that heshould denounce the claims of alleged British 
subjects on account of Gammgenes “preposterous,” in view of the facts which 
have already been disclosed in the debate in the House of Representatives, as 
well as in these dispatches. But itis exceedingly significant, tosay the least, 
that Senator MorGAN, a Democrat, should in effect declare that this Admin- 
istration, and not the Paris Tribunal, is responsible for the slaughter of the 
“— oy peasners during the last two years. 

nator MORGAN’s statement, which is herewith reproduced, ptrongly sug- 
gests either that the Cleveland Administration was hoodwinked by the rep- 
resentatives of Great Britain, whose construction of the decision of the Tri- 
bunal of Arbitration was accepted by it, or that it was willing to sacrifice 
whatever advan the United States might have gained under that deci- 
sion for the sake of casting discredit — the Administration which agreed 
to submit the matters in controversy to suchatribunal. The statement of 
Senator MoRGAN's views is as follows: 

“A very mistaken view of this matter is entertained. The Wwanty of arbi 
tration was ed the 29th February, 1892, and the modus vivendi of 1892 was 
signed on the 18th April of that year. They were ratified by the Senate as 
— of the same treaty, and were proclaimed by the President on the same 

y, the 9th May, 1892. Article VIII of the treaty of February, 1892, says that 
the high conseactng nation, having found themselves unable to agree upon 
a reference which shall include the question of the liability of each for the 
injuries alleged to have been sustained by the other, or by its citizens, in con- 
nection with the claims presented or made by it, and being solicitous that 
this subordinate question should not interrupt or longer delay the submis- 
sion and determination of the main question, do agree that either may sub- 
mit to the arbitrators any question of fact involved in such claim, and ask 
for a finding thereon, the question of the liability of either Government upon 
the facts found to be the subject of further negotiations. Article V of the 
treaty of April, 1892, stipulates that if the result of the arbitration be to af- 
firm the right of Brit: sealers to take seals in Bering Sea within the 
bounds claimed —— United States, then compensation shall be made for 
abstaining from the exercise of that right during the pendency of the arbi 
tration upon the basis of such a regulated and limited catch as in the opinion 
of the arbitrators might have been taken without an undue diminution of 
the seal herd. If the result of the arbitration denied the British rights, then 
compensation was to be made by Great Britain to the United States. The 
amount awarded, if any, was to be promptly paid. : 

“Tt was not questioned and could not disputed that the two treaties, 
ye they were signed at different times, constituted one entire agreement. 
Article Vit of the treaty of February, 1892, only bound the two Governments 
to a ‘further —— ‘as to the matters therein referred to, and left ‘the 
question of the liability of either Government on the facts found to be the 
subject of further negotiation.’ In execution of this article, the agents of 
the two Governments ed upon a state of facts which the tribunal found 
to be true, and entered it of record. That statement of facts included only 
the names of twenty sealing vessels that were seized by the United States. 
The tribunal had no authori .= pass upon —_ question touching the liabil- 
ity of the United States for having made such seizures. That matter was 
left where Article VIII of the treaty left it. The United States has not 
ogreed to arbitrate any such claim or demand, and have never admitted any 
ae to Great ae gerne ad og J one claim ae < ames 

ve 01 oqreed nego! respecting it,exp y reser e question 
of such ha ty as the east of such negotiation. 

“Tam only insisting that the negotiations shall take place through the con- 
stitutional authorities of the United States, and that it shall not be evaded by 
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: create by act of Congress a commission that will settle the ques- 
a schente ons any negotiation. Judge Blodgett, one of the counsel of the 
United States, presented an argument before the tribunal to show that upan 
the widest of demand Great Britain had claimed, no decree upon tle 
facts could award Great Britain any damages for alleged wrongs committed 
by the United States. That argument was not answered, nor was any effort 
made toanswer. It stands to-day asa perfect answer to the claim set up by 
Great Britain, based upon the false assumption that the United States were 
pound by the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration, or by agreement, or by 
law, justice, or equity to pay any part of the demand.” ; 

Mr. MorGAN then gave in detail the names of the vessels and the claims 
made on their behalf, which was the statement he desired to include in the 
RECORD, but which was shut out by Mr. TURPIE’s objection. The claims 
showed that the amount claimed by Great Britain with interest was $542.- 
169.26; the amount proposed to be allowed by Secretary Gresham was $425,000. 
Mr. MORGAN said that the schedule of. claims for each vessel contained an 
item designated variously as “probable catch,” “balance of catch,” ‘‘esti- 
mated balance of catch,’ etc. These were clearly prospective profits or 
speculative damages, and were all based on future or contingent occurrences, 
forming no basis of fact on which an equitable finding as to amount of dam- 
ages could be redicated. They should not be allow Similar claims were 

yresented by Bhe United States to the arbitrators of the Alabama claims in 
a72 at Geneva, and in their decision they say: “And whereas prospective 
earnings can not properly be made the subject of compensation, inasmuch as 
they depend in their nature upon future and uncertain contingencies, the 
tribunal is unanimously of the opinion that there is no ground for awarding 
to the United States any sum by way of indemnity under this head.” 

Mr. MoRGAN estimated that.the excess proposed to be allowed by Secretary 
Gresham was fully $182,000.. He added: 

“The above figures and comparisons are based entirely upon the supposi- 
tion that every vessel included in the schedule of claims submitted by Sir 
Julian Pauncefote was owned bya British subject. It appears, however, 
from the United States Counter Case submitted to the Bering Sea Tribunal 
of Arbitration at Paris, that ten vessels were in fact owned by citizens of the 
United States.” 

He figured up the general result as follows: 

Total amount claimed by Great Britain, $542,169.42; total amount of claims 
of United States citizens presented, $359,853.89;. balance: resulting, bein 
amount claimed - British owners, $182,315.53. But of this amount claime 
by British subjects, speculative damages are included to the amount of 

111,391, thus leaving the amount claimed by British subjects, less speculative 

amages, $70,924.53. The total amount of claims of British subjects, which, 
as Mr. MORGAN contends, could possibly be recovered, amounts in all to 
$70,924.- But even this sum, which is $471,244 less than the British claim pre- 
sented and $354,075 less than the amount the Secretary of State pro s to 

ive in settlement, is undoubtedly excessive. Of that amount $3,636 is for 
‘personal claims,’’ and in all probability some of these claimants are citi- 
zens of the United States or some other country, which fact could be estab 
lished by investigation. Deducting the “ personal claims ’’ from $70,924, there 
is left, as Mr. MORGAN says, $36,289. Of this sum $16,560 appears as the claim 
of the Henrietta (less speculative damages). The Henrietta was seized in 
Bering Sea in September, 1892, under the provisions of the modus vivendi, 
and therefore no claim is allowable. But even if allowable it shows its 
“padded character, from the fact that there isa claim for an ‘estimated 
catch” in Bering Sea when sealing was not allowed there and the season 
was over at the time of the seizure. 

Senator MORGAN therefore concludes that Great Britain claims the sum of 
$542,169. and that the amount due, with interest, is only $96,102, making an 
excess in the claims without interest over the amount due with interest of 
$446,066. The Secretary of State proposed to allow $425,000, which is by this 
account, according to Senator MORGAN’s figures, $328,897 in excess of the total 
amount due to British subjects with the interest computed. 

“When the Government of the United States,” said-Mr. MorGAv, in con- 
clusion, “‘has made no agreement and no admission of any indebtedness to 
Great Britain on account of any of these claims, and has not admitted any 
principle on which the claim of Great Britain is based; I must insist that these 
matters should be discussed in the negotiations that the two Governments 
are bound to conduct. I could not agree that speculative profits or damages 
or personal claims should be included in the accounts, unless that isin accord- 
ance with the laws of nations. Sucha precedent would soon develop into the 
most bitter and violent contentions between nations. 

“Under Article V of the modus vivendi of 1892 nothing was claimed by either 
party, and the Tribunal of Arbitration made no award upon that article. 

t was not paogoned, and I, at least, understood thatit wasabandoned. Ihave 
said nothing about the causes that have led to the alleged increased destruc- 
tion of seals in 1894. Idonot credit those statements. I am thoroughly satis- 
fied that if such increased destruction has occurred, or if the number of seals 
killed was not greatly reduced in 1894 below the number killed in 1891 and 
1892, the slaughter is due to the inefficient regulations to carry out the con- 
current regulations established in the award of the arbitrators.” 


{Inclosure 2 in No. 42.] 
SYNOPSIS OF CLAIMS. 
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Winnifred a te es wag 
Cost of suit in re W. P. Sayward 


The claim of the Winnifyed, which occursed in 1891, is added, though the 
particulars were not furnihe . It was agreeti that it should be covered by 
the “lump sum,” and as the case is similar to that of the Hemriet&, whose 
claim amounted to a little over $30,000, it was put down roughly at the same 


amount. 
No. 43. 


Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received March $0.) 
WASHINGTON, March 19, 1895. 


My Lorp: In my dispatch of the 15th instant I had the honor to lay before 
your lordship my views on the subject of the refusal by Congress to vote the 
oe of $425,000 in satisfaction of the Bering Sea claims and my 
obs®@rvations on the objections raised by Senator MorGAN tothe “lump-sum ”" 
arrangement. I venture to supplement that dispatch with the following 
additional remarks on the Senator's statement that the United States Gov- 
ernment had never admitted their liability to pay those claims 

I observed in that dispatch that the award of the Paris arbitration pro- 
claimed the illegality of the seizures and the liability of the United States to 
satisfy the claims. But, if any admission of liability were necessary, it is to 
be found, at least in principle, in Article V of the modus vivendi of 1892, which 
was signed contemporaneously with the treaty of arbitration. 

Under the modus vivendi of 1891 the British sealers were compensated by 
their own Government for their loss of profits consequent on their abstention 
from — sealing during that season. 

Under the modus vivendi of 1892 (article 5) it was provided that, if the 
result of the arbitration should be to affirm the right of the British sealers 
to take seals in Bering Sea, similar compensation as therein defined should 
be _ to them by the United States Government. 

If the British sealers were thus held entitled to compensation for abstain- 
ing from the pursuit of their lawful industry under the above voluntary 
and amicable arrangement, how much greater is their claim tosuch compen 
sation for the previous deprivation of their just rights by force and violence. 
The two Governments, at the arbitration, waived their respective claims to 
compensation under article 5 of the modus vivendi of 1892, dor reasons given 
in the report of the proceedings of the 3lst May (pages 1197-1198). But those 
— ms in no way militate against my present contention; they rather con- 

rm it. 

It is true that, as stated in Article VIII of the treaty of arbitration, the 
high contracting parties found themselves unable to agreee upon a reference 
which should include the question of their respective labilities to each other. 

But the reason was not that any dispute arose as to the liability of the 
United States Government to pay compensation for the illegal seizures of 
British vessels in the event of the decision of the arbitrators being adverse 
to them on the question of the jurisdictional rights of the United States. The 
sole reason for which the high contracting parties found themselves unable 
to agree on the question of liability was that the United States Government 
claimed, in the event of the award being in their favor, to render Great 
Britain liable for losses resulting from the wrongful action of persons sailing 
outside British jurisdiction under the British flag, a doctrine which it would 
be impossible for Her Majesty's Government to accept. (See Lord Salis- 
bury’s telegram of the 12th of August, 1891.') 

I may add, in conclusion, that during the negotiations for the “lump-sum” 
arrangement the Secretary of State entirely shared the views above ex- 
pressed as to the significance of article 5 of the modus vivendi of 1892 in rela- 
tion to the measure of damages. 

I have, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
No. 44. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received April 17,7 p. m.) 
(Telegraphic. } 
WASHINGTON, April 17, 1396. 

Bering Sea claims convention. 

Canadian Government, owing to meeting of Dominion Parliament to-mor- 
row, have decided to postpone resumption of negotiations and visit of their 
delegates to Washington until after prorogation. 

No. 45. 
Sir J. Pauncefote to the Earl of Kimberley.—( Received April 25.) 
WASHINGTON, April 16. 1895. 

My Lorp: With reference to the resumption of negotiations for the Ber- 
ing Sea claims convention, and to the proposed visit of Canadian delegates to 
Washington in connection therewith, I have the honor to report that, imme- 
diately on receiptof your lordship's telegraphic instructions of the 9th ultimo, 
I communicated with the Governor-General of Canada as to the date of the 
visit of the defegates. 

On the 18th ultimo the Governor-General replied to the effect that the 
Canadian Government were most anxious for an early settlement of the 
Bering Sea claims, and that the ministry were ready to send representatives 
without delay. 

On the 20th ultimo Iinformed the Governor-General of the readiness of the 
United States Government to resume negotiations for a treaty to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate at the next meeting of Congress, but I added that the 
Secretary of State had not recovered from his recent illness, and that he had 
been advised to leave Washington for a short time. Nevertheless, Mr. 
Gresham would proceed at once, if desired, with the negotiations. 

I received no further communication from the Governor-General until the 
5th instant, when his excellency informed me, by telegram, that his minis- 
ters suggested that the conference should take place at once, so as to enable 
the delegates to return to Ottawa before the meeting of the Dominion Parlia- 
ment, which would take place on the 18th instant. 

Mr. Gresham was then absent from Washington, but I called on him imme- 
diately on his return, and I ascertained from him that while the President 
was quite willing that the negotiations should proceed at once, if such was 
the desire of the Canadian Government, still, in view of the short time now 


1 See “ United States No. 3 (1892),” No. 122. 
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at the disposal of the delegates before the meeting of Parliament, and of other 
considerations, he thought it would be of advantage todefer the negotiations 
to the later period. 

1 so informed the Governor-General, by telegram, on the 10th instant, and 
yesterday, the 15th, I received a reply from his excellency, to the effect that, 
owing to the meeting of the Canadian Parliament on the 18th instant, the 
Deminion Government prefer to have the visit of their delegates to Wash- 
ington deferred until after the session. 

Phave so informed Mr. Gresham. 

Ihave, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
No. 46. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir J. Pawncefote. 
FOREIGN OFrFicer, August 31, 1895. 


Sin: Your excellency's dispatches of the 28th February last and of the 4th, 
Sth, 5th, and 19th March relative to the claims for compensation from the 
United States on account of the seizure of British sealing vessels in Bering 
Sea were duly received, and have been read with careful attention. . 

I need scarcely say that the arguments which you bring forward in support 
of the validity of those claims have the entire approval and concurrence of 
Her Majesty's Government. The attempt made by Senator Moran to dis- 

te them seems to be largely founded on eae. and Her ——ae 
overnment can not doubt that when the full facts are before the public in 
the United States the liability of that cmneee to make compensation, which 
has never been denied by the Government, will be generaliy recognized both 
in and outside of Congress. 

As your excellency will shortly be returning to your post, I transmit to you 
herewith, for such use as you may find convenient, a memorandum setting 
out at somewhat greater length some of the points in support of the claims 
to which you have alluded in your dispatches above referred to. 


Iam, etc., 
SALISBURY. 
{Inclosure in No. 46.] 
Memorandum. 


The statement communicated to the press Senator MORGAN ontioty 
ignores the fact that the five questions su tted to the arbitrators in accord- 
ance with Article VI of the treaty of the 20th February, 1892, embodied the 
whole of the grounds urged on behalf of the United States Government in 
justification of the seizures out of which the claims arise. This is abundantly 
clear, not only irom the correspondence which led to the framing of these 
questions, but also from the proceedings of the tribunal. 

Mr. Blaine, in the course of his first conversation with Sir J. Pauncefote on 
the subject of the seal fisheries, as reported in the dispatch to Lord Salisbury 
of the Ist of November, 1889, stated: 

“As regards compensation, if an agreement should be arrived at, he felt 
sure that his Government would not wish that private individuals who had 
acted bona fide in the belief that they were exercising their lawful rights 
should be the victims of ope dispute between two great countries, which 
had aopelte been adjusted. He was not without h therefore, that the 
wishes I had expressed ht be met, and thet all might be arranged in a 
manner which should involve no humiliation on either side." 

In a subsequent conversation on the subject of compensation on the 26th of 
December Sir J, Pauncefote reports Mr. © to have stated that ‘on fur- 
ther consideration he had decided to reply to my protest, in order to place 
on record before the world the precise grounds upon which the United States 
Government justify the seizure of the Canadian vessels, so that any com- 
pensation which may be granted may not be interpreted as an admission of 
wrong.” 

These grounds of justification were accordingly set forth in Mr. Biaine’s 
note to Sir J. Pauncefote of the 22d of January 1800, amplified and reit- 
erated in his later notes of the 30th of June and the 17th of December in the 
came voor, In the last of these notes he summed them up in the form of 
questions for arbitration, which were substantially the questions propounded 
to the arbitrators and decided by them against the Uni States. 

Though on the face of them uestions do not refer to the question 
of da , it is obvious that the ar tors, in deciding that the ds 
upon which the United States based its claim to — the seal fisheries 
were unfounded, at the same time decided that the justification for the 
seizure of British vessels which was based on these unds was unfounded. 

The seizures were, in fact, formal acts of the United States Government 
in the exercise of the rights and jurisdiction which they claimed, and the 
tribunal in 4 that they had no title to such —_— and jurisdiction 
necessarily declared that the loss and injury inflicted on British subjects, 
in pursuance of those rights and jurisdiction, were unwarranted, and as 
y also found that the seizures ‘“‘ were made by the authority of the United 
States Government” their decision was a declaration that the United States 
Government, having inflicted an unwarranted wrong, were liable to pay 
compensation for such woe 

That this was the view of the arbitrators and of those engaged in conduct- 
ing the case on behalf of the United States Government is clear from the 
proceedings of the tribunal. 

The fifth article of the finding of facts submitted to the tribunal by the 
United States agent as an alternative to the finding werent by the British 
agent, as reported at page 1458 of the proceedings, was “ that the said several 
searches, seizures, condemnations, confiscations, fines, imprisonments, and 
orders were not made, imposed, or given under any claim or assertion of 
right or jurisdiction except such as is submitted to the decision of the arbi- 
trators in Article IV of the treaty of arbitration.” 

The findings finally proces by the tof Great Britain and agreed to 
as proved by the agent for the United tes, and submitted to the tribunal 
for its consideration, and found by them sly (including Senator 
MorGAN, therefore), were as follows: 


“Finding of facts proposed by pao eprnt of Great Britain, and agreed to as 
proved by the agent for the Uni States, and submitted to the Tribunal 
of Arbitration for its consideration. 


“1. That the several searches and seizures, whether of ships or goods, and 
the several arrests of masters and crews respectively mentioned in the 
Schedule to the British Case, pages 1 to 60, inclusive, were made by the author- 
ity of the United States Government. ‘The questions as to the value of the 

id vessels or their contents, or either of them, and the question as to 
whether the vessels mentioned in the schedule to the case, or any of 
them, were wholly or in part ‘the actual property of citizens of the United 
States, have been withdrawn from and have not been considered by the 
tribunal, it being understood that it is open to the United States to raise 
these questions, or any of them, if =—— fit, in any future 
as to the liability of the United States Government to pay the amounts men- 
tioned in the schedule to the British case. 

“2. That the seizures aforesaid, with the ex of the Pathfinder, seized 

from shore mentioned 


at Neah Bay, were made in Bering Sea at the 
in the schedule annexed hereto, marked ©. 
“3. That the said several searches and seizures of vessels were made = 
— armed vessels of the United States, the commanders of which had, a 
several times when they were made, from the executive department of 
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the Government of the United States instructions, a copy of one of which 
is annexed hereto, marked A, and that the others were in all substantial 
reuse thesame. Thatin all the instances in which were proceedings were 
in the district courts of the United States resulting in condemnation, such 
proceedings were begun by the filing of libels, a copy of one of which is an- 
nexed hereto, marked B, and that the libels in the other proceedings were, 
in all substantial respects, the same; that the alleged acts or offenses for 
which said several searches and seizures were made were in each case done 
or committed in Be Sea at the distances from shore aforesaid; and that in 
each case in which sentence of condemnation was passed, except in those cases 
when the vessels were released after condemnation, the seizure was adopted 
by the Government of the United States; and in those cases in which the 
vessels were released the seizure was made by the authority of the United 
States; that the said finesand imprisonments were for alle breaches of the 
municipal laws of the United States, which alleged breaches were wholly 
committed in Bering Sea at the distances from the shore aforesaid. 

“4, That the several orders mentioned in the schedule annexed hereto and 
marked ©, warning vessels to leave or not to enter Bering Sea, were made by 
— armed vessels of the United States, the commanders of which had, at 

he several times when they were given, like instructions as mentioned in 
finding 3, and that the vessels so warned were engaged in sealing or prose- 
cuting voyages for that purpose, and that such action was adopted by the 
Government of the United States. 

“5. That the district courts of the United States in which any proceedings 
were had or taken for the apes of condemning any vessel seized as men- 
tioned in the Schedule to t’ of Great Britain, pages 1 to 60, inclusive, 
had all the jurisdiction and powers of courts of admiralty, including the prize 

urisdiction, but that in case the sentence pronounced by the court was 
sed upon the grounds set forth in the libel.’"! 

It will be observed from these findings that the question of justification was 

ied as conclusively settled by the decision of the five questions, and 
that the only negotiations contemplated were “negotiations as to the liability 
of the United States Government to pay the amounts mentioned in the sched- 
ule (C) to the British case,” not simply negotiations as to the liability of the 
Uni States Government to pay compensation at all; and further, that the 
only reservations made on behalf of the United States Government were 
“the questions as to the value of the said vessels or their contents, or either 
of them, and the question as to whether the vessels mentioned in the sched- 
ule to the British case,or any of them, were wholly or in part the actual 
property of citizens of the United States.” 

Theeminent lawyers and statesmen charged with the conduct of the United 
States case certain —- contemplated that the decision of the arbitrators 
would not be accep asconcluding the liability of the United States except 
in regard to the points Sey reserved in the findings of facts. 

Mr. MorGAn is alleged to have stated that the argument submitted to the 
tribunal by Judge ee one of the United States counsel, “stands to-day 
as a perfect answer tothe claim set up by Great Britain, based upon the false 
assumption that the United States were bound by the award of the Tribunal 
of Arbitration, or by mt. or by law, justice, or equity to pay any 

of the demand.” t on the very first page of that argument Mr. 
odgett says: “ We, however, ge what we have to submit on this fea- 
ture of the case by saying that, if it shall be held by this tribunal that these 
seizures and interferences with British vessels were wrongand unjustifiable 
under the laws and principles applicable thereto, then it would not be becom- 
ing in our nation to contest those ims, so far as they are just and within 
the fair amount of the damages actually sustained by British subjects," and 
the whole of his argument is in fact devoted tothe two points reserved in the 
findings of fact: the amount of the claimsand the nationality of the claimants. 

‘When the question was discussed during the oral ar; ent before the tri- 
bunal the same view was en ae by the United States counsel. 

The following extract (pages 778-780) from the report of the oral argument 
wil! show this, and furnishes an interesting commentary by the official rep- 
resentatives of the United States Government on the recent action of Con- 


gress: 

“Mr. Justice HARLAN. Sup; this tribunal should decide under the points 
in Article VI that the United States had or had not any right of property in 
the seals,and had or had not any right to protect them on the high seas, you 
would consider the United States bound by that ruling when the two nations, 
if the occasion arose, got together in negotiations on the question of dam- 


ages? 
‘Mr. Puevps. I should, sir, if you put that question to me at this time. 
~ Justice HARLAN. Thatis what I understand Lord Hannen’s question 
em . 

“Mr. Pae.rs. If thatisthe purport of the inquiry, yes. I do not suppose, 
for instance, that if this tribunal should decide that the United States had 
no right of property and no right of protection, and that under the circum 
stances vessels were seized Saleaging So British subjects, I donot understand 
that it would be open to the United States after that to insist that there was 
. Se < seizure and a right of protection, in the face of the decision of the 

unal. 

“Lord HANNEN. Iam bound to say that, assuming that that may be taken 
as authoritative, it would meet my question. 

“The PRESIDENT. And in that case the liability spoken of in Article VIII 
p en aaoey refer to the question of indemnity,and then there would be no 

ment. 

“Mr. PHe.ps. That question, as it seems to me, which was put by his lord- 
oe refers rather to the inference that the United States Government would 
feel itself bound to draw, in of the seizure, from the decision of the 
points of law in re: t to the other branches of the case. 

1 HANNEN. Yes. The object of my inquiry would be completely met 
if it can be taken as authoritative. We will assume for a moment that the 
Sumas week be noproperty. If that can be tacked on to the finding of facts 
as to the seizure, then that would meet that which Sir Charles has been ask 
ing for, a finding that it was an illegal seizure; and if so, I presume that 
would satisfy his requirement, as undoubtedly it would meet the view which 
IT intended to indicate in the aie i put to you. 

“Mr. PHevrs. Your lordsh e wal see that if you ask the opinion of the 
counsel of the United States what would be the just and right course for the 
United States Government to pursue in the future negotiations if such were 
the finding of the tribunal, our answer might be one way. If you ask us if 
we are authorized here to bind the United States to any conclusionin future 
arte me we must answer that we have no such authority, and have no 

t to make a declaration that would bind them. 

“Lord HANNEN. That is why I put in the word ‘authoritative.’ ; 

“Mr. PHELPs. We are not authorized tomake any such statement or to give 
any such assurance. I am free to say,and I believe that to be the view of my 
associates, that after a finding by the tribunal upon the five questions 
involved, it would not seem to me becoming on the part of the United States 
who have agreed to abide by this award, to contradict the award when th 





1 These unds were ‘‘ that the said vessel or schooner was foun engage 
in rt: ur seal within the limits of Alaska Territory and in the wat-rs 
thereof, violation of section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
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riety arose upon this subordinate matter of seizure; but 
i ee ee eeeeaeon tor those who control the pee relations of our 
Government, and is not a question that we are authorized in reference to. 

“The PRESIDENT. That is all very well, Mr. Phelps, but we have here the 
United States before us in the persons of their agent and counsel, and we 
have the right to ask them what is the authoritative and official interpreta- 
tion put by the United States upon one word used in an article of a treaty 
which limits our powers. We have the right to ask you what is the interpre- 
tation put by the United States upon those words ‘question of liability.’ 

“Mr. PHeLps. That question the tribunal is quite entitled to put, and that 

uesticn we are quite ready toanswer. We have endeavored to answer it; 
that in the discussion of questions under Article VIII the tribunal is invested 
with no authority whatevor except to find the facts, leaving the legal con- 
sequences of those facts, so far as these seizures are concerned, for future 

sideration. 

oerhen if the tribunal goes further, and asks me what that future considera- 
tion on the part of the United States Government would be, I reply in the 
first place that I have no doubt that it ought to regard the decision of the 
tribunal as conclusive upon the questions arising under this treaty, but that 
[am not authorized to go beyond this arbitration and the power with which 
the tribunal is invested under this article, and give an authoritative assur- 
ance as to what those in charge of the United States Government when that 
time comes 7 do. The distinction may be a refined one, but it is one that 
we feel compelled to make. 

“The PRESIDENT. We understand that very well. Wemerely wanted to 
know what was your interpretation of these words ‘questions of liability.’ 
We k ow the interpretation of the English Government. 

“Mr. PHELPS. Our interpretation of that is, as I have said, that Article VIII 
simply provides for the finding of such facts—material facts, of course—as 
either party may desire to have found and may offer sufficient evidence in 
support of. What consequences shall come from that finding is a point that 
it seems to us is not submitted to this tribunal. It will be for the after con- 
sideration of the Government. But I should not seriously doubt, when you 
ask my opinion, when those points come to be considered hereafter by the 
United States Government. that the decision of the tribunal upon the first 
five questions will be respected there as elsewhere.”’ 

In his criticisms of the amount of the claims, Mr. MoRGAN is alleged to have 
stated: “The schedule of claims for each vessel contained an item designated 
variously as ‘probable catch,’ ‘balance of catch,’ ‘estimated balance of catch,’ 
ete. These were clearly prospective profits or speculative damages, and were 
all based on future or contingent occurrences, forming no basis of fact on which 
an equitable finding as to amount of damages could be predicated. They 
should not be allowed. Similar claims were presented by the United States 
to the arbitrators of the Alabama claims in 1872 at Geneva, and in their deci 
sion they say: “And whereas prospective earnings can not properly be made 
the subject of compensation, inasmuch as they depend in their nature upon 
future and uncertain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of opinion 
that there is no ground for awarding to the United States any sum by way 
of indemnity under this head.” 

Mr. MORGAN omits, however, to add that in the award of agross sum to the 
United States the arbitrators allowed in lieu of the claim for prospective 
catch one year’s wages and 25 per cent on the value of the vesseis and their 
outfits. This is clear from the twenty-ninth protocol of the proceedings of 
the tribunal, and is shown in detail in the statement inclosed in Lord Tenter- 
den’s dispatch of the 9th September, 1872, setting forth how the gross award 
ot $15,500,000 was arrived at. That statement, after setting forth the gross 
amount of the American claims, thus— 


Claims for losses by insurgent cruisers (including the new claims 

TOF WAGOB, OLE, ) «20-2002 - nn 2-2 enn e «2 eon ee oo nnn e ene nne ene nee-- ee 
Prospective catch, if allowed an additional sum of................. 
Coins Bae re Ge CUNEO... nce. cence cccccncccccccccecccncecs 








24, 683, 061 

With interest at 7 per cent, which, taken for nine years, would 
amount to..... Nid ah ddiecidqs<sobense tase Gbdnaeuss cusestebeceuan 15, 550, 464 
RE witenewenmniee SeESeeres coceccce ceceseusces menacewcouneunceses 40, 233, 715 


proceeds as follows: 

“The — disallowed the claims for pursuit and capture and for pros- 
pective catch. 

“ They further disallowed: 





The claims for gross freight .... we-eee $1,007,153 
ie itinank nadine cudn ewaunnesecowss ecemenecesence 1, 682, 243 
And may further be assumed to have disregarded the new claims 

ll catenin anchawnecarncentbanesennene jemand 1, 450, 000 
Makinga further reduction from the American claim of $14,437,1440f 4, 139, 396 
And leaving a balance of ............ silepheatatiabnneibeibn winecitndieni ndeiipmemie "10, 297, 748 


Taking a mean between this and the British estimate of $7,464,784, _ 


ili cr nannihicks camude beeeeewnmdindsapagwenn , 881, 266 
“To this must be added two allowances made by the tribunal: 
In lieu of prospective catch, one year’s wages and 25 per cent on the 
value of the vessels..................... ee ee 988, 000 
In lieu of the claims for gross freight, 50 per cent of the claims as 
ewes ilemibeanahGatmedshgnnanemiint 508, 576 
a sidiaadiasiialialidhastentitlsdbniah “10, 372, 842 
Which, with interest at 6 per cent for about eig’it years, gives a re- 
nu cancins caceeceneees Seantaapeire 15, 500, 000 


._ As actually arrived at by the tribunal.” 

The claimsin respect of which this “allowance in lieu of prospective catch ” 
was made were on behalf of whalers, whose industry is still more speculative 
and uncertain than that of the sealers, and the observations of the British 
arbitrator, Sir A. Cockburn, on that part of the award form a striking con- 
trast tothestatements attributed toSenator MorGaN. At page 253 0f the rea- 
sons for dissenting from the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration, he says: 

But, independently of the undeniably exaggerated amount of the claims, a 

emand for gross prospective ——e as distinguished from net earnings, 
is quite in ble of be maintained. This is admitted in the argument of 
the United tates and is clearly demonstrated in the Britishreport. Accord- 
iA to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States the only 
allowance which ought to be made in respect of prospective catch is in the 
nature of interest from the time of the destruction of the vessel. I should 


‘myself be disposed to naoge a more liberal mode of compensation, and to 


award for wompestive ts a reasonable percentage on the values of the 
vessels and outfits,” etc. - Ps 
e Fortune Bay claims to which Sir J. Pauncefote alludes in his dispatch 
othe S8th Fe were almost entirely claims for prospective d«mages. 
the total amount of $103,000, claimed by the United States in that case, only 
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$1.400 was for actual destruction of property. (Report of Judge Bennett. page 
3 of chapter 3762, 1883.) The American vessels were only interfered with on 
one day, yet they claimed for the whole season's profits, and the profit claim 
was based, not. asin the British Bering Sea claims, on the actual results of the 
season interrupted, but on the profits of previous years, though the season 
of 1878 was an exceptionally bad one (page 2 of chapter 37#2 of 1883). ‘Theaction 
which gave rise to the claims was not that of the British Government, but of 
a mob of fishermen in an outlying part of the colony, enraged at seeing the 
laws to which they themselves were subject violated by their competitors. 
The American vessels claiming largely employed natives of Newfoundland in 
their vessels,.and though these as British subjects were unquestionably 
amenable for violation of the laws of Newfoundland by fishing on Sunday, 
the British Government took no exception to the American claims on that 
ground. 

But although the American claims were almost entirely for prospective 
damages, though they arose largely from the violation of British laws b 
British subjects employed by United States citizens, though they « Ciel 
for a whole season when they were only interfered with on one single day, 
and though, if the claims were valid, the claimants had a legal remedy in the 
courts of the colony against the perpetrators of the alleged loss and damage, 
for which the British Government were in no way responsible, yet the British 
Government, within three years from the date of the claims arising, paid 
practically the whole sum demanded by the United States Government, 
amounting to three-fourths of the claims actually put forward by the claim- 
ants 

The Bering Sea claims arise out of the direct action of the United States 
Government—action declared by an international tribunal to be entirely un- 
justifiable. They are made out, not for profits based on the results of profit- 
able seasons, but on the actual results of the seasons in which they arose. 
Some of the claimants not only lost their property, but suffered a rigorous 
— in a severe climate. 

The arrangement made between the two Governments for the payment of 
a lump sum amounting to little more than half of the claims preferred, with- 
out any allowance whatever for interest, can not be regarded as otherwise 
than a settlement favorable to the United States, bearing in mind that the 
claims had already been outstandingror ten years and that more than a year 
had elapsed since the decision of the arbitrators had been given 

It is not easy to believe that if the late Congress had been fully acquainted 
with the circumstances it would have refused its sanction to so reasonable a 
proposal, recommended as it was by the Federal Government, or would have 
declined even an appropriation for the payment of the claims, subject to their 
examination by a commission to be appointed for that purpose, or for the 
simple expenses of such a commission. 


APPENDIX No. 2. 
Firrn.—CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION. 
I.—DAMAGES CLAIMED BY THE UNITED STATES. 


It is provided in Article VIII of the treaty that either party may submit to 
thearbitrators any question of fact involved in any claim it may have against 
the other, and ask fora finding thereon, “ the question of the liability of either 
Government upon the facts found to be the subject of further negotiation.” 

As the undersigned construes this paragraph. it limits the range of inquiry 
by the tribunal to facts which bear only upon the amount of the claims sub 
mitted, as the question of liability is left open to be settled by negotiation 

— in the fifth article of the modus vivendi of May 9, 1892,! it is provided 
that— 
‘*[f the resuit of the arbitration be to affirm the right of British sealers to 
take seals in the Boring Sea within the bounds claimed by the United States 
under its purchase from Russia, then compensation shall be made by the 
United States to Great Britain (for the use of her subjects) for abstaining from 
the exercise of that right during the pendency of the arbitration, upon the 
basis of such a regulated and limited catch or catches as in the opinion of the 
arbitrators might have been taken without an undue diminution of the seal 
herds; and, on the other hand, if the result of the arbitration shall be todeny 
the right of British sealers to take seals within said waters, then compensation 
shall be made by Great Britain to the United States (for its citizens and les 
sees) for this agreement to limit the island catch to 7,500 a season, upon the 
basis of the difference between this number and such larger catch as, in the 
opinion of the arbitrators, may have been taken without an undue diminution 
of the seal herds.” 

This leaves the number of seals which might have been taken in the Bering 
Sea by the British sealers, and upon the Pribilof Islands by the lessees of the 
United States, without danger of reducing the seal herd, wholly to the judg- 
ment of the tribunal under the proofs submitted. 

In the printed case submitted on behalf of the United States a claim is pre- 
sented under the clause last quoted for compensation to the United States for 
the increased amount of rental which the United States would have received 
upon an additional number of skins taken, and for a bonus of $9.62} on each 
skin, to be paid by the lessees of the islands, over and above the bonus upon 
the 7,500 skins which are permitted to be taken under the modus vivendi.® 
And a claim is also submitted by the United States in behalf of its lessees for 
the profit the lessees would have made upon an increased number of seals 
which might have been taken above the 7,500 but for the modus vivendi.® 

The case also submits a claim in behalf of the United States and lessees for 
am for the limited number of seals taken under the modus vivendi 
of 1891. 

Frankness requires us, as we think, to say that the proofs which appear in 
the Counter Case of the United States as to the condition of the seal herd on the 
Pribilof Islands show that the United States could not have allowed its les- 
sees to have much, if any, exceeded the number of skins allowed by the modus 
vivendi of 1892 without an undue diminution of the seal herd, and upon this 
branch of the case we simply call the attention of the tribunal to the proofs 
and submit the questions to its decision. 

As to the claimssubmitted in behalf of the United States and its lessees un- 
der the modus vivendi of 1891, the undersigned also feels constrained to say 
that, as no provision for the payment of compensation to either party is pro- 
vided for in that agreement, and as, under the laws of the United States and 
lease of the islands by the United States to the North American Commercial 
Company, the United States had the full power, through its Secretary of the 
Treasury, to limit the cutch in any year to such number as in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury might seem proper, we must admit that no 
right of compensation accrued under that agreement to either the United 
States or its lessees, for the reason that the agreement was wholly voluntary 
and such as the two Governments were entirely competent to make, and no 
right to pee Nae would accrue to either Government or its citizens 
unless specially provided for in the modus vivendi. 

Il.—DAMAGES CLAIMED BY GREAT BRITAIN. 


The claims submitted on the part of Great Britain are for damages sustained 
by certain of its subjects by reason of the seizure by the United States of cer- 














1 Case of the United States, Appendix, Vol. I, p. 7. k 
*Case of the United States, pp. 286-289. 
*Ibid., pp. 289-291. 


































tain vessels alleged to belong to such subjects, and waraing certain British 
vessels engaged in sealing not toenter Bering Sea, and notify ng certain other 
British vessels engaged in the capture of seals in Bering Sea to leave said sea, 
whereby it is insisted that the owners of such vessels sustained losses and 
damages, as set forthin the respective claims, these claims being stated in de- 
tail inthe ‘Schedule of particulars" of said claims appended to the British 
Case. 

The right and authority of the United States to protect the seal herd which 
has its home in the Pribilof Islands, and in the exercise of such right to make 
reprisal of seal skins wrongfully taken, and to seize and,if necessary, forfeit 
the vessels and other property employed in such unlawful and destructive 
pursuit, is a necessary incident to the right asserted by the United States to 
an exclusive property interest in said seals and the industry established at 
the sealeries. 

We, however, preface what we have to submit on this feature of the case 
by saying that if it shall be held by this tribunal that these seizures and in- 
terferences with British vessels were wrong and unjustifiable under the laws 
and principles applicable thereto, then it would not be becoming in our nation 
to contest those claims, so far as they are just and within the fair amount of 
the damages actually sustained by British selfecte, 

And, even if it shall be decided by this tribunal that the United States 
were not justifiable, under the circumstances and the law, in making such 
seizures and interfering with British subjects in the pursuit and capture of 
fur seals ia the Boring Sea, still that decision would furnish no ground for 
Gatae posed on wholly illegal and untenable grounds, nor for extortionate 

emands. 

The actual damages sustained by these British subjects, in behalf of whom 
these claims are presented by the British Government, must undoubtedly 
be finally settled, according to the terms of the treaty, by a here- 
after to be had; but,as findings of fact in regard to these claims are asked 
for, our purpose in this part of the argument is to call attention tosome of the 
elements which go to make up these claims, and show, as,we think, conclu- 
sively, that such elements can not enter into claims for compensation against 
the United States under the treaty. 

And we contend— 

First. That only claims properly due to subjects of Great Britain should 
be submitted on the part of that nation and findings of facts asked in relation 
thereto; and in the application of this principle we insist that it is shown by 
the Counter Case of the United States and the appendix thereto that the 
schooner W. P. Sayward and the steam schooners Thornton, Anna Beck, 
Grace, and Dolphin, with all their supplies and outfits, were in fact owned by 
one Joseph Boscowitz, a citizen of the United States at the time these ves- 
sels were spectively seized by the United States officers;! that for some 
time prior to the fall of 1885 said schooner and steam schooners had been 
engaged in the sealing business in the joint interest of said Boscowitz and one 
James Douglas Warren; that Warren no capital, and, although nomi- 
nally interested in said vessels and their catch as half owner, yet in fact the 
money representing his share in the vessels was loaned to him by Boscowitz 
and secured by mortenges to Boscowitz on the vessels; that in the fall of 1885 
Warren became insolvent and made an assignment for the benefit of his cred- 
itors, and,in order to transfer the title to these vessels,a sale of them was 
made under the Boscowitz mortg. and one Thomas H. Cooper bid the ves- 
sels off at such sale for the sum of $1, Cooper being a brother-in-law of War- 
ren and a British subject, residing in San cisco, Cal.; that on becoming 
such purchaser Cooper executed mortgages to owitz on the vessels for 
their full value, which mortgages Boscowitz held at the time of the seizures, 
the whole transaction being had solely for the pu of securing a British 
registration for said vessels, and thereby enabling witz and Warren to 
carry on the sealing business under the British flag.* 

The testimony showing Boscowitz was a citizen of the United States is 
found in the affidavits of T.T. Williams* and a report of Levi W. Myers 
United States consul at Victoria, British Columbia, dated November 10, gg2.4 
While the vere as to the relations between Boscowitz and Cooper is found in 
the deposition of Thomas H. Cooper, the alleged owner of the said vessels; * 
and the relations between Boscowitz and Warren are shown in the testimony 
of Boscowitz and Warren,and the pleadings and decrees in the case of War- 
ren vs. Boscowitz and the cross case of witz vs. Warren in the courts of 
British Columbia.* 

The proof also shows that the schooners Carolina and Pathfinder, with 
their supplies and outfits, were, in fact, owned at the time‘they were seized 
by one A.J. Bechtel, a citizen of the United States (see deposition of W. H. 

illiams,’ and a report of Levi W. Myers, United States consul at Victoria. 
British Columbia*), although said vessels were registered in the names of 
British subjects.* 

And that the schooners Alfred Adams, Black Diamond, and Lily were in 
fact owned at the time they were rey seized by one A. Frank, a 
citizen of the United States (see deposition of T. T. W ),?° although 
registered in the names of British subjects.'! 

It will be seen by looking over the list of vessels alle, to have been seized 
or interfered with that the list contains twenty vessels, but that two of the 
vessels named in that list, the Triumph and the Pathfinder, were seized or in- 
terfered with twice'*; so that, in fact, the schedule contains the names of 
only eighteen separate vessels in regard to which claims are made, and of 
these eighteen, ten of them were owned by citizens of the United States. 

It is assumed on the part of the United States that if the proof submitted 
shows that these ten vessels were really the property of citizens of the 
United States, although they had a nominal ees in the names of British 
subjects, such demonstration will be sufficient to justify a finding by the 
tribunal that no citizen of Great Britain hassustained da: by the seizure 
of the Sayward, Anna Beck, Thornton, Grace, Dolphin, Carolina, Pathjsinder, 
Alfred Adams, Black Diamond, and Lily. 

e therefore confidently ask and expect the decision and finding of the 
tribunal that these claims do not belong to British subjects, and for that 
reason the tribunal can; not be called upon to find any facts respecting them. 

To justify a tinding upon a claim, it must be made to appear atfirmatively, 
by a clear preponderance of proof, that the claim is owned by one of the 
Governments parties to this arbitration, or to a citizen or subject of such 
Government.! 


1 Counter Case of the United States, 30; Appendix 255, 351. 
® Counter Case of the United States, TSocadhe, pages oe 
®Ibid., page 351. 
*Thid., page 255, 
* Tbid., pages 320-225. 
oto none SRO, 
vid., page 351. 
*Gaseot H Majesty's G. Schedule of Claims, pages1 
se of Her esty's Government, ule o ims, , 40; Counter 
Case of United States, Appendix, page 256. 
1®OQounter Case of United States, Appendix, 352. 
- =< Mer Magesty's Government, Schedule of Claims, pages 32, 48, 50. 
vud., ei. 
% Article VIII of Treaty of Arbitration. 
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We insist that we may, with propriety, go farther and say that if there is 
even doubt that a claimant is a citizen of the nation that presents a claim in 
his behalf that doubt should of itself be enough to preclude any finding of 
facts involved in such claim. 

The powers and jurisdiction of this tribunal are delegated toit by the treaty, 
which is in itself but a contract or agreement, and its terms can not be 
enlarged or amplified by construction. 

In ree this ground we do not intend to cast any aspersion upon the good 
faith of the British Government or its agent for having presented these 
claims, as we admit that on the face of the claims as presented they appear tv 
be in favor of British subjects. But we do insist that it is right for this 
tribunal to go behind the face of the papers and ascertain, from proofs fur 
nished, whether or not the renee to be benefited by the allowance or pay- 
ment of these claims are in fact British subjects, and that no facts should be 
found involved in any claim where there is even good ground for doubt that 
such claim belongs to a British subject. 

Second. All these claims but two (the Triumph, No. 11,! and the Pathfinder, 
No. 20,2 of schedule) contain an item for “loss of probable catch,” “loss of 
estimated catch,” ** balance of probable catch,” “‘ probable catch,” etc. 

All of which will more fully appear by the following tabulated statement: 


ee Se EE gos a ann wansne neesscusceveeccosecnce 
No. 3. Thornton, estimated catch..........................- 
a ccc cw a nane ccecccccessececces 67 
No. 4. Favorite. estimated loss of catch. ..... ........--..-----cccceeenee 7,000 
No. 5. Sayward, probable catch of 1887 -...............-.-.------------- 19, 250 
a ns cise pa endeceenesescaheckeunsepssesce 23, 100) 
No. 7. Anna Beck, i een tbtnases 17,323 
No. 8. Dolphin, probable catch.............-. Jeuh adakininsketeeesnewee 24, 750) 
es ty ee SE, PORTED GROG 6 nc cccoseccnccnsccsecsweccsesccece 19, 250 
a . nocaln peend mhomanbaweocse 15, 818 
n,n cccmnadiininneteseansecotsce 9, 424 
No. 18. Pathfinder, estimated catch... .......ccc ccc cncccccccccccce--es 15, 363 
a ee EE GU. onccncceeecscecansceneseraceecsees 10,42 
No.15. Black Diamond, estimated catch .....................---..-----.- 16, 192 
Ey PI OE OD enna ncn ne cccawreweseccceeconseccnco unease 14, 13¢ 
No. 17. Ariel, balance of estimated catch.-........... FCAT | Sine 9, 248 
EEE ET ee 10, 960 
EE NS ES ae are 16,112 
257, 353 


All these items are subject to the objection that they are prospective profits, 
uncertain and contingent in their nature, and can not be made the basis of a 
claim for compensation to the owners of these vessels. 

In Sedgwick, on the ‘‘ Measure of damages," page 69, sixth American edi 
tion, it is said: 

“The early cases in both the English and American courts generally con- 
curred in denying profits as any part of the damage to be compensated, 
whether in cases of contract or tort.” 

In a case for illegal capture, where one of the items of the claim for dam- 
ages was the profits on the voyage broken up by the capture, the court said: 

“Independent, however, of all authority, | am satisfied upon principle that 
an allowance of dama: upon the basis of a calculation of profits is inadmis- 
sible. The rule would be in the highest degree unfavorable to the interests 
of the community. The subject would be involved in utter unceriainty 
The calculation would proceed upon contingencies and would require a 
knowledge of foreign markets to an exactness in point of time and value, 
which would sometimes present embarrassing obstacles. Much would depend 
pos the oe of the voyage and the season of the arrival; much upon the 
vigilance and activity of the master, and much upon the momentary demand. 
After all, it would be a calculation upon conjecture and not upon facts.’’* 

In the case of the Amiable Nancy, Mr. Justice Story, speaking for the United 
States Supreme Court, said: 

“Another item is $3,500 for the loss of the supposed profits of the voyage 
on which the Amiable Nancy was originally bound. In the opinion of the 
court, this item also was properly rejected. The probable or possible benefits 
of a voyage as yet in fieri can never afford a safe rule by which to estimate 
damages in cases of a marine trespass. There isso much uncertainty in the 
rule itself, so many ceatngencies which may 7 or extinguish its applica- 
tion, and so many. difficulties in sustaining its legal correctness, that the 
court can not believe it proper to entertain it. In several cases in this court 
the claim for profits has been expressly overruled; and in Del Col vs. Arnold 
(3 Dall., 333) and The Anna Maria (2 eat., 327) it was, after strict consid- 
eration, held that the prime cost, or value of the property lost, at the time of 
the loss, and in case of injury, the diminution in value by reason of the injury, 
with interest upon such valuation, afforded the true measure for assessing 
damages. This rule may not secure a complete indemnity for all possible 
injuries; but it has certainty and general applicability to recommend it, and, 
in almost all cases, will give a fair and just recompense.’’® 

And in Wood's Mayne on Damages,‘ the author, speaking of damages in 
cases of tort, says: 

“In general, however, injuries to property, where unaccompanied by malice, 
and especially where they take _ under a fancied right, are only visited 
with damages proportionate to the actual pecuniary loss sustained.” 

While it is conceded that there has been some relaxation of the rigid rule 
of the early cases in England and the United States in regard to the allow- 
ance of profits as an element for the award of damages or compensation, it is 
undoubtedly still the rule in both countries that profits can only be allowed 
as damages where they are in the contemplation of parties, in cases arising 
on contract, and where they are the necessary and proximate result of the 
injury in cases of tort, and in those latter cases only where they can be proven 
or established with substantial certainty.” 

These vessels were all engaged in a hazardous voyage upon the boisterous 
waters of the North Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea, subject to all the perils of 
the sea, and the mind can hardly conceive any event more uncertain and con- 
tingent than the number of seais they would have captured if they pursued 
their voy unmolested. Shipwreck and every other element of uncer- 
tainty, including the proverbial uncertainty which is always an element in 
fishing and hunting expeditions, would seem to attend all such ventures, and 
the cogent reasoning of Mr. Justice Story in_the cases just cited seems un- 
qualifiedly applicable to the items of “ probable catch,” etc., presented in this 
schedule of claims. : 

The tribunal will bear in mind that the United States do not occupy the 

tion of a tort feasor, subject to exemplary or vindictivedamages. “The 
ing [sovereign] can do no wrong.” .The acts in respect to which compensa- 
1 Case of Her Majesty's Government, Schedule of Claims, page 36. 

2 Thid., page 57. 

3 Thid., 1-56. 

4 The schooner Lively, 1 Gallison, 314. 

53 Wheaton’s U.S. Repts., 546; see alsoSmith vs. Coudry, 1 How. U.S. Repts., 


* First American edition, from third English edition, z*. 
ahr vs. Baxendale, 9 Exch.,341; Masterton vs. Mayor of Brooklyn,7 
, 
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asked in behalf of these British subjects were performed by the United 
States in the exercise of its sovereignty, and the execution of its statutory 
‘aws. and no malice or other unjust motive can be imputed to those acts. 
— nong the claims resented by the United States in behalf of its citizens 
tot he Tribunal of “Arbitration upon the Alabama claims, which met at Geneva 

i872, under the treaty between Great Britain and the United States, were 
at yoo number of claims like those now under consideration, for the pros- 
> tive earnings of ships destroyed by the rebel cruisers in the late civil war 
Me ‘the United States, and that tribunal, by the unanimous vote of its mem- 
hers, said in regard to such claims: 4 

“And whereas prospective earnings can not properly be made the subject 
of compensation inasmuch as they depend in their nature upon future and 
uncertain contingencies, the tribunal is unanimously of opinion that there is 
no ground for awarding to the United States any sum by way of indemnity 

: ” 

oe les respectfully submitted that the rule of decision adopted in 
the case of the Alabama claims is well established in the vrei of 
the two nations now at the bar of this high tribunal; and in the light of the 
authorities cited the undersigned respectfully insists that the items in these 
claims for “ probable catch,” ‘estimated catch,” etc., which amount in the 
aggregate to over two-thirds of the grand _ total of the claims presented, 
must be considered as wholly speculative and souncertain that Great Britain 
is notentitled toany finding as to any fact involved therein, except the fact 
of their uncertainty, which appears on the face of the claims themselves. 

In the claims growing out of the seizures of the Carolina, Thornton, On- 
ward, Sayward, Grace, Anna Beck, Dolphin, and Ada there are also items for 
the future earnings of thoSe vessels,? namely: 


tion is 


No. 1, Carolina, seized 1886: 





a nin d ckbe 260500 wa vies beetecessndeunesio $5,000 

ID aisle sia ones aces says occas seccogeuvecees 5. 000 
No. 2, Thorriton, seized in 1886: a P 

Claims for estimated loss to owner by detention in 1887_........... 5,000 

Claims for estimated loss to owner by detention in 1888_........... 5,000 
No. 3. Onward, seized in 1886: r 

Claims reasonable profit for season of 1887-.........- be ee Oe 5, 000 

Claims reasonable profit for season of 1888__................-....... 5,000 
No. 5, Sayward, seized in 1887: _ ; f 

Claims for earnings in coasting trade in fall of 1887 ................ 1,200 

IID on 50s 0255 -< once necsecnesen cocecececcceces 6.000 
No. 6, Grace, seized in 1887: — : is 

Claims for probable earnings in fall of 1887. ..............- a ers 2,000 

Claims for probable earnings in season of 1888__..........-....-.... 7,000 
No. 7, Anna Beck, seized in 1887: . : 

Claims for probable earnings in coasting trade in fall of 1887...... 2,000 

For pat on net earnings in season of 1888_._._. eee ee 6,000 
No. 8, Dolphin, seized in 1887: ; : 

Claims for probable earnings in fall of 1887 --___........--...222.... 2,000 

Claims for probable net earnings in season of 1888 ._................ 7" 000 
No. 10, Ada, seized in 1887: 

Probable earnings in fall of 1887 ...........................2.2.2-.08 2,000 

Probable earnings for season of 1888... .................--....---.---- 6, 000 

CIES Glddns Sua eRb esenbopnde cose ecacue cocsacacescecseseuse 71, 200 


These items, it will be noticed, are in addition to the items of ‘ probable 
catch” or “estimated catch” for the seasons in which the respective vessels 
were seized. 

Nothing can more fully illustrate the wholly speculative character of this 
class of claims than a consideration of these items in the light of the indis- 
putable facts. 

The Carolina, Thornton, Onward, Grace, Anna Beck, Dolphin, and Ada were 
seized and decrees of forfeiture rendered against them by the United States 
district court for the district of Alaska, and the Carolina, Onward, and 
Thornton were left to go to pieces in the harbor of Unalaska;? and the Dol- 
phin, Grace, Anna Beck, and Ada were sold under decrees of that court, 
while the Sayward was released on a bond given by her owners a year or 
more after the decree of forfeiture was entered. 

These seizures were in effect a conversion of these vessels at the time of 
the seizure, and, with the exception of the Sayward, their capacity to earn 
anything Yor their owners ended with the seizure.. The measure of compen- 
sation to the owners was therefore the value of the property taken at the 
time it was taken, perhaps with interest from the time of taking. The own- 
ers were dispossessed by the seizure, and their interest in the property 
merged in their claim for compensation, if they haveany such claim; and no 
— therefore accrue to them for the possible future earnings of the 
vessels. 

In Sutherland on Damages, Volume I, page 173 (now a standard authority 
in the courts of the United States), the rule is stated as follows: 

“The value of the property constitutes the measure or an element of dam- 
ages in a great variety of cases both of tort and contract ; and where there 
are no such aggravations as call for or justify exemplary damages, in actions 
in which such damages are recoverable the value is ascertained and adopted 
as the measure of compensation for being deprived of the property, the same 
in actions of tort asin actions upon contract. In both cases the value is the 
legal and fixed measure of damages and not discretionary with the jury. 

_* * And, moreover, the value is fixed in each instance on similar con- 
siderations at the time when, by the defendant's fault, the loss culminates. 
(Grand Tower Co. vs. Phillips, 23 Wall., 471; Owen vs. Routh, 14 C. B., 327.)" 

To recapitulate : None of the items of these several claims for ‘‘ estimated 
catch "’ or “ probable catch * for the season or voyage in which the seizures 
took place can be considered, because they are in the nature of prospective 
profits and fall within the rule adopted by the tribunal in the Alabama 
Claims and the other authorities cited; and all the items for the probable 
earnings of these arrested vessels subsequent to the seizure fall within the 
same objection of uncertainty and contingency, and the further objection 
that the conversion of the property was completed by the seizure and the 
owners’ only remedy was for the value of the property so seized at the time 
of the seizure. 

But if the tribunal for any reasons shall deem itself required to pass upon 
these items or find any facts involved therein, except that of their invalidity, 
we then briefly submit that the “estimated” and “ probable catches” are 
altogether overstated and extravagant. 








? Geneva Arbitration, Congressional publication, Volume IV, page 53; see 

oe Wheehen's International Law (Boyd's third English edition), section 
; page O92. 

oon < Ber Majesty’s Government, Schedule of Claims, pages 5, 9, 14, 

’ Declarations of James Douglas Warner, case of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, Schedule of Claims, pages 3, 6, 12. 

: gwick on Measure of Damages, 6th ed., 583; Conrad vs. Pacific Insur- 
ance Company,6 Peters U.S., 262-282; The Ann Caroline, 2 Wall., 22 U.S., 
538: Smith et al vs. Coudry, 1 How. U.8., 28-34; Wood’s Mayne on Damages. 
dd Eng. and Ist Am. ed., page 486. 
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In the declaration of James Douglas Warren, in support of the claims in 
behalf of the alleged owner of the Sayward, Anna Beck, Grace, and Dolphin, 
he states that the estimate is made on the basis of 30 skins taken by each 
boat and canoe for the full season. ' 

In the report of the British commissioners, forming part of the British case,? 
it is shown that the average catch per canoe or boat for the British sealers 
for the same year was 164 seals, or less than one-half of Captain Warren's 
average ; and in the same paragraph the British commissioners say : 

“ The actual success of individual sealing vessels of course depends so largely 
upon the good fortune or good judgment which may enable them to fall in 
with and follow considerable bodies of seals, as well as on the weather ex- 
perienced, that the figures representing the catch compared to the boats or 
whole number of menemployed constitute a more trustworthy criterion than 
any general statements."’? 

e may, therefore, safely say that if conjecture, based upon any rule of 
averages, is to be resorted to for the purpose of attempting to approximate 
the probable catches of these vessels, the British Commissioners have given 
far more reliable data than that furnished by these claimants. 

The fallacy of these “estimates” is also shown in another way. We open 
the Schedule of the British Claims at random and take the claim growing out 
of the seizure of the Minnie, No. 19.4 It seems, from the declaration accom 
panying the claim that she left Victoria the fore part of May on a sealing 
voyage in the North Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea. She entered Bering Sea 
on the 27th of June, at which time she had caught 10 seals. She hunted seals 
in the Bering Sea until July 15, during which time she had taken 270 skins, 
which was at the rate of 15 skins perday. She was seized on the 15th of July, 
leaving her sixteen days of July and sixteen in August, making thirty-two 
days in all of her sealing season, during which time she would have caught, 
at the rate of 15 per day, 480 seals, to which adding the 420 she had taken 
previously. makes a total catch for the sealing season of 900, while her “ esti- 
mated catch” is 2,500 seals for the season. 

Take also the claim of the Ada, No.10.5 She entered Bering Sea, as is shown 
by the declaration accompanying the claim, about the l6th day of July, 1887, 
and continued sealing in the said sea until the 25th day of August, which was 
beyond the time when skins taken are considered merchantable,* and within 
two weeks of the time when, as the British Commissioners admit,’ the sealing 
season closes, and yet her entire catch up to that time was only 1,876 skins, 
while the ‘estimated ” or “probable catch” is put at 2,876 

The value and tonnage of these vessels are also largely overstated, as is 
shown by the tables submitted with the Counter Case of the United States,® 
and the value of several of the vessels seized was ascertained by sworn ap- 
praisers of the district court of Alaska and shown to be much lower than the 
value stated in this schedule of claims.* That these appraisals were fair and 
showed the substantial and fair value of the property is evidenced by the 
fact that, although the owners of the vessels had the privilege of releasing 
them upon bonds, none of them, except the Sayward, were so released, 
alth« ai application was made to have their valuation reduced in order that 
the owners might give bonds.!° 

We might follow the analysis of different items of these claims and suc- 
cessfully show that they are all very much exaggerated, but do not deem it 
necessary to do so, because we feel sure the members of this tribunal will 
take notice of the fact that individuals in making claims against a Govern- 
ment, whether it be their own or a foreign Government, invariably expand 
these claims to the largest amount their consciences will possibly tolerate 

H. W. BLODGETT. 


APPENDIX No. 3 
No. 129. 
Mr. Foster to Mr. Gresham. 


AGENCY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Paris, August 17, 18938. 

Str: In fulfillment of what I regard as my duty before terminating my 
services as agent, to wit, to place my Government in possession of all infor- 
mation I have acquired which may be useful in future negotiations or action 
connected with the fur-seal arbitration, I direct attention to the subject of 
the British claims for damages on account of the seizure of certain vessels in 
Bering Sea in 1886, 1887, and 1889. 

It will be seen from the decision of the tribunal that a finding of facts, 
agreed upon by counsel, was rendered in accordance with Article VIII of the 
treaty. This finding will be found to reiate entirely to the facts of the sei- 
zures, and, as agreed to by counsel, did not in any manner involve the question 
of liability or the value or ownership of the vessels. By reference to Proto- 
col XXX, of May 31, it will be seen that the British Government has with- 
drawn all claim for damages under Article V of the modus vivendi of 1892. 
In further confirmation of this I inclose the statement of the British consul 
before the tribunal on the subject. 

In view of these facts it would seem that the only question of damages open 
for the consideration of the two Governments was that arising out of the 
seizure of vessels in Bering Sea. The claims on this account as presented by 
the British Government will be found in the schedule of claims annexed to 
and bound with the British Case, and on page 315 of the British Counter Case. 

The defense of the United States, so far as it was thought necessary to 
make one under Article VIII of the treaty, will be found in the United States 
Counter Case, pages 129 to 135, and the evidence there cited, contained in the 
appendix thereto, as also in the printed United States Argument, pages 215 
to 227. 

The total amount of the British claim, as presented at page 60 of the Sched- 
ule of Claims, is $439,171, of which $357,353 consists of a claim for prospective 
earnings, which I suggest can not be properly asserted, for the reasons set 
forth in the United States Argument. 

It will appear from an examination of the evidence in the case and counter 
case of the United States that most of the vessels appear in reality to be the 
property of American citizens. Further and more searching investigation 
may show that others of the vessels were the property of our citizens. In 
this connection I refer toa correspondence at Paris had by me with the Brit- 
ish agent in reference to the citizenship of Boscowitz, owner or mortgagee of 
several of these vessels. 

I also inclose a memorandum in regard to the value of several of the seized 
vessels, which may be of service in the further examination of these claims. 





1 Case of Her Majesty's Government, Schedule of Claims, pages 18, 22, 25, 
2 Report of Br. Com., section 407, pages 74. 
§ Report of Br. Com., pages 73, section 407. 
‘Case of Her Majesty's Government, Schedule of Claims, page 56. 
5Tbid., page 34. 
* Counter Case of the United States, Appendix, pages 357, 376, 384. 
7 Report of Br. Com., section 212. 
®* Counter Case of the United States, Appendix, pages 339 et seq. 
*Tbid., pages 329-338. 

1°Senate Document 106, Fiftieth Congress, second session, pages 28, 74. 
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Mr. Robert Lansing, associate counsel in the arbitration, made a visit in 
1802 to Victoria and San Francisco for the purpose of collecting evidence in 
relation to this branch of the case, und I have no doubt he would cheerfully 
go to Washington at any time, if you or the person having charge of the Gov- 
ernment’s interests in this matter should think it desirable to confer with him. 


— JOHN W. FOSTER. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am sorry to detain the Senate at such an 
unreasonable hour, but unless some Senator desires to debate the 
resolution I ask that it may be now voted on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the resolution read 


again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to place on file the correspondence 
respecting claims for compensation on account of British vessels 
seized in Bering Sea by United States cruisers, and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred in the absence 


- of objection. 


Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, December 10, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 9, 1895. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


H. Clay Armstrong, jr., of Alabama, formerly consul at Greno- 
ble, France, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
at Madrid, Spain, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Stephen Bonsal, appointed second secre- 
tary of the legation to Japan. 

Stephen Bonsal, of Maryland, formerly secretary of legation to 
Spain, to be second secretary of the legation of the United States 
to Japan, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Joseph R. Herod, promoted to be secretary of 
that legation. 

Joseph R. Herod, of Indiana, formerly second secretary of the 
legation of the United States to Japan, to be secretary of that lega- 
tion, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Edwin Dun, appointed envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Japan. 

Charles Ritchie Simpkins, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States to Chile, vice Owen McGarr, ap- 
pointed consul at Cienfuegos, Cuba. 

CONSULS. 


John T. Barron, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Johns, Newfoundland, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Sam Ryan, resigned. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Antigua, West Indies, to which office he was ap- 
— during the last recess of the Senate, vice James C. Fox, 





Horatio R. Bigelow, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Rouen, France, to which office he was sega during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles P. Williams, resizned. 

James B. Coffin, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at St. Helena, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice H. Christian Borstel, recalled. 

James F. Sonne of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Enoch J. ithers, 

Andrew F. Fay, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Denia, Spain, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Henry R. D. Iver, resi b 

Frank D. Hill, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at La Guayra, Venezuela, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Allen Thomas, appointed envoy 
extraordinary and minister pienipotentiary to Venezuela. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of umbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Prague, Bohemia, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles Jonas, 
transferred to the consulate at Crefeld, Germany. 

Charles Jonas, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States 
at Crefeld, Germany, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Carl Bailey Hurst, appointed consul 
at Prague, Bohemia. 
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Owen McGarr, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United Staiog 
at Cienfuegos, Cuba, to which office he was appointed during ||), 
last recess of the Senate, vice James H. Dinsmore, resigned. 

William E. Mantius, of New York, formerly commercial ag 
at Turin, Italy, to be consul of the United States at that place. 1, 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen 

R.. Dorsey Mohun, of the District of Columbia. formerly c 
mercial agent at Boma, to be consul of the United States at Z 


| zibar, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 


the Senate, to fill a vacancy. 

Albert E. Morlan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
Statesat Belize, British Honduras, to which office he was appoint. 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Fred. Ellison, resign:, 

Otto Munchmeyer, of West Virginia, to be consul of the Unite 
Statesat San Salvador, Salvador, to which office he was appoint d 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Frederick Munchmeyvr, 
deceased. 

Julius G. Tucker, of Texas, to be consul of the United States 
at Martinique, West Indies, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice John B. Laguaite, resigned. 


CHIEF JUSTICE, COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Joseph R. Reed, of Iowa, to be chief justice of the Court of Pri- 
vate Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration of |.is 
present term, on the 31st day of December, A. D. 1895, and expir- 
ing on the 31st day of December, A. D. 1897. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Thomas C. Fuller, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the Court of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the 
expiration of his present term, on the 3ist day of December, A. LD. 
1895, and expiring on the 3ist day of December, A. D. 1897. 

William W. Murray, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the 
Court of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the ex))i- 
ration of his present term, on the 81st day of December, A. D. 18:)5, 
and expiring on the 31st day of December, A. D. 1897. 

Henry C. Sluss, of Kansas, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration 
of his present term, on the 31st day of December, A. D. 1895, and 
expiring on the 3ist day of December, A. D. 1897. 

ilbur F. Stone, of Colorado, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration 
of his present term, cn the 81st day of December, A. D. 1895, and 
expiring on the 3lst day of December, A. D. 1897. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 9, 1895, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Rufus W. Peckham, of New York, to be associate justice of tho 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


Walter E. Faison, of North Carolina, to be Solicitor for the 
Department of State. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Elmer B. Adams, of Missouri, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, December 9, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
SECTION 2001, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t!o 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The —— from Illinois [Mr. Horxk!ys} 
presents a proposition, which will be read, after which he asks 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before it is read I desire to make (!1¢ 
same inquiry that I made on Friday last in relation toaresolut\) 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER). 
am wholly unacquainted with the contents of the proposition s\\)- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois, as I was with the pur| 
of the one submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, :\\\ 
I desire to ask the Chair now, as I did im that case, whether |! 
reading of the proposition to the House necessarily carries it 111 
the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this is a businss 


r. CRISP. I will merely add that my inquiry was directed 
to the practice and not to the proposition itself. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That section 2601, Revised Statutes, be, and the same is 
hereby, amen¢ ed so as to read as follows: ' s al 

“spc. 2001. There shall be, in the States of Indiana and [Mlinois, one col- 
saetion district, as follows: The district of Chicago, to cx mprise the State of 
iI! ois and the waters and shores of Lake Michigan within the State of Endi- 

- in which Chicago shall be the port of entry, and Waukegan and Michi- 
— . ty ports of delivery: Provided, That all present ports of delivery in 
gan ve tte ot Tilinois now a part of the New Orleans district shall be ports of 
oe F in the new district of Dlinois, and shall have all privileges which 
they have under existing law.” ; 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that ought to go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. __ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman hear me a moment before 

» objects? 
™ on SPEAKER. With the consent of the House the gentleman 
from Illinois can be heard, and then the question of objection can 

, submitted. 

a HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire especially to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Crisp] to this section 
of the statutes as it stands now. It is as follows: 

There shall be in the State of Indiana and Mlinois one collection district, as 
follows: The district of Chicago, to comprise all the waters and shores of Lake 
Michigan within the States of Indiana and [liinois, in which Chicago shafi be 
the port of entry and Waukegan and Michigan City the ports of delivery. 

Now, under that statute the district of which Chicago is the port 
of entry does not comprise the whole State of Illinois, and my rea- 
son for offering this bill at the present time is this: The Chicago 
and Aurora Smelting Company have occasion to import large 
quantities of ore from Canada and Mexico; their warehouse is at 
Aurora, 36 miles from Chicago. Under the existing law the col- 
lection port for Aurora is New Orleans. ; The object of this bill is 
simply that the collection district of which Chicago is the port of 
entry shall be extended over the State of Illinois, without making 
any other change whatever. It is not proposed to create anynew 
office or to make any other change in existing law than to permit 
those people who are smelting and refining at Aurora to pay their 
collection dues at the city of Chicago. This matter has been 
brought to the attention of the Treasury Department, and the 
officials there concur fully in the propriety of passing the bill I 
have presented. Thismorning I submitted the matter both to the 
collection department and also to Mr. Hamlin, who gave me per- 
mission to state to the Speaker and to members of the House that 
the measure meets his full approval. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask one question, because I was not 
able to hear very distinctly the gentleman’s explanation. Does 
this bill add to the collection district of which Chicago is the port 
of entry any other territory than that connected with the smelt- 
ing works of which the gentleman speaks? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It extends the district so as to include within 
its limits the State of Illinois. This has been done at the sugges- 
tion of the Treasury Department, the officers of which thought 
that this change would be much better for the business of the 
Department than to attempt to carve out a small piece of terri- 
tory within the immediate vicinity of the port of Chicago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The portion of territory referred to has been 
connected heretofore, as I understand, with the New Orleans dis- 
trict? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. As the gentleman understands, un- 
der the law passed many years ago the collection district of New 
Orleans took in all the territory from that city clear up into Wis- 
consin; and when the port of Chicago was created its collection 
district was limited to the waters adjacent to Lake Michigan. 
Aurorais located some miles away on the Fox River, which empties 
into the Illinois River, and that into the Mississippi. Under ex- 
isting circumstances these persons doing business at Aurora must 
stop their business unless they can have the privilege of paying 
their dues at Chicago, where their main office is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwill ask the gentleman whether the passage 
of this bill is likely to necessitate the opening of new offices or to 
increase the number of officers? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. There will be no increase in the 


present number of officers. 
I wish to ask whether this bill includes 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
southern Ilinois? 
_ Mr. HOPKINS. It takes in the State of Dlinois, but it will not 
interfere with the port of delivery at Cairo. 
an COBB of Missouri. It does not interfere with the port of 
. Louis? 
Mr. HOPKINS. No,notatall. The only change would be that 
those ports of delivery would be in the new district, instead of the 
old one. They are not interfered with at all. That was a matter 
to which the called my attention specially; and the 
gentleman will see by reading of the bill that those ports are 
to have the same powers and privileges that they have under ex- 
isting law. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. The bill will not interfere in any re- 
spect with the existing ports? 
Mr. HOPKINS. None whatever. 





There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 803) was read a first 
and second time, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

QUALIFICATION OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to call attention to the fact that Mr. Price, 
a member-elect from the State of Louisiana, is now present and 
would like to take the oath of office. 

Mr. Andrew Price, a Representative-elect from the Third dis- 
trict of Louisiana, came forward and was duly qualified by taking 
the oath of office prescribed by law. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a combined statement of 
receipts and expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL WATER BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Secretary of State, relating to an additional appropriation 
required by the International Water Boundary Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIM OF DANIEL 8. LOY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an 
appropriation of $210 submitted by the Secretary of the Navy to 
pay Daniel 8. Loy for three 11-inch shot manufactured for the use 
of the Navy in 1862; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN ALASKA AND BRITISH COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the 
Secretary of State, submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
survey of the boundary line between Alaska and British Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of 
the Postmaster-General for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Gen. 
W. B. Franklin, transmitting the annual report of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
Ku p, for this day, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following requests 
for the withdrawal of papers: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, to take from the files of the House 
the pension papers in the case of Miss Annie Beach. 

By Mr. BURRELL, to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, papers in the case of Mrs. Fannie Pem- 
berton. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given to with- 
draw from the files of the House these papers, I wish to ask if 
there has been any adverse action taken by the committee upon 
them? Irefer more particularly to the second request, the first 
one being, as I understand it, merely a pension claim. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In the first case, Mr. Speaker, the 
request I have myself submitted, I understand that the report 
was favorable, but the bill was not acted upon during the session 
by the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How with reference to the second case? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have no knowledge with reference 
to that case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My inquiry was in order that we might have 
a rule in the beginning of this matter, so that where there is an 
adverse decision by the committee there should be left copies of 
the papers when withdrawn. If there has been no adverse decision, 
or if the report was favorable, there would be no objection, of 
course, to the withdrawal of papers without leaving copies. 

I merely call the attention of the Chair to the matter at this time 
in order that the same rule may be applied in all such cases, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that these requests are 
only granted by unanimous consent, and if the gentleman from 
Maine objects, of course that ends the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not object.. I presume that there has 
been no adverse decision in either of these cases. My — object 
was to fix some rule, so that copies may be preserved of all 
papers where there has been an adverse adjudication on the part 
of the committees. It is only proper that some such measure of 
protection should be established on behalf of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The usual form, the Chair is advised, is to 
add to the request to withdraw papers the words ‘‘no adverse 
see has been made.” 

8 there objection to the request submitted? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the second request 
go over wntil to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The second request is objected to. Is there 
objection to the other? 

There was no objection? 


SALARIES, ASSISTANTS IN DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a 
resolution, for which I ask immediate consideration; and ask to 
make a brief explanation pending the request for unanimous con- 


sent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
present a resolution, which will be reported by the Clerk, and then 
asks permission to explain briefly the object of the resolution be- 
fore unanimous consent is asked for its consideration. The Cler 
will report the resolution. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas under the provisions of section 60 of an act entitled ‘An act pro- 
viding for the public printing and binding and the distribution of lic 
documents," approved January 12, 1895, the office of superintendent UP the 
document room and two laborers in the document room under the Clerk of 
the House have been abolished, and the duties heretofore performed by them 
have devolved upon the superintendent of the document room, and his 
assistants under the Doorkeeper, who are unable to perform the additional 
duties imposed by said act; and 

Whereas said sixtieth section of said act directs the sponttanuer to appoint 
the Raeeeny number of assistants to the superintendent of the document 
 Wherese the Doorkeeper deems it necessary to appoint three additional 
assistants to properly perform the additional duties imposed under said act— 
one assistant at $1,600 per annum, one at $1,200 per annum, and one at $1,000 

rannum, which salaries aggregate the same as those of the officers abolished 

y said act: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, be and he hereby is, directed to 
pay the salaries of the said assistants to the superintendent of the document 
room, as above designated and appointed by the Doorkeeper, out of the 
miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise 
provided for by law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, prior to the passage of 
the printing and binding bill of January 12, 1895, there were two 
document rooms, one under the Clerk of the House and one in the 
office of the Doorkeeper. The pay of one of the assistants in the 
office of the Clerk was $2,000 per annum, and there were two la- 
borers or assistants, at $900 each, aggregating $8,800. The docu- 
ment room in the Doorkeeper’s department consisted of the super- 
intendent of documents and one assistant. _ 

The bill known as the printing and binding bill, passed in the 
last Congress, abolished the document room in the office of the 
Clerk and placed the duties performed theretofore in that office 
upon the officials in charge of the document room in the Door- 
keeper's office, and directed the Doorkeeper to appoint the neces- 
sary number of assistants to perform the duties of the office. This 
act went into effect on the 2d day of December, a week ago to-day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A gee agot 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A week ago to-day, on the 2d of 
December, 1895; and of course the Doorkeeper of the last House 
did not appoint these assistants. Consequently the appropriation 
bill for this part of the fiscal year did not carry any appropriation 
for the payment of these assistants. Now, the fact is that all the 
work heretofore performed by both document rooms falls on two 
men in the Doorkeeper’s department, the superintendent and one 
assistant, and they are utterly unable to perform the duties. The 
Doorkeeper deems it necessary to appoint three assistants, but 
there is no provision for their onan unless by resolution 
such as I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. Of course you can refer 
this to the Committee on Accounts, and by virtue of the last legis- 
lative bill the Committee on Accounts holds over until a new Com- 
mittee on Accounts is appointed—and that is probably the proper 
course to take—but it seems to me that the matter might as well 
be disposed of now, unless some one is not satisfied with the merits, 
importance, and necessity of the resolution. Of course I can not 
object if it is desired to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Accounts, but it seems to me it is a matter that ought to pass on 
its merits. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
to suggest that this question was consid by the subcommit- 
tee having in ch the legislative, executive, and — ap- 
propriation bill at the last session. The gentleman from Maine 
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{[Mr. DINGLEY], as I remember, paid some attention to it, as I my. 
self did,in connection with other members of that subcommittee 
and our pu was to provide an ample force for the discharge 
of this public duty. We thought we had done so, and as I rj) 
it, we gave the estimate of the last Doorkeeper. Now, I do not 
propose to object to anything that may be desired on the (tier 
side in the matter of providing a sufficient force for the condyct 
of the business of the House, but will suggest to the gentleman 
whether, at this early stage of the session, it would not be better 
to refer this proposition to a committee, the responsibility of 
course being on our friends across the aisle. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will ask the Clerk to read section 
60 of the printing and binding bill, which will, perhaps, better ex. 

lain the situation than I can myself. The force was provide: for 

in that section, but it could not be brought about until now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 60. There shall be one document room of the Senate and one of the Hons 
of Representatives, to be designated, respectively, the ‘‘ Senate and Hous: doc- 
ument room.’ Each shall be in charge of a superintendent, who shal! | ap- 

yinted by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Doorkeeper «f the 

ouse, respectively, whoshall also appoint the necessary number of assistants: 
Provided What this section shall not take effect until the first day of the first 
session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You will observe that by this 
section the Doorkeeper is directed to appoint the necessary num- 
ber of assistants. ow, of course he could not do that until this 
bill went into force. It did not go into force until last Monday, 
and unless additional assistants are appointed the whole of this 
work that has heretofore been performed by five men will fall 
upon twomen. Undoubtedly, as the gentleman from Missouri 
f r. DOCKERY] says, it was the intention to provide a sufficient 

orce, but in the way that I have indicated, and in the way that 
I have suggested by this resolution. There is no other way. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, asI 
understand it, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion billappropriates for the House force byname. Now, ineyery 
case where there is an appropriation there can be an official with- 
out further action by the House; but if I understand the gentle- 
man aright, the printing bill that was passed under the leadership 
of the economical gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpsoy| 
in the last session of the last Congress makes it necessary to in- 
crease the force by the three officials referred to in the resolution, 
who are to be paid from the contingent fund. Now, I am not ad- 
vised as to whether that is necessary or not, and while I have 
every confidence in the judgment and statementof the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], I should be glad to 
have the views of the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHarDSON , under whose leadership this economical print- 
ing bill was ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from 
ae she Wi..iaM A. STONE] yield to me? 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have been 
named by the very distinguished gentleman from Illinois { Mr. 
Cannon], I suppose it is necessary that I should sayaword. The 
gentleman from Dlinois assumes that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] has said that there has been an 
increase of three employees made necessary by reason of the eco- 
nomical bill to which he refers. Now, the gentleman from I||inois 
{[Mr. Cannon] failed to state that that bill abolished the same 
number of employees as are included in this increase which is now 
asked. Therefore there is no real increase, and the gentleman 
must not assume, it seems to me, that the bill has made any in- 
crease in appropriations. Now, what I arise for, after mentioning 
that fact, is to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. W11- 
LIAM A. STONE] if he deems it necessary to increase this force so 
far as messengers are concerned? The printing bill in the sixtieth 
section did abolish the Clerk’s document room, and transferred 
whatever duties the superintendent had to the superintendent of 
the Doorkeeper’s document room. Now, it may increase the ler- 
cal work of the Doorkeeper’s document room, where this extra 
work is transferred, but I do not see how it increases his messen- 


gers. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This resolution does not increase 
the messengers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the resolution to call for a2 
increase in the messengers. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It does not. Let that part of the 
resolution be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution again. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman can state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The document room in the Clerk's 
department consisted of a superintendent at $2,000 and two assist- 
ants at $900. The document room in the Doorkeeper’s department 
consisted of a superintendent and one assistant only. This print 
ing and binding bill abolished the Clerk’s document room aud 








1895. 
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abolished these three offices. This resolution asks to pay three 
assistants designated by the Doorkeeper as assistants to the super- 
intendent of the document room in the Doorkeeper s department 
at the same salary that the other three had in the Clerk’s depart- 
ment. That is all. , ; ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The inquiry which I was propounding 
was whether the gentleman thought that the increase was neces- 
sary in the Doorkeeper’s document room. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It occurred to me that there was so little 
work done in the Clerk’s document room that it ought never to 
have been maintained. ag 

Now, I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] and 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY], or any gentleman who 
has had experience with the Clerk’s document room, to teil us 
why it was ever necessary that there should be two document 
rooms, one under the Clerk and one under the Doorkeeper. I 
doubt whether members who have had ten years’ experience here 
can tell what documents they have received from the Clerk's doc- 
nment room in contradistinction from those which they have re- 


ceived from the Doorkeeper’s document room; and the gentlemen * 


who framed that printing bill—three Senators and three Members 
of the House—thought that there should be one document room at- 
tached to the House, as there is to the Senate, and believing that, 
werecommended the abolition of the Clerk’s document room and 
thetransfer of the work to the Doorkeeper’s document room in the 
interest of economy. I do not think it necessary to keep as many 
employees under the Doorkeeper as we had under him and the 
Clerk in the aggregate, but I do admit it to be necessary to make 
some increase in the Doorkeeper’s force in the document room, 
and that is the object of my inquiry, to knowif the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania thinks these additional assistants are neces- 


sary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido; and I get that from conver- 
sation with the present Doorkeeper of the House, with the Door- 
keeper of the last House, and with the superintendent, Mr. Hanna. 
He informs me that these three men are necessary, and that the 

resent force can not possibly do the work without them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course it is understood that the Clerk’s 
document room was retained for the purpose of distributing docu- 
ments which came especially to the Clerk, like the Journal. I 
do not know as to the other general documents sent to members, 
but my recollection is that the force in the Clerk’s document room 
was reduced in the last legislative appropriation bill in accordance 
with the printing act somewhat. I appeal to the recollection of 
the chairman of the subcommittee in the last House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatistrue; and we gave, as I remember, the 
estimate of the Doorkeeper. The estimate was a reduction on ac- 
count of the operation of the printing bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I remember the Clerk came before the com- 
mittee and insisted that the reduction made was greater than it 
should be, but nevertheless the reduction was made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You wiped it out altogether as to 
these men. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, what I want to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is whether or no, if his resolution should be adopted, 
it would increase in the aggregate the House force as it was in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It would neither increase it a man 
nor a dollar, neither in numbers nor compensation. It is the same 
thing enon: 

_ Mr.DINGLEY. The gentleman will remember that the print- 
ing act transfers a part of the work to the Government Printing 
ce, 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Yes, sir. It also directs the Door- 
keeper to name his assistants, and that is simply what I want to 
secure by this resolution. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say, with the 
consent of the gentleman, speaking for myself only in the matter, 
that I can not consent to the increase of a single official in connec- 
tion with the House unless there shall be shown to be a necessity 
for it which has not existed previously. My own judgment is 
that we havea very large force in connection with this House, and'I 
will not agree to increase the number a single man unless some 
special necessity shall arise. 

_, Now, if there is no increase of force proposed by this resolution, 
if it is simply a readjustment, without any increase, then, of 
course, I have no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is simply a readjustment. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. I should, however, prefer to see this resolu- 
tion go to the Committee on Accounts, in order that the matter 
— be properly examined and our force adjusted so that we 
should be certain that there would be no increase, and possibly 
that there would be some reduction. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Even if there were some increase 
I should not object; but in the meantime here are only two men 
to handle all these documents, and they say that they can not do it. 
There were five employees for this purpose in the last House, while 
now there are only two. This resolution simply fixes the com- 
pensation of three assistants thatthe Doorkeeper desires to appoint. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has not a part of that work been transferred 
to the Government Printing Office, sothat now there is not so much 
work to be done by these employees as there was before the passage 
of the printing bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No,sir;thereis just as much work 
as there was before. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will say to the gentleman from Maine 
that no transfer of any part of the work was made by the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The printing bill contemplates 
this action being taken, because it says, ‘‘ who shall appoint the 
necessary number of assistants.” The bill assumed that there 
was not a sufficient force in the document department of the 
Doorkeeper’s office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I accept the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE], that there is no increase of force proposed by this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I have already said, there is 
not the increase of a man or a dollar. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, while I am not going 
to object if, as I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
say, there is no increase here proposed, still I do understand that 
the abolition of force in the Clerk’s document room made by the 
printing act, which was to result in a great saving, amounts to 
nothing, and that after that act has gone into effect this resolu- 
tion is found to be necessary, which proposes to provide for pre- 
cisely the same number of employees that existed there prior to 
the abolition. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But I understand the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to withdraw the statement which he made 
in his opening: remarks, that this resolution would increase ex- 
penses. He now concedes, as I understand, that there is no 
increase. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know. I have been trying 
to find that out from my economical friend from Tennessee. 
amentee) 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I simply wished to know whether the 
gentleman did not accept the assurance of his distinguished col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], that the 
resolution would make no increase. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; and I also accept the assur- 
ance of my distinguished colleague from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] that it makes no increase. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this matter, the 
reduction of expenses which was made by the economical print- 
ing measure passed by a Democratic House last year is now about 
to be nullified by this Republican House, at the beginning of this 





Congress. [{Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 


of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was adopted was laid on 
the table. 

HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That from and after this date, under direction of the Doorkeeper 
of the House of Representatives, Isaac R. Hill be authorized to act as an as- 
sistant doorkeeper, at a compensation at the rate of $1,500 per annum; that 
Thomas A. Coakley and George L. Browning be authorized to act as special 
messengers of the House of Representatives at a compensation at the rate of 
$1,200 per annum each; and that James F. English be authorized to act as a 
chief page of the House of Representatives at a compensation at the rate of 
$900 per annum; the said compensation of said employees to be paid from the 
contingent fund until otherwise provided. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. One moment, Mr. Speaker. I will state to the 
House that this resolution provides for the same amount of force 
that was allowed to the minority in the last Congress, 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will add that the intimation was made to the 
minority in the present House that if they would select their men 
the majority would accept them and provide for their compensa- 
tion out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether these are the names that have been agreed upon hy the 
Democratic caucus? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Is the proposed compensation the same as 
before? 

Mr. SAYERS. Just the same, I am informed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that in the last House the designation 
was ‘special employee,” while in this resolution it is “assistant 
doorkeeper.” Does that sane ee increase of compensation? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. y understanding is that Mr. Hill 
received $1,500 in the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the change is only in the designation, 
not in the compensation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not in the compensation. I understand, also, 
that the compensation was the same in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this resolution 
is offered in pursuance of a custom which has prevailed for many 
years, of allowing the minority a certain number of employees. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to know why the 
designation is changed to ‘ assistant doorkeeper?” 

Mr. SAYERS. Because this gentleman has always performed 
the duties of that position. By this resolution we are but specify- 
ing in this Congress the places which were actually filled by the 
minority in the Fifty-second Congress, and also by the minority 
in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was the same designation used in the Fifty-first 
Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iso understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest that the gentleman from Texas adopt 
the same designation which was used in the resolution aes by 
the last House, ‘‘ special employee,” instead of assistant doorkeeper. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I wish toask aquestion. Is it 
understood that Mr. Coakley is to be one of these special employees? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is not Mr. Coakley now upon the 
annual roll under regular appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. But my understanding is that he will take his 
place under this resolution, instead of continuing to hold upon the 
annual roll. We supposed, of course, that the majority would 
displace Mr. Coakley as an employee on the annual roll and put one 
of their own men in that position. 

Several Memrers. Very likely! [Laughter. j 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand, thisis an increase—— 

Mr. SAYERS. No; this is just the same number of officers that 
were allowed the minority in the last Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I have here the resolution of 
the last Congress, allowing officers to the minority. It names 
George Jenison, $1,200; E. L. Currier, $1,200, and Bert Kennedy, 

900. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then Mr. Chancey, as the gentleman will re- 
member, was put on at $1,500. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But John Chancey has been appro- 
priated for regularly—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, but for the benefit of the minority. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For the last twenty years. He is 
now on the regular roll. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, and always at the request of the 
minority. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois that I believe it 
was the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLLiam A. STONE 
who approached me and said that four places would be allowe 
the minority. as had been done in the last Congress; and he also 
assured me that if the minority would select the persons to fill 
those places, the majority would approve them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I think I did say that, after talk- 
ing with some of our ‘‘ watch dogs of the Treasury” on this side 
of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I concede the propriety of allowing 
certain special employees who will be in harmony with the minor- 
ity. That courtesy has ordinarily been extended; and I do not 
wish it to be understood that I am now going to object toit. But 

I do say that the men who are now being paid from the contingent 
fund under the resolution of the last Congress, which recognized 
these designations by the minority, are three: Jenison, $1,200; 
Currier, $1,200; Kennedy, $900. 

Mr. SAYERS. Noman knows better than the gentleman from 
illinois that Mr. Chancey was provided for by the majority in the 
Fifty-second Congress at the special request of the minority. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not raising any question about 
that just at this time. I may speak of that lateron. Iam not an- 
tagonizing the gentleman's proposition; but I want the matter 
understood. 

Mr. SAYERS, I desire to modify my resolution by inserting 
after the words ‘‘ twelve hundred dollars ” the word “‘ each,” so as 
to read *‘ $1,200 each.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the gentleman's resolution in its pres- 
ent form uses the designation ‘special employees.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendment sugges} aq 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] will be agreed t 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [have sent to the Clerk’s desk an amend 
which I desire to offer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I suggest to the gentleman n.+ {, 
offer his proposition as an amendment to this resolution. 9 
are going to do a graceful thing toward the minority, let us 
and then let the proposition of the gentleman from Mim 
{[Mr. TAWNEY] come up afterwards. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My proposition would not change the 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Texas, but would s 
add an amendment. But I withhold it for the present. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I desire to offer a resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move the previous question. 

Several Members. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGs] has the right tosubmit his prio. 
sition. 

The resolution of Mr. STALLINGS was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry H. Moler be authorized to act as a second as int 
doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, and to receive the same jy ag 
the present assistant doorkeeper until further orders. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is offered, as the Chair wider. 
stands, as an amendment to that of the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. Sayers]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does this give an additional officer to the 
minority? 

Mr. SAYERS. This was not asked for by the minority in their 
caucus. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then let us vote it down; that will end 
the matter quickly. 

The question being taken, the proposed amendment of Mr, 
STALLINGS was rejected. 


oo 


The question recurring on the resolution of Mr. SAYERS as modi- 
fied, it was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John T. Chancey be, and he is hereby, retained on the 1 { 
the House, in his present position as special employee, at the salary no\ 
vided by law. 

That Lauritz Olson be, and he is hereby, appointed special emp! 
the House at a salary of $1,500 per annum, and that E. L. Currier and A 
Buchanan be, and they are hereby, appointed special employees of the | 
at a salary of $1,200 per annum each. 

That the salaries of said special employees shall be paid monthly, out ©! the 
contingent fund of the House, until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the ven- 
tleman a question. Does this resolution take from the Doorke ‘per 
of the House the power to appoint or to remove Mr. Chanc 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, it does not. I will say, in answer tv the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois, the resolution does not 
affect the present status of Mr. Chancey in the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then why include him in the reso- 
lution at all? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Simply because the Doorkeeper has no power 
to appoint him. He has been appointed by the House exclusively 
for many years in this manner, and in order to retain his services 
the House must make the appointment in this way. 

A MemBer. Is he not on the roll now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is not on the Doorkeeper’s roll, nor on any 
other roll. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be again 
reported. We were unable in the confusion to hear it read |icre. 

he resolution was again reported. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, my inquiry 4- 
dressed to the gentleman from Minnesota was this: The resolution 
provides that these special employees shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. I asked the gentleman from Minne 
sota about Mr. Chancey, if he was not now on the regular rll, 
filling a place appropriated for in the legislative bill of the last 
Congress. The pendliaaan replied that he wasnot. I have no 
doubt the gentleman was entirely honest in the reply, but le 1s 
not informed. I have looked up the matter somewhat carefully, 
and Mr. Chancey is now on the annual roll at a salary of $!.°\" 
per annum. 

If this resolution is adopted it pays him from the contin¢cnt 
fund and leaves the place he now occupies, and already appro)! 
ated for, o for the appointment of some other employee. \\°, 
more, I might add that that is the same case with Mr. Coakley; 
but that has already been passed upon by the House, and [ sinply 
want tocall the attention of the members present to the fact [at 
we have not only been courteous by putting him on the contin 

ent fund at the request of our friends on the other side of the 
ouse, but have ¢ another place to be filled by the Doorkeepe'. 
That is all. Iam perfectly ing that the House may do sit 
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chooses, but I simply wanted it to understand what it was doing 
when it did it. We are increasing these places, that is all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from 
[llinois that the a ee does not provide for the payment of 
Mr. Chancey’s salary. 


e| afraid that his recognition as a special employee will increase ex- 
| pe nditures too much, why, drop him off and we will find a place 
for him somewhere else; but I think he might as well st: uy. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, I know there is a good deal of pressure 
and this will somewhat relieve the situation. [Laughter.| There 
Mr. Mc ‘MILLIN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, this is proceeding by | is no question about that; but the responsibility, of course, is with 
unanimous consent. There has been no leave to consider it, as I | the other side. : 
understand it, given by the House. Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well. we are loading up with help- 
The S SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. less, crippled people. We can not help it. 
Mr. T AWNEY. This resolution does not provide for the pay- Mr. DOCKERY. I see you are badly c rippled. [Laughter.] 
ment of Mr. Chancey’s salary from the contingent fund of the Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Question! 
House, but it does provide that it shall be paid as already fixed by The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent. Is 
the existing law. I understand an appropriation was made dur- | there objection? 
ing the last session of Congress for this salary; but his retention Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be better to have 
in the present position depends on this House and not on the last | this go to the Committee on Accounts. I should like to know 
one, because he was appointed by the House and not by any offi- | whether we are increasing the number of employees. 
cer of the House, and that is the reason why at every Congress he The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the matter is referred 
has secured the passage of a similar resolution retaining him in | to the Committee on Accounts. 
the position that he occupies at the salary provided for by law. I 
may say that Mr. Currier has also been on the roll in the same 
wi ay and also Mr. Olson. Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to pre- 
- McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? ; sent a memorial from the National Wool Growers’ Association of 
Ms. TAWNEY. Certainly. | the United States and others, asking the passage of an act pro- 
Mr. McMILLIN. If I remember, it has been the custom of the | viding for protective duties on wool, and for other purposes. I 
two sides of the House, as the majority happened to change one | ask that the same may be printed, and referred to the Committee 
way or the other, to extend this courtesy to each other. When-| on Ways and Means when appointed. 
ever one side was in power it has been customary to allow the The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio desires to present 
1 
| 


PRESENTATION OF A MEMORIAL, 


other side to have a sufficient number of employees on the roll to | a memorial of the National Wool Growers’ Association, and asks 
look after the Hall during caucuses and to attend to the wants | unanimous consent that it be printed. 

of the members. I believe Mr. Chancey has been in the employ of Mr. DANFORD. And referred to the Committee on Ways and 
the House ever since I rave been here, by some such arrangement | Means. 

as that. But about these other gentlemen—why may not this| Mr. RICHARDSON. I could not hear the gentleman’s state- 
other question go over until the force is regularly provided for | ment. What is his request? 

in the organization of the House? | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Danrorp] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Currier, I understand, is in the same posi- | presents a memorial of the National Wool Growers’ Association, 
tion in that regard as Mr. Chancey; that is to say, he has been a | and asks that the same be printed and referred to the Committee 
special employee of the House, and his further ‘services in the | on Ways and Means. 

House now can be continued only by consent of the Houseappoint-| Mr. RICHARDSON. The rules provide that that shall be 
ing him in some such manner as this. F ._ | printed as a document, if it is presented. 

Mr. McMILLIN, But could not these employees be retained in|" Mr. DANFORD. That is all I desire. I do not ask to have it 
the regular way, without a special resolution introduced before the | printed in the Recorp, but simply printed as a document. 
organization of the House is completed? It seems to me that we | ~ Mr. RICHARDSON. I was informed that the gentleman’s re- 
might proceed more systematically by deferring this matter to | quest was that it be printed in the Recorp. 
some period after the organization of the House has been com- | ~ Mr. DANFORD. Oh, no; simply to be printed as a document in 
pleted. Because, as indicated by the gentleman from Illinois | the usual course. 

[Mr. CANNON], it seems we are about to “get into the position of | Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman propose to have simply 
having one man appointed by two authorities and allowed asalary | the memorial printed, or the accompanying bundle of papers 
of $1,500 by each one. which we see in front of us? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentlemen | | Mr. DANFORD. Just the memorial, and the papers accom- 
whose names appear in this resolution were selected by the Re- | panying it. 
publicans at their caucus before the organization of the House, | ~ Mr. McMILLIN. Itisa pretty voluminous document, it seems 
and the resolution is presented in accordance with the direction | to me, to go into the RECORD. 
of that caucus. : | Mr. DANFORD. I do not ask that it go into the Recorp. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 1 do not propose to object, but I want tocall| TheSPEAKER. It is subject to the objection of any member 
attention to the effect of the resolution, which is simply to increase | of the House. i . , 
the force to the extent of four persons. | Mr. CRISP. I object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it does not The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 
have thet effect. | Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I do not object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, these were the employees | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee- 

} 


provided by the last Democratic House and given to the minor- Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Crisp] 
ity. You have just adopted the resolution of the gentleman from | objects. 
Texas (Mr. SayERs], which provides for the minority representa- Mr. DANFORD. It is not my purpose to have it printed in the 
tion in addition to the regular force. The action proposed, there- | Rrcorp. 
fore, in reference to Mr. Chancey, who is now on the roll and | The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
carried in the regular annual eee bill—as also the three | Mr. DANFORD. Then I withdraw the memorial. 
employees who were carried in the last House by resolution—will | GRANTED L ANDS. 
result, as I understand it, in an increase of the force by four per- | Mr. CANNON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
sons. nS ae eee ee , : 
: ‘ for the reading of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not so understand it. | and thereupon I shall ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [If that is desired by the other side I shall not | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah presents a resolu- 
object, but I suggest that these matters should go toa committee. 


| tion and asks unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman from Minne- | The resolution, requesting the Secretary of the Interior to trans- 
sota yield to me? 


mit information to the House relating to granted lands, was read. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah asks unanimous 


[Mr. WriLt1AM A. STONE ‘lial . . aban ; ay ae 
Mr. WILLIAM A. 7 WM. As I understand it, Mr. Chancey — = the present consider ation of the resolution. Is there 

has been so long a fixture in the House that he is not properly : > aol 

chargeable to either side. I do not think he has any politics. He The SPEAKER The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

is asortof general fixture. Gentlemen on both sides of the House ner, ee a” oe , 

concede that; so that he ought not to be charged to us especially, CASE OF EX-CONSUL WALLER. 

and I do not ‘think our friends on the other side ought to put usin Mr. WOODMAN. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

that position. As to this Mr. Olson, he is a man who had both | the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

arms shot off. .You have all seen him about the building here. The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a resolution and asks 

He has been on the special roll for years. As to Mr. Currier, he | for its consideration. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 

has been so seriously wounded that he is helpless and cri pled. which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The fourth man, young Mr. Buchanan, is probably the on mt one The resolution, requesting the Secretary of State to communi- 

against whom any objection could be had, and if our friends are |! cate to Congress the correspondence bearing on the trial, convic- 
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tion, and incarceration of Mr. John L. Waller, formerly consul of 
the United States at Tamatave, Madagascar, was read. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think that reso- 
lution should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I ob- 
ject to its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects to the 
present consideration of the resolution. 


PENSIONERS DROPPED FROM THE ROLLS. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution and 
ask unanimous consent to consider it at this time. 

The resolution, calling on the Commissioner of Pensions to re- 
port on all omens who have ceased to draw pensions in whole 
or in part during the last three years, was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask for a rereading of the first section 
of the resolution. I wish to learn whom it calls upon for this 
information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States Commissioner of the Pension Offiice—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is not usual to call upon the 
heads of bureaus for information, but on the heads of Depart- 
ments. I think this resolution ought to go to some committee in 
order that it may be reported in proper form to the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I presume the gentleman will modify his resolu- 
tion by substituting the Secretary of the Interior for the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, if that is the only objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think it ought to go to the committee and 
be reported upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


REPORTS OF BOARD OF MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, when the reports of the Board of 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes were submitted to the House 
this morning I was not aware that it was done. The law, I 
believe, provides that 1,600 copies of each report be printed. It 
has been found that 500 copies of each report will be sufficient. 
I therefore ask that the order be made for 500 copies of each 
report and that the usual number of bound copies furnished 
for the use of the officers of the Homes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the law provides 
for the number of copies. If amy change be made as to the num- 
ber of copies, it will have to be made in the law, and consequently 
a joint resolution would have to be introduced. 

Mr. STEELE. Then we have got to print 1,600 copies whether 
we need them or not, that is all. Then I ask unanimous consent 
that the usual number of copies be bound for the use of the officers 
of the Homes, for both the State and the National Homes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will please put 
his resolution in writing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if the general printing law does not provide for binding 
these books? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not know. 
nessee know? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will ask the gentleman to let it go over until 
to-morrow, that he ascertain the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is this the economical law that we have heard 
sv much about? 

Mr. STEELE. I will ask that the matter go over until to-mor- 
row, until I can ascertain exactly what number is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order. I understand the 
gentleman has withdrawn his proposition. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the Hoes adjourned. 


Does the gentleman from Ten- 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 780) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle the mutual accounts between the 
United States and the State of Florida heretofore examined and 
stated by said Secretary under the authority of the Congress, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R.781) to aid the State of South 
Dakota to support a school of mines—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill o. R. 782) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon, at Yankton, in the State 
of 4 Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 783) to provide for the purchase of a site an, 
the erection of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in ¢\,o 
State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buil: 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) for the establishment, control, operat 
and maintenance of a hospital, to be known as the Sanitarium 
Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. at 
Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee 6; 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) to authorize the construction of a bride 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Chamberlain, ; 
Brule County and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786} making an appropriation to enlarge the 
military post of Fort Meade, near the city of Sturgis, in the State 
of Sout Tetate~to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) to provide for building and maintaining 
an Indian industrial school at or near Chamberlain, in the State of 
South Dakota, and at or near Rapid City, in the State of South 
Dakota, and to provide a farm in conjunction therewith—-to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 788) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Harrison, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 789) to repeal section 40 of chap- 
ter 4 of Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 790) to reorganize andincrease 
the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the 
United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 791) to reimburse settlers and 
purchasers on even-numbered sections of the oo lands within 
the limits of Congressional grants in cases of forfeiture of odd- 
numbered sections—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereonat Baker City, in the State 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other purposes,’” approved September 29, 1890, and the 
several acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on the Public 


nds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) for the relief of the citizens of the States 
of Oregon, Idaho, Washington, and Montana who served with 
the United States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and 
Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 
those killed in such service, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) to provide for the sale of the unsold por- 
tion of the Umatilla Indian Reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 796) to amend section 4 of an act to provide 
for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the 
construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 797) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Oregon National Guard of the State of Oregon 
Ss aid rifles of the pattern of 1884 for the same make of rifles 
of the pattern of 1873, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting to the city of Pendleton, in the 
State of Oregon, the right to lay pipes and conduct water from 
the Umatilla River across the Umatilla Indian Reservation, the 
Government school lands, and the lands of the United States near 
the Umatilla Agency, for municipal purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 799) to equalize the several 
States of the Union in the grant of lands for school purpos:s—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) relating to the distribution of seeds, 
bulbs, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 801) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Meriden, Conn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) for the erection of a public building at 
Waterbury, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 804) establishing 4 
United States mint at Boise City, Idaho—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 805) to provide for licenses to cer- 
tain officers of seagoing passenger steam vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 806) making provision for re- 

iring or rebuilding the public building recently destroye by 
a at - Albans, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 807) to increase the pension of 
those who have lost a hand or foot, and in certain other cases—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) to repeal sections 3006 and 3007 of the 
Revised Statutes and amendments thereto—to the Committee on 

Yommerce. 
By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 809) to amend the cus- 
toms laws, to provide for a duty on importations of wool, and to 
secure additional revenue for the support of the Government, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill = R. 810) making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Clearwater River in Idaho, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) to amend the laws relating to the natu- 
ralization of aliens—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. ; 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 812) to enable the Secre- 
tary of War to continue the reconstruction of the military post at 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo,—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 813) to increase the revenue 
and impose a duty upon live stock, wool, mohair, hides, and pel- 
try—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 814) to provide for the existing 
deficiencies in the revenue of the Government—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) to equalize the postage on monthly pub- 
lications when admitted to be carried as second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.CATRON: A bill (H. R. 816) to enable the peopleof New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 817) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the five manuscript volumesof William Vans Murray—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 818) to provide for the care 
and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 819) to provide for a temporary 
government in the territory occupied by the Five Civilized Tribes 
of Indians, to be known as the Territory of Indianola—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CANNON of Utah: A bill (H. R. 820) to provide for the 
purchase of sites and the erection of public buildings at Salt Lake 
City and Ogden City, Utah—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 821) to maintain the 
parity between the coins of the United States, and other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R.822) withdrawing the right of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue bonds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R. 823) to create the eastern judi- 
cial district of Kentucky, and to change the present judicial dis- 
trict of Kentucky, and fix the times and places for holding courts 
in said districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 824) to restore the bi- 
metallic system of the United States, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 825) to create the office of fore- 
man of presswork in the Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 826) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 827) for the erection of a 
public building at Tampa, Fla.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 828) to secure the separation 
and independence of the executive and legislative departments— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 829) to erect a pa building at 
Lawrence, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 830) to fix the time for the 
convening of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 831) to provide for the coinage of gold and 
silver bullion upon equal terms—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) to protect the forest on the public domain 
from destruction by fire—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LIV. INGSTON : A bill (H. R. 833) to amend an act es- 
tablishing Atlanta, Ga., a port of delivery, approved February 28, 
1881—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 834) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Vir- 
ginla—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


XXVITI—7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








97 





By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 835) to amend section 
1094 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enue for the Government, and for other purposes,” which became 
a law August 27, 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) to establish wind signal display stations 
at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 837) providing for leaves of 
absence to certain per diem employees of the Government—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 838) to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per one-half ounce—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 839) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R.840) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 841) to authorize the 
sale of the site of St. Francis Barracks, Fla., the sale or removal 
of the improvements thereof, and to provide for a new site and 
the construction of suitable buildings thereon—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) to authorize the exchange of lot 6, square 
10, known as the old custom-house lot, in the city of St. Augustine, 
Fla., for lands adjoining that part of the United States military 
reservation in said city, designated as the powder-house lot—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 843) supplemental to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of additional ground 
in Newark, N. J., adjoining the custom-house and post-oftice 
building, and for the improvement thereon and the erection of 
additions thereto,” approved March 1, 1888—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings oe Grounds. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 844) supplemental to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia,” approved January 
2, 1891—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) for the erection of a public building for 
the use of the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in 
the district of Newport News, Va.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 846) to provide reserve 
funds for the necessities of certain employees of the Government— 
to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 847) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enues for the Government, and for other purposes,” presented to 
the President of the United States August 15, and not having 
been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it orig- 
inated within the time prescribed by the Constitution of the 
United States, became a law without his approval. In force 
August 28, 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 848) to provide for the acquisition 
of additional land and the erection of an addition to the custom- 
house, post-office, etc., buildingat Bridgeport, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 849) to increase 
the circulation of national banks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 850) for the construction of a 
public building at Owosso, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 851) to adjust the pensions of 
those who have lost limbs, or have been totally disabled in them, or 
have additional disabilities—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 852) to amend sec- 
tion 9 of anact to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis 
Railrway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
andfor other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 853) providirg for the erec- 
tion of a light-house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, and 
for the proper lighting of the entrances to Greenport and Sag 
Harbor and the west shore of Shelter Island—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H.R.854) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Long Island City, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H.R.855) for the improvement of 
the harbor of the city of Buffalo—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Hrabors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 856) defining the quali- 
fications of chief inspector and deputy inspectors of plumbing 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 
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By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 857) to include the Enrolled 
Missouri Militia within the provisions of the act approved June 
27, 1890—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 858) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Jamestown, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 859) authorizing the Dyers- 
burg and Mississippi River Railway and Improvement Company 
to bridge the Obion River, in the State of Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 860) for the erection of 
a public building at Norfolk, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 861) for the appropriation 
of $260,000 for the construction of a levee on the left bank of the 
Mississippi River between Hickman, Ky.,and Tiptonville, Tenn.— 
- the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 

iver. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 862) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Elgin, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 863) to construct a mili- 
tary road from Atlanta to McPherson Barracks, in Georgia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 864) for the erection of a 

ublic building at Malden, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 865) to aid and encourage mili- 
tary training and instruction by donation of public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 866) toprovide for a final set- 
tlement with the Naalen band of the Tillamook tribe of Indians, of 
Oregon, in accordance with a certain agreement between the 
United States and the said Indians dated the 6th day of August, 
1851—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 867) for facilitating commerce 
among the States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) to prevent trusts, monopolies, and com- 
binations in trade—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R.869) providing that no pensions 
for disability, or under the act of June 27, 1890, or to the widows 
of soldiers, shall be for a less sum than $12 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 870) to provide for 
the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer 
forces—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) to amend section 1315 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to fix and limit the compensation of collectors of customs and sur- 
veyors of customs, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) to increase the pension of the totally 
blind—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) to provide for filling vacancies in the 
grade of second lieutenant in the Army and the recognition of ex- 
traordinary gallantry and merit of enlisted men—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, liTT: A bill (H. R. 875) to carry into effect the rec- 
ommendations of the International American Conference by the 
incorporation of the International American Bank—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 876) to promote 
the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. ALLEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 877) to permit the 
Standard TelephoneCompany of Washin. and Baltimore City 
to install, maintain, and operate a telephone and telegraph plant 
and exchange in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bili (H. R. 878) to reduce the 
cases in which the penalty of death may be inflicted—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 879) to remove the bar of the 


statute of limitation and give the right of appeal in certain cases— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H.R. 880) designating Stamford a sub- 
port of entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H.R.881) for the relief of persons 
who made cash entries of lands at a price in excess of that fixed 
by law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 882) for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man- 
chester, N. H.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 883) to extend to the port of 
Superior, Wis., in the district of Superior, Mich., the privileges 
of the seventh section of an act entitled “An act to amend the 
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statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880—to the Committ. 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 884) making it unlawful for a 
person to print, stamp, or impress any words, figures, or desig 
upon the flag of the United States, or any representation there: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 885) to amend section 6 of chaj) 
376, approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in | 
construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearn:| 
—_ and for other purposes”—to the Committee on the Pu! 

ands. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 886) relating to tlio 
distillation of brandy from prunes, and amending section 325) vf 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 887) to amend the char 
of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company—to t\.9 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 888) to require the 
retary of the Treasury to pay the bonds issued under the contr 
of the Secretary of the Treasury with August Belmont & Co. et :/, 
bearing date February 8, 1895, interest and principal, in not loss 
than one-half in standard silver dollars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 889) to fix the rank and piy 
of certain retired officers of the United States Army—to the Coi- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 9) requesting 
the President of the United States to present a medal to Capt. LD. 
P. Slattery—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A joint resolution (H. Res.10) providing for an 
examination as to the feasibility of a harbor of refuge at Capo 
Lookout—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LINTON: A joint resolution (H. Res.11) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Coin- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TALBERT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 12) enjoining 
the Secretary of the Treasury from the further issue of bonds— io 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 13) di- 
recting the Secretary of War to have made an actual survey of 
Sabine Lake, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 14) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators sha!! be 
elected by the people of the several States—to the Select Com 
tee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representi- 
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. POWERS: A resolution relating to the privileges of t|e 
floor—to the Committee on Rules. a 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution to place John T. Chancey, 
Lauritz Olson, E. L. Currier, and Arthur Buchanan on the roll 
of the House as special employees thereof—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A resolution for the relief of Char!cs 
P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Vallé, of St. 
Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A resolution relating to immigration an1 tio 
inquiry into the laws relating thereto—to the Select Commiti:o 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANNON of Utah: A resolution requesting the S 

tary of the Interior to transmit information to the House conc: ''ii- 
= granted lands—to the Committee on the Pacific Ra1l- 
roads. 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A concurrent resolution calling upon t!:6 
President for certain information regarding the arrest, trial, ¢'«., 
of John L. Waller, a citizen of the United States—to the Com t- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

= Mr. LINTON: A resolution relative to the Center Market 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Distri 
Columbia. 

By Mr.STEWART of New Jersey: A resolution inquiring of 
the Secretary of the Treasury why the construction of the }<'- 
office building at; Paterson, N. J., has not been proceeded wit!i— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARDY: A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish information as to bonded goods—to the C:11- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: A resolution of the legislature of Massa '\\- 
setts,in favor of uniform hours of labor throughout the Unit: 
States—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, praying for an appropriation for the purpose of removi''S 
certain obstructions existing in the Clarks Fork of the Colum)ia 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, a memorial of the legislature of Idaho, petitioning for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States which will 
oc nire the election of United States Senators by direct vote of 


the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A resolution of the Con- 

eticut assembly relating to the transportation of parcels by 

nost-office—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. . 

\lso.a resolution of the Connecticut general assembly concern- 
ine the constitutional rights of citizens—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

By Mr. MONDELL: A memorial of the Third legislature of the 
Gtate of Wyoming, asking that the unoccupied and unappropri- 
ated lands in the State be ceded to the State by the General Gov- 
ernmment—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

\lso. a memorial from the legislature of the State of Wyoming 
to the Congress of the United States, asking that the provision in 
the act admittang the State to the Union which exempted all 
lands known as ‘‘mineral” in sections 16 and 36 in each county 
be amended so that the State shall receive the revenue from sale 
of same for school purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the Third legislature of the State of 
Wyoming to the Congress of the United States, asking that a 
reduction of the selling price of land ceded to the State under 
sections 8 and 11 of the act providing for the admission of said 
State to the Union be granted—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the Third legislature of the State of 
Wyoming tothe Congress of the United States, asking that United 
States Senators be elected by direct vote of the people—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the Stateof Wyoming to 
the Congress of the United States, asking that a tract of land 20 
milessquare, including the Big Horn Hot Springs, be secured to the 
State by a treaty with the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians—to the 
Committtee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Wyoming to 
the Congress of the United States, asking that indiscriminate for- 
eign immigration be prohibited—to the Select Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a memorial of the State legislature of the State of Wyo- 
ming to the Congress of the United States, asking that township 
42 and the region to township 47 and between ranges 113 and 119 
west be set aside as a park and put under the control of the State 
of Wyoming—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private billsof the following titles 
were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H.R. 890) for the relief of Matilda H. 
Reed, of Iuka, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Wav Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.891) for relief of Andrew Brown, heir David 
Brown, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 892) for relief of John W. Williams, heir H. 
G. Williams, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) for relief of George Kimberley, heir of 
M. P. Kimberley, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard, of 
Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R.895) for the relief of Richard H. 
Marsh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 896) granting a pension to 
Francisco Romain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James 
Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 


_ By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of Ed.S. | 
Carl Lee, administrator of Cora C. Bancroft, deceased, of Wood- | 


ruff County, Ark.,as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BISHOP (by reqnest): A bill (H.R.899) for the relief | 


of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the pay- 
a of the claim of William H. Mahoney—to the Committee on 

alms, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

_,_ Also, a bill (H. R. 902) for the relief of Daniel Kaylor, of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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3y Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 903) for the relief of Flora 
A. Darling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 904) for the relief of 
Thomas E. Breckenridge—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Hum- 
phries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 906) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie M. Greene—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 907) for the relief of 
the heirs of Edmund Wolf—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 908) for the relief of William 
Fletcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Mackey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R.911) for the relief of William C, 
Watts, of Boone County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of Catharine Metz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of N. C. Pettit, of Camp- 
bell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of George D. 
Nichols, of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) granting a pension to Margaret McTighe, 
mother of Michael McTighe, alias John Smith, late boatswain’s 
mate on the U.S. 8. C. P. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) to remove the charge of desertion against 
William W. Smith, late a private in Company G, First New York 
Engineers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) to correct the military record of John M. 
Knowles, Company D, First Rhode Island Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.918) to correct the naval record of and grant 
an honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.919) for the relief of Frank Oldis, late of the 
Fifth Massachusetts Artillery and the Fourth Battery of Rhode 
Island Artillery Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 920) granting an honorable-discharge certifi- 
cate to Hugh Kerr, late of Company K, First Battalion, Four- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Ira Ingraham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) granting a pension to Mary R. Dean, 
widow of Amos G. Thomas, late captain in the Eleventh Regi- 
| ment of Rhode Island Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of William C. Stewart, late 
of Company A, First Re; to the 











giment Rhode Island Volunteers 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) toauthorize the Secretary of War to re- 
move the charge of desertion as to Jasper L. Dodge, late of Com- 
pany F, First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, . 
of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting a pension to Rose Doherty, other 


| of Daniel Doherty, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Rhode 
| Island Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H.R.927) for the relief of Lewis Brown—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 928) for relief of Patrick J. Sullivan, John 
3. Dillon, Jeremiah McCarthy, and Bartholomew Shea, of New- 
| port, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 929) for the relief of 
| John Dieter—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of William Luchman, of 
| St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 931) to authorize the Third Auditor of the 
| Treasury to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to 
| belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Barry 
| Meeha—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 933) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Clara Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 934) for the relief of Edward Cahalan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of Henry Kortzendorfer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 937) for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the United States steamers Forest Rose and Argosy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) to permit Anna M. Coleman, a widow, to 
prosecute a claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) for the relief of Luther M. Emerson—to 
tke Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of Phillip T. Butler, of 
St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) for the relief of Conrad Stork, of St. 
Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Mrs. Lena Peine- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H.R. 944) for the relief of John Mil- 
lan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.945) to remove charge of desertion from 
Hyacinth Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief of Michael Lally—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 947) to remove charge of desertion against 
Herman M. Lillie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) to remove charge of desertion against 
Jacob M, Hamburger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 949) for the relief of Frank W. 
Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.950) granting increase of pension to John 
Coombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H.R.951) to amend the 
military record of Dan 8. Place, first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indi- 
Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 952) granting a 
pension to Susan D, Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Gray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 954) for the relief of J. C. 
Irwin & Co, and Charles A. Perry & Co.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. _ removing charge of desertion against 
William I. McAtee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia 
Sparks and Julia C. Sparks, of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) for the relief of Milton F. Colburn, 
administrator of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, deceased, late of 
Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) to place Elijah J. M. Button on the re- 
tired list, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of A. T. 
Sands—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) for the relief of John A. Barr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON; A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Mrs. Ann 
E. Heiskell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 963) for relief of Stephen 
Duncan Marshall and George M. Miller, executors of the will of 
Levin R. Marshall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 964) torestore William Welsh, 
late captain, United States Army, to his proper rank and promo- 
tion in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill bey to place the name of 
Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, deceased, late brigadier- 
general, United States Army, retired, on the pension roll at the 
rate of $175 per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H.R. 966) for the relief of the work- 
men employed in the construction of Poverty Island light-house, 
Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 967) for the relief of Theodore 
Huesman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) for the relief of Henry &. Saunders—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 969) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Miller, of the State of Washington—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 970) for repayment of purchase money to E. 
C. Masten, on erroneous entry of public lands—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.971) for the relief of James W. Ralls—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Claims, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 9, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 974) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay 
widow of the late William C. McKay, of Oregon—to the Commi 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) granting a pension to J. M. Swift, 
Baker City, Oreg.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) for the relief of John W. Lewis—to t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) to pension Mollie Crandall—to the Co: 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 978) granting an increase 
pension to Mary E. Law—to the Committee on Invalid Py 
sions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis EK. Helfenstein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) for the relief of William H. Sprinkle— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER (by request): A bill (H. R. 981) for the re- 
lief of William C. Dodge—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 982) for the relief of William 
Coffman, administrator of Samuel Coffman, deceased, late of 
Greenbrier County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) for the relief of Mrs. Rhoda Neal, of 
Greenbrier County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of the admin- 
istrators of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, and others—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting an increase of pension to Michael] 
J. Fogerty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 987) for the relief of Bruno 
Nohle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 988) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William P. Dodd, deceased, late of Com- 
pany I, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) to revoke the order of dismissal of Capt. 
Thomas M. Elliott from the service of the United States and to 
amend his military record—to the Committees on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 990) granting a pension to Clarissa 
Carruth—to the Cotamittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 991) granting a pension to Michael Griffin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 992) grantinga pension to Wilson 
S. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record to George W. Stelts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew B. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman— 


' to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 996) granting an honorable discharge to Henry 
P. Cassel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 997) for the relief of 
Michael Kries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) for the relief of Mira M. Harbin, admin- 
istratrix of Nathaniel P. Harbin, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
C. McLellan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1000) for the relief of Benjamin F. Rogers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) for the relief of the estate of Needham 
Bullard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1003) for the relief of the trustees of St. 
Phillip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1004) for the relief of Edman Green, of 
Jonesboro, Clayton County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1005) for the relief of Ambrose Chewning— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1006) for the relief of Mark Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of George T. Reeves—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1008) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Young- 
Lowe of Atlanta, Fulton County, Ga.—to the Committee on Wr 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Evans—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1010) for the relief of John J. Hart—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R.1011) for the relief of William Ellis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1012) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co., of 
Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1013) referring the claim of Robert 
W. Dunbar to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1014) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of 
San Francisco, in the State of California—to the Committee on 

‘aims. 

; Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of J. M. Billings—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) to place Maurice Kraszynski upon the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 1017) granting a pension to Nancy 
A. Killough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) to increase the pension of Bennett S. 
Shaug—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1019) granting a pension to Lucinda B. Hull, 
widow of James E, Darrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gil- 
man Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) granting relief to Albert Augustine for 
property taken for the Cayuse war—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief 
of A. 8. Hardin, administrator of Thomas Warfield, deceased, late 
of Hardin og A Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) for relief of Dr. J. D. Geiser, of 
Savannah, Hardin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) for the relief of James Anderson, Savan- 
nah, Tenn., surviving partner of Anderson & Warfield—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 1026) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth R. Strother—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) for the relief of Arthur L. Payne—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1028) for the relief of Martin Maddux—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) for relief of the estate of Charles N. 
Gregory, late of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) to execute the finding of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) for the relief of the heirs of B. H. Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1032) for the relief of the heirs of Mary E. 
Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of Mrs. R. C. Jones—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) forthe relief of John H. Redman, acitizen 
of King George County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) for the relief of Mrs. Elvira Moore, exec- 
utrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of Edgar E. Matthew—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) for the relief of H. B. Miller, surviving 
partner of Miller & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) for the relief of L. E. Bowen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of Virginia E. Ficklin and 
James W. Ficklin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 1040) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nancy T. Eastman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. L. Eastman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah 
Flanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) granting a pension to Hannah Lyons— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) for the relief of the Continental Fire 
Insurance Company and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1046) for the 
relief of —_ Denny, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1047) for the relief of Harriet 
A. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1048) for the 
relief of the late Andrew S. Core—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of John W. Trader—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 1050) to grant an increase of 

nsion to Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry 
hiting—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 1051) for the relief of F. B. Toms 
and Sallie T. Harris, of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of Thomas J. Harris and 
others, heirs of Manning Harris, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) for the relief of James Erwin, of McBee 
Landing, Marion County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) for the relief of the estate of Henry C. 
Toms, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) forthe relief of Charles T. Hyde, of Clar- 
endon, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) for the relief of Henry McGill, of Monroe 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) for the relief of Pryor D. Chism, ad- 
ministrator of Robert Chism, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) for the relief of the estate of Nancy 
Whisenant, deceased, late of White County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) for the relief of Henry M. Stone, of 
White County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) for the relief of Margaret E. Watkins, 
of White County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of 
Arkansas Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Raw- 
lings, of Arkansas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) for the relief of the estate of Robert E. 
Bond, deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. 
Thornton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) for the relief of W. A. Bohannon. of 
Smithfield, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 1066) granting a pension to Ella 
Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David Hatfield, First Regiment 
New Jersey Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Ellis J. Payne—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1068) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. 
O’Reilly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1069) for the relief of John G. Rose 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. 
Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 1071) for the relief of John 
Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 1072) for the relief of 
Thomas V. Brady, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of Charles C. Burke, ad- 
ministrator of Elizabeth Burke, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) for the relief of Arthur Connell, of 
Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
Black, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) for the relief of George T. Vance and 
Guy P. Vance, executors of William L. Vance, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) for the relief of Alfred B. Carter—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) for the relief of Charles C. Burke, ad- 
ministrator of Elizabeth Burke, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) for the relief of M. A. Gober, adminis- 
trator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., asfound due by the Court of Claims under theact of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of Thomas 8S. Galloway, 
administrator of Darling Allen, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) for relief of Martha A. Booth, admin- 
istratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of J. J. Bailey, of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1083) for the relief of William J. Bishop, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
Black, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) for the relief of Daniel Butts, of Mos- 
cow, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of the estate of Nancy J. 
Carr, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) forthe relief of 8. L. Carpenter, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
B. Conley, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of the trustees of the Bap- 
tist Church at Grand Junction, Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee en War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 1090) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Adam Hand—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, 
widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, as a recognition of 
his services in Polar and Alaskan explorations—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 1092) for the relief of Capt. John 
Schwab’s company, of Pilot Knob, Mo.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of Au- 
gustus Boyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis i. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie 
M. Ermer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (EI. R. 1096) to correct 
navalrecord of John Haggerty—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109%) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John J. Doyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1098) for the relief of C. W. Denison—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) to pay certain judgments against John 
C. Bates and Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain and first lieutenant in 
the United States Army, for acts done by them under orders of 
their superior officers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Eliza F. Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) granting a pension to Mercy Foster 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (A. R. ae for the relief of Thomas 
Williams, an employee of the Senate folding room, for injuries 
received while in the discharge of his duties in the year 1892—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 1103) granting a pension to 
James V. Burch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Henry L. Fitch—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of Soloman Lusk—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1107 oometes the record of and granting an 
honorable discharge to Timothy Ellsworth, late saddler Company 
M, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 1108) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Joseph Slatery—to the. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mar- 
shall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of Alonzo Higley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1111) for the relief of William E. Keene—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1112) for the relief of J. F. Banks—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) granting a pension to George W. Fos- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) granting a pension to James Mathews— 
tothe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of Pleasant 
Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Louisa 8. Guthrie, 
widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 1117) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Erskine, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth V. Harman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) to authorize the President to place 
William O’Brien on the retired list with the rank of lieutenant— 
to the Comntittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (4. R. 1120) to reimburse the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church at McDowell, State of Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of C. W. 
Michaels, postmaster at Yalesville, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 1122) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Edward T. Lewis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) for the relief of Jacob B. Young—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 1124) for the relief of Green 
Penn—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) for the relief of E. R. Stephens—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) for the relief of P. H. Boisseau, ad 
ministrator of Thomas B. Doe—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) for the relief of A. Hogan—to the Coim- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of Noell, Cannaday & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) for the relief of William Hodges—to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1130) for the relief of A. L. Burwell, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of B. C. Rorer—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H.R.1132) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Smith—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1133) for the relief of Daniel Thomas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1134) for the relief of John T. Marcell, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel Marcell, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1135) for the relief of W. B. Scales—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 1136) for the relief of Anna 
Hunt, administratrix of George F. Hunt, late of Jefferson County, 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief of cer- 
tain parties, sufferers by the burning of the tug Mystic while in 
Government employ—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) for the relief of Walter S. Kimmel—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to 
Caroline D. Mowatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H.R. 1140) for the relief of Eugene 
Oscar Fechét, late a second lieutenant of the Second Regiment of 
Artillery, United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: A bill (H. R. 1141) granting a pen- 
sion to Miss Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of John A. Hull, de- 
ceased, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, in the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of Thomas J. Smith—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1143) for the relief of Mariam Goodloe, widow, 
and Laura Blinn, Richard V. Goodloe, and Joseph A. Goodloe, 
children, and James H. Goodloe and Mrs. Fannie Hough, grand- 
children, of James Goodloe, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) granting a pension to Jacob F. Bi 
ing, late a private of Company H, Thirty-first Regiment of Illi- 
nois Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Harrington, 
widow of Thomas Harrington, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) toremove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James W. Cline, alias Eugene L. Smith—tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) to compensate George K. Kirchner {01 
his stock of goods taken and destroyed by Federal soldiers in thi 
year A. D. 1862—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to Robert W. Fitch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) for the relief of Noah W. Crane, 1:1! 
of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer !1- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of the city of Cairo 
the State of Mlinois—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) to grant a pension to Blewett Ba 
who was a teamster for the United States forces in the war w!' 
Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) granting an increase of pension to |) 
vid Horn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) for the relief of Michael Bradley 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) granting an honorable discharge | 
Logan Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Frank Clemens, late of Company C, Eighth Regi- 
ment Heavy Artillery, colored, Kentucky Volunteers, in the war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
A. Milliorn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) toremove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Henry Casey, late a private in Company K, Ninth 
Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) granting an increase of pension to Rufus 
A. Bean—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) for the relief of Edward A. Buder—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Stephen J. Simpson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) granting a pension to Thomas Joyce, 


late drummer in Company D, Second Regiment of New York In- | 


fantry, in the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) for the relief of the administrator of the 

estate of Phebe Leibarger, deceased, widow of Jacob Leibarger, 

late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volun- 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) granting a pension to Ceasar Baker— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) for the relief of Mrs. Josephine Staple- 
ton Smith, Michael Peter Stapleton, and Mrs. Maggie Stapleton 
McHale, late widow and heirs of Peter Stapleton, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) for the relief of Jehu M. McClain—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) granting a pension to William H. 
Sharp, late a private in Company K, One hundred and twentieth 
Regiment of Ulinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1167) for the relief of James B. Phillips—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) to increase the pension of Josiah P. 
Hill, lateof Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Dlinois Volun- 
teers,in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) to provide for the construction of a | 


graveled road from the termination of the graveled road and 


bridge on the north side of Cache River, in Pulaski County, IIl., | 


to the national military cemetery near Mound City, in Pulaski 
County, [1l., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. 
Brickell, late widow of John P. Law, as special agent of the Thir- 
teenth district of Nlinois, provost-marshal-general’s office, United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah 
Yazell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 1172) to correct the military record of John | 


Boon, late of Company C, Eighty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Theodore D. McCaddon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) to remove the charge of desertion in 
the case of Oliver Armsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Porcella—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


| 
| 








Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) for the relief of Thomas Worden Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) granting increase of pension to Jane 
Lister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to Rev. J. M. Mad- 
ding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of J.N.Cassanova 
and many other citizens of Philipsburg, Pa., praying for the 
speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Henry Shonert, of Kentucky, for 


| increased pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Thomas Johnson, for completion of military 
record to show a date of discharge—to the Committee on Military 


| 7 . 
Affairs. 
teers, in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid | 


By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition of Kate Morrison, of 
Joplin, Mo., widow of Daniel Morrison, of Company I, First Regi- 
ment United States Dragoons, service 1835 to 1838—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of W.S. Dewing & Sons, asking 
an appropriation for the improvement of Cheat River, in West 
Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of F. B. Blue and 49 others, asking the recogni- 
tion of the belligerent rights of Cuba—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Petition of citizens of 
Windsor, Mo., for recognition of the Cubans as belligerents—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolution of the commandery of the 
State of Washington of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion, 
that the grade of Lieutenant-General of the Army be contirmed 
in Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, U. S. A.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Theodore Huseman and others—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolutions of the Workingmen’s Protective 
Tariff League of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition in favor of the passage of a bill 
to extend to the port of Erie the privilege of the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition to amend the postal laws 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. HULING: Petitions of Messrs. J. E. Manor, Phil Bel- 
real, and other residents of Kanawha, W. Va., requesting the pas- 
sage of a bill to inspect immigrants by the United States—to the 


to the Committee on 


| Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 1173) for the relief of | 


Also, petition of the estate of L. W. Jones, of Fayette 
County; John W. Walker, of Raleigh County; John G. Settle 
of Fayette County; Mathew Ramsey, of Greenbrier County; estate 


of George Masters, of Fayette County; John Rogers, of Fayette 
County; estate of Mason Coleman, deceased, late of Fayette 


| County; estate of John Gay, deceased, late of Pocahontas County; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) to remove the charge of desertion from | 


the naval record of James A. McElroy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R.1179) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claims of O. P. Cobb and others—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R.1180) for the relief of George F. Roberts, | 


administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviv- 
ing partner of Thayer Bros., and others—to the Committee on 
Claims, 


By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of | 


Maria E. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 1182) for the relief of 
George J. Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 1183) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William Myers, Company F, Eighty-fifth Indiana, and pay 
him $376.36—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Rachel Fink, widow of William A. Fink, deceased, late of Raleigh 
County; Newton Shumate, of Raleigh County; P. O. Caldwell, 
administrator, of Raleigh County; Elizabeth Riley, of Pocahontas 
County; estate of Anderson Painter, deceased, late of Fayette 
County; William O. Gould, of Upshur County; estate of C. D. 
Slaughter, deceased. late of Kanawha County; Peyton Morton, of 
Fayette County; R. M. Holliday and George A. Darlington, both 
of Fayette County; Thomas K, Kerr, of Pocahontas County, 
and the heirs of Frederick R. Phillips, also of Pocahontas 
County, and all of West Virginia, praying that their war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Charleston, W. Va., asking Con- 
gress to take such action as shall result in the speedy recognition 
as beiligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. HULL: Resolutions adopted by citizens of Des Moines, 
Iowa, expressing sympathy with Cuban patriots—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. KIEFER: Resolution passed by the Commercial Club 
of the city of Stillwater, Minn., requesting needed improvements 
on the St. Croix Lake and River, Minnesota—tothe Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. KNOX: Memorial of George J. Carney and others, of 
Lowell, Mass., praying for the removal of obstructions in the 
Merrimac River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Nancy A. Killough for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: The Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, the Board of Marine Underwriters, insurance companies 
and owners, underwriters’ agents, and masters of vessels engaged 
in the coasting trade along the Atlantic coast, together with those 
of Bath, Belfast, and Rockland, State of Maine; Boston, Glouces- 
ter, Salem, and Taunton, of the State of Massachusetts; New 
London and New Haven, of the State of Connecticut; Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Jersey City, N. J.; Providence, R. I.; Baltimore, Md.; 
Ocracoke and Beaufort, N. C.; Charleston, 8. C.; Savannah and 
Brunswick, Ga., respectfully represent to the Congress the im- 
portance of a harbor of refuge near Cape Lookout—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition for the relief of 
John W. Trader—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Austin Quinby and 25 others. sur- 
vivors of the crew of the U. 8. 8. Kearsarge, requesting that the 
Congress of the United States tura over to the survivors of said 
ship all of its relics—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of John M. Anderson, harbor master of Glouces- 
ter, Mass., and 58 others, masters of vessels and merchants, re- 
questing an appropriation by Congress to remove certain specified 
obstructions to navigation in the harbor of Gloucester, Mass.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Albert H. Rogers and 342 other citizens of the 
town of Marblehead, Mass., requesting an appropriation to 
build a sea wall on the southerly side of the isthmus connecting 
Marblehead Neck with the main body of the town, for the pro- 
tection of Marblehead Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Memorial from citizens of Fremont, 
Nebr., praying for the recognition by this Government of the bel- 
—— rights of the Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of the heirs of William Ross, 
deceased; the heirs of Robert A. Smith, deceased; the heirs of 
E. V. Gordon, deceased; the estate of John W. Hawkins, deceased; 
the estate of Mary Gwinn, deceased; the estate of J. J. Curtis, 
deceased, all of Culpeper County, Va., and the estate of Charity 
Sinclair, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Va., praying for refer- 
ence of their war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolutions passed by a mass meeting held 
in Andover, Mass., November 25, 1895, denouncing the Armenian 
outrages and calling upon the Government of the United States 
_— action in relation thereto-—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. ' 

By Mr. OWENS: Petition of William Toley, of Woodford 
County, Ky., praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: Resolutions adopted by citizens of Roanoke, 
Va.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of David Vance & Co. and 220 others, 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of James A. Wormley and others, 
of Newark, N. J., requesting investigation and action as to John 
L. Waller, ex-consul to M r—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Regina Ernst, for the honorable dis- 
= of Antone Ernst—toe the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of the Groton Mon- 
ument Association and citizens of Groton and New London, 
Conn., for the purchase of land adjoining Fort Griswold at Gro- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Danielsonville, Conn., asking a 
pension for Lydia A. Taft—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
asking for the completion of the harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 154— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of the citizens of the different 
States of the Union, asking Congress to take such action as shall 
result in the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on For- 
<= Affairs. 

y 


Mr. STRONG: Resolutions and memorial of the students 
and teachers of the Ohio Normal University, in behalf of the citi- 
zens of Cuba who are struggling for liberty—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of William O. Sides and 220 other 
citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., praying Congress to take such ac- 
tion as shall result in the speedy recognition as belligerents of the 
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Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Caroline D. Mowatt, for restoration of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of a meeting of 
citizens held at Grand Valley, Warren County, Pa., in favor of 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit- 
ing the use of public money for sectarian purposes, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Seneca, Venango 
County, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the use of public money for sectarian 
purposes, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of the represent- 
atives duly accredited by the mass meeting of the Armenian col- 
ony of Worcester, Mass., urging that vigorous measures be 
recommended for putting a stop to the indiscriminate slaughter 
of Christians by the Turkish Government—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a memorial adopted by a meeting of Armenian citizens at 
Worcester, Mass.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 10, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 3d instant, the report of the Chief of Engineers 
on the project for further improyement of the harbor at Wilming 
ton, Cal., proposed by W. H. H. Benyaurd, lieutenant-colonel, 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the 
year ended June 30, 1895; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed.. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the find- 
ings and ee filed by the courtin the case of George T. Vance 
and Guy P. Vance, executors of the estate of William L. Vance, 
deceased; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow Lgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised Statutes, rel- 
ative to ports of entry, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAIS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Minne- 
sota, praying that the buildings and grounds on which old Fort 
Snelling is situated be granted to that State in perpetuity for use 
as a museum for military and other purposes; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


Resolved by the meenates of the State o 
of the Uni States be, and the same is hereby, requested to grant to the State 
of Minnesota, in perpetuity, the old buildings and the ground upon which 
they stand, which constitute the old and original Fort Snelling in the Stat 
of Minnesota, to be forever used by said State, perpetually, as a museum 0! 
natural, military, civil, botanical, and archeological history of this State 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requeste: 
se urge this measure upon the attention of the Congress of the United 

tates. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward 
copies of these resolutions to the Vice-President of the United States, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, and each of our Senators and 
Representatives in ae 

Approved March 2, 1895. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 
I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house file 
No. 99, filed in this office March 2, 1895. 
ALBERT BERG, Secretary of Stat 
Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Minn 
sota, praying for the passage of the Olney arbitration bill or scme 


Minnesota, That the Congress 
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«ther scheme of arbitration between the railroid companies of the 
United States and their employees; which was read, and referred 
co the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Whereas the past year has been characterized by disastrous railroad strikes, 


bringing untold losses to the business interests of the land and great suffer- 


ing and losses to the employees upon the railroads, and 
Whereas the country will continue to be liable to a recurrence of such 


josses and suffering so long as the nation is unprovided with some suitable 
method of settling controversies between the railroad companies of the land 
and their employees: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Minnesota, That the Congress of 
the United States be, and the same are, respectfully requested by this memo- 
rialto enact into a law the arbitration bill now before Congress and known as 
the Olney arbitration bill, or enact some other suitable and comprehensible 
law for the legal and prompt settlement of all controversies between the rail- 
roads of the country and their employees. ; 7 

The secretary of state is hereby requested to forward copies of this memo- 
rial and resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Approved March 2, 1895. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 

[hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of house file No. 460, 


filed in this office March 2, 1895. 
ALBERT BERG, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CALL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions, 
adopted at a mass meeting called by the mayor of the city of West 
Tampa, Flas; a petition of Nassau Camp, No. 104, Union Con- 
federate Veterans, of Fernandina, Fla., and a petition of the city 
council of St. Augustine, Fla., praying for a speedy recognition as 
belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the National Wool 
Growers’ Association and others, with accompanying papers, 
praying for protective legislation for the sheep industry. As it is 
the petition of an association of great national importance, I move 
that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 





captain, Eleventh United States Infantry, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restoring him to the Army and placing him on 


the retired list thereof; which was referred to the Commttee on | 


Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of six clubs composed of 
colored men in Massachusetts, signed by their officers, all of the 
highest respectability, stating that in some parts of the country 
daily the lives of American citizens are taken, some burned alive, 
under circumstances of the grossest cruelty, without any trial by 
jury or other legal process. 
now power in Congress to suppress these crimes, that the Consti- 
tution may be amended so that proper laws may be made. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee to Examine the Several 
Branches of the Civil Service, to whom was referred the bill (S. 236) 
to provide for proper disposition of the remains of deceased mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives who die at the 
capital during the sessions of Congress, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 242) to require payment of pension money to wives in 
sases where male pensioners desert or abandon their families, or 
are habitual drunkards, or for any reason fail and neglect to sup- 
port their families, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 480) granting a pension to William B. Matchett, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. 


em reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to James H. Osgood, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 682) for the relief of the heirs of 
Sterling T. Austin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
ond, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

‘aims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 683) granting restoration of 
pension to Wallace G. Bone; which was read twice byitstitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension 
to Marion McKibben; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S.685) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Alice Martin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 686) to increase the pension of 
Francis M. Durham; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 687) to apply the unexpended 
balance of the amount heretofore appropriated for the relief of 
the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late United States 
private armed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, 
administrators, agents, or assigns; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 688) for 
the relief of Thomas $8. Lutterloh; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 689) to equalize the sev- 
eral States of the Union in the grant of lands for school purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 690) for the relief of Fanny 
B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S.691) for the relief of Capt. W. 
M. Wallace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 692) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James and William Crooks, of Canada; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 693) granting a pension to Joseph 
U. H. Gill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 694) for the relief of James R. D. 
Morrison and William H. Morrison, executor of William M. Morri- 
son and administrator of Charles J. Morrison, deceased; which 





he : : | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Francis A. Field, late | 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 695) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Richard Dobson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 696) granting a pension to Nancy 
J. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 697) for the reconstruction 
of the United States custom-house and post-office building at St. 
Albans, Vt., destroyed by fire May 19, 1895; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S.698) to provide for the erection of 
an additional fireproof building for the National Museum; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I introduce, by request, a bill of which I do 
not approve. I ask that it be read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 699) to aid in regulating the currency was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 700) for the 


| relief of John E. Welch; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 701) for the relief of 


| Charles A. M. Mead; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 702) granting a pension to Caroline 
Stockton Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 703) for the relief of the widow of 
George C. Foulk, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 704) for the relief of George Rush- 
burger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on.Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 705) granting a pension to 
Emily B. Muncey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 706) for the relief of Eugenia 
Wood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accém- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 707) to increase the pension of 
Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of 
an act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Con- 
gress to ald in the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture 
of unearned lands, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 709) for the relief of W.L. Adams, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. 
Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 711) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at Salem, Oreg.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 712) to pay the claims of citizens 
of Oregon for supplies audited by Philo Callender, commissioner; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 713) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood; which was read twice by 
- title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 714) granting a pension to Benja- 
min Franklin Dowell, of Oregon, forservices with the Oregon Vol- 
unteers in the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 715) for the relief of B. F. Dowell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 716) to correct the naval his- 
tory of John C. Dull; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 717) for the erection of a 
public building at Fergus Falls, Minn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 718) subjecting national banks to 
the usury laws of the States where they are Teenteds which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet 
M. Knowlton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 720) for the relief of settlers on sec- 
ond indemnity lands of the Northern Pacific Railway; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 721) to 
amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, ne referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 722) for the relief of Mrs. Rhoda 
Neal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (8. 723) for the relief of William M. 
Coffman, administrator of Samuel Coffman, deceased, late of 
Greenbrier County, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (8.724) granting an increase of 
pension to Helen M. Mallery; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 725) granting a pension to Anna C, 
Garber; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 726) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Slaughter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 727) granting increase of pensions 
to soldiers who have lost an eye; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 728) to compensate Elihu Root 
for services rendered by direction of the Attorney-General; which 
me read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 729) for the relief of the heirs of 
Henry Herrman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 730) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 731) in amendment of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 732) to regulate the issue and 
recording of the commissions of officers in several of the Depart- 
ments; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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He also introduced a bill (S.733) for the relief of the heirs of 
S. H. Hill, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and ro- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 734) for ascertaining the fea 
bility and probable cost of constructing a canal from the Tennes- 
see River, at or near the city of Chattanooga, in the State of 
Tennessee, to the navigable waters of the Savannah River, in t 
State of Georgia, by which there will be furnished adequate wa 
communication by the shortest and most practicable route 
tween the Atlantic Ocean and the navigable waters of the rivers 
in the Mississippi Valley; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that the bill may lie on the table, in order 
that at some future time I may submit some remarks upon it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced ‘a bill (S. 736) for the relief of tho 
heirs of Myra Clark Gaines; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 735) to reorganize and i 
crease the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; to increase 1 
usefulness and numbers of the Corps of Naval Engineers; to induce 
the scientific institutions to provide a naval engineering reserve 
for time of war; to establish a naval engineering experimental st:- 
tion, and to encourage the study of the mechanic arts and scien 
and particularly that of naval engineering in the technological 
colleges of the country; which was read twice by its‘ title. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ENGINEERING EFFICIENCY. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in 
reference to the bill by way of explanation. It provides first for 
an increase in the number of the Corps of Naval Engineers. (n 
this point we have the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
submitted April 20, 1892, in which they call attention to the fact 
that the Corps of Naval Engineers then consisted of 189 persis 
in all, and in the opinion of the committee at that time there wore 
required 303 officers for the Bureau of Engineering. The coin- 
mittee in their report state as follows: 

It will be seen that the total number for supplying effectively the demands 
of the Navy for sea and shore duty is 308, an increase of 114 over the pre 
list, as stated above. 

In view of the increase in the number of war ships, completed and ~ nv 
for with modern, complicated machinery, propelled almost entirely by stevm 
power, your committee is of opinion that this number added to the Engi: 
Corps of the Navy is not only not excessive, but necessary to meet the re 
quirements of the service. 

In the same report I notice a paragraph from the report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, as follows: 

There is still another and very important point that is enya ed overl 
when considering the Engineer Corps of the Navy, and that is that it is a 
of the military organization and second to none in importance. In the » 
battle of the future the engineer staff will have a difficult and ont part t 
perform, and if there is failure in the engine room no amount of skill and bru 
on the bridge may suffice to avert disaster. Celerity of movement has de 
many a naval battle and will decide many more, and the celerity of movr t 
of a modern ship depends directly on the skill of her engineer officers. 


There are three or four other points to which I wish to refer 
briefly. The bill proposes to give positive rank and title to the 
officers of the Corps of Engineers, or the Bureau of Engineering, 
as it is termed in the bill. The third point is that the command 
of the engineer force shall be under the authority of the com- 
manding officer of the ship. Fourth, the manner of selecting 
cadets and filling vacancies in the Engineer Corps should |e 
changed. This is the educational feature of the bill. Fifth, the 
enlargement of the duties of the Engineer Corps of the Navy in 
accordance with modern requirements is provided for in the |)1!!. 

Mr. President, by the courtesy of Rear-Admiral Beardslee, ooin- 
manding the United States naval forces on the Pacific coast. | 
recently visited the flagship Philadelphia, and had great satis{.c- 
tion in examining that splendid cruiser. Going through the v«s- 
sel below the water line, I observed the vast amount of machinery 
the complicated elements that enter into its construction, making 
the care of a modern vessel of war very important as regards 1! 
feature of steam engineering. One passes through compartin:nt 
after compartment, and is almost lost in bewilderment in ‘he 
mazes of the complicated machinery around him. It occurre! to 
me that not enough attention has been paid to the personne: 0f 
the Navy as respects steam engineering. Truly, the propc!! 
peo is the soul of the ship. Without it the ship can no! 

andled and is totally useless. This power is under the su 
vision of the engineer officers. Therefore it is needful to ha 
high order of personnel, a larger number of officers, and tho 
great attainments and proficiency. 

If I am correctly informed, steam power as applied to the 
pulsion of ships of the Navy has originated so recently as 911° 
the year 1845. At first it was so little used that the smokest\< 
was telescoped up in sections for occasional use. This fact will 
indicate its then comparative unimportance. Since those (ys 
steam power has gradually gained in importance until it has |) 
come the sole propelling power, and sails are now entirely |'\s- 


’ 

















carded in the *‘new Navy.’ This fact was distinctly recognized 
‘n the British navy when Capt. (now Rear-Admiral, retired) P. H. 
Colomb, royal navy, said: 

What we have to do in the navy is really to welcome the coming, speed the 
ng guest. The parting guest is the seamanship of the past, that which 
ined itself to the management of the ship under sail alone. The coming 
+ ig steam, mechanism, and forces of all kinds other than the winds. 


part 


conti 


e oa instead of frankly going out, shaking hands, and bidding good-bye to 
the parting guest, and wishing him well, and going down to the steps to meet 
the new one and bring him in, we are holding on to the coat tails of the old 





one, and trying to shake hands with the coming guest with the left hand, or 
perhaps with only one finger. 

In 1891, Assistant Secretary Soley, of the Navy, said tothe grad- 
nating Class at the United States Naval Academy: 

To-day the steel ship, carrying thirty or forty separate engines, cut up into 
‘innumerable compartments, lighted by electricity and as fine and compli 
cated in its interior details as the works of a watch, requires for its manag 
ment a far more advanced training. 

What was true a few years ago is still more impressive to-day, 
when we have one great battle ship in commission, another nearly 
completed, other battle ships in process of construction, besides 
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This branch of the service, as I have stated, should be popularized 
in every suitable way. 

Then, again, I believe that some of the duties of the officers of 
this Department should be changed. For example, I think that 
the purchases of coal to be tested for use on our war vessels should 
be made through the Bureau of Engineering and not through the 
Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting. The engineers know, or 
can ascertain, what should be tried in the way of coal, and what 
kinds of coal are best adapted to the service. On the Pacific Coast 
we have had occasion to criticise severely the fact that our Ameri- 
can vessels of war have not been using the coal of the United 
States, but have been going to British Columbia for their coal. 











| very much to the disgust of our own American people on that 


| coast. 


| the United States, and those coals will be suitable to use 


several torpedo boats of the highest type now contracted for, and | 


twelve others of the latter class included in the estimates of the 
Department for the next fiscal year. 


in order to provide additional engineer officers, many years ago— | 
I think it wasin the year 1879—there was a provision of law enacted | 


authorizing the President to appoint 25 of the officers of this Bureau 
to give instruction in engineering and marine architecture in the 
colleges and schools of the land. 
ington has recently made application for such an officer, and I 
learn that the request has been up to the present time refused or 
not acted upon, on the ground that there are not enough officers 
to enable a sufficient number to be detailed for such duty, and 


The State University of Wash- | 


We believe that suitable appliances should be prepared for 
using American coal. If there is any trouble on account of what 
is called the forced draft or the too free burning of the coal, then 
appliances should be arranged and regulated to use American coal, 
so that when vessels find themselves engaged at some time possibly 
in the future with a foreign foe they can obtain their coals in 
in their 
furnaces. Why should we wait the advent of war before we adapt 
our war ships to the supplies obtainable in time of war? There- 
fore I think this question is one of vital importance. I want to 
see not only the question of experimental tests, but the whole 
question of coal purchases referred to the Bureau of Engineering. 


| If necessary, this Bureau can adapt their furnaces and appliances 


that there is actually only one such officer now so employed in | i 
| able for steam purposes, as proved by long use and experience! 


the United States. There is no doubt of the fact that the great 


engineering schools of our principal universities, such as Yale, | 


Harvard, Cornell, and many others that I might mention, have been 
increased in usefulness by reason of the detail of officers of the 
Engineer Corps of the Navy. 


to suit the coal to be obtained on any part of our extensive coasts. 
But I have no doubt that much depends upon proper tact and 
management in the use of coals in the fast-burning furnaces. The 
whole responsibility for this should be thrown upon the Bureau of 
Engineers, where it properly belongs. 

How ridiculous for our Navy to depend upon foreign coal when 
there are vast supplies of American coal within easy reach, suit- 


Then, too, Mr. President, we have all the electrical appliances 
to be cared for. The officers of the Bureau of Steam Engineering 
now have the work of caring for those appliances, putting them 


| in repair; and I believe the whole subject of electrical apparatus 


We are building in this country vessels that were unknown to | 
former times, and we need adepts in the art of engineering and | 


marine architecture. There is no way to obtain a suitable class 
of men except by preparing them in the various educational 
schools. Ships can be built, but men can not be built. When war 
comes, if it should come, unhappily, we will need proper men to 
handle these great engines of war. The only way to have such 
men is to educate them in advance. I believe the provisions of 
the law of 1879 should be carried out, and that the schools and 
colleges of the land which apply for professors of steam engineer- 
ing and naval architecture should be accommodated by the detail 
of officers for such purpose. But that is only one of the features 
which contribute to the practical merit of this measure. 

It is evident, too, that there is great danger of the breaking 
down of those officers. They are employed in very difficult work. 
To take care of all this valuable property requires a high degreeof 
skill, and causes an immense strain upon the officers. It is well 
known that our battle ships cost about $4,000,000 apiece, and they 
are liable to have something out of order all the time. In fact, 
one of the officers of this corps told me that there is usually some- 
thing out of order on a war vessel all the time requiring the 
attention of an expert. Oftentimes those officers have to submit 
to very severe physical strains. They have to go down and work 
in the hold of the ship, where the temperature ranges from 150° to 
170° Fahrenheit, and this causes great physical exhaustion. I 
believe that the number of eng‘neer officers should be increased so 
as to make provision for these oreakdowns, and to enable a suffi- 
cient number of officers to be employed on vessels to allow for 
necessary changes in the supervisory watch. 

lam not undertaking to present this matter in full to-day. I 
wish merely to say enough to call the attention of the Senate to 
the subject. I believe that this branch of the service of the Navy 
should be encouraged and dignified and rendered more attractive 
and popular to the cadets and those naturally fitted to become 
engineers, and for this and other reasons that the officers should 
be given positive rank and title, so that a mere officer of the deck, 
perhaps an ensign, can not control a commodore in the Bureau of 

ngineering unless such officer shall be in command of the ship. 
I think, too, that the manner of selecting cadets and filling vacan- 
cies in the Engineer Corps should be changed so that Senators 
shall have the appointment of such cadets. Something must be 
done or the personnel of the engineering force in the Navy will 
fall far below the pfoper standard. In fact, it may be considered 
relatively below it to-day, as shown by the report of the Naval 
Committee in 1892. We have in commission in the Navy at this 
time 42 vessels, with 19 more vessels building, making in all 61. 
It is useless to undertake to manage this vast interest without hav- 
ing competent men, men thoronghly educated and prepared, and 
& sufficient number of them to provide for the necessary changes. 








should come under the Bureau of Engineering, reorganized as 
proposed inthis bill. In fact, thesubject isone that should engage 
the very early attention of the Senate. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and trust we may receive a favorable and prompt report. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INTRUDERS IN 


CHEROKEE COUNTRY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a joint resolution (S. R.19) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to suspend the removal 
of intruders from the Cherokee country until the further action of 
Congress; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ILask for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to suspend action un- 
der the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., 






641), ratifying the agreement with the Cherokee Nation of December 19, 1891 


as to the actual removal from the Cherokee country of persons ds gnated 
by the authorities as intruders until the appraisal of the value of t im- 
provements of such persons shall have been completed and submitted to 
Congress by the Secretary of the Interior and until the further action of - 
Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 


sideration of the joint resolution introdu 
Arkansas? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the joint resolution had the approbation, in- 
formally, of the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been informally submitted to 
all the members of the committee who are present, so far as I 
know, and it meets the approval of all so far as I am informed. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will give us a 
brief explanation of the object of the joint resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the last Indian appropriation act 
there was a provision almost identical with the terms of the joint 
resolution. At the end of the provision a proviso was inserted, 
which I shall read, but I will read the whole paragraph: 


‘ed by the Senator from 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to suspend 
action under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893, 
(27 Stats., 641), ratifying the agreement with the Cher ykkee Nation of De- 
cember 19, 1891, as to the actual removal from the Cherokee country of 
persons designated by the authorities as intruders until th | of 
the value of the improvements of such persons shall have been completed 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior and submitted by him t 
Congress, and the removal of such intruders shall not be made earlie 
January 1, 1896: Provided, That whenever any intruder shall have been 
or tendered the appraised value of his improvements, if he does not imm« 
diately surrender possession of the same to the authorities of the Cherokee 
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Nation he shall pay rent therefor at the rate usual in the country, but this 

»rovision shall not be construed to extend the time for the removal of in- 
traders according to the foregoing agreement beyond the Ist day of January, 
1806. 

Under this ae it seems to be absolutely necessary that the 
Secretary of the Interiorshall remove these people from the Chero- 
kee country between now and the ist day of January, 1896. Con- 
— appointed a commission during its last session, generally 

nown as the Dawes Commission, which was sent among those 
peemte, and was empowered to arrange with them for asettlement 
of the questions that are pending. The Commission recommends 
certain action by Congress. I have the report of the Commission 
before me, and it is very clear and distinct in itsrecommendations. 

This joint resolution simply provides forthe maintenance of the 
condition of things existing now as to the people called intruders 
until Congress shall take whatever action it chooses to take under 
the recommendation of the Dawes Commission. There are sev- 
eral thousand people who are claimed by the Cherokees to be in- 
truders, who claim on their part that they are citizens under the 
laws of the country,and the object is simply toprevent any action 
from being taken for the present until these questions are settled 
under the law that is to be passed by Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shouldlike to have the joint resolution read 
again, 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was — to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. I introduce a joint resolution for reference event- 
ually to the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I desire that it shall 
be printed and lie on the table, as some Senators have suggested 
to me that they would like to make some remarks upon it before 
its reference, and perhaps I myself may desire to do so. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 20) concerning the condition of the 
Indian Territory as regards population, occupation of land, etc., 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembied, That the condition of the Indian Territory 
ax regards popes, occupation of land, and the absence of adequate gov- 
ernment for the security of lifeand property has so chan since the mating 
of treaties with the Five Civilized Tribes that the United States is no longer 
under either legal or moral obligation to guarantee or permit tribal Indian 
government in said Territory, and should at once take such steps as may be 
necessary to protect the rights and liberties of all the inhabitants of said 
territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 

STATUE OF GENERAL SHIELDS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in one volume the proceedings in Congress upon the 
acceptance of the statue of James Shields, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 500 each for use and distribution by the governors of Illinois, 
Minnesota, and Missouri, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to have printed an engraving of said statue to accompany said proceedings 
said engraving to be paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau o: 
Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the resolution necessarily goes to the 
Committee on Printing. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule it must be so re- 
ferred. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of asking the Senator if it 
must not under the law go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iso understand it. ; : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


ARMENIAN OUTRAGES, 


Mr. CALL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That hu- 
manity and religion and the principles on which all civilization rests demand 
that the civilized Governments shall by peaceful negotiations, or if necessar 
by force of arms, prevent and suppress the cruelties and massacres inflic’ 
onthe Armenian subjects of Turkey by the establishment of a government 
of their own people, with such guaranties by the civilized powers of its au- 
thority and permanence as shall be adequate to that end. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that the resolution may lie on the table for 
the present, and that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to ports of entry, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill may lie on the table for the 
present, so that I may call it up later and have it considered. 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. CULLOM. [ask that the joint resolution (S. R. 12) to en. 
force the Monroe doctrine, which I introduced some days ago, and 
which was laid on the table, may now be laid before the Senat: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
‘sae ne referred to by the Senator from Illinois, which wi! 

read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the policy proclaimed yy President Monroe in his mes. 
sage of December 2, 1823, and since known as the Monroe doctrine, is by prove 
dent and tradition the recognized rightful policy of the United States, ang 
that this Government will regard the establishment by any European power 
of any new colonial dependency, or of any protectorate over any existing or 
future government, or the extension of any territorial possession, or the oon. 
trol or ownership of any interoceanic canal on the continent of America as a 
dangerous menace to the welfare and prosperity of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. AfterI shall have made the remarks which | 
propose to submit on the joint resolution, unless some other Senator 
desires to address himself to the subject, I shall ask that the joint 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 

Mr. President, the United States is not a government of con- 
quest or of usurpation. Our country is not a country of wars and 
warfare. Our people are not bred to the business of human 
slaughter, nor educated in the trade of blood. Our fathers taught 
us that the empire of happiness was not to be reached by grasp- 
ing the territory of our neighbors, but rather that the peace and 
prosperity of our country and the highest enjoyment of our people 
would be found in wisely caring for the magnificent inheritance 
which they transmitted to us. The title deeds to this vast estate 
came to us hallowed by the immortal farewell of Washington, 
and by the utterances of Jefferson and Madison, Adams and 
Monroe. 

We find ourselves in possession of a land the greatest and best 
upon the earth; a dominion of which King Solomon in all his 
glory never dreamed. Those of us who are “native and to the 
manner born” love our country and our institutions with un- 
bounded devotion; while our brothers from other lands who have 
joined in citizenship with us here emulate the best of us in 
patriotism and Americanism. 

To what purpose have we reached this high degree in the prog- 
ress of nations? Shall we see to it that our future shall advance 
as our past has done; that we take no step backward, but still 
os up the march of the Republic? 

I 


we would do this in this world of competition and strife, and 
maintain our national honor, with our territorial unity and integ- 
rity, we must have some affirmative, distinctive idea or policy of 
such simple and eo a propriety that it shall receive the 


universal sanction of our people. It must possess such elements 
of right and justice in itself and bear such interpretation in the 
relation it shall declare between the United States and other na- 
tions that no serious objection can lie against it. By the adoption 
of such a policy, and its public declaration by the Congress of the 
United States, we ennoble what we all substantially approve as 
the Monroe doctrine, and it becomes at once and forever thereafter 
the American doctrine. It becomes, indeed, the utterance of the 
American people, as supreme and sacred in its authority as that 
other declaration, headed by John Hancock, which in 1776, in the 
name and by the authority of the good people of the colonies, sol- 
emnly published and declared ‘‘that these united colonies are, and 
of right ought to be, free and independent States.” 

Mr. President, in my judgment, in view of the history of the 
past, in view of the position which the United States maintains 
among the nations of the earth, and in close view of the cur- 
rent events which bear upon our welfare and upon the peace 
of the world, we can not longer delay the proclamation of the 
American policy, long known as the Monroe doctrine, without 
trifling with the interests which are committed to our charge. 
This much is due to ourselves, that by no laches on our part can 
it be truly said that we are too long sleeping upon our just rights. 
And this, too, is due to Europe, that the Governments of the Old 
World may know that 75,000,000 American citizens, speaking 
through their representativesin Congress, area unitin maintaining 
the American doctrine of James Monroe; and it is also due to the 
independent Governments of the other America lying to the south 
of us, whose tenure of existence practically depends upon the hon- 
oy of the United States in sustaining the doctrine of the message 
of 1823. 

Mr. President, it may be said that the Monroe doctrine already 
stands in force as a recognized part of our American policy. That 
is only true in a limited and qualified sense. It is a rule for the 
Executive, for the President of the United States, until he shall see 
tit, because of his own belief, to change it. Any President may 
abrogate or countermand it. We have already had two illustra- 
tions of this. Mr. Calhoun, who was a member of the Cabinet of 
President Monroe when the message was prepared, and whi was 
afterwards in the Senate, took occasion, twenty-five years lat: t0 
greatly qualify, if not to entirely deny, the accepted meanins of 
the message of President Monroe. 
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And still later, John M. Clayton, Secretary of State under Presi- | 


a 


consented to the use of such uncertain language that, very soon 
after it was ratified,Great Britain laid claim of dominion over 
ane 


certain of the territory which was covered by the treaty, and it | 
required ten years of diplomatic negotiation before the United | 


States fully regained what had been endangered by the action of 
the Taylor Administration. 

| maintain, Mr. President, that this Government can notafford 
to permit any uncertain or equivocal construction to be possible 
upon so es a subject. The Monroe doctrine is the motto 
which should be indelibly engraved upon the portals of the Depart- 
ment of State. 
it should bear the definite approval of Congress and become a 
fixed and permanent ordinance, giving notice to all the world 
that the United States will not view with favor the erection of any 
more European colonies on these continents, nor any extension of 
the European political system upon this hemisphere, nor any 
European interposition in the affairs of the Spanish-American 
Republics. 

Mr. President, it has been seventy-two years since President 


lent Taylor, in making what was called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, | 
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southern border, is almost endless; yet other nations seem not to 
regard it as having any force in guiding the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment, and hence they proceed to the accomplishment of their 


| purposes without much reference to it. 


| 


In my judgment, the time has come when the nation should put 
the question beyond cavil; the time has come when the nation, by 
its Congress, should declare the doctrine which has been so often 
declared by its Chief Executives and other representative men; the 
time has come when more positive language should be used than 


| the old and oft-repeated declaration that ‘this Government can 


Instead of remaining as an edict of the Executive, | 


not view with indifference attempts of European Governments to 
colonize either in North, South, or Central America.” 

The nation has played diplomacy long enough, and without 
much effect. Great Britain has been disregarding polite requests, 
protests, arguments, and suggestions that we can not “loox 
with indifference ” upon her policy to reach out farther until she, 
if let alone, will finally dominate Venezuela, and what else I am 
not now prepared to say. The time has come for a plain, posi- 
tive declaration of the Monroe doctrine by Congress, and 


| then, if necessary, plain, positive enforcement of it against all 


Monroe, in his message to the Congress of the United States, de- | 


clared the doctrine that— 

This Government would consider any attempt on the part of European 
powers to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as danger 
ous to our peace and safety * * * and that it is impossible that we should 
behold ms interposition in any form with indifference. 

It has been a little longer since Mr. Canning, representing the 
British Government, in writing to Mr. Rush, the American min- 
ister at the Court of St.«James, expressed a desire that Great 
Britain and the United States should come to an understanding 
with each other that they would oppose any attempt by European 
powers to reduce or subjugate the Spanish-American colonies, or 
any part of them, by cession or conquest. The suggestion of the 
representative of the British Government looking to the recogni- 
tion of the Spanish colonies in South and Central America more 
than seventy-two years ago, and suggesting that his Government 
and the United States Government should stand together against 


x 


interference by the Alliance or other European power with the 


proclamation of President Monroe. I desire to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the history of the country and of those times comes 
very near sustaining the proposition that the representative of 
the British Government was the first man to suggest to this coun- 
try the doctrine, to which the American people have adhered ever 
since, called the Monroe doctrine. 
by it with that constancy and force due alike to the people and 
the dignity of the nation. There has been a degree of weakness 
andvacillation at times which have been observed by other nations, 
and a consequent manifestation of disregard of what has long been 
known as the position of the United States. 


States and Great Britain in relation to a canal between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific oceans by way of the River San Juan de Nicaragua, 
ete., contained provisions which were in contravention of the Mon- 
roe doctrine, and which were repudiated by the Government since. 

Mr. Blaine, while Secretary of State under Presidents Garfield 
and Arthur, in his instructions to Mr. Lowell, our minister to 
Great Britain, sets forth with great force and clearness the par- 
ticulars in which the treaty should be modified. He discussed the 
treaty as it — to the rights of parties connected with the pro- 
posed canal, but the suggestions applied with equal force to the 
soundness of the Monroe doctrine as relating to the acquisition of 
territory on this hemisphere by European powers. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen, our Secretary of State when Lord Granville 
favored the assumption of joint control or a protectorate by sev- 
eral powers in case a canal should be constructed across the Isth- 
mus, said in a letter to the British minister that the President 
would not consent to or look with indifference upon such an in- 
tervention in American affairs; that such a protectorate by Euro- 
pean nations over the Isthmus transit would be in conflict with 
the American doctrine many years asserted by distinguished citi- 
zens, believed in by the people, and approved by Great Britain, 
and that— 


A protectorate over the proposed canal would seriously affect and threaten 
our political interests. 


Mr. President, John Quincy Adams, in his letter to Mr. Middle- 


ae July 23, 1823, in his usual direct and vigorous manner said, 
1at— 


The future of the world and the interests of Russia herself can not be 
Promoted by Russian settlements upon any part of the American continent. 

ith the exception of the British establishments north of the United States, 
the remainder of the American continents must henceforth be left to the man- 
agement of American hands. 


The literature in support of the Monroe doctrine, as applied to 
the territory on this hemisphere and to interoceanic canals on our 








The Government has not stood | 





comers. 

Whatever European rights existed on this hemisphere in our 
early history as to ownership of territory must not be disputed. 
If there is dispute between nations as to boundary lines as they 
were, then let those lines be agreed upon by arbitration or in 
some way be fairly and honestly determined. The United States 
does not seek war with any nation, small or great. The days of 


| wars between civilized nations are passed, certainly in relation to 


ordinary matters of dispute. We do not attempt to interfere in 
matters touching interests or controversies in European coun- 
tries, and we do not intend that European powers shall interfere 
in political affairs in this Western Continent. 

In the personal diary of John Quincy Adams, written when he 
was Secretary of State in President Monroe’s Cabinet, he relates 
the particulars of a visit to him from Baron Tuyl, the Russian 
minister to thiscountry. The question then at issue between the 


| United States, Great Britain, and Russia was as to the title to the 
| Northwestern Territory of North America, lying northward of the 
i J U | mouth of the Columbia River. 
Spanish-American colonies, was followed soon thereafter by the | 


Mr. Adams says (July 17, 1823): 


I told him (Baron Tuyl) specially that we would contest the right of Russia 


| to any territorial establishment on this continent, and that we would assume 


distinctly the principle that the American continents are no longer subjects 
for any new European colonial establishments. 

Charles Francis Adams says this is the first hint of the policy 
so well known afterwards as the Monroe doctrine. A few days 
before this, however, Secretary Adams, in a letter to Mr. Rush, 
our minister to Great Britain, had said, in speaking of the inde- 
pendent nations of South America and Mexico: 


The American continents henceforth will no longer be subject to cols 
tion. 


miza- 
And the Pacific Ocean, inevery part of it, will remain open to the navi- 


| gation of all nations, in like manner with the Atlantic. 
The Clayton-Bulwer treaty, entered into between the United | 


The reason for this assertion of the American position is found 


| in the fact that Spain, supported by the Holy Alliance of European 


nations, was taking preliminary steps to regain by force her for- 
mer colonial possessions in South America and Mexico. Allthese 


| colonies had cut loose from Spanish control, and all of them had 


organized independent Governments for themselves. This was 
the existing situation, and the United States, through President 
Monroe and Secretary John Quincy Adams, announced as its 
policy that no more European colonization would be permitted on 
this hemisphere. To understand how serious and important to 


| us and tothe people of both North and South America this ulti- 


matum was, I will state the nature of the Holy Alliance, which 
had offered support to Spain in her design to again overrun 
America. 

The Holy Alliance was a league concluded at Paris in 1815 be- 
tween the sovereigns of Russia, Austria, and Prussia, signed per- 
sonally with their own hands without the intervention of their 
ministers. It was really a league or compact to maintain the 
power and influence of their existing dynasties, although they 
made pretension of other reasons. It was presented for accept- 
ance to nearly all European powers. All accepted it except Great 
Britain. The strong opposition of the Duke of Wellington pre- 
vented its adoption by the British Government. That power had 
conquered and banished Napoleon, and, fresh from victory, they 
felt equal to any emergency without invoking the aid of European 
allies. 

Among the curious and interesting facts of history is the part 
taken by Great Britain then, as compared with her position now. 
England was then as now the great commercial power of the world, 
while Spain had degenerated to a second or third class power. 
England was building up a very profitable commerce with the in- 
dependent States in South America which she did not wish inter- 
fered with by Spain or the Holy Alliance. Sothe British premier, 
Mr. Canning, proposed that the United States and Great Britain 
should join in a public declaration opposing the policy of the alli- 
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ance in regard to American affairs, which I have already referred 
to, and asserting that the two countries would not view with in- 
difference any foreign intervention in the affairs of Spanish- 
American governments. The American minister, Mr. Rush, con- 
sented to join in the arrangement provided England would ac- 
knowledge the independence of these newly formed Republics: but 
the negotiations went nofurther. The EnglishGovernment, how- 
ever, through Mr. Canning, informed France that Great Britain 
would not permit any European intervention in Spanish-Ameri- 
can affairs, whereupon France disavowed any intention of so in- 
terfering; Prince Polignac stating that it was utterly hopeless to 
reduce Spanish-America to the state of its former relations with 
Spain. 

Here was a practical announcement by England equivalent in 
meaning and almost in terms with the Monroe doctrine as pro- 
claimed by President Monroe a few weeks after, and with it a 
practical acquiescence by France, almost simultaneously. 

President Monroe addressed letters to the venerable ex-Presi- 
dents, Jefferson and Madison, asking their views and advice in 
regard to the situation which then confronted the Administration. 
Thomas Jefferson, at 80 years of age, writing from his retirement 
at Monticello in reply to President Monroe, on June 11, 1823, ex- 
pressed much indignation at the course ot Spain and her European 
allies in trying to dictate to the independent States of Southern 
and Central America as to their form of government. The Holy 
Alliance did not include Great Britain— 

But 
Said Jefferson— 


its presumption in dictating to an tndapendent nation the form of its gov- 
ernment is so arrogant, so atrocious, that indignation, as well as moral senti- 
ment, enlists all our partialities and prayers in favor of one and our equal 
execrations against the other. I had ever deemed it fundamental for the 
United States never to take active part in the quarrels of Euro Their 
,olitical interests are entirely distinct from ours. Their mutual jealousies, 
heir balance of power, their complicated alliances, their form and principles 
of government are all foreign to us. They are nations of eternal war. All 
yep a are expended in the destruction of labor, property, and lives 
of their people. 


Again, on October 24, 1823, Mr. Jefferson, in reply to a letter 
from President Monroe, uses the following most courageous and 
impressive language: 


Dear Sir: The question presented by the letter you have sent me is 
the most momentous which has ever been offered tomy contemplation since 
that of independence. e usa nation; this sets our compass and 
points the course which we are to steer through the ocean of time opening 
upon us. And never could we embark upon it under circumstances more 
auspicious. 

Our first and fundamental maxim should be, never toentangle ourselves in 
the broils of parce. Our second, never to suffer Europe to intermeddle 
with cisatlantic affairs. America, North and South, has a set of interests 
distinct from those of Europe, and peculiarly her own. She should there- 
fore have a system of her own, separate and apart from that of Europe. 
While the last is laboring to become the domicile of despotism, our endeavor 
should surely be to make our a thatof freedom. One nation, most 
of all, could disturb us in this pursuit; she now offers tolead, aid, and accom- 
pany us init. Great Britain is the nation which can do us the most harm of 
any a or all, on earth; and with her on our side we need not fear the whole 
world. 


Mr. Monroe’s message of December 2, 18238, is as follows: 


The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in 
favor of the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on the other side of the 
Atlantic. In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy so 
to do, Its only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we 
resent injuvies or make preparation for our defense. th the movements 
on this hemisphere we are of necessity more intimately connected, and by 
causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and tial observers. 
The peiitical system of the allied powers essentially different in this re- 
spect from that of America. This difference proceeds from that which exists 
in their respective Governments. And to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure and matured by the 
wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part 
to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to 
our peace and safety. With existing colonies or dependencies of any Euro- 

yean power we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with the 

Govetmments who have declared their independence we have on great con- 
sideration and on just principles acknowledged we could not view any inter- 
position for the purpose of oppressing them or conti in any other 
manner their destiny by any European power in any other light than as a 
manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 


I can not do better than to present here the eloquent words of 
Daniel Webster. Referring to this important state paper, in April, 
1826, Mr. Webster, in the House of Representatives, said: 

I look on the message of December, 1823, as forming a bright page in our his- 
tory. I willneither help to erase it or tear it out; norshallit be by any act of 
mine blurred or blotted. It did honor tothe sagacity of the Government, and 
I will not diminish that honor. Itelevated the hopes and gratified the patriot- 
ism of the people. Over those hopes I will not b dew; nor will I put 
that gratified patriotism to shame. 

Among the many considerations to which it is but just to refer, 
not the least important is the penchant of each of the great powers 
of Burvupe for the occupation and absorption of the territory of 
weak foreign nations whose productions are of importance to the 
trade and commerce of the great powers. 


DECEMBER 10. 


It has been the history of the monarchical countries of Eur. 
for very many years that they have run races with each other in | 
capture and dismemberment of the smaller governments of 
world. They have reduced many of these to the condition 
mere satrapies, calied colonies, wholly subordinate to their EF: 
pean conquerors. The history of these outrageous acts of nes 
every European power of consequence is but a repetition, t 
after time, of the story of usurpation, tyranny, and bloodshed 
pretext is made, the inhabitants are driven off or enslaved, }. 
fully if possible, but with fire and sword if necessary; the c 
try is = and its whole material capabilities are made t 
utary to the conquering nation. Taxes, duties, and impost 
the utmost severity are collected from the helpless inhabitants. 
thenceforward there isno more consideration shown toward 
colony than the lion shows the lamb. 

The only compassion or relenting which is ever manifeste | 
that which will encourage the suffering people to produ 
greater revenue for their masters. A hundred and twenty y: 
ago that was the relation this country held toward the Brit 
Crown. Our people, our immediate ancestors, in their trade : 
manufactures, were as completely subjugated by the law 
England, enforced by the war power, as if they were suffering 
imprisonment under the penal statutes. The commercial ; 
manufacturing interests of the United States, or rather of tle 
colonies, as they were known prior to our Revolution, were wh lly 
and absolutely at the mercy of the English Parliament. 

In 1699 it was enacted by the Parliament— 

That no wool yarn or woolen manufactures of the American plantations 


shall be shipped thence, or even laden, in order to be transported, on any jre- 
tense whatever. 


In 1719 Parliament declared— 


The erecting of manufactories in the colonies tends to lessen their depen- 
dence upon Great Britain. 

In 1742 the British Board of Trade reported to Parliament t)at 
the Americans had begun to manufacture paper, which they said— 


Interferes with the profits made by the British merchants. 


Parliament instituted an inquiry, through the colonial goyern- 
ors, in relation to the progress of American manufactures, which 
resulted in showing that leather, a little poor iron, and cloths for 
domestic purpeses were manufactured, all of which was con- 
sidered to 

Prejudicial to the trade and manufactories of Great Britain. 


In response to this same board of trade, Parliament had already, 
in 1732, prohibited the exportation from the colonies of such articlos 
of manufacture as interfered with like articles produced in Hng- 
land. In 1750 Parliament prohibited the erection of mills for rvll- 
ing iron in the colonies, and also the making of steel, and if any 
such mills were found erected in any part of the colonies, the co- 
lonial governors were required to treat them as nuisances, ani to 
destroy them under severe penalties for disobedience. The navi- 
gation laws prohibited the exportation of articles of colonial 1m:n- 
ufacture, and forbade any foreign commodity imported exce})t in 
English ships. 

Among the numerous complaints against Great Britain recited 

in our Declaration of Independence is this: ‘‘ For cutting off our 
trade with all of the world.” And thesame policy of repres- 
sion and subjugation has always been pursued by all the great 
nations toward their colonies. 
’ The action of England toward the American colonies was the 
same as that of Spain, France, Holland, Denmark, and other Puro- 
pean countries toward their colonial possessions. These rei te 
colonies made subordinate tothe home governments are the fi: !\s 
whence the revenues of the nations are collected, and where every 
sort of deviceis resorted to to keep the people down, that the hve 
interests may be benefited. 

The United States is the first great nation which has decline | to 
establish any sort of protectorate or to maintain distant colo: 
This is the first nation to follow a policy of absolute nonini:r- 
ference in the affairs of the other hemisphere. Whatever | 
pean countries may do toward each other we leave to them t 
arrange among themselves. We draw the line exactly wh: 
existed at the time when President Monroe made his memora!)!° 
declaration, and where we believe it should remain. We hav: 1 
concern with foreign usurpationsin Europe, or in any of the co! 
tries of the Eastern Hemisphere, where the welfare of the Unit! 
States is not immediately affected. But we can not permit ()! 
the possessions of the independent Governments of America, ¢i'!)' 
North or South, shall, either by negotiation or conquest, bec. 
subject to European domination. We should definitely proc! 
what we have by Executive authority announced, that any »1")) 
act will be regarded as amnges our system and threatening 
@ur just supremacy upon the Western Hemisphere. 

The experiment of a republican form of government, now i1 1s 
second century, is entitled to have, and should have on this cvntl- 
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nent, its full development and operation. 
lic. as the pioneer, and as the typical Government, in which the 
people are the real and ultimate sovereigns, is entitled to the right 
to protect itself as against encroachments of adverse and foreign 
»owers in such way as is reasonable and just. 

What authority entitles European nations to such a colonial 
foothold on our borders? They bave planted their flags on all the 
scattering islands and in nearly every spot on earth where they 
mld monopolize trade or control the strategic advantages of lo- 
But it is our duty to be always 


an on for their own interests. 
ae asantly near the established danger line. We offer no ob- 
ctruction to their proper use of any transcontinental channel 
which may be constructed, but the control and sovereignty of 
- highway can never be held by any foreign power. Prior to 
1223 certain rights had accrued to foreign powers and dominion 
had been exercised by them over certain territory on our borders, 
but since that time we have not consented to any extension of 
such dominion. We have reached the time when it becomes our 
bounden duty to say to the world, with dignity and firmness, that 
thus far, but no farther, shall foreign systems of government be 
permitted to approach. Our policy is the American policy, our 
doctrine is the protection of American interests, and our motto is 
“America for Americans.” 

We do not claim that the world is ours, but we will insist on 
our right to be consulted upon affairs pertaining to the American 
continents. We do not, like Don Quixote, go prancing about the 
world looking for adventures or seeking for some imprisoned 
princess or struggling nation to set free, but we acknowledge 


kinship in a degree with all the Republics of America, whose | 


independence, like ours, has long since been acknowledged and 
recognized by the powers of Europe. The United States can not 
sit indifferently by when the territorial integrity of any of these 
neighboring countries is questioned by a foreign nation. We 
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The American Repub- | 


.dy to meet any and all attempts they may make to approach | 





lil 


shut our eyes to the sad and miserable history of deceit, dishonesty, 
and duplicity which characterized so many of their predecessors 
during the hundred end more years of our national existence. We 
can not consent to leave open, even to the slightest possibility of 
misconception, the position of the United States. Wecannot allow 
that any European country. under the pretense of aggrandizing 
its citizens for alleged losses in speculative enterprises in the 
territories of the struggling States America, shall 
obtain an unrighteous sovereignty over any additional American 


of South 


| soil, 
I might read extracts by the hour from men like ex-President 
Polk, Mr. Cass, who was Secretary of State under Mr. Buchanan, 


and perhaps a hundred others, avowing the same doctrine in t] 
days. Neither will the United States allow that, by diplomatic 
manipulation, with or without the concurrence of any weak South 
American government, any additional territory shall, by the as- 
sumption of a disputed boundary line, ever become tributary 
to, or a part of, any European sovereignty. 

In addition to the urgent desire of Mr. Canning, as foreign sec- 
retary of England, that the United States should join England in 
an alliance for the compelling of a policy of noninterference by 


se 


| Europe with American territory, we have the eloquent words of 


shall always be awake to anysuch attempt, and it is our business | 5 
| message of President Monroe. 


tosee to it that their possessions are not curtailed materially from 
the just line established years ago by treaty stipulations. Any- 
thing short of this derogates from our dignity and tends to weaken 
the influence which the United States, as the mistress of the 
Western World, should maintain in American affairs. 

I desire to submit to the Senate a further reason (if any further 
reason be needed) why the United States should no longer delay 
in announcing and proclaiming to the world by an authoritative 
statement from the legislative branch of the Government of its 
entire concurrence in the exposition of the American policy so 
clearly set forth by James Monroe. Thatreason is to be found in 
the expressions of the press and the public men of England in re- 
cent times. I quote from a cable telegram from London, dated 
November 15, 1895, as it appears in the Post of this city on that 
date: 

William T. Stead, editor of the Review of Reviews, having seen the interview 
with Senator LopGs, replied at length to the statements made. England, he 
said, would never consent to any veto being placed on the freest possible 
expansion of the Pacific Ocean trade and settlements and the colonization of 
the Western World. He insisted that it would be absurd to submit the Ven- 
ezuelan question to arbitration, opeeey with the example of the termina- 
tion of the Alabama claims as an object lesson. In conclusion, he said he rec- 
ognized the fact that the Americans were quite in a frame of mind to invent 
we doctrines if they found that the Monroe doctrine did not apply to 

Jenezuela. 

Editorially discussing the interview with Henry Casot LODGE on the 
Monroe doctrine, the London Chronicle says: 

“Mr, Chamberlain, secretary of state for the colonies, is not likely to 
attempt to play the réle of Napoleon of Venezuela. : 
formaily proclaims a protectorate over all of the South American Republics, 
we are bound to protect our citizens. Failing the establishment of such a 
protectorate, we do not see how loose policies like those of the Monroe doc- 
trine can stop us from protecting the lives and property of English people in 
the New World.” 


There are Governments there, and those Governments can prob- 


over them by the British Government or any other European 
power, Is iteither politic or right that the press of Great Britain 
or of any other European country shall have any excuse for so 
determining or interpreting what the American policy is and what 
it means? 

_ The people of the United States have already, so far as the Execu- 
tive could determine it, plainly proclaimed the Monroe doctrine. 
All that is now demanded is the proclamation of the solemn and 
deliberate concurrence of the Congress of the United States to 
make it apparent to every European nation what are the will and 
temper of the American people. The voice of the United States so 
expressed will be as potent to settle the matter for future time as 
if it were thundered from the top of Sinai; and whether or not 
this Congress passes a declaration proclaiming what the Monroe 
doctrine is, the people of the United States will demand its enforce- 
ment as they understand it. 

Conceding to the diplomatic authorities of all European coun- 
tries at this day a due regard for honesty and propriety, we can not 


another great English statesman in Parliament. 
afterwards Lord Brougham, said: 


Mr. Brougham, 











The question with regard to South America is now disposed of, or nearly so, 
for an event has recently happened than which no event has d rsed 
greater joy, exultation, and gratitude over all the freemen of Europe: that 
event, which is decisive of the subject in respect to South America, is the 
message of the President of the United States to the Congress 

What wasit? It was that there should not be any foreign inter- 


ference with the political condition of the South’ American and 
Central American countries. And I may repeat here that France 
also, in view of the possibility that Spanish aggrandizement in 
America might disarrange the balance of power in Europe, 
prompt to admit that the question was practically settl 


was 
d by the 


Of course there is little doubt that the policy then proposed to 
us by England was wholly due to the selfish wish that no other 


| European power than Great Britain should possess colonial pos- 


Unless the United States | 





sessions in America, but, nevertheless, the doctrine she advocated 
then is pertinent and proper for us now when it has a direct appli- 
cation to the present situation. 

So long as the United States continues to maintain the salutary 
policy of noninterference with the complications and difficulties 
of Europe, and steadfastly adheres to her wise and just support of 
the Monroe doctrine, permitting no foreign nation to obtain addi- 


| tional foothold upon either North or South America, we shall have 
| the undivided support of our people and demand the respect of 
| the world. 


The moment we waver and weaken in our position, 
that moment we invite trouble. The announcement of President 


| Monroe has sufficed until now as a beacon upon our course, but it 


is now fully time for the representatives of the people to provide 
against danger by unmistakable action. Let us put ourselves in 
& position so that we can say, like Percy— 

Out of the nettle, danger, we can pluck the flower, safety 


Let us build so strongly and speak so plainly that the way of 
the future Executives, prime ministers, and ambassadors of our 
country shall be undoubted. Let it be so clear that no statesman 
of the future can find, as Mr. Calhoun did in the Senate, any 
ingenious theory to weaken its force and value. Let it be so cer- 
tain and emphatic that no Secretary of State can hereafter become 
a willing party to a treaty yielding a share of the control and 


| supervision of any interoceanic canal to any European country, 


as in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. And let it be so straight and 
practical that no Ameriean ambassador to the British court shall 


| feel at liberty to question the policy of his own Government or, 
ably protect their citizens without any protectorate being thrown | 


possibly, to apologize for the Declaration of Independence and 
the Monroe doctrine of 1823. 

Mr. President, I desire now to call attention to one of the striking 
facts of the situation which confronts the United States. Proba- 
bly very few of us have given careful attention to the vast extent 
of the European dominion upon this hemisphere. We may have 
casually understood, as a fact of some significance, that the area 
of the United States, including Alaska, approximates 3,600,000 
square miles, but have we at the same time understood that the 
Dominion of Canada contains a total area of about 3,400,000 square 
miles? 

Now, if we add to this the area of British Guiana, British Hon- 
duras, Bermuda, and the British West India Islands, 130,000 


square miles more, it will give a total of 3,530,000 square miles of 
territory over which the British flag floats upon this hemisphere. 
If we had not purchased Alaska a few years ago, and added 
thereby a half million square miles to our domain, we should now 
fall many thousands of square miles short of the British posses- 
sions in America. 





It would be useless for me to attempt to detail to you the thou- 
sand ways in which this close proximity of so vast an area of 
British territory affects our national well-being. Our entire 
northern boundary from Puget Sound to the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence bears the insignia of the British lion, and over the hundreds 
of islands which compose the West Indian Archipelago the Brit- 
ish flag is flying. Not a sail of American commerce enters the 
Gulf of Mexico except by the tacit consent of foreign powers. 
With our 65,000,000 people, and their vigorous self-assertion, 
there has been no danger that such consent would be withheld. 
Any foreign embargo upon our free approach to the Mexican Gulf 
would be a b!ow which would recoil with deadly and terrific force 
upon those who attempted it. Its recoil would not stop with the 
naked assertion of the Monroe doctrine, but an American policy 
would develop into an imperial but honorable command of 
American affairs, 
Look at the map. Between Canada and the United States there 
exists but an imaginary boundary line, over which a mere step 
takes us ina moment from a republic toa monarchy. Between 
the Bahama Islands and the State of Florida a sail of only four or 
five hours covers the distance. One can almost see the British 
flag from southern Florida. It floats over numbers of the smaller 
islands and coral reefs and keys a few miles away from Key West. 
A cordon of islands under foreign control swings all the way round 
from a point 50 or 60 miles off Florida nearly to British Guiana, 
on the South American coast. 
But I started to present the striking fact that a great foreign 
power already possessed, at our very borders, a territorial area 
nearly equal to ours. No matter whether that power is warlike or 
peaceful, itis here. Its presence is an actual fact, and our expe- 
rience with it in the past has been, that so long as we could com- 
mand peace we could have peace. So long as we were able to 
protect our own interests, commercial and political, against ad- 
verse domination, so long those interests would continue and 
yrosper. 
. All our diplomatic intercourse with the Government of Great 
Britain during the years in which we have been at peace has nec- 
essarily been characterized by constant watchfulness upon our 

yart. At no time could we permit loose or unmeaning language 
in our diplomatic correspondence lest it should be taken advantage 
of. ‘And for a good many years the nations of the world have been 
chary about leaving any unoccupied territory, or any scattering 
islands, unprotected overnight, for fear the morning would find 
them under the paw of the British lion. The United States does 
not covet what —— England may have, and we have no 
desire to establish a protectorate over any others, but we are bound 
to insist that the status quo of 1823 shall be held inviolate in so far 
as the territorial limits of European establishments on this side of 
the Atlantic are concerned. 

This Government has already indicated that the control of Cuba 
by any other European power than Spain would be regarded as in- 
imical to our own welfare, and that the only alternative to which 
Americans would consent would be the absorption of Cuba by the 
United States. Thispolicy regarding Cuba is probably well under- 
stood by the world, and it is, in fact, nothing more than a reitera- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine, as applied to conditions but slightly 
modified. The policy of the United States regarding Russian ter- 
ritory in America, as has been shown, was determined many years 
ago, and that was meer another expression of the Monroe doc- 
trine as adapted to the then existing conditions. 

How much more important and significant to the United States 
than in any of the exigencies noted where the Monroe doctrine or 
its equivalent has been asserted by our statesmen is the existing 
and now present condition in which our former rival competes 
with us for the control of North America? I do not mean by this 
to say that British riv: for territorial control of America has 
again reached the physically ssive stage, nor tosay that such 
rivalry will ever lead to the final arbitrament of the strongest bat- 
talion or the heaviest armament; but I want to show to the Senate 
and to the country what the map of the world presents before us, 
and to make apparent the magnitude of the English dominion 
around and about us. This great area of British territory may or 
may not be a menace to our country. As is sometimes said, that 
depends. One thing, however, is manifest—that the United States 
must look after the United States. Weare old enough and stron 
enough to stand alone, to walk alone, and to hold our groun 
amongst the nations of the earth. 

Shall we do it? Shall we always be ready and prepared to meet 
great questions when they arise; to take every precaution against 
surprise, and to bear always the American standard at the fore? 
The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopG@er] inthe 
last Congress addressed the Senate and called to our attention as 
among the possibilities and even among the probabilities the speedy 
advancement of Japan to the rank of a great power militant. The 
distinguished Senator, as a wise statesman, in his remarks justi- 
fies the belief which I entertain, that it is the bounden duty of the 
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legislators of the United States to be on the alert for every jn (jj- 
cation of the growing power andincreasing significance of ey ery 
foreign nation whose future situation may benefit or injur 
own country. Weshould conduct our foreign affairs so ju 
and with such reference to the progress of the world, that sur} 
will not affect us and that the troubles of other countries wil! 
us by. 

In this connection, I desire to call the attention of the Sena 
a conversation which I see quoted here as having taken pla 
China between Mr. Curtis, a very able correspondent, and M) 
Hung Chang. Speaking to Mr. Curtis about this Goverm 
Li Hung Chang said: 


Your Government and your people are very unwise, if they are not t 
ing of such things— 


Referring to our naked condition of preparation for war— 


particularly since the events that have occurred in China during the | 
year. The Japanese are a very aggressive yee? They are a wa 
people. They like to fight, and they are proud and arrogant. They « 
care for the United States except as a market for their silk and tea, 

your Government ever interferes with their plans, either at home or 
Sandwich Islands, you will find that their friendship is only a pretense | 
keep up to encourage your trade. If President Cleveland had respon: 

my appeal for intervention during the late war, Japan would have sent 
army and her ships from our harbors over to your country and would have 
taken possession of your Pacific States. 

Mr. Curtis says he tried to explain the situation to Li Hung 
Chang, but ‘‘the Viceroy sneered in a contemptuous manuer,” 
and said: 

Japan has an army of over 200,000 soldiers, and the best guns in the world, 


I suppose he realized that from China’s experience in the late 
war. 

She has a larger and better fleet of warships than the United States. She 
has ten times as many torpedo boats as your Government, and her sailors 
know how to use them, while your sailors do not. You have only five 
on the Pacific Coast, with a coast line of 3,000 miles to protect, and several 

pulous and wealthy cities that have no defenses whatever. You have no 

orts at San Francisco that could keep out the weakest gunboat in the navy 
of Japan, and a single ship of the Japanese navy could destroy every city on 
Puget Sound without the slightest difficulty in a week. 

I refer to the interview, not that I indorse what Li Hung Chang 
says, but merely to call attention to the fact, known to everybody, 
that on the Pacific Coast we are not prepared for defense against 
hostile fleets; and I may say that the situation on our Atlantic 
Seaboard is not much better. 

The growing industrial power of Englandin America is of (juite 
as great significance to us as her territorial expansion. The rail- 
ways of Canada, aided and sustained by government appropria- 
tions, have stimulated every branch of enterprisein that Dominion. 
The competition which has followed between Canada and the 
United States in regard to various great commercial and indus- 
trial undertakings has not been a subject of wholly unalloyed 
gratification to our people. It remains for us, as representatives 
‘of the people of the United States, to decide whether the great 
territory of Canada, with its sister colonies innumerable in the 
West Indies and elsewhere surrounding and guarding our own ap- 
proaches to the Gulf of Mexico and tothe delta of the Mississipi, 
shall be deemed as demanding any further assertion of our own 
policy. To my mind, the point has been reached and passed when 
doubt should exist as to the complete maintenance of the Munroe 
doctrine, broadly construed. Not only so, but the rapidly ap- 
proaching and pressing question is to be, and is now, what addi- 
tional declaration and assertion is demanded as a logical ste} in 
the progress of the Republic. That is the question of this day, 
the problem of this age. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Before the Senator from [linois takes his seat 
I should like to ask him whether he deems the defenses on the 
Atlantic coast adequate to enable us to withstand any attempt, 
either to bombard our cities or to exact tribute, which may be 
made by any foreign power having a respectable navy? 

Mr. CULLOM. I stated in the course of my remarks that the 
Pacific coast is practically defenseless, and that the Atlantic coast 
is not in a very much better condition. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from [Illinois 
what disposition he proposes shall be made of the resolution’ 

Mr.CULLOM. Istated at the outset of my remarks that unless 
some Senator desired to discuss the resolution I should ask tliat it 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest that the resolution lie on the table 
for a day or two. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam entirely content that that course shal! be 
pursued. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present, in the absence of objection. 

. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Decem 

r 11, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 10, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. CouUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


WAR CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
filed by the court in the case of Samuel W. Prior, administrator, 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States for the fiscal year 1894; which was referred to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


WAR CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of the court in the cases of W. W. Perkins, administrator, 
and sundry other cases, vs. The United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of John H. Caldwell, James Carroll, John 
R. Hornbaker, and W. H. Grimes, administrators, vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF THE CHEROKEE NATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General of the United States reviewing and reporting 
upon certain conclusions of law reached by the Department of 
the Interior in an account of moneys due the Cherokee Nation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
finding filed by the court in the cases of J. L. Cochran, adminis- 
trator, Timothy Foley,and Mrs. Sarah Townsley, administratrix, 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of David Maberry, jr., vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEA 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of William T. Robertson, administra- 
tor of Ira A. Sprouse, deceased, vs. The United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McRag, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. SuLLOWAY, for ten days, on account of important business. 
: > Mr, GARDNER, indefinitely, on account of death in his 
ami 


To Mr. Browy, for this day, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. HANLY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the 
case of Charles W. Sentman, no adverse report having been made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I made objection yesterday to the 
request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BURRELL] to with- 
draw papers in a certain case. 
favorable report has been made on the case, and no unfavorable 


report. I therefore renew the request of the gentleman from Illi- | 


nois to withdraw those papers without leaving copies. 
_ Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, this claim has been pending 
in the last four Congresses, in each of which a favorable report 
has been made. The object of withdrawing the papers at this 
time is to submit the claim tothe Auditor of the War aetonmns, 
by me, we think, it can be settled without troubling Congress 
urther, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the request in the form 

now submitted. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BURRELL asks unanimous consent to withdraw from the House files, 
without leaving copies, the papers in ths claim of Mrs. Fannie Pemberton, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions of the 
following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

Joint resolution (S.R.17) providing for certain surveys in the 
State of Florida; and 

Joint resolution (S.R.13) granting the State of Pennsylvania 


| permission to use the United States court-house at Scranton, Pa., 


and at Williamsport, Pa. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
In making 
this motion I desire to say that when the House adjourned yester- 
day until to-day the expectation was that the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury would be sent in at this time, but I am 
informed that it is not expected until Thursday. However, if any 
gentleman has information that the report will be ready to be 
presented to-morrow I will withdraw the motion, for I suppose it 
is the desire of the House that this important report should be 
laid before it at the earliest possible moment. [A pause.| As I 
get no response, I now renew my motion that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE BATTLE SHIP TEXAS. 
Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed, be directed 
to investigate the reports that the battle ship Texas is faulty in construction. 
The committee is authorized and directed to inquire into all matters pertain- 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


| ing to the plans, construction, cost, and seaworthiness of said ship 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Fiscuer] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution just read. - Is there objection? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I think that ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
objects. 

OCCUPANCY OF FEDERAL COURT ROOM, SCRANTON, PA. 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution granting permission to the Pennsylvania superior court to 
oceupy the Federal court room in Scranton. 


Whereas by an act of assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ap- 
proved June 24, 1895, an intermediate court of appeals was established, known 
and styled as the superior court of Pennsylvania; and 

Whereas by the third section of said act, it is provided that one session of 
alt court shall be held at Scranton and one at Williamsport in each year; 
an¢ 

Whereas it isfurther provided in said act that the commissioners of each of 
said counties shall provide asuitable place for the meeting and business of said 
court at each of said places, to wit, Scranton and Williamsport, the expense 
thereof to be paid by the State of Pennsylvania; and 

Whereas the commissioners of said counties can not furnish a suitable place 
for the meeting and business of said superior court without adequate time 
for that purpose, and said county commissioners are desirous of obtaining the 
use of the United States court room at Scranton during the month of January 
in each year for five years, and at Williamsport in the month of February in 
each year for five years, paying therefor an adequate rental; and 





I have since ascertained that a | 


Whereas during the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Scranton and Williamsport the commissioners of the counties of 
Lackawanna and Lycoming have furnished a room and facilities for the meet 
ing of the circuit court when the district court was in session and are willing 
to do so in the future when so requested: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 'That full permission be, and the same is hereby, 
granted to the State of Pennsyivania and to the superior court of said State 
to occupy the United States court room and the rooms connected therewith 
at Scranton, in the county of Lackawanna, during the month of January, and 
at Williamsport, in the county of Lycoming, during the month of February, 
in each year for the period of five years from the time such occupation shall 
begin, to wit, January, 1806, for the purpose of holding the sessions of said 
court therein, and that during said period concurrent jurisdiction so far as is 
necessary over said property be, and the same is hereby, ceded to the State 
of Pennsylvania for said purposes, so that the sessions of said courts in said 
buildings and rooms may be, during said period, fully legalized: Provided, 
| That the commissioners of each of said counties of Lackawanna and Lycom- 

ing shall pay to the United States each the sum of $100 per annum for the use 

of said rooms for the time aforesaid: And provided further, That said rooms 
shall be kept in good repair at the expense of the State of Pennsylvania, and 
that said commissioners shall further provide necessary light and heat for 
said rooms at their own expense, and at the end of said period of five years 
the use of said rooms shall be relinquished to the United States by the said 

State of Pennsylvania and the said superior court in as good condition as be 

fore the occupancy of said rooms by said court: Provided further, That the 

sessions of said superior court shall in no way interfere with the sessions of 


the said circuit and district courts of the United States. 
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Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read also the 
amendments which I have sent to the desk. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 9, strike out the words “time such occupation shall begin, to wit” 
and insert “first day of.” 

Strike out the preamble. 

In line 19, after the word “each,” strike ont the words ‘the sum of one 
hundred dollars per annum " and insert “the sum of five hundred dollars, to 
be paid in five yearly payments.” 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of this joint resolution at 
this time requires the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that is given I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he has any ob- 
jection to an amendment in the form of a proviso that the pro- 
posed arrangement shall be carried out only if, in the judgment 
of the Attorney-General, it can be done without injury to the 
pubiic service. This resolution proposes to provide for the occu- 

cy of a Federal court room jointly by a State court and by 
the ederal courts, and it seems to me that some difficulty may 
arise; but if the matter were left entirely under the control of 
the Attorney-General, that, I think, would remove any liability to 
conflict which might otherwise exist. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, the only objection I have to 
the gentleman's suggestion is based upon the necessity for settli 
this matter without delay. The superior court is to be organiz 
in Scranton early in January. The amendments which I have 
sent up are simply intended to make the joint resolution conform 
to the one that was — by the Senate yesterday, and I fear that 
an additional amendment might cause further delay. It is not 
the intention to use this building for the State courts any longer 
than is absolutely necessary. The accommodations in the present 
court-houses at Scranton and at Williamsport are quite inade- 

uate. The commissioners are to provide rooms immediately. 
The term of five years is named in the joint resolution as the limit, 
but in all probability the occupancy will not continue half that 
time. - I have seen the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury about 
the matter, and there is no objection in that office. 

The SPEAKER. The. gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SCRANTON] asks unanimous consent for. the present consideration 
of the joint resolution which has been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will ask the gentleman whether he has con- 
ferred with the Attorney-General about this matter. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I have conferred with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Suppose the Government should require the 
occupancy of this entire building for its own purposes, there is no 
provision in this joint resolution that it can resume entire control. 

Mr. SCRANTON. My understanding was that the Secretary 
of the Treasury is the custodian of these buildings, and not the 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is so as to the custody of the building, 
but as to the a of it for court purposes, I suppose the 
Attorney-General control. 

Mr. SCRANTON. The gentleman may be right about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not desire to raise any objection, but I 
can conceive that such joint occupancy as is here p d, with- 
out a proviso that the Attorney-General, or some officer of the 
Federal Government shall have authority to examine into the 
matter and ascertain whether the arrangement can be made with- 
out detriment to the public service, might give rise to difficulty. 

Mr. SCRANTON. There is no difficulty whatever about it. 
The question has been submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and | am expecting a letter from him this morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman has investigated the matter 
and it can be done without injury to the public service, by caus- 
ing a conflict in the manner I have suggested, I have no objection. 

r. SCRANTON, The United States court meets in March and 
this provides for January. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think this bill should go to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

TheSPEAKER,. The gentleman from Texas objects. Without 
objection, the bill will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

There was no objection. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION, HON. THOMAS F. BAYARD. 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, the ambassador of the United States toGreat 

Britain, is reported by the London Times ne to have said in a public 

ch delivered in ton, England, on the day of August, 1595, “ The 

ent stood in the midst of a strong, self-confident, and oftentimes vio- 

lent people; men who sought to have theirown way. It took a real man to 
govern the people of the United States;" and 
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Whereas said Bayard is further rep~~ted by the press of this country to 
have said in a public h delivered in Edinburgh, Scotland, onthe 7th day 
of November, 189, ‘“‘In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable 
growth of a form of socialism styled protection, which has done more to cor 
rupt public life, to banish men of independent mind from public councils, 
to lower the tone of national representation than any other single cau~ 

Protection now controlling the sovereign power of taxation has been per 
verted from its proper function of creating revenue to support the Govern- 
ment into an engine of selfish profit allied with combinations called tru:- 
It thus has sapped the popule conscience by giving corrupting largesses to 
special classes, and it throws legisiation into the political market where jo} 
bers and chafferers take the place of statesmen;” and 

Whereas it is not one of the functions of an ambassador to insult in the cou: 
try to which he is accredited the people he is supposed to represent, and it is 
consistent neither with the character of the office nor with the dignity and 
independence of the people of the United States that their ambassadors 
abroad should make violent partisan es on questions relating to our 
domestic Pee upon foreign soil: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested to inform tho 
House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interests, what 
steps, if any, he has taken to ascertain whether said Bayard made sai 
saa, andif he has ascertained that he dia make said speeches, what ste) 
if any, he has taken to recall or to censure said Bayard. 


The SPEAKER. This resolution requires unanimous consent. 
The question is, Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think this reso 
lution should go to some committee, and I therefore object to its 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PROPOSED IMPEACHMENT OF HON. THOMAS F. BAYARD. 


Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a question of 
privilege. 


I send to the desk a document which I ask to have 


The Clerk read as follows: 


I do impeach Thomas F. Bayard, United States ambassador to Great Brit 
ain, of high crimes and misdemeanors on the following grounds: 

Whereas the followin megers. of a speech delivered before the Edinburgh 
Philosophic Institution by Hon. Thomas F’. Bayard, ambassador of the United 
States of America at the Court of Great Britain, is published in the London 
News under date of November 8, 1895: 

“The opening address of the Edinburgh Philosophic Institution was deliv 
ered last night by Mr. —— am r of the United States of America, 
who selected for the subject ‘Individual freedom the germ of national 
Pp and permanence.’ In his own country, he said, he had witness! 
the insatiable growth of that form of state socialism styled ‘ protection,’ 
which he believed had done more to foster class legislation and create i: 
equality of fortune, to corrupt pe life, to banish men of independent 
mind and character from the pu councils, to lower the tone of national 
reprossatatice, blunt public conscience, create false standards in the popular 
mind, to familiarize it with reliance upon state aid and guardianship in }): 
vate affairs, divorce ethics from politics, and o— politics upon the low level 
of a mercenary scramble than any other single cause. 

“Step by step, and largely owing to the confusion of civic strife, it had suc- 
ceeded in obtaining control of the sovereign power of taxation, never hesi- 
tating at any alliance or to resort toany combination that promised to assist 
its purpose of perverting the public taxation from its only true justification 
and function of creating revenue for the support of the whole people into an 

rnd the selfish private profit of allied beneficiaries and combinativ1s 

“ Under its dictation individual enterprise and independence had been op- 

and the energy of discov and invention debilitated and discour- 
aged. It had unhesitatingly allied itself with every policy which tended to 
commercial isolation, eens depleted the Treasury, and sapped the 
popular conscience by schemes of corrupting favor and largesse to special 
classes, whose support was thereby affected. 

“ Thus it had done much to throw legislation into the political market, where 
jobbers and chafferers took the place of statesmen. 

“Tt was incorrect to speak of protection as a nutional policy, for that it could 
never be, because it could never be other than the fostering of special inte r- 
ests at the expense of the rest; and this overthrew the great principle of 

uality before the law, and that resultant sense of justice and equity in the 
administration of sovereign powers which was the true cause of domestic 
tranquillities and human contentment. 

‘ The enfeeblement of individual energies and the impairment of manly «| 
reliance were necessarily involved, and the belief in mysterious powers of t!i0 
State, and reliance upon them, took the place of individual exertion, fostered 
the growth of state socialism, and personal liberty ceased to be the great end 
of the Government.” 

And whereas such reflections on the Government's policy and people of | 
United States by an ambassador of the United States to a foreign country 
and before a foreign audience is manifestly in serious disregard of the pro 

rieties and o tions which should be observed by an official represen':- 
as of the Uni States abroad, and calculated to injure our national repu 

Be it resolved ag Ms House of Representatives, That the Committee on 
Foreign Relations directed to ascertain whether such statements b.\ 
been publicly made; and if so, to report to the House such action by impea:!i- 
ment or otherwise as shall be ———— in the premises. For the purpose of 


this inquiry the committee is authorized to send for persons and papers. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. 


er —— 
The SPEAKER. gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. CRISP. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and upon that I demand the previous question. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. -— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Georgia i. Crisp] will not demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the gentleman from 
Georgia arose to make a point of order. If he doesnot, the Chir 
of course will recognize the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the question as to whether this constitutes 


a privile question. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia upon the point of order. 
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Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear distinctly the resolu- | 
tion which accompanied the preamble. Will the Chair kindly 
direct the reading of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Sveaker, at the first session of the Forty- 
eichth Congress a ruling was made by the Speaker which seems 
to cover this question. While it is held that propositions to im- 
each the civil officers of the United States are privileged under 
the Constitution, yet the ruling in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
which seems to cover this case, is to the effect that a reference to 
a committee of charges or allegations against a civil officer, with 
instructions to that committee to ascertain and report articles of 
impeachment, or otherwise, as may be necessary, does not con- 
stitute a privileged question. Mr. Springer presented, as a ques- 
tion of privilege, the petition of Richard W. Webb, a citizen of 


the Territory of New Mexico, relating to the impeachment of | 


Samuel Axtell, the chief justice of the Territory, and with it a 
resolution— 


That the petition of Richard W. Webb and accompanying statement of 
charges against Samuel B. Axtell, the chief justice of the supreme court of 
the Territory of New Mexico and judge of the First judicial district thereof, 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and printed, and that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and ascertain whether the 
allegations Contained in the foregoing charges and specifications are true, 


and whether the conduct of the said chief justice or judge has been such as | 


to render him unfit to discharge the duties of the office of chief justice or 
judge as aforesaid, and report thereon to the House such action, to be taken 
xy impeachment or otherwise, as they may advise; and in making such exam- 
ination and investigation the said committee have power to send for persons 
or papers. 


Mr. Kasson made the point of order that a question of privilege | 


was not presented by the said memorial and resolution. 
The Speaker sustained the point of order, on the ground that 


the resolution proposed an investigation of certain charges set | 


forth in said memorial and accompanying papers against the said 
Axtell, and did not specifically propose articles of impeachment. 

That seems to be on all fours with the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the reference made by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia I have before me, and I believe it has been 
correctly stated by him; but I propose to show by a subsequent 
decision of the same Speaker that the resolution which I have of- 
fered is a matter of privilege. 

The resolution to which the gentleman has referred was intro- 
duced on the 4th day of February, 1884. It was based upon a 
petition signed by certain citizens of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, and, containing as it did no specific charges of impeachment, 
the Speaker ruled that it was not a question of privilege. But on 
the 2d day of December, 1884, being ten months subsequent to the 
matter to which he has referred, the same Speaker, Mr. Carlisle, 
of Kentucky, being in the chair, Mr. Follett, of Ohio, offered a 
resolution beginning in the exact phraseology of the resolution 
which I have offered, to wit: 

I do impeach Lot Wright, United States marshal of the southern district of 
Ohio, of high crimes and misdemeanors. 

The resolution then recited the misdemeanors which were al- 
leged to have been committed by the said Lot Wright, and con- 
cluded in a resolution almost identical with the one which I have 
' presented, to wit, that an investigation of the truth or falsity of 
these charges be made by a subcommittee of the 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice, with the authority to 
send for persons and papers, and to report to the House. 

‘Upon that resolution, according to the Journal : 

Mr. Keifer made the point of order that the said resolutions were not in 
order, being a proposition to investigate certain charges 
the United States, and did not specifically propose articles of impeachment 
against said officer. 


Upon which the Speaker overruled the point of order— 


_Upon the ground that under the established practice of the House all propo- | 
sitions to impeach a public officer whois impeachable under the Constitutino | 
are privileged, and as the proposition submitted by Mr. Follett did specific- 


ally contain a proposition to impeach an officer so impeachable, it came within 
the established rule and practice of the House. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the precedent cited by the gentle- 
man from Georgia does not apply to this case, for this reason: 
The case to which he refers was the introduction of a petition, 
upon which no charge of impeachment was made by a member of 
the House. The resolution which I have presented, following ex- 
actly the precedent of December 2, 1884, does make such an im- 
peachment in the words: 


Ido impeach Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States at the 
Court of Great Britain, etc. 


A saree Mr. Speaker, that the point of order should be over- 
ruled. 


_Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this presents a very important ques- 
tion, important as a matter of practice. The gentleman from 


Yommittee on | 


zainst an officer of | 


Massachusetts rises in his place and presents a resolution with a 
preamble, the recitations of which declare that he impeaches a 
fiigh civil officer of the United States. The resolution, which of 
course is the gist of the matter, directs a committee of the House 
to inquire whether or not it is a suitable case for impeachment 
In a case identical with that, in the Forty-eighth Congress, the 
first case referred to, the Speaker held that it was not privileged, 
and the effect of that ruling, the Speaker will bear in mind, is not 
to deprive the House of an opportunity of preferring articles of 
| impeachment, it is not to limit, it is not to embarrass the House 
tn the exercise of that constitutional right, but the effect of it is 
simply that the resolution shall go to a committee which can ex- 
amine it and report whether or not articles of impeachment shall be 
| preferred; in other words, it gives to the House the judgment of 
| a committee rather than of an individual member as to whether 
| articles of impeachment should be preferred. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if it should be held that on a resolution like 
| this the gentleman presenting it can address the House for one 
hour as a privileged question, the Chair will at once see the em- 
| barrassment that might arise and must arise, whereas if the de- 
cision of the Speaker of the Forty-eighth Congress is adopted in 
| the case to which I referred and the resolution is referred to the 
| Committee on the Judiciary, that committee can examine and re- 
port to the House whether or not other steps should be taken in 
the case. 

I have not had time to carefully examine the case referred to 
| by the gentleman from Massachusetts. I have it before me, and 
I do not see just now the distinction between that case and the 
| case to which I have referred. In the first case it was distinctly 
| held that the matter was not privileged. In this case the Speaker 
| held the resolution to be privileged. There must be some distinc- 
tion between the two, but exactly what it is, as I say, I have not 
had opportunity to examine and discover; but it seems to me that 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts is 
exactly similar to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Springer], and on that the Speaker held the point of 
| order well taken. Itseems tome, therefore, in this case, as a mat- 
ter of practice, if there be any doubt, it is better to resolve the 
doubt in favor of reference without debate to a standing committee 
of the House in order that the House may be informed, after some 
sort of an investigation, whether there is anything on which arti- 
cles of impeachment may be sustained if preferred. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to suggest to the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia that this is not a question of 
political policy. It is a question of conforming to the rules and 
precedents of the House. 

I have shown to him that the resolution to which he refers con- 
tains no charge of impeachment byany member of the House, but 
is simply a petition from certain citizens of New Mexico. I have 
shown to him that, on a subsequent day, by the decision of the 
same Speaker, being Mr. Carlisle, of Kentucky, on a resolution in 
exactly the same form in substance as the resolution which [I have 
presented, when a point of order against its being a question of 
privilege was made, Mr. Carlisle, then Speaker, declared it to be 
a question of privilege. The distinction is very clear. 

In the first case to which the gentleman refers no member of 
the House made a charge of impeachment; in the second, which 
I have cited, Mr. Follett of Ohio did make a charge of impeach- 
ment, and that language I have literally followed in the resolu- 
tion which I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that there is a great 
distinction between the two cases. The Chair has examined the 
| decision of the Speaker of the House made on the 2d day of De- 
cember, 1884, and sees no reason why he should not adopt that 
opinion. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr.Speaker, before proceeding to consider the 
resolution I should like to ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
he desires any time for debate, and see if an arrangement can be 
made in this case, so that a vote can be taken at a certain time. 

Mr. CRISP. I beg pardon? 

Mr. BARRETT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia whether he desires to debate the resolution which 
I have offered and, in case he does, to see whether an arrange- 
ment can be made by which a vote can be taken at a specified 
time. j 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course, it will depend upon what the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts may state as to whether time will be 
desired. I think the resolution ought to be referred to the com- 
mittee having charge of these matters. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to detain 
this House many moments in the consideration of the resolution 
which I have presented. In common, I think I may say, with 


j 
| 
| 


| every right-minded citizen of the United States, I have read with 
| feelings of humiliation the reported insults and excesses in lan- 
guage committed toward this Government and this people by the 
resent ambassador of the United States at the Court of Great 
itain 


| 
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The resolution offered by my coileague [Mr. McCALL] recites in 
epitome not only the more extended report which I have had read, 
but also another statement made by the ambassador, in which he 
refers to the American people as an unruly and turbulent people, 
needing the strong hand of a certain man, to wit, Mr. Guava 
Cleveland, to keep them in submission. 

I am, however, pleased to see, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Cleve) and 
does not accord with that view of his duty. Having left this (Yon- 
gress and the pore of the United States during the past ‘our 
days without the restraint of his overruling hand, he does not, 
I assume, believe that the statement made by his ambassador is in 
= way correct. [Laughter. ] 

ut, Mr. Speaker, this statement of the ambassador which I 
have had read is in violation of diplomatic usage, is in violation 
of the printed instructions given to him by the Department of 
State when he left these shores, and is in violation of every pa- 
triotic impulse which a man who takes the commission of this 
country in his hands is in honor bound to — 

The question may be raised on the other side as to a precedent 
for this proposed action. 

I reply, Mr. Speaker, that in all the history of this country 
there is no precedent. There is no precedent, because no minister 
of this country in a foreign land, up to the currént political year, 
has ever felt called upon, before a foreign audience and under a 
foreign flag, to insult the nation whose commission he bore. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

There is, however, Mr. Speaker, one precedent, which, while 
not exactly fitting to this case, does apply in principle so effect- 
ively that I shall refer to it on this occasion. 

Going back some sixty years, we find that during the Admin- 
istration of Andrew Jackson, after a prolonged controversy in 
regard to the composition of the Cabinet as it then existed, the 
previous Secretary of State, Mr. Martin Van Buren, was nomi- 
nated by the President to the Senate as our minister to England. 
When that nomination care up in the Senate a long and bitter 
debate occurred upon it. It touched so cones ewes springs of 
American diplomatic principles that, some time subsequent thereto, 
the debate (which had occurred in executive session of the Sen- 
ate) was made public. 

The charge alleged against Mr. Van Buren was that as Secre- 
tary of State, in dispatching Mr. McLane as minister to Great 
Britain, he had given him certain objectionable ays “Mle 

e 
gist of the instructions, to which objection was e, was that the 
minister should call the attention of the British foreign office to the 
fact that, by the Presidential election of 1828, the Administration 
of this Government had passed from one political party to another, 
and,there having been controversy in the previous Administra- 
tion of Mr. Adams in regard to certain diplomatic matters relat- 
ing to our trade with the West India Islands, Mr. McLane was 
authorized by the instructions given by Mr. Van Buren, as Secre- 
tary of State, to call the attention of the British foreign office to 
the fact of the change of Administration here, and to suggest that 
negotiations theretofore interrupted might with propriety be re- 
sumed, because the Administration of Mr. Jackson, which the 
minister represented, did not indorse the position taken by the 
previous Administration of Mr. Adams. 

You will bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, that in that case the in- 
structions were those of a Secretary of State to a minister. They 
were given by the Secretary of State of the United States to a 
minister to Great Britain. They directed him to call attention to 
an undisputed fact. They merely recited something that was as 
well known as the rising and the setting of the sun. 

But, inasmuch as our minister was thereby authorized to make, 
in his negotiations with the British foreign office, some reference 
to the internal affairs of this country and to the changes by which 
one — party had been raised in the public estimation and 
another political party lowered, serious objection was taken to 
the instructions, and, asI have already said, there occurred in the 
Senate of the United States, in executive session, a debate, which 
is printed in Gales & Seaton’s History of the Debates. 

n that debate Daniel Webster, than whom nomore patriotic and 
loyal man ever lived, or one better qualified to discuss such mat- 
ters, made a speech, the essence of which, written out by himself, 
is here given. 

I will ask the Clerk to read the passages which I have marked, 
—s on the third line of page 1333, 

he Clerk read from Mr. Webster’s speech as follows: 


Sir, I would forgive mistakes; I would pardon the want of information; I 
would ee almost anything where I saw true patrio and sound Ameri- 
can feeling, but I can not forgive the sacrifice of this feeling to mere party. 

I can not concur in sending abroad a public agent who has not conceptions 
so large and liberal as to feel that, in the presence of foreign courts, amidst 
the monarchies of Europe, he is to stand up for his country, and his whole 
country; that no jot nor tittle of her honor is to come to harm in his hands; 
that he is not to suffer others to reproach either his Government or his coun- 

, and far less is he himself to reproach either; that he is to have no objects 
is eye but American objects, and no heart in his bosom but an American 
aoe aud that he is to forget self, to forget party, to forget every sinister 


be used in his negotiations with the British a office. 
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and narrow feeling in his proud and lofty attachment to the Republic whose 
commission he bears. 

Mr. President, I have discharged an exceedingly unpleasant duty, the most 
unpiecasant of my public life. But I have looked upon it as aduty, and it was 
not to be shunned. And, sir, however unimportant may be the opinion of so 
humble an individual as myself, I now only wish that i might be heard |)y 
ovens Daepensent freeman in the United States, by the British minister and 
the British King. and by every minister and every crowned head in Europe, 
while standin 
decisively as 

heen sent abroad as the representative of his party and not as the repre- 
sentative of his country. 
Applause. 
r. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts permit me one a 

Mr. BARRETT. can not consent to be interrupted, but when 
I have finished the course of my remarks—— 

_ Mr. COOPER of Florida. y inquiry is pertinent to this ques- 
tion, and I will not detain the gentleman a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida will be in order, 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I understood the gentleman to yield. 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida has no right to 
interrupt a member without his consent. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I have not undertaken to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. If the gentleman will not permit 

e-—_ 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, those were the words of Daniel 
Webster, uttered in the secrecy of an executive session of the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

The importance of that discussion was so great that by the vote 
of the Senate the proceedings were made public. 

Though the feeling in the Senate in those days was much stronger 
than now that the Executive prerogative should be respected, ney- 
ertheless in a Senate so composed, and in spite of personal ap- 

als made to Senators to allow the nomination to be confirmed, 

r. Van Buren, because of a statement which was not one-tenth 
so open to objection as the one which Mr. Bayard is reported to 
have made, was rejected. The Senate refused to confirm his nomi- 
nation on the ground outlined by Mr. Webster. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask you how much time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. Fifty minutes. 

Mr. BARRETT. As there are other gentlemen on this side of 
the House to whom I desire to yield a portion of my time in this 
matter, realizing too fully my own inexperience and lack of 
knowledge of the course of debate on this floor, I now yield the 
floor, reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman, before yielding 
the floor, permit me a question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida for the a of asking a question. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts now — me to ask—— 

Mr. BARRETT. If the gentleman desires to debate this reso- 
lution, I will refer him to the gentleman from Georgia, who will 
have his own time, and will doubtless allow the gentleman a part 


of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I do not wish to debate the resolu- 
tion, but to ask a question. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
has gotten up here and madean attack upon a distinguished citizen 
of the United States; and he hasreada record here. He said that 
when he had finished his remarks he would respond to a question. 
I do not wonder that the gentleman is afraid to answer questions. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman wishes to ask 
me a question, and not to take up my time in debate, I shall be 
glad to answer him. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Then I ask the gentleman whether, 
after those occurrences in the Senate to which he has referred, the 
American people did not vindicate Martin Van Buren, largely on 
account of those attacks in the Senate, by electing him President 
of the United States, as they will vindicate the views on high pro- 
tection and McKinleyism of Thomas F. Bayard if you dare to 
make the issue in the next election? eee on the Democratic 
side, and derisive cries on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman asks me as 4 
matter of historical fact whether or not Martin Van Buren was 
elected President of the United States after those occurrences, | 
answer that he was. But Imake the additional reply that he wis 
the first representative of his party up to that time who, having 
served four years in the Presidential chair, was by the voice of 
this ple buried so deep in the election of 1840 that his name 
a + 5 scarcely been heard of. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I suppose, of course, the House fully 
understands that the purpose of this resolution is to give gent!:- 
men an opportunity to air their views on the subject of the tar. 
Iassume there is no man who has ever been elected to the Con- 
gress of the United States by any party who could seriously be 


ere in my place I pronounce my rebuke, as solemnly and as 
ean, upon this first instance in which an American minister 
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lieve that the allegations in this resolution constitute good ground 
of impeachment. I acquit the gentleman from Massachusetts of 
any such idea or thought. My respect for his intelligence demands 
that I should do so. 


| 


Now, on examining these resolutions, it will be found that they | 


criticise our ambassador to Great Britain for remarks made by 
him on @ public occasion in Scotland. ‘The subject of his address 
was ‘“‘Individual freedom the germ of national progress and per- 
manence.” I have not a copy of the entire address before me, or 
[should be glad to put it in the REcorD, because I have no doubt, 
from the extract the gentleman has recited, that it was a clear 
and able speech against the pernicious doctrine of protection. 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Let me read to you some of the charges which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts makes against the ambassador. He claims 
that he should be impeached because he has said that protection 
has— 

Done more to foster class legislation and create inequality of fortune, to 
corruptpublic life, to banish men of independent mind and character from 


the public councils, to lower the tone of national representation, blunt pub- | 


lic conscience, create false standards in the popular mind, to familiarize it 
with reliance ops State aid and guardianship in private affairs, divorce 
ethics from pol 

scramble, than any other single cause. 


{oppleme on the Democratic side. | 
hy, Mr. Speaker, if we impeach all persons who approve the 
views thus expressed, we must impeach a majority of the Ameri- 
can people. [Applause on the Democratic side, and derisive laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. | 

Some of the older members on this floor may remember that the 
Republicans had a majority in the Fifty-first Congress; not, it is 
true, a large majority at the beginning, but by Republican methods 
they worked it up considerably. 
Democratic side.] That Congress passed what is known as the 
McKinley tariff bill, the very kind of protection, [have no doubt, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts approves of. 
passed the bill, and we went to the people of the United States on 
that issue. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When? 
publican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose one who has served so long with him 
must pardon the rudeness of the gentleman from Maine. [Laugh- 
t 


Last year? [Laughter on the Re- 


er. 

ire, BOUTELLE. I donot know of anyone who will do so with 
more grace than the gentleman from Georgia who now occupies 
the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam sure I will, sincerely. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat, the two parties went to the country 
on the issue raised by that bill—on the question of protection— 
the high protection of the McKinley bill. There was no question 
at that time fully discussed other than the tariff. The financial 
question, which more recently has caused so much division, cut 
at that time small figure comparatively. All over the country the 


question was the high rates of the McKinley bill against lower | 


rates. 

Do you gentlemen remember what took place, or have you in 
your rejoicing at your great majority to-day forgotten? Having 
a majority here of from 20 to 30—I do not remember exactly the 
majority—you passed the McKinley bill. We went to the coun- 
try on the issue thus presented, and in the next Congress this side 
had a majority of nearly 150. Therefore it is I say,if you should 
impeach men who entertain the views expressed by Mr. Bayard 
you must impeach the majority of the people of the United States. 

I want to read you a little more of this preamble. 


It was incorrect to speak of protection as a national policy, for that it could 
never be, because it could never be other than the fostering of special inter- 
ests at the expense of the rest, and this overthrew the great principle of 
equality before the law and that resultant sense of justice and equity in 
the administration of sovereign powers which was the true cause of domestic 
tranquillity and human contentment. 


. Now, Mr. Speaker, that side of the House have a very large 
majority. You can pass any legislation you please by a two- 
thirds vote. If you believe that the people of this country ap- 
prove the McKinley bill, or anything Vike it, you owe it to your- 
selves, you owe it to the country, to frame a bill and pass it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.}_ That side has twitted this 
side with the Wilson bill. When we were considering the bill 
had nothing but criticisms of it. Now, you can make a bill. 

ou say the revenues are short. You say they should be in- 
creased on protective lines. Have the manhood to present your 
billand it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Do notsay, as 
now and then you hear some Republican leader saying, ‘‘It is no 
use for us to pass a bill, because possibly it will not pass the 
Senate, or if it passes the Senate possibly it will meet with an 
Executive veto.” 

_My friends, take your own responsibility. Prepare your tariff 
bill, bring it in, pass it, and go to the country upon it. There is 
no other way in which you can justify your own position, or in 
which you can successfully assail the position of this side in the 
enforcement or passage “f the existing law. 


rT’ ‘ 
meress | . . a 
That Congress | resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


tics, and place politics upon the low level of a mercenary | 


| Judiciary. 
{Laughter and applause on the ; ~ 
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From time to time during this session of Congress we shall hear 
all kinds of speeches assailing the Wilson tariff bill, assailing this 
side for passing such a law. And yet, I believe now this Congress 
will adjourn without the passage of any general tariff bill through 
this House. It is an old plan of the Republicans to evade respon- 
sibility. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] precipitates 
this discussion in an unusual way by preferring. as he says, ar- 
ticles of impeachment. Of course he knows there is nothing in 
that. Of course he only expected thus to have an opportunity to 
make his remarks and have them go to the country; but it shows 
that, so far as that gentleman is concerned, at least, he is thor- 
oughly wedded to the idea of protection. Now, we count upon 
hjm as we count upon every man who shall vote for this resolu- 
tion to insist that his party shall frame a bill which carries out 
the Republican idea of protection. Let the country see, before 
the election, what you propose to do. The Republican party has 
never done that as to the tariff. The majority it acquired in the 
Fifty-first Congress it acquired on the idea of revising the tariff, 
correcting inequalities, and reducing the tariff by its friends; but 
when intrusted with power it elevated the schedules on almost 
every item, and when the people came to pass upon it, as [ said 
just now, they condemned it. 

Now, passing from that, this resolution, in the orderly course of 
business, ought to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
the law committee of the House. 

Here is a proposition to refer articles of impeachment to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. That, it seems to me, is itself an 
unheard-ot proposition. The committee which hasalways charge 
of matters of impeachment in this House is the Committee on the 
For that reason this resolution ought not to pass, and 
I give notice that before the resolution is voted upon I shall make 


| a motion—I would make it now, but perhaps it might cut off de 











bate, which I do not desire—I shall make a motion to refer this 
How much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve that time. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my col- 
league | Mr. ne of Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I introduced a 
resolution, which I placed before the House this morning, to 
carry out a promise I made to my constituents that I would call 
the matter of Mr. Bayard’s speeches to the attention of the House 
of Representatives. It was not my idea when I presented that 
resolution that there would be immediate consideration of it, but 
I thought that it might go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
for their consideration and then be referred back to the House 
for debate. Whether or not Mr. Bayard should be impeached for 
the speeches he has made, certainly something should be done. 
He should receive the stamp of the disapproval of this Adminis- 
tration, as he has already received the disapproval of the American 
people. 

Now, the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
altogether too learned not to see that he has confused the ques- 
tion. The question is not whether Mr. Bayard has been upon 
the right side of one of our domestic questions in the speeches he 
has delivered in Great Britain. Ever since the 4th day of July, 
1776, the place for the discussion of questions of our domestic pol- 
icy has been within the territory of these United States. [Ap- 
plause on the Republicanside.] Before that time the place where 
these questions could properly be discussed was in Edinburgh or 
in London, but the time when that was proper ceased then. 

Now, Mr. Bayard has made in Edinburgh what I think every- 
body will admit to have been a violent partisan speech. I assert 
that it was an obvious imprcpriety, a thing unbecoming the office 
that he held, to submit an atinens to the people there upon ques- 
tions that should be presented before the American people. If 
Mr. Bayard wants to make speeches on free trade or protection 
for this country, then he should come home. The place for him 
to do it is not in Great Britain. Mr. Bayard’s offense is so as- 
tounding that international law has no name for it. We have 
known of instances where an ambassador has proved to be per- 
sona non grata to the country to which he was accredited, but we 
have yet to learn of an ambassador being persona non grata to 
his own country. Not very many years ago Mr. Bayard applied 
this doctrine of persona non grata to the then minister of Great 
Britain to this country, who in the course of a private and per- 
sonal letter intimated what was then the palpable but is now the 
demonstrated truth, that British interests would be subserved by 
the triumph of the Democratic party in the United States. {Loud 
applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Bayard said that Mr. Sackville West should be recalled; and 
he was right in so saying, although Mr. Sackville West stated 
nothing but the absolute truth. Mr. Bayard’s grave offense as to 
his Edinburgh speech is that, whether it was right or wrong, it 
was unbecoming and improper for him to make it there, and I 
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believe that this House of Representatives, without distinction of 
party, before we have finished with this subject, will declare that 
it was unbecoming and improper for him, holding the position as 
our ambassador, to make the speech he did make in Edinburgh. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bayard made a speech in August last, in old 
Boston, in England, upon which I notice the gentleman from 
Georgia does not comment. In that speech he declared that the 
American people were a ‘violent people;” that they were ‘‘in 
need of a strong ruler;” and I state when he made that speech he 
misrepresented not only the American people, but their form of 
a The American people have no master. Their Presi- 
dent is great because they are great. He is great not because he 
is their master, but because he is the chief servant of the people of 
this country. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when this matter shall come before the House 
again, as I trust it will, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
or from some other committee, I may indulge in some further ob- 
servations; but I will add nothing now, except that it seems to me 
the President of the United States can not feel greatly flattered 
when his ambassador, who should be our ambassador abroad, in 
order to praise him found it necessary to abuse and insult the 
American people. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the orderly conduct 
of this debate would require that the other side should take their 
time in alternation with this side. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia if he desires further discussion? 

Mr. CRISP. How much time has been used on that side? 

Mr. BARRETT. 1 offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And whereas in a public speech delivered in Boston, England, on the 2d 
day of August, 1895, the said Bayard is reported by the press of this country 
to have said; * The President stands in the midst of a strong, self-confident, 
and oftentimes violent people, men who desire to have their own way, and 
who need to have that way frequently obstructed, and I tell you plainly it 
takes a real man to govern the people of the United States.” 

Laughter. 
r. BARRETT, I would like the gentleman from Georgia to 
take a part of his time as debate proceeds. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time has been consumed? 

The SPEAKER. Forty-five minutes upon either side. 


Mr. BARRETT. LIunderstand, under the rules and practice of 
this House, that the mover of a resolution is entitled to close 
debate. 

Mr. CRISP. When we have a running debate of five or ten 
minutes it is usual to alternate, but still the gentleman has forty- 
five minutes. 

Mr. BARRETT. I have just put in a gentleman on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to move at the proper time that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Ido not 
make that motion now, because it would cut off debate. 

Mr. BARRETT. If the gentleman does not desire debate I 
shall close and ask for the previous question. 

Mr. CRISP. That is altogether with the House whether they 
will do this side injustice or not. The gentleman may demand 
it, but I assure him now, as a new member, that side will not sus- 
tain it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The debate began with a few remarks by 
myself, followed by the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. reg! , followed by the remarks of my colleague from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCa..], andI submit to the House whether it is 
not now the turn of the other side. 

Mr. CRISP, But does not the gentleman see that he has forty- 
five minutes remaining on his side, while we have forty-five min- 
utes on this side, and that therefore it is reasonable that he should 
use some of his remaining time and let us follow him; he, of course, 
having the right to conclude the debate, which nobody seeks to take 
away from him? 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, in order to show that courtes 
which is due at least from a new member to one who has had suc 
long and distinguished service in this House as the gentleman from 
—, and who certainly ought to be much better versed than 
myself in the rules and the practice of the House, I now yield ten 
— of my remaining time to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

INGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr, Crisp], in the remarks which he has made, has 
entirely avoided the real point at issue under this resolution. It 
is not a question as to whether protection or free trade is the ap- 
propriate policy of this country. It is not a question whether any 
citizen of this country, or even any official, upon any stump or any 

latform in this country, has the right to advocate either side of 
at issue. The question is whether our ambassador to the Court 
of St. James, not an ambassador from the Democratic party, not 
an ambassador from the Republican party, not an am or 
from the Populist party, but the ambassador of the whole people 
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of the United States, charged with the duty of representing the 
whole people in those matters which relate to the nationality of 
this country, should, while holding that position and on foreign 
soil, so far forget the position which he halds, so far forget that he 
is a representative of the whole United States, as to denounce one- 
half of the people of this country as men who are in favor of a 
policy which breeds corruption and leads to selfishness. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Georgia if he, as a fair-minded 
man, would regard it as appropriate for an ambassador of the 
United States who chanced in his party relations at home to be 
a Republican to go upon a platform in a foreign country, while 
he was holding the position of our ambassador, and make a speech 
declaring that those of our people who favored free trade, or op- 
posed the policy of protection in this country, were in favor of a 
system which produced corruption, in favor of a system which 
destroyed business, and resulted in the complete enervation of 
the American people? Suppose the case were reversed, I ask the 
gentleman from Georgia if he would regard an ambassador repre- 
senting the whole American people as acting properly if he turned 
aside from his duties as the representative of the whole American 
people to make such a speech? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in reply I say to my friend from 
Maine that I regard this utterance of the American ambassador 
not as the discussion of a question of municipal policy in the 
United States, but rather as the discussion of a world-wide policy, 
a question which is discussed in every university in the world. 
The question of protection or free trade is not a municipal ques- 
tion confined to any one country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that my friend from 
Georgia should thus avoid the issue here, because it is one that 
may become very practical with reference to the conduct of our 
am adors abroad in the future. Mr. Bayard was discussing 
protection as a policy in this country, and nowhere else. I ask 
the gentleman from Georgia again: Suppose the ambassador of 
the United States, Mr. Bayard, should, during this coming week, 
appear on a platform in the city of London and denounce gentle- 
men in this country who advocate the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1 as men who are in favor of destroy- 
ing the business of the country, as men who practice corruption, 
would the gentleman regard that as a performance appropriate 
to the functions of an American minister abroad? [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman assumes that I either approve or 
criticise the conduct or the language of an ambassador, according 
as I may approve or disapprove of the propositions which he lays 
down, Surely the gentleman must see that that is hardly fair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But was not the whole tenor of the argument 
of the gentleman from Georgia to sustain the ambassador in the 
speech that he madein Edinburgh, denouncing an economic policy 
which at least haif the people of the United States approve, 
and which had been the continuous policy of this country for 
thirty-two years? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman forgets that the question which 
our ambassador there raised is an academic question, which is 
discussed everywhere thoughout the world, and why should the 

entleman from Delaware who has gone as our ambassador to 
reat Britain surrender the ideas which he has long entertained 
as to the wisdom of lower tariff rates? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But should Mr. Bayard, occupying the posi- 
tion of an ambassador of the United States in a foreign country, 
discuss that question from a partisan standpoint, upon a foreign 
platform, and denounce as corruptionists the people in this country 
who are in favor of a certain policy? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think the gentleman’s criticism is just at 
all, The ambassador was talking about a general question of fis- 
cal policy. As to the question of what it is proper for an ambas- 
sador to do or not to do, to say or not to say, not on a public but 
on an official occasion, I do not pretend to decide. If the gentle- 
man asks me as an individual whether I think the ambassador was 
right in what he said on that subject, of course I would approve 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is a 
question of much importance with reference to the conduct of our 
am ors abroad. And I should feel just as much disposed to 
insist upon the criticism which I have made with reference to a 
foreign ambassador if he had made a speech exactly the reverse 
of this. If any ministerof the United States, being a Republican, 
had, upon a platform in Great Britain or elsewhere, made a speech 
denouncing as par ae sane and enemies of the country those 
in this country who favored free trade and opposed protection, [ 
should have said that such an ambassador should be recalled im- 
mediately after making such a speech. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer to the language recited in 
this resolution. Let us see what is an ‘‘ academic question.” 

















1895. 








In his own country— 

Said Ambassador Bayard, representing the whole people of this 
country and not simply one party or one faction of the people— 
aa his own country he had witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 
State socialism called protection, which he believed had done more to foster 
class legislation and create ae poe of fortune, to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the public councils, to | 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, create false 
standards in the popular mind, etc. 

Now, I want to know whether the gentleman from Georgia re- 
is such an utterance as this by an ambassador of the whole 
people of the United States, on a foreign platform, as a mere dis- 
cussion of an ‘*‘ academic question? 

Mr. CRISP. Is nof the statement as quoted a statement that 
this protective policy tends to breed corruption? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘‘In his own country.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I want to know if the gentleman from | 
Georgia believes that an ambassador of all the people of the 
United States has a right to go upon a foreign platform and thus | 
denounce one-half or more of the people of this country? [Ap- | 
plause on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. I give the gentleman my own opinion. I am not | 
adiplomat. I do not know anything about international law. 
But it seems to me that any citizen of the United States, no mat- 
ter in what capacity he may be acting, has the right, when the 
discussion of an economic policy arises, to give his honest convic- 

ion as to the tendencies and results of its practice in his own 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Speaking on a foreign platform, has an 
ambassador of the whole people of the United States the right 
to denounce a policy of the Government which he represents, and 
especially denounce the citizens who sustain that policy—more | 
than one-half of the people—denounce that policy as one that cor- 
rupts public life? 

Mr. CRISP. He should always tell the truth. 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, Imust say Iam surprised at 
the views expressed by the gentleman from Georgia—not his views 
as to the point in dispute between the friends of protection and the | 
friends of free trade, for no one on this side is discussing that now— 
but his views with reference to the correct conduct of a minister 
of the United States in a foreign country before a foreign audience. 

If, as I have already said, the minister of this country to Eng- 
land had gone upon a platform in London and denounced the peo- 
ple in this country who favored the free coinage of silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1 as corruptionists, as men seeking to destroy the inter- 
ests of this country, I am sure that the indignation of the gentle- 
man from Georgia would have been at once aroused, and he would | 
have seen the impropriety of such conduct on the part of an am- 
bassddor of the whole people. But the impropriety would have 
been no more patent in that case than in this. And I think it ex- 
ceedingly important at this point that no considerable body of the | 
American people should undertake to defend any ambassador of 
the United States, whatever the party to which he may be attached 
at home, who goes abroad and, while holding that official position 
and discharging the duties of ambassador for the whole people of 
the United States, denounces, upon a foreign platform before a 
foreign audience, a policy which prevailed in this country from | 
1861 to 1893, supported by a vast majority of the American people. | 
And I would condemn the ambassador who should go upon a for- | 
eign platform while holding that position and denounce those who | 
take acontrary view. I think that the good judgment of the gen- | 
tleman from Georgia must convince him that any such conduct as | 
this by an ambassador of the whole people of the United States | 
is injurious to the interests of this country and presents an exam- 
ple which should not be sustained by any considerable body of the 
American people. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
ir. CRISP. Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DineLey] 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If I can have the time. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired; but some other gentleman can take the floor and yield to 
allow the question to be asked. 

Mr. BARRETT. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Maine _ we) 

Mr. CRISP. Now, will the gentleman kindly yield for a 
question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will. 

Mr. CRISP. I answered at least with candor the question of | 
the gentleman, and I shall expect as much from him. I ask him 
whether he believes, as a Representative, that the language recited 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts in his resolution furnishes 
good ground for the impeachment of Mr. Bayard? 

Mr. DINGLEY Although I am not discussing that question, 
yet may say, if I an answer is desired, that in my judgment this 
18 4 case in which perhaps impeachment may not be the most ex- 


gare 


[Applause on | 
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pedient remedy. But that this House, representing the American 
people, should condemn such action on the part of their ambassa- 
dor abroad I have no doubt. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend let me say in this connection that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts obtained the right to discuss 
this question in this House solely on the ground that the language 
recited constituted ground of impeachment? Without such an 
allegation or averment the gentleman could not have been enabled 
to make his speech. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not responsible for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, who has exercised hisown judgment in the premises. 

Mr. CRISP. Then, as I understand, the allegation that this is 
an impeachable offense—an offense for which Mr. Bayard should 
be impeached—does not meet the approval of the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now,I want to ask the gentleman, as long as 
he has asked me the question—— 

Mr. CRISP. Am 1 correct about that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to ask the gentleman whether—— 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman is pursuing the Irish method— 
answering my question by asking another. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I have answered the question of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. Was I correct in assuming that the gentleman 
from Maine did not concur with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts in holding that this language, if correctly reported, furnishes 
ground for impeachment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. My judgment is that such language, denounc- 
ing the people of this country, uttered in a foreign country by an 
ambassador of the United States, is an impeachable offense if the 
House desires to thus proceed. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Whether it is wise to do so is another question. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, well 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). I have no doubt animpeachable 
offense has been committed, if the House desires to apply this 
remedy, and in any event one which should receive the reproba- 
If the ambassadors of the 
United States are to violate the proprieties of their official position 
in this manner, the time has certainly come when it is the duty of 
Congress to make an example of the guilty parties, and even by 
process of impeachment, if nothing else will answer, although in 
this case I prefer another remedy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in conclusion, that I regret 
that any question of this kind should take any partisan turn what- 
ever. As Ihave said, it is not a question between the advocates 
of protection and free trade, but the question is as to the propriety 
of the conduct of an ambassador of the whole people of the United 
States in a foreign country. I can not believe that there is a 


| single gentleman on the other side of the House, certainly not the 


gentleman from Georgia, who would countenance as a principle 


| an ambassador of the United States in going on a foreign stump 


or a foreign platform and denouncing a policy which is sustained 
by at least one-half of the people of this country and condemning 
the citizens of his country as corruptionists. 

[ think some example should be made of a United States 
ambassador who persistently violates the proprieties of official 
life. In my judgment the members of the House should unhesi- 
tatingly condemn such a course, even, if necessary, to the extent of 
asking the President of the United States to recall the ambassador 
who thus violates the proprieties of official life. I say this, too, 
without regard to the party of which this gentleman or any other 
gentleman occupying a similar position may be a member. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
for information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no time at my disposal to answer it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to ask the gentleman if he recollects 
whether Mr. Schenck, our minister abroad at one time, was im- 
peached—— 

Mr. BARRETT. Does this come out of my time, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama | Mr.WHEELER] 
took the floor to ask a question of the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
DINGLEY]. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield him time? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman for the purpose of asking 
& question. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman said the Republican party 
would impeach a Republican ambassador under such circum- 
stances. Did they impeach Mr. Schenck when he was guilty of 
the offense of cheating the English in mining business? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend from Alabama is mistaken; it was 
cheating at poker. ae. | 

Mr. CRISP. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CumMINGs]}. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I can not say whether this res- 
olution is brought in here under a false pretense or not; but I con- 
gratulate myself upon knowing that it is brought into the House 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
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based upon a newspaper report of a speech. It is introduced by 
an editor of a newspaper, the Boston Advertiser. His action is 
backed by a former editor of the same newspaper. The editor of 
the Lewiston Journal has also given a favorable expression to the 
resolution. Mr. Speaker, it seems eminently fitting that a news- 
paper writer on thisside of the House should have something to say 
on the subject, and I congratulate the correspondents in the gal- 
lery that the press is at least speaking for itself on the floor of the 
House. 

I have no particular love for the ambassador of the United States 
to Great Britain. I have not forgotten that he has not done what 
he should have done toward securing the release of Lrish patriots, 
citizens of the United States, who I believe are incarcerated un- 
justly in English prisons to-day. 

I have not forgotten that he is a welcome guestin the houses of 
the Conservative aristocracy there, and that he never — at 
banquets given by the friends of home rule in Ireland. But, Mr. 
Speaker, he should be treated with justice even by his political 
opponen®s upon this floor. If I read his remarks, or his alleged 
remarks, correctly, they resemble remarks that I have heard read 
frequently in publicdocuments uponthisfloor. Heis only reiterat- 
ing what has been proclaimed by the President of the United 
States in messages and letters read in Congress. The ambassa- 
dor to Great Britain ought not to be impeached for repeating the 
sentiments and ideas promulgat1 by the President of the United 
States. If this resolution is not brought in here under false pre- 
tenses, why does not the gentleman from Massachusetts aos 
BARRETT] supplant it with a resolution impeaching the President? 
[Manifestations of derision on the Republican side. | 

Go to the fountain head, gentlemen, if you mean what you say. 
You have been taking similar medicine for nearly eight years 
from the President of the United States, and not a whimper have 
we heard of impeachment; yet the instant that an officer of the 
Government reasserts the sentiments enunciated by the President 
of the United States in his messages or papers, forthwith there is 
a great hue and cry for impeachment. 

But there is really nothing in this demand, Mr. Speaker. It is 
only the opening of the tariff debate for the present session of 
Congress. Youare getting in early, my friends. You will have 
plenty of time later on. If the tariff is to be revised there will be 
plenty of time for debate, and all the young Congressmen will 
undoubtedly have an opportunity to participate. Iam glad that 
the rules of the Fifty-first Congress were temporarily adopted by 
this House. You are working under these rules. They limit this 
debate here to two hours. Why anticipate the fight? I have 
taken more than my share of the two hours. I thank the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] for his courtesy. [Laughter and 
applause. 

_ fr. OHISP. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, when this Con- 
gress assembled it was confronted with grave and important re- 
sponsibilities. The —— had great expectations. They ho 
that there would be legislation to ameliorate existing difficulties. 
They expected that the great ey on the Republican side 
would give to the country legislation that would benefit the peo- 

le and improve business. e have now been here one week. 

he committees have not been announced. The reguiar organiza- 
tion for business has not been completed, and yet the first step that 
the Republicans take toward ameliorating the condition of affairs 
in this country is to bring in a resolution looking to impeachment 
of an American ambassador on grounds which I am satisfied they 
regard as insufficient. Itake it that no one here doubts the object 
of the resolution. It is simply that a few gentlemen on the Re- 
publican side may air their rhetoric and present to the country 
their views on a protective tariff. If the Republicans desire to 
legislate on the tariff question, they should be bold enough to bring 
in a bill and meet that great question as it should be met. 

The people of the United States are watching this Congress with 
great interest, and, remembering the pledges which have been 
made, they expect beneficial legislation. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] desires to benefit this country, let 
him proceed in some more proper way than to attack our American 
ambassador, Mr. Bayard, on ene om reports that are not known 
to be authentic. That distinguis gentleman needs no defense 
by me. His record in the Senate of the United States, his record 
as Secretary of State, speaks more strongly than anything I can 
say in behalf of his statesmanship, his ability, and his patriotism. 
This resolution is simply an excuse, a miserable excuse, brought 
in here that a debate may be started on a subject that the Repub- 
licans seem to be afraid to bring up in a regular way. 

I do not believe that there is anything in the words which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. BARRETT] has taken from 
newspapers to authorize impeachment or to justify him in the 
assault which he has made on a distinguished and worthy officer. 
Mr. Bayard has said nothing more in the paragraph quoted than 
the President of the United States has substantially said in his 
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messages. He has said nothing more than has been repeate || y 
said by members of this House, and he has spoken plain and w))- 
varnished truth. When Mr. Bayard made a speech on the s:))- 
ject of ‘‘ Individual freedom the germ of national progress 
permanence,” he was simply doing that which he had a ric¢ht 
do, and I fail to find in anything set forth in the preamble 
resolutions proper grounds for impeachment. I do not beli: 
that gentlemen on the other side of the House regard the langua 
recited as sufficient to authorize impeachment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow mea question? D 
not my friend distinguish any difference between a message ¢o111- 
ing from the President of the United States, whose duty or priy- 
ilege it is, at least, to send a message to this House stating |; 
opinion, or a statement made by a member of this House, where 
—s are discussed, and a statement made in a foreign country 

y an American ambassador in regard to his own countrymen 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam accustomed, Mr. Speak: 
to the interruptions of my friend from Maine. I believe th 
always occur. I do make a distinction between a President's inos- 
sage or the speeches made on this floor and the utterances of ; 
foreign ambassador. 

But I say that there is nothing in the reported utterances of 
Ambassador Bayard set forth in the preamble and resolution which 
justifies impeachment, and they were used as a flimsy pretext to 
precipitate a debate on protection and injure a faithful and wortiy 
ambassador. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Whatcan a fellow say to disgrace his country 
if he has not said it there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When the gentleman refers to 
Mr. Bayard in that manner he shows his failure to appreciate tlie 
ability and statesmanship of that distinguished gentleman. [ de- 
cline to be further interrupted. 

Mr. Speaker, if we had the complete speech delivered by Mr. 
Bayard before the Edinburgh Philosophic Institution I have no 
doubt it would be regarded by impartial and unprejudiced persons 
as a clean and able argument against protection and in favor of in 
dividual freedom and directly in accordance with the sentiments 
of the President who appointed him, and in line with the views 
of a majority of the people of that country which the able am)s- 
sador of the United States represented at the Court of Great Britain. 

I know of no reason, political, social, or diplomatic, to prevent 
our ambassadors or ministers from upholding and supporting the 
sentiments or views of the President of the United States or a ma- 
jority of his countrymen. 

Mr. BARRETT. I made the statement in my opening remarks 
that the statements made by Mr. Bayard were in no sense wivr- 
ranted by but were in distinct defiance of tae rules and regula- 
tions issued for his conduct by the Department of State. I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], who served in the 
diplomatic service, as to whether or not my statement is based 
on the truth, and I yield to him any time he desires to make a 
statement. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the instructions that are issued by the 
State Department to the diplomatic representatives of the United 
States are partly oral, by the Secretary usually, and partly in a 
special paper which has been and I believe still is considered con- 
fidential: and I would not feel at liberty to read here a paper which 
was put in my hands as a confidential paper when I undertook 
such service; but as I subsequently, as Assistant Secretary, some 
times gave the instructions, by the Secretary’s direction, to officers 
departing for diplomatic posts, I may say that the remark of thie 

entleman from Massachusetts is substantially correct—that iil 

iplomatic representatives who went out were specially enjoined 
to use the greatest caution in their public utterances, to touch 
upon no burning or political question in the country to which they 
were accredited or elsewhere. There is a public document on tlie 
subject which answers the gentleman’s question with more pre- 
cision. In the regulations and instructions issued by authority 
of the President of the United States for the government of ail 
our consular officers throughout the world occur these words: 

They. will not give publicity through the press or otherwise to opinions in- 
— to the public institutions of the country or the persons concerned in 

heir administration. 

They— 


Are not allowed to allude in _—_ speeches to any matters in dispute 
between the United States and any other government; * * * itisasiill 
better rule to avoid public speeches when it can be done without exciting 
feeling in the community in which the officer resides. They will be par 
larly careful to refrain from untavorable comment or criticism upon the 
institutions or acts of the Government to which they are accredited. 


That is sent out as an order and it has this preliminary not 

The following revised regulations and instructions * * * are hereby 
prescribed. 

That is signed by President Cleveland and accompanied by «0 
order of the Secretary of State, similar in tenor, closing with tis 
strict injunction upon every officer: 

They are to be carefully observed in all respects. 

Tam, sir, your obedient servant, 


j 
‘ 


T. F. BAYARD. 
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At the time I was connected with the State Department the 
Consular Regulations were revised and these paragraphs were put 
in charge of an experienced and skillful officer, Mr. Wood, to 
revise. He didso,and brought them to me for approval. In the 
discussion between us it was stated that they might be enlarged 
to cover all domestic questions or politics and forbid their dis- 
cussion. But Mr. Blaine, Secretary of State, said, ‘‘ No; such in- 
structions are unnecessary. We never have had, and never will 
have, an officer who will go abroad and talk about our affairs at 
home.” [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Money]. ; 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that in the discus- 
sion of this resolution the gentleman from Massachusetts and the 
gentlemen on the other side have not acted ingenuously in this 
assault upon the American ambassador at the Court of St. James 
in reference to the language which they have quoted as used by 
Mr. Bayard in the public press. They have asserted here, and it 
will go to the country in the Recorp and through the public 
press, that Mr. Bayard used language concerning his compatriots 
in America that was disparaging to them, and that seems to be 
the gravamen of the complaint. 

I call the attention of this House to the fact that Mr. Bayard in 
no single instance, or in a word that he usedin this speech, in any 
way has assailed the character of his fellow-citizens of America. 
He never said that you gentlemen who favor protection were cor- 
ruptionists. I can debate the question of protection with my 
friend and my neighbor here, and [ can say to him as Mr. Bayard 
said upon the platform in Great Britain, that the tendency of 
the policy of protection is to corruption; but I will have at the 
same time the highest respect for the character of the men with 
whom I differ. Mr. Bayard could, with perfect respect to the 
American people, make the statement to that effect in what my 
distinguished friend here calls an academic discussion, that the 
tendency of this policy and principle was toward corruption. 

The gentleman from Maine [| Mr. DINGLEY] asked my friend from 
Georgia {Mr. CrIsP] a while ago what he would have said if Mr. 
Bayard, our ambassador, had denounced or should denounce the ad- 
vocates of free silver as corruptionists, whether he would have ap- 
proved of such a course on the part of our ambassador. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, even that would not be any ground on which to lodge 
an impeachment. I would notimpeach an ambassador who used 
that language. I wouldsimply be in favor of locking him up ina 
private bedlam until he should have alucidinterval. [Laughter. | 
That would be sufficient punishment for a man who denounced the 
advocates of the free coinage of silver as corruptionists. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that, admitting, which I do not, 
that the language used by Mr. Bayard about the doctrine of pro- 
tection was improperly used, there is still no ground for impeach- 
ment. An impeachment is a prosecution. Do gentlemen know 
of any law that authorizes them to prosecute a man for high 
crimes and misdemeanors upon any such ground as is allaged in 
this resolution? Where do you find the language used legally de- 
fined as acrime or misdemeanor? You say that the language is 
improper; that it is language open to objection. Well. is that 
anywhere defined as a crime or a misdemeanor? Can you impeach 
aman simply for using what you say is improper language? 

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished American citizen who is to-day 
representing this country in Great Britain has seen fit in a public 
speech there to use language that may not meet the approval of 
the American Congress; but if it should not be approved by the 
majority of this House, it seems to me that the proper course 


would be to frame a resolution of censureandexpress your opinion | 


on the subject, if that is what you desire to do; and I can not be- 
lieve that there is a lawyer on that side of the House who thinks 
that an impeachment will lie upon the ground which is here al- 
leged. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think the resolution should be 
referred to the appropriate committee, the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, that they may coolly and calmly examine the facts of the 
case and report them back to this House for its sober action. 
There is no necessity for a football rush in a matter of this im- 
portance. We can very well defer it to a later day, until both 
sides of the House shall have had an opportunity to examine the 
circumstances attending the utterance of the language which is 


in that way we shall not haveacted either fairly or ingenuously by 
& gentleman who has, in the highest degree, represented abroad 
the character, the intelligence, and the patriotism of the American 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, we reserve the remainder of our time 
until we hear further from gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as I listened to tlx 
(defense made of our ambassador to England by the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] it seemed to me at first that 
he was. going to say that the language attributed to the ambas- 
sador was found in a mere newspaper article—not disavowed, it 
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is true, by Mr. Bayard or his friends, but yet not verified by him 

and that it might be well to wait and see whether he would not 
repudiate it. The gentleman from Georgia, however, left no 
doubt of its authenticity, for he accepted and defended it. I 
regretted that, because I do not believe that the gentleman from 
Georgia in his heart is proud of that utterance or that in his mind 
he approves of it. I listened also, with some amusement, to the 
apology made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] 
for the sentences uttered by our ambassador to England. His 
apology was that this was not near so bad as some other things 
that the ambassador had done while he wasoverthere. [Laughter. ] 

As to this resolution, Mr. Speaker, I think it should go to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, not to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Ifitshall be ascertained beyond doubt that our ambassador 
did make that speech at Edinburgh, asalleged in the newspapers, I 
do not believe that there can be found a man upon the other side 
of the House who will place himself upon his honor and say that 
he indorses that language or that conduct, and I am quite sure 
that throughout the country there can not be found a corporal’s 
guard to indorse it. But gentlemen say that the ambassador 
ought not to be impeached. Well, so far as my opinion is con- 
cerned, I doubt if he ought to be impeached as a matter of policy, 
perhaps not even as a matter of right; butif he made these utter- 
ances, then, unless the President of the United States promptly 
recalls him, I do believe thatitis the duty of the American House 
of Representatives, in an orderly manner, to express, by way of 
censure, its disapproval of such action and such utterances. 
[Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr.CRISP. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, without pausing in the brief time 
allowed me to comment on the apparent motive of this resolution, 
or the perversion of so small an incident to precipitate the tariff 
war, I desire to say, what perhaps has not yet been said by any 
gentleman who has taken part in this discussion, that I believe 
that the utterance imputed to the American ambassador while 
speaking at Edinburgh hardly constituted even an impropriety. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts called on my veteran friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Hitt], who is an experienced diplomat, having 
had long connection, both at home and abroad, with our foreign 
affairs, to produce the regulations of the State Department re- 
stricting our ambassadors and foreign ministers in the expression 
of their sentiments. But the gentleman last named, with all his 
experience, both in the State Department and in our diplomatic 
service, could find only restrictive admonitions as to political 
utterances by our foreign representatives upon the local affairs 
of the countries to which they are accredited. The citation con- 
tained nothing in the way of an instruction to our foreign repre- 
sentatives as to what their conduct should bein regard toexisting 
policies in their own country. 

Mr. Speaker, this question of so-called protection is not simply 
a local issue, nor is it a mere *‘ academic question,” as my colleague 
from Georgia has said. It relates to a policy that runs round the 
world. It is a part of the common law of humanity. It isa 
burning question in all our international relations. We have not 


| a representative abroad whose business it is not to discuss and 


negotiate upon matters affecting protection. Our consuls month 


| by month make their reports, in which they discuss every phase 


of protection. Our representatives of the higher degree, our am- 
bassadors and ministers at foreign courts, are required by their 
duty to their country under existing laws to negotiate reciprocal 
trade relations, and they are certainly at liberty to give their 
views on the effect and consequences of a policy of commercial 
restriction and suppression. The largest part of their public duty 
at this time is to secure the abandonment or mitigation of pro- 
tective burdens inflicted on our trade. 

What, then, becomes of this proposed impeachment of our dis- 
tinguished minister at London? There is no foundation for it in 
diplomacy, in politics, or in morals. A man, whether he repre- 
sents this country in one place or another, is not stripped of his 
true sentiments, and has a right to speak them respectfully wher- 
ever the sun shines if he is in accord with the policy of his own 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.| The people of 


c : | Great Britain are not ignorant of the political revolutions that 
here cited against Mr. Bayard. Until we deal with the question | 


take place in this country. They are aware of the policies of the 
Administration which our ambassadors are supposed to represent. 
As they represent the successful party at home, their views upon 


| these policies certainly ought to give no offense at home if they 





give none abroad. Butin any view Mr. Bayard was in Scotland 
by invitation, and in a philosophical and scholarly way discussed 
the principle and practical effects of protection. Andif gentlemen 
on the other side of the House are afraid to have that principle 
discussed with the utmost freedom and latitude in any tribunal 
where scholars contend, then they would put an embargo on the 
progressive development of the truth! Here is a good example of 
the madness of protection! [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. BARRETT. I yield five minutes of my remaining time to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jounson]. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. aoesien, after the very vigor- 
ous onslaught which the distinguished gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CumMINGs] has made upon our ambassador to England, in 
which, for the purpose of discrediting the original accusation 
here, he has seen fit to impeach the veracity of his chosen profes- 
sion, and has then gone on to supplement the accusation with a 
recital of other wrongs committed by the ambassador, I hardly 
feel it necessary that anything further should be submitted on 
this side of the Chamber. 

Passing, however, from the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp], who seems to be the recognized leader on the other 
side of this Chamber, I trust I may be permitted to say that dur- 
ing the entire time he was speaking I could not but reflect how 
difficult it is in debate for a man of really great ability to invest a 
wrong with the appearance of a right. 

Now, I am not concerned, as is the gentleman from Georgia, and 
as is the gentleman from Kentucky, with the question as to the 
motives of the gentleman from Massachusetts in bringing this 
question of privilege before the House. I carenot whether he did 
it for the purpose of getting an opportunity by discussion to ex- 

sress his indignation at the conduct of our ambassador, or whether 
c did it for the bona fide purpose of pressing the matter further 
and procuring an impeachment of the ambassador. Doubtless if 
he did it from the first motive, it was because of the refusal of the 
gentleman from Georgia to permit the consideration of the reso- 
lution offered by the other gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
which made it necessary that some kind of parliamentary device 
should be resorted to if gentlemen on this floor were to have an 
opportunity to express their disapproval ofthe conduct of the am- 
bassador to England. 

But the trouble with the gentleman from Georgia is that he has 
shot wide of the mark; that he seems, as do other gentlemen on 
that side of the House, to have misapprehended the real point at 
issue in this matter. The question, sir, is not whether protection 
is right or whether protection is wrong. The question is not 
whether the tenets of free trade will best advance the interests of 
our country or whether they will injure its interests. Nor is the 
issue whether or not those questions which the gentleman from 
Georgia has been pleased to call ‘‘ academic” shall be discussed in 
the proper forum in this country. Nor is it even a question as to 
whether a ringers citizen of this country, being upon a foreign soil, 
has the right to express his unfavorable opinion either of the policy 
or the morals of his fellow-Americansat home. But the question 
is whether a man who is the chosen representative of the people of 
this country, who bears in his hand the insignia of office, shall on 
a public occasion, on the soil of the Government to which he is 
accredited, in the presence of foreigners, not merely speak dispar- 
agingly of the tenets of a politi arty in his country, but also 
muke such a personal application of his remarks to his countrymen 
as shall impeach their integrity and their honesty. 

This, sir, is the question before the House, and the gentleman 
need not attempt to distract attention from this vital question by 
undertaking to impute to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber 
simply a disposition tolug in a debate upon the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say that whenever an ambassador 
to a foreign country puts his foot upon a transatlantic steamer to 

© to his destination to represent us, from that moment he should 
be a sealed book as to the internal dissensions or diverse views of 
his countrymen. 

From that moment he should see everything, to quote the lan- 
guage of Webster which has just been read upon this floor, solely 
with American eyes, and he should stand as a representative not 
of any particular polity or of any particular pee of his country- 
men, but.as the dian and conservator of all the American people 
North and South, East and West; I undertake, too, sir, to say that 
for a foreign ambassador from any country to open his mouth upon 
the soil of the country to which he spoceselined either in disparage- 
ment of its institutions or in the disparagement of the institutions 
of his own countrymen isa gross ere) a breach not simply 
of official etiquette, but a wrong which should justly call down 
upon him the impartial censure of all his patrioticcountrymen. 

Now, as I have said, the gentleman from Georgia has evaded 
that whole question at issue on this question of privilege, and has 
seen fit to talk about the result of the election and to discuss the 
merits of the question of protection or free trade, which are in no- 
wise involved on this occasion. I do not wonder that the gentle- 
man has seen fit to announce to this House that he is not a diplo- 
mat. The very awkward manner in which he sought to evade the 
pertinent question put to him by my friend, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], is of itself a strong confirma- 
tion of his declaration, and shows that his opinion of himself is 
well entertained. He will never again be called upon to make 
that declaration upon this floor after the experience of to-day, for 
the House will at once assent hereafter to the truth of his propo- 
sition that he knows nothing of diplomacy. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 
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When the gentleman cites the result of the election of 189° 5 
proof that Mr. Bayard reflected the views of his countrymen i 
the language employed by him abroad, which language, I in 
he had no right to make use of in that tribunal, the gentlem:: 
unfortunate and overlooks the fact that the last expression of }) 
lic opinion at the polls is the one to winich most importance sh«))|\] 
be attached. The gentleman forgets that the voice of the An 
can people ever since they committed the fatal error of putt 
the Democratic party in power has been in the line of rever 
their decision, and that in sackcloth and ashes, regretting t! 
conduct, from the time Mr. Cleveland assumed his office up to 1 
present hour, they never have had an opportunity to reverse t} 
decision at the polls that they have not hastened to do it with 
triotism and with alacrity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia need not « 
cern himself with what shall be the policy of the Republican p.: 
upon this floor. He need not undertake to challenge us to br 
in a tariff bill, and to thus raise the issue and gotothecountry. || 
may rely upon it that the Republican majority upon this floor w |] 
not present to the country the scene of imbecility and dissensi.n 
which his own party exhibited in the last two Congresses. {Lau 
ter on the Republican side.] The gentleman will observe be 
this Congress terminates that the Republicans on this floor h 
both the capacity and the patriotism to reconcile their individ, 
differences, if any exist, in caucus, and to present a solid fr. 
upon some line of legislation which they believe will conduce to 
the interests of all the people of the country. The gentleman wil! 
have occasion, too, I trust, before the session expires, to observe 
that the Republican party will not follow the example of the gen 
tlemen upon the other side; that no Republican dirty linen is to 
be wasted in the presence of this House and of an indignant and 
disgusted country, in imitation of the course which has subjected 
the Democracy to the animadversion of the people of all partics, 
and of the press, irrespective of its party predilections. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary that I should detain the 
House further upon thissubject. The public press of this country 
has been heard upon thesubject of Mr. Bayard’s utterances. Right- 
minded men, patriotic men, who have regard for the proprietics 
of official life and for the dignity of the nation have been heard 
to express their opinion upon thissubject. It would bea burning 
shame which would bring deserved reproach, sir, upon this boy, 
if, with all its powers and prerogatives, it passed by this indis- 
creet, this indelicate, this ili-timed, this untruthful declaration of 
our ambassador to gee without expressing in some form or 
other its disapproval of his utterances and its condemnation of the 
motives which led him to make them. 
lican side. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time is remain- 
=eoe this side? 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has twenty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia a MAGUIRE]. 

Mr. GUIRE. r. Speaker, it seems to me most unfortun: ts 
that this bitter partisan discussion should have proceeded on so 
flimsy a foundation this morning. This discussion has been 1 
cipitated, I fear, not so much with a view to serving the interests 
of the country at large, as, in a small way, to serve the interests 
of the Republican party. It seems to me that the time-honored 
course in such matters might much better have been followed. in 
view of the fact that there is no man on this floor and proba! ly 
noman in this country who can say to-day that Thomas F’. Bayard 
ever uttered the language imputed to him and which we have ben 
discussing this morning. It might better have been sent to a cvi- 
mittee without debate, and let that committee ascertain, first, 
whether or not there was any foundation whatever for the assvr- 
tion that these statements, in the form that we have heard thvin 
on the floor of this House to-day, were properly to be attributcd 
to Mr. Bayard, or were ever made by him, and secondly, whether 
or not, if they were uttered by him, impeachment would be a 


rae = ing in the premises. 

is debate, sir, has been penne on the theory that this is 
an impeachment proceeding, and therefore privileged. It could 
not have proceeded upon any other theory; and, ask, how absurd, 
how unfortunately ridiculous, would be the position of this House, 
in its occupation of almost an entire day in the discussion of t!'s 
matter, if it should transpire upon investigation that the two or 
three words which give the objectionable character to the state- 
ment attributed to Mr. Bayard were not uttered by him at all. 

I do not care to discuss the effect of the use of such language !y 
our ambassador abroad, if it was used by him, for that has } 
ably and sufficiently discussed by ex-Speaker Crisp, Judge T\ '- 
NER, and other gentlemen who have preceded me. 

What foundation have we for all this furious criticism of \!. 
Bayard? Simply a newspaper statement coming to us third oT 
fourth hand. A Representative informs us, probably on the °0- 
thority of some American newspaper, that an English newsp*)°T 


[Applause on the Repub- 
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has said, upon the authority of a reporter, whose information may 
have been either direct or indirect, that Mr. Bayard used the lan- 
age objected to. Yet we proceed to discuss the matter as if we 
oma in full ponssesion _ aoe oan tn a patente vote - me 
tion of impeachment. Now, sir, it is quite as likely that the 
young man who reported the matter for the London News or the 
“nan who telegraphed a synopsis of it to the American press in- 
7 ted the objectionable words as that Mr. Bayard used them. 

? [t ill becomes the dignity of this House to proceed with the dis- 
cussion of alleged misconduct on the part of a national repre- 
sentative of this country without the slightest satisfactory knowl- 
edge of what he has done. In my opinion the precipitation of this 
debate, on ye fp A og - ee a 
yroceeding that ought to be based on knowledge, that ought to 
be supported by immediate proofs—presents a most unfortunate 
conditton of affairs; and the House can not too speedily refer 
the whole matter to the Judiciary Committee, without further 
discussion of the merits, to ascertain the facts and the law upon 
which alone the House should act, so that the matter may here- 
after be intelligently discussed, upon full information as to all of 
the facts. Weare certainly in no position to discuss the case 
upon its merits at this time. 

Mr. BARRETT. I desire to reserve the remainder of my time, 
and shall, at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, move the previous question. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to refer this resolution to the Committee 

n the Judiciary. 

* "The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
indicated a desire to demand the previous question, and the Chair 
thinks that would be the first question in order. 

Mr. CRISP. ButIhave the floor, Mr. Speaker, in my own right, 
either for discussion or to make any motion which is pertinent to 
this question. I could move toadjourn; I could call the previous | 
question at this time. I have the rule before me: 

When a question is under debate no motion shall be received but to adjourn, 
to lay on the table, for the previous question; which motions shall be decided 
without debate. 

Now, neither of these motions has been made. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts gives notice that when he gets the floor he 
intends to make that motion; but I have the floor in my own right 
for any purpose, and I repeat I could demand the previous ques- 
tion myself, or move that the House adjourn, or make any other 

ertinent motion. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Georgia knows it is 
customary to recognize first the gentleman in charge of a measure. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly; Mr. Speakér; that would be the case if I 
were speaking in his time; but I have the floor in my own right. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks we can easily reach an un- 
derstanding in reference to this matter. 

Mr. CRISP. It is not capable of amisunderstanding. Isimply | 
wish to preserve my right to make the motion I have indicated, | 
which is a proper motion under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts indicated that he reserved his time and yielded 
to the gentleman from Georgia for the purpose of making remarks. | 

Mr. CRISP. But ‘the gentleman from Georgia” thinks the | 
Chair is entirely mistaken. ‘‘ The gentleman from Georgia” has | 
twenty minutes in his own right. The Chair announced a few | 
moments since that I had twenty-five minutes, of which I yielded | 
five minutes to the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Georgia insists the | 
Chair will put the question on his motion. 

Mr. CRISP. “If the gentleman from Georgia insists!” Why 
of course he insists. When a proposition like thiscomes in under 
the guise of an impeachment, but presented for the purpose of pre- | 
cipitating a political discussion, certainly I insist. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has the | 
gentleman from Georgia the floor in a manner which gives him a | 
right to move the previous question? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not want to move the previous question, nor | 
have I any desire to cut the gentleman from Massachusetts off. I | 
only want to reserve my rights in this matter. 

Mr. BARRETT. I think I can settle this matter if the gentle- | 
man from Georgia will allow me a moment. 

Mr, CRISP. TI only want to have my motion pending, so that it | 
can be voted upon by the House. 

Mr. BARRETT. ‘Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion to him? 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman insists upon it I will—— 

Mr. BARRETT. I understand the rules of the House provide | 
that aiter the previous question is ordered a motion to recommit | 
will b » in order and can be entertained. If the gentleman desires | 
to - that after the previous question is ordered I shall favor it. | 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman desires to make the motion in his 
own right as a matter of right under the rules. 


wn ‘na question is under debate no motion shall be received but to = 
y on the table, or for the previous question (which motions shall be de- 
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cided without debate), a motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or 
amend, or to postpone indefinitely, which several motions shall have preced- 
ence in the foregoing order. 

Now, [had no intention whatever to cut off the gentleman’s right 
of debate, but I wanted a motion to refer pending, so that after 
the previous question had been ordered my motion could be en- 
tertained. 

Mr. BARRETT. 

The SPEAKER. 
that. 

Mr. BARRETT. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman if he de- 
sires further time for debate; if not, I shall ask for the adoption 
of the previous question, subject to the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwishtosay justa few wordsin conclusion. Here 
is a proposition presented to the House which has never been con- 
sidered by a committee, of which no one on this side had notice, 
and of which perhaps few on that side had notice. It is a propo- 
sition reciting certain things alleged to have been said by the 
American ambassador at the Court of St. James, and instructs a 
committee of the House to proceed to consider and investigate that 
question and report by impeachment or otherwise. 

Now, there is no evidence of any statement excepting, I sup- 
pose, the allegation of some paper. I have not the resolution 
before me, but that perhaps is what it recites. I want to call the 
attention of the older members of the House to the fact that this 
is an entirely new departure. The practice has been, in a digni- 
fied way, when a gentleman calls attention to any matter like 
this, to refer it to a committee for consideration. Ordinarily this 
could only be referred through the petition box. If the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had introduced a resolution to censure 
Mr. Bayard he would be required to send it to the Speaker for 
reference to the proper committee; but by simply putting at the 
head of his resolution ‘‘I hereby impeach Mr. Bayard” he ob- 
tains the right to debate his resolution as a matter of privilege. 
Now, I say that, in my judgment, there are not twenty men on 
that side of the House who honestly believe that if every word 
alleged to have been said was said by Mr. Bayard he is guilty of 
an impeachable offense. I venture the assertion that not half a 
dozen men on that side would dare stand in their places in the 
House of Representatives and vote to impeach Mr. Bayard if it 
were true that he used that language. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, under the guise of impeach- 


1 agree to that. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts agrees to 


| ment, has obtained the right to make a speech upon the floor, ven- 


tilating his views upon this question. It remains to be seen 
whether this House will determine that that is the right sort of 
practice. The suggestion made by this side of the House works 
no hardship, works no delay, works no injustice. The majority 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will be composed of Republican members. 
They are the friends of the movant of this resolution; they are the 
friends of those who are interested in condemning, if you please, 
the action of the ambassador to Great Britain. 

Why not wait, in the orderly course of business, until such ac- 
tion can be had? Why vote for the adoption of this resolution 
and thus, impliedly at least, express an opinion as to the allega- 
tions contained in the preamble and thereby establish a practice 
which, we may rest assured, will return to torment us before this 
session shall come to an end? If the House wa ts to establish a 
wise practice it will refer this resolution to its J adiciary Commit- 
tee, and we may depend that such committee will act upon it in 
accordance with justice and right and truth. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic 1). 

Mr. BARRETT. ow much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eighteen minutes left. 

Mr. BARRETT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I have no intention to take part in 
this discussion. I risesimply to recall an historical incident which 
I think illustrates the spirit that ought to control the actions and 
the utterances of a representative of the American people at any 
foreign port. At the outbreak of the war Mr. Charles Francis 
Adams represented the United States at the Court of St. James. 
On one occasion he was in conversation with some English gen- 
tlemen high in authority, whose sympathies were on the side of 
the Confederacy. Upto thattime success in the field had crowned 
the Confederate arms, and one of these English gentlemen, think- 
ing, possibly, toannoy Mr. Adams, said to him: ‘‘ Mr. Adams, these 
Confederates seem to fight well.” Mr. Adams’s reply was: ‘‘ Yes, 
sir; they are my countrymen.” [Loud applause. | 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, in closing this debate I wish to 
extend the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to yield to me a moment. I suggest that in the instruction 
to the committee contained in the latter part of the resolution 
submitted by him the words ‘‘ by impeachment” be omitted, so 
that the committee may report what, after careful investigation, 
is deemed best. I offer this as a practical suggestion which will 
give the committee, to be composed, of course, of gentlemen from 
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beth sides of the House, the amplest jurisdiction to deal with 
this question without making any implication in advance as to 
what their report shall be. 

Mr. BA RRETT. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman 
from Illinois, I will say that the resolution as submitted reads 
‘*report by impeachment or otherwise,” which, I think, covers 

wractically the point he has suggested; but out of deferenceto him 
| gladly consent that the words which he has indicated shall be 
omitted, leaving the committee full scope to deal with the matter. 
I ask unanimous consent that that change be made. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will not that take away the privi- 
leged character of the resolution? We understood that those were 
the words on which the privileged character of the resolution was 
based, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will remember 
that the resolution begins ‘‘I do impeach ”—— 

Mr. CRISP. But that is a mere ‘‘ whereas.” 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But, independent of that, the 
gentleman from Georgia will no doubt agree that after the House 
has had jurisdiction of a question, it may amend it to suit itself. 

Mr. CRISP. TheChairthinksnot. [Greatlaughter.] Imean 
I think not. 

The SPEAKER. Iam afraid the gentleman from Georgia has 
got too much in the habit of replying to me in that language. 

Laughter. 
Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, if jurisdiction, or, rather, if the 
right of privilege is acquired by a specific allegation and only by 
that allegation, and then that allegation is stricken from the 
resolution, is it not a question whether the proposition is still 
privileged? 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the proposition having 
once become a question of privilege the House has a right to dis- 
ose of it. 
Mr. CRISP. But the House has not altered it. 

The SPEAKER. The House may refuse to alter it. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman himself proposes to strike out 
that language. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to ask unanimous 
consent of the House to strike out the words indicated. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I object to that. I want these gentlemen 
to go on record as voting for impeachment if they wish to. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, isthere objection to my request? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Bar- 
asks unanimous consent that the words ‘‘ by impeachment 
or otherwise” be omitted from the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRISP. I object. : 

Mr. BARRETT. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt] will see that I am desirous of complying with 
his request and am only prevented at this time by the objection 
which has been made. 

Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said by the Democratic mem- 
bers on this floor as to the motives which prompted me to intro- 
duce this resolution. I desire tosay now, in all fairness, thatif, on 
this day, when the time of the House is open for free discussion, 
when there are no important questions pressing upon us for con- 
sideration, they had allowed the resolution offered by my col- 
league [Mr. McCaLu] to be considered and debated, my resolu- 
tion would not have been presented. 

But when, by the solitary objection of one member, considera- 
tion of this question, which comes very near to the hearts of the 
American people, was summarily denied, I presented the ques- 
tion of privilege which has absorbed the attention of tle House 
during the last two hours. 

I have heard the objection raised, sir, that an impeachment of 
a civil officer of the United States must be for high crimes and 
misdemeanors. I wish to call the attention of the House to a 
book on the Constitution which has been just issued from the pen 
of that eminent authority, Hon. George 8. Boutwell, of Massa- 
chusetts, who has been speaker of the house of representatives in 
that State. governor, member of this House, member of the Sen- 
ate of the United States, one of the impeachment managersin the 
case of Andrew Johnson, and Secretary of the Treasury. In this 
book he says: 

All civil officers of the United States may be removed from office agen im- 
peachment for acts which are neither high crimes nor misdemeanors by com- 
mon law or the statutes of the United States, 

Which means that this House may in its wisdom bring an im- 
eachment proceeding against any civil officer upon any state of 
acts which it deems of sufficient importance. 

I wish to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a resolu- 
tion of impeachment. It is a resolution directing the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to consider this matter, and to report *‘ by im- 
peachment or otherwise,” thus leaving to the committee the judg- 
ment as to whether the report shall embody an impeachment and 
censure, or any other form of reprobation. As to the language, I 
am not particular. ae action on the part of the House is all 
that is desired. I have asked unanimous consent that the words 
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“by impeachment or otherwise” be stricken out. The othe, 
has objected. An amendment to that effect, later, I sha! 
ingly accept. 

I thank the gentlemen on the other side—some of them 
have taken the ground, by implication, that the words em) 
in the resolution, if correctly reported, constitute an offe) 
the part of an ambassador of the United States, and accordi), 
have taken refuge in the assertion that no such stateme: 
ever made. 

I tell them that I quoted this extract myself from the Londo) 
News. It did not come by telegraph; it was not taken froin, 4 
paper published in this country. It was written down by my wy 
hand from a copy of the London News in a library in the State of 
Massachusetts. 

I wish to say further, for the benefit of the gentleman fro 
Georgia, who has somewhat questioned the validity of this rey rt 
that I am informed, on authority which even he will not question, 
that this speech, in substance, as I have quoted it here, has eon 
printed in pamphlet form in London, and is there being circulate) 
among the aristocracy and the members of the British Goyerp. 
ment as the best argument why the standing and reputation of 
this country need not be seriously considered by them. I would 
that I had a copy of that pamphlet here. If I had had, I should 
have quoted from it. But I make the statement that it exists 
and that the Committee on Foreign Affairs will have no trouble 
in securing a copy of it. 

Another question which has been raised is this: Why not refer 
this subject to the Committee on the Judiciary, which has oftey 
considered resolutions of this sort? I answer that in the inain 
impeachment proceedings in this country have been of such a 
character that the resolutions have very properly been referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. But I also assert that there are 
cases in which resolutions looking to impeachment proceedings 
have been referred to other committees than that on the Judiciary, 
For example, on the 2d day of December, 1884, the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice was directed by this 
House to make such an examination as the one to which | haye 
asked attention in the resolution I have submitted. 

I trust that the motion of the gentleman from Georgia will be 
voted down and that this resolution will go through. This is 
simply an inquiry, and when the facts are made known to this 
House I expect to welcome that gentleman’s able assistance and 
magnetic voice in passing such a vote through this body as will 
put on the records of this country the declaration that an an- 
bassador of the United States at a foreign court can not with 
impunity insult the people whom he represents. [Applause on 
the Republican side. } 

An attempt has been made to drag the tariff into this question. 
My friend from Georgia has very kindly suggested to me that | 
restrain my youthful impatience and speak on t}.+! sabject. 

I will say to him that there are many men on this floor who 
have acquired, by long years of experience and investigation. exact 
information upon that question. Asa young and new mein)er, 
however, I can assure him that any tariff bill passed by the Re- 
publicans of this House will not be followed in less than twelve 
months by self-confessed national bankruptcy. [Applause on the 
Republican ered 

Mr. McMILLIN. The one that your party did pass was fol- 
lowed in that way. [Cries of ‘Oh, no!”] 

Mr. BARRETT. This issue has nothing to do with the tariff. 
The gentleman from Georgia knows that very well. Does he at- 
tempt to befog the issue? Tet us pass on this matter now. We 
will discuss the tariff later on. 

Mr. Speaker, I had supposed that long before this time the Presi- 
dent of the United States would either have demanded a sat isfac- 
tory explanation from Mr. Bayard or else have recalled him and 
sent an American to represent us at the Court of St. James. | Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

I do not forget that a few months since, when the representative 
of a humble Republic, limited to a few little islands in the mudst 
of the Pacific n—a Republic which has sought and <esires 
still further to seek close political connection with this country—- 
when their representative, Mr. Thurston, in a moment of forzet 
fulness perhaps, accorded to a newspaper man an interview 10 
which he stated some truthful and self-evident propositions cou 
cerning the domestic affairs of the land which he represented— 
propositions supported by the President of his country ani his 
cabinet, which in no way had reference to proceedings in which 
this Government was involved—our sensitive Department of 
State, obeying the instructions of the President of the ( nited 
States, insisted upon and secured the recall of Mr. Thurston be 
cause he had made a statement which was absolutely indorsed by 
the people that he represented. , 

I propose, if it is possible, to secure the recall of a man who 2 
high public place and in a time of great national exigency has put 
himself on record in a way to humiliate and disgrace the pr. west 
people of the world. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
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Tam asked, Mr. Speaker, why this resolution was not withheld 
until a later date in the session. 

[ will answer that question. _ ai 

For many menths, sir, the foreign relations of this country have 


heen a matter of the most serious consideration to the people of | 


the United States. For many months on hustings, on platforms, 
in the lyceum arena, wherever the people have been called together 


to consider public questions, one of the most burning has been the | 


relations of this country with the other nations of the world. tI 
was well understood by the people in all parts of the country that 
delicate questions had arisen in regard to the relations between 
the United States and the Government of Great Britain. 

[ remember, sir, ten months ago, the House of Representatives, 
under the personal management of my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] (I trust that after we get better acquainted he will learn 
to find in me some elements of pleasant relationship which will 
justify mein using that term)—I remember that under his personal 
jeadership a resolution was passed directing the President of the 
United States to proffer to Great Britain our offer of mediation 
between that Government and our little sister rs, anne of Vene- 
zuela, which Government Great Britain, I do not hesitate to say, 
is preparing to despoil at this time by the mere force of numbers. 

The House directed the President of the United States to offer 
our mediation between Venezuela and Great Britain in the contro- 
versy then and now existing. Five months—five whole months, 
with the time of passage between New York and London reduced 
to five days—five months elapsed before the ambassador of the 
United States, that gentleman who is so full of ‘‘ academic dis- 
cussion ” {laughter on the Republican side], could find time to pre- 
sent that ramonstrance to the British foreign office. Five months 
more elapsed before the foreign office of Great Britain deigned to 
give the ambassador of the United States the slightest answer. 
The President waited and waited, and the message he sent to us at 
the opening of this session was submitted before any response was 
made. 
sage of the utmost importance concerning the well-being and the 
dignity of this country is lying on some table, I know not where. 


It is alleged that that response has now come; and a mes- | 
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waiting until the season of duck shooting in some North Carolina | 


oe shall expire. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

I Sh sir, and I believe, that the vote of this House, showing 
its interest in our foreign relations, may be found of sufficient 
volume and importance to waft it down over Virginia and North 
Carolina, so that it will at last be heard by that impatient public 
official who is now, I presume, crouching behind some shield to 
bring down some timorous and fleeting duck [laughter] and bring 
him back, so that the long-belated reply to our Venezuelan matter 
may be submitted to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I declare also that the people of the United States 
are deeply interested in our peaceable possession of Alaska, which 
is being seriously questioned. That territory on which our flag 
should reign dominant is being undermined by stealth on the part 
of the Dominion of Canada, and her agents already, so the public 
prints state, are exercising governmental functions upon the soil 
of this country. : 

I state as a matter of fact that the modus vivendi in regard to 
our fishery relations, which has been adopted and followed for 
several years by Great Britain and this country, has been set 
aside py Canada without proper notice to us. Our fishermen may 
soon be without the protection which that modus vivendi implied. 

Mr. Speaker, galling as such a position of affairs is—unwilling 


as | am, as a Representative in this House, to agrec for one moment | 


that our representative at the Court of Great Britain should so 
subject himself to the feeling there that his utterances may be con- 
strued at that court as affording ground for its regarding lightly 
the requests of this Government and holding within its possession 
for more than five months a formal note submitted by our ambas- 
sador before making reply, sending its emissaries upon Alaskan 
soil to belittle the prestige of the United States—yet considering 
that a national emergency had arisen, I offered this resolution 
believing that no time could be inopportune for the representatives 


of the people of the United States to express their opinions of such | 


an attitude taken at such a time by a high public official. I have 
thus offered these resolutions. 

I donot know whether they will result inimpeachment or not. I 
care not for the form of its report. I am glad to leave them to the 
distinguished committee soon to be appointed, of which I presume— 
80 far as one may know without authority—my distinguished 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] will be at the head. I ask from 
that committee a speedy consideration of the matters submitted, 
and I ask from this House, even in these early days of the session, 
an expression which shall be notice to all our diplomatic represent- 


atives abroad that, even if they may be in accord with the ideas | 


of the Administration as stated by the gentlemen on the other 
side, it is not in accord with the opinion of the House of Representa- 
tives when they speak in defiance of instructions, in violation of 
international law, and absolute disregard of the dignity of the peo- 
whom they assume to represent. 
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Let the ambassadors of the United States be instructed that 
from now on, at least while the composition of the House remains 
as it is to-day, such utterances, ‘‘ academic” though they may be, 
will not be tolerated without a stern rebuke from the House of 
Representatives. {Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the resolution. 

Mr. BARRETT. 1 understood I had moved the previous ques- 
tion on the main question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
the amendment. 

Mr. BARRETT. 

Mr. CRISP. 
amend. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ** by impeachment or otherwise.” 

Mr. BARRETT. LIaccept the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that a motion to refer 
has priority over a motion to amend, under the rules. 

To postpone toa day certain, to refer, and to amend. 

The several motions have precedence in the foregoing order. 

The SPEAKER. The question of reference might first be put. 
After that the amendment will be pending. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I suppose we can vote that motion 
down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BARRETT] moves the previous question. 

Mr. BARRETT. On the main question and pending amend- 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question nowis upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Crisp] to refer to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Crisp) there were—ayes 80, 
noes 206. 

Mr. CRISP. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 209, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


I think the gentleman will accept 


I think perkaps I will. 
A motion to refer has priority over a motion to 


Oh, no. 


YEAS—92. 
Abbott, De Armond, McClellan, Sayers, 
Allen, Denny, McCreary, Ky. Sparkman, 
Bailey, Dinsmore, McCulloch, Spencer, 
Baker, Kans. Dockery, McDearmon, Stallings, 
Bankhead, Downing McKenney, Stokes, 
Bartlett, Ga. Ellett, Va. McLaurin, Strait, 


Bell, Colo. Elliott, 8. C. Me Miilin, Strowd, N.C, 


Bell, Tex. Erdman, McRae, Swanson, 
Berry, Hall, Meredith, Talbert, 
Black, Ga. Hart, Meyer, larsney, 
Buck, Hendrick, Miles, Tate, 
Catchings, Kem, Miner, N. Y. Terry, 
Clardy, Kendall, Money, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Kyle, Neill, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. Latimer, Ogden, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Lawson, Otey, Tyler 
Cooper, Fla. Layton, Owens, Underwood, 
Cooper, Tex. Lester, Patterson, Valsh 

| Cox, Little, Price, Wheeler 
Crain, Livingston, Richardson, Williams, 
Crisp, Lockhart, Robbins, Wilson, S.C. 
Crowley, Maddox, Robertson, La. Woodard, 
Cummings, Maguire, Russell, Ga Yoakum 

NAYS —209. 

Acheson, Cooke, Tl. Hager, Kiefer 
Adams, Cooper, Wis. Hainer, Nebr. Kirkpatrick, 
Aitken, Corliss, Halterman, Knox, 
Aldrich, Crowther, Hanly, Kulp, 
Anderson, Crump, Hardy, Lacey, 
Andrews, Curtis, lowa Harmer, Lefever, 
Arnold, Pa, Curtis, Kans. Harris, Leighty, 
Avery, Curtis, N. Y. Hartman, Leisenring, 
Baker, Md Danford, latch, Leonard, 





Baker, N. H. 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Barrett, 
Bartholdt, 


Linney, 
Linton, 


Heatwole, 

Hieiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, Long, 
Henderson, out 


lenry, Conn. Loudenslager, 


Daniels, 
Dayton, 
De W itt, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 


Beach, Dovener, Henry, Ind. Low, 
Bennett, Ellis, Hermann, Mahany, 
Bishop, Evans, Hilborn, Mahon, 

Blue, Fairchild, Hitt, Marsh, 
Boutelle, Faris, Hooker, McCall, Mass. 
3rewster, Fenton, Hopkins, MeCall, Tenn. 
Broderick, Fischer, Howe, McCleary, Minn. 
Bromwell, Fletcher, Howell, McClure, 
Brosius, Foote, Hubbard, McLachlan, 
Brumm, Foss, Huff, Meiklejohn, 
Bull, Fowler, Hulick, Mercer, 
Burrell, Gamble, Huling, Miller, Kans. 
Burton, Mo. Gibson, Hull, Miller, W. Va. 
Calderhead, Gillet, N. Y. Hurley, Milliken, 
Cannon, Gillett, Mass. Hyde, Milnes, 

Clark, lowa Graff, Jenkins, Minor, Wis. 





ne 


Clark, Mo. 
Codding, 
Coffin, 
Gonnoll . 
Cook, Wis. 
Noonan, 
Northway, 
Odell, 


Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Payne, 


Griffin, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Reeves, 


Robinson, Pa. 


Royse, 
Russell, Conn, 


Sauerhering 
Scranton, , 
Settle, 
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Mondell, 
Moody, 


. Morse, 


Monty. 


vanve oorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Warner, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 


Wilber, 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
wo Ohio 


Westin, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Pitney, 
Px " ile, 
Powers, 
Prince, Southard, 
Pugh, Southwick, 
ugg, Spalding, 
ey, Sperry, 


Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
sai 
mpkins, 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 


Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Taft, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracy, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff, 


NOT VOTING—i4. 


Apsley, a Howard, Rusk, 
Arnold, R. 1. Hunter, Shaw, 
Atwood, Hutcheson, Skinner 
cock, Jones, Smith, th. 
portions, m. Z. > ——. Sore wea. 
ngham, rimer. one, . 
Black, N.Y. d McCormick, Sulzer, 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
‘Washington, 


White, 
‘Wilson, N. Y. 


Boatner, 
Bowers, 


Brown, Grosvenor, 


Burton, Ohio senerioen, 
—-— =< 
son, Hill, 

So = motion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary was 
rejec 

The following pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. Surru of Ilinois with Mr. Moses. 

. DoouirrLe with Mr. WasHINGTON, 
. LEISENRING with Mr. JONEs. 
. CHICKERING with Mr. BartLert of New York, 
. WiriuiaM A. STONE with Mr. SULZER. 
. GROSVENOR with Mr. Sora. 
. Ray with Mr. FirzGerRavp. 
. DRAPER with Mr, BOATNER. 
. HaRMER with Mr. Cowen. 
JousiIns with Mr. CULBERSON, 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT], 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ann whereas, in a public th delivered in Boston, England, on the 2d 

of August, — the said Bayard is waperees by the press of this coun 

Pio said, “ The President stands in the midst of a strong, self-confiden 
oan oftentimes violent people, men who desire to have their own way, an 
who need their way frequently obstructed, and I tell you plainly it esa 
real man to govern the people of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “‘ by impeachment or otherwise.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the res- 
olution as amended. 

Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. In 
adopting the resolution the House, I suppose, does not adopt the 
suggestion of the gentleman that he impeaches the ambassador, 
but the vote is taken simply on the resolution. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is not a question whether the House im- 
peaches. I made that statement on my own authority. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isimply desire to know if we vote to adopt that 
together with the resolution, 

fr. BOUTELLE. I hope the Clerk will report the amendment 
against which the gentleman just voted, for his information—the 
last amendanent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not vote against the a 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman's colleagues di 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 did not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “‘ by impeachment or otherwise.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I pee understand that, and voted for it. 
My inquiry was, if the question is on all the matter submitted b 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, including the preamble an 
impeachment. 

‘he SPEAKER. The resolution itself, if the gentleman from 
Texas will examine it, will show the other is in the preamble. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the vote is simply on the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The vote is on the resolution. 
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The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the preamble will be «op. 
sidered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. BARRETT, a motion to reconsider the yotg 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the appoint. 
ment of the following members as the Committee on Accounts; 
Mr. J. F. ALpricu, of Illinois; Mr. B. B. ODELL, jr., of New York: 
Mr. J. E. McCatu, of Tennessee; Mr. J. P. Tracy, of Miss: = 
Mr. Custer I. Lona, of Kansas; Mr. H. W. Rusk, of Mary]; 
and Mr. ANDREW Prick, of Louisiana. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
CowEN, for two days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. COFFIN obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
Theresa B. Walbach, Fifty-first Congress, no adverse report haying 
been made thereon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 34 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday at noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol. 
— titles were introduced and severally referred as follows 
y ie. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 1188) directing that free en- 
oles be furnished pensioners for the purpose of returning t|iir 
uarterly vouchers to pension agents—to the Committee on Inyilid 
ensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 1189) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 1190) to regulate the pay of l«t- 
ter carriers-——to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roiis, 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R.1191) to ratify an act of the 
Oklahoma legislature approved February 27, 1895, and for other 
purposes—to ‘the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H.R. 1192) authorizing the 
coinage.of the silver bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 
1890, remaining uncoined; and for the issuance of silver dollars 
arising from such coinage, and silver certificates in substitutic 
for Treasury notes issued by authority of said act, and United 
States notes commonly sili Saeneaaiealion ” and for the cancel- 
lation and retirement from circulation of said seeeeary notes 
and United States notes to the extent of the sum of silver «: 
coined from said bullion, and for other purposes—to the Coiuit 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REEVES: A Dill (H. R. 1193) to amend section No. 2:4 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to mining 
claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 1194) for the rvtire- 
ment of employees in the cutive Departments of the Goyern- 
ment in the service—to the Select Committee on Retorm 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. RB. 1195) to provide for 
subports of entry and delivery in the State of Florida—to the ( 

mittee on Commerce 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 1196) for the relief of so!- 
diers and sailorsand the heirs.of soldiers and sailors former]y }):0- 
sioned under the act approved June 27, 1890, and who have b een 

from the pension roll,or who have been rerated ther: 

a lower Sous. and establi a standard of ratings under si hid 
aa aatee a on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 1197) for the reorganization 0! t)e 
Medical Department of the sary on the basis of the Denies on 
of the Medical Department of the Army—to the Cominitt« | 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 1198) to amend 
an actin relation to the immediate transportation of dutialle 
= _ for other etna approved June 10, 1880—to the (vm- 


By “Dy Me. McRAE: / A bill (H. R. 1199) designating the officer- 
ee whom preliminary affidavits in entries of public lands may 

be executed—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Iiimois: A bill (H. R. 1200) for var eret 
tion of a public building at the city of East St. Louis, Il.—t» te 
Committee on Public Buildin ngs and Grounds. 


Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1201) to amend the chart” °! 
the and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the | 
trict of the Committee on the District of Colum3. 
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By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 1202) to provide for the | 204. Grand Army of the Republic, at Harrison, Ohio—to the Com- 
-shlishment of the Farmers’ Wholesale Market Company in the | mittee on Military Affairs. 

oe of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of | By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 1227) to prohibit the pay- 

if 


Columbia. ment of advance wages to seamen, and for other purposes—to the 
"By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1203) to establish a uniform | Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

vstem of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Also, a bill (H.R. 1228) to regulate the construction of seamens’ 
syst - 


\|so, a bill (H. R. 1204) to amend section 2289 of the Revised | quarters on merchant vessels, to provide forthe securityand com- 
atutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Public | fort and to prevent the oppression of American seamen employed 


eee | on merchant vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
“By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 1205) authorizing and directing | and Fisheries. 
the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of alotof; Also, a bill (H. R. 1229) to amend sections 4581, 4582, 4588, and 


land opposite to the Gosport Navy-Yard—to the Committee on | 4600 of the Revised Statutes, and to repeal sections 19 and 20 of 
Naval Affairs. an act entitled “‘An act to remove certain burdens on the Ameri- 
i By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 1206) for the erection and com- | can merchant marine and to encourage the American foreign 
pletion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison | carrying trade, and for other purposes, ‘approved June 26, 1884— 
ships at Fort Green, Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on the | to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

Library. , _Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) to amend sections 4520, 4522, 4526, 4530, 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1207) to provide for the pur- | 4547, 4561, 4564, 4566, 4572, and 4612 of the Revised Statutes of the 
chase of a site and the efection of a public building thereon at | United States relating to the employment, care, discharge. and 
the city of Eau Claire, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Commit- | payment of seamen employed on merchant vessels—to the Com- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : ; mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1208) fixing the times when, Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) to amend sections 4596 and 4597 of the 
regulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of | Revised Statutes relating to offenses committed by seamen eim- 
the accounts between the United States and the several public- | ployed on merchant vessels and providing punishments for such 
land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other dis- | offenses—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
josition of the public lands made and to be made therein by the} Also, a bill (H. R. 1232) to repeal sections 4532, 4533, 4534, and to 
Tnited States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified to | amend sections 4516 and 4529 of the Revised Statutes, all relating 
the Treasury Department for payment—to the Committee on the | tothe employment, treatment, and payment of seamen on merchant 
Public Lands, | vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1209) making an ap-| Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) to amend sections 4556, 4557, 4558, and 
propriation for continuing harbor improvement at Sabine Pass, | 4559 of the Revised Statutes relating to the inspection, equip- 
Tex,—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : | ment, and repair of merchant vessels—to the Committee on the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1210) to provide for the selection of a site for | Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
the establishment of a navy-yard and dry dock on or near Sabine By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 1234) to prohibit the mali- 
Pass, inthe State of Texas—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | cious intermeddling with pensions and in claims for pensions, and 









By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 1211) to encour- | prescribing the punishment therefor—to the Committee on Invalid 
age the export of American manufactures—to the Committee on | Pensions. _ 
Ways and Means. Also, a bill (H. R. 1235) granting and confirming to the pat- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) to amend the act entitled “‘An act to | entees, their heirs and assigns, portions of sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, 
remove certain burdens on the American merchant marine and | in township 2 south, of range 20 east, of sixth principal merid- 
encourage the American foreign carrying trade, andfor other pur- | ian—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
poses,” approved June 26, 1884—to the Committee on the Mer-;| Also, a bill (H. R. 1236) toincrease the rates of duty upon cattle 
chant Marine and Fisheries. imported from foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways and 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 1213) to do justice to pensioners | Means. 
by quieting their title—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) making it unlawful to shoot at or into 

‘By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1214) appropri- | any railway train or at any person thereon, or to throw any rock 
ating $2,500 for reconstructing and repairing stone sidewalks | or other missile at or into any railway train, and providing pun- 
around and abutting upon the post-office square owned and occu- | ishment therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
pied by the United States Government at Lincoln, Nebr., and By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 1238) granting to the State of 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said 
Grounds. | State, for the purpose of establishing western branches of the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) providing for the erection of a public | Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal 
building at the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other pur- | School thereon, and fora public park—to the Committee on Mili- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1216) appropriating $1,200 for paving First By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the limit of cost 
Corso, in paving district No. 2, on the north end of the United | for the improvement of the building and grounds of the United 
States post-office building at Nebraska City, Nebr.—to the Com- | States court and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee 
=) mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

, Also, a bill (H.R. 1217) authorizing and directing the Secretary By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 1240) fixing 
= of the Treasury to pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., one-half the | times when, regulating the manner in which, and declaring the 
costof constructing pavements in front of the public square owned | character of the accounts between the United States and the sev- 
by the United States Government in said city—to the Committee | eral public-land States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. | and other disposition of the public lands made and to be made 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R.1218) to establish an assay office | therein by the United States which shall hereafter be stated and 
at Baker City, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Coin- | certified to the Treasury Department for payment—to the Com- 
age, Weights, and Measures. | mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 1219) to enable the ple to By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H.R. 1241) to reduce the postage on 
name their postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | fourth-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. Post-Roads. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 1220) for the erection of a public building at By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill 
Newport, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | (H. R. 1242) to increase the tax on fermented liquors to $2 per 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) to make oleomargarine and all other | barrel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
imitation dairy products subject to the laws of the State or By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1243) to provide for the 
ferritory into which they are transported—to the Committee on | register of copyrights—to the Committee on the Library. 
Agriculture. By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash en- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) for the relief of Union soldiers who | tries of offered lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
were confined in Southern prisons—to the Committee on Invalid By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 1245) to amend section 4716 of 
Pensions. the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) providing representation in Congress | Invalid Pensions. 
for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 1246) to reimburse the States 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 1224) to protect the rights | of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
of persons who are or who may be pensioned on account of serv- | in the suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 
ice in the Army or Navy of the United States, and for other pur- | Claims. 






































poses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 1247) to reimburse the State of 
By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 1225) pensioning soldiers who | Kansas for moneys expended in the adjustment and settlement 
served in Indian wars—to the Committee on Pensions. of the claims of citizens of said State for property captured or de- 


an” Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 1226) donating a con-| stroyed by the Confederate forces during the late war, and for 
mned cannon to the burial lot of the John Campbell Post, No. | other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. SCRANTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 15) granting 
permission to the Pennsylvania superior court to occupy the Fed- 
eral court room in Scranton—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 16) relative 
to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A joint resolution (H. Res. 17) 
for the erection of a statue of Francis E. Spinner at the Treasury 
ee building, in Washington—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. DENNY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 18) to remove 
suspension of payment of claim of estate of Roger A. Hiern—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for filling 
vacancy on Board of Regents, Smithsonian Institution—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 20) to 
enable William Umbdenstock and the heirs of William T. Scott, 
deceased, to sue the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A resolution requesting the 
President to furnish to the House of Representatives certain infor- 
mation regarding speeches alleged to have been made by Ambas- 
sador Thomas I’. Bayard—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A resolution asking the Attorney-General 
to report why he has not enforced section 73, chapter 349, Supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes of the United States, volume 2, re- 
lating to trusts, combines, conspiracies, and agreements—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A resolution directing the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs to investigate the condition of the battle ship Texas—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A resolution directing 
the Committee on Appropriations to —— a suitable person to 

repare certain information regarding claims against the United 
Eiakes--40 the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution to appoint George Jennison 
a special messenger—to the Committee on Accounts. 

y Mr. CRISP: A resolution for the relief of the widow of J. T. 
Waterman—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution calling upon the Commissioner 
of Pensions for information regarding the dropping of certain 
pensioners from the roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of J. F. Bailey 
& Co. and others—to the Committee on Claims. 





By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1249) to refer to the Court | 


of Claims the claim of Amos D. Le Fevre, surviving partner—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H.R. 1250) for the 
relief of James R. D. Morrison and William H. Morrison, executor 
of Wiiliam M. Morrison, and administrator of Charles J. Morri- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1251) for the relief of 
P. B. Monell, and to have him commissioned a brevet captain 
and put upon the pension roll at $20 per month, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 1252) to provide a suitable site for 
a post-office in the city of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) granting a pension to John Haeley, alias 
John Haley, late a private in Company D, One hundred and 
ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1254) granting a pension to Dr. Charles G. 
McKnight, late lieutenant and assistant surgeon from Rhode 
Island in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1255) granting a pension to Honora Breslin, 
widow of Morris Breslin, late a private of Company G, Third 
Regiment of Rhode Island Heavy Artillery Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invaild Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 1257) for the re- 
lief of the legal owners of the Columbia Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 1258) extending provisions of an 
act granting _— to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 
1890, to the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H.R. 1259) for the relief of Howard 
Bonner, late of Company K, First Regiment United States Colored 
Troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H.R.1260) for the relief of Hillery Hopkins, og 
Chattanooga, Tenn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of Johy 
Kehl and to restore him to his former rating—to the Conmiittes 
on Invalid aptom, 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 1262) granting a pensivy t, 
Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Bouy):toy 
late of the United States Army, retired—to the Committee 0» [)! 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 1263) to confirm certain cas, 
entfies on offered lands—to the Committee on Private Land lains, 

A]so, a bill (H. R. 1264) increasing the pension of Henry ( 
Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 1265) to authorize th, 
proper accounting offiters of the Treasury Department to ex:ming 
and audit, pee to equity, the claimof Grubb & Robinson, , 
firm consisting of Alfred B. Grubb and William H. Robinsoy. 
and of Alfred B. Grubb, for building material sold and delivered 
to members of the Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kyp. 
sas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1266) granting a pen. 
sion to John W. Starr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) to correct the military record of Martin 
Landes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aaa CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1268) for the relief 
of William Wolfe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1269) for the relief of 
R. A. Shellhous—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1270) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to John McBride, 
late postmaster at Woodville, Tex., certain money lost in transit 
by mail—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1271) to compensate Elihu 
Root for legal services rendered by direction of the Attorney- 
General—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 1272) authorizing the wo snerneny of the Treas- 
ury to appoint commissioners to estiYnate damages doneto planted 
oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and adjoining waters in 

ew York and New Jersey, and to make compensation therefor— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 1273) to remove charge of de. 
sertion against Jacob H. Tourje—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 1274) for the relief of Benja- 
min J. Kilbourn-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

* Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 1275) forthe relief of Henry 
C. Nichols, of Marshall County, State of Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Ann D. Halsey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1277) for the relief of John C. Bailey, of Mar- 
shall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) for the relief of P. E. Dye and Wylie S. 
Hoge, administrators of David Shoemaker, deceased, late of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1279) for the relief of John C. Bailey, adinin- 
istrator of Andrew Nichols, deceased, of Marshall County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of 
A. B. Pedigo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1281) to authorize the 
Auditor of the War Department to audit certain quartermaster’ 
vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1282) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, 
survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 1283) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Henry Dimler—to the Committee 00 
Military Affairs. 

= . FENTON: A bill (H. R. 1284) for the relief of Theodor 
J. Gillett, of Rome Township, Lawrence County, Ohio—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) for the relief of James Forgey, of Brad- 
rick, Lawrence County, Ohio—to the Committee on War (iaits. 

v4 Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 1286) to perfect tle title 
of the United States to the tract of land lying on the west sie 
of Lake Pepin and the Mississippi River, in the State of Minne 
sota, which belonged to the half-breeds or mixed bloods of thé 
a or Sioux Nation of Indians—to the Committee on the Pubic 

ands. 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 1287) torelieve John Friedlin from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 1288) for the relief of the mem 
bers of et M, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Cave 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R.1289) for the relief of the 
heirs of William W. Dougherty, late Indian agent at Warm 
Springs Agency, Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H.R. 1290) for the relief of Charles F. 
Sanborn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to Martha R. Hitch- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Fanny E. Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) for the relief of L. A. Noyes—to the 
Committee on Claims. ) , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) granting relief to H. R. Sturtevant, 
postmaster at Hartland, Vt.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) to pension Sophronia Bailey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) to correct the military record of Henry 
L. Franklin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) granting a pension to Jesse Webb—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) granting a pension to Mary J. Morton, 
widow of Gilbert Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of 
Windsor, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) granting a pension to Pasiphae J. 
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1301) for relief of Julius A. Morrill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1302) granting a pension to Harriet M. Scott, 
an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1303) granting a pension to Mary M. Had- 
ley, late Mary M. Crozier, an army nurse—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1305) for relief of Byron Stickney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 1306) to increase the pension of 
Benjamin F. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) to correct the military record of Mon- 
roe Blackburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) to pension Franklin McCabe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) to increase the pension of Charles 
McCarty—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) to correct the military record of James 
M. McPike—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: Abill (H.R. 1311) granting an increase of pen- 
sion toCharles W.Sentman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 1312) for the relief of Benja- 
min Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State Lunatic 
Asylum—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 1313) to correct 
the military record of Charles M. Mayberry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1314) to pay the claim of Pacific Paving 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) for the relief of Harlow L. Street—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 1316) for the relief of Perrin H. 
Cardwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) to correct the military record of Collin 
P. Leiter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 1318) for the relief of Richard | 
W. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H.R.1319) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William Weigle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1320) granting an increase of pension to Row- 
land J. Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) grantingan honorable discharge to John 
H. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1322) to increase the pension of George A. 
Breckinridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 1323) for therelief of Ira H. Sweatt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWSON: A bill (H. R. 1324) for the relief of Mildred 
P. Poullain, widow of Dr. Thomas N. Poullain, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 1325) for the relief of John Mc- 
Dermott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 1326) for the relief of Em- 
mart, Dunbar & Co. —to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of Septimus Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of John W. Fairfax—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Debois—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 1331) for the relief of Elizabeth 
J. Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) for the relief of Charles W. Russev— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1333) for the relief of Jesse Meeks—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief of the estate of William 
Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Crews, of Gibson County, Tenn., as found due by the Court 
of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1336) for the relief of Humboldt Female Col- 
lege—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 1337) for the relief of Henry 
Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1338) for the relief of the legal 


representatives of James and William Crooks, of Canada—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) for the relief of Matthew Lynch—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 1340) for the relief of 
John E. Lewis, of Crockett County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) for relief of Jesse L. Brandt, of Gibson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1342) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be placed on the volunteer rolls of Company I, Seventh 
Tennessee Cavalry, of the late war, the name of George W. Gill, 
with rank of private, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 1343) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Massalon Whitten, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1344) to perfect the military record of Frank- 
lin B. Pope—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1345) to amend the military record of Charles 
Hentz, late private of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) for the relief of A. L. Dunlap, of Gib- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of the estate 
of Elias Wheat, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1348) for the re- 
lief of the board of commissioners of thesinking fund, or the county 
court of Madison County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) for the relief of D. N. Williams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Joel Embry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of Merril Denham—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to James S. Ma- 
ratta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H.R.1353) for the relief of George 
McAlpin, to repay to him moneys unlawfully collected from him 
by the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. McRAE: A bill (H.R. 1354) for the relief of Asa Town- 
send—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H.R. 1355) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Hiram Somerville—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. MEYER: A bill (H.R. 1356) for the relief of Raphael 
Segoura—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1357) for the relief of C. Augusta Urquhart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of A. Cusimano & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) for the relief of Hillel Marks 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of the Odd Fellows’ Hall 
Association—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1361) for the relief of certain employees of 
the United States mint at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, 
widow of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, and administratrix of his 
estate, and to provide for the payment of the value of the steam- 
boat A. W. Quarrier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of Catherine M. Pritchard 
or her legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1364) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) for the relief of Cora A. Di Brazza—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1366) for the relief of Mrs. Laura J. Bemiss— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Gabriel 
Le Breton Deschapelles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill R. 1368) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of George W. Leland, late a private in 
Company H, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalier, in the 
war of the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 1369) for the relief of D. K. 
Ponder, of ae County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) for the relief of Henry Rongey, of Van 
Buren, Carter County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1371) to apply 
the unexpended balance of the amount heretofore appropriated 
for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late 
United States private armed brig General ee heirs, 
executors, administrators, agents, or assigns—to the ittee on 
the J ations? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1372) for the relief of Barney Morgan, team- 
sine Quartermaster’s Department—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

.. Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill £- R. 1373) for the relief of 
L. D. Sugg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1374) for the relief 
of John M. Burks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT: A bill (H. R. 1375) for the relief of Thomas 
Antisell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1376) for the relief 
of George W. Rosenberger, of New Market, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on \, ar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief of Mrs. F. E. Willis, late of 
Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) to pension Lucinda Stone, daughter of 
Revolutionary soldier—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) to pension Parmelia Glass, a daughter 
of a deceased Revolutionary veteran—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) to pension Sarah Wharton, a daughter 
of a deceased Revolutionary veteran—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) for the relief of William Weaver, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) for the relief of Samuel Good, of Rock- 
ingham Comets Va,.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1383) for the relief of the estate of He M. 
Baker, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1384) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah N. 
Randolph, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13885) for the relief of the estate of Sarah T. 
Ambler, late of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) for the relief of Henry Neff—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of Reuben A. Fennell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) for the relief of Mrs. Isabella V. Jett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of estate John Catlett, 
seems late of Warren County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Isabell Noonan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 1391) for the relief of the estate of Zebedee 
Gray, deceased, late of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) for the relief of the estate of Zeph 
Turner, late of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) for the relief of M. C. Leach, of Warren 
County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) for the relief of David Sheetz, of Shen- 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) for the relief of the heirs and distribu- 
- tees of J —_ Snapp, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1396) for the relief of David Rudy, of Shen- 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of 
Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. 
McLean—to the Committee on ‘War Claims. 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 1398) ting a pension 
to Hannah Howard—to the ttee on peaeel Fentions, 


By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H.R. 1899) ory a i to 
Louisa F. Gamron—to the Committee on favalid ‘ensions, 
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By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H.R. 1400) granting an 
honorable discharge to and completing the records of Oscar }3, 
Joly, late United States Navy Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr.WOOD: A bill (H. R. 1401) granting pension to the heirs 
of James F’. Cassatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill _ R. 1402) to pension Robert B. Deem—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) for relief of Noah R. Yeargin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) for relief of heirs of Alpha A. Leach, for 
accrued pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 1405) to remove tho 
charge of desertion against Wear Crawford—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) taremove the charge of desertion against 
Alonzo Carter—to the Contmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) to remove the charge of desertion 
—_- Myron H. McMullen—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of the Trades League of Philidel- 
phia, on the improvement of the Delaware River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolutions of the Thirty-second Ward Re- 
wublicas Club, of Chicago, concerning Turkish outrages—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of. the bill to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
Henry Dimler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 959—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Memorial and evidence for the relief of 
Wiliam Gray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Papers to accompany House bill No, 
423—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Resolutions by the Congregational Missionary 
Organization of Oregon, asking that Congress, through the proper 
authorities, protest against the atrocities committed upon and 
massacre of the Christian Armenians of ‘Turkish Armenia—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Burnett 5. Shang, for pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, copy of memorial of Gilman 8S. Williams—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition from Caddo Lodge, No. 13, Odd Fel- 
lows, of Arkadelphia, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: Memorial concerning the condition and needs 
of the harbor of New Orleans, La., etc.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition for thereliefof John 
W. Sender, late{private Company H, Twelth Regiment West Vir- 
ginia ie olunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Resolutions of citizens of Bennington, Vt., 
relating to Turkish atrocities in Armenia—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition to accompany bill for the relief of An- 
nie M. Ermer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition for completing breakwater and har- 
bor improvements at New Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. P. Patton, of the Fifth Ohio 
Cavalry, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, petition of C. R. Branch, secretary of the National Associa- 
tion of Letter Carriers, Marion, Ind., in behalf of that association, 
for increase of pay, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Travelers’ Republican Club 
(T. P. Swain, secretary) of Indianapolis, Ind., requesting the 
reenactment of such amendments to the tariff law as will restore 
the duty on wool and tin plate and give employment to idle wors- 
men—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mary E. Wallick, widow of William Wallick, 
captain Company G, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers, for increase 
of ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lso, petition of citizens of 
of pension for Mrs. Catherine 


Lagro, Ind., asking for an increase 
Ci ord, a destitute and utterly 
helpless widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
y Mr. STRONG: Petition of Hannah Yazell, for a pension—‘o 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - . 
By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Delaware, asking '0T 
recognition of Cuban belligerency—to the Committee on Foruiga 
Affairs. 
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SENATE, 


WEDNESDAY, December 11, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Attorney-General; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the 
amounts expended at the United States armory at Springfield, 
Mass., during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | 


rinted. 
. He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a draft of a bill prepared by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes, together with the 


report of the Commissioner stating the reasons for the desired | 
legislation; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred | 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., praying fora 
speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Salome Merritt, president 
of the National Woman Suffrage Association of Massachusetts, 
and sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
securing to the women of the several States the exercise of the 
citizens’ right to vote; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Woman Suffrage. 


triots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ocala, 
Fla., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal by the 


United States Government; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented certain papers to accompany the bill (S. 178) 
granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill, 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 737) granting a pension to 
James Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 738) au- 


thorizing the establishment of a pier-head light at or near South | 
Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 739) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to C, E. Philbrook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of 
Twenty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 740) for the relief of Charles 
W. Cronk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 741) for the relief of the 
Baptist church at Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 742) to establish a uniform system | 


of bankruptcy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 743) to regu- 
late fares and transfers upon street-car lines in the District of 


Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 744) providing for a naval 
training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), 
in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 745) donating con- 
ned cannon and cannon balls to the New Hampshire Soldiers’ 





| twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
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Home; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
E. Donohue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 747) to authorize the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 748) granting an increase of pension 


| to Helen L. Dent; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Mary P. 
Scovel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 750) granting a pension to A. S. 
Elwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 751) to aid the State of Colorado 


| to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 752) toincrease the pension of 
Capt. James B. Logan; which was read twice byits title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 753) for the relief of Margaret 
Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 754) in relation to the 
pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 755) for the erection of a suitable 
building for a post-office on the Government reservation at Hot 
Springs, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 756) to correct the military record 
of William Kiser, of Noble County, Ind.; which was read twice 


| by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 757) granting an increase of 


im Ne Fos | pension to Adelaide Morris; which was read twice by its title, and 
Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 149 citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, | 
praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban pa- | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 758) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur 
with the United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money 
as he may be justly and equitably entitled to; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Car- 
rie A. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Rhoda 
Chick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 761) for the relief of George 
T. Dudley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 762) for the relief of Henry Lane; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 762)for the relief of Col. Jesse 
H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.764) for the relief of Edward T, 
Latta; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 765) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James Carver; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 766) for the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of the late 
Commodore John Paul Jones; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 767) to provide for the greater 
safety and efficiency of railway service by retiring employees 
after twenty-five years’ continuous service and requiring pay- 
ment of annuity or pension to be made to them; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a joint resolution 
(S. R. 21) for the purchase of a statue of Victor Hugo, to be placed 
in the new building of the Library of Congress; which was read 
Jomimittee on the Library. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 22) au- 
thorizing the erection of a statue of President Franklin Pierce 
upon the grounds of the public building at Concord, N. H.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 
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ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH TENNESSEE, 


Mr. HARRIS. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas there has been introduced and is now pending before the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs Senate joint resolution No. 2, providing for 
an adjustment of certain claims and counterclaims of the Bhited States 

ainst the State of Tennessee and of the State of Tennessee against the 

nited States in respect of certain railroads in Tennessee held and operated 
by officers of the State and taken from the possession of the State by the 
United States Army and operated for the use of the Army of the United 
States, and certain obligations that the State of Tennessee executed tosecure 
the payment of the purchase money for certain railroad material sold by the 
military authorities of the United States to the Memphis, Clarksville and 
Louisville Railroad Company, the Edgefield and Kentucky Railroad Com- 
ny, and the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company subsequent to 
heir release by the said military authorities, and 3 

Whereas it is important that all the facts out of which said claims and 
count reclaims arose should be laid before the said committee charged with 
the consideration of said Senate joint resolution No. 2: Therefore, 

De it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of War 
be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish copies of all communications, order 
and correspondence touching the seizure of and operation by the Unite 
States of the said Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company, 
the Edgefield and Kentucky Railroad, and the McMinnville and Manchester 
Railroad, and the Winchester and Alabama Railroad, and peels all copies 
of the separate inventories or schedules of the property and rolling stock 
belonging originally to each of said roads uired to be made and furnished 
by section 3 of Executive order of August 8, 1865, from the War Department 
addressed to Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, commanding Military Division of 
Tennessee, and copies of all credits to which each of said railroads or the 
State of Tennessee is entitled on account of military transportation and carry- 
ing of United States mails, regardless of whether such credits have or have 
not been applied to the indebtedness of the said roads or the said State, and 
all other information, evidence, and facts in the ion of the War Depart- 
ment touching the use, occupation, and conversion by the Government of the 
United States of each of said roads. 


Mr. CULLOM., Is the resolution up for consideration? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have asked unanimous consent that it be now 
considered. At the last Congress I introduced a joint resolution 
and reintroduced it at the present session and had it referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, authorizing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury to 
meet such commissioners as the State of Tennessee may appoint 
for the purpose of investigating and adjusting the claims and 
counterclaims of the State against the Government and of the 
Government against the State. Ihave no idea myself how the 
balance stands. This resolution simply asks the War Department 
to send to the Senate, in order that the matter may go before the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the facts so far as they appear of 
record there. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I desired to inquire about especially was 
whether the resolution had been considered by any committee of 
the Senate or if it was a resolution to go to a committee for 
consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a resolution asking the War Department 
for information for the use of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to it, then. 

Theresolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 


MARKING OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That all public documents and envelopes printed for the use of 
the Senate shall be marked on the envelope or wrepesr in which they are 
inclosed with the title of the book or document which they contain, so as to 
avoid the necessity of opening them to ascertain what book or document is 
contained in the wrapper or envelope. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to call up a resolution proposing an 
amendment to the rules of the Senate, which is lying on the desk, 
in order to make some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DuBois on 
the 5th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That paragraph1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Sen- 
ate be amended by striking out the words ‘All general Seproneigtten bills 
shall be referred to the Committee on Apere riations, except bills making 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, whic shall be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce,” and inserting the following: 

“The pongren appropriation bills shall be referred tocommittees as follows: 

“ To the Committee on Appropriations: The bills for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, for oe civil expenses, and for all deficiencies; 

” . the Committee on Agriculture: The bill for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment; 

“ To the Committee on Foreign Relations: The consular and diplomatic bill; 

“ To the Committee on Military Aftairs: The bill for the military establish- 
ment, including the Military Academy; 

“To the Committee on Naval Affairs: The bill for the naval establishment; 
sa = che Qommmniteee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: The Post-Office appro- 

ation bill; 

“To the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill for Indians and Indian tribes; 

* To the Committee on Commerce: The bill for rivers and harbors; 

“To the Committee on Coast Defenses: The fortifications bill; 

“To the Committee on the District of Columbia: The bill making appropria- 
tions for the District; and 

“To the Committee on Pensions: The pension appropriation bills.” 


Mr. HARRIS. Is theresolution called up for action this morning? 
Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to submit some remarks upon it, 
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Mr. HARRIS. Oh, if that is the object, of course there js ; 

objection. . f 

r. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the proposed amendment to + 
rules governing this body, which is now before the Senate, ¢),- 
tains no new or startling proposition. It provides simply for | 
distribution of the appropriation bills among the various com) jt. 
tees of the Senate. It gives to the committee which, on aceoy)): 
of its membership and duties, is most interested in a given sul). 
the power to regulate and determine what amount of money s| 
be appropriated and how it shall be expended in order to satis} 
the necessities and demands of the country as to this partici), 
subject. That is all there is of it. 

Facts seem to prove, or at any rate it is the almost unanimoy 
opinion of members of the House, that the interests of the country 
represented by the various committees have been more caref||y 
looked after and promoted since the division of appropriations \)y 
that body than before. 

Almost every member of this body who has served in the other 
branch of Congress during the past ten years will favor the jr 

sed change. This is significant and a powerful argument 
itself, especially as alargenumber of the present Senators have bi. 
members of the other branch of Congress during this time. 

The question of dividing the Appropriations Committee in the 
House was debated at different times for a number of yexrs 
before the change was made. Originally the Ways and Means 
Committee of that body was also the Appropriations Committee. 
The growth of the country and its multiplied necessities coi- 
pelled the creation of the Appropriations Committee. The con- 
tinued growth and necessities compelled the division of the work 
of the Appropriations Committee among the various committees 
of the House. This was accomplished finally in 1885. 

In reading the debates on the proposed change in the House 
anyone can see that the opponents of the reform indulged in 
prophecies which the result of the change have demonstrated 
were without foundation. Their main objection was that if so 
many committees had charge of the appropriations, the expendi- 
tures of the Government would be extravagantly and aedleeely 
increased. I anticipate that some such argument will now be 
used by the opponents of the change in the Senate. No such 
result followed in the House, and it seems certain that no 
such result can foliow inthe Senate. Of course, the expenditures 
of the Government have increased since the change was mie, 
but this could not be avoided. The population, business, and 
necessities of the country have grown steadily, and no matter 
what method we may adopt for the appropriation of moneys to 
meet this ee growing demand, the expenditure of money 
must keep pace with it. 

Ail appropriations of money originate in the House, and it is an 
indisputable fact that the Senate Appropriations Committee nearly 
always increases the amount of the appropriations made by the 
various appropriation committees of the House. Iam aware of 
the fact that special reasons are urged to explain this, and [ «lo 
not contend that the Appropriations Committee of the Senate is 
Ser more extravagant than the several appropriations coi- 
mittees of the House. I do say, however, that there is nothing in 
a comparison between the appropriation bills of the House and 
of the Senate to warrant the unsupported statement that one com- 
mittee will be more wise and economical than several commit(«:s 
in the proper use and distribution of the people’s money. 

It is very evident that the — system of placing al! the 
appropriations in the hands of one committee in the Senat: is 
neither satisfactory nor suitable. I believe every Senator wi! 
admit this. The various committees of the House, such as In 
dian, Agricultural, Naval, and others, carefully consider and j)1ss 
such appropriations as are deemed necessary, and send them. one 
at a time, to the single Appropriation Committee of the Sei 
The result, year after year, is that all business in the Senate is 
clogged oe its last days in order that the Senate may }:ss 
these various bills. The Senate Appropriations Committee its:!f 
can not properly consider them for lack of time, and adeyiite 
debate and consideration on the floor of the Senate are out of the 
question. 

Every member of this body who has served in it during even one 
session will remember that when he wishes to change the report 
of the Appropriations Committee in relation to any item, no 
ter what its importance may be, in his judgment, to the country, 
or when he wishes to discuss any clause of the bill as it is repor' 
to the Senate, he is met with an appeal by some member of th. \)- 
propriations Committee not to antagonize the bill, not to disc 1ss 
it, because time is short and if delays occur the bills can not })25s 
and the President will be driven to the necessity of calliny «0 
extra session. The threat of an extra session is hurled at us at (he 
close of every session of Congress, and we are compelled to =" 
missively accept, without argument or debate, the recommena- 
tion of the Appropriations Committee in reference to the expo! - 
ture of the people’s money. It oftentimes happens that a Sen: (0T 
can not conscientiously allow certain items or clauses to rem.2 


} 
snide 
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in the bill as reported, and he so states emphatically. The Appro- 
priations Committee time and time again meets these proper and 
just demands for discussion by allowing the changes proposed by 
the Senator to be made in the bill. After the bill is passed a con- 
ference committee of three Senators and three members of the 
Appropriations Committee of each branch of Congress is ap- 
pointed, and when the result of their agreement is made known, 
after the session closes, it is generally found that these changes in 
the bill which the Senate itself has voted shall be made, and which 
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate has accepted, have 
been eliminated. 

In the hurry and rush of the closing days it is almost impossible 
to tell what a conference report includes or means, and it is prac- 
tically impossible, through fear of an extra session, to prevent the 
adoption of the report of the conferees. Almost always, at the 
close of a session, the President and his Cabinet are compelled to 
come to the Capitol in order to sign bills appropriating millions 
and millions of dollars which neither the Senate nor the Presi- 
dent himself has had an opportunity to carefully and thoroughly 
examine. Under the present system, which leaves so much to the 
conferees,there is no means by which the Senate or the country can 
know what the appropriation bills contain until after Congress 
adjourns. Most of the Senators will remember a striking illus- 
tration of this in connection with the sundry civil bill of the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

A provision was slipped into that bill by the conferees, with- 
drawing all the public lands which were embraced within the arid 
region of the country from settlement until certain impossible 
conditions were complied with. The representatives from that 
section, and the Congress generally, were not aware of this pro- 
vision of the law until instructions were received by the various 
land officers, issued by the Secretary of the Interior, some months 
later, to carry the law into effect. Immediately upon the meeting 
of the Fifty-first Congress this provision of the appropriations 
bill was repealed. The people have aright to know what is being 
done with their money, and every facility possible should be given 
them and their representatives in Congress to understand the 
workings of the appropriations committees. When the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs in the House, for instance, passes a bill ap- 
propriating money for the Indian Service, it should be sent to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate—so with the Naval, 
Military, Agricultural, and other ‘committees. These various 
committees could then be working at the same time on these bills, 
and could present them to the consideration of the Senate as fast 
as they completed their examination. It seems to me that in 
this way this undue crowding at the end of the session would, in 
a great measure, be avoided. 

Another fact must be borne in mind, which is, that the Appro- 
riations Committee of the Senate includes the ablest and the 
eading members of this body. Ordinarily they are on other com- 

mittees of importance, and in addition to that they are expected 
by the country and by the Senate to be foremost in all general de- 
bates. If they devoted themselves exclusively to the work which 
devolves upon them, as members of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, they could not do full justice to the country in other matters, 
through lack of time notwithstanding their great ability and in- 
dustry, which is conceded. 

A reference to the personnel of the Appropriations Committee 
as at present constituted will convince any unprejudiced mind 
that other duties demand so much of their time and thought that 
they can not do justice to the country, the Senate, or themselves 
in os to supervise all the appropriations of the Govern- 
ment. They are the foremost men of the Senate, as I have stated, 
and the country looks to them as leaders in debate. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] or the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] is the chairman. No matter what subject of impor- 
tance is under consideration, the country and the Senate expect 
them to participate. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorma | 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] are universally recognize 
as among the ablest debaters on this floor, and their attention and 
services are required at all times. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
CuLLom] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. sateen are 
80 conspicuous for their ability and eloquence that the country 
has a right to expect and does receive the benefit of their counsel 
on all general legislation. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER} is conceded to be among the best equipped men in public 
life, and in addition he is the recognized leader of nearly one-half 
this side of the Chamber on the currency question, if not of the 
entire Senate. His judgment is always in demand. And so it is 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca] and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Brice]; they are expected to and do take an active in- 
terest in all general legislation. 

It has always been so and always will be. The members of this 
committee are properly and justly, on account of their learning 
and qualifications, among the leaders of the Senate. They have 
tremendous power as members of the Appropriations Committee, 
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This is human nature. 
They undertake the work of the committee and do as well as any 
other set of men could who have their responsibilities, but they 
have neither the time nor the physical ability to discharge with 
proper care the duties which the Senate has devolved upon 
them. 

Through the customs and traditions of the Senate the younger 
members of this body in point of service are not expected to take 
much, if any, part in general debate. This leaves them ample 
time for committee work. By dividing the appropriations their 
abilities could be utilized. They would naturally be anxious to 
make a good record and to report only such bills as they could 
clearly and successfully defend before the country and the Senate. 
There is not a very great disparity, I take it, between the older and 
younger Senators in natural ability or patriotism, and I think that 
each member of the Senate should perform as much of the work, 
share as much of the care, enjoy as much of the honor, and be as 
much of a leader as possible. 

Various bills at different times have been introduced in the Sen- 
ate similar to the one now under consideration. There has never 
been much debate over them. They have in each instance n 
referred to the Committee on Rules, and there they slumber. 
Every Senator has thought of this subject, and I hope this proposed 
amendment will be fully discussed and that the Senate will express 
its judgment by a vote. 

I trust that the proposed amendment will not be referred to the 
Committee on Rules until such reference is accompanied with an 
instruction from the Senate as to the decision of the Senate. 

I am sure that no Senator will attribute to me any personal or 
selfish motive in this matter. My relations with each and every 
member of the Appropriations Committee are most cordial and 
pleasant. No one has a greater respect for that great committee 
individually and collectively than myself. They have treated me 
personally and the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent with the utmost consideration. They have taken especial 
pains, it seems to me, to aid and assist me. They havenever re- 
fused a just and reasonable request of mine. Individually the 
change will not benefit me, for 1am not a member of any of the 
committees which will secure the appropriation bills under my 
amendment, nor do I expect to be. 1 think it will be better for 
the country and better for the Senate if the labors of the Appro- 
priations Committee are divided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, before this subject passes 
from the consideration of the Senate I wish to say a few words 
regarding it. 

I agree with some of the remarks made by the Senator from 
Idaho, but do not agree with all. There are certain appropria- 
tion bills now sent to the Committee on Appropriations which, I 
think, ought to be sent to the appropriate committees charged 
with the subjects-matter. For instance, the members of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia are selected with a view to care 
for the interests of the people of this District, who have no other 
source of legislative power. The people of this city, therefore, go 
to the members of that committee to seek for such appropriations 
and for such legislation as they deem necessary for the welfare of 
the District. They are able probably to obtain general legisla- 
tion, but the question of the appropriation of their money is not 
left to the committee to which they always have access, but is 
referred to a committee with which they have no connection 
whatever. Many citizens of Washington have complained to me 
of this matter, and have stated that when they had made their 
wants known before the committee having charge of the subject, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, they were afterwards 
referred at the heel of a session to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which at such times is overburdened with work. It seems 
to be perfectly plain, therefore, that all appropriations in relation 
to the District of Columbia should be reported to us from the 
District Committee, so that we may have the benefit of their local 
knowledge. 

Some time ago the river and harbor bill was very properly taken 
from the Committee on Appropriations, because that bill relates 
purely to matters of commerce. The members of the Committee 
on Appropriations are not required to look into the details of new 
improvements that are proposed and are to be appropriated for. 
Indeed, the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations should 
be confined to the great Departments of the Government. 

I do not agree with my friend from Idaho that the Committee 
on Military Affairs ought to have charge of the appropriztions for 
the Army, because the Army is provided for by law and the pre- 


be 


| cise amount which each officer and soldier is to receive is fixed. 


That, therefore, is a proper matter for the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Army appropriation bill ought 
not to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, because 
that committee deals with legislation, and not with laws making 
appropriations. So with the NavalCommittee. Undoubtedly the 
Comunittee on Appropriations ought to have charge of the appro- 
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iations for the Navy, because they, too, are limited by law, and 

e Committee on Naval Affairs, if they desire to have any new 
appropriations made or any change in the existing law, can pro- 
pose their proper amendments without having the appropriations 
referred to them. 

I think that all appropriations involved in new legislation 


should be referred to and decided and reported by the committees 
having charge of the legislation, leaving the great Committee on 
Appropriations to report as to Te oe expenses of the Govern- 
ment. Probably nine-tenths of the appropriations should be 
sent to that committee, but the special ee for the 
reasons I have stated, should be sent to other committees, and 
the rules ought to be so arranged. I think this could be done 
without in the slightest degree affecting either the power or the 
usefulness of the Committee on Sans. At the close of 
a session that committee is overburdened; indeed, it is almost 
impossible for a Senator to get access to it sufficiently to explain 
the importance of appropriations he desires to have put into a 
bill. That committee is pressed with the appropriation bills 
which come over here, all of which are thrust upon the Senate 
toward the close of a session. Much faulty legislation has been 
enacted on appropriation bills in consequence of the necessities of 
the case at the close of a session. 

The Senator referred to one piece of legislation on an appropria- 
tien bill. It seems to me our rules ought to be so framed as to 
exclude all legislation on appropriation bills except such inci- 
dental legislation as is necessary to explain the item appropriated 
for. Any general legislation attached to appropriation bills is 
necessarily bad, because there is no opportunity to have any dis- 
cussion in regard to it. Therefore the rule should explicitly re- 
quire that all legislative provisions, even if they are to be attached 
to appropriation bills, should be first referred to the appropriate 
committees and have their sanction before being put upon appro- 
priation bills, which are often hastily passed. 

I hope the resolution at the pr time will be referred, and 
that the Senate, with full know) of their experience in the 
past, will divert some of the appropriation bills to the committees 


who have charge of the particular omy gs weal 
Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. In what year was the change made by which the 
river and harbor bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ihaveforgotten. Probably the Senator from 
Iowa can tell. 
Pi ALLISON. Many yearsago. I donotremember the exact 


2. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a number of years ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate was created in 1867. Prior to that time the appropriation 
bills were referred to the Finance Committee, with the exception 
of the river and harbor bill, which has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce ever since 1826. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 would say to the Senator from New York 
that when I was a member of the House of Representatives the 
Committee on Ways and Means of that body had charge of practi- 
cally all the legislation of Congress, all the general yer 
bills, all tax bills, all tariff bills, and me ne of that kind. 
Afterwards, as the Senator is probably aware, the House from 
time to time changed that and made two committees out of the one, 
one charged with raising revenue and the other charged with ex- 


[ay vie ones was p’ . Sovarious committees were author- 
ed from time to time to take charge of the appropriations bearing 
upon their particular branch of the public service, and I think the 


Senate—although the Senate is a slow-moving body—after a care- 
ful examination will find that some of these appropriations ought 
to be referred to committees other than the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HILL. I suppose the Senator from Idaho does not desire 
action on the resolution this ? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No, I do not desire action this morning. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resoultion lie on the table 


for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. Iwas not in the Senate when the resolution for 
the division of the various eupecentetion bills among committees 
was laid before it. I should glad to have that resolution lie 
en the table we oe P oy ood an a 

seems to me, if the ution , ought to corpo- 
rated with it, which shall provide for the per) tte of a new 
Committee on Coinage and Currency, to which shall be referred 
questions in relation to those subjects, which now go to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
as indicated. 
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POLICY RESPECTING CUBA, ETC, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
now in order, and the first business will be stated. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN De. 
cember 8, 1895, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate— 


1. That the Government of the United States of America should promptly 
rec 


ognize the revolutionists of Cuba, who are now honestly struggling to s:- 
cure their independence of the Spanish Government, as composing an indc- 
pendent nation and possessing the rights thereof, according to the law of 


nations. 
2. That all islands in close proximity to the mainland of the United State 
urchase, be annex: 


of America should, as speedily as possible, by treaties of 
to this Government, as essential to our safety in timesof war and the conyen- 
ience and necessity of our commerce in times of , 

8. That the wise declaration of President Monroe, known as the Monro. 
doctrine, is a well-established policy of the Government of the United States, 
and should be promptly and effectually maintained by the Government in its 


original purity and purpose. 

4. That: while the Government of the United States should not needlessly or 
hastily embroil itself with any foreign power, and should only resort to ex. 
treme measures in cases of absolute necessity, a firmer and more prompt 
policy on the part of this Government in maintaining the rights of American 
citizens abroad should be introduced and pursued. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I sup the resolution will prob- 
ably have to go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I do not 
know that I can or should say anything in addition to what I have 
already said in its support. I do hope that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, when it comes to consider the different reso- 
lutions which have been introduced upon the subject of the Mon- 
roe doctrine, will not only take into account the condition of our 
country with reference to our coast defenses, and recommend to 
the Senate and to the country the adoption of such measures as 
will secure the erection of adequate defenses for coast purposes, 
but that it will recommend to Congress some measure which will 
secure to this country the control of all the islands and lands ad- 
jacent to our shores which will be essential in our commerce and 
in times of war. 

It has been said in this Chamber and out of it that the Populist 
party was a local organization; that it dealt simply with certain 
internal grievances; that it was composed of aclass of people who 
had noconception of government beyond their own immediate and 
pressing personal demands. I desire to correct that opinion, if I 
can do so, by saying that, in my judgment, the Populist party is as 
thoroughly committed to the Monroe doctrine aseither the Demo- 
cratic or the Republican party. It occurs to me that there should 
be no division of sentiment among our Ee upon the question of 
the necessity of making ample protection for our country against 
foreign invasion and in pursuing that course which will strengthen 
its commerce and carrying trade. 

I was delighted yesterday to listen to the eloquent speech of my 
friend from Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM] ,in which he portrayed so vividly 
the doctrine laid down by President Monroe in his message and 

ointed out to us the fact that Great Britain is now planting its 
ine upon every island in the sea, that it is pursuing a policy of 
aggression, acquiring territory and possessions which are liable to 
menace the peace and prosperity of our nation, and I felt at that 
time as though it would be entirely germane to the subject and 
pro for me to put to the Senator the question whether he did 
not believe that the time had come when we should not only pro- 
tect the coasts of this country from foreign invasion, or the 
possibility of foreign invasion, but when we should protect the 
country itself from British invasion. 

I did not hear the Senator say anything about the millions and 
billions of dollars of English capital that have been brought into 
this country. I did not sear him refer to the fact that English 
money has purchased our great flouring mills, our great railway 
systems, our breweries, our stock yards, and the great majority of 
the important industries of this coun I did not hear the dis- 
tinguished and brilliant Senator from [linois yesterday disc iiss 
the question of the seeming ership existing between the Dem- 
ocraticand Republican parties in this country and the money lords 
of Lombard street and of the East. If it is important for us to 
watch the British flag when it is placed indiscriminately upon the 
islands of the sea, does it not occur to my distinguished friend that 
it would be important for us, Mr. President, to watch the finan- 
cial partnership existing between certain financiers and statesmon 
of England and other foreign countries and certain financiers aud 
political in this country? 

I do not believe the time will ever come when this Government 
will be called to defend itself or its territory against British 
aggression; but I believe the time has come when it is essential to 
the welfareand well-being of our — that we Americanize in- 
stead of anglicize our institutions. It is comparatively a mati:T 
of indifference to us whether the boundary line between Veu- 
zuela and the British possessions is established upon American °T 
upon British theories; but it is im t for us, Mr. President, 
to preserve the institutions of this country from British ages 
sions. We realize that Great Britain is in our midst, not with her 
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armies and her navies, not perhaps with her flag, but she is here 
for the purpose of dethroning American institutions; she is here 
for the purpose of anglicizing these States and this country, and 
controlling the policy of our nation and the policy of our Govern- 
ment in every branch and department. Sir, ithas become a popu- 
lar thing now for an American citizen to become an English lord 
or the lord of some other country. I was reading in an Eastern 
newspaper but a few days ago of an American consul, holding a 
position under this Government at this time, who is to become a 
baron of Austria. A few years ago his ancestors were common 
people in this country, working at common and humble occupa- 
tions, and yet, through a little financial and political success, this 
gentleman has become ashamed of his native country, and while 
he holds the important office of consul under the present Admin- 
istration, he is willing to receive the title of baron from a foreign 
country. ; 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that that subject should have 
attracted the attention of the distinguished Senator from Illinois. 
Ido not know that it would be improper for me to refer to the 
spirit of madness which seems to exist in this country, by which | 
even American women are perfectly willing to waste themselves | 
upon titled foreign mendicants. I wish there were some way of 
providing for that in the legislation which is contemplated by my | 
friend from Illinois. 

I hope, however, that this resolution will receive due consider- | 
ation at the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I | 
move its reference to that committee. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to hear the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The resolution will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nebraska has no objection, 
I should like to have the resolution remain on the table for a few 
days, as I desire to submit some remarks on the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
withdraws his motion, and the resolution will lie on the table, in 
the absence of objection. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


Mr. HILL. At the last session I submitted three amendments 
to the rules, which I desire to offer at this time. I ask that the 
resolutions may lie on the table and be printed. 

The resolutions were severally submitted and ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule IX be amended by adding thereto the following section: 

“Sc. 2. Whenever any bill or resolution is pending before the Senate as 
unfinished business, and the same shall have been debated on divers days, 
amounting in all to thirty days, it shall be in order for any Senator at any 
time to move to fix a time for the taking of a vote upon such bill or resolution, 
and such motion shall not be amendable or debatable, and shall be imme- 
diately put, and if passed by a majority of all the members of the Senate, the 
vote upon such bill or resolution, with all the amendments thereto which may 
be pending at the time of such motion, shall be had at the date fixed in gach 
original motion without further debate oramendment, except by unanimous 
consent; and during the pendency of such motion to fix a date and also at the 
time fixed by the Senate for voting upon bill or resolution no other motion 
of any kind or character shall be entertained until such motion or such bill 
or resolution shall have been finally, voted upon.” 
9 ae, That Rule XII be amended by inserting an additional clause, as 

‘ollows: 

‘When upon a vote we | yeas and nays it shall appear to the Presiding Officer, 
upon recapitulation and before the announcement of the result, that a quorum 
has not voted, he shall call upon Senators present who have not voted by name 
to vote, and shall direct the Secretary to add to the list of the Senators vot- 
ing the names of the Senators present not voting, including those announc- 
ing pairs or who may or may not be excused from voting, and to enter the 
same in the Journal; and if the whole number constitute a quorum, and it 
shail appear that a majority of a quorum (or two-thirds of a quorum where 
the Constitution prescribes a majority of two-thirds) has voted on either 
side, the question shall be deemed to bave been determined and the result 
shall be announced the same as if a quorum had voted.” 

Resolved, That subdivision 2 of Rule V of the standing rules of the Senate 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Tf at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the 
result, and these proceedings shail be without debate; but no Senator while 
speaking shall be interrupted by any other Senator raising the question of 
the lack of a quorum, and the question as to the presence of a quorum shall not 
be raised oftener than once in every hour; but this provision shall not apply 
— the absence of a quorum is disclosed upon any roll call of the yeas and 

ays. 

ARMENIAN OUTRAGES. 


Mr.CALL. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, after 
the order of Senate resolutions shall have been reached, I shall ask 
the Senate to take up for consideration the concurrent resolution 
heretofore submitted by me in relation to the outrages in Armenia. 

_Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
December 12, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 1895, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 

Brig. Gen. Wesley Merritt, to be major-general, April 25, 1895, 
vice McCook, retired from active service. 

Col. Zenas Randall Bliss, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general, April 25, 1895, vice Ruger, appointed major-general. 

Col. John Joseph Coppinger, Twenty-third Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general, April 25, 1895, vice Merritt, appointed major-general. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

To be assistant quartermasters with rank of captain: 

First Lieut. John Theodore French, jr., Fourth Artillery, April 
25, 1895, vice Hathaway, promoted. 

First Lieut. James Buchanan Aleshire, First Cavalry, April 25, 
1895, vice Jacobs, promoted. 

First Lieut. Isaac William Littell, Tenth Infantry, April 25, 
1895, vice Bird, promoted. 

First Lieut. Gonzalez Sidney Bingham, Ninth Cavalry, May 18, 
1895, vice Clem, promoted. 

Pay Department. 

Col. Thaddeus Harlan Stanton, assistant paymaster-general, to 
be Paymaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general, March 
27, 1895, vice Smith, retired from active service. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Col. William Price Craighill, to be Chief of Engineers, with the 
rank of brigadier-general, May 10, 1895, vice Casey, retired from 
active service. 

Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Charles Clark Jameson, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 

first lieutenant, April 9, 1895, vice Peck, deceased. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas Francis Barr, deputy judge-advocate-gen- 
eral, to be assistant judge-advocate-general with the rank of colo- 
nel, August 3, 1895, vice Winthrop, retired from active service. 

Maj. George Breckenridge Davis, judge-advocate, to be deputy 
judge-advocate-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Au- 
gust 3, 1895, vice Barr, promoted. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. George Henry Weeks, deputy quartermaster-gen- 
eral, to be assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of colo- 
nel, May 16, 1895, vice Bingham, retired from active service. 

Maj. Gilbert Cole Smith, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 16, 185, 
vice Weeks, promoted. 

Capt. John Lincoln Clem, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster with the rank of major, May 16, 1895, vice Smith, pro- 
moted. 

Subsistence Department. 

Maj. Samuel Tobey Cushing, commissary of subsistence, to be 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of 
lientenant-colonel, November 11, 1895, vice Gilman, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. Wells Willard, commissary of subsistence, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence with the rank of major, September 18, 1895, 
vice Penrose, deceased. 

Capt. Henry Granville Sharpe, commissary of subsistence, to 
be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major, November 
11, 1895, vice Cushing, promoted. 

Medical Department. 


Lieut. Col. Dallas Bache, deputy surgeon-general, to be assist- 
ant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, April 18, 1895, vice 
Smith, retired from active service. 

Maj. David Lowe Huntington, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 18, 1895, vice 
Bache, promoted. 

Maj. William Elkanah Waters, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, October 1, 1895, vice 
Billings, retired from active service. 

Maj. Justus Morris Brown, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 15, 1895, vice 
Gibson, retired from active service. 

Capt. William Cummings Shannon, assistant surgeon, to be 
surgeon with the rank of major, April 18, 1895, vice Huntington, 
promoted. 

Capt. Louis William Crampton, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 
geon with the rank of major, September 6, 1895, vice Hubbard, 
deceased. 

Capt. Louis Stanislaus Tesson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, September 26, 1895, vice Matthews, re- 
tired from active service. 

Capt. Edwin Fisher Gardner, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major October, 1, 1895, vice Waters, promoted. 











Capt. William Hen 
geon with the rank o 
retired from active service. 

Capt. Daniel Mitchell Appel, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, November 15, 1895, vice Brov-, promoted. 


Corbusier, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 
major, October 17, 1895, vice Cronkhite, 


Pay Department. 


Lieut. Col. George Evan Glenn, deputy paymaster-general, to 
be assistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel, March 
27, 1895, vice Stanton, appointed Paymaster-General. 

Maj. Asa Bacon Carey, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-gen- 
eral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, arok 27, 1895, vice 
Glenn, promoted. 

Corps of Engineers. 
_ Lieut. Col. John Moulder Wilson, to be colonel, March 31, 1895, 
vice Elliott, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. John Whitney Barlow, to be colonel, May 10, 1895, 
vice Craighill, appointed Chief of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Peter Conover Hains, to be colonel, August 13, 1895, 
vice Abbot, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. George Lewis Gillespie, to be colonel, October 2, 
1895, vice Poe, deceased. 

Lieut, Col. Charles Russell Suter, to be colonel, O:tober 12, 1895, 
vice Mendell, retired from active service. 

Maj. Oswald Herbert Ernst, to be lieutenant-colonel, March 31, 
1895, vice Wilson, promoted. 

Maj. David Porter Heap, to be lieutenant-colonel, May 10, 1895, 
vice Barlow, promoted. 

Maj. William Ludlow, to be lieutenant-colonel, August 13, 1895, 
vice Hains, promoted. 

Maj. Wiiliam Albert Jones, to be lieutenant-colonel, October 2, 
1895, vice Gillespie, promoted. 

Maj. Andrew Neaf Damrell, to be lieutenant-colonel, October 12, 
1895, vice Suter, , perere r 

Capt. Richard Leveridge Hoxie, to be major, March 81, 1895, 
vice Ernst, promoted. 

Capt. William Louis Marshall, to be major, May 10, 1895, vice 
Heap, promoted. 

Capt. Joseph Henry Willard, to be major, August 13, 1895, vice 
Ludlow, promoted. 

Capt. William Herbert Bixby, to be major, October 2, 1895, vice 
Jones, promoted. 

a Bergland, to be major, October 12, 1895, vice Damrell, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. William Campbell Langfitt, to be captain, March 
81, 1895, vice Hoxie, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry oar Waterman, to be captain, May 10, 1895, 
vice Marshall, promoted. 

First Lieut. James Clark Sanford, to be captain, August 13, 1895, 
vice Willard, promoted. 

First Lieut. Hiram Martin Chittenden, to be captain, October 
2, 1895, vice Bixby, promoted. 

First Lient. Cassius Eric Gillette, to be captain, October 12, 1895, 
vice Bergland, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William Wright Harts, to be first lieutenant, 
February 3, 1895, vice Zinn, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert McGregor, to be first lieutenant, March 
81, 1895, vice Langfitt, promoted. 

Second Lieut. gar Jadwin, to be first lieutenant, May 10, 
1895, vice Waterman, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Keller, to be first lieutenant, August 13, 
1895, vice Sanford, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herbert Deakyne, to be first lieutenant, October 
2, 1895, vice Chittenden, moted. 

.  $econd Lieut. Charles Summers Bromwell, to be first lieuten- 
ant, October 12, 1895, vice Gillette, promoted. 


Cavalry arm. 


Maj. Samuel Marmaduke Whitside, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
lieutenant-colonel, July 17, 1895, vice Purington, Third Cavalry, 
retired from active service. 

Capt. Henry James Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 
July 17, 1895, vice Whitside, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

rst Lieut. Curtis Bushrod Hoppin, regimental quartermaster, 
Second Cavalry, to be captain, June 10, 1895, vice Rawolle, Second 
Cavalry, deceased. 
First Lieut. — Stone McCormick, Seventh Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, July 17, 1895, vice Nowlan, Seventh ores promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry Lewis Ripley, regimental quartermaster, 
Third Cavalry, to be captain, August 8, 1895, vice Elting, Third 
Cavalry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Jacob Garretson Galbraith, First Cavalry, to be 
captain, August 27, 1895, vice Boutelle, First Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Alexander Lucien Dade, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
licutenant, June 13, 1895, vice Sargent, Second Cavalry, appointed 
regimental quartermaster. 
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Second Lieut. John Sheridan Winn, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, June 14, 1895, vice Backus, First Cavalry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Solomon Pervis Vestal, Fifth Cavalry, to be first 
ae July 17, 1895, vice McCormick, Seventh Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Aloysius Hedekin, Third Cavalry, to lo 
first lieutenant, August 8, 1895, vice Converse, Third Cavalry, re. 
tired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Francis John Koester, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, August 8, 1895, vice T. R. Rivers, Third Cavalry, ap- 
pointed regimental quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. John Daniel Leinbach Hartman, First Cavalry, jo 
be first lieutenant, August 27, 1895, vice Galbraith, First Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Jacob Ford Kent, Eighteenth Infantry, to be colon:!, 
— 25, 1895, vice Bliss, Twenty-fourth Infantry, appointed briy- 
adier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel Ovenshine, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
April 26, 1895, vice Coppinger, Twenty-third Infantry, appointe: 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. John Henry Page, Twenty-second Infantry, to lo 
colonel, May 31, 1895, vice Mason, Third Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. John Newman Andrews, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be colonel, October 1, 1895, vice Townsend, Twelfth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Maj. Clarence Mitchell Bailey, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, April 25, 1895, vice Kent, Eighteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. James William Powell, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, to he 
lieutenant-colonel, April 26, 1895, vice Ovenshine, Fifteenth Infaun- 
ey, promoted. 

aj. Loyd Wheaton, Twentieth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel, May 31, 1895, vice Page, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. John William French, Fourteenth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, July 5, 1895, vice Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, 
deceased. 

Maj. Aaron Simon Daggett, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, October 1, 1895, vice Andrews, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 


promoted. 

Capt. Charles Hobart, Third Infantry, to be major, April 25, 
1895, vice Bailey, Fifteenth eee pomene. 

Capt. John Nichols Coe, Twentieth Infantry, to be major, April 
26, 1895, vice Powell, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. James Madison Johnson Sanno, Seventh Infantry, to be 
major, May 12, 1895, vice Crandal, Third Infantry, retired froio 
active service. 

Capt. William Spencer McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
major, May 31, 1895, vice Wheaton, Twentieth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Charles Franklin Robe, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major, 
July 5, 1895, vice French, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

ae Philip Howard Ellis, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major, 
October 1, 1895, vice Daggett, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Grenville Starr, First Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, April 6, 1895, vice Tisdall, First Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. John James Brereton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain, April 25, 1895, vice Johnson, Twenty-fourth Infaniry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. William Cathcart Buttler, regimental quarter- 
master, Third Infantry, to be captain, April 25, 1895, vice Hobart, 
Third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James Seymour Rogers, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain, April 26, 1895, vice Coe, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

irst Lieut. George Shaeffer Young, regimental quartermas(«', 
Seventh Infantry, to be captain, May 12, 1895, vice Sanno, Seventh 
Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Lee Steele, Eighteenth Infantry, to be c:)- 
tain, May 12, 1895, vice Lloyd, Eighteenth Infantry, retired fri 
active service. 

First Lieut. Henry Buckman Moon, Twentieth Infantry, to be ¢))- 
tain, May 31, 1895, vice McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, promot. 

First Lieut. John Henry Hobart Peshine, Thirteenth Infan‘ry, 
to be captain, July 5, 1895, vice Waterbury, Thirteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Edwin Forbes Glenn, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to |e 
— July 5, 1895, vice Robe, Twen fifth Infantry, promot. 

irst Lieut. George Russell Cecil, Thirteenth Infantry, to \ 
captain, October 1, 1895, vice Ellis, Thirteenth Infantry, promot: |. 
md Lieut. a A tine Detchmendy, Sixth Infantry, 

to be first lieutenant, April 6, 1895, vice Starr, First Infantry, }))0- 


moted. 
Second Lieut. Earl Clark Carnahan, Twelfth Infantry, to »e 
first lieutenant, April 18, 1895, vice Wilson, Fifth Infantry, © 


tired from active service. 
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Second Lieut. Archibald Atkinson Cabaniss, Twentieth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, April 25, 1895, vice Brereton, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Myron Moody, Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, April 26, 1895, vice Rogers, Twentieth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Edgar Tayman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, April 30, 1895, vice Druien, Tenth Infantry, 

signed. . 

. dencuil Lieut. Thomas Hugh McGuire (since resigned) , Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, to be first lieutenant, April 30, 1895, vice Loveridge, 
Fourteenth Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. James William McAndrew, Twenty-first Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, May 1, 1895, vice McRae, Third Infantry, 
appointed regimental adjutant. — 

Second Lieut. John Simon Grisard, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, May 12, 1895, vice Barbour, Seventh Infantry, ap- 
pointed regimental quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Charles Perren Russ, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, May 12, 1895, vice Steele, Eighteenth Infantry, 
prom ted. : 

Second Lieut. Edward Robert Chrisman, Second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, May 31, 1895, vice Moon, Twentieth Infantry, 
promoted. — E ; 

Second Lieut. Peter Charles Harris, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 5, 1895, vice Fletcher, Thirteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Munroe McFarland, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 5, 1895, vice Peshine, Thirteenth Infantry, 
promoted. si, ; ; 7 

Second Lieut. William Toliver Wilder, Nineteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, July 5, 1895, vice Glenn, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William Herman Wilhelm, Tenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 31, 1895, vice McGuire, Fourteenth Infan- 
try, resigned. 

Second Lieut. William Roderick Sample, Fourteenth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, October 1, 1895, vice Cecil, Thirteenth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Medical Devartment. 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant: 

Thomas Jellis Kirkpatrick, jr., of Pennsylvania, November 6, 
1895, vice Gardner, promoted. 

John Hamilton Stone, of the District of Columbia, November 6, 
1895, vice Meriwether, retired from active service. 

Irving Wallace Rand, of New Hampshire, November 6, 1895, 
vice Corbusier, promoted. 

Powell Conrad Fauntleroy, of Virginia, November 15, 1895, vice 
Appel, promoted. 


To be chaplain of the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Rev. George W. Prioleau, of Ohio, April 25, 1895, vice Plum- 
mer, dismissed. 
Infantry arm. 


1. Corpl. Lawrence Burton Simonds, Company E, Twenty-first 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, October 31, 1895, vice Haney, 
Eighth Infantry, retired from active service. 

2. Corpl. Robert Henry Allen, Troop D, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, October 31, 1895, vice Sample, Fourteenth In- 
fantry, os. 

3. Q. M. Sergt. Dwight Warren Ryther, Sixth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant, November 6, 1895, vice Prince, Second Infan- 
try, deceased. 

Corps of Engineers. 


To be additional second lieutenants: 
1. Cadet Edward Hugh Schulz. 
2. Cadet Harry Burgess. 


Artillery arm. 


To be second lieutenants: 

. one Harry Ernest Smith, vice Wilson, First Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

9. Cadet Joseph Lippincott Knowlton, vice Zalinski, Second 
Artillery, promoted. 

11. Cadet Thales Lucius Ames, vice March, Third Artillery, 
promoted. 

To be additional second lieutenants: 

12. Cadet Conway Hillyer Arnold, jr. 

15. Cadet Joseph Wheeler, jr. 

16. Cadet Adrian Sebastian Fleming. 

17, Cadet Brooke Payne. 


Cavalry arm. 


To be second lieutenants: i : 
5. Cadet — Hauzer Conrad, jr., vice Williamson, Sixth Cay- 
alry, promo 
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7. Cadet Harry Howard Stout, vice Beach, Sixth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 
8. Cadet Herbert Arthur White, vice Gray, Sixth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 
13. Cadet Nathan King Averill, vice Donaldson, Seventh Cay- 
alry, promoted. 
14. Cadet Harry La Tourrette Cavenaugh, vice Fuller, Ninth 
Cavalry, appointed first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 
To be additional second lieutenants: 
18. Cadet Mortimer Osborne Bigelow. 
19. Cadet William Gray Sills. 
20. Cadet August Carl Nissen. 
25. Cadet Clyde Emile Hawkins. 
27. Cadet James Southard Parker. 
34. Cadet Joseph Sutherland Herron, 
35. Cadet Henry Benjamin Dixon. 
37. Cadet George Barnard Pritchard, jr. 
Infantry arm. 
To be second lieutenants: 
3. Cadet John Asa Gurney, vice Capron, Fifth Infantry, trans- 
ferred to the Seventh Cavalry. 
4. Cadet Jens Bugge, vice Neary, Third Infantry, promoted. 
10. Cadet Charles Herman Paine, vice Grisard, Thirteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
21. Cadet Thomas Walter Darrah, vice Wittenmyer, Ninth In- 
fantry, promoted. , 
22. Cadet Americus Mitchell, vice Baylies, Fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 
23. Cadet Perry Lester Miles, vice Jones, Fourteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 
24. Cadet Milton Loomis McGrew, vice Russ, Eleventh Infantry, 
promoted, 
26. Cadet Lorrain Thompson Richardson, vice Lenihan, Twen- 
tieth Infantry, promoted, 
28. Cadet Charles Roscoe Howland, vice Taylor, Twentieth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
29. Cadet Francis Pierpont Siviter, vice Schenck, Twelfth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
30. Cadet Morton Fitz Smith, vice Cabaniss, Twentieth Infantry, 
promoted. 
31. Cadet Louis Meredith Nuttman, vice McAndrew. Twenty- 
first Infantry, promoted. 
32, Cadet Glenn Hedges Davis, vice Markland, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 
33. Cadet Franklin Swart Hutton, vice Chrisman, Second In- 
fantry, promoted. 
36. Cadet Albert Sidney Brookes, vice Smoke, Eighteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
38. Cadet Thomas Francis Dwyer, vice Hersey, Ninth Infantry, 
promoted. 
39. Cadet Fine Wilson Smith, vice Carnahan, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 
40). Cadet Walter Scott McBroom, vice Evans, Eighteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
41. Cadet Louis Hoffman Lewis, vice Albright, Ninth Infantry, 
promoted. 
42. Cadet David Sheridan Stanley, vice Moody, Twenty-second 
Infantry, promoted. 
43. Cadet Benjamin Taylor Simmons, vice Schindel, Sixteenth 
Infantry, transferred to the Sixth Infantry. 
44, Cadet Joseph Numa Augustin, jr., vice Tayman, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, promoted. 
45. Cadet Samuel George Creden, vice McAlexander, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, promoted. 
46. Cadet Girard Sturtevant, vice McGuire, Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
To be additional second lieutenants: 
47. Cadet Louis Hermann Bash. 
48. Cadet Anton Springer, jr. 
49, Cadet Frank Bingley Watson. 
50. Cadet Oscar Jerome Charles. 
1. Cadet Thomas Absalom Pearce. 
52. Cadet Daniel Duncan. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Surg. Joseph G. Ayers, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 25th of February, 1895, vice Medical Inspector Frank L. 
Du Bois, deceased. 

P. A. Surg. James C. Byrnes, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 25th of February, 1895, vice Surg. Joseph G. Ayers, pro- 
moted. 

Medical Inspector William K. Van Reypen, to be a medical di- 
rector in the Navy,from the 30th of March, 1895, vice Medical 
Director Michael Bradley, retired. 

Surg. Abel F. Price, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 30th of March, 1895, vice Medical Inspector William K. Van 
Reypen, promoted. 
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P. A, Surg. Samuel H. Griffith, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 30th of March, 1895, vice Surg. Abel F. Price, promoted. 

Reginald K. Smith, a citizen of Alabama, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 3d of April, 1895, to fill a vacancy 


existing in that grade on that date. 

Medical Inspector Thomas C. Walton, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 28th of May, 1895, vice Medical Director 
Richard C. Dean, retired. 

Surg. Michael C. Drennan, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 28th of May, 1895, vice Medical Inspector Thomas C. 
Walton, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Daniel M. Guiteras, to be a sur, in the Navy, 
from = 28th of May, 1895, vice Surg. Michael C. Drennan, pro- 
moted. 

Medical Inspector Charles H. White, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 8th of June, 1895, vice Medical Director Albert 
C. Gorgas, retired. 

Surg. James A. Hawke, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 8th of June, 1895 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Medical Inspector Charles H. White, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Averly C. H. Russell, to be a — in the Navy, 
from the 8th of June, 1895, vice Surg. James A. Hawke, promoted. 

Medical Ins x George W. Woods, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 15th of June, 1895, vice Medical Director 
Adolph A. Hochling, retired. 

Surg. Robert A. Marmion, to bea medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 15th of June, 1895 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Medical r George W. Woods, promoted. 

P, A. Sarg. Arthur G, Cabell, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 15th of June, 1895, vice Surg. Robert A. Marmion, promoted. 

George C, Hubbard, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 5th of July, 1895, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

ree yey Clement Biddle, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 26th of July, 1895, viceSurgeon Benjamin S. Mackie, deceased. 

Medical Inspector George H. Cook, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 29th of September, 1895, vice Medical Director 
Albert L. Gihon, retired. 

Surg. Dwight Dickinson, to be a medical arene in the Navy, 
from the 29th of September, 1895, vice Medical Inspector George 
MPR Burg, Henry T Percy, to be in the Navy, f 

. A. Surg. Hen ; , a in the Navy, from 
the — of September, 1895, vice Surg. Dwight Dickinson, pro- 
moted. 

Jacob C. Rosenbleuth, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
gengece in the Navy, from the 14th of October, 1895,and Moulton 
K. Johnson, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant su m in the 
Navy, from the 12th of November, 1895, both to fill vacancies 
existing in that grade on those dates. 

Paymaster William W. Woodhull, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from the 30th of March, 1895, vice Pay Inspector Robert 
Wp A- Paymaster Laods C. Ki be the N 

. A. Paymaster . Kerr, to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
from the 30th of March, 1895, vice Paymaster William W. Woot 
hull, promoted. 

Assistant ae Samuel McGowan, to be a passed assistant 
govennrter in the Navy, from the 30th of March, 1895, vice P, A. 

ymaster Leeds C. Kerr, SS 

Pay Inspector Arthur J. Pritchard, to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 10th of April, 1895, vice Pay Waeector James Ful- 


= Henry T. Wright, to be inspector in the N 
‘aymaster Hen ; : a pay r in the Navy, 
i tor Arthur J. Pritch- 


from the 10th of April, 1895, vice Pay 
ard, promoted. 

P. A. Paymaster Richard T. M. Ball, to be a paymaster in the 
Navy,from the 10th of April, 1895, vice Paymaster Henry T. 
Wright, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Henry A. Dent, to be a passed assistant 

ymaster in the Navy, from the 10th of April, 1895 (subject to 

e examinations earn by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Richard 
T. M. Ball, promoted. 

Barron P. Du Bois, a citizen of New Jersey, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 23d of May, 1895, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

Wilham P. Brawley,a citizen of South Carolina, to be an as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 23d of May, 1895, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that 8. 

P. A. Paymaster Charles 8. Williams, to be a paymaster in the 
Navy, from the 18th of June, 1895 (subject to the examinations 
—— by law), vice R. Smith, dismissed. 

sst. Paymaster Walter L. Wilson, to be a — oe. 
master in the Navy, from the 13th of June, 1895 (subject to 
examinations required by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Charles 8. 


Williams, promoted. 

Harry E. Biscoe, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 28th of August, 1895, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 
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John Irwin, jr., a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 5th of September, 1895, to fill a yy. 
cancy existing in that grade. 

P. A. aster Thomas J. Cowie, to be a paymaster in the 
Navy, from the 11th of September, 1895 (subject to the examin,- 
tions required by law), vice Paymaster John Furey, retired. 

Asst. Paymaster William J. Littell, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 11th of September, 1895 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Thomas 
J. Cowie, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer Henry Herwig, to be achief engineer in thig 
Navy,from the 21st of March, 1895, vice Chief Engineer Elijah 
Laws, retired. 

Assistant seagpeet Ward P. Winchell, to be a passed assistan 
engineer in the Navy, from the 2istof March, 1895, vice P. A. Engi- 
neer Henry Herwig, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer Geor. e B. Ransom, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 9th of May,1895, vice Chief Engineer Ezra J, 
Whitaker, retired. 

Assistant Engineer Andrew McAllister, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy, from the 9th of May, 1895, vice P. A. En- 
gineer George B. Ransom, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer William C. Eaton, to bea chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 1st of June, 1895, vice Chief Engineer William W, 
Heaton, deceased. 

Assistant Engineer Charles W. Dyson, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy, from the 1st of June, 1895, vice Passed As- 
sistant Engineer William C. Eaton, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer Alfred B. Canaga, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 6th of August, 1895, vice Chief Engineer Thom 
Williamson, retired. 

Assistant Engineer William C. Herbert, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy, from the 6th of August, 1895, vice P. A. 
Engineer Alfred B. Canaga, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer Abraham V. Zane, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 11th of September, 1895 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Chief Engineer Herschal Main, 


re 
Assistant Engineer Alexander 8S. Halstead, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy, from the 11th of September, 1895, vice 


P. A. Engineer Abraham V. Zane, promoted. 
Ensign Harry A. Field, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 23d of April, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ran- 


dolph H. Miner, promoted and since resigned. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John Hood, to bea lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the 28th of April, 1895, vice Lieut. Frederick H. Tyler, de- 


ceased. 
Ensign Chester M. Knepper, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, 
in the Navy, from the 28th of April, 1895 (subject to the examina- 


tions ee by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John Hood, 
promoted. 

Capt. Frederick V. McNair, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
from _ 10th of May, 1895, vice Commodore Edward E. Potter, 
retired. 

Commander William Bainbridge Hoff, to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 10th of May, 1895, vice Capt. Frederick V. McNair, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander yey Fd . Manney, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 10th of y, 1895, vice Commander William 
Bainbri ee 

Lieut. James W. Carlin, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 10th of May, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander Henry 
N. Manney, promoted. 

Commodore Lester A. Beardslee, to be a rear-admiral inthe Navy, 
from 2ist of May, 1895, vice Rear-Admiral Richard W. Meade, 
retired. 

Capt. John A. Bowell, to be a commodore in the Navy, from the 
21st of May, 1895, vice Commodore Lester A. Beardslee, promoted. 


Assistant naval constructor. 


Daniel C. Nutting, ir, a citizen of Kansas, to be an assistant 
naval constructor in the Navy, from the ist of J uly, 1895. 


Assistant engineers in Navy. 


The following-named graduates of the Naval Academy, to be as- 
sistant engineers in the Navy, from the 1st of July, 1895, to {ill 
vacancies in that grade: Henry B. Price, Martin E. French, Frauk 
D. Read, John R. Brady, Allen M. Cook, Emmet R. Pollock, ind 
André M. Proctor; and the following-named graduate of the Na val 
Academy, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from 1¢ 
ist of July, 1895, in accordance with the act of March 2, 1889, v2, 
Louis J. ill, 

Ensigns. 
The following-named naval cadets, all graduates of the Naval 
, to be ensigns in the Navy, from the ist of July, |*”, 
to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date, viz: Wilfrid 
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V. Powelson, William S. Montgomery, Frank H. Clark, jr., Henry 
H. Ward, Eugene L. Bisset, Edward H. Campbell, Charles J. Lang, 
Walter S. Crosley, William K. Gise, Thomas S. Wilson, Henry A. 
Pearson, Orton P. Jackson, Frank L. Chadwick, John 8. Doddridge, 
Percy N. Olmsted, Christopher C. Fewel, Frank B. Upham, John 
L. Sticht, Richard 8. Douglas, Alfred A. McKethan, and Alfred 
A. Pratt. 
REGISTER OF WILLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

J. Nota McGill, of Washington, D. C., who was appointed Au- 

ast 28,1895, during the recess. of the Senate, to be register of 
wills for the District of Columbia, vice Levi P. Wright, resigned. 

EXAMINERS IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE. 


John H. Brickenstein, of Lititz, Pa., who was appointed March 
4, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be an examiner in chief 
in the Patent Office, vice Rufus L. B. Clarke, removed. 

Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H., who was appointed 
March 4, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be an examiner 
in chief in the Patent Office, vice Henry H. Bates, resigned. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MINNESOTA, 


Patrick H. Kirwan, of Olivia, Minn., who was appointed No- 
vember 4,1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-gen- 
eral of Minnesota, vice James Compton, removed. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Emory F. Best, of Macon, Ga., who was appointed June 13, 1895, 
during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, vice Edward A. Bowers, resigned. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James W. Coman, of Alva, Okla., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 30,1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Alva, Okla., vice Robert H. Allen, deceased. 

Elias E. Dorsey, of. Del Norte, Colo., who was appointed June 
26, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo., vice Walter C. Wescott, removed. 

Jared 8. Dixon, of Natchitoches, La., who was appointed Octo- 
ber 21, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Natchitoches, La., vice Thomas J. Flanner, removed. 

Albert B. Reeves, of Johnson City, Kans., who was appointed 
April 10, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Dodge City, Kans., vice George T. Crist, 
deceased. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

William H. Anderson, of Shelbyville, Ky., who was appointed 
July 8, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 
land office at Enid, Okia., vice Robert W. Patterson, deceased. 

Albert D. Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., who was appointed Octo- 
ber 21, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 
land office at Douglas, Wyo., vice Edward H. French, resigned. 

George W. Myers, of Miles City, Mont., who was appointed 
April 10, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the — office at Miles City, Mont., vice Charles 8. Wright, de- 
ceased. 

Robert J. Ray, of Woodward, Okla., who was appointed Au- 

st 16, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 

and ae at Woodward, Okla., vice Wilson M. Hammock, re- 
signed. 
COMMISSIONERS TO NEGOTIATE WITH INDIANS. 


Frank C. Armstrong, of Washington, D. C., who was appointed 
April 13, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be a commis- 
sioner to negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Muscogee (or Creek), and Seminole Nations, under 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 
(27 Stats., 645), vice Meredith H. Kidd, resigned. 

Thomas B. Cabaniss, of Forsyth, Ga., who was appointed April 
13, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be a commissioner to 
negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
M (or Creek), and Seminole Nations, under the provisions 
of the act of Co: approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., page 645), 
to fill an allinal secencr. 

Alexander B. Montgomery, of Elizabethtown, Ky., who was ap- 
pointed April 18, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be a 
commissioner to negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choc- 
taw, Chickasaw, Muscogee (or Creek), and Seminole Nations, un- 
der the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 
(27 Stats,, page 645), to fill an original vacancy. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


Stanton G. Fisher, of Blackfoot, Idaho, who was appointed May 
7, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Nez Perces Agency in Idaho, vice Joseph Robinson, deceased. 

Luke C, Hays, of Oacoma, S. Dak., who was appointed Angast 
16, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Fort Belknap Agency, in Montana, vice Maj. Joseph 
M. Kelley, United States Army, relieved of detail as acting Indian 
agent at said agency. 
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John C. Keenan, of Stringtown, Ind., who was appointed June 
4, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indi- 
- of the Neah Bay Agency in Washington, vice W. Leven Pow- 
ell, deceased. 

F.. Glenn Mattoon, of Coal Harbor, N. Dak., who was appointed 
October 18, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for 
the Indians of the Fort Berthold Agency, in North Dakota, vice 
Capt. William H. Clapp, United States Army, relieved of detail as 
acting Indian agent at said agency. 

POSTMASTERS, 

John Y. Henderson, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Alabama, in the place of Adelia 
E. Frank, removed. 

James M. Archer, to be postmaster at Mammoth Spring, in the 
county of Fulton and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Edward Atkinson, to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1895. 

Eugene C. Talbott, to be postmaster at Siloam Springs, in the 
county of Benton and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a | 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the , 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Mathew J. Byrnes, to be postmaster at Visalia, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California, in the place of L. V. Nanscawen, 
removed. 

Joseph Marks, to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county of 
Butte and State of California, in the place of S. S. Boynton, 
removed. 

Perce C. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Portersville, in the 
county of Tulare and State of California, in the place of J. How- 
ell, removed. 

William 8. Staley, to be postmaster at Selina, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of Walter T. Lyon, 
removed. 

Webster Wotkyns, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of G. F. Ker- 
naghan, resigned. 

Andrew Royal, jr., to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
El Paso and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1895. 

Edwin E. Whedon, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado, in the place of E. P. Jones, 
resigned. 

George W. Benedict, to be postmaster at South Norwalk, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of E. 
Adams, removed. 

Melvin E. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of J. W. Webb, 
deceased. 

Charles B. Mason, to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of John Tweedy, 
whose commission expired February 28, 1895. 

Clifford B. Rogers, to be postmaster at Colchester. in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of Samuel 
H. Kellogg, resigned. 

Horace Wheeler, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1895. 

Sidney B. Conner, to be postmaster at Liveoak, in the county of 
Suwanee and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1895. 

George W. Harris, to be postmaster at Wardner, in the county 
of Shoshone and State of Idaho, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Robert Forester, to be postmaster at Murphysboro, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Illinois, inthe place of Fred. A. C. Kuhle, 
deceased. 

Frank Friede, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1895. 

David F. King, to be postmaster at Roodhonse, in the county 
of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of R. E. Whitlock, 
removed. 

David C. Marsh, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of [llinois, in the place of F. G. 
Cockrell, resigned. 

Ellis K. Mercer, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois, in the place of C. P. Bascom, whose 
commission expired February 14, 1895. 
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William W. Twist, to be postmaster at Toluca, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1895. 


John Beard, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of Ver- 
milion and State of Illinois, in the place of W. R. Jewell, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1893 

Henry G. Carter, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Illinois, in the place of J. W. Sims, 
removed. 

Charles L. Corneau, to be postmaster at Forrest, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. . 

Addison M. Davis, to be tmaster at Rossville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Jerome B. Dunkle, to be postmaster at Veedersburg, in the 
county of Fountain and State of Indiana, the appointment of a 

stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 

e President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Fred J. Fife, to be postmaster at East Chicago, in the county of 
Lake and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1895. 

William Richards, to be tmaster at New Harmony, in the 
county of Posey and State of Indiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Edgar A. Smith, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1895. 

James W. Weidner, to be postmaster at Delphi, in the count: 
of oe and State of Indiana, in the place of R. M. Isherwood, 
resigned. 

Antoine V. —oe, to be postmaster at Claremore, in the 
county of Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, we become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 12, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. W. H. Mi.sury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a draft of 
a bill from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa 
Indians, in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriation 
for carrying the same into effect; which, with the accompanyin 

rs, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. VILAS submitted the annual report of the Board of Visitors 
to the United States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., for 
the year 1895; which was ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a pee. in the form of resolu- 
tions adopted at a mass meeting of the citizens of Fremont, Nebr., 
praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
—- in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 

Sommittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. P. Huntington, president 
of the Southern Pacific Railway Company, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the improvement of the harbor 
at port of Los Angeles, Santa Monica, Cal., in accordance with the 
plan recommended by William Hood, chief engineer of the South- 
ern Pacific Railway Company; which, with the accompanying 
— and maps, was refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

r. HILL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 


adopted by the Central Congregational Church, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
representing nearly a thousand families, praying for the enact- 


ment of legislation to provide transports and designate ports 
where they may be loaded with food and clothes donated by Amer- 
ican citizens for the use of destitute Armenians; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Retaeeny, of Voucouten, to the beste of Wiatineiee, pasion 

way, of Vancouver, in the 0 n, 
— oe ted a pension; which was referred to the ccomin 
on 
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Mr. BAKER. Some days ago I introduced two bills, a })jjj 
(S. 252) for the relief of Stalnaker Marteney, and a bill (8.254) (0; 
the relief of Jerome Kunkel; and they were referred to the (\\,)- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Since then I have received s 5 

roofs which I think ought to be submitted in connection wit), the 
ills. I present the affidavits and move that they be referre:| to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.404) granting a pension to Samuel ()0)|(- 
ee reported it without amendment, and submitted a rejort 
thereon. 


CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBI,, 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis. 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 80) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system of highways 
in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” 
approved March 2, 1893, to report it favorably without amendient, 
and, because of the matter contained in the bill and the peciiliar 
circumstances which render early action desirable, I am instructed 
to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to put the bill upon its 

assage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 17 of the act approved March 2, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide a permanent system ot highways in that part of the District 
of Columbia lying outside of cities,” so as to read: 


Sec. 17. That said court in special term may certify to the court of appeals 
of the District of Columbia for decision there, in the first instance, any 
question of law that shall arise during any proceedings in said court in spe- 
cial term under this act. Any party aggrieved by the final order or decree 


of said court in special term fixing the amount of damages, or the assess- 
ment for benefits as to any se Gong of land, may take an appeal to said court 
of appeals and shall be entitled to a bill of exceptions as in civil cases triable 
by jury, and said court of appeals may affirm, reverse, or modify the order 
or decree appealed from: Provided, That said court of appeals shall consider 


only questions of law arising on such appeal. From a final judgment of said 
court in special term under this act, distributing the damages among con- 
tending mants, any party aggrieved may in like manner take an appeal 
to the court of appeals, which court in such cases shall consider both ues- 
tions of law and tect. Any appeal under this act to the court of appeals shall 


be taken within twenty days after the making of the final order or decree 
ap from, and not afterwards, and shall be subject to the laws and rules 
of court regulating appeals to said court of appeals. Cases arising under this 
act shall have P ence in said court over all other cases except criminal 
cases, and the decision of said court of appeals upon any question arising 


under this act shall be final: Provided, That from any judgment or order of 


said court of appeals involving any question as to the constitutionality of 
act or of any part thereof any —~ aggrieved may within thirty days 

after such judgment or order shall be entered appeal to the Supreme (ourt 

of the United States. Said court shall determine only the questions of con- 

stitutionality involved in the case, and shall have power to make such special 

rules and re tions applying to appeals under this act as may be proper to 
g such cases to a y hearing and determination. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MONTHLY STATEMENT OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res.7) providing 
for the printing of the Monthly Summary Statement of Imports 
and rts of the Bureau of Statistics, Treseury Department, to 
report it without amendment, and to ask for its present consider- 
ation. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc.. That there shall be printed monthly by the Public Printer 
3,500 copies of the — Summary Statement of Imports and Exports and 
other statistical information ppaparen by the Chief of the Bureau of Statis- 


ics, ry De mt, copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,00 
copies tor the use of the Treasury Department. ; 


Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mary!and 
why the number is limited to 3,500 copies. It seems to me tliat 
3,500 copies of a document such as that is a very small number. 
If I am not mistaken in the importance of the document, a much 
larger number will be necessary. The Committee on Printiny, of 
course, has considered the matter; but it strikes my mind as |eing 
an a and an improperly small number of such a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. In 1890, I think, the Senate directed the (om- 
mittee on Printing to make a tee investigation as to 
the number of documents of this c cter that should be printed 
for all the Departments. The late Senator from Nebrask:. M". 
Manderson, then chairman of the committee, submitted « very 
thorough and exhaustive report. At that time there were 2.1%” 
copies of this document, the monthly abstract, not the «1 nual, 
printed by the ent. When the committee consider! the 
matter the officers of the Treasury Department at that tim: >") 

, and so recommended to the committee, that 1,000, wiich's 

e usual number in all the Departments limited by the 1 cent 

printing act, would be sufficient in this case. It appears that 
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heretofore out of the general fund for printing for the Depart- 
ment the Secretary of the Treasury Las had the option to order, 
when an og Nye publication was in hand, that an extra num- 
ber should printed. That he is now prohibited from doing. 
The passage of this joint resolution providing for 3,500 copies in 
addition to the 1,000 copies provided for by the printing act makes 
4.500 copies—500 more than has ever been printed heretofore. In 
view of the importance of the document the committee thought 
it wise to pass the proposed resolution and make an exception in 
this case. : S 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
= CALL. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Maryland. Do I understand this to be the annual publication of 
the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department? 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis the monthly statement, not the annual, 
and the joint resolution provides for printing 3,500 copies in addi- 
tion to the 1,000 copies provided for by law. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 768) for the relief of 
James A. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying. pepe referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAC RN introduced a bill (S.769) to relieve W. H. 
Cohorn from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 770) for the relief of Lucy Ann Lee | 


and Allen G. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 771) to restore the name of Martha 
A. Fullerton to the pension roll; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 772) to provide for the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings in the cities of Hastings and 
Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 773) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 
July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement 
of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the con- 
struction of certain of the railroads, and to secure to the United 
States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S.774) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
o accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S.775) to aid in the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the 
soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American independ- 
ence; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also introduced _a bill (8.776) for the purchase of the oil 
a of Maj. Gen. William Smallwood; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GORMAN also introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (8.777) for the relief of William P. Wood, for services 
rendered the Treasury Department; 

A bill (8.778) for the relict of Alexander Moffitt; 

A bill (S.779) for the relief of Samuel D. Piper, administrator 
of Elias 8. Grove, of Washington County, Md.; 

A bill “ 780) for the relief of Louis Trone, of Washington 
County, Md.; 

A bill (8.781) for the relief of H. H. Keedy and Charles W. 

dams, administrators of John Miller, deceased, late of Washing- 
ton County, Md.; 

A bill (8. 782) for the relief of Mary and Maria Reynolds, admin- 
pirators of James Reynolds, deceased, late of Allegany County, 


A bill (8.783) for the relief of Benjamin R. White, of Mont- 
gomery County, Md.; 

A bill (S. 784) for the relief of Reuben A. Hurley, of Montgom- 
ery County, Md., administrator de bonis non of A. F. Hurley, de- 
ceased, late of Lyon County, Nev.; 


A bill Ry 785) for the relief of A. T. Snouffer, of Frederick 
County, Md.; 





A bill (S. 786) for the relief of P. E. Dye and Willie S. Hoge, 
administrators of David Shoemaker, deceased, late of the District 
of Columbia: and 

A bill (S. 787) for the relief of James Legg. 

Mr. GORMAN also introduced a bill (S. 788) for the relief of 
James Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and referred te 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate 
Winter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 790) to aid the States of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, 
Colorado, and South Dakota to support schools of mines: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 791) toincrease the pension 
of Isabella Morrow, widow of the late Bvt. Col. Henry A. Morrow, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 792) for the relief of Wells C. 
McCool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 793) to establish and maintain a 
national school of forestry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 794) granting to the State of Ne-, 
braska, for the irrigation and reclamation of semiarid lands, and 
for other purposes, the public lands in said State; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (795) for the relief of John Little and 
Hobart Williams, of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 796) granting a pension to Charles 
Sullender; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 797) providing for an additional dis- 
trict judge in the district of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 798) to alter and amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and a tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacitic Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and 
amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864,in amendment of 
said first-named act, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress 
approved May 7, 1878, in amendment of said acts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 799) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 800) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William McCormick; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 801) to provide for the transfer of 
Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 802) increasing all pension allow- 
ances authorized under existing statutes of the United States to 
all officers, soldiers, and sailorsof the late war of the rebellion, and 
to their widows and dependent relatives; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 803) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Grand Island, 
in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 804) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 805) to provide for the 
rank, pay, and emoluments of retired officers of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 806) in regard to that portion 
of the public domain situated in the State of Kansas known as 
‘* sand hills,” and unappropriated public domain situated in said 
State composed of sand lands, and providing for the reclamation 
and entry thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles 
Williamson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 808) for the relief of Simeon Motz, 
Nathaniel Robbins, and William J. Sloan; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 809) for the relief of Everett 
Wroe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 810) to amend the act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and for other pu ,” approved January 29, 
1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 811) to provide a district 
attorney and a marshal for the western judicial district of the 
State of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 812) to poe for appoint- 
ment by brevet of active or retired officers of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 813) for the 
relief of Annie R. Chesley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 814) for the relief of John 
W. Gummo; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 815) for the relief of David Sides; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 816) for the relief of William A. 
Cowles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 817) for the relief of Michael 
Dittlinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 818) for the relief of 
Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N. Dak.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 819) granting a pension to Catherine 
O'Leary; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 820) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Keene, in the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CHILTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 821) to refer 
the claim of Eli Ayres to the Court of Claims and quiet the title 
to certain lands in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 822) to re te the rates of 
transportation on railway corporations engaged in interstate com- 
merce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John B. Meigs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 824) to require patents to be issued 
to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘* An act to provide 
for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of 
the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; which was 
= ; ones by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 825) for the relief of Henry Mar- 
cotte; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 826) gran’ a pension to Caroline 
Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 827) for the relief of C. M. 
Keedy, administrator of J. J. Keedy, of Washington County, Md.; 
page was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 23) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to use a portion of the a 
propriation for new iron roof for foundry at navy-yard, Wash- 
ington, D, C,, in the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June = 1896, and 





for other ,” for repairs to the walls of said foundry; which 
was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 24) for 
the return to the State of New Hampshire of the flag of the Elev- 
enth Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. GEAR. On the 1ith instant I introduced a bill (S. 763) for 
the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, which was referred to the Committee 
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on Claims. I ask that that committee be discharged from the fur. 
ther consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the (yy. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thechange of reference will be m:i\1o 
in the absence of objection, , 


PRINTING OF COINAGE BILL AS A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Some days ago I introduced a bill (S. 4.6) 
to provide, in connection with other nations, for the unlimited 
coinage of gold and silver at a ratio of 1 to 15}. I move that the 
bill be reprinted as a document, with an accompanying letter from 
Mr. Robert Stein. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order wil] 
be made, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ELECTRIC WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GALLINGER. By request I offer a series of resolutions 


for reference to the Committee on the District of Columbia, for 
the consideration of the committee. I myself know nothing 
about the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read and referred to the Committee on tle 


District of Columbia, as follows: 


Whereas Congress by act approved July 18, 1888, provided that the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia should not after the 15th day of Sep- 
tember, 1888, permit or authorize any additional thegrenh, telephone, electric 
lighting, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of the 
streets or avenues of the city of Washington, and further directed said 
Commissioners to investigate and report to Congress the best method of 
removing all such electric wires from the air or surface of said streets and 
interring the same under ground; and 

Whereas it was by said last above-mentioned act and the act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1889, provided that said Commissioners should have power 
os ang time before the expiration of the Fifty-first Congress, and not later, 


to authorize any such existing overhead wiresto be placed under ground; 


and 

Whereas under and by virtue of the provisions of said acts certain compa- 
nies owning overhead wires within the District of Columbia, acting under 
permits from said Commissioners, removed a large number of such overhoad 
wires and interred the same under ground, thus establishing an unier- 


ground system of electric wires; and 

Whereas the act of Congress approved August 6, 1890, created an Electrical 
Commission to investigate and report, through the President, to Congress 
upon the best method of removing overhead wires and placing the same un- 
der ground, which said Commission, upon the 26th day of October, 1591. sub- 
mitted its — to the President, and which said report was by the Presi- 


dent tra tted to Congress December 23, 1891, said report still pending 
and unacted upon by Congress; 

Whereas by act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, it was provided that 
the said Commissioners ht grant permits for the construction, within cvr- 
tain limitations, of other conduits or subways additional to those already at 


that date then in existence under previous acts of Congress, under ani 
virtue of which said act of March 3, 1891, the companies owning such exist ing 
eens conduits were granted permits and have constructed certai: 
ditions and extensions of previously existing subways; and 5 
Whereas no further or other legislation exists authorizing said Commis- 
sioners to permit the erection of additional overhead wires or the constric- 
tion of other conduits or subways within said District; and 
Whereas the obvious intention of Congress, as expressed in all its legisia- 
tion u the subject, has been to prohibit the further erection of over 
head shostate wires in the District of Columbia the ultimate placing of 
ail electric wires in the District of Columbia under ground, the same to be 
done only under such tions and conditions as might be by Congress 


prescribed: Therefore , 

Be it resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be. and 
they are hereby, directed to report tothe Senate whether, since the Lith day of 
December, 1888, any permits have been issued for the construction or erection 
of additional overhead wires in the District of Columbia; and if so, to whom 





such permits were given and under what authority of law the same purp rt 
to have been issued, together with a list of such permits, and whether there- 
under any additional overhead wires have been erected in said District; and 
if so, where and by whom the same has been done. Also whether, under tlie 
said act of March 3, 1891, or under any other act, any permits have been \s- 
sued by said Com: oners for the g under ground in any of the ave- 


nues, streets, alleys, sidewalks, footways, or other public ways in the District 
of Columbia of any conduits or subways for electrie wires which werv t 
an addition to or an extension of a previously existing conduit or subway 
established under previously existing law; and if so,the names of the j! 
sons or corporations to whom such permits have been issued, the ayenurs, 
streets, alleys, foot walks, or other ways covered by such pers, 
what work, if any, has been done under such permits, and by whom and ni: 


what authority of law said permits purport to have been issued and said 
work performed. 

Bei oer resol That, pending the rt hereinbefore called for, nd 
therea until action by Congress thereon, the said Commissioners of t |i |)1s- 


rict of Columbia be, and they are hereby, requested to issue no further pcr 


mits for the erection of any overh wires in said District, and if any such 
ts nave been issued to revoke said permits and prevent the ere:(i2 
ereunder of any further overhead wires. Further, that no additional jt 
mits be ted for the construction of any further electric conduits or su 
ways in ‘the District of Columbia, and that if any such permits have already 
been issued the same be revoked, and no further work be permitted there 
under until further action by 


EXCHANGE BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER STANDARD COUNTRIFS. 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire what oe 
the difference of exchange between gold-standard countries and silver-»{anu- 
ard countries has upon the agricultural and manufacturing industries of the 
United States, and report by bill or otherwise. 
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Mr. STEWART. I ask that the resolution may lie over, and 


whe ; 
ghall submit some remarks upon the subject. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under 


the rule. by 
PHOSPHATE LANDS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


rpenlved by the Senate, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and are, 
a ved to investigate the decision of the Interior Department in the case of 
G ~ yy and others, deciding that phosphate was not a mineral and phosphate 
— not subject to the mining laws, reversing and overruling both the de- 
eet former Secretaries of the Interior and the decisions of the present 
Cs ’ejary in other cases, and the act of Congress entitled “An act for the pro- 
root of actual settlers who made homestead or preemption entries on the 
ublic lands of the United States in the State of Florida upon which deposits 
of phosphates have been discovered since such entries were made,” approved 
October 1, 1890, and report to the Senate whether such decisions are made 
without authority of law, and also report by bill or otherwise such legislation 
as may be necessary to secure to the people their rights under the laws rela- 
tive to mineral lands. 


RIGHT OF FREEDOM OF SPEECH. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the imprisonment of citizens of the United States by a 
United States court for alleged contempt of its order or process by the exer- 


cise of their right of freedom of speech and ae as to the right of the 
laboring people of the United States in the employment of railroad or other 
corporations to organize for the protection of their rights as they regard 
them isan exercise of power dangerous to the Republic and to the liberty of 
the people, and the Ju iciary Committee of the Senate is hereby instructed 
to report a bill to the Senate forbidding the exercise of such authority and 
declaring such imprisonment unlawful. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are, instructed 
to inquire and report tothe Senate whether the approval of public lands by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the State of Florida for the benefit of the 
Florida Central and Peninsula Railroad Compauy, alleged to be under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved the I7th of May, A. D. 1856, and 
entitled “An act granting land to the States of Alabama and Florida,” etc., 
is not in violation of the said act of Congress, without authority of law, and 
void and of no effect; also whether such lands are not subject to homestead 
entry under the laws of the United States. _ 

II. To report, by bill or otherwise, such legislation as may be necessary to 
protect the rights of homestead settlers on such land, and for the issue of 
patents toinnocent purchasers of land in limited quantities who have bought 
and paid for such land in good faith. 


TEMPORARY DISPLACEMENT OF BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Senate rules be amended by the following as an addi- 
tional rule: 
“RULE —. 
“Tt shall be in order, whenever a bill, resolution, or other proceeding of 


the Senate is pending, to move that it shall be temporarily laid aside and | 


some other bill, proceeding, or resolution take its place, and the pending 
bill, resolution, or order be the regular order after the consideration of the 
bill temporarily taken up shall be concluded. If a majority shall vote in 
favor of temporarily laying aside the pending bill, the bill, order, resolution, 


or proceeding designated in the motion shall be temporarily taken up for | 


consideration, subject to such conditions as may be prescribed in the motion, 
but such motion shall not be in order more than once on the same day in 
reference to the same bill, order, resolution, or proceeding.” 


INCREASE OF COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committees on Naval Affairs, Military Affairs, Judi- 
ciary, Foreign Relations, Appropriations, Commerce, and Interstate Com- 
merce shall each consist of fifteen members. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, instructed 
and directed to report to the Senate. at the earliest practicable date, whether 
or not he has expended the whole or any part of the appropriation for the 
purchase end distribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing, publication, 
and distribution of farmers’ bulletins made by the act approved March 2. 
1895, entitled “An act making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending Fone 30, 1896,” and if a part only of said appro- 
priation has been used, to state what part thereof has been expended ond for 
what purpose, specifically stating how much of the appropriation not au- 
thorized to be expended for farmers’ bulletins has been used, and the items 
for which it has been expended; also, if any part of the appropriation for the 

urchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable seeds as required by law 

as not been expended, to state why such seeds have nos been purchased un- 
a said appropriation in accordance with the existing statutes relating 
hereto; and also to transmit to the Senate a py of each bid or offer made 
to the said Department to furnish it with seeds, bulbs, cuttings, ete., in re- 
pom to its advertisement dated April 27, 1895, or otherwise submitted for 
ts consideration, together with a copy of each letter sent to the Department 
relative to or asking any information concerning or modification of the pro- 
Posals issued and a copy of its reply thereto. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
ae WHITE submitted the following resolution; which was 
Resolved, That Rule XIX be amended by inserting at the end of pa 1 
thereof the following: “All debate shall be relevant and confined, to the = 
ject directly before the Senate.” 
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Mr. WHITE. Iask that the resolution may be printed and lie 


» it comes up in its order next Monday I give notice that I} on the table. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday, after the 


termination of the routine morning business, I shall offer some 
remarks to the Senate on the subject-matter of the amendment 
proposed by me in connection with the amendments proposed by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call up a little bill, No. 7 on the 
Calendar, about which there will be no controversy. Itlies upon 
the table, and I wish to have it acted upon. I think there will be 
no possible objection to it. It is a little bill in reference to a port 
of entry —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do not let us set the precedent of calling up 
individual cases. Let us go to the Calendar and take up all 
similar cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. The only reason why I call up the bill is be- 
cause it is very important to the locality it affects, and no one—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a private pension bill, and there area 
number of them on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. No, it is not a pension bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 7 on the Calendar is certain!y a private 
pension bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itisa bill on the table from the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh! 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply want to have it amended and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator spoke of it as being No. 7 on 
the Calendar, and No. 7 on the Calendar is a private pension bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Illinois refers to a bill lying 
on the table, I take it, not having been referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 
of the Revised Statutes relative to ports of entry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill is not on the Calendar of General 
Orders; it is on the table; and on our printed Calendar there 
should be some distinction made so as not to give ‘‘ Subjects on 
the Table” the same numbers that are borne by bills on the regular 
** Calendar of Business.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the bill called 
up by the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is, I understand, a bill coming from the 
House of Representatives, which has not been referred to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Such is the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object to the consideration of the 
bill at this time, but I think as a rule all bills that are considered 
in the Senate should first be referred to a committee and reported 
from that committee. I merely put in a caveat on the subject of 
taking up bills from the table. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2601, Revised Statutes, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended go as to read as follows: 

Sec 2601. There shall be in the States of Indiana and [linois one collection 
district, as follows: 

“ The district of Chicago; to comprise the State of Nlinois, and the watersand 
shores of Lake Michigan within the State of Indiana; in which Chicago shall 
be the port of entry, and Waukegan and Michigan City ports of delivery: 
Provided, That aul present ports of delivery in the State of Titinois now a part 
of the New Orleans district shall be ports of delivery in the new district of 
Illinois and shall have all privileges which they have under existing law.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that this bill really af- 
fects nothing but the city of Aurora, 36 miles outside of Chicago. 
The purpose of it is to avoid the necessity of compelling the peo- 
ple who are shipping ores to a smelting establishment in that city 
to go clear to New Orleans in order to pay the duty on the ore 
coming from Canada. ‘That is a matter of great inconvenience to 
those people, as well as to the smelting company in Aurora. The 
bill affects nothing else whatever. 

I will state to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKREL1], so 
that he may understand it perfectly, that the city of East St. 
Louis, which is in Illinois, and which would be affected by the 
bill were it not excepted, is excepted, so that the people there can 
pay the duties, etc., in the city of St. Louis. The bill leaves East 
St. Louis in the St. Louis district, and I offer an amendment to it 
which will make that point perfectly clear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal the 
mo isions of the act approved Augus t 7, 1882, which embraces East St. Louis, 
ll., within the limits of the port of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment saves that point. I desire to 
say that this bill really comes from the Treasury Department; 
that the Department has asked that this arrangement be made 
so as to avoid the trouble of going to New Orleans in order to set- 
tle with the Government. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ilinois. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ARMENIAN OUTRAGES. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the concurrent resolution which I pre- 
sented some days ago in relation to the atrocities which have been 
committed upon the Armenians may be laid before the Senate that 
I may submit some very brief observations regarding it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CALL on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That hu- 
manity and religion and the principles on which all civilization rests demand 
that the civilized governments by ful negotiations, or if necessa: 
by force of arms, prevent and suppress the cruelties and massacres infli 
on the Armenian subjects of Turkey DY the establishment of a government 
of their own people, with cach peer’ es by the civilized powers of its au- 
thority and permanence as be adequate to that end. 


Mr. CALL. Iask that the Secre read portions of a paper 
which I have marked and which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary willread as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Boston, November 27. 


The following is a condensation of letters received in Boston descriptive of 
the recent massacre in Erzerum, eastern key. . 
” * x * * * 


a 

The stories of hairbreadth escapes and thrilling experiences and horrible 
murder were sickeningin the extreme. Two Armenians hidden in some hay 
witnessed the ki of ll Prrecee. One man was called to the door by an 
officer who professed to be friendly and was shot down in cold blood. Others 
were cruelly murdered. 

The death roll must be toward 300. Between 50 and 60 wounded are in the 
—_. Two hundred dead were qeeered in the Armenian cemetery, some 
of them most horribly mutilated. ere must be many woundéd in the dif- 
ferent houses. All sorts of rumors are about of another bloody attack bein 
determined on. The poopie are inanawful state of dread. I did what I coul 
toreassure them. The collection of the dead on; 316 collected in the grave- 
yard. The pillaged houses are to be counted by the hundreds. No house that 
was attacked was left till it was emptied of every movable thing. 

One mesepuending gee was the following: A battered door was pushed 
aside, which admit us toa long passageway; the door at the end of the 
passageway wasin eplinters. Passing it, we entered the lower room or kitchen 
of the house. In the middle of this small room, tee side by side on a mat, 
were the bodies of two young women, almost ede and a light covering 
thrown over their heads. At the other side of the room a -stricken 
woman was trying to make bread from alittle flour that had been left. She 
had to borrow utensils to doit. “She left her work and came forward, and an- 
swered the first question by removing the covering from their bodies. The 
were those of young women. A com on of these two had been carri 
off, and was | dead in another house. Their lives had been sacrificed in 
defense of their honor. 

The bodies lying in the cemetery are simply wrecks of human beings. 
Awful cruelty was practiced. The majority have bullet wounds. Nearly 
all have bayonet, sword, and dagger wounds, some badly mutilated. Two or 
three were ed, and some were burned with kerosene. A great many 
women are missing. Very many dead have been disposed of by the Turks 
themselves. There are bun who have not! to eat and no means of 

tting say Gang. The wounded are being collec The killed far exceed 
fhe wounded. The villages of the plain have suffered awfully. No definite 
news—only that which columns of smoke told. 

The massacre evidently was a prearranged affair. It began all over the 
city at the same moment. A bugle was sounded, and the soldiers began. 
They first said, ‘‘No harm to women and children,” but they soon passed 
mow a A soldier who was on guard says that the order was given by 

e Porte. 


Mr. GALLINGER. In that connection I have a clipping from 
the New York Sun of December 1 which purports to have been 
written by an eyewitness of a horrible massacre in Armenia, 
which I should like to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A MASSACRE IN ARMENIA—ACCOUNT BY AN EYEWITNESS OF THE SLAUGH- 
TER IN BAIBURT VILLAGES. 
The followin; 


description of scenes qoemeeag He recent massacres in 
the villages of Baiburt, in Armenia, is contained in a letter received 


from an eyewitness. It was written toward the latter part of October: 
“Sunday, October 13, was the first day when the alarm of a general mas- 


sacre began to spread. Saturday afternoon the dismal news of the ad- 
vance of 500 armed Lazes reached us. Sunday about a thousand Turks of 


Baiburt and its vicinity joined the Lazes,and marched from all directions 
on the Arme On Monday, October 14, the first attack was made 
on the village of L onk, 5 or 6 from the town of Baiburt. There 
were about seventy Turkish women with pack horses for carrying awa 
the jpn. The rs of Lusshonk had taken refuge in the schoo 
buil , trembling an 


Soapenene. The Lazes and others promptly began 
to seize the cattle and sheep of the and after securing them 
out of harm's way rifled the houses and set on fire the Then the 


attacked the schoolhouse. The helpless Armenians inside, men, women, an 
children, shrieked under a hailstorm of bullets. It was a dark night, 


fell, killed and wounded. 
ee For God's sake spare our lives and take all we have.’ cried the unfortu- 
oy people, but their cries for mercy seemed to more infuriate the butchers. 
schoolhouse was set on fire and men, women, and children out, 
under their feet the fallen dead and 


“A most horrible scene was enacted in front of the schoolhouse. ‘[),, 
ted Lazes and other marauders, under the lead of the most f1)4;;, 
chieftains from the city and netenporing vajeaes, surrounded thei: 


and began to massacre thein in cold bl eson of Haji Khumr 
rious robber, seized a young man, and, after robbing him of his c} 
dered the Lazes to fireon him. The young man was shot dead on 
Others seized the brother of the first victim, and casting him doy 
threshold of the schoolhouse, slaughtered him like a sheep and p 
dead body with daggers. Moussa, the son of Birinji, from Mou rarg 
jumped at Nahabed Aslanian, and, taking hold of him, exclaimed: ™ 

***Come here, dog of an infidel; I was looking for you. Come, I \ 
you how I will kill a dog like you!’ 

“Saying this, he plunged his kama into his victim and with seve) ty»), 
disemboweled the unfortunate man. Thus the fiendish work of ca: 
carried on with heartrending cruelty. At last the leaders of the ; 
the command to separate the men and the women into separate grou : 
the walls. Five young men, the flower of the village, were selected as \ (c+) 
and burned alive before the eyes of their relatives. Others of the mo} ro) ved 
the women of all their clothes, committing outrages on them, cuttiny +); 
hair, spitting in their f: etc. They were not satisfied with outricos, hy: 
killed also eigencesh, a girl 15 years of age, several women, and thrwe ¢))). 
dren, from three to five years of age. They killed also Gadariné, tho yi; 

ners Av: , who was in an advanced state of pregnancy, ani jon, 
her abdomen with a most cruel ferocity. Thescenesof horror were ry) .4:. 
in several other places in the same village and in other villages. : 
hammedan women accompanying the hordes of marauders carrie 4; 
loads of plunder. 

“The Armenians had gre no provocation for the massacre. Tho |»: 
proclaimed openly that they had orders from the Sultan to exterminats the 
Armenians, and were to have their property as a reward for their sery jens 
the Government. Itis im ble to give a correct estimate of the | 
and property, as man are now laid waste and the inhabitant 
missing. It is not n to dwell on the desecrations perpetrate 
churches and the outrages committed on women and young girls. [t mak: 
one’s heart bleed to see the state of things. The people in the vicinity are ; 
a state of terror, and there are rumors of fresh massacres.” 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the traditional policy of this (ny. 
ernment is that there shall be no entangling alliances with foreign 
nations, but I do not understand this to mean that this ereat 
people, 75,000,000 of the foremost people of the world, shall take 
no part in the great efforts that may be made by the civilized 
nations to suppress outrage, barbarism, and cruelty when it is 
upon so large a scale that it threatens the civilization and the 
religions of the world. No record of such barbarity, of massacres 
so extensive, of cruelties so outraging every sentiment of civilized 









man is to be found in history as this record of the Turkish mas 
sacre of the innocent people of Armenia. 
We have proclaimed to the nations of the world that govern 


ments are established to preserve the rights of man—the richt to 
liberty, to life, to the pursuit of happiness. We have ins: riled 
that upon the banners of this country, and have proclaime| that 


we have a Government founded upon this declaration. Nov, 
when all the civilized nations of the world are uniting no wily 
to express their condemnation of this barbarism, but to deter 
mine, by force of arms if necessary, to suppress it and to guaran. 
tee that civilization shall not be diawended y its continuance, itis 
a question for us whether, taking precedence of all others in the 
advocacy of principles which are for the exaltation of the masses 
of mankind, we shall refrain from even the expression of eiicour: 
agement to the civilized powers in the great work which t!ivy are 
underta ; 

This, Mr. dent, isno mere ebullition of violence, temporary 
and transient in its nature. It is a settled purpose on the art of 
the hordes of Eastern barbarism to wey the civilization which 
is based upon the religion and the faith that we profess; an: while 
we have no concern with the religious faith of any peopl: or a0y 


individual, we are concerned that the civilization which we rey1e 
sent shall not be overthrown by intolerance, by bigotry, by - 
stition, by cruelty, and crime of every character. In my judsinent, 
the people of this country can not perform their duty as a «iv liv! 
nation without taking part in the progress of the hum: 1 nd 
toward the suppression of these disorders and these cru ies, 
which are predicated upon the overthrow of the princip!:s 0p 
which this Government is founded. 

If it be true that governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of rape if it be not a falsehood that govern 


pers 


ments are instituted for these purposes, to preserve and to prot 
these rights, then when there exists a barbarism based uy)! )"!™ 
ciples which destroy and overthrow the very foundations of (8 
Government, it is, in my judgment, the duty of the Senate 0! '» 
United States and of the House of Representatives, repres11''"S 


the people, to speak in terms of no uncertain meaning °: ' 

purposes and the power and the policy of this Governme'. 
It is a duty we owe to civilization, to religious toleran:. 

the highest and best interests of humanity, to ourselves, °" 


destiny of the Republic, to aid the progress of the nation: | ward 
liberty and fraternity. We should join the powers in bre: 10<" 
deadlock in Europe and establishing a government over Ar) 1 
her own people strong enough to defend and establish ther)! 





in the right and opportunity which our civilization (1! 
We can not escape the obligation of our duty to the na‘ 
the world, and we should not if we could. “a 
Shall we not join the powers, then, in denouncing and «' ipprest 
thecruelties perpetrated on aninnocent peopleindenia! ‘ 1680 
ciples? Shall : not the great Republic, speaking the \.'°¢ 
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75,000,000 of the foremost people of the world, speaking the voice 
of that religion which commands all men to be gentle and easy to 
be entreated, join the powers in staying the waves of that new bar- 
parism, far greater and crueler than those of the Goths in their 
invasion of Rome, with which the hordes of the East threaten to 
invade Christendom and with intolerant bigotry extinguish with 
torch and dagger and brutal crime and outrage the religion of the 
Cross—our faith—for that of Mohammed? ‘ 

Our Republic, which has proclaimed to the nations peace and 
good will among men, human rights, and the exaltation of the 
masses, should not withhold its great power when the nations are 
joining together and asserting their power to suppress the crime 
and cruelty which brutalizes the race and destroys alike civiliza- 
tion and religion in the fire of superstition and religious intoler- 
ance and bigotry, nor refuse agreement with foreign nations to 
suppress the oppression, the cruelty, and the barbarism of despotic 
rule over the people of other lands. We madetreaty agreements 
with foreign countries to suppress the African slave trade, and 


this establishes a precedent which authorizes and demands the | 


like action as to any other equal cruelties and barbarism, and de- 
mands that our country, with its great power, should join the 
civilized nations. : 

With these observations, I ask that the resolution may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I hope they 
will report it favorably. Let us take our place among the 
nations of the world, if not for entangling alliances, at least. for 
the assertion of the principles which are necessary to protect our 
civilization itself against the barbarism that threatens it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, in the absence of 
objection. 

CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will withdraw the motion a mo- 
ment, unless it is the intention of the Senator to have the Senate 
resume its legislative session, as I want to submit some remarks 
at some time upon the first bill on the Calendar, and am ready to 
proceed to-day and shall probably not occupy more than forty 
minutes at the outside, I may as well doit now as at any other 


time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Kansas desires to sub- 
mit his remarks now I will withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT... The motion of the Senator from 
West Virginia is withdrawn, and the Chair 7 before the Senate 
the first bill on the Calendar, which is the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 286) to provide for proper disposition of the remains of 
deceased members of the Senate and Houseof Representatives who 
die at the capital during sessions of Congress. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the bill may be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That whenever, during a session of the Congress of the 
United States, a member of the Senate or House of Representatives shall die 


at “7 within the District of Columbia, the House of which he wasa 

mem 

pare and incase body of the deceased and forward it, in charge of a ser- 
ant-at-armsspecially appointed, to the home of the deceased, and deliver it 

o his family, or to his relatives or friends in case he had no family. 

Sec. 2. That no action or proceeding requiring the expenditure of public 
money, other than is herein provided for, shall be taken or had incase of the 
death of any Senator or Representative. 

Sro. 3. That the rr necessarily incurred in carrying out the provi- 
sions of this act shall be paid, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, on vouchers certified by the chairman of the committee 
that prepared the remains, and by the sergeant-at-arms who delivered them, 
and approved by the presiding officer of the proper House. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, my attention was first drawn to 
the subject of Congressional funerals by criticisms in the news- 
paper press. Two objections were urged to the custom—one, that 
it was expensive; the other, that it partook more of the character 
of joyous excursions than of funeral processions, and hence some- 
times lacks that decorum which is regarded as especially appro- 
priate on such occasions. 

Since becoming a member of this body I have had opportunities 
to witness the-elaborate preparations and the expensive proceed- 
ings incident to these occasions. Iwasa member of the committee 
that accompanied the remains of my colleague, Senator Plumb, to 
the home of his family in Kansas, and had an opportunity to see 
for myself that such a proceeding, conducted as that was, not only 
in every respect decorously, but economically, as such things go, 
is necessarily very expensive. The money paid out of the Treasury 
on account of Senator Plumb’s funeral, and on vouchers that I as 
chairman of the committee approved, amounted to upward of 
$3,000, equal to the estimated value of an average American farm. 

From that time forward I gave the matter more thought. I 
found that, although the home of Senator Plumb was about 1,400 
miles from Washington, the expense attending his obsequies were 


XXVIII-—10 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


ee TEIIIIIIEINNEEIEEEIEISSEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEET eee 








r shall eepoint a special committee of its members to properly pre- 
8 


- 

145 

much less than the average of similar occasions in recent years. 

The aggregate seemed very large to be taken out of the public 

Treasury without some constitutional warrant, and I made up my 
mind the custom ought to be discontinued. 

Some interesting facts will develop as the history of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate is examined. It is out of the contin- 
gent fund that these funeral expenses are paid. Every permanent 
legislative body provides a contingent fund from which to draw 
in cases of emergency and when it is not practicable to await the 
slow action of parliamentary procedure in legislation. There are 
times and occasions when action becomes necessary, and what is 
done must be done promptly. So, too, there are many things, 
small in themselves, which legislative bodies require for.their com- 
fort or convenience, that can be better provided for as occasions 
arise than if intrusted to the deliberations of the body when 
enacting laws. 

The furnishing of a committee room is a small matter, but it is 
one of the necessary adjuncts of a legislature, and an intelligent 
janitor knows better what to provide than the Senate or House 
does. There are a great many little details connected with the 
equipment of a great building that has been erected and parti- 
tioned especially for legislative purposes, and these must necessa- 
rily be in large measure left to the discretion of officers appointed 
to look after such things. 

It happens, sometimes, thata foreign dignitary visits our country, 
and when he arrives at the seat of government, if Congress is in 
session, it is properly expected that some public and official mani- 
festation of respect will be shown. Thisis attended with expense, 
and as it was not foreseen, and therefore was not specifically pro- 
vided for in appropriation bills, it must be paid out of moneys set 
apart for contingencies. Such an occasion was presented in the 
case of Louis Kossuth in 1852. 

In order to provide in advance for all contingencies that may 
require the expenditure of money on short notice by legislatures 
and by the executive departments of States and nations, certain 
appropriations are made in advance, to be available as occasion 
may require, and these amounts are known as contingent funds. 

The setting apart of public moneys for ‘contingent expenses ” 
is old, much older than the Government of the United States. It 
was a custom in the British Parliament, and it descended from 
that body, through the Continental Congress, to us. 

It was ordered August 28, 1777, ‘‘ That $3,000 be advanced to the 
President of Congress, he to be accountable,” and when President 
Hancock resigned it was found that there was due him $1,392.32 
‘** for expenditures by him for the use of Congress.” 

When Henry Laurens was chosen President of the Congress it 
was ordered, November 19, 1777, ‘‘ That $1,000 be advanced to the 
President to pay expresses and other contingent expenses, for 
which he is to be accountable,” etc. 

In an appropriation act of the First Congress of the United 
States, approved by President Washington, is found an item of 
‘*contingent expenses for defraying the expenses of the civil list 
under the late and present Government.” 

An appropriation act for the support of Government for the year 
1793 provided ‘‘ for the expenses of firewood, stationery, printing 
work, and all other contingent expenses of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, $9,552.” 

This common appropriation of money for the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate and the House of Representatives was con- 
tinued until 1831, the amount soneenalaiall gradually increasing. 
In the ‘‘ act making appropriations for the support of Government 
for the year 1831,” the appropriation for contingent expenses was 
divided, as follows: 

‘For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other incidental and con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate, $29,685.” 

‘For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other incidental and 
contingent expenses of the House of Representatives, $100,000.” 

‘The said two sums last named to be applied to the payment 
of the ordinary expenditures of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, severally, and to no other purpose.” 

It was from the ‘‘contingent fund” that Senators, in the early 
days of the Republic, were supplied, at the public expense, with 
newspapers of their own selection. ‘Stationery was supplied 
them without limit, and they used large quantities of English-laid 
gilt-edged letter paper at $8 per ream, and of English hot-pressed 
quarto post paper at $9 perream. Penknives were purchased every 
session by the dozen, with silver pencil cases, seals, memorandum 
books, wafer boxes, and other articles known as stationery, be- 
cause they are sold by stationers. When committees of the Senate 
or its Secretary had occasion to wait on the President of the United 
States their hack hire was paid from the ‘ contingent money.’ ” 

It appears that a good many articles used by Senators and paid 
for out of the ‘contingent fund” were hardly such as would rea- 
sonably be regarded necessary aidsin legislation. In looking over 
the many lists from. year to year in the early years of the Senate I 
find wine, brandy, Cognac, almonds, raisins, sirup, soda water, etc. 

In calling attention to these charges against the contingent 
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fund, it is not my object to excite ridicule, but to show that, 
whatever things were regarded at that time as —— coming 
within the meaning of contingent expenses, funeral processions 
extending hundreds and thousands of miles over the country were 
not among the number. In the early history of Congress there 
were no public expenses incurred on account of the death of a 
Senator. Twenty years passed before the first item appears. 

Francis Malbone, aSenator from Rhode Island, died at Washing- 
ton, June, 1809, and his remains were buried in the Con ional 
Cemetery. Most of the Senators, very properly, attended the fun- 
eral services, and the part they took was n ily attended with 
some expense. Among the items charged to the account of the 
contingent fund for such expenses were 16 pounds of crackers, $3, 
and 11} pounds cheese, $2.81. The Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate allowed the cracker 
item, but not that of cheese. 

The second instance of charge on this account does not ane 
until the year 1826, although up to that time 22 Senators had died. 
Three Senators died ae the year 1826, and the aggregate public 
expenditure on account of the three deaths was $877.41. During 
the next eleven years 10 Senators died, and no charge was made 
against the contingent fund in any of the cases but one, and that 
amounted to only $682.75. 

Down to the year 1847, 48 Senators had died, and in only 11 cases 
= “eng deaths occasion any outlay from the Senate contingent 

und. 

I have procured from the Secretary of the Senate a list of the 
names of Senators who died while in office since the organization 
of the body in April, 1789, and the amounts of money expended 
the Senate on account thereof. It was a laborious work to go bac 
through the records of every session of Congress covering one hun- 
dred and six years and look up the various items. But the Secre- 
tary and his faithful assistants performed it patiently, and I have 
no doubt they have done it accurately, except as to the case of Mr. 
Malbone, which was overlooked. 

This is the list, showing the names of Senators, the States they 
—— the date of their deaths, and, in each case where any 
public expense was incurred, the amount. 

UnirTep STATES SENATE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, 


C., November 23, 1895. 
The following is a list of the Senators who died during their 
ice, showing the date of their death and the expenses incurred by the Senate 
in each case. a5 5 to say that many of the Senators died at their 
ring the recems of Congress: 


term of serv- 


home residence and 


C. Hanson .... 

ames Burrill, jr 
William A. Trimble 
Ww Pinkn 


ow 
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1 
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1 
1 
2 
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1 
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DECEMBER 12, 
Date. : 8 Name State. Amount 
5\} 
Oct. 25,1848 | 30| 2/| Dixon H. Lewis-.........-. Alabama......... 217.78 
Mar. 31,1850 | 31} 1] John C. Calhoun..........| South Carolina..| 3,100 «7 
May 29,1850 | 31; 1) Franklin H. Elmore......|.....do-........... 1,726.10 
June 29, 1852 | 2 | 1/| Henry Clay............... Kentucky........ 5, 447.(12 
Oct. 4,1 82 | 2) James Whitcomb........-. EE icccananns 171.25 
Jan. 14,1853 | 32 | 2} William Upham .....-..... Vermont......... 1,119.50 
Nov 15,1853 | 33 | 1) Charles G. Atherton ...-. New Hampshire.|.-... 
Jan. 11,1855 | 33 | 2 | Moses Norris .-...........|.....do ............ 3 
July 29, 34] 1] Thomas J. Rusk.......... Es teitrunakate $4.50 
Nov. 9,1856 | 34| 3/| John M. Clayton--.....-...- Delaware ........|...... ; 
May 25,1857 | 35 1) Andrew P. Butler_.....-- South Carolina-. 150 
May 26,1857 | 35 | 1); James Bell_............... New Hampshire. 50 
6, 35 | 1) Josiah J. Evans.-......... South Carolina -. 906. 02 
June 4,1858 | 35} 1)| James P. Henderson ..... DU i arckadscens 541.45 
Sept. 16,1859 | 36 | 1| David C. Broderick --..... California........|...... 
June 3, 1861 | 37 | 1| Stephen A. Douglas-..... SS ee bn gacbwckne uo. 
Oct. 5,161 | 37 | 2) Kingsley S. Bingham ....| Michigan ........|--.. 
Oct. 21,1861 | 37 | 2| Edward D. Baker -...-...- ERS onnescon 902.00 
Sept. 12,1862 | 37 | 3 | John R. Thomson....---- .| New Jersey .....|-.-.... : 
Dee. 20, 37 | 3 | James A. Pearce.-.........| Maryland--- 7 
Jan. 2,1864 | 38} 1)| Lemuel J. Bowden-.-.....| Virginia -... 430.50 
Feb. 13,1865 | 38 | 2! Thomas H. Hicks--......- Maryland... ob 2,235.38 
ov. 8, 39 | 1) Jacob Collamer._......... Vermont. ........|.-.... : 
. 28,1 39 | 1} Solomon Foot -...........|..... TR iicaedaiinenn | 4,899.57 
July 11,1866 | 30} 1)| James H. Lane...........| Kamsas...........)--...--_... 
Nov. 1,1866 | 39| 2| William Wright--.......- New Jersey......!....- 7 
Mar. 30,1867 | 40| 1) George R. Riddle--....._.. Delaware ........ 1,021, 58 
7. 8, 1869 | 41 | 2) William P. Fessenden....| Maine............}-.--- : 
July 13,1870 | 4. | 2] Daniel S. Norton. -........ Minnesota -....... 939. 49 
Sept. 22,1872 | 42 | 3 | Garrett Davis -........... Kentucky........|.--.- 
Mar. 11,1874 | 43} 1] Charles Sumner.........- Massachusetts...| 4, 687.119 
Feb. 56,1875 | 43) 2) William A. Buckingham_| Connecticut -...- 893. 40 
July 31,1875 | 44| 1] Andrew Johnson...-.....- Tennessee .......|.---- 
Nov. 21,1 44 | 1/| OrrisS. Ferry..-.... .--| Connecticut -...-. 97.70 
July 25,1876 | 44| 1/ Allen 'T. Caperton........| West Virginia 1 1 
Sept. 20, 45 | 1) Lewis V. Bogy-......--..... ee a 
Nov. 1,1877 | 45| 1] Oliver P. Morton... -... Indiana .......... 0 
Nov. 1,1879 | 46| 2) Zachariah Chandler-..... Michigan ........ 81.80 
Dec. 31,1879 | 46 | 2 §. Houston. ...... Alabama......... 1, 064. 67 
Feb. 24,1881 | 47 | 1| Matthew H. Carpenter..| Wistonsin ....... 3, O12. 34 
Sept. 13,1881 | 47 | 1 mbrose E. Burnside... e Island -. 1,176.3 
Aug. 16,1882 | 47 | 2| Benjamin H. Hill. .......- RE 804.50 
Sept. 2,1884 | 48 | 2 ae Anthony. ...... Rhode Island...) 2,174.13 
Mar. 8,1886 | 49| 1)} John F. Miller...........- California ....... 8, 532.34 
Oct. 8,1886 | 49] 2/| Austin F. Pike..........-. New Hampshire 1,414.65 
Dec. 26,1886 | 49 | 2) John A Logan ..-........ TN. a cccsnvenc 1,819. 34 
May 3,1890/ 51 | 1) James B. Beck...-.- ---| Kentucky... 4, 453.45 
Feb. 28,1891} 51 | 2 | George Hearst_..... .--| California... 21, 822.55 
Dec. 20,1891] 52 | 1/] Preston B. Plumb.. Fae 8, 082. 75 
Feb. 24,1892 | 52 | 1] Ephraim K. Wilson -..... Maryland........ 2, 332. 84 
May 14,1892 | 62 | 1/ John S. Barbour_-........ ee 759. 08 
Dec. 15,1892 | 52 | 2 L. Gibson........ Lo MR cidkaceen 1, 888. 44 
Jan. 11,1893 | 62 | 2)| John E. Kenna ........... West Virginia...} 3,117.50 
June 21, 1893 | 53 | 1) Leland Stanford.-......... Se ae 
Mar. 26,1894 | 53 | 2/| Alfred H. Colquitt -...... Seer ar, Sill Spa 2, 85:2. 98 
Apr. 14,1894 | 58} 2/| Zebulon B. Vance _...--.. North Carolina..} 4,455.66 
Apr. 30,1894 | 63 | 2/| Francis B. Stockbridge ..| Michigan -...-..- 1,171.9 
Sc er ge 100, 234. 80 


The American people are not stingy, and they do not favora 
cheeseparing policy in any case. Weare a liberal people, ani we 
are intensely patriotic. e have been taught to respect those in 
authority, and we believe in paying due respect to the memory of 
the distinguished dead. If we criticise a case of public exper i- 
ture on any such occasion it is because of what is useless in ‘le 
account rather than the amount which is reasonably appropri. 
And in what seem to be reer cases we will bear heavy driits 
without complaint. On the occasion of Louis Kossuth’s visit to 
the capital of our country, Congress paid him and the cause »f 
Hungary great respect. No objection was made to the expen (i- 
ture of money on account of his entertainment; but there wis 4 


protest against the pernicious application of public moneys to «vr- 
tain scandalous uses. And this is not to be wondered at when we 


read this bill of items in one account: 


J.P. and M. Brown, board of Governor Kossuth and 
suite, having 10 parlors and 22 chambers, 13} days, 


a ge on an $3, 585. 00 
Cham e, sherry, madeira, postage, cigars, lemonade, 
bar , washing, medicine, post-office stamps, porter- 
age and messengers, hack hire paid at different times, 
egraphs, sugar, brandy and whisky in room, porter ; 
and ale, envel , barber's bill, amounting in all to- 658. 83 
wer Foy the enetlagte engaged for the Governor and ” 
welt SE Ma, mer ecPy 8 oles ram ae 319. 5 
4, 566. 32 


And in case of the death of a great American, distinguish! °5 

a soldier or a civilian, the nee expect some official atten!” 
paid to it, and that, too, at public expense. In such cases |! 15 
only the abuse of discretion and the excessive charges of pers."s 
service or articles of merchandise, that develops \0- 

favorable criticism. When President Garfield was disabled by 











an assassin, the coun 
treatment of the case 
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would not have been satisfied with any 
ort of the utmost that could be done not 


only to save the man’s life, but to manifest our appreciation of 

his great office, and to exhibit our loathing toward the wretch 

who attempted the taking of his life. 
The aggregate expense attending the sickness, death, and burial 


of the Presi 


ent was $39,793.01. 


The amount might have been 


much larger and the people would have approved it had all the 
charges of persons who were specially benefited by the disburse- 
ments appeared to be reasonable. 

Here is a list of the items and the several amounts paid for them: 


cintement showing expenses incurred on account of the illness, death, and 


burial of 


from the United States Treasury t 


n December, 1882. 


the late James A. Garfield, President of the United States, paid 





Name of claimant. 
eee ee ccenene 


D. W. Bliss, M. D 
D. Hayes Agnew, M. D----.-..----- 
Frank H. Hamilton, M.D 
Robert Reyburn, M. D-.-..... nlageikiate 
Silas A. Boynton, M. D 
Susan A. Edson, M. 
James W. Walsh. 
Charles A. Benedict ---.-. secens Dats 
Henry 8. Little, receiver New Jer- 
sey Central R. R. 
CO Fe FE aca dadute accep accecee... 
George W. Knox. 
R. K. Helphenstine- -- 
G. G. C. Sims 
W. 5. Thompson 
George Tiemann & 
Charles Fischer 
Whyte & Overman 









Independent Ice Co...-.-.----------- 


Milne & Proctor 
Singleton & Hoeke 
Hooe Bros. & Co 
Louis H. Schneider. -. 
W. B. Moses & Son 
National Capital Telephone Co - - -- 
H. L. Cranford 
Ralph §S. Jennings 
William T. Crump 
O. L. Pruden 


William H. Crook 
Charles M. Hendley 
Warren 8. Young 
Henry C. Morton 
E. 8. Densmore 


H. L. Atchison 
0. L. Judd 






Joseph Bolway 
Charles Loeffler 
Daniel Sprigg 
Isaiah Lancaster 
J. T. Rickard 
A.C. Smith 
ON 
George W. Constantine 
B. . Montgomery 


Walter R. Duke 
William D. Allen 
Be Be tccccs cocs cca 
Thomas Dolan 


JOI08 BRE oe soins occas coe e-.- 
Edgar R. Beckley 
BE chiimanncurecccconss 
WO ES Conn ence ncecencce- 
SONU Eo debbels dccus cc cocnce 


William H. Du Bois 
Wy SE I nnn nc nc ccccccce 
Thomas 8. Herbert ...............-. 
OVOP RM oc cance ncocoe-s 
Jeremiah Smith. ...................- 
Abraham W. Dyson 
Fred R. Moore 


William 8. Dupee.................-- 


Charles H. Lee 
William Gwin 
Mary White 
Ella White 


William Anderson... 
Henry Pfister 
James IN TT 
George Anderson 
James A. Watt 
goed ery 
argaret Nu 
William Willis = 
ee... 
William ONS RE 
Charles Gottenkieny 
Arnold Frye 
Patrick 





wa ween ee econ woe eee-| 


Character of service. 





Professional 


aa scaeahaenestnie ae 
0 7 eee Sa 
Undertaker... -. edible asics’ 
Laying special track and run- 

ning special trains. 
Hotel bill at Elberon 
Transporting baggage 
| Druggist’ssupplies--.-_-......... 
SG ead belek in ¢ whe nnlvodamade 
1_....do 
| Surgical supplies.............. 
| Surgical instruments 
| Iron trough 
Ice 


iS) TS sents nat dba weues 
ieee tears 
Draping private residence- -.- 
| Rental of instrument, etc---- 
Sprinkling grounds 
| Cooling apparatus..-..........- 
Extra services, steward 
Extra services, assistant sec- 
retary. 
Extra services, clerk 


| ee services, sergeant po- 
ice, 
Extra services, policeman --. 
| Extra services, telegraph op- 
} erator. 
| Extra services, clerk 
Extra services, doorkeeper.- -- 
Extra services, body servant 
Extra services, waiter 
Extra services, doorkeeper --- 
Ss nel a tetetnisal 
| Extra services, clerk 
| Extraservices, machinist 
| Extra services, telegraph op- 
erator. 
Extra services, clerk 
—_ services, usher 
Extra services, doorkeeper- -- 
Extraservices, mounted mes- 
senger. 
Extra services, messenger .--. 





ie do 
PP Gn tad cael cennagbiseeas J 
Extra services, lieutenant 
police. 
Extra services, policeman. .-. 
do 
Extra services, fireman 
Extra services, waiter --......- 
Extra services, house cleaner. 
| Extra services, messenger. --- 


Extra services, driver 
Extra services, policeman ...-- 
Extra services, watchman-... 
Extra services, laborer ....... 
Extra services, gardener --.... 
| Extra services, waiter... .... 
ixtra services, coachman .... 
Extra services, gardener 
SOD vcnnun ccewmlenbieneaocentn 
Extra services, cook .......... 
a services, hostler 
cieatow a (EE 
Extra services, laborer 





| 


Amount. 


$6, 500. 60 


5, 000 


.00 


5, 000. 00 


4, 000 
4, 000 


16. 
1,176. 
162. ! 
122. 

4. 


40), é 


50 
270 
939 
300 

$200 


200 
200 


200. 
200. 
200. 


200. 
150. 
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100 


100. 
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100. 


100 


.00 
0 
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.00 
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. 08 
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. 00 


. 00 
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00 
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00 
00 


00 
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And a like liberal policy would be approved if — in cases 
of the deaths of Senators and Representatives who had greatly 
distinguished themselves by long and useful service and who had 
been long near the people’s hearts and close to the public con- 
science—great men to whom the country, without regard to party 
or sect, feltindebted. It might be, however, that more or less em- 
barrassment would attend even the most impartial and patriotic se- 
lectionin such cases. Conditions might exist which partial friends 
would misconstrue into a public clamor that, in fact, were no more 
than manifestations of local or partisan pride. To avoid even the 
appearance of evil, therefore, it is better to make no exceptions 
and to abolish utterly the custom of Congressional funerals. 

It is eminently appropriate that some action be taken by every 
great constitutional body of large membership in case of the death 
of one of its members during a session. This is true, because in 
most if not in all cases the home of the deceased is not near the 
capital and within constant reach of his family, who could not 
therefore be always at hand in case of accident or death. The 
average distance of the homes of Senators from the city of Wash- 
ington is not less than 1,000 miles. The average in cases of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives is not so large, because, 
while there are two Senators from each State, the new as well as 
the old, Representatives are apportioned according to population, 
and the most populous States do not lie very far away. Seven 
hundred miles is about the average distance of Congressmen’s 
homes from the capital. Some prompt and suitable proceedings 
ought, therefore, in every case be had when a member of either 
House of Congress dies when that body is in session. 

But beyond what is provided for in this bill there is no need of 
anything. While Senators and Representatives are officers pro- 
vided for in the Constitution, and are therefore officers of the 
United States, they are sent here by and for their respective States 
and Congressional districts therein. Senators are chosen by the 
legislatures of the States, and Representatives are elected by the 
people of their respective districts. They are each and all of them 
selected to represent their local constituencies in bodies that repre- 
sent the whole country. Most of these representative men, Sen- 
ators and Congressmen alike, though in general popular at home 
and held in high esteem by their neighbors and the wiole people 
of their States or districts, are not known far away and never 
acquire national fame. The demise of such men is in all cases an 
event of great moment to the people whose representative they 
were, but the nation at large does not feel the shock and therefore 
does not take notice of it. 

And because of the local reputation of the deceased, and because 
his worth as a man and the measure of his public and private 
virtues are best known by those who have honored him with their 
confidence, it would seem that, if any elaborate ceremonies are to 
be provided at public expense on the occasion of his death, the 
State legislature ought to provide a fund for that purpose. 

At first the remains of such Senators only as died at the capital 
during a session of Congress were interred at the public expense. 

3ut latterly the custom has been for a committee, if Congress 
is in session, to be sent to attend the funeral, if a member of either 
House dies at his home or away from Washington when Congress 
1s in session, and if the death occurs during a recess the Sergeant- 
at-Arms organizes a party and attends without special order. 

Two instances of this kind happened during the year 1894. Sen- 
ator Stockbridge, of Michigan, died at his home when Congress was 
in session, and Hon. Myron B. Wright, of Pennsylvania, 2 member 
of the House, died during a recess of Congress. A committee was 
sent, by order of the Senate, to be present at the burial services of 
Mr. Stockbridge, and a party made up by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives attended at the interment of the 
body of Mr. Wright. The public expenditures in these two cases 
amounted to $2,586.72—Stockbridge, $1,171.92; Wright,$1, 414.80, 

It will be observed that the custom is growing more expensive. 
And this not merely because the membership of the Senate and 
House is larger now than it was formerly and therefore more deaths 
among the members would naturally take place, but it appears also 
that the expenses of individual cases are much heavier of late years 
than they were when the custom was young. 

It costs more now to send a party to witness the burial of a de- 
ceased Senator or Representative that died athome than it did, not 
many years ago, to start the funeral procession from Washington 
and bring it back. 

An analysis of the report furnished me by the Secretary of the 
Senate shows some interesting and instructive facts. It appears 
that the first Senator who died during his term was William Gray- 
son, of Virginia, whose death occurred March 1, 1790. The whole 
number of deaths of Senators while in office from the beginning 
of the Government to the present time is 107. The first time a 
deceased Senator’s funeral expenses were borne by Congress was 


on the occasion of the death of John Gaillard, of South Carolina, 
who died February 26, 1826. Two other Senators died that year— 
Nicholas Van Dyke, of Delaware, May 19, and Joseph Mc!lvrine, 
of New Jersey, August 19. 
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The total number of Senators whose funeral expenses were pro- 
vided for out of the contingent fund of the Senate is 73, at an ag- 
gregate cost of $100,234.80; the average being $1,373.18. 

During the first thirty-seven years of the Senate’s history 22 of 
its members died, and no expense was incurred by Congress on ac- 
count thereof. 

Within the next twenty-two years, or from 1826 to 1847, inclu- 


~ 


sive, 27 Senators died, and the remains of 11 0f them wereinterred 
at the expense of the Government, at an average cost of $618.80. 

The averagecost of the first three Senatorial funerals was $292.47, 
and the homes of the deceased were in Delaware, New Jersey, and 
South Carolina, res’ ively. 

The first death in the Senate that occasioned an outlay exceed- 
ing $1,000 was that of John Fairchild, of Maine, who died Decem- 
ber 24, 1847. The total expense in that case was $1,072.25. 

From 1848 to 1867, inclusive, 28 Senators died, and 18 of them 
were buried by Congres«. at an average expense of $1,398.46. 

The record from 1869 to 1894, inclusive, shows thirty deaths in 
the Senate, and all but five of these were the occasion of less or 
more ee expenditure, the aggregate being $68,855.57, an aver- 
age of $2,754.22. 

94.048 _ ten Senatorial funerals cost $45,420.19, an average of 

The funerals of deceased Senators during the last ten years, 
from 1885 to 1894, inclusive, cost $2,069.60 more than one-half the 
entire expense of all such occasions during the whole period of the 
Senate’s existence, and $4,139.20 more than all the rest from 1790 
to 1884, inclusive, a riod of ninety-five years. 

In other words, of the 73 burials from the Senate the last 13 
cost $4,139.20 more than all of the other 60. 

Three cases, those of Thomas J. Rusk, of Texas, who died July 
29, 1856, Andrew P. Butler, of South Carolina, whose death oc- 
curred May 25, 1857, and James Bell, of New Hampshire, whose 
death is recorded as wa 4 taken place May 26, 1857, cost the 
Government $4.50 each. These are the smallest amounts charged 
to account of deaths of Senators. 

The largest amount expended in any one case on this account 
was on the occasion of the death of George Hearst, of California. 
The items in that case when collected and footed up show an 
aggregate of $21,322.55. 

mong the curious things which appear from the record of 
these funeral expenses is that the difference in cost does not ap- 
— to be governed by the distance of the home of the deceased 
nator from the capital. A few instances may be cited to make 
this point clear: 


1846. Alexander Barrow, of Lonisiana.-_..............- $791. 65 
1847. Isaac 8S. Pennybacker, Virginia -................- 772. 80 
1850. John C. Calhoun, South Carolina -.............-. 8, 106. 47 
1852. Henry Clay, Kentucky ................-.-....... 5, 447. 02 
1858. Josiah J. Evans, South Caroiina _..............-.- 906. 02 
1858. James P. Henderson, Texas...............-.----. 541. 45 
1874. Charles Sumner, Massachusetts ............---... 4, 687.94 
1879. George S. Houston, Alabama -.............--..-- 1, 064. 67 
1606: John F. Miller, Galiforaiie . i. 02 5...c06555...-. 8, 582. 34 
1891. George Hearst, California....................-.. 21, 822. 55 
1001. Preston B: Plumb; Ramens .......-.ccccsicscccce 8, 082. 75 
1893. John E. Kenna, West Virginia -...-.........-.-- 8, 117. 50 
1894, Alfred H. Colquitt, Georgia .................--.- 2, 852. 98 
1894. Zebulon B. Vance, North Carolina............... 4, 438. 66 


The Clerk of the House of resentatives found that the labor 
of | peng a complete list of deceased members of that body 
and an itemized statement of expenditures on account of their 
deaths was more than he could well spare from the force at his 
command, and I have only a list of those members who died dur- 
ing the years 1890 to 1394. These are the names and amounts in 
each case: 

CLERK'S OFFICE, 


HovusE oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., November 21, 1895. 


count from the contingent fund of the House from . . his 
date, as the period during which I have served as Clerk of the 


Account funeral Hon. James Phelan ...... ...... 2.2... --.eee e+ sense eee 
Hon. F. B. 8 


ola 


BRUSSzsSzsseeRes 
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Account funeral Hon. M. B. Wright. .......................c.ccccee-... 1,414. 29 
I I on sc cndkence code nconensneeecenes 1, 963.77 
AACS SURUOEIAE POOR, Tie Ws BP MOUINED ois ns onc cece ccc cece cccccccccccce. 1, 060,38 
re CE I I io ones wcccccdcescccves senses cocece. 452.70 
Account funeral Hon. William Cogswell ..............-..--.--...------ 1,590. 74 


In addition thereto there was paid for expenses incidental to the rem 
of the remains of Hon. James Gillespie, who died January 11, 1805, fron 
old Presbyterian Cemetery in Georgetown, to the Congressional Cemect.; 


Fao'or 


and for the erection of a monument, the sum of ra (This expenditure w; 
ibnas under a resolution of the House of April 11, 1892. and the act of May » 

40. 

Respectfully, JAMES KERR. 
Clerk of House of Representatives, 
Hon. W. A. Perrer, 
United States Senate. 

From this statement the following summary is made: 
Deaths of members during the years 1890 to 1894, in- 

I IIE sa cncisiiphnnSs0cccberecuncesccene 94 
Their obsequies cost the Government a total of __.....- $26, 792. 67 


See TT Tn Te eee ame oues $1, 275. 84 
During the same four years 11 Senators died, and the 

average expense of their funeral ceremonies was_... $4, 542.02 
If the same proportion between the number of deaths 

and amount of funeral expenses in the two Houses 

obtains through all the other years of the House’s 

history, the total number of deaths among members 

of that body must have been about__............--- 213 
And the number of those whose deaths were the occa- 

sion of public expenditures was about_._.........-- 145 
The aggregate cost to the Government was about_... $49, 868. 40 
Nee TT en ee ec cnlbcmminen $343. 92 


This, however, is mere guesswork. In the absence of reliable 
figures it is impracticable to make even a satisfactory estimate. 

e actual expense could hardly have been less and may have been 
much more, 

As before stated, there are two objections to Congressional fu- 
nerals: One is the expense; the other is the manner of conducting 
them. Concerning the second objection, I have but little to say, 
though it is urged with more vehemence than the first. It has 
been frequently charged in the press that these funeral jro- 
ceedings are not usually conducted reverently and with that out- 
ward deportment which, according to the average estimate, ought 
to characterize the bearing of eminent persons who accompany 
the remains of a — man and are presumed to be in syinpa- 
thy with the grief of those to whom the body is to be deliver«|. 

Fave not collected, nor attempted to collect, any specific inior- 
mation along this line. It is not my pepe, at this time, to pur- 
sue the subject in that direction. It will be time to do that if 
Congress refuses to abolish the custom after its attention is called 
to facts of record which show how extravagant the charges are 
for articles used and service employed on these funeral occa- 
sions, and how fast the aggregate expense thereof is increasiig. 

I have examined the report of the Secretary of the Senate so far 
as it shows the items of expense attending the funeral services of 
Senator Plumb, of Kansas, and Senator Kenna, of West Virginia, 
and also the report of the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
in the cases of ace, Houk, of Ohio, and Chipman, of Michigan, 
members of the House. The aggregate expenditures in each cise 
of the two Senators named is more than a thousand dollars less 
than the average in such cases during the last ten years, as will 
be found on comparison of totals in the list before presented. 

As to the two members of the House, the average between the 
totals of expense in their cases is 80 per cent above the House 
average since 1890. 

These four cases are enough to show the range of expenditures 
usually allowed on these funeral occasions. I shall first take up 
the case of the late Senator Plumb, of Kansas. 

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF PRESTON B. PLUMB, OF KANSAS, DECEASED DPC EM- 
BER 30, 1891, 
[From Report on Expenditures of Senate, 1892 and 1893.] 
Jan. 12, 1892. C. B. Reade: 
Jan. 11, 1892. 
For expenses incurred as assistant sergeant-at-arms of 
the Senate in accompanying the remains of Preston 
B. Plumb, late a Senator from the State of Kansas, 
from Washin nm, D. C., to Emporia, Kans., under 
resolution of ember 21, 1891, from December 21, 
1891, to January 1, 1892, viz— 
Paid for meals and lunches en route for Congres- 
sional committee and attendants .............--.-- 
Paid for tel s and pape 
Paid for hotel bill at Emporia, Kans -.........----- 
Paid for hotel bill at St. Louis _...............-.--- 
Paid for Pullman fares, Kansas City to St. Louis- . - - - 
Paid for carriage hire for committee 
Paid for expenses of self from Emporia, Kans., to 
W n, D. C., including railroad and Pullman 
fares and meals en route -..............--.--- gene 


$144.50 
16. 67 
52.50 
15.00 
24. 00 
10. 25 


35. 50 
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Jan. 12, 1892. C. B. Reade—Continued. 
Jan. 11, 1892. . 
For expenses incurred as assistant sergeant-at-arms of 
the Senate, etc.—Continued. 








Paid to reimburse Senator PEFFER his expenses from 
Emporia to Washington, D.C -._.............--- 
Paid to reimburse Senator Dolph his expenses from 
Emporia to Washington, D. © --.._._-..........-. 
Paid to reimburse Senator Paddock his expenses from 
Emporia to Washington, D. C ; 
Paid to reimburse Senator PALMER his expenses from 
Emporia to Washington, D.C __._..-.-..........- 
Paid to reimburse Hon. E. H. Funston his ex- 
penseS-...------------------------ Wa ne een nnn ------ . 
Paid to reimburse Hon. 8. W. Peel his expenses__-_-_- 
Paid to reimburse Hon. CASE BRODERICK his ex- 
penses / 
Paid to reimburse Hon. P. 8. Post his expenses--_--- 
Paid to reimburse Hon. W. H. Cate his expenses__-_- 
Paid to reimburse Hon. H. M. Youmans his ex- 
penses 
Paid to reimburse Hon. C. E. Stueven, messenger, 
his expenses 





Jan. 12, 1892. Charles B. Reade: 
Jan. 12, 1892. 
For expenses incurred as assistant sergeant-at-arms of 
the Senate, viz— 
Cash paid for carriage hire, December 20 and 21, 
1891, for the use of the Sergeant-at-Arms’s office, on 
account of the funeral of Preston B. Plumb, late 


a Senator from the State of Kansas_..-.........- 24.00 


; Jan, 28, 1892. B. F. Flenniken: 
ba Jan. 27, 1892. 
f For expenses incurred in accompanying the committee 
attending the remains of Preston B. Plumb, late a 
Sg Senator from the State of Kansas, from Washing- 
j ton, D. C., to Emporia, Kans., under resolution of 
December 21, 1891, viz— 
Railroad and Pullman fares, meals, lunches, and car- 
aes “ route from Emporia, Kans., to Washing- 
ton, D. 


ea ay 


rte 





Jan. 28, 1892. Robert A. Parkes, agent Pennsylvania 
Railroad: 
Dec. 21, 1891. 
For transportation furnished Senate committee accom- 
penying theremains of the late Senator Plumb from 
ashington, D. C., to Emporia, Kans, viz— 
Transportation of 2 special cars, 18 fares each, 36 
tickets, at $21, Washington to St. Louis, Mo._____- 
Transportation of 2 —. cars, 18 fares each, 30 
tickets. at $9.35, St. Louis te Emporia 
Three fares, Emporia to Washington, D. C., at 
SOE ee eee ee 
Twelve fares, Emporia to Kansas City, at $3.75 
Three fares, Kansas City to St. Louis, at $7.50 
One fare, St. Louis to Chicago 
Service of Pullman car, Washington to Emporia 
Commissary supplies en route 


1, 548. 01 


r May 19, 1892. C. Strauss & Co.: 
Dec. 21, 1891. 
For floral decorations in United States Senate Cham- 
ber during funeral obsequies over remains of 
Preston B. Plumb, late a Senator from the State 
of Kansas 


Feb. 11, 1892. John R. Wright: 
Dec. 21, 1891. . 

For professional services and materials furnished as 
undertaker in eeeering and embalming the body 
of Preston B. Plumb, late a Senator from the State 
of Kansas, viz— 

Fine black cloth Judge casket, cedar, full silk lined, 
oxidized extension handles and polished chestnut 
box, with plate 

Use of hearse 
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Feb. 8, 1892. George B. Palmer: 
Dec. 24, 1891. 

For professional services and material furnished in re- 
embalming the body of Preston B. Plumb, late a 
Senator from Kansas, and supervision of remains 
from arrival at Kansas City, December 23, 1891, 


until burial at Emporia, December 24, 1891__..__- $150. 00 
July 12, 1892. Lansburgh & Bro.: 
Dec. 21, 1891. 

For 1 dozen silk sashes for use of committee attending 
funeral of late Senator Plumb -.................. 46.48 
For 2 dozen silk gloves, at $2.50_............-.......- 5. 00 
51.48 
lle et ieds Sactadagusdutinnasekbawicwwes 3, 082. 75 


I have called attention to these items for the purpose of showing 
in general the character of the supplies that are purchased and the 
services that are furnished on the average Congressional funeral 
trip. 

Looking over the list of forty-three items in this case, a stranger 
could not but wonder at not only the array, but thecharges. Yet 
there is not one thing charged for here that is not common on all 

| such occasions, and the charges are none in excessof what is usual. 
It is not the case of a private citizen who died at his home and 
whose remains are being disposed of by his neighbors and friends, 
This is an occasion when a Senator has fallen, and hiscountrymen, 
through a committee of Congress, are supposed to be paying hom- 
age at the shrine of death. All things must therefore be done 
elaborately, no matter at what expense, because the people are rich 
as well as loyal. Charges are in harmony with the other features 
of the proceedings. Barbers, undertakers, florists, hotel keepers, 
railroad managers, all perform their work and make their charges 
on the same grand scale. The public Treasuryis, by common 
usage, treated as a legitimate subject of plunder for all who wish to 
prey upon it. 

I cite the case of Senator Plumb first, because he was my <ol- 
league, and because I looked carefully over every item in the list 
before approving it. One charge of $500 was cut to $150. While 
as a whole the bill is high, and while the charges for many of the 
items are excessive, the custom has been so long in vogue that one 
would be regarded boorish if he objected to bills that are not 
higher than is usual on such occasions. The best way to get rid 
of this sort of business is to stop it. 

I now present the bill of items in the case of Senator Kenna. 

The items will be found to be practically the same as those in 
the case of Senator Plumb. 

The only comment I have to make is that Emporia, Kans., the 
home of Senator Plumb, is more than a thousand miles farther 
from Washington than is Charleston, W. Va., the home of Sen- 
ator Kenna. But, ashas happened in many other cases, distance 
does not count in Congressional funerals. It is nearly 1,400 miles 
to Emporia, and not to exceed 300 miles to Charleston, and yet the 
aggregate expense of Senator Plumb’s funeral ($3,082.75) was 
$34.75 less than the cost in the case of Senator Kenna. 

ITEMIZED STATEMENT OF FUNERAL EXPENSES OF SENATOR JOHN E. KENNA, 

OF WEST VIRGINIA, DECEASED JANUARY lI, 1893, 
{From Report on Expenditures for United States Senate, 1893. ] 
Jan. 17, 1893. E. K. Valentine: 

For expenses incurred as Sergeant-at-Arms of United 
States Senate in charge of committee having super- 
intendence of funeral of John E. Kenna, late a 
Senator from the State of West Virginia, under 
resolution of January 16, 1893: 

Jan. 13, 1893. 


ws 


Breakfast for committee at Alderson..............- $29.75 
Use of hearse at Charleston, W. Va__.......-..---- 10. 00 
Use of 26 carriages, depot to hotel, State house, etc_. 104.00 
Jan. 14, 1893. 

es pee ee ee ee 10. 00 
Use of 80 carriages in attending funeral, and hotel to 

ha Ss eke wen weae dWeccunsn 150.00 
Service of undertaker at Charléston, W. Va-_------- 56. 00 


Amount paid Farish & Peyton for rooms and board 


of cominittee at Hotel Ruffner 76.50 


Portermage gi Geen soc eco 25 eee nce 10. 32 
446.57 
Feb. 11, 1893. George P. Zurhorst: 
Jan. 18, 1893. 

For black broadcloth draped casket, with extension 
RE Ba Le eS : 359. 00 

solid oak shipping case, with copper corners, and 
RE i aR Oa el vie waeins one a 50. 00 
ha Sr FU cea 2.00 
embalming and preparing remains-------------- 60. 00 
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Feb. 11, 1898. George P, Zurhorst—Continued. 
Jan. 13, 1893. 


pues services to Charleston, W. Va_......... . 00 
earse to Capitol and depot_..................... 14, 00 
17 carriages to ee and depot, at $3.50....... 59.5 
6 carriages from depot, at $3.50 _...............- 21.00 
601. 50 
Mar, 22, 1893. John T. Price & Sons: 
Jan. 12, 1893. 
iages for the use of the committee appointed to 
attend the funeral of the late Senator Kenna, at 
PN iin cnedcttees os ek eoudhs ude nn pgieiee 50. 00 
Mar. 27, 1898. George M. Bond, city passenger agent 
Chesapeake and Ohio R. R. Co.: 
Jan. 16, 1893. 
For services rendered joint committee having superin- 
tendence of funeral of John E. Kenna, late a 
Senator from the State of West Virginia, under 
resolution of January 16, 1893: 
ansportation of three Pullman cars and one com- 
bination car, from Washington, D. C., to Charles- 
Ra eee 1, 164. 00 
EES LE ST a OTE Sa 55.00 
Use of Pullman cars Esdras, Adour, and Marlbor- 
ough, from Washington to Charleston and return. 330.00 
Commissary su , meals, and lunches furnished 
in cars, incluc BRinn cdbiiimipundhossces 432. 48 
1, 981. 48 
TOR :, ccnnihiindlananindinchniitmeti¢pndeinnne 3, 079. 55 
Official statement is $3,117.50. 


I present itemized statements of c on account of the 
funerals of two members of the House—Messrs. Houk and Chip- 


man—which I referred tosome time ago. Here are the items and 
charges in the case of Mr. Houk, of the House of Representatives, 
amounting to $1,845.09, though on personal examination I found 
enough to foot up $1,810.59. 
MR. HOUK. 
rtation, Pullman service, and meals to Dayton, 
RUN. So wecdictdnniasecsadbaaeeuibesh dane $987. 24 
fae Bieta osteioneiisiasgni~ been oe 
ania dain IR ARE dln idan 100. 
PO inti tein ideation ce cathibe cbc 25.00 
ND i. sisi oss incendie phbailiawig enki aesetbiodbalaalice tancbid 7.00 
Em OE icathiaariebe hbadt onnekeaneounhe 50. 00 
SR on ee eii dell ciclice Eide 75.00 
Rey ita ota CON. 5nd 5 erie ss Saw < cen esws 10. 00 
—— 617.00 
DOURINORS . idling xd Kin ee Saat 64.00 
Fun ORE CUR GNNTUIR ida iho Sen icone cake 25.00 
Brick grave and marble slab ..............-.-. 55. 00 
Renton Maerua ii sii he ciel 5.00 
—— bin Rica Mii lai a ue hci niteeiinadmobineiad 20.50 
Railroad fare and sleeper for Byron F. Ritchie... 12. 25 ae 
Carriage hire, meals en route for Congressional com- 
mittee, other than buffet service.................--.- 74.60 
icicdjll oo Are SY Lika 6 ebicitebin he Siem alne 1, 810. 59 


Total 

Official report, $1,845.09. 
In the case of Mr. Chipman, of the House, the Clerk’s statement 
of the aggregate is $2,308.41. The recorded items as I have found 
them make a total of $2,344.40, or $36 more. Atthis point I think 
it is due to the Clerk of the House of Representatives to call at- 
tention to the fact that these various ‘tems are never found in one 
place in the report he makes to the body of which he is an officer, 
and the reason of it is that the bills are presented at different 
times. The bills of expense which have been incurred by differ- 
ent persons or different companies or different institutions are not 
resented at the same time or on the same date. Hence in mak- 
ing up the accounts the entries are necessarily made on different 
days, and between the of the different bills other items 
occur, so that the following up and the accurate ing of the 
various items isan enormous labor, y when we would carry 
it through the whole period of our Congressional history. It is 
no wonder that an occasional error occurs. I make this explana- 
tion because I find in one case an item that the Clerk’s assistants 
overlooked. The itemized statement in the case of Mr. Chipman 

is as follows: 

MR. CHIPMAN, MICHIGAN. 


Cue Rall donee: Gheet08 oi ois cnkisilis «ican thsticbbcdcene cass $18. 00 
REEL GRP ......+...0.. dusdeeikeectbensinunscetetstiice ane 
Pullman service and commissary ineeetninesaies|: “aR 


Carriages 


—ooocoeoocet 


‘ OU 
nak Clete adibbewssilinedoos 5.00 
I ID on ictinnecdsudesccascmetocstsoe 00 
Rs sh wen Uadectinditboetnbice 10.00 
Se INN Ss. pcciewiccSaccnswscevesccesse 18. 00 
Soloist and male quartette _......................-..... 35. 00 
ee is os. avieecdeencoesnees 10. 00 
Surpliced choir and orgamiat............-...-....-..... 40). 00 
Personal services and attendance of undertaker -----..-- 25.00 


i ei a daw 2, 344. 40 
Official report, $2,308.40. 


If there be any items in this account which more than others wil 
excite wonder, they are probably the charges of a soloist and a tale 
— $35; four clergymen’s fees, $40, and a surpliced choir 
and o ist, ; 

Without going further into details, I have shown enough to sat- 
isfy everyone who cares to consider the subject at all that the cus- 
tom of ional funerals has grown into an abuse. It is not 
a as a serious proceeding by the people at larve. 

ndeed, it is hardly ever ref to in respectful terms in any cise 

of public criticism. 
tI place my objection on the broad ground that it is nota 
a object of public expenditure. Nor ought the contingent 
und of either House of Congress be drawn upon for such outlays. 
Whatever may be, and ought to be, ee done on the oc- 
— of the death a : - np ee House ought 
to one as a ma of public decency, an expenses should 

be paid out of the public enen. 

to those cases where the death occurs at home or away from 
the capital, or when Sa is not in session, they are not !at- 
ters that concern the nation so much as to justify any expenditure 
of public money. Whatever is proper to be done in such cases 
is for the people at home to do, and Congress ought not to inter- 
— in ws Ky with i If ae of vse hh me other 
ouse of Congress wish to attend an = ipate in the obseq ies, 
at their own expense, nobody will found to object. Such 
a personal sacrifice would be good evidence of a devoted friend- 
ship. Nothing better illustrates the h of a man’s convic- 
tions than that he show his faith by is works. Friendship, 
if sincere, does not need artificial stimulus to bring it tv the 
surface. Grief — from = oe pe heart; it does 
not originate in the pockets of other people. average Con- 
— funeral, “o it is commonly charged, is nothing more 
a y of good-natured gentlemen having a good time at 

the public expense. 

I ask the Senate to discontinue this useless and expensive 

oceeding by the passage of the bill now before the Senate. 

ince it became known that such a bill was to be introduced 
I have received many letters and newspaper comments i 
great number, all concurring in the object sought to be accom- 


— 


P , 

The bill is short, plain in its provisions, and it provides for «vcry- 
thing that ought to be done to treat respectfully and revercntly 
every case that merits the attention of Congress. 

Unless some other Senator desires to speak to the bill, I ask that 
it may retain its place on the Calendar as the unfinished business. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand that the Senator from Kansas 
does not ask for action on the bill to-day. 

Mr. PEFFER. No; I donot. I understand there are s:v°rl 
Senators who wish to speak on the subject, and I donot know that 
they desire to do so at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PEerxrns in the chair). [2 
—— of objection, the bill will retain its place on the Cal- 
endar. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I renew my motion that the Senate proved 
to the consideration of executive business. 
’ The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to th oo 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent |) “© 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock a»! 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adj until Monday, December 1% 
1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Mary A. Potter, to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
county of Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, the appointment of 
a pt »stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Alice H. Groves, to be postmaster at Afton, in the county of 
Union and State of Iewa, her commission having expired Febru- 

ry 14, 1891. 
ra Richard W. Lloyd, to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. 

William W. Merritt, tobe postmaster at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in the place of R. B. Hall, re- 

oved. 

” Geaee F. Parker, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1895. 

William Schneck, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1895. 

William W. Shanks, to be postmaster at Odebolt, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa, in the place of Annie B. Matthews, 
resigned. 

John Stirling, to be postmaster at Corydon, in the county of 
Wayne and State of lowa, in the place of C. F. Le Compte, re- 
moved. 

Joseph E. Thorne, to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in the place of William T. 
Condron, resigned. 

Enos F. Wenger, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Lowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1895. 

Charles P. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of Republic and State of Kansas, in the place of W. A. Brock, 
whose commission expired February 28, 1895. 

Larkin B. Davidson, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Kansas, in the place of Elias A. Wasser, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

John C, Haskett, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in the place of A. B. 
Urick, removed. 

Robert Kennedy, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county 
of — and State of Kansas, in the place of Louisa Holmes, re- 
moved. 

George W. H. Lucas, to be master at Cherokee, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Kansas, the appointment of a 

»stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

resident on and after October 1, 1895. 

Joseph L. Mattingly, to be postmaster at Sedan, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of Kansas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Albert G. Patrick, to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Abner V. C. Grant, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county 
of Kenton and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Fletcher A. Jones, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county 
of Bourbon and Stateof Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Frank W. Joplin, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Kentucky, in the place of Emily T. 
Helm, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

Edward W. Weathers, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county 
of Todd and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Josiah B. Willis, to be 


aster at Richmond, in the county 
of Madison and State of 


entucky, in the place of W. A. Powell, 
removed, 


John R. Grinage, to be postmaster at Houma, in the parish of 
Terrebonne and State of Louisiana, in the place of Morley H. 
Willis, whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Benjamin F. Blagdon, to be postmaster at Wiscasset, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Maine, the appointment of a post- 
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master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Edgar R. Dow, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Carrol C. Homer, to be postmaster at Bucksport, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine, in the place of Harry B. Parker, 
deceased. 

Edwin T. Mayberry, to be postmaster at Westbrook, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of Nich- 
olas A. Swett, deceased. 

Charles Walker, to be pastmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of William T. 
Smart, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Mary D. Ellegood, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county 
of Wicomico and State of Maryland, in the place of R. D. Elle- 
x od, deceased. 

Blanchard Emory, jr., to be postmaster at Centerville, in the 
county of Queen Anne and State of Maryland, in the place of M. 
Keating, whose commission expired March 29, 1895. 

John C. Hindman, to be postmaster at Rising Sun, in the county 
of Cecil and State of Maryland, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Daniel E. Kean, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 
of Allegany and State of Maryland, in the place of J. Schiller, 
removed. 

Alphonso Latchford, to be postmaster at Annapolis Junction, 
in the county of Howard and State of Maryland, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Charles F. Blodgett, to be postmaster at Stoneham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of W. A. 
Bartlett, whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

John E. Doran, to be postmaster at Attleboro Falls, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Lawrence W. Dower, to be postmaster at Easthampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Edwin E. Janes, resigned. 

John P. Herlihy, jr., to be postmaster at Monson, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of G. W. 
Farrington, deceased. 

Alfred D. Hoitt, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of F. E, 
Fowle, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Timothy Howard, to be postmaster at North Brookfield, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
John Rusk, deceased. 

John Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, in 
the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, his commis- 
sion having expired May 14, 1894. 

Thomas H. Mann, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of C. E, 
Wallace, whose commission expired February 14, 1595. 

Charles A. Pilling, to be postmaster at North Andover Depot, 
in the county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Agnes J. Smith, to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, her commission having 
expired January 19, 1895. 

John B. Turner, to be postmaster at Newtonville, in the county 
of Middlesex and Stateof Massachusetts, his commission having 
expired February 14, 1894. 

George W. Wales, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the count 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of M. W. 
Baker, whose commission expired April 19, 1894. 

William B. Wickes, to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1894. 

Ernest Winsor, to be postmaster at Chestnut Hill, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Maggie Breece, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of R. S. Breece, 
deceased. 

Darius R. Crampton, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Michigan, in the place of H. R. Austin, 
whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Walter S. Goodland, to be postmaster at Ironwood, in the county 
of Gogebic and State of Michigan, in the place of F. A. Healey, 
removed, 
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John Murray, to be emma gg ape at Port Huron, in the county of St. 
Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of A. R. Avery, removed. 

William E. Powers, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county 
of Barry and State of Michigan, in the place of P. A. Sheldon, 
whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Fred H. Potter, to tmaster at Saginaw West Side, in the 
county of Saginaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Neri B. 
Kinsey, whose commission expired June 10, 1894. 

Alfonzo J. Southard, to be postmaster at Harbor Springs, in the 
county of Emmet and State of Michigan, the appointment of a 
| eg eer for the said office having, by law, become vested in 

e President on and after July 1, 1895. 

William J. a to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, in the 
county of Iron and State of Michigan, in the place of 8. D,. Hol- 
lister, jr., ~— 

Warren E. Watson, to be postmaster at Mancelona, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan, in the place of L. E. 
Slusser, resigned, 

Robert Andrews, to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of 
Faribault and State of Minnesota, in the place of A. Eaton, whose 
commission expired January 19, 1895. 

William Cordiner, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

William O. P. Hilsdale, to be at Sauk Center, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in the place of J. M. 
Thompson, whose commission expired December 23, 1894. 

Julius Thorson, to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of 
Swift and State of Minnesota, in the place of Lillie Harter, whose 
commission expired January 16, 1895. 

Abner K. Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895, 





CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 1895. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


John F. Baker, of Minnesota, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Managua, Nicaragua. 

Charles Ritchie Simpkins, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States to Chile. 


PROBATE JUDGES, 


F. A. Hammond, of Utah Territory, to be inde of probate in 
the county of San Juan, in the Territory of Utah. 

Joseph Houston, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the ee Garfield, in the Territory of Utah. 

George H,. Fennemore, of Utah Territory, to be judge of pro- 
bate in the county of Beaver, in the Territory of Utah. 


TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 


Yancey Lewis, of Indian Territory, to be ja 
States court of the central district in the In erritory. 

William M. Springer, of Illinois, to be “a of the United States 
court of the northern district in the Indian erritory. 

Constantine B. Kilgore, of Texas, to be judge of the United 
States court of the southern district in the Indian Territory. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Michael Devanney, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio. 

James M. Martin, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Louisiana. 

Samuel M. Rutherford, of Indian Territory, to be marshal of 
Se er States court of the northern district in the Indian 

erritory. 

Charles L. Stowe, of Indian Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States court for the southern district in the Indian Terri- 


of the United 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Andrew C. Cruce, of Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States court of the southern district in the Indian Terri- 


tory. 

Samuel D. , of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Ohio. 

William J. Horton, of Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States court for the central district in the Indian Territory. 


REGISTER OF WILLS, 


J. Nota McGill, of Washington, D.C., to be register of wills for 
the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December 12, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry M. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved, 


REPORTS, ETC., REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND 
HARBORS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following documents: 
which were severally referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Cape Fear River above Fayetteville, N. C. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Yaquina 
a Oregon. 

letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Tarpaulin Cove, Naushon Island, Massachusetts. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, seers of examination and survey of 
Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. I. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
San Joaquin River, California. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, with a report of the survey of the harbor 
of Bridgeport, Conn. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter froin 
the Chief of Engineers inclosing a report of surveys of Norwalk 
Harbor, Connecticut, with accompanying map. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter froin 
the Chief of Engineers, together with a report of the survey of 
New Bedford Harbor, Massachusetts. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communici- 
tion from the Chief of Engineers, with a report of the survey for 
determining the cause of the erosion of the easterly end of Gal- 
veston Island, Texas. 


REPORT OF FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, trans- 
mitting his annual for the year ended June 30, 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES AT SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the expenditures 
at the Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass. , and of the arms fal)ri- 
cated and repaired d the fiscal year ended June 30, 18!)); 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY DISBURSEMENTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of War, ee reports of inspeciions of dis- 
bursements of officers of the United States Army for the last fisc:l 

ear, together with a letter from the eae eeaneer aenee! re- 
ting thereto; which were referred to the Committee on Expeni- 
tures in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 


SINKING FUND OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual per of 
the Treasurer of the United States on the sinking fund and funded 
debt of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Cum- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from tlie 
Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the receipts and 
expenditures on account of the yon Ee for the contingent 
expenses of the War Department for the fiscal years ended June 
30, 1894 and 1895; which was referred to the Committee on !-s- 
penditures in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, UNITED STATES NAVY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair to the Secr- 


tary of the Navy for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 











1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


el nnn nnn r rere erence errr ED 


WAR DEPARTMENT LIBRARY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the officer in supervisory 
charge of the War arene library for part of the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1895, of the distribution of Government publica- 
tions received at the Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS AND PENSION APPEALS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior on pensions and pension appeals for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPORT OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Treasurer of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF DUNKIRK HARBOR, NEW YORK, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, areport of the survey of Dunkirk Harbor, New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SURVEY OF WESTPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, a report of the survey of Westport Harbor, Connecticut; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF WILMINGTON HARBOR, ETC., DELAWARE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, the report of examination and survey of the harbor at 
Wilmington and Christiana River, Delaware; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF BOILER INSPECTORS, ETC, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill for the pay- 
ment of certain inspectors of boilers and hulls of steam vessels 
under the Treasury Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the work of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year ended June 
30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING DRINKS TO INDIANS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the draft of a bill prepared 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ‘‘to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GOVERNMENT TESTS OF IRON, STEEL, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the commanding officer 
of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of iron, steel, and other mate- 
rials for industrial purposes made with the United States testing 
machines ce the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895; which was 
See to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the find- 
ings filed by the court in the cases of L. L. Wallace, administrator, 
William F. Perry, Tobias Tenpenny, and Luke Lee against the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that when the House adjourns to-day 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
he motion was agreed to. 





BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


Mr. WHEELER. lIask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution for filling a vacancy in the Board of Regents, Smithsonian 
Institution. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the vacancy 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than 
members of Congress, shall be filled by the appointment of William L. Wilson, 
of West Virginia, in place of Henry Coppée, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘The gentleman will allow me to state that it 
is very essential that there should be no delay in filling this va- 
cancy. As the gentleman is aware, Professor Coppée was a mem- 
ber of the executive committee, and his death many months since 
left a vacancy which it is very important should be promptly 
filled. The Secretary of the Institution is very much interested 
in this matter, and regards it as very important that this resolu- 
tion be acted upon at once. Itis absolutely essential to have an 
executive committee all the members of which are in easy access 
to Washington. It is the intention for Mr. Wilson to fill this 
vacancy in the committee, and it is important that it should be 
full at this time, so that the reports may be prepared for the an- 
nual meeting. I regret that any member of this Congress should 
interpose an objection to deprive the Smithsonian of the services 
of so valuable a man as we all know Mr. Wilson to be, and I re- 
gret that objection should be interposed in a case of a member of 
Congress whose services has been so long and distinguished, and 
whom we all so much respect. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Monday. 

Mr. ADAMS. This is too important a matter to be allowed to 
pass without reference to a committee. Propositions of this kind 
have always been referred to the Library Committee, which acts 
jointly with the corresponding committee of the Senate. Ques- 
tions of this kind have always been discussed in the joint commit- 
tee. The appointment of a regent is a serious matter, not a thing 
to be done hastily; and while I am willing to concede the high 
character of the gentleman named in this resolution, still I must 
object to a proceeding not in the regular course. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwouldlike tosay to the gentleman that reso- 
lutions of this character have frequently been passed without ref- 
erence to a committee, even though committees were organized at 
the time. Especially has this been the casein the Senate. Right 
before me, page 228 of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, Fifty-second 
Congress, second session, is an instance I will read: 

Mr. MorRILL. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The resolution was to appoint a regent, and it was immediately 
passed, without discussion or the slightest objection. I hope the 
gentleman will not insist, as we have no session to-morrow and it 
will have to go over until Monday. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 must insist, Mr. Speaker, on my objection. I 
differ with the gentleman as to the practice of which he speaks. 

SCHOONER HENRY CROSBY. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the schooner Henry Crosby, a vessel duly enrolled under the laws 
of the United States, and commanded by Abel T. Stubbs, a citizen thereof, 
was fired upon by troops of the Republic of Santo Domingo, while at anchor, 
flying the American flag,at Azua, in said Republic of Santo Domingo, on the 
10th day of December, 1893, and members of its crew shot and seriously 
wounded, and property belonging to the vessel destroyed; and 

Whereas the owners, officers, and crew of said vessel have petitioned the 
Dagens ae of State for indemnity for such injury and loss and have received 
no reuetl: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of 
Representatives, if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interests, 
the diplomatic and consular correspondence and the correspondence between 
the Government of the United States and the owners, officers, or crew, their 
agents or attorneys, and all other reports or correspondence relating to said 
attack and claim demanded. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? ; 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think that 
should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I must object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and is hereby, requested to furnish 
for the information of the House of Representatives a report for the last fis- 
cal year of the expense and emolument accounts rendered by the following 
officers: 

Clerks of circuit and district courts of the various districts in the States 


and Territories; also of the courts of appeals of the various circuits and of 
the District of Columbia. 
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Also fee, salary, and emolument accounts of United States commissioners, Mr. HOPKINS. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from \\q. 


marshals, ‘district attorneys, eae as reas district attorneys; said report to ba: h 
ice neenan of -aainaaliite Saint alain eae ¢ ma how many copies are provided for under existing law’ 
oent petaraed oF on ae of tat cee an Mr. WHEE I think only 500. 


Also the total amount cS Sonate we marshals in each district separately, and Mr. HOPKINS. "Whati is the object of having these extra ¢opieg 
the number of deputies printed? , 
Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Speaker before unanimous consent is given |" Mr. WHEELER. Well, it has frequently, I think, been (no, 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa if it is his urpose to use | and sometimes done by resolution introduced afterwards, whi ins 
the information w the resolution seeks in considering legisla- | yolves more expense. Last year the Senate passed a reso|) 
tion looking to the aaah compensation of the clerks, the dis- printing 2, ,500 copies for their use, and we got none of them. \., WW, 
trict attorneys, and the marshals of the United States? think it would be economy to print the requisite number | wr, 
Mr. LACEY. The pu is to give to the Committee on the | instead of ng only 500. , 
Judiciary the necessary information on which such legislation can Dir. HOPKINS. But the gentleman limits the Senate to 7) 
ao ae a I may say, a st in consultation a - copies, dos does he no 
officials e Attorney-General’s ce on yesterday, and wit 11, of 
Geo et anthunseal on "l find that the lena Geliels | aumther, HEELER, Well, that is about their proportion of the 


for and in the form called for has been prepared already, and can| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi lera. 


100 


be furnished without delay or difficulty. ii 
Mr. BAILEY, If that i the only purpose, I have no objection | “there ppmeeeaiaett ms 
to the resolution. The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, was ac- 
Mr. LACEY. That is all. cordingly read the third time, and 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-| On motion of Mr. WHEELER, a motion to reconsider the last 
east oo ee me vote was laid on the table. 
jecti EXTRA MONTH’S PAY TO CERTAIN EMPLOYEES. 
The resolution was adopted. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the pron 
RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
Mr. CANNON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration for | be read; and pending that I desire to make a short explanation. 
the following resolution The SPEAKER. The Clerk wili report it. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. The Clerk read as follows: 
The Clerk read as follows: Jcint resolution giving one month's pay to certain employees of the House of 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the Sec- Representatives. 
retary of the Interior is hereby requested to inform the House of the total a. That all oe and oe ees of the House, includin: the 
acreage of lands granted each to the aoe ‘Pacific and Central Pacific Rail- | Capitol , —: were oma’ day of December, 1895, and who 
way companies; the total acreage nted and the total acreage se- | have ceased or who a, or to the ‘ist Ist day of February, 1896, cease +. . 
Incted by’ each tnt not yet paten eeeeaed: with ielennntlinn on toreclaios aieeh te ee taste a sum equal to one month's pay at t @ rate the 
eo, upon what ground) Be hae has suspended the work of the General Land Oftice recei on the 2d day of December, 1895; and an amount sul 
in forwarding to = ‘wht proportion ofl Sa land selected; nd and also, try not other ce oo appre} memes out of any aay a the Tr 
possi patented, bu Vv me available 
ai natty an possi, what re an from said companies by to be tn Glare o of the House of pesentatives, aa solution 
settiers. shall also ine inch special employees of the House, E. L. Curric r and 
The SPEAKER. This is subject to objection. Is there objec- a a 
tion to the present consideration of the resolution which has eu cmeraes ken, Isthere objection to the present consideration 
St cen oo aati. Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to offer few wor's of 
exp ion. ; er, wi . Kerr, the Clerk of 
The resolution was agreed to. the House in the Fifty-third Congress, to offer this resolution. | 
REPORT OF gy OF VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY. was informed and believed, at the time I so agreed, that it had been 
Mr. WHEELER. the Mater , [rise to submit the report of the | the general custom of the incoming House to extend this courtesy 
Board of Visitors to the oe for the year 1895. I | to a’ of the outgoing House. In connection with the 
desire to state that the eaten of the board ty te Pronk by the | gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] we have been looking 1p the 
House, in conjunction with those eo President of | record, and I find that it has not been so done since the ° orty- 
the United States and the President of the Senate, have performed seventh Congress Congress. Therefore I think perhaps that resolution 
the duties devolved upon them by virtue of their appointments. — to aes to the Committee on Accounts. 
The report which I sent to the Cierk’s desk is the result of their GLEY. That is right. 
labors and investigation. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ButI desire to make this explana- 
TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama [Mr.W tion because I promised to introduce the resolution, and to ask for 
presents the report of the Board of Visitors to the Military Acad A unanimous consent. I now ask that it be referred to the Com- 
emy for the year 1895, which will be referred to the Committee on mittee on Accounts. 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that report | referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
I wish to ask unanimous consent for cg er map gg of| Mr. tema gy ee Illinois. oe that go to the Committee 
a resolution providing for Sremntty ehioadiioesl » extra > I | on Accounts? 
will state that very frequen number has been | Mr. WILLIAM’ A STO A. STONE. Pan spp oh is the appro} inte 
printed, and if it is not —s now a of it afterwards | committee. If not, the Speaker will the necessary correc 
will cause an additional a. Last year Senate sey x ny tion. 
2,500 additional copies for own use, giving us none The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider it as introduced in 
1 provide in this resolution that of the 2,500 to be ted 700 oes , and refer it to the appropriate committee. 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,800for the use of the House. | Mr. DING . Does the resolution provide that this amount 
I will also state that this contains information regarding the | shall be = out of the contingent fund of the Fouse? 
military academies and of the principal nationsof Europe— | Mr. C The Committee on Accounts deals with dis!urse 
ar valuable information, which has never before been ee ments out ot ‘the con mt fund of the House. 
is country. It takes up each nation separately, describes its| Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is proposed to make this )y- 
military institutions of , States the requirements of en- | ment out of the contingent fund of the House. 
trance, the course of study, | the character of appointments | Mr. DALZELL. I willstate to my colleague that the reso! ution 
given to the graduates. It will be interesting and valuable to edu- | does not so read. It makes an a) iation. 
catorseverywhere. I think this extra number of copies should be | Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE the provision is to pay this 
printed. out of the contingent fand of the House; but let the latter part of 
TheSPEAKER. ES ee ee the resolution be read again. I may be in error. 
asks unanimous consent for the present ofa sania The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
tion which the Clerk will report. The Clerk read as follows: 
The Clerk read as follows: patience enema bie pepe ht, appr = ho out 
e same ) 
Joint res of Vinttorste the Miltary Acalesy ot West Bask* % “%° | immediately available, and ta be pall by the GREK of the House 0! Rene 
shonunnal Sontetel toe ie eB Bae ae Pe Pe Soliant Mtates Militare Aes, | Mr. DALZELL. That ought to go to the Committee on Ay)" 
emy at West A tor the yest 15 of wiih Sea Ge tox tae cal the priations. 
Senate and 1,800 for the use of the Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Weil, let it go to the Committeé 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Ishould like to ask the gentleman | on Ap riations. I was in error. 
from Alabama i. Wireten] — The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution wil! bet 
The SPEA Pending the SE eee eet ferred to the Committee on iations. 
the Chai: recognizes the gentleman from Illinois. There was no objection. 
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a 
LEASE OF BUILDING FOR USE OF THE DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit 
another resolution, and ask its immediate consideration. Ido not 
think anybody can object to it. — 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, directed to 
continue, for the use of the folding room of the House, the lease of — 
stable owned by the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, the 


rent, $100 per month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House from 
and after January 1, 1896, and until other provision is made therefor. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in a word, 
to explain the purpose of the resolution. This brick stable has 
been occupied during two or three Congresses as a storeroom for 
public documents. The lease has expired. The building is neces- 
sary to the document room, and the Doorkeeper desires authority 

rerent it. 

— SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 
. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr.SAYERS. If Iremember correctly, a resolution was passed 
at the last session of the last Congress directing the officers to 
remove all these books that had accumulated in the basement 
rooms of the Capitol, amounting to several thousand in number; 
and my recollection is it was stated if that were done there would 
be ample room for the books that are being published every 
month during the year. I would like to have some information 
on that point. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There was such a resolution 
passed, but I do not understand that that has made unnecessary 
the continuance of the lease of this stable. The fact is, the books 
are there, and unless the Doorkeeper has authority to rent the 
building he will be bound for the rent himself. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest that the gentleman let the res- 
olution lie over until we can inquire into it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well. 

Mr. SAYERS. Better let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr.WILLIAMA.STONE. Certainly. I withdraw my request 
for unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be so 
referred. 

There was no objection. 

ARMENIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WILSON of New York. Mr. Speaker, by request of the 
Central Congregational Church of Brooklyn, N. Y., one of the larg- 
est and most influential churches of that city, I send to the Speak- 
er’s desk a memorial and resolution relative to the Armenian 
atrocities, and ask unanimous consent that it be read and printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the reading of a memorial and resolution, and 
that they be printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. CRISP. Before that is done—of course we are in complete 
ignorance of what it is—the question arises, if that memorial is 
read will it be printed in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
asks permission to have it read and printed in the Recorp. If 
consent is refused it will not be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CRISP. What is it about? 

Mr. WILSON of New York. It refers to the atrocities in Ar- 
menia, 

The memorial and resolution were read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the request for unani- 
mous consent to print in the RecorD the memorial and resolution 
which have been read to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, what is the request? 

TheSPEAKER. Therequestis that it be printed in the Recorp. 





Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is it a mere memorial? I did not 
hear what action is proposed. 
The SPEAKER. the Chair is under the impression that it isa 


memorial with a resolution attached. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I have no objection to the reference 
of ‘the memorial to the proper committee of the House, but I 
object to its being printed in the RecorD. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and it will not be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A mee the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the Senate had passed joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 7) providing for the printing of the 
Monthly Summary Statement of Imports and Exports of the Bu- 
teau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 
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Also, a joint resolution (S. R. 19) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to suspend the removal of intruders from the Cherokee 
| country until the further action of Congress. 





PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania | Mr. Grow] desires to address the House 
upon some topic in the President's message; and I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the President’s 
message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxrns in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in. Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
| the President’s message. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire the Clerk to read a para- 
| graph from the President’s message which I have marked in the 
RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By command of the people a customs-revenue system, designed for the 
protection and benefit of favored classes at the expense of the great mass of 
our countrymen, and which, while inefficient for the purpose of revenue, 
curtailed our trade relations and impeded our entrance to the markets of the 

world, has been superseded by a tariff policy which in principle is based upon 

} a denial of the right of the Government to obstruct the avenues to our peo- 
ple’s cheap living or lessen their comfort and contentment for the sake of ac- 
cording especial advantages to favorites, and which, while encouraging our 
intercourse and trade with other nations, recognizes the fact that American 
self-reliance, thrift, and ingenuity can build up our country’s industries and 
develop its resources more surely than enervating paternalism 









Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, the President, in his annual mes- 
sage to this Congress, says: 


By command of the people a customs-revenue system, designed for the 
protection and benefit of favored classes at the expense of the great mass of 
our countrymen, and which, while inefficient for the purpose of revenue, 
curtailed our trade relations and impeded our entrance to the markets of 
the world, has been superseded by a tariff policy which in principle is based 
upon a denial of the right of the Government to obstruct the avenues to our 
people’s cheap living or lessen their comfort and contentment. 


When stated concisely, this paragraph means simply that a pro- 
tective tariff has been superseded by a free trade one, called by 
its friends a tariff for revenue only. The President gives us no 
information as to the practical operations or result of this new 
system which has superseded the old one. Disregarding the uni- 
form custom in annual messages, he fails to state the amount of 
the receipts and expenditures of the Treasury for the last fiscal 
year, or in fact for any year. He contents himself with the decla- 
ration contained in this paragraph, which is the only reference in 
his message to the revenue system now in force, or as to the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government. He merely asserts that a 
‘**system of customs revenue inefficient for the purpose of reve- 
nue,” which ‘‘ impeded our entrance to the markets of the world” 
and ‘‘ovstructed the avenues to our people’s cheap living,” has 
been superseded by command of the people. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 


Congress is left, therefore, to ascertain for itself as best it can 
the real condition of the Treasury—its receipts and expenditures— 
since the close of the fiscal year 1894. The President in his annual 
message in December, 1894, informed Congress that the deficit in 
the Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, was $69,803,- 
260.58. The report of the Bureau of Statistics for 1895 shows that 
the deficit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, was $42,805,- 
223.18. The daily statements issued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury show that since July 1, 1895, to December 10 the deficit is 
$18,545,720.04. So the receipts of the Treasury from all ordinary 
sources since June 30, 1893, have been $131,354,203.80 less than its 
expenditures, including nothing of what may be appropriated in 
deficiency bills to be passed this session. By the daily statements 
as to the condition of the Treasury the deficit continues at the 
average rate of about $4,000,000 per month. In these two years of 
deficit there was = each year in pensions $18,000,000 less than in 
1893. The President informs us in this message that ‘‘ the bonded 
indebtedness ” of the Government has been increased $162,315,400. 
So it would seem that this new system of finance is not a great 
success, though claimed by its friends to be one for revenue only. 





PROTECTIVE AND REVENUE TARIFFS. 


What is the history of the old one that has been thus super- 
seded. It began with the passage, in February, 1861, of what is 
known as the Morrill tariff. That was framed avowedly upon 
the principle that while raising the revenue necessary for the sup- 
port of the Government, duties should be so adjusted as to pro- 
tect American labor in its competition with the poorly paid labor 
of the world, and to secure as far as possible the supplying of the 
home market by home labor in all cases where climate, soil, and 
business facilities would admit of its being done to advantage. 





This aoe le controlled in all the tariff legislation from that time 
until ok 4, 1893. Every year after 1 that being the close 
of the war—the receipts have exceeded the expenditures, and in 
addition to paying the current expenses of the Government two- 
thirds of the national debt of $2,700,000,000 in 1867 has been paid, 
and no money was borrowed save the $95,500,000 for the purpose 
of resumption of specie payments in’ 1879. This is a financial 
record unsurpassed in the history of any nation. The following 
table shows the excess of receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment from 1858 to 1895 inclusive, and the amount of customs 
revenue each year from 1865—the close of the war period: 


Excess of revy- | Excess of ex- 


Year ended June 30— Customs enue over penditure 
wore. expenditure. | over revenue. 
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Previous to 1861 the tariff of 1846 had been substantially in 
force, a some changes in it were made in 1852 or 1853 and again 
in 1857. . Buchanan’s Administration closed March 4, 1861, 
with a deficit in the Treasury every year, amounting at the end of 
the four years to $75,217,120. Resort was had at that time by the 
Democratic party to borrowing money for current expenses in 
time of peace. Mr. Buchanan’s Administration was the last 
Democratic Administration in full control of the executive and 
legislative departments of the Government until Mr. Cleveland’s, 
and his Administration seems to begin where Mr. Buchanan’s left 
ofTehe Morrill tariff passed by Congress in 1861 was sigmed by Mr 

e Mo was ; 
Buchanan. The leaders of the t Democratic are 
loud in denouncing all protective as unconstitutional, and 
especially the one passed in 1890, known as the McKinley tariff, 
eo decision of the e Court of the United 
States in a us opinion, declaring that act to be constitu- 
tional. The period from 1880 to 1892 under these two protective 
tariff systems was one of unexam: prosperity, and for develo 
ment of material resources and of industries unequaled 
any like period in the history of nations. The receipts into the 
Treasury for these thirteen fiscal years from the ordinary sources 
of revenue over and above expenditures were $1,130,557,018, and 
the exports of merchandise over the imports were $1,139,613,971, 
and the importation of gold over its e was $96,401,216. 
The gold in the 7 year of period exceeded the 
$100,000,000 reserve and all gold certificates issued. For the three 
years 1888, 1889, and 1890 the average excess was over $90,000,000. 


GROWTH OF INDUSTRIES. 


The eo of the mechanical and man 
shown by the census of 1880 and of 1890, was more 
the capital invested and the amount paid to labor, and almost 
double in the value of the ucts uced. The abstract of 
the census of 1890 shows in _ the capital invested in 1890 
was $3,734,202,699 more than in 1 and there was paid to labor 
in these same industries $1,335,262,734 more in 1889 than in 1879, 
and the value of the products in these industries was $4,002,858,092 
more in 1889 than in 1879. The farm mortgages created between 
1880 and 1890 had been, January 1, 1890, reduced more than one- 
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CUSTOMS REVENUE. 


The customs receipts during this period were $177,452,964.15 in 
the year 1892, being the lowest, and $229,668,584.57 in the year | 51), 
e following table shows the customs revenue for each yor 
from 1888 to 1895, inclusive, and the excess of total receipts into 
the Treasury over expenditures: 





— 





Excess of 

Year. Customs. revenue over 

expenditures, 
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PP Askddabhcunk Sqhcnibidamidenwes deatahacvencsces 181, 818, 530.62 | =*69, 803,260.58 
AT a a 152, 158,617.45 | "42, 805, 223.18 


* Expenditures in excess of revenue. 


Though the McKinley tariff was in force until August, 1894, 
yet the business of the country was so disturbed by the result of 
the election in November, 1892, in anticipation of the chanve in 
tariff policy, that importations for the fiscal year 1894 were greatly 
restricted and the home production of everything was greatly 
lessened. So that in all fairness in comparing the operations of 
tariffs the fiscal year 1893 should be regarded as the last year of 
the McKinley tariff. The average receipts from duties in the 
fiscal years 1891, 1892, and 1893 were $200,110,062.03, 


FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


The foreign commerce of the country under these two protective 
tariff laws beginning in 1861, which the President claims impeded 
our entrance into the markets of the world, expanded from $1 ,5():;,- 
593,404 in 1880 to $1,857,680,610 in 1892, the largest of any year 
in our history. The next largest rey! was $1,729,397,206, in 
1891—showing that there was no trouble in our entering the mar- 
kets of the world. But the world has no market better than the 
American market. [Applause.] We have a people of 70,000,000 
to-day that consume per capita more than any other people on 
the earth, and which doubles in numbers every thirty years. Ere 
the close of this cen of national existence 500,000,000 of people 
will be dwellers upon the soil over which to-day floats the flag of 


5a | our fathers—about one-third of the present population of the 


globe. Why should we open such a market to the products of 
the poverty-stricken labor of the world, thereby excluding our 
own labor from employment in supplying it? 


BUY CHEAPEST WHERE PAY EASIEST. 


One of the President’s objections to a protective system is that 
it obstructs the ‘‘avenues to our people’s cheap living.” <A man 
in the house izes the President’s ideal of cheap living, 
for he lives cheaper than anybody else. [Laughter.] Cheap- 
ness in articles of consumption is not always desirable. Shall 
cheapness to the consumer be weighed in the balance against the 
comfort of the home and the happiness of the fireside of the pro- 
ducer? Anything sells too cheap that sells for a price that will not 
give to the producer bate | wages. [Applause.] If articles of 
consumption can be furnished to the consumer cheaply only by 
reducing the — of the laborer who produces them to the rate 
paid his competitors in other lands, where penury sits at their fire- 
side and sorro want surrounds their deathbed, then cheap- 
ness is not a desirable object. [Applause.] 

Strike from the tariff all its protective features, and the labor of 
this country must'thenstand unaided and alone in its competition 
with that labor of the world where homeless poverty is the sole 
heritage of the sons of toil. The consumer in all cases buys 
Se eee he pre easiest. * The state of things that gives 
steady employment to the laborer at the highest attainable wages 
enables him to pay easier, and oD buys “<a no mat- 
ter what the nominal price of the article may be. ithout em- 
ployment he could not buy at all, and with scant employment he 
must buyscant. The country that uces for itself the articies 
consumed by its people has both the article produced ani the 
money paid for its production, instead of having but one of tliese 
values, as would be the case in buying abroad. 

COMFORT AND CONTENTMENT. 

Upon the comfort of the home depends the happiness of its fire- 
side; and by that fireside is Somred | the emnanenions who are to 
control the destinies of the nation. [Applause.] In despotic or 
monarchical ents the great interest in its children is tat 
they become good soldiers; but in a free constitutional gover: 
ment the great interest in its children is that they become 4004 
citizens, for upon the wisdom of their ballots rests the pillars of 
the Republic. [Applause.] Tariff laws affect directly the coo 
dition and well- of labor, and if wisely adjusted will s:cure 
to it the supplying of the home market as far as possible. 








1895. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


15 


-~ 
od 





Mr. Chairman, there would be no need of protection in arrang- 
ing the duty on foreign imports if the laborers of this country 
were willing to live in the same way and to receive the same com- 


ensation as their competitors in other lands. But they are not 


willing to do that, and the patriotism of the country is unwilling | 


that they should. That is the only reason why in tariff legisla- 
tion it becomes necessary to guard the American producer against 
unequal competition with foreign products in their labor cost. 
With the single paragraph I have rcad from the message, the 
President disinisses all reference to revenue or to the receipts and 
expenditures of the Treasury. His only recommendation for Con- 
gressional action is to convert five or six hundred millions of non- 


interest-bearing debt into an interest-bearing debt of the same | 


amount on long-time bonds. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
A year ago his recommendation for Congressional action for the 


ills of the country was to allow State banks to issue a part of the | 


circulating medium. There is no reference now to that remedy. 
I have no idea that this Congress or the next, or any other Con- 
gress, unless it is as overwhelmingly Democratic as this one is 
Republican, will retire what is known as the greenbacks into an 
interest-bearing debt. [Applause on the Republican side.] We 
have substantially the same currency to-day that has existed for 
years past, and so long as the receipts exceeded expenditures no 
inconvenience or serious trouble was experienced. 
AMEND NATIONAL BANK ACT, 

But it would be well to retire the Treasury notes of 1890 and 
the silver certificates in some way that would not contract the 
currency. My plan to do that is embraced in a bill offered in the 
last Congress and again introduced in this, the outlines of which 
are embraced in the following sections: 


That all acts or parts of acts which require or auth<rize the deposit of 
United States bonds to secure circulating bank notes issued by national bank- 


ing associations be, and the same are hereby, amended so that said associa- | 


tions now organized, or that may hereafter be organized, and any other asso- 
ciation duly organized and incorporated under the laws of any State for doin 
exclusively a banking business, may deposit with the Treasurer of the Unitec 
States, as security for circulating bank notes, in lieu of bonds, Treasury notes 
issued under the act of July 14, 1890, or silver certificates issued under the acts 
of February 28, 1878, and August 4, 1886, and March 3, 1887. The association 
making such deposit shall be entitled to receive for each and every $100 of the 
par value of the Treasury notes or certificates hereinbefore described $110 in 
circulating bank notes of the same kind, form, and description as is now, or 
may be hereafter, provided in the national-bank act for circulating bank 
notes. On the face of each and every note there shall be engraved and 
rinted: *‘Secured by a deposit of money in the Treasury of the United 
states.” 

Sec. 2. That all the Treasury notes or certificates, as aforesaid, deposited 
as security for circulating bank notes, and upon which bank notes shall have 
been issued, the Treasurer of the United States shall cause said notes and 
certificates to be canceled and destroyed, 
such deposit a receipt for the same, specifying the kind of Treasury notes 
or certificates —— 

Sec. 5. That all circulating bank notes issued as aforesaid shall be exempt 
from taxation by or under Federal, State, or municipal authority. 

Sec. 6. That the circulating bank notes issued under this act shall have all 
the legal qualities of the circulating bank notes issued under the national- 
bank act, and their redemption shall be made in like manner. 

By this method some five or six hundred millions of Treasury 
notes and certificates could be converted into a noninterest-bear- 
ing debt with an indefinite time to pay and without any contrac- 
tion of the currency or increasing the interest-bearing debt of 
the nation. By the report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 
October, 1895, there were 3,715 national banks in existence, with 
en authorized capital of $664,136,915, and 5,066 State banks, with 
a capital of $422,052,618, making a total banking capital of both 
kinds of $1,086,189,533. This plan would allow a State bank to 
receive circulating notes the same as the national banks do on 
making like deposits in the Treasury. Ineed not take the time of 
the committee in advocating the system of uniform currency and 
circulating medium asit exists to-day. Thereis no system of State 
bank issues, I care not how arranged, that can be made a uniform, 
safe circulating medium without a deposit in the United States 
Treasury. The present law requires every national bank to re- 
ceive the issues of every other national bank throughout the 
country in paymentof any debt due the bank. Can you passa law 
requiring the State banks to thus receive the issues of any and 
= — State banks throughout the country without some such 

e ; 

., -his plan would leave the present national banking law just as 
it is, except that this kind of paper could be deposited instead of 
bonds for security of payment and final redemption of circulating 
notes. The Government would be responsible the same as now 
for the redemption of the currency in the hands of the a. 
The currency would be as now uniform everywhere, and of equal 
value wherever received, and would be based upon a system 
which would allow of necessary expansion. The character of the 
nationl-bank circulation would remain the same as now, except 
that State banks could participate in it. The advantage of one 
uniform rule and law against counterfeiting as it exists now saves 
millions of money to the people. Having given m views at the 
last session of Congress, somewhat at length, as to the desirability 
of thus amending the national-bank act I will not take up the 
time of the committee in its further discussion now. 








iving to the association making | 


GOLD RESERVE AND ENDLESS CHAIN. 


The gold reserve that the President regards as a weakness in 


| the financial management of the Gevernment will continue such 


as long as money must be borrowed for the current expenses of the 
Government. 

This ‘‘endless chain” that we hear so much about began with 
what appears to be an endless deficit [applause on the Repub- 
lican side], and it will continue until the revenues of the Govern- 
ment exceed its expenditures. When that is the case why should 
there be any more trouble than there was for fifteen years before? 
As long as the revenue is less than the receipts I know of no way 
to keep gold in the Treasury. I know of no way in which a man 
can pay his debts without taking the money out of his pocket, as 
long as it lasts, and giving it to his creditors. If there is not 
enough there to pay his debts, then either he is a bankrupt or his 
creditor isa loser. There has been nothing in the Treasury except 
gold for the payment of the deficit in revenue. What was left to 
pay out? Treasury notes and greenbacks. That is a regular 
Micawber system of finance. [Laughter.]| He counted his own 
notes as a fund for the redemption of his debts, and we are doing 
the same thing. Issue promissory paper to-day and say our debt 
is paid. Itcomes back for what that paper represents, and unless 
we have it we must go into bankruptcy. 

Our paper money, substantially as we have it to-day, was no 
trouble to the Treasury of the United States during the time the 
Republican party controlled its administration. It only began 
with this new system, introduced with the incoming of this Admin- 
istration, the same kind tried by our fathers,and it has always 
proved a failure. From the beginning of the Government we 
never have had what is called a free-trade tariff, a tariff for rev- 
enue only, that did not have the same result. Buchanan's Admin- 
istration went to wreck in its finances on the samerock. Now its 
successor is trying the same experiment, and claims that it has 
done so because of a command by the people. 


COMMANDS OF THE PEOPLE. 


The people after two years of experience of an administration 
with a foreign policy of dishonor to the nation and a home policy 
of ruin to its industries have issued through the ballot box a new 
mandate with an energy and far-sweeping result that I trust the 
President in his official acts will not disregard, though he entirely 
ignored it in his message. Thirteen representatives of this once 
great Democratic party from 30 States of the Union are all that 
can speak for that party on this floor to-day. One only to speak 
for all New England. One for all the Pacific States. The other 
eleven speak for the remaining States which lie north of what used 
to be the old sectional Mason and Dixon’s line. Thirty members 
sit upon this floor to-day to speak for the lion-hearted, unconquera- 
ble Republican party of the heretofore solid Democratic South. 
[ Applause on the Republican side.]| The Congressional district of 
the home of every Democratic Senator in the Senate of the United 
States from either of the 30 States referred to is represented on 
this floor by a Republican. What was tried in the elections of 1894? 

The Democrats say the election of 1892 was a condemnation of 
the McKinley bill. Then was the election of 1894 a condemna- 
tion of this new bill, christened the Wilson-Gorman bill, but 
which the President declared was a child of perfidy and dis- 
honor when it was laid on the steps of the Executive Mansion? 
ooo and laughter on the Republican side.] Solid Repub- 
ican delegations are now here from a greater number of States 
than ever before. If these so emphatic and sweeping elections 
were not a condemnation by the people of the legislation of the 
last Congress, then it was a condemnation of the Democratic 
party itself, and that is what I think it was. It was the Demo- 
cratic party itself on trial in the late elections. For it made no 
difference what kind of a Democrat it was, whether a zealous or 
lukewarm advocate of this new system of customs revenue, or 
a Democrat who had opposed it, the political cyclone swept away 
all kinds of Democrats alike. 

The Democratic party was on trial in the elections of last year, 
and the people issued a new mandate. Before the election lead- 
ing Democrats, including the President, proclaimed that their 
legislative acts in the last Congress were only steps in the right 
direction, which they proposed to continue until the last vestige 
of protection was swept from the statute book. The new com- 
mand of the people comes to-day: ‘‘Not another step in that 
direction.” [Applause on the Republican side.] Itis a fair warn- 
ing for the Democratic party to retire and make repairs for the 
future. Hoping that the President in his official acts will not dis- 
regard this new command, though he entirely ignored it in his 
message, I trust when he has leisure to attend to public affairs 
he will give heed to it. [Laughter and loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 








Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the annual message of the 
aga of the United States, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and on (at 1 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, December 16, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

f = following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1408) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘An act granting pensions to soidiers and sailors who 
are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor and pro- 
viding pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent par- 
ents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810NS, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1409) authorizing the purchase of additional 
lots of ground adjoining or adjacent to the post-office building in 
the city of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) to amend the act approved February 14, 
1885, entitled ‘An act to authorize a retired list for privates and 
noncommissioned officers of the United States Army who have 
served fora period of thirty years and upward ”—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) authorizing the establishment of a 
range-lights station at Maurice River, Delaware Bay—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) for a steam — vessel at Overfalls 
Shoal, New Jersey—\9 the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) for a relief vessel for the Fourth light- 
house district—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, « bill (H.R. 1414) to establish the Mahon River light sta- 
tion, Delaware River, on a new site—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1415) to authorize postmasters at money-order 
offices to redeem postage stamps—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1416) raising the Christiana light station, 
Delaware, to the fourth order, and authorizing a post light—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (EH. R, 1417) to prevent the establishment of letter 
boxes for the receipt or delivery of ce mail matter in premises 
not occupied by post-offices or branch offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) regulating rates of on second- 
class mail matter at letter-carrier offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 1419) to allow the Postmaster-General to 
grant leave of absence with full pay (in addition to the leave now 
granted by law) to any letter carrier or clerk in a ffice who 
shall be disabled by any casualty while in the ormance of his 
duty, ete.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1420) to amend section 8829 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1421) to reduce , ae coe on fourth-class 
matter—to the Committee on the P ice and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1422) to extend the free-delivery system of 
the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (HL. R, 1428) to allow in first and second 
class post-offices to suspend clerks and employees therein without 
pay, not exceeding thirty days, for neglect of duty, and for other 
reasons, and to furlough clerks and letter carriers—to Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, a bill (H, R, 1424) to reduce the tage on books trans- 
ee by mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) fixing the rates of duty on importations 
of wool and manufactures of wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) to increase.the circulation of national- 
bank currency and to reduce the taxes thereon—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) for the construction and completion of 
a a dock at navy-yard, League Island, Pa,—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1428) fixing the rates of ee importations 
of pear] and shell buttons—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 1429) to adjust the ions of those who 
have lost limbs or have been totally disa’ in them—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) directing the issue of a check, in |ioy 
of a lost check drawn by the Chief of the Ordnance Depart, 
of the United States Army, in favor of the Independence Nati 

Bank of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1431) to refund the outstan:| 
United States and Treasury notes with bonds bearing intere. ,; 
the rate of 2 per cent, and for other purposes—to the Commi. 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. omy making appropriation for site and 
estal of a statue of the late Maj. Gen. George G. Meade in 
~~ of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Appropriat 

lso, a bill (H.R. 1433) appropriating $25,000 to the Fra: 
Institute, of Philadelphia, and the Purdue University, of La 
ette, Ind., for the purpose of determining the quantity of /\ 
so-called ‘thammer blows,” ‘centrifugal lift, and tangent,| 
throw” of locomotive driving wheels in use on American riijl- 
roads—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1434) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to copyrights—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H.R. 1435) to increas: 
limit of cost for the erection of a public building in Cam 
N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H.R. 1436) to quict 
title to lands in persons who purchased the same in good f;iit! 
without notice and for a valuable consideration, and to enable ¢)\6 
Government to issue patents on such lands and that commut.- 
tions of homestead entries shall take effect from date of settlement 
and not from date of entry—to the Committee on the Public Liijis. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1437) to provide for the ere: ti: 
of a monument at Fort Recovery, Mercer County, Ohio—to tle 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1438) for the erection of a monument at 
Greenville, Ohio, to commemorate the treaty of peace made on 
the 3d day of August, A. D. 1795, at Fort Greenville (built on 
the site of said Greenville, Ohio), by Gen. Anthony Wayne. on 
behalf of the United States and various Indian tribes occu) ying 
the territory northwest of the Ohio River, and to perpetuate t!e 
memory of General Wayne and his gallant army—to the Comnit- 
tee on the paneer 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 1439) to amend the tariff a:t !y 
increasing the duty on osier or willow—to the Committee on \\ i\s 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to amend the tariff act of August \, 
1894, by restoring the duty on salt—to the Committee on \\.iys 
and Means. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1441) to provide ‘ir 
the erection of a public building in the city of Richmond, in ‘\e 
State of Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
~ By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indiins i1 
the State of Minnesota”—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1443) to amend 
the pension law so as to remove the disability of such pers: 1s 
enlisted in the Confederate service to escape military pri. \s, 
etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) to amend the pension law so as {0 1- 
move the disability of persons conscripted into the Confe rite 
service, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 1445) for the erection of ap )lic 
building at Fergus Falls, Minn.—to the Committee on 1} )Jlic 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1446) directin, the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reexamine and resettle the acc \ints 
of certain States and the city of Baltimore seus of moneys 
expended by said States and the city of timore for military 
purposes os the war of 1812—to the Committee on Clains. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill = 1447) for the erection of a mont 
ment in the city of Washington to the memory of the late (1 
modore John Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MCKENNEY: A bill (H. R. 1448) to appropriate $! >.’ 
to enlarge and otherwise improve the post-office building | | 
— of Petersburg, Va.—to the Committee on Public Bail!) 

Groun 


ds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1449) to increase the ‘‘i- 
ciency of the infantry and toimprove the infantry organiz.(.o1- 
to the Committee on Militar airs. . 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 1450) to provide for a public | uild- 

at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Public Bui!!ings 


By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 1451) for the erection of «iii 
tional buildings for the Indian school at Mount Pleasant, \0).— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ny Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1452) providing for «| 
lar loan by the issue of 3 per cent bonds of small denomin«' 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1453) requiring all duties on 
imported goods after March 1, 1896, shall be paid in gold coin, and 
repealing all acts inconsistent, etc.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 
ae MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 1454) to prevent discrim- 
ination in the shipment and transportation of live stock on vessels 
to foreign countries and to provide penalties for its violation—to 
the Committee on Commerce. Z 

Ry Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 1455) to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. p _: 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 1456) to extend ‘he limits and laws 
of the Territory of Oklahoma, and to enable the people thereof to 
form a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 4 ; 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H.R. 1457) regulating the compensa- 
tion of district attorneys, assistant district attorneys, marshals, 
and deputy marshals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1458) to amend the act author- 
izing the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company, 
of Maryland, to extend its lines into and within the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H.R.1459) for the erection of a 
public building at Creston, Iowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. #3 ; 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1460) providing for a naval train- 
ing station on the Pacific Coast—to the Committee on Naval Af- 


airs. 
"a Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 1461) amending section 8 of the act 
of June 27, 1890, relating to invalid pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) amending section 2 of the act of June 
97, 1890, relating to invalid pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 1463) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 1464) to amend 
chapter 76, laws of 1893—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 1465) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, 
in the State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill * R. 1466) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Oakland, in the State 
of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) to provide for the erection and equip- 
ment of a gun factory at Benicia, Cal., for finishing and assem- 
bling ordnance for the Army and Navy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 1468) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of In- 
dians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations 
- carrying the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 1469) amendatory of and sup- 
lementary to an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved September 29, 
1890—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 1470) to — for the securing 
of plans and for the erection of the public buildings of the United 
States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
22) providing for a uniform system of numbering public docu- 
ments—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 23) 
for extra month’s pay to officers and employees of Fifty-third 
Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

_ By Mr. HILL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for 
immediate destruction of income-tax returns, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on ‘a and Means. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to extend 
the time for making an assessment of real estate in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution _—— for 
an extra edition of the second special report of the Commissioner 
of Labor—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A resolution requesting of the President 
certain papers and information regarding the firing into of the 





American schooner Henry Crosby by the Republic of Santo 
Domingo—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution of inquiry concerning con- 
struction of new mint building at Philadelphia—to the Commit- 
on Appropriations. 


tee 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


sae tc EE 


NN 





By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution authorizing the 
Doorkeeper of the House to continue the lease of the brick stable 
of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company for the 
use of the folding room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution providing for 
the printing of additional copies of theeighth special report of the 
Commissioner of Labor—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPERRY: ‘A memorial of the State of Connecticut re- 
lating to the transportation of parcels by the post-office—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a memorial of the State of Connecticut asking Congress 
to investigate concerning the case of Dorence Atwater—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a resolution of the joint assembly of the State of Connecti- 
cut concerning the constitutional rights of citizens—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A memcrial from the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota requesting Congress to grant to said State the build- 
ings and grounds of old Fort Snelling, to be used as a museum— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Minnesota re- 
questing the enactment of an arbitration law—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R.1471) to cor- 
rect the military record of Godlieb Best—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) to correct the military record of Henry 
McKitchen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 1473) increasing the pension of 
Joseph McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. Copley— 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 1475) for the relief of Basil 
Moreland—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 1476) for the relief of H. N. 
Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) for the relief of W. S. Beck, admin- 
istrator of Joshua Beck, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 1478) for the benefit of Alice 
Smith, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) for the benefit of Anna M. Wehe, mother 
of William Wehe, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 1480) for the relief of Cumber- 
land Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) for the relief of Julius C. Kloenne—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) for the relief of H. N. Roberts, admin- 
istrator of Henry C. Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) for the relief of Mary Sharp College, of 
Winchester, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H.R. 1484) for the correction of 
muster of Adolph von Haake, late major Sixty-eighth Regiment 
Veteran Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1485) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph B, 
Hull, late commodore, United States Navy, retired—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1486) for the relief of the Corn Exchange 
National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1487) for the relief of the 
estate of Daniel H. Avery, of Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1488) for the relief of Alfred B. Chum, of 
Jefferson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
Carpenter, deceased, late of Greene County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1490) to increase the pension 
of Ann Catherine Hull—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, 
now on the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on 
said list, in accordance with his original position on the Navy 
Register—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) for the relief of Medical Director Francis 
M. Gunnell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1493) for the relief of Hannah B. Crosman, 
executrix—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives and devisees of James W. Schaumburg—to the Committee 
on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) for the relief of William Brice & Co. 
and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 1496) for the relief of William 

H. Hago—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 1497) for the relief 
of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry L. Abbot. United States Army, 
and brevet major-general United States Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1498) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to grant an honora le discharge to William M. 
Dalzell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman 
L. Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. a for the relief of John 
Anderson—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) for the benefit of of J. C. Rudd—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1503) for the relief of 
A, A.W. Davis, of Autauga County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Elizabeth 
7 Tyson, of Howard County, Md.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. 
Aspold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1506) ae the relief of Charles 
Gallagher—to the Committee on War Claim: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he 
a be justly and equitably entitled to—to the Committee on 

zims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to the widow of 
Gen. John aoe the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) for the relief of William P. Wood for 
= ices rendered the Treasury Department—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 1510) for the relief of Franklin 
Lee and Charles F. Dunbar—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 1512) for the relief 
of J cen M. aL init) a the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 151 ns a pension to Caroline Wilkin- 
son—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H.R.1514) for the relief of ayy Oe College, 
located at Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on Claim 

r. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief ‘of Hugh 
salnaaktia-te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ae a bill (H. R, 1516) for the relief of Herman Von Marsdorf, 
late a lieutenant of eee , First Maryland Cavalry—to the 
Committee on eee 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R, eg for the relief of Rudolphus 
Minton, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) granting a pension to George Sutton, 
of Louisville i .—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) granting an increase of pension to 
——- Crawford, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Cambios on Pen- 


sion 

Ales, a bill (H. R. 1520) granting a pension to John J, Tully— | A 
to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H 1 R. 1521) for an act to refer certain 
claims for Indian depredations to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1522) for the 
relief of John J. Driscoll—to the Committee on War Cl 

a Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 1523) for the relief of Mary 

ra A. M. Randolph, Beverly ag me B. M. Ran- 

asph, and BE. C. Turner, of Fauquier tevwe =p and W. F. Ran- 

a of Washington Count ty, —to the Ganemiee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs 
& Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves—to 
the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H.R. ae! for the relief of Richard Fox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527 for the relief of Isaac Davenport and 
others, citizens of V to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. me 1 ee eee Allen. of Hen- 
rico —s the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr LYNN: A bill (H. R. 1529) for the relief of William 
Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


DECEMBER 12, 
By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 1530) to correct the mili; 
record of Michael Keegan—to the Committee on Military A1).,\; 
By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H.R.1531) for the relief of ¢), 


legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased—to the (1). 
mittee on Claims. 


By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 1532) to remove the chary. of 
desertion from the military record of George Weisel—to the (\\.). 
— on Militar 4 Affairs. 

Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 1533) granting a pensin to 


Bri get Turley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) granting a pension to Ida Wieder!,|\~ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 1535) to remove the charge «/ do. 
sertion from the military record of Jeremiah Cleary—to the (oi. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 1536) to pension Gilead Simp. 
son, of Leon, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1537) granting a pension to David A. \V ies, 
of Page County, gor the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) increasing the pension to Arlington 


‘Harrington—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill Doe R. 1539) for the relief of William E. Fenton, a 
resident of Mi ledgeville, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 1540) to relieve Joseph S. Hurst 
from oe of desertion—to the Committee on Military A {fairs 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill - R. 1541) granting 
a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indiana, —to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Ken. 
nedy Anderson, of Parkers Landing, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 1548) to increase the pension of 
Carey H. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) for the relief of William H. Feaster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1545) to correct military record of Robert 
McIntire and remove charge of desertion therefrom—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) for the relief of John W. Gummo. and 
the the payment to him of his military bounty—to the Committee on 


"Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) for the relief of Andrew Shoenfelt for 
upplies furnished United States troops during the war of the re- 
be ion—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of James Bookhamer. 
Altoona, Pa., for carrying mail between Hopewell and Curry vil! 
Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the er record of Thomas Amey—to the Committee on Mili- 


air 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) to relieve Isaac Gonser from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of War to place the name of John Houpt on muster roll of Com- 
any M, a ee olunteer Cavalry—to the 
minittee on Military Affa: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1552) sgadion <peoeien to Henry Sticker, a 
teamster in the Mexican war—to the ittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) to correct military record of Aaron 
Youngkin and remove the charge of desertion therefrom—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill Ps R. 1554) to correct the military record of Arthur 
. Snyder an filitery the nae of desertion therefrom—to the 
Committee 0 on Mili Affairs. 
on "Rib 1555) granting a pension to Mary L. Dibert, 
as a of N. Dibert, of One Senaved and forty-second 
Pennsylvania ae ‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) granting a pension to William Houpt, 
as the father of John Houpt of Company M, Twenty-first Penn- 
ee Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) to increase the pension of James Defi- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 1558) for ees relief of Capt. Edward 
O’Shea—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 1559) te. the relief of the estate 
of William Robinson, deceased, late of Noxubee County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ere ae ng the relief of J. Fitzger: ald, of 


Chickasaw Sea the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A chil (H. R. 1561) for the relief 0! H.W. 
Throckmorton, of Fairfax County, Va.,as found due by the Vout 
Resp thes under the act of March 3, 1888—to the Committee 02 


Also, a bill oe R. 1562) for the relief of the estate of William 
Smallwood, Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on Wa 











Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of Edward J. Underwood, 
of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) for the relief of Samuel F. Engs, of 
Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) for the relief of John Compher, of Lou- 
doun County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of C. M. 
Hall, of Walker County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 1567) authorizing the President 
of the United States to place Col. David Stewart Gordon, Sixth 
United States Cavalry, a ee, on the retired list of 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H.R. 1568) for the relief of William 
H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1569) for the relief of William H. Buck, of 
Company M, First Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on Mili- 

ry Affairs. 

" Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 1570) for the relief of John 
J. Govan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of the estate of Richard 

Higgins, late of Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
‘laims. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) for the relief of Martha A. Lanford— 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of Mary E. Whitehead— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) for relief of Mary F. Pollan, admin- 
istratrix of William H. Pollan, deceased, late of Crittenden County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1575) for the re- 
lief of estate of H. S. Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) for the relief of Frederick Webb, of 
Madison mw & Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) for the relief of Hiram Johnson, of Mad- 
ison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of J. W. Elston, of Mad- 
ison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLY: A bill (H. R. 1579) to correct the military 
record of Jeremiah C. Lemar—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) to correct the military record of George 
W. Smyth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE : A bill (H. R. 1581) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1582) for the re- 
lief of Freeman Hall Seely—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) for the relief of Benjamin F. Bennett— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1584) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1585) for the relief of Archibald Thomas, of 
Madison County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) for the relief of Edward Burke, admin- 
istrator of Peter Kelly, deceased, of Madison County, Tenn., as 
— due by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 1587) for the relief of Major 
E. Davis, of Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1588) granting a 
pension to Gen. Dabney H. Maury—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: x bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of the estate 
of Martin Fraliex, deceased, late of Walker County, Ga.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of J. S. McLain, of Whit- 
field County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1591) for the relief of William B. Quinn, of 
Whitfield County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of George W. Hendricks, 
administrator of John Weitinger, deceased, late of Bartow County, 
Ga., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1598) for the relief of Joel Cross, of Dade 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1594) for the relief of Rebecca Thomas, of 
Whitfield County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 1595) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Charles Baker—to the Committee on War 


ims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) to place on the pension roll the name 
of Marion Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 1597) to remove the charge of dishonorable 
dismissal from the military service of the United States of W. H. 
Castle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R. 1598) for the relief of A. G. 

te, postmaster at Beaver, Pa.—to the Committee on 
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By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 1599) granting a pension to Phoebe 
M. Woolley Palmeter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1600) granting a pension to Helen M. Chapin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military 
record of John S. Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late post- 
master at Le Mars, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 1603) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. C. L. Shaifer, of Jefferson County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) for relief of estate of Warren R. 
Dent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to 
Anna Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 1606) granting a pension to J. 
G. Spangenberg, Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1607) to correct the military 
record of Benjamin Sharp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) to grant a pension to Eliza Tait, a 
dependent sister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Peter Fleming, of Battery E, Third United 
States Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1610) granting a pension to 
Jane L. Buckingham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) toremove the charge of desertion against 
Peter S. Beauchamp, Company A, One hundred and sixty-fifth 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 1612) for the relief of Mar- 


| garet J. Braman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R.1613) for the relief of Milo 
Loomis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of Mary H. 
Noonan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 1615) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary McEachron,. of Cromwell, Noble County, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of 
Edgerton, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEONARD: A bill (H. R. 1617) to remove charge of 
desertion from the military record of Robert Flower—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 1618) for the relief of J. 
J. McCowan, of Lincoln County, Tenn., as found due by the Court 
of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) for the relief of James C. Hoover, of 
Rutherford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1620) for the relief of James G. Wooten—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) for the relief of John Leiper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1622) for the relief of estate of H. S. Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) for the relief of William Whittaker, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of Anna W. 
Osborne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to determine and pay certain claims against the Fond du Lac 
Indians—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1626) for the relief of James 
Healy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) to pension Mrs. Eliza T. Palmatier—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) for therelief of Dewitt Eastman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOAKUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 1629) to refer the 
claim of Eli Ayres to the Court of Claims and quiet the title to 
certain lands in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 1630) to remove the 
charge of desertion in the case of Oliver Armsey—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) for the relief of Nicholas Krier and 
others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) granting a pension to Mary J. Fouts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William O. Martin, of Brocton, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) to grant pension to William F. Good, 
Company L, Tenth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 1635) for the relief of the 
Bolivar Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill ce R. 1636) for the relief of A, 
— of Frederick County, Md.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) for the relief of Mary and Maria Rey- 
nolds, administratrixes of James Reynolds, deceased, late of Alle- 
gany County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, a bill (H.R.1638) for the relief of H.H.Keedy and 
Charles W. Adams, administrators of John Miller, dece , late 
of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7 for the relief of C.M. Keedy, adminis- 
trator of J.J. Keedy, of Washington County, Md.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) for the relief of Reuben A. Hurley, of 
Montgomery County, Md., administrator de bonis non of A.F. 
Hurley, deceased, late of Lyon County, Nev.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) for the relief of Louis Trone, of Wash- 
ington County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) to authorize the payment to Rear-Ad- 
miral John H. Russell of the highest pay of his grade—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the reliet of Benjamin R. White, of 
Montgomery County, State of Maryland—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) for the relief of Samuel D. Piper, ad- 
' ministrator of Elias 8. Grove, of Washington County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

= Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 1645) for the relief of John 
F. Alsup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly 8. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Alice Smith for restoration of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Trades e of Phila- 
delphia, urging the improvement of the Delaware River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

a BROWN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6835 of 
the Fifty-first Congress—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 11644 of the Fifty- 
first Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition relative to the Paris Exposition 
of 1 to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of J. M. Crosby, 
for the improvement of the Little Salkehatchie River, South Car- 
olina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of Rachel Wooding Blystone, of 
Crawford County, Pa., for a special act of Congress granting her 
a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARTMAN: Petitionof P. E. Cox, G. L. Browning, and 
Richard Dalton, clerks in the folding room—to the Commi on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Francis Varga and other citi- 
zens of Decatur County, Iowa, asking thata pension be granted to 
Gilead Simpson, of Leon, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


610ns, 

; Also, — Soe ae eel eign, Geum 
owa, asking t name on on roll— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Prof. Alfred Holbrook and 162 
other citizens of Lebanon, Warren County, Ohio, asking Con- 
gress to take such action as shall result in the speedy recognition 
as belligerents of the Cubans in their struggle for freedom—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of citizens of Big Sandy district, 
Kanawha County, W. Va., asking for the passage of a for the 
inspection of immigrants by United States consuls—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and N. tion. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of J. F. Burgess and 120 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, asking the of a law restricting im- 
ee the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 

ion. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petitions of six clubs of the 
av < Boston, Mass., against lynch law—to the Committee on 

e Ju 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of J. L. Cochran, ad- 
ministrator of William Brooks, late of Henderson 
County, Tenn., for reference of his war to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War 
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aie eet ose of es. Resolution of ee: Mankato 
inn. 0} e, requesti mgress to grant belliger:), 
= to the i of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign A ffai; : 

_ By Mr. M EN: Petition of A. 8. Franklin, alleging in. 
ciency and ——— in the offices of the United States distr + 
attorney of New York City and the Ellis Island officials—to ;|,, 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition asking the Government of the United 
States to take action with reference to the Armenian outrages — 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of citizens of Des Moines, (\s- 
tana, and Ida Grove, all of Iowa, asking Congress to take sy.) 
action as shall result in the speedy recognition as belligerents \f 
the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom—to the Comiuit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Edward Riorden and other 
railway postal clerks, in favor of the passage of House bill No, 
8987—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of te. No. 90, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, ae, Sees by Capt. Alfred Boley, adjutant, to 
have secured the battlefield of Appomattox for a national park— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.SULLOWAY: Petition of Anna Kelly, widow of Charles 
T. Kelly, alias Charles J. Kelly, Company C, Fourth New Ha1p- 
shire Infantry Volunteers, and United States steamers Ohio and 
Macedonia, in the United States Navy—to the Committee on in- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of Joseph H. Snyder, the 
heirsof George W. Nichols, deceased; theestate of Thomas Bey :ins, 
deceased; Jacob Snively, and Elizabeth Murray, all of Washin:- 
ton County, Md., prayi that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to t mmittee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of Mrs. R. T. Veirs and Frederick S. Poole, both 
County, Md., praying that their war claims be re- 
art of Claims—to the Committee on War Claiins, 


of Montgome 
ferred to the 


SENATE. 


MonbDaAy, December 16, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minnury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi:a- 
tion from the of State, transmitting five volumes of 
French parliamen ocuments received by the United Stiics 
ambassador at Paris from the Senate of France for transmission to 
the United States Senate; which was ordered to be printed, aii, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting two copies each of the acts and 
resolutions as well as of the journals of the third session of tlie 
legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, as required 
by section 3 of the act to provide a temporary government for 
the Terri of Oklahoma, approved March 2, 1890; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying docum«1i\s, 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sev re- 

of the Interior, transmitting two copies each of the acts, 1<0- 
lutions, and memo as well as of the journals of the thirty- 
first session of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Now 
Mexico, as required by section 1844 of the Revised Statutes of ‘\\° 
United States; which was ordered to be printed, and, with tle 
accompanying documents, erred to the Committee on Terri- 


tories. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the “c- 
retary of the Interior, re owe copies each of the acts, 
resolutions, and memorials as well as of the journals of the 
Eighteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. «s 
required by section 1844 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accvi- 

documents, referred to the Committee on Territories. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunicat'0n 
from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting, in «10- 
pliance with the act of March 3, 1887, a statement showing °*- 

ditures under all a for ——— of food fishes 

uring the fiscal year June 30, 1895; which was referred to 

the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A from the House of tatives, b 


message Mr. T. O 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House 


passed 2 








1895. 





: int resolution (H. Res. 21) for printing extra copies of the report 

ie Board of Visitors to the Military Academy at West Point for 

the year 1895; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition, in the form of a 
resolution adopted at a Statehood convention held at Shawnee, 
Okla., praying that Congress at its present session pass an 
enabling act providing for the admission of Oklahoma Territory 
as a State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 


He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 87, of 
Houston, Tex., praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of 
the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Joseph Moore and sun- 
dry other citizens of Saline County, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting an honorable discharge to Michael 
McGrath, of that county; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying that the President and Congress of the United 
States take immediate, definite, and vigorous actions on behalf of 
the Armenian survivors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. BS 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Rachel A. Redd, of 
Claridon, Ohio, praying for the return of $300, commutation paid 
by her husband, Andrew J. Redd, for release from service in the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY. I eee the petition of a number of merchants 
of the city of Philadelphia, organized as the Philadelphia Wool 
Merchants’ Association, praying for a reenactment of that portion 
of the tariff law of 1890 which relates to wool and woolens. 
These gentlemen ask me to request the Senate that the petition 
be read at length and printed in the Recorp. I shall be glad to 
have that done if there is no objection in the Senate. If there is 
objection, I shall merely mention briefly, under the rule, the con- 
tents of the petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the petition be read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am afraid it is setting a bad precedent. 
What is the subject-matter? 

Mr. QUAY. [It is a petition praying for the reenactment of 
Schedule K of the late tariff act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


The Chair hears 


PHILADELPHIA, December 11, 1895. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives . 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


The Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Association earnestly petitions your | 


honorable bodies that without delay you reenact that portion of the tariff 
law of 1890 with respect to wool and woolens called Schedule K: 

In order that the revenue therefrom may provide the Treasury against the 
deficiency which threatens the Government's financial position; 

In order that the great number of farmers and woolgrowers may obtain 
fairly remunerative prices for their product and preserve their already de- 
pleted flocks from destruction; , ; 

In order that this country, so well adapted for raising all descriptions of 
ye may produce at least a fair proportion of that needed for our home in- 

ustries; 

In order that the great number of toilers in our woolen factories may ob- 
tain a fair wage for their labor such as will permit them to live better than 
the impoverished workmen of Europe; and 

In order that the mill owners may have a fair return for their capital and 
preserve plants from bankruptcy which have so far tided over the depres- 
sion of the past two years in the hope of some return of the day of prosperity. 

This petition is ctfully presented by an association of wool merchants 
of Philadelphia, who bes your honorable bodies, and the Executive, who has 
80 lately assured the Congress that he is ‘ prepared to cooperate with them 
in perfecting any measure promising thorough and practical relief’ in what 
he has so aptly termed “our critical financial plight,” and that he “ will 
gladly labor with them in every patriotic endeavor to further the interests 
and guard the welfare of our countrymen,” to thus relieve the gravity of 
the situation both with regard to the national finances and with respect to 
= great wool and woolen interests, so that both may immediately have 

ef an 


d some return of prosperity. 
ge JOHN A. LESLIE, President. 
PAUL JAGODE, Secretary. 
In the presence of the undersigned wool merchants of Philadelphia, who 
earnestly join in the foregoing petition. 
COATES BROTHERS. 


JUSTICE BATEMAN & CO., 
PHILIP JAGODE & Co., 
And many others. 
Mr. CAFFERY presented the following petition of the legisla- 
ture of Louisiana; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on ~ 


[House concurrent resolution.] 
Whereas the streams known as the River Boouf and Bayou Macon, in the 
northeastern portion of this State, are important water courses and can be 


made great feeders to our commerce, being already navigable a considerable 
—— is large and iniport att it drained and tobe benefited 
portant territory drain 
y the improvement of said stream, comprisin A ortions of the parishes 
a East Carroll, West Carroll, Teekoans, Richlan , Franklin, Madison, Ten- 
vied eae ae ae at bly of the State of Louisiana, That 
assembly o, ‘ate o, we 
hersby memorialice Gonorecs for relief in the premince and unge upon our 
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Senators and Representatives at Washington to use their influence and ut- 
most endeavors in securing an adequate appropriation for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of the aforesaid rivers, Macon and Boouf, by cleaning 
out, dredging the shoals, and the construction of suitable locks by which deep 
water may be secured the year round as far up asthe line of the State of Ar 
kansas, thereby affording better drainage and increasing facilities for com- 
merce 

Resolved further, That we deem $85,000 sufficient for this purpose, and would 
respectfully ask and urge the immediate appropriation of the said amount 
as indicated, $50,000 to be used in the improvement of Bayou Macon and 
$35,000 for the improvement of Baeuf River. : 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and requested to forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Washington instanter, sothat this appropriation 
may be made and included in the budget of appropriations for rivers and 
harbors. 








Ga. W 

Speaker of the House of Repr« 
H. R. LOTT, 
President pro tempore of the Senate, 


BOLTON, 
itativesa, 


Approved July 12, 1894. 
MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
A true copy. 
T. S. ADAMS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
United States resident in the State of Louisiana, praying the refund 
of certain moneys collected by the United States; which, with the 
accompanying exhibits, was referred tothe Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of Lavinia E. Buch- 
anan, of Bakersville, N. C., widow of William A. Buchanan, de- 
ceased, late private of Company E, Third Regiment of North Caro- 
lina Mounted Infantry Volunteers, praying that she be granted a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James H. Tolly, of Bakersville, 
N. C., late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, 
praying that he be granted an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Martha C. Ollis, of Mitchell 
County, N. C., widow of John Oliis, deceased, late of Company D, 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, praying that she be 
granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, reiterating its former resolutions favoring the 
passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the legislative assem- 
bly of Connecticut; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY, JANUARY SESSION, A. D. 1896. 
[Senate joint resolution No. 210.] 


Resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
investigate concerning the case of Dorence Atwater. 

Whereas there has just been brought to the knowledge of the people of the 
town of Plymouth, in this State, the case of Dorence Atwater, a former citi- 
zen of that town, deservedly and universally held in high estimation for bis 
character and his conduct as a soldier in the late civil war and, under appoint- 
ment by the United States, having discharged for many years ac« nina 7 to 
the Government all the duties of a consul at the Seychelles Islands and at 
Tahiti; and 

Whereas it now appears that said Atwater, after having rendered services 
especially dangerous and highly meritorious in the late civil war, services 
considered at the time particularly valuable in their results to the Union 
cause and a matter of pride to his fellow-citizens for the patriotic sagacity. 
skill, and perseverance shown and success achieved by him, was pronounced 
ruilty of a ‘crime by a court-martial and sentenced to State prison at hard 
her and confined as a felon in Auburn State Prison, from which he was dis- 
charged after two months’ confinement without pardon and without any 
reason given in the premises: Therefore, 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in the general assembly of 
the State of Connecticut convened, That the Senators and Representatives of 
this State in the Fifty-fourth Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to 
cause the case of Dorence Atwater to be inquired into by the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, through a committee or otherwise, to the end that the finding and 
sentence in said case be annulled, and that what pertains to justice in said 
case may at last be done, that his name and memory may be forever relieved 
of the disgrace and dishonor now resting upon it. 

House passed July 1, 1895. 

Senate passed July 1, 1895. 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 83; 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 


Thereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of record in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State, at Hartford, this 9th day of July, A. D. 1895. 
WILLIAM C. MOWRY, Secretary. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Charles E. White, see- 
retary of the Groton Monument Association, and 91 other citizens 


| of Groton, Mass., and New London, Conn., praying for the pur- 


chase by the United States of certain lots adjoining old Fort Gris- 
wold, Groton Heights, Groton, Mass.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition, in the form of resolutions, 
adopted by the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of Quincy, I., 
raying for a reduction of letter postage to 1 cent; which was re- 
Served to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying that an investigation be made into the condiz 
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tion of our merchant marine with a view to legislation for its 
revival; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the legislative assembly 
of California; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 13. 


Introduced by committee on Federal relations February 6, 1895. Read, 
adopted, and transmitted to senate. 

Assembly substitute for senate joint resolution No. 2, relative to the free 
coinaes <f silver. 

Whereas we recognize the fact that by the demonetization of silver, and by 
refusal to give it equal Spacing in the coinage system of the United States, 
the material interest of the nation is dangerously impaired; and 

Whereas it is recognized to be a fact that the sppertion to silver coinage 
emanates from speculative syndicates and moneyed classes who seek to em- 
senyeds the people of the nation for the advancement of their own selfish ends; 
an 

Whereas we entertain the firm belief that the full measure of national pros- 
perity will never be restored until the coinage of silver is resumed in accord- 
ance with the true intent and spirit of the Constitution of the United States, 
and having unbounded faith in the power and ability of this nation to restore 
and maintain silver in its proper position alongside of gold; and 

Whereas we believe that the issue of United States bonds for the purpose 
of maintaining a single a old standard, or any standard that does not contem- 
plate the free and unlimited coinage of silver, is a practice fraught with the 
greatest danger to the stability of our institutions and the maintenance of 
national credit: Therefore 

Be it resolved, Thatour Senatorsin Congress be instructed and our Repre- 
sentatives be requested to earnestly and urgently advocate the immediate 
enactment of such laws as =~ be necessary to provide for the immediate 
pene of the free and unlimited coinage of silver in the ratio of 16 to 1; 
anc 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators be instructed and our Repre- 
sentatives be requested to actively advocate the enactment of such laws as 
may be meceenaty to prevent the issue of United States bonds for the sole pur- 
pose of maintain ng a sage gold standard of money; and 

Be it further resolved at the governor be requested to immediately trans- 
mit a copy of these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Fruit Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of California, praying for the construction and ownershi 
by the Government of the Nicaragua Canal; which was referre 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented the following memorial of the legisla- 
ture of Minnesota; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: ‘ 


Joint resolution of the legislature of Minnesota, recommending that pro- 
vision be made by act of Congress for the appointment by the President of 
Lieut. Col. Josias R. King, late an officer of the First Minnesota Infantry and 
of the Reguiar Army, to be first lieutenant in the Army, and to be placed on 
the retired list with that rank. 


Whereas Lieut. Col. Josias R. King, of this State, enlisted as a volunteer in 
Company A of the First Minnesota infantry on the evening of April 14, 1861, 
and was thereafterwards, on the 20th day of April of the same year, mustered 
into the military service of the United States as an enlisted man, in which 
service he remained, with the exception of six months after the termination 
of the war of the rebellion, until the expiration of the year 1870, during which 
riod he held the rank of first sergeant of Company A, First Minnesota In- 
antry, second lieutenant in the same regiment, first lieutenant and captain 
of the same regiment, lieutenant-colonel of United States Infantry Volun- 
teers, second lieutenant United States Infantry, and first lieutenant of the 
same regiment, and while so in the service icipated in the first and second 
battles of Bull Run, in the battle of Edw: Ferry, in the siege of Yorktown, 
in the battles of Fair Oaks, Nelson's Farm, Savage Station, White Oak Swamp, 
Peach Orchard, Malvern Hill (first and second battle), Fredericksburg. 
Vienna, Antietam, South Mountain, Charlestown, and cellorsville, an 
in the Indian campaigns on the Arkansas and Upper Missouri rivers in the 
summer of 1865, and in all these battles and campa’ served with credit to 
himself and with such gallantry as to attract the attention of his superiors, 
who, for his distinguished services, recommended him fora commission in the 
Regular Army, which was coveeeinans Brannan, in the month of May, 1866, as 
second lieutenant, and was afterwa’ promoted to first lieutenant, and 
served in the Regular Army in such manner as to meet the approval of all his 
superiors, and soiely on account of the location to which he wasassigned was 
compelled to leave the Army or sacrifice his wife to the debilitating and ma- 
laria! influences of the climate, and has now reached the of 64 with- 
gat income or any means for the support of himself and family There- 
ore, 
Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Minnesota, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Con be, and the same are hereby, re lly re- 
uested to use all honorable means to such an act as will enable the 
resident of the United States to appoin said Lieut. Col. Josias R. first 
lieutenant in the Regular Army, and place his name upon the retired of 
the Army, with the pay and emoluments of that rank. 


Approved March 2, 1895. 
STATE oF MrnnesorTa, Department of State. 

1, Albert Berg, secretary of state, do hereby cer that the above is a true 
and correct copy of house file No. 339, filed in this o: co Mere ht 

ALBERT BERG. 

Mr. CALL. I present a communication from citizens of the 
United States in the Island of Cuba, accompanied by a request that 
it be laid before the Senate. It is in the nature of a petition, but 
I suppose the names of the writers should not be communicated. 
It relates to the unreliability of the intelligence conveyed in the 
press dispatches in regard to Cuban affairs, and asserts tie com- 

lete organization and success of the revolution there. I move 
hat the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign. Xelations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN presented the following memorial of the legis- 
lature of Wyoming; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands; 

STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
Unrrep StTates oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 
I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyonis, do 
pereby, certify that the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 1, of the 
State legislature of Wyoming, has been compared with the original 








DECEMBER 16, 





which is on file in this office, and the same is a true and correct copy of said 
memorial and of the whole thereof, together with the indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the Stateof Wyoming. Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 23d day of 


February, A. D. 1895. 
CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State, 
THIRD LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 
Senate joint memorial No. 1, State of Wyoming. 

Memorializing Congress to allow and pay to the State the amount of money 
realized by the United States from the sale of sections 16 and 86, which are 
sold by the Government as coal lands. 

Whereas by the act of admission to the State of Wyoming sections 16 and 
36 in every township in the State of Wyoming were granted to the State for 
the support of the common schools, and by section 13 of said act of admission 
all mineral lands are exempted from such grant, said State being authorized 
and empowered to select in lieu thereof an equal amount of other unappro- 
priated lands for the use and benefit of the common schools thereof: 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Congress of 
the United States be memorialized as follows: 

That instead of the selection of lands in lieu of any of said sections 16 and 
36, or wy pes thereof, which shall, by reason of being coal lands, be 
exempted from the nt of such sections to the State, the United States 
allow and pay to the State of Wyoming, the same to constitute a part of the 
permanent fund for the benefit of the common schools of said State, any and 
all moneys realized and received by the United States from the sale of such 

lands located in sections 16 and 36 in any township within said State, 
whether the same shall be received by the United States at any time here- 
after, or at any time heretofore, since the admission of Wyoming as a State. 

Resolved, Thata certified copy of this memorial and resolution be forwarded 
by the secretary of state to each Senator and to the Representative in Con- 
gress from this State, and they are hereby respectfully requested to urge the 
necessary legislation in the premises. 

GEO. W. HOYT, 


President of the Senate. 
JAY L. TORREY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 

Mr. BRICE presented petitions of 60 citizens of Hannibal; of 60 
citizens of Melrose; of 50 citizens of Holmesville; of 171 citizens of 
Massillon; of 40 citizens of Lykens; of 214 citizens of Marion; of 
62 citizens of Green Spring; of 130 citizens of Osnaburg; of 150 
citizens of Dayton, an of 70 citizens of Andover, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States prohibiting the appropriation of 
moneys for sectarian purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of 112 citizens of Youngstown; of 
150 citizens of Dayton; of 70 citizens of Andover; of 53 citizens of 
Beach City; of 40 citizens of McCutchenville; of 40 citizens of 
Lykens; of 62 citizens of Green Spring; of 54 citizens of Cincin- 
nati; of 125 citizens of Dayton, and of 46 citizens of Mount Eaton, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendinent 
to the Constitution of the United States providing that no State 
shall grant the right of franchise to any person who is not a citi- 
zen of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Union Veteran Legion, Encamp- 
ment No. 35, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, praying that the battlefield 
of Appomattox be secured for the purposes of a national park; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two petitions of sundry publishers of news- 
papers in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the pro- 
pond Covert amendment to the copyright law; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 169, Brotherhood of 
Railroad inmen, of Newark, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of le tion to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 136 citizens of Putnam County, 
Ohio, praying for the construction of aship canal connecting Lake 
Erie with the Ohio River along the line of the Miami and Erie 
Canal, and connecting Lake Erie at or near Defiance, Ohio, with 
another canal to Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Harvery Rice Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Cleveland, Ohio, and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the inspection of immigrants by United States 
consuls at the — of embarkation; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also eee a petition of the Ohio Valley Trades and La- 
bor Assembly, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the exclusion and deportation of alien anarchists; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation reorgan- 
izing theconsular and diplomatic service of the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the teachers and students of the 
Ohio Normal University of Ada, Ohio, praying for the speedy rec- 
ognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for 
ev which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

Mr. presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monte- 
rey, Cal., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaraguan 


Approved February 16, A. D. 1895. 
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Canal by the Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


SPECIAL REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution, submitted by the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. MILLs] on the 9th instant, to print 500 copies of the 
special report of the Librarian of Congress, to report it favorably 
without amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate Document No. 7, being a special report 
of the Librarian of Congress, be printed, one-half of said number to be for 


distribution by the Librarian. 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit areport to accompany the resolution, 
which I ask may be printed as a document. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rule. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 828) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Newton, widow of Maj. Gen. John Newton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 829) for the relief of Lydia T. Had- 
lock, administratrix of E. C. Hadlock, deceased, of Vermont; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill - 830) granting a pension to Mary 
Allard, widow of John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 831) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary E. Woodworth; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 832) to authorize the construction of 
an addition to the public building at Hartford, Conn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 833) to promote the efficiency of the 
militia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 834) to establish a naval experi- 


ment station at New London, Conn.; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 835) making an 
appropriation to survey the lands of the Five Civilized Tribes, in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 836) for the relief of William J. | 


Murray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
— twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased; 

A bill (S. 838) for the relief of Margaret E. Watkins; 

A bill (S. 839) for the relief of Henry M. Stone; 

A bill (S. 840) for the relief of the board of trustees of the Old 
School Presbyterian Church, of Helena, Phillips County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 841) for the relief of James R. Lafferty; 

A bill (S. 842) for the relief of the estate of Holliday 8S. Ravell; 

A bill (by request) (S. 843) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth L. 
Traweek, of Sebastian County, Ark.; 

A bill (8. 844) for the relief of James A. Mitchell, of Sebastian 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (8S. 845) for the relief of William W. Burns; 

A bill (S. 846) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Moseby, de- 


ceased; 

A _ (S. 847) for the relief of the estate of Albert L. Berry, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 848) for the relief of Charles W. Russey; 

A bill (S. 849) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Jones, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 850) for the relief of the estate of William B. Pool, 
late of Jefferson County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 851) for the relief of the firm of Bertram & Scull, late 
of Arkansas; and 

— (S. 852) for the relief of the estate of James Scull, late of 


msas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 853) for the relief 
of W. Jasper Blackburn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 854) to provide for reimbursement 
of the expense of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reser- 
vation at Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 855) to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
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cating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 856) granting a pension to 
Philip T. Greely; which was read twice by its title, ma with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 857) for relief of heirs of Philip C. 
Rowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 858) granting a pension to George 
W.-Emery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

| Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 859) for the relief of James B. 
Russell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 860) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 861) for the relief of John Rhodes 
and wife; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 862) for the relief of the receivers 
of the Towboat Association of New Orleans, La.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 863) for the relief of James J. Person 
and Isabella M. Person; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 864) to remove charge of 
desertion against the name of James E. Cotter; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 865) granting a pension to John 
O’Connor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 866) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Church; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 867) for the relief of Henry Dimler; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 868) providing for the relief of 
First Sergt. Bernard W. Hopper, iate of the United States Marine 
Corps, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 869) for the relief of David B. 
Zorger and Hannah C. Fitzgerald; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 870) for the relief of John K. Bet- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 871) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John De Haven; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.872) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to donate to the Conneaut Lake Exposition Company, in 
Pennsylvania, two condemned pieces of field ordnance, etc.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.873) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Chambers C. Mullin; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 874) grantinga pension to D. W.C. 
McCloskey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.875) granting a pension to H. 38. 
McGown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 876) to provide for tele- 
graphic communication between the United States of America, 
the Hawaiian Islands, and Japan, and to promote commerce; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Oliver P. Silvey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared 
S. Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 879) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory;” which was Sakentes by its title, and referred to the 





Committee on Indian Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 880) striking out and annulling sec- 








a 
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tion 5 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication 

and payment of claims arising Indian depredations,” ap- 
roved March 8, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 881) for the relief of the 
administrators of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, and others; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 882) for the better protection of the 
public service by excluding aliens from Government employment; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 883) to increase pensions for loss of 
the sight of both eyes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 884) for the relief of pensioners 
permanently disabled in the line of duty whose pensions have been 
reduced sidelines restored; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introdaced a bill (S.885) to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that an accompanying letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, recommending this proposed legisla- 
tion, be referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (8.886) to provide a home for 
aged and infirm colored people; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEF FER subsequently said: I wish to ask a change of ref- 
erence of a bill introduced by me this morning (S. 886) to provide 
a home for aged and infirm colored people. asked that it be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. After 
talking the matter over, it has occurred to me that ee it had 
better go to the Committee on Military Affairs. I ask that the 
change of reference be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggestto the Senator from Kansas that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, I think, have hereto- 
fore had charge of that bill, which is for the establishment of a 
home in the District. I am very positive, in the absence of the 
chairman of the committee, that I am justified in saying that such 
matters ordinarily go to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, Ihave no personal preference in the matter. 

Mr. PEFFER. I had some difficulty in my mind in determining 
what committee properly had jurisdiction of the subject-matter, 
and I conferred with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], 
who, « believe, is the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and his suggestion was similar to that of the Senator 
from New Hampshire; but in a the friends of the 
bill upon the outside I find they think, it being a national measure 
and one that should be more clearly and more systematically in- 
vestigated, that perhaps it had better go to a committee vy 
interested in the subject. If it will not be offensive to the com- 
mittee—and I am sure I do not intend anything of that kind to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia—I still ask that the 
bill may go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, of which committee I am a 
member, and upon the statement of the Senator from Kansas that 
the chairman of that committee claims that it has properly juris- 
diction of this bill, I certainly am unwilling to have the reference 
changed, soot by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well. Let the bill remain where it is for 
the present. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. $87) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to grant an honorable harge to Michael McGrath; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 888) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capital Railway v” 
approved March 2, 1895; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 889) for the relief of Lieut. 
Col. Josias R. King; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (8. 896) granting a n to 
John N. Landon; which wes read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (8. 891) to amend section 1315 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title,-and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 892) for the relief of John Millan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr, CAMERON introduced a bill (8.893) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary B. Hulings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy 
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G. Allabach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DA introduced a bill (8S. 895) for the relief of Christo- 

her Ellis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Sommmitees on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 896) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Shannon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.897) granting a pension to Neil 
McNeil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.898) granting a pension of $50 a 
month to C. L. Alden; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 899) to prevent the unlawful 
killing of game by Indians, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (8. 900) restoring Capt. 
E. W. Ward-to active service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.901) amending section 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (8. 902) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Moscow, 
in the State of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (5.903) to increase the pension 
of Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 904) to finally adjust the swamp- 
land grants, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (8.905) granting a pension to 
Mary W. Keefe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 906) to: amend 
the charter of the Brightwood ot Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 907) granting an honorable 
discharge to John Walsh, Company F,, Tenth Regiment Michizan 
Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 908) granting a pension to William 
Shunk; whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 909) granting a pension to Alexan- 
der Hines; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 910) granting a pension to Elisha 
B. Seaman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ealso introduced a bill (8. 911) to relieve Peter Callaghan from 
the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 912) to amend 
sections 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District of Columbia, in relation to marri- 
ages; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by eee) introduced a bill (S. 913) to provide for the 
incorporation and regulation of medical colleges in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying letter from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 914) to protect public forest 
reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 915) for the relief of Sarah R. 
Dresser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 916) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Cornelia I. Skiles; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, nis ’ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 917) for the relief of William ». 
Peabody; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
a to the Committee on Indian Affairs. — 

e introduced a bill (S. 918) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs, Kate Ezekiel; was read twice by its title, and, with 
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the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
ions. 

: He also introduced a bill (S. 919) granting a pension to Christian 

White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 920) granting a pension to T. R. 
Le Tellier; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 921) removing the charge of deser- 
tion in the case of John Holderby; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 922) to increase the pension of Gra- 
ham McClossen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S.923) for the relief of Irving W. 
Stanton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8.924) to provide for the 
erection of a bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit, in the 
State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 925) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” 
approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 926) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. 
Sweet, of California; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 928) for the relief of John Wil- 
liams, of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 929) to declare land containing 
phosphate deposits to be mineral land and subject to disposal 
under the mining laws of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 930) to require the auditing and 
ayment of the volunteer soldiers who served in the Seminole 
ndian wars in Florida, and for horses and equipments lost in the 

service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 931) to authorize the sale of the 
site of St. Francis Barracks, Fla., the sale or removal of the im- 
provements thereof, and to provide for a new site and the con- 
struction of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 932) to provide for the purchase of 
a site for and the erection of a public building at Fernandina, in 
the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S.933) making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a site and the construction of a light and fog sig- 
nal at St. Andrews Bay, Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 934) for the relief of Capt. Thomas 
W.Laund; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.935) to require patents to be issued 
to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of 
the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; which was 
Hp _— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 936) for the relief of John S. Sam- 
mis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 937) granting a pension to 
Sarah Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 938) for the relief of Jane Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 939) for the relief of the Presby- 
terian Church of Loudon, London County, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 940) providing 
for the retirement of employees in the Executive Departments of 

2 ment of the classified service; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, 
and se of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (8.941) granting to the Atchison 
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and Nebraska Railroad Company an‘ the Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right 
of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian Reserva- 
tion in the States of Kansas and Nebraska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 942) granting a pension to John 
Hatcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Hurlbut, Company G, Ninth Iowa Veteran V olunteer Infantry, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.944) granting a pension to Robert 
Gamble: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 945) granting a pension to Susan 
Kent; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 946) granting a pension to Emily 
Hawkins, widow of George S. Hawkins, a soldier of the Florida 
Seminole Indian war; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Margaret 
Stone, widow of Benoni Stone, a soldier of Florida Seminole Indian 
war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 948) for the construction of a break- 
water and harbor of refuge at or near Cape Canaveral, State of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 949) to incorporate the East 
Washington Heights Traction Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 950) granting increase 
of pension to Franklin C. Plantz; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 951) granting increase of pension 
to John F. Early; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 952) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Francis Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.953) to pay James L. Willett 
arrears of pension; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.954) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Rouse, of Wilber, Nebr.; which was read twice by 
its title, aa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 955) for the relief of William Henry 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.956) to establish and maintain 
agricultural experiment stations in Alaska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 957) to transfer the Bureau of the 
United States Geological Survey and the United States Commis- 
sion of Fish and Fisheries to the Department of Agriculture; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 958) to amend paragraph 1 of sec- 
tien 1 of an act approved August 30, 1890, entitled *‘An act to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 
complete endewment and support of the colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts established under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862;” which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 959) to amend ‘“‘An act to provide 
for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and prod- 
ucts thereof which are the subjects of interstate commerce, and 
for other purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 960) to reimburse the State of Ne- 
braska the expenses incurred by that State in repelling a threat- 
ened invasion and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 961) granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 962) to establish an assay office in 
the city of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 963) to establish a branch mint of 
the United States at Omaha, in the state of Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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He also introduced a bill (8S. 964) authorizing the pay of officers 
of customs performing duty after the expiration of their terms; 
which was read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 965) for the relief of Theodore L. 
Van Dorn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 966) for the relief of W. W. Lowe; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 967) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary E. Hazlip; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 968) to reimburse the city of Omaha, 
Nebr., for money expended in the construction of pavement adja- 
cent to Government property, and for other purposes; which was 
read iwice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.969) for the relief of Thomas F. 
O'Reilly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.970) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion standing against John Daley; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. a to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Jeremiah F. Brown; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 972) to provide for the continuance 
in office of customs officers and assistant treasurers until successors 
shall have been appointed and qualified; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8.978) granting a pension to Benja- 
min Cental, of Blair, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.974) to increase the limit of cost 
for the purchase of site and the erection of a public building at 
Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.975) to authorize the location of a 
branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors at or near 
the city of Blair, Nebr., and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


irs. 

He also introduced 2 bill (8.976) to amend sections 140 and 145 
and pens sections 143 and 144 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to Presidential elections; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 977) for the retirement of John 
Tempany, senior veterinary surgeon of the Ninth Regiment of 
Cavalry, United States Army; which wasread twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
25) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant permits for the 
use of the White Lot and t of the Monument Grounds; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affaire. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 26) directing 
issue of Sioux scrip in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 27) 
granting permission for the erection of a monument in Washing- 
ton, D. C., for the ornamentation of the national capital and in 
honor of Samuel Hahnemann; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 28) proposin 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; whien 
fe bse es twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


EMPLOYEES OF THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PEFFER. I offer a resolution, and before it is read, inas- 
much as I desire to have it referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, I wish to make avery brief statement 
concerning it. 

It is a resolution instructing the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to inquire whether and by what authority the Post- 
master-General levies money fines against the pay of employees 
in that Department, and also whether and by wheal authority em- 
ployees of the Department are prohibited from conferring with 
members of Congress and suggesting legislation, etc. 

This is a very important matter, and I wish to suggest to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, now that we are all 
together, that it involves the personal rights of a very worthy and 
very hard-working class of the American people. I have a letter 
in my hand which I received this morning; I have received a num- 
ber of similar letters, and also have had a number of interviews 
with persons who are particularly interested in this resolution. I 
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hope that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads will take 
the matter seriously and act upon it with promptness. I ask that 
the letter and resolution be referred to that committee. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed toinquire whether and by what authority the Postmaster- 
General levies fines ~ noe the pay of employees of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for mistakes and errors in work; and whether and by what authority 
employees of that Department are prohibited from suggesting legislation in 
their interest and conferring thereabout with members of Congress, and the 
committee will report by bill or otherwise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution, with the accompany- 
ing letter, will be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, in the absence of objection. 


PAYMENT OF SUGAR BOUNTY. 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to report to 
the Senate what action has been taken in regard to the payment of the appro- 
pets contained in the sundry civil bill, section 1, amendment 107, approved 

arch 2, 1895, for the bounty on sugar. And if no payment has been made of 
said appropriation, and if the law granting said bounty has not been executed, 
to give to the Senate the reasons therefor. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral are hereby directed to cause a careful and thorough inquiry to be made 
regarding the employment of aliens in their respective Departments and to 
oy ag the result of said inquiry to the Senate at the earliest practica- 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 21) for printing extra copies of the 
report of the Board of Visitors to the Military Academy at West 
Point was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the law all such resolutions must go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VILAS. The joint resolution comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and presumably was reported from the Committee on 
Printing of that House. Is it necessary that it should also go to 
the Committee on Printing of the Senate? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes,sir. I willsay to the Senator that the com- 
mittee will promptly report the joint resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS AND THEIR WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, under the direction of the Department of the Interior, 6,000 copies 
of a paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, entitled ‘“‘ The public lands and their water 
supply,” ther with the accompanying maps and illustrations, of which 
number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 3,000 for the 
use of members of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Geological Survey. 


EXCHANGE BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER STANDARD COUNTRIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
heretofore submitted by the Senator from Nevada, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart 
on the 12th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire what effect 
the difference of exchange between gold-standard countries and silver stand 
ard countries has upon the agricultural and manufacturing industries of the 
United States, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I offered that resolution to 
bring before the Senate and the country a grave and serious situa- 
tion. There has been, for causes which I shall consider later on, an 
awakening in the Orient to manufacturing and other industrial 
= which brings into competition with the Western world 

m 500,000,000 to 1,000,000,000 people who have been trained to 
industry for thousands of years and who can subsist on one-fourth 
of the cost of the food that Europeans can in performing the same 
amount of labor. Their industries, their manufactures, have at 
last come in direct conflict with the manufacturing industries of 
the Western world. : 

There has been much debate and much argument in the United 
States to show the necessity of protecting the people of this coun- 
try againet competition with their own race, but never until re- 
cently has the question been presented between the Anglo-Saxon 
and Celtic races and the Asiatics. We have in this country made 
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most strenuous efforts to exclude the Chinese, and have so far suc- 
ceeded in doing it that there are but few left; but the invasion by 
the Chinese themselves, with whom it has been amply shown we 
can not compete, is a small matter compared with the invasion of 
this country by their products. 

The attention of the country has been recently called to the fact 
that Japanese agents were here offering to sell almost every de- 
scription of manufactured articles below the cost of production in 
this country. An article was published in the Stock Report of 
San Francisco, a journal of repute, and extracts from it were sent 
East by telegraph. In order to verify the statements it contained. 
I sent a telegram to the editor of that journal, William M. Bun- 
ker, and received from him a telegram giving details of the oper- 
ations of a Japanese agent there, and reciting the low price at 
which Japanese commodities were being offered in the American 
market. It seems to me, however, that some of the prices are 
lower than it is possible for the Japanese to sell commodities here. 
For instance, it is stated that they are offering bicycles of the first 
class for $12 apiece, which would be $24 in their money. I have 
seen publications from the manufacturers of bicycles, who say it 
is impossible to manufacture them at that price; but that is mere 
detail. The fact that a Japanese agent for large manufactories in 
that country isin the United States making contracts at figures 
below those at which Americans can manufacture the same article 
is the reason why I call attention to this dispatch, which I shall 
print in my remarks, if there be no objection. 

I also hold in my hand an editorial from the Philadelphia Item 
purporting to be an interview with the Japanese consul-general 
at New York, which sets forth the operations of manufacturing 
establishments in Japan and their ability and purpose to under- 
sell the manufacturers in this country. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow, I should be glad to hear 
the dispatch he referred to read. 

Mr. STEWART. At the request of the Senator from Florida, 
I will have the dispatch read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., November 30, 1895. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, Washington, D. C.: 

The Daily Report of November 23 gave details of a Japanese invasion of the 
American markets. Articles of Japanese manufacture since the close of 
their war are being received of eoual quality with American manufactured 
goods, and at. prices so low that our manufactories of these articles must close 
unless relieved by Congressional action. Report stated that H. E. Reynell, 
of Kobe, Japan, established an agency in San Francisco, in the Crocker Build- 
ing, Mr. Edward O. Burns being their agent, for the sale of Japanese manu- 
factured goods for the purpose of underselling American products. Similar 
agencies are being established East and West now by representatives of Japa- 
nese houses. The agency here is now selling the best a matches in 
tin-lined box, in box and case lots of 50 gross in a case, delivered to the mer 
chant freight and duty paid, at 30 cents per gross. He also sells doors, sashes, 

linds, and all articles of wooden ware, cooperage stock, etc., of Japanese 
manufacture at from 30 to 50 per cent less than they can be manufactured 
for in this country, with all freight and duty wer by the Japanese importers; 
also clocks, watches, bicycles, boots, shoes, clothing, hats, caps, gloves, fancy 
goods, and notions on similar terms. Their agents are buying cotton-mill 
machinery and shipping to Japan and will take our cotton from here to Japan 
and eend it back manutactured for less than it can possibly be manufactured 
in this country: They also take cargoes of Pacific Coast lumber, manufac- 
ture the same in Japan into wooden ware, etc., and return same here manu- 
factured at 50 per cent less than our manufacturers’ wholesale prices. 

A meeting has been called in San‘ rancisco for the Chamber of Commerce, 
Board of Trade, and Manufacturers’ Association to memorialize Congress for 
relief. The ao of the port of San Francisco, in an interview with the 
editor of the Keport, speaks of largely increased importations of Japanese 
goods of allkinds. He also notes a change in silk goods. They were formerly 
all white, but are now colored to beat the coloring of France or America. 

* x * * t 


* 
WM. M. BUNKER, 
Editor Daily Report. 


Mr. STEWART. The extract from the Philadelphia Item to 
which I have referred is as follows: 


WHAT NONFREE SILVER IS DOING. 
(The Item, Philadelphia, Pa., December 14, 1895. ] 

The Japanese consul-general of New York says that he thinks Japan is on 
the eve of building upa large trade of Japanese products in the United States. 
He says Japan has an a esupply of low-cost coal and is buying and making 
the best machinery for a large export trade. 

He adds that hemp and cotton carpets, wall paper, copper and bronze ware, 
—_ ware, silk handkerchiefs, raw silk, pongee, umbrellas, rags, beer, 
to 0, coal, and matches are among the leaders. 

Besides these, Japanese agents are now ae bicycles at $12.50, sashes, 
doors, and blinds and wool carpets at astonishingly low prices, in fact noline 
is now drawn limiting what that country proposes to do in selling to the 
United States as well as to all gold-basis countries so long as silver continues 
depreciated. 

ake the above bicycle as an example for all the other goods. It is claimed 
equal to the best in this country,and at the price mentioned is delivered 
du ‘ and freight free in San Francisco. 

The $12.50 received for each bicycle is in gold. This is sold for silver, equal- 
ing $20 to the Japanese manufacturer. He pays $15 of his siiver dollars for 
making, freight, duties, etc., and clears a net profit of $5 in silver. 

same method of profit is available to the Japanese for everything they 
are able to produce, as well as selling coal in the San Francisco market. 

The consul-general says that coal would be so sold now if the ships had a 
return cargo. 


The evidence that this movement on the part of the Asiatics is 
very extensive and that it will revolutionize the manufacturing 
of the world is abundant. Our consul at Shanghai, Mr. T. R. 
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Jernigan, has made a report on the subject, from which I will 
read a portion. The report is dated August 26, 1895. The Jap- 
anese war has done much to wake up the Asiatics and produce a 
new industrial era. The most important clause in the treaty of 
a 17, 1895, between China and Japan, is the provision opening 
all the treaty ports of China to the Japanese for manufacturing 
purposes. The sixth article of that treaty reads as follows: 


Japanese subjects shall be free to engage in all kinds of manufacturing in- 
dustries in all of the open cities, towns, and ports of China, and shall be at 
liberty to impert into China all kinds of machinery, paying only the stipu- 
lated import duties thereon. 


The Japanese have since that time been taking occasion to es- 
tablish manufactures; their agents are in China now examining 
the situation and preparing to goahead. Butthatis not all. The 
Chinese are a very able people when their attention is concen- 
trated on a subject and their energies are aroused. For patient 
industry they have no superior; andin any kind of industry which 
requires skill and patience I think they are probably superior to 
any other race on earth. Our consul-general gives an account 
of the growth of manufacturing in China and their exports of 
cotton. He also refers to their capacity to grow cotton, and says: 


The import of Indian yarns during the past four years at Shanghai annu- 
ally averages over 195,000 bales of 3 piculs each (1 picul — 133} pounds), while 
the principal ports in the south of China have taken during the same period 
an average of 136,000 bales. 

In the calculation there does not seem to be any apprehension as to a suffi- 
cient supply of raw material for the mills. In 1886 the export of cotton from 
Shanghai to Japan was 47,600 piculs, and the total export 278,600 picul In 
1844 Japan took 576,000 piculs, and the total amount of cotton which left 
Shanghai was 930.400 piculs. It may be noted that the large increase in the 
exportation did not increase the price of cotton, and this may confirm the 
opinion among business men here that the Chinese are prepared to extend 
the area of the cultivation of cotton in proportion as the demand arises. 
Along the Yangtse Valley the soil available for cotton cultivation appearsas 
limitless as the supply of labor in China appears inexhaustible. It is 






after supplying the local demand, what a large quantity of cotton was ex- 
ported during the past year, and it is estimated that this exported cotton 
would run 360,000 spindles in addition to those already at work 

There are ? cotton mills now at work here, with, in all, 66,200 spindles, and 
3 more, with 49,000 spindles, about to begin operations. Adding these to the 


3the plans or outline of which are now before the public, and which have 
been referred to, there will, ere a great while, be 9 cotton mills in ful! opera- 
tion, with a total spinning capacity of 265,200 spindles. 

That is in Shanghai alone, but Japan began before China, and 
the development in Japan is much more remarkable. China, with 
a capacity to produce an unlimited supply of cotton, is just wak- 
ingup. After reviewing the history and growth of manufacturing 
in Japan, our consul-general says in regard to the cotton industry 
in that country: 

_ The rapid progress of the industry is evidenced by the fact that there are 
in operation and in course of construction 48 factories, aggregating 819,115 
spindles, of which 580,564 are in actual operation. Consular Report for No- 
vember. 

In a dispatch from London, which was printed in the New York 
Sun of the 14th instant, I find that they have largely increased 
their manufactures since that date. A deputation of people from 
India petitioned the secretary for India to have the duties on im- 
ports removed, but they got no encouragement, and were very 
much discouraged. The dispatch from London goes on to say: 

When the members of the deputation opened their newspapers the next 
morning— 

After this interview— 
they had the further discomfort of finding cheek by jowl with the report 
of their own despairing speeches to the secretary of state, a statement re- 
speckng Japan's cotton trade made toa Manchester reporter by Mr. Sugihara, 
the Enropean representative of the famous Imperial Spinning and Weaving 
Company of Japan. This gentleman, who is fully qualified to talk on the 
subject, bubbled over with cheerfulness, and with good reason, for the trade 
of Japan is extremely busy,and money is being made rapidly. It seems that 
there are at present 57 cotton mills, representing 838,000 spindles, workin 
in Japan, and it is expected that in about fifteen months from now there wil 
be 700,000 additional spindles going. A good many Lancashire people have 
found some comfort in the fact that the ee cotton yarn from England 
to Japan increased from 5,316,582 yen in 1892 to 7,285,609 yen last year. But 
these figures are evidently delusive, for the yarn in a. according to 
Mr. Sugihara, consisted chiefly of the higher grades, which the Japanese are 
not yet able to manufacture in sufficiently large — But evidently 
they intend to supply themselves just as soon as they possibly can. 

Here is something for Americans which, it appears, will not be 
so cheerful when the facts are known with regard to China: 

American cotton growers may find comfort in the admission that all at- 
tempts to grow cotton in Japan so far have been unsuccessful. The native- 

rown cotton is of a very poor quality and not long in staple, and even unfit 
or mixing with American cotton. 

The consular report from which I have read states that the soil 
for growing any kind of cotton there is as good as any in the world, 
and that the only difficulty with Chinese cotton is that they place 
the plants too near together, so that the staple is not so strong as 
But whenever they learn the mode of rais- 
ing cotton and plant it sufficiently far apart to allow it to mature, 
it is absolutely certain, according to these reports, that they have 
an unlimited area of country upon which to produce it. 

Although this question has not attracted the attention of the 
American people to any great extent, it has been considered at 
large by the English, and I presume that many of the Senators 
have seen the volume containing the prize essay which was written 
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at the suggestion of Sir Henry M. Meysey-Thompson, who himself 
wrote an article. 

The essay of Consul-General Jamieson, at Shanghai, took the 
prize, and it is so instructive that it ought to be read by every 
American, It is too lengthy for me to read the whole of it in the 
hearing of the Senate, but I ask that the prizeessay, which is Mr. 
Jamieson’s, be printed as a part of my remarks. 


BIMETALLIC PRIZE COMPETITION. 


{Paper submitted by George Jamieson, H. B. M. consul-general, Shanghai, 
China. Winner of the prize.] 


Viewing the world as a whole, the observed facts during the past twenty 
years may be stated as follows: 

1. Prices (wholesale) of nearly all commodities have fallen in gold using 
countries. This fall coincided r« mghly, step by step, with the fall in the gol 
vaine of silver up to the end of 1892. Since that date silver has fallen more 
rapidly than commodities, but the latter appear to be still falling.* 

2 ages, rents, and taxes in gold-using countries have not varied, or have 
varied only within narrow limits, due to temporary and local causes. Agri- 
cultural rents should perhaps be excepted, but these are subject only to peri- 
odical revision. 

3. Retail prices (into which wages, rent, and taxes enter largely) have not 
gornen to the same extent as wholesale prices; in many cases they have not 

en at all, 

4. Prices (wholesale) of all commodities in silver-using countries have re- 
mained approximately steady during the period, and this whether the arti- 
cles were produced in the country itself or imported. In the case of articles 
importer from gold-using countries, however, there has been, since the mid- 
die of 1893, a rise in silver prices corresponding to the divergence between 
silver and commodities noted in No, 1. 

5. Wages, rent, and taxes have not varied in silver-using countries, or have 
varied only within narrow limits, and from causes unconnected with the rela- 
tion of gold to silver. 

6. Retail prices in those countries have not varied, except in the case of 
articles purchased retail in gold-using countries, which have risen in propor- 
tion to the rise in gold. 

tn so far as these propositions refer to facts observable in England, it is 
unnecessary to offer any remark. With regard to prices and wagesin silver- 
using countries, especially the Asiatic countries, which are by far of the 
greatest importance to us, I would refer tothe followin a 

Prices and Wages in India. Statistical Department, Calcutta, 1893. 
we be ine Commodities in China. reports. Miscellaneous series, 

0. 306, . 

The various statistical publications of the Chinese and Japanese Govern- 
ments. It is impossible in this short paper to domore than indicate the data. 

The first question is, In what way and to what extent have producers in 
England suffered loss by the demonetization of silver? 

The loss to producers is the lowered value of their produce, while wages, 
rents, and all outgoings remain the same as before. 

What, then, are the causes which have contributed to lower the prices of 
commodities in England and other gold-using countries, especially of agri- 
cultural produce? 

Any alteration of prices must be due to causes affecting the demand, or to 
causes affecting the supply, or to in the currency itself. 

Tt will readily be admitted that there is no falling off in the demand. The 
world, generally, is growing in wealth and population, and so far as demand 
alone {s concerned prices be rising. The cause or causes must there- 
fore be sought in the other two elements. 

The causes are, I would submit, the following, and I enumerate them in 
what I consider the order of importance as affecting agricultural produce, 
bespain with the one which has the least effect: 

. The first is cheap ocean freights and a aataing of cost of production 
through improvements in machinery, new chemical discoveries, and other 
scientific advances. 

2. The appreciation of gold, consequent upon the demonetization of silver. 

3. An enlarged area of — consequent on the relative cheapness of silver 
toe gold. As silver prices Xaiatic countries have not risen, the produce 
of these countries can be laid down in England at almost Asiatic prices. 

I shall briefly remark on each of these in order. 

1. Lowered cost of transport and production. This cause is often put for- 
ward as being the principal element in the case and it is necessary to notice 
it, as it has doubtless had some effect. But it may be pointed out that this 
cause, or set of causes, rather, had been in operation long before 1873, and did 
not prevent a great rise of prices between 1850 and 1873. Had these been the 
only agents working for a fall, all other things be equal, though in some 
commodities the fall might have been considerable, it is very improbable that 
De ee aan would have been reduced more than a few points, possibly 3 

per cent. 

2. Lhe appreciation of gold. It will readily be admitted that if gold were 
the only currency in the world a sudden augmentation or diminution of the 
mass by, say, one-half would raise or lower prices in nearly the same propor- 
tion. Now, when guld and silver circulated side by side at a fixed ratio main- 
tained by the open mints of the Latin Union the metallic medium may be 
deemed to have been, for all practical pu either all gold or all silver. 
For example, suppose there are # ounces of gold in circulation as currency in 
in the world and y ounces of silver, and that 1 ounce of gold exchanges for 
16 ounces of silver; then the metallic medium, in terms of gold, would be 


(= + ) ounces, and in silver would be (16x+y) ounces. The two terms 


would be perfectly interchangeable and the world t be said in effect to 
be monometallic. ices in gold would adjust themselves in relation to the 


mass (« + it) , and prices in silver in relation to the mass (16x-+-y), and how 


much was x and how much was ¥ would be perfectly immaterial. Relatively 
to one another the volume of either might indefinitely without having 
say effect upon prices, which would vary only in relation to the mass of the 


0. 

Such in effect was the state of the world up to 1873. The value of the whole 
of x was then, as we anew. per enanaen equal to the whole of y; but that 
was quite accidental, and had not alwa m So. 

By the breaking of the bimetallic , the silver-using and the gold-using 
portions of the world parted company. the gold-using portion s be- 
gan to adjnst themselves in relation to the mass a, and in the silver- 
ee in relation to the mass y, or, to speak more correctly, in relation to 

t mass of y which, for the time be’ entered into their currency. 

Now, had the two halves of the world been approximate uai in wealth, 
»opulation, and extent of commerce, the adjustment mig ve been ef- 
Rocted without any great disturbance of prices. One would have parted with 





*Index No. —, 1892: Silver, 65.4; commodities, 68. Sauerbeck’s Tables (ap- 
pendix), 1804; Silver, 46.8; commodities, 63. 
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its gold and the other with its silver, as a fair exchange, and no harm would 
have been done to anybody. 

As a matter of fact, however, the two halves were very unequal, the gold- 
using half being immensely superior, and, moreover, this half was owner of a 
great part of the floating silver and of the silver-producing mines Anxious 
as gold countries might —— rid of their surplus silver, they would not 
part with it for nothing; and ready and anxious as silver-using countries 
might be to get silver, they could only get it for value of some sort, either by 
way of loans orin settlement of the annual balanceof trade. Thisisa process 
that takes time. Silver-using countries for the most part are making adii- 
tions to their stock of silver year by year, but they are absorbing it only 
slowly. Consequently prices in those countries conform themselves not to 
the whole mass of y in the world, but only to that part of it which has found 
its way into their circulation. 

I may remark here in passing that this seems to explain quite satisfactorily 
how it is that prices and wages have risen so little in those countries, ¢«) 
trary to what was generally expected. In India, where the additions to tho 
currency have been considerable, there has been some rise in the price of food 
and wages, particularly in those classes of skilled labor which the new indus 
tries have called into existence. So in Japan the same thing may be observe! 
in asmaller degree. In China, on the contrary, there has been no import of 
silver to speak of,and no change whatever in pricesand wages. Nor is there 
likely to be any material change in this respect, whatever the relative valuo 
of gold and silver may be; though, of course, the lower silver goes the easier 
ina way will it be for China and the other silver countries named to got i: 

In ge-ueeg conniten on the other hand, which have voluntarily restricted 
their circulation to gold, inasmuch as the mass z is manifestly insufficient to 
carry the commerce and industries formerly borne by x plus a considera})|o 
portion of y, prices, of course, have fallen. The quantity x has to be spread 
over a greater area, and as the annual additions are only suflicient to repair 
waste and to meet the increased demand due to the natural growth of trade, 
the value necessarily appreciates. 

What the exact percentage due to this cause may be I do not venture to 
attempt toestimate. Whatever it may be, it ought to affect all commodities 
alike, and also, though more slowly, wages. 

8°. The other cause which I have named has been and continues to be the 
prepa: Satter in cheapening the prices of produce, especially produce of the 
cereal ¢ 














A very few words will suffice to make this clear. In the years preceding 
1873, when the ru was at 2s. nearly, the price of Indian wheat in Bombay 
was approximately 10s. per hundredweight, and the Gazette price of English 


wheat in London was about 64s. per quarter, equal to 12s. 4d. per handrod- 
weight. Allowing for quality and costs of transport, these prices may be 
deemed equivalents. hen the aes exchange fell to Is. 6d., Indian wheat, 
the silver price of which in Bombay has with temporary fluctuations, re. 
mained constant,* would cost in Bombay about 7s. per hundredweight and 
could be laid down in London for something like 8s.6d. All the other sources 
of ee remained open as before, the supply for the time being was grea «or 
than the demand, and consequently the price fell to the level of the lowest 
market. Again the exchange value of the rupee falls to, say, 1s. 1d. Indian 
wheat can now be down in London at nearly half the sterling price of 
1873 (costs of transport having also in the meantime been greatly reduce), 
and commenpentey the price of wheat ail over falls to a corvecpending poin 
This is a fair illustration of what has been going on all over the world. \Voe 
draw our supplies from all countries wherever they can be procured most 
cheaply. By each successive drop in the gold value of silver, a greater and 
greater amount of produce has been admitted from India and other silver 
countries, and always atacheaper rate. Had the rupee retained its old value 
of 2s., it is perfectly certain that no wheat could be imported from India at 


present rates. There is no reason to suppose that the rupee price in Bombay 
would have been materially different from what it has been. Had the gold 
value of the rupee not fallen, the area of grain supply would never have 
widened as it has done; demand and supply would have been more evenly 


talenced, and the variations in price would have been confined within small 
8. 

The same reasoning that applies to grain applies to every other article that 
can be supplied freely from silver-standard countries. © silver prices in 
those countries have,asthe experience of twenty years has shown us, remained 
ae steady, and necessarily the gold price has fallen. [n no art 
cle, however, has the correspondence between the price of silver and the 
price of the article been so complete asin grain. In 1873, when the price of 
silver was 60d., wheat stood at 54s. To-day silver is 28}d. and wheat ?4s., be- 
ing a drop in the one case of 52.5 per cent, and in the other of 55.6 per cen 

t is simply the old law of supply and demand. Increase the area of sup- 
ly, and you have, for the time being, the supply outrunning the demai. 


th an excessive ones the cost of production in the cheapest area must 
determine the price of the whole. So long as Indian wheat can be laid down 
at 28s. a quarter it is ——- for English farmers to get a higher price, 
quality for quality. India by itself, of course, could not peevace enou ; 


wheat to supply the whole English demand, but that is not the point. A 
the other sources whence England drew her supplies before the fall in silver 
still continue to send wheat forward, and it is the cheap rate at which tho 
excess supply from India and other silver countries is offered that governs 
the market. Thelower silver goes the cheaper and cheaper does this excess 
supply become. And there is no help for it, until either silver begins to rise 
again or until some portions of the earth are thrown out of wheat cultiva 
tion and the demand again overtakes the supply. 

But it may be said, ting that the cheapening of produce is hard on t 
agriculturist, it must be a very good thing for the country at large, ow ially 
for the manufacturing anton, who get the same wages, and therefore «in 
live so much better. see 
lived, for— 

If. The rise in the value of gold holds out an immense temptation to the cap- 
italists of silver countries to develop their coal mines, and to erect machin ry 
for the purpose of supplying themselves and other silver countries with tho 
manufactured articles which this country has long been in the habit of su)- 
plying them with. s h 

e inducement to this lies in the fact that wages in all silver-using co 
tries, formerly cheap, have now, by the fallin silver, become 50 per « 
cheaper relatively to gold wages, or, to put it in a different form, that wayes 
in goldusing countries have, through the appreciation of gold, become 1) 
per cent dearer than they were relatively to silver wages. 

Prices of commodities regulate themselves automatically and from day to 


, 


day. Given an equilibrium of prices at any moment between a silver-using 
ant a 


ming prosperity, however, can be but short 


nt 


gold-using country any su uent fall in silver must have one or other 
of two results—either gold price must fall, or the silver price must rise. 
The exchangeable value of any article is, within a certain limit, represents 
costs of n y the same all the world over. A bale of cotton, 
for example, the same exchangeable value in Liverpool, Bombay,or Nv Ww 
Orleans, for a certain fixed margin, representing costs of transpor', 
merchants’ profit,and duty, if any. In_ bulky articles this margin 1s, 0! 
course, erable, but. that does not affect the principle. Whenever the 


* Oficial quotation: Wheat No. 1, soft, per candy, 1873, R., 34, 83; wheat 
No. 1, soft, per candy, 1893, R., 82, lls 1d.—Prices and Wages in India, 
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article for any reason becomes cheaper in one place than in another, there is 


a profit in exporting it. A flow sets in from the cheaper to the dearer until 
the ordinary equilibrium is restored. i 

With wages, however, it is different. The price of a day’slabor in Bombay 
bears no relation to the price in Liverpool, even assuming the quality to be 
equal. If, indeed, we could import a cargo of coolies as easily as we import a 
bale or cargo of cotton, the en nee po would be rapid. But the standard of 
wages in any country is regulated on very different principles. The law of 
supply and demand, which governs wages, is not international, like the law for 
commodities, but national,or even provincial. And in England, where the 
rights of labor are so well guarded by trades-unionism anda sympathetic leg- 
islature,even the iaw of supply and demand has not free scope. nemployer 
of labor must pay the recognized wages or close hismill. Adjustments inthe 
direction of a fall can only be brought about by concerted action, and usually 
after a strike or lockout, or other painful and expensive process. 

Let us see now how these principles work out in our trade with silver, using 
countries, say China, to take a familiar example. 

The result of a fall in silver must be, as I have said, that either the silver 
price in China must rise or the gold price in England must fall, or else it 
must be partly the one and partly the other. An English merchant who ships 
cotton manufactures to China can only do so on terms that pay in the long 
run. If the buying price in Manchester keeps firm, he must get such a higher 
silver price in China as will counteract the fall in exchange. [f silver falls 
10 per cent he must demand a 10 per cent higher silver rate, other things 
being equal; if the Manchester market falls 10 per cent he will be able to sell 
at the old silver rate, or if the Manchester market falls 5 per cent he will be 
eontent with a 5 per cent rise. 

The observed course of prices during the twenty years up to the end of 1892 
has been that gold prices have fallen and silver prices have remained steady. 
Since the beginning of 1893, however, there has beenachange. The Manches- 
ter price has been steadier, and consequently the silver price hasrisen. The 
following table,compiled from the published market reports in Shanghai, 
shows the variations in silver prices of Manchester goods for the last four- 
teen years. The prices of 1882 are taken as 100: 
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The rise, as will be seen, was as much as 38 per cent. Possibly this will not 
be maintained, but undoubtedly a very considerable rise, which looks like 
being permanent, has been established. 

Let us consider, first, the effects when the gold price falls, and by conse- 
quence the silver price is steady. ; 

Suppose two cotton mills working, the one in England and the other in 
Japan or China, and competing with one another for the sale of their pro- 
ductions, and contrast the position of the two in 1873 and in 1893. Let us 
assume that in 1873 they were competing on even terms—that is, that each 
realized to the owners the same profit. In 189teach employs the same amount 
of labor as it did in 1873, which the English pays for in gold at the old rates 
and the Japanese in silver, also at the old rates. The Japanese mill owner 
still pays for his men, as he used to, 18 to 20 cents a day, and for his women 8 
tol0centsaday. In 1873 that meant 9d. to 10d. per day for men and 4d. to 5d. 
for women. ‘ow, it means just one-half—that is, 4d. to 5d. and 2d. to 2id. 
Multiply this over 2,000 mill hands and see what the saving will be on labor 
alone. But this is not all. The same advantage accrues on the coal bill. 
Japanese coals cost them, -say, $4 to $5 a ton, which meant lés. to 20s. They 
stilt can be got at $4 to $5a ton, but that now only means 8s. tol0s. The 
same thing applies to rent, wages, taxes, and all fixed charges whatsoever. 
They are all payable in silver and have nowise varied with the rise in gold. 
Only in the single item of raw material is the old equality maintained. oth 
are free to buy that wherever they can find it cheapest on the world’s market, 
the only advantage being proximity to the best source of supply and conse- 
quently economy of transport. 

Now, so long as the g& a price went on falling and the silver price conse- 

uently kept steady, there was no great manifest advantage resulting to the 
Scoamans manufacturer from a fall in exchange. He continued to get the 
same prices for his products, and his outlay was the same, year by year, both 
veing in silver. “Any improvement he could effect by economy of ~eneee 
ment or by getting his raw material cheaper would be so much extra profit; 
otherwise his ition was unaffected. In any case exchange fluctuations 
would not trouble him. 

The English manufacturer, on the other hand, has to meet the same fixed 
expenditure from ever-decreasing returns. He is able to buy his raw mate- 
rial cheaper, owing to the general fall in commodities, but his wages bill, his 
rent, his interest on borrowed capital, his rates and taxes, have all to be met 
as before. His profits begin to dwindle. It is only by the prontent economy 
of management that he can keep open atall. The best mills only manage to 
pay a fair profit; the worst struggle to the verge of bankruptcy, always 

oping for a turn of the tide, and finally are forced to close. 

Suppose, in the second place, that the silver price rises, and, as a conse- 
quence, the gold price remains steady. 

The gold manufacturer is, for the time being, in an easier 
returns do not fall off, and, though his expenses are the same, 
tion to profit by any economy of manufacture or management. 

But the silver mannfacturer is, so to speak, on clover. All his working 
expenses are on the old scale, and he is thus a clear gainer by the extra price 
he gets for his products. If silver prices have risen, say, 10 per cent, his 
profits will be increased by just 10 per cent on his turnover. The natural 
result of this will be to attract more capital, more mills will be built, and the 
output will increase. Competition will lower prices, and the gold manu- 
facturer will again be driven into a corner. 


Whatever happens, the manufacturer in the silver-standard country has a 
err advan , and simply for this reason, that he can obtain his labor at 

alf the cost relatively to gold wages, which he formerly paid. And this ad- 
vantage must remain to him (unless silver can in the meantime be brought 
back to something like its old value) until either wages in gold countries have 
fallen 50 per cent or till they have risen 100 per cent in silver-using countries, 
or till some common meeting ground has been found between the two. In 
other words, the old equilibrium will not be restored until the standard of 
livin and comfort among the working classes in England has greatly fallen, 
or till the standard in silver-using countries has greatly risen. 

There is only one item that militates against the manufacturer in silver 
countries, and that is the enhanced costof his new machinery. It sohappens 
that at present all, or nearly all, manufacturing oe has to be pro- 
cured from England or Europe, and the lower silver goesthe more of it do 

tern manufacturers require to purchase this portion of their plant. As to 
this I would only make tworemarks. In the first pies, the gold price of ma- 
chinery has itself greatly fallen with the general fall in prices. In the sec- 
ond place, the dearer machinery is the better willit pay silver,capitalists to 
make that, too, in their own country. 
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In the foregoing discussion the form of industry specially in view was the 
ap- 
plies to the making of machinery and, indeed, of almost every article w hich 
we have been in the habit of supplying silver 
tries where rough mechanical labor forms 
obvious advantage. The building and repair 
an instance, and it is worthy of note 

our steamboat cor panies the chairman i 
large saving had been effected by having 
stead of in England. 

The same stimulus is given to open coal mines and to develop 
resources of those countries. If native and foreign coal, twenty 
sold at about equivalent rates, the former would be to-day s 
cheaper, simply throngh currency changes. 
now well known that the whole trade of the East issupplied by Japanese and 
Chinese coal. The former, indeed, is being sent to San Francisco and Bom 
bay, and the time may not be far distant when it will be sent through the 
canal and even to England itself. 

Ilf. The result of all this must be that in the competitive mannfacturing in- 
dustries of the world the divergence of value between gold and silver will in 
evitably lead to a gradual trinsfer of the seat of all the great manufactur 
from gold-using to silver-using countries, and, if England persists in excludir 
herseif from the benefits of an abundant supply of the international media o 
exchange, to the ruin of our national industries. 

As competitors with one another for the sale of their products on the world’s 
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| market, the nations that can for any reason produce most cheaply are bound 


to winin the long run. Hitherto we have been able todo this from a combi- 
nation of causes. Cheap iron, cheap coal, scientific improvements in ma- 
chinery, skilled workmen, and economy in the combination of labor have for 


along time enabled us to maintain an industrial supremacy and yet to pay our 
workmen higher wages than were paid in any other country; and had this 
currency trouble never arisen, there is not the least doubt but that we should 
easily have held our own. 

But the momentous economic change implied in the divergence of the old 
value of gold and silver by as much as 50 per cent has entirely altered the 
conditions. Coal is not any longer relatively cheap in England, nor is iron. 
Labor is 100 per cent dearer in relation to silver wages than it was. We have 

Oriental nations can buy the best that 


no monopoly of scientific machinery. 
is pr duced, and they can engage skilled workmen to teach the natives how 
to beat us at our own trade. 

And though I have insisted on the element of wages as being, as I believe 
it is, the most important factor in the case, it is not the only advantage that 
silver-using countries have. Rents, taxes, rates, and all fixed obligations 
whatever are light and easily discharged, whereas in gold countries they are 
heavy, and tend to become heavier with every further appreciation of the 
metal. 


The consequence of all this is what might be expected—while old-est 


iL -@3T 


ablished 


industries in England are in many cases barely paying expenses, new and 
rival industries in the far East are springing up broadcast, and, in spite of 





inexperience and extravagance of management, are paying handsome returns 
to their owners. 

In the report of the Yokohama Chamber of Commerce 
the following statistics are given: 

The first panne mill in Japan was erected in 1863, w 

At the end of 1883 there were 16 mills, with 43,700 spind! 

At, the end of 1888 there were 24 mills, with 88,140 spindles. 

At the end of 1892 there were 39 mills, with 408,314 spindles 

At the end of 1893 there were 46 mills, with about 600,000 spindles. 

The same report adds, as still more rapid increase is expected in the near 
future, large orders, it is known, have been placed for more machinery, some 
for yarns of the finer qualities. : 

In the consular report on trade at Kobe, for 1892, a return is given of the 
dividends paid during the preceding twelve months by 21 mills in Osaka, the 
average dividend was 18 per cent, the highest being 28 per cent and the lowest 
8 per cent. The dividends for 1893 as reported from time to time, in the Japan 
newspapers, appear to have been equally good or better. According to a re- 
cent number of the Japan Gazette, 11 mills, whose names are given, paid an 
average dividend of 16 per cent for the first six months of 1894, as compared 
with 12 per cent for the corresponding period of 1893 

Compare this with the account of the cotton trade in England, as given in 
the Economist of February 17 of this year. I can not afford room to quote 
passages, but, briefly, the balance sheets of 93 spinning companies in Oldham 
show a net total loss of £72,768 in 1898, against a like net loss of £114,664 in 1892. 
At the end of 1890 only 8 of these companies had adverse balances, and these 
amounted to only £8,412; at the close of 1891, 49 companies had adverse bal- 
ances, amounting to £142,767; and at the close of 1893, 63 companies had realized 
a total loss of £366,800 on their working account. 

Surely there is something seriously alarming in these figures. Have our 
manufacturers, with all their accumulated wealth of experience, become so 
effete that they allow themselves to be beaten at their own trade by amateur 
spinners in Japan? Orisit not that there issome enormous difference in the 
economic conditions of the two countries, which enabies the Eastern manu- 
facturer to win without effort, while the Western is struggling his hardest 
to get even a place in the race. 

It has not unfrequently been said that it is some consolation to us, in the 
midst of all our depression of trade, to find that other countries, such as Ger- 
many and the United States,areinan equally bad condition. ButI would ven- 
ture to suggest that this exactly emphasizes the present contention, viz, that 
the countries that are suffering by reason of the fall in silver are the gold- 
standard countries, and those that are reaping the benefit are the silver 
countries. 

If India is pointed to asasilver country that is inan embarrassed condition, 
I would reply that the whole of her trouble comes from the fact of her owing 
alarge foreign debt in gold, whichis quite accidental. Had her debt been pay- 
able in silver, as it might have been, and but for her relation to England ab 
ably would have been, she would now bein an excellent position. Taxation, 
in that case, would have been light; trade and manufactures would have been 
increasing, as they are, and all circumstances would have been favorable to 
the rapid accumulation of wealth. 

China, which has long lagged behind in the industrial race, is also waking 
up to the situation. At the present moment three large factories are being 
erected at the port from which I write. covering many acres of ground, and 
before another year is out two or three hundred thousand spindles will be at 
work. Thatthe ordinary Chinese coolie can be readily converted into an effi- 
cient mill hand has been abundantly proved. His patient endurance of labor 
is well known, as also his frugal habits. The present rate of wages, with 
which he is well content, may be put, in English money, at from 3d. to 5d. 

erday. The supply of labor is so enormous and the extent of the country 
isso vast that many years must elapse before there can be any material rise 
in wages. 

But it may be urged, granting that India and other Eastern nations can 
make their own coarser and commoner yarns and cloths, the competition is 
after all confined to these grades, and they can not touch us in the finer qual- 
ities. It is no doubt true that hitherto the competition has been mainly in 
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the class of goods mentioned, but there is no reason whatever why it should 
be confined to that. If there is any force at ull in the argument adduced it 
extends to all industrial operations whatever. The only reason — Eastern 
mills-have hitherto devoted themselves to the lower counts of spinnings is 
that native cotton is most suited for this quality and that the greatest profit 
was to be made in this branch of the industry. But there is no reason wey 
American and Egyptian cotton should not be imported when required, as it 
is imported into England. No doubt a good many years will elapse before 
these Eastern mills can oust us from the position we now — as manu- 
facturers of the medium and finer fabrics, but that things are tending that 
way there can be no doubt. Mr.O’Conor, assistant secretary to the Govern- 
ment of India, in his review of the trade for 1892-93, says: 

“The influences that affected the market for yarns affected also the mar- 
ket for piece goods, which continue to exhibit a nonprogressive character. 
The trade in unbleached goods is smaller than it has boon since 1883, and in 
neither white nor colored goods is any advance apparent for many years. It 
must be inferred that, as suggested in the Review of Trade for 1890-91, im- 
ported eotee goods are gradually being superseded by local manufactures.” 

And again, page 36— 

* There is no doubt, looking at the course of trade over a series of years, 
the competition of Indian mills is telling on the import of Manchester goods. 
The mills are gradually beginning to make the medium class of goods, which 
a oe ce bee of the imports, and they are also beginning to bleach and dye 
their goods.” 

The process described by Mr. O’Conor will be hastened by the development 
of yarn spinning in the far East. The principal outlet for Bombay yarns has 
been China and Japan. As these markets are closed to them, as they will be 
in a few years by the progress of local mills, the Bombay mill owners must 
devote themselves more and more to the medium and finer kinds of cloth, 
which in turn will oust the Manchester products. 

But the object of this paper is not to show the rate of speed at which these 
changes may be enpeose to arrive, but to show the tendency and drift of 
things as the inevitable co uence of the monetary disturbance. There 
are, of course, other elements that count, and which may for a period post- 
pone the catastrophe or mitigate its effects. Intelligence, organization, 
abundant supply of —- may enable a manufacturer to hold his own or 
even to succeed against economic advantages favoring his competitor. Eng- 
land has all these on her side, and doubtless will make a good fight for it. 

But our manufacturers are fighting against odds. Sper ere handicapped in 
the race, and many changes an ustments are inevitable. Many formsof 
industry will have to be abandoned altogether, and though new forms may 
take their place, much capital will be lost and much ae entailed. 

But why should our people be handicapped? What national advantage can 
be shown at all commensurate to the great evils that are evident? It has, 
unfortunately, become ingrained in the English mind that gold monometallism 
is inseparable from our national prosperity. But should we not have pros- 
pered all the same up to 1873 had we been bimetallic, as France was? We 
should have enjoyed all the advantages of a fixed par of exchange none the 
less by being ourselves a party to the league. And has the nation prospered 
so much since 1873 that we are justified in frorying in monometallism? Some 
individuals have prospered, no doubt. All those who have a realized capital 
in gold have benefited. But for the bulk of the nation, for the industries 
which are the life and soul of the country, the change has been almost an un- 


mixed evil. 
GEO. JAMIESON. 


At the conclusion of my remarks I shall ask the permission of 
the Senate that the entire volume, of which Mr. Jamieson’s essay 
is a part, may be printed as a document, so that we all may see it, 
because it is a work of great research. It contains articles by two 
very able English consular officers, Mr. George Jamieson, at 
Shanghai, and Mr. Thomas Holyoke Box, at Yokohama, besides 
other articles from men eminently qualified to speak, and who 
know whereof they speak. 

Mr. Jamieson and the other English consul go at length into the 
reasons why this awakening has taken place. They say that from 
time immemorial the Asiatics were in the habit a buying Euro- 
pean goods with their regular trade-marks, and paying a fixed 

»rice therefor. They were satisfied; they did not think of manu- 

acturing themselves, and probably they would have gone on in 
the same way for hundreds of years to come but for the difference 
in exchange. After silver was demonetized the silver price of 
goodswentup. The European and American manufacturers were 
compelled to mark up the price of their goods in China and Japan 
in order to make a profit. If it costs a hundred dollars here to 
manufacture certain geet. they had to charge $150 or $200 in 

ver in order to get their money back. 

When the price of goods commenced to go up, it was regarded 
by the Chinese and the Japanese as a great hardship. They were 
unable to pay the advanced price, and they commenced ina crude 
way to manufacture the goods themselves. They soon found 
that they could do it very well. They sent ore this country 
and to England to examine the machinery, and they commenced to 
importit. Whenthey got the machinery they found that they could 
manufacture just as well as anybody else. I am told that in the 
last year there has been a great boom in England in manufactur- 
ing machinery for the Orient; that the English have received for 
such machinery about $50,000,000 in one year. I am advised that 
the only boom England has had for = isin the manufacture of 
machinery for China and Japan, and it has only just begun. 

Now, these consuls say that this can be checked by equalizin, 
exchange. If it is not equalized they all predict and figure it ou 
and make a demonstration to show that, the manufacturing of 
the world will be transferred from the Occident to the Orient, 
that Europe and America can not manufacture in competition. 
with the millions of Asia, because they are already trained. You 
do not have to train them to man ture. ey see it done, 
and they can do it. They can do any kind of manufacturing. 

The French consul at Yokohama bears testimony to the same 
fact that the English consul does, He says they can not stand the 
competition, Here. is an extract from the report of the French 
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consul at Yokohama, M. Klobukowski. He reports as follows to 
this Government: 

There is no country in the extreme East which will not be invaded by goods 
made in cogen in imitation of European wares. Some of them are stil] info. 
rior in quality; the greater number, thanks to modern machinery, are quits 
equal to ours. Both are of a cheapness which the high price of our labor wij| 
never permit us toattain. Then, again, our trade-marks are unprotected jn 
Japan. The natives have only to imitate or copy your articles without n: 
essarily acknowledging their obligation. Their amour propre does not brook 
the accusation of being mere imitators; they introduce, therefore, some tri. 
fling alteration in our machinery, and thereupon, with an easy conscience 
take out themselves a fresh patent in their own country. : 

Finally, the depreciation in other countries of their silver money gives 
Japanese and Asiatics generally an enormous advantage. For them silyor 
has lost none of its value. Their manufactyires and exportation are t} 
favored in an extraordinary degree, while the rise in the value of gold, w); 
is the money of Europe, becomes every day a more and more serious obstacle 
to the importation of our goods. 

For these reasons, says the French consul in conclusion, foreign competition 
in Japan will have before it a very heavy task, we will not say to keep itself 
alive, but to escape annihilation. 

If there is any series of facts upon any subject established be- 
yond controversy it is that the Asiatics, with 50 cents advantace 
in the difference of exchange, can undersell both Europe and 
America on all manufactured articles. It has been a question 
whether it would extend to the coal trade and to the iron trade, 
For example, about twenty years ago the Japanese found immense 
coal fields in that country, and I remember very well the excite- 
ment created thereby. Coal mines were opened, but at the surface 
the coal was not so good as it was deeper down, and the Japanese 
got into competition with coal from England, which was taken 
there in ballast, and they could not make it pay. 

The Government tried to work the coal mines and it lost money 
and quit. But when the silver price of coal went up 20 or 30 per 
cent the Japanese started on those coal mines again, and they are 
now practically supplying the great Pacific with coal. From Bom- 
bay to San Francisco you will find the Japanese, with their lines 
of steamships, furnishing the country with coal. The English 
authorities say that it is hopeless to attempt to mine coal in Aus- 
tralia or to send coal from England in competition with the Japa- 
nese, and that the Japanese have the coal trade of the Pacific. It 
is the conclusion to which they have allarrived. Australia is right 
there with all the advantage of distance, but she is on a gold basis, 
and her people, being of European descent, can not work on a level 
with the Asiatics under any circumstances, and particularly when 
the difference of exchange is 50 per cent against them. 

The world was startled at the exhibition of power which Japan 


made in the late war. War now requires mechanical skill and 
nius, without which bravery, tactics, and everything else are a 
ailure. But Japan showed mechanical skill and genius equal to 
the highest class of European or American skill. She has her iron 


works. She has an abundance of ironand coal. China, likewise, 
has an abundance of both iron and coal, with unlimited cotton 
fields. "There is nothing that we can raise that they can not pro- 
duce; and with an advantage of 50 per cent in exchange, we can 
not compete with them. 

The farmers and planters first felt this competition. While the 
equilibrium of exchange was maintained the United States had 
almost a monopoly of the market of Europe for cotton and wheat. 
No effort was made, nor could any be made, to introduce Asiatic 

roducts. Our advantage in proximity and our superior skill in 

arming more than equalized the cheap labor of Asia, and there 
was no trouble as to wheat and cotton. But when gold prices 
went down they had that advantage. To illustrate it, I may state 
that for the last one hundred or one hundred and fifty years the 
average price of a bushel of wheat in Liverpool has been an ounce 
of silver. The parity between a bushel of wheat and an ouzice of 
silver in value been most remarkable. The fluctuations have 
been slight. Sometimes when there was a short crop of wheat 
there would be a little difference between the price of an ounce 
of silver and a bushel of wheat, but taking it right along for any 
ten years the lange ps ae of a bushel of wheat and the average 
price of an ounce of silver have been the same. 

Let us see how it works. The Asiatic sends his bushel of wheat 
to Liverpool and sells it for an ounce of silver. He coins that si!- 
ver at home into more than $1.30 of our money. In India it is 
$1.37. In Japan it is about $1.30, depending upon the ratio be- 
tween gold and silver. Before the demonetization of silver the 
American farmer took his bushel of wheat to Liverpool and g0' 
his ounce of silver, and at home he could have it coined into $1.~". 
So the equilibrium of exchange kept things as they were, in fari- 
ing as well as in manufacturing. But after gold prices had gone 
down silver prices remained stationary, and the Asiatic continued 
to take his bushel of wheat to Liverpool and sell it for an ounce 
of silver and get his $1.30 or $1.37, as the case might be. 


But by and by the American took his bushel of wheat there and 
got his ounce of silver, and he could get for it only $1, then 
cents, now only 50 cents. The American farmer with his 50 cen's 
was unable, and is unable, to produce wheat in competition wit! 
the Asiatic farmer. We have told the manufacturers that all the 


time, and I sometimes fancied that it was not unpleasant to them, 
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because it gave them cheap wheat. The sameis also true of cotton. 
Before the demonetization of silver, and before there was this dif- 
ference of exchange, India exported no cotton. She now exports 
between fifty and sixty million dollars’ worth of raw cotton be- 
sides what she uses at home. Then, Egypt is producing a large 
amount of cotton. There it is produced under the British lash. 
They whip the laborers to make them work. It is necessary to 
whip them in order to get enough labor out of them to pay inter- 
est upon the English debt, or the Rothschild debt, which, by the 
way. will not bear examination as to its honesty. 

Then comes China with unlimited cotton fields and with ali 
these advantages. Something must be done, because, as all those 
officers say, and the proof is piled up beyond contradiction. if 
things remain as they are Western civilization must yield. The 
labor of this country is not only going to be put on a plane with 
Asiatic labor, but the Asiatic is going to have 50 cents advantage 
in the difference of exchange in selling his products here. Al- 
ready the products of the Western world are being excluded from 
the East, and the products of tlie East are coming to the West. 

Here is an article published in the London Times on the 28th of 
October. The London Times can tell the truth when it talks about 
India. Of course it can not tell the truth with respect to condi- 
tions here, because it can never see on this side of the Atlantic. It 
can not tellanything that itcan not findout. But it tells the truth 
about India. I ask the Secretary to read the portion I have 
marked, in order to show the anxiety of the London Times with 
respect to India. Since India’s hands have been tied by suspend- 
ing coinage, she is gradually being blotted out. Her interests are 
in danger from her own race by English laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuL.Lom in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


When lately the chairman of the Peninsular and Oriental Company looked 
forward to the time when its steamers might be built on the Yangtse Kiang and 
its head offices transferred to Tokyo, people smiled at the prediction asa piece 
of amusing hyperbole. But Sir Thomas Sutherland knew perfectly well what 
he was saying. The leading organs of British commerce in India have for 
weeks been speaking in the same tone, and with a gravity that excludes any 
sense of humor. We have from time to time narrated the steps by which 
Japan is trying to capture the markets of the far East. The new treaties 
which recognized her equality with the Western trading countries as a civil- 
ized mercantile power, her establishment of a consul-general at Bombay, the 
creation of steamer lines which shall defy Western competition by the aid of 
State subsidies, the dismissal of foreign employees in her factories, arsenals, 
and railway workshops, and the development of her mill and engineering 
productions on an enormous scale, form the industrial side of that long-pre- 

red advance of which the military aspects recently startled Europe. As 

juropean statesmen are now compelled to recognize in Japan a predominant 
factor in Eastern politics, so British capitalists and Indian mill owners are 
being forced to acknowledge her successes in the great commercial struggle 
of the nations. 

The apprehensions of the Indian manufacturers have a more serious basis 
than those of their British competitors. The Indian mills trust for their 
profits to exactly the same class of goods as the Japanese mills are mainly 
constructed to produce. The chief market for the Indian manufactures by 
steam power is the market which Japan is resolutely determined to dominate, 
and for the command of which she has geographical advantages that India 
does not possess. The Indian producers, moreover, have a cause of appre- 
hension quite apart from the natural tendencies of trade. Japan regulates 
her currency solely with a view to her own needs; the Indian currency is 
regulated only in part with an eye to Indian economic requirements. The 
overruling compulsion in Indian finance is the obligation to pay in silvera 
sum of about twenty millions a year to England in rold. India, in fact, stands 
half way between the gold-using countries of the West and the silver-using 
countries of the East, and she runs a risk of being crushed between the two. 
She has to compete in production with the cheap silver currencies of the far 
East, and she has to compete with them under the necessity of manipulating 
her currency to suit the chief gold-using country of the West. 

India enters on the struggle with her mints closed and with the mints of 
Japan open. The avowed object of the closing of the Indian mints is to cre- 
ate an artificial scarcity of coin in India and to give to the rupee an artificial 
value. We have from the first pointed out the economic dangers incident to 
this experiment. It may be extremely convenient to Indian financiers to dis- 
charge their — debt to England with the help of an appreciated rupee, but 
it is extremely inconvenient to Indian producers to pay in a scarce rupee the 
cost of manufactures for which they have to take exchange payment in the 
Seeted silver currency of the farther East. In peserecn as the 
artificial appreciation of the rupee affords perenens relief to Indian offi- 
cial finance in regard to gold Ghiientions. it lays a permanent burden upon 
Indian production in the competition with silver-using countries. 

It is this combination of artificial and natural difficulties which intensifies 
the anxieties of the Indian mill owners at present. The Calcutta and Bom- 
bay newspapers state the case with perfect clearness. ‘‘ Manufacturing su- 

macy,’ says the Bombay Gazette, ‘‘is not an inalienable property; it can 
tr erred from one country toanother. We recently made reference 
to the fact that one of the Chinese viceroys has erected not only a great cot- 
ton mill, covering 6 acres, but iron and steel works on an immense scale. 
What one viceroy has done on his own initiative the Japanese propose to do 
systematically throughout China.” The territorial ambitions of Japan in 
regard to China have for the moment received acheck. But the industrial 
exploitation of China forms a fixed principle in Japan’s international pro- 
ramme. The Japanese are quite willing to allow other nations to share with 
em in the commercial benefits to be derived from the opening up of China 
to foreign trade, for they know when once this opening up has n effected 
their phical ition will give them predominant advantages in the 
competition with Western producers. They believe that they can command 
in a cheaper and more disciplined labor than can be obtained either in 
Europe or in India. When the last mail left Bombay two Japanese missions 
of ing from the Cotton Spinners’ Association and the ber of Com- 
merce at Tokyo were at Shanghai, with instructions to travel inland and to 
report on localities for erecting cotton mills to be worked by Chinese labor, 
but under Japanese supervision and with Japanese capital. 

Meanwhile Japan has determined to supply her own wants. It is stated 

that only one-fourth of her requirements are now imported, as against 67 per 
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eent six years ago. Ever more striking s her determination to get rid of 
European help in the actual work of production. ‘Since the date, now four 
years ago,’ says the Bombay Gazette, ** when the foreign mill managers all 
received notice on one day that their services would no longer be required 
after the expiry of the notice, not a single man of Western birth has been 
engaged in the cotton mills, and the half million odd spindles at work are 
entirely under indigenous direction. There are 2,100 ee of railway open 
and 400 miles more under construction; but the only foreign assistance in 
their working is that of a solitary Scotchman, whose ties to the country have 
been strengthened by -his marrying a Japanese girl.’’ Even in the arsenals, 
with their rapid turn-out of arms of precision, only two or three Europeans 
now remain. The coasting trade has passed entirely into the hands of Japa- 
nese shippers and engineers. A similar process is going on throughout the 
whole merchant navy of Japan, and is only retarded by the expediency of 
having captains and chief engineers who hold English certificates, with a 
view to securing favorable insurance rates. But at any momentthe Japanese 
Government may organize a system of marine insurance which will oust the 
British employees from this last foothold in Japanese enterprise. The results 
already attained justify Sir Alfred Lyall’s forecast of the new era when the 
industrial inventions by which Europe has hitherto prevailed over Asia will 
be turned against their inventors. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to call particular attention to one 
sentence from the article which has been read by the Secretary: 

India enters on the struggle with her mints closed and with the mints of 
Japan open. 


That tells the whole story. It tells the story that was told to 
English statesmen when they proposed to cut off the competition 
with English manufacturers by putting India on a gold basis. 
The textile fabric associations of England demonstrated to Par- 
liament that they could not compete in manufacturing with India, 
their own province; that the difference of exchange was more 
prohibitory than the McKinley act, and they furnished the tables 
to show the fact. And they asked that the difference of exchange 
be equalized by the restoration of silver. The British Govern- 
ment would not doit. They said, ‘‘ We will equalize it by putting 
India on a gold basis,” and they carried out their purpose. They 
suspended coinage and put a duty of 5 per cent on silver. 

When England did that it was said to them that China and 
Japan would come into the field and be just as formidable rivals 
as India; that they had unlimited resources of every sort, mate- 
ria], and labor to supply the world with all kinds of manufactures. 
The English laughed at the statement, and said China and Japan 
were too slow; that they would never wake up, because they had 
been asleep for hundreds of years. They sent a commission to 
Japan to induce that Government to join with them in adopting 
the gold standard. The commission started while our Congress 
was in extra session. While we were engaged in repealing the 
last law that provided for silver money that commission went to 
Japan. Japan sent a commission here. I myself spent weeks 
with the members of it. They went to England and to India, 
and they resolved to stand by the money of their fathers, and 
have good times. It was impossible for England to deceive the 
Japanese. 

But what occurred? After the late Chinese-Japanese war was 
over, the powers united with Russia to deny to Japan the fruits of 
her victory. I inquired of a very intelligent Englishman why 
they did that. I asked him what was the relation between Japan 
and Russia. ‘‘Ah,” he said, ‘Russia will not injure us, but 
Japan will.” I asked him, ‘‘How will Japan injure you?” He 
replied that ‘‘Japan is our most dangerous rival in -manufac- 
tures. Europe recognizes that fact, and that is what makes 
Europe a unit against Japan.” If they could have found any 
excuse to crush Japan by arms, they would have enslaved the 
Japanese, and the only danger which threatens those people is 
the combination of Europe to subjugate them and destroy their 
industrial capacity. 

The grave question is presented, Will the American people be as 
wise as the Japanese? Willthey havea policy of theirown? Will 
they have a financial and political and commercial policy of their 
own as Japan has, or will they allow the creditor combination in 
Great Britain to govern and impoverish them? What a spectacle 
we present compared with Japan. Twenty years ago we mocked 
her as a barbarous country. She was notallowed to have treaties 
with the civilized nations of the world on equal terms. To-day 
she is recognized by all,and feared by all Europe. To-day she is 

yrosperous beyond anything in her history, and equal to anything 
in the history of modern nations. 

Twenty years ago we were the richest and proudest nation on 
earth. Our credit was the best in the world. Nay, it was a 
shorter time ago. Onlya few years ago United States bonds bear- 
ing 4 per cent, running eighteen years, sold for 27 premium. 
Last February the same character of bonds, running thirty years, 
sold for 44 premium, and this, too, after the gold combination 
had been at work for twenty years to improve the currency of the 
country. Before they improved the credit by putting us on a gold 
basis there was no limit to the credit of the country, and no limit 
to the respect of mankind for us. Twenty years ago, before we 
submitted to the rule of the British syndicate of gold gamblers, 
we were an independent and self-respecting people. Twenty years 
ago we were not spending hundreds of millions per annum to buy 
aristocratic husbands for our daughters. Twenty years ago we 
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were not aping foreign manners as we are now doing. Twenty 
years ago we could pay as we went without taxing the people be- 

ond endurance. wenty years ago the people were at work. 

ow millions in this favored land are in enforced idleness, starv- 
ing for bread. With all this, produced by destroying the money 
of the Constitution, by cutting in two our metallic money, we hear 
from the other end of the avenue—what? We hear a command 
from the Executive to destroythe greenback and cause $500,000,000 
more of contraction. That is the remedy which is proposed to us! 

Why can not the United States take a step forward? Why can 
we not have some of the patriotism that made this country inde- 
pendent? Weare told that we can not do it because we do not 
want to be in company with half-civilized nations. We are told 
that the most civilized nations in the world have gold alone for 
their money and if we are to be more civilized we must do as 
they do. Do not the civilized nations of the world do some things 
that we do not want»to do? Must we have war and revolution 
because other civilized nations have them? Civilized nations 
have monarchies, despotisms, classes. Do we want them? There 
is just as much reason for inaugurating a monarchy here as 
there is in indorsing the financial policy of the — syndicate of 
London. Ah, aristocracy and the gold standard are one. They 
have sprung from the same source. The leading financial jour- 
nals of Great Britain say that pro y must rule, and the only 
way to give property supremacy is by contraction to the gold 
standard. They say that it is dangerous to let the people prosper, 
for that produces democracy. Every crowned head in Europe 
is a servant of this gold combination. The crowned heads of 
Europe rest for security upon the fol combination of London. 
They make peace or war as dictated by the Rothschilds combina- 
tion. Monarchy and the gold standard have joined hands to en- 
slave mankind. 

I am for anew Declaration of Independence. Iam for an Amer- 
ican policy. Iam for the money of the Constitution. I am for 
the use of both silver and gold to stop falling prices. Iam for more 
money to make enterprise possible. I am for more money to set 
the masses to work. The labor of the country reproduces the 
wealth of the country every few years. The enforced idleness of 
the last three years has destroyed four times as much property as 
the war between the sections. There is nothing so destructive to 
civilization, to prosperity, to law and order, to good government 
as enforced idleness. But the powers that govern want enforced 
idleness and poverty, so that they can govern. You see that con- 
dition everywhere in our country. Go where you will, you hear 
people say, ‘‘If I had money I would go into conventions; I would 

y attention to political matters; but these times are so hard that 

can not get time to read a new: All I can do is to get 
bread for my family.” And that is the situation in which it is 
proposed to keep them. It is a mockery to call this a free 

overnment when the money powers control everything. What 
office in the gift of the present Administration has not been at the 
disposal of Wall street? What favors are there for the man who 
rebels against Wall street, I do not care what party he is in? 
What can he get from this Administration, or what can his con- 
stituents get, and what favors could he get from the last Admin- 
istration? 

The gold-standard combination appoints all your officers. They 
go further; they are in your conventions and they furnish the 
money for the two et It is time, I say, that the American 
amr took this matterin their own hands. I tell you, my fellow- 

nators, if the powers that are congregated here should continue 
to be the servants of the money powers of Europe, the time is not 
far distant when the American a will this matter in 
hand, and there will be a political revolution at the ballot box 
before the chains of slavery are permanently fastened upon the 
limbs of enterprise in this country. 

Another year or two will make times much worse. Another 

ear or two will bring Asiatic goods into every town and village 
this country. Another year or two will put millions out of em- 
loyment. Whocan contemplate such a result? Everyone who 
ows anything knows that the misery in this country must be 


attributed to bad legislation and maladministration. Everyone 
who knows anything knows that twenty years of ‘ound peace 
and abundant harvests in a country of unlimited resources can 
not be the cause of hard times; andno mancan any other 


Segeeene but the aay Saree Inno other department 
has there been a revolution. that department there has been a 
revolution that has destroyed half the world’s money. In that 
department there has been a revolution that has converted silver 
obligations into gold obligations. In that department the laws of 
Congress ave been treated as chaff. In that department gold 
lers and or changers have been supreme, and the result 
‘ before you. Will you continue it? If you will, you will hear 
Sans So eaoivedents Gala ie hamer-tenn ook ee an ac tees 
ng to understand, w an i 
will make the bravest man tremble. 
I hope that this question will be examined by every Senator, 
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that he may know we have an industrial rival at our doors with 
whom we can not compete, and that there must be some rem. 
dial legislation or the times in this coun will be so sad as to 
make the heart of man bleed. Such a time is coming, and I think 
it is the duty of every Senator to examine the situation and lear) 
for himself what the trouble is. Cease to take the mandates of 
foreign syndicates. Cease to treat Wall street as the only part of 
this coun Cease to deny that the operations of Wall street 
disturb the business of the country. The business of the country 
is disturbed as bad as it can be. You can not make it worse. 
Nothing can be worse than taking the people’s money away fro) 
them. There can be no prosperity without money. You have 
taken away from the people their money. You say they shal! 
have nothing but gold as a circulating medium. Gold never (ji, 
circulate among the masses of the people and never can, and to-day 
you are discussing the propriety of depriving them of all money. 
for when all money but gold is destroyed the people will have 10 
money. 

It may be suggested that we allow private corporations to issue 
money and speculate among the people and expand and contract 
the currency at their pleasure. That would be worse than no 
money. When you take from the Government its sovereign au 
thority to create money and give it to private speculators, you 
abdicate everything that is good in somnenen you destroy all 
that government was made for. ere you punish individu 
criminally for making money or counterfeiting money becaus» it 
is such a sacred right; but you propose to destroy all money excupt 
gold and set the speculators to robbing the people. 

I ain opposed to bank rule. I want them to get out of the goy- 
erning business. They have governed badly; they have broue))t 
misery upon the people. We have had bank government for 
twenty years, and it has produced more misery than was ever 
in this country before. e want them to attend to the banking 
business and to get out of the governing business. The idea thut 
it is the business of banks to create money is what I oppose. The 
only connection the Government now has with the banking )usi- 
ness is the creation of the office of the Comptroller of the Currency; 
ad ent to help them run the banks. We do not need it 
We do not want to pay interest on money for the benefit of the 
bankers. I am in favor of getting out of the banking business 
altogether and going into the governing business. No couutry 
can prosper without going into the governing business, and such 
governing business is the creation of money. 

Look what Governments have done when they have been in the 
governing business. Take the Roman Republic for two hundred 
years and you find that it made conquests and brought in the gold 
of other countries. Rome had metal pieces stamped and she reg- 
ulated the quantity, and during that time she got power enongh 
to conquer the world. Venice made her credit full legal tender 
and exempted it from execution, and during the Dark Ages she 
maintained a position as the great commercial nation of the world. 
For six hundred years her paper was good in every part of the 
world because it paid debts and taxesat home. She exercised her 

overning functions. England went into the governing busin ss 

uring the Napoleonic wars and suspended specie payments 
created money that not only conquered Napoleon, but extended 
the commerce of England more than it had been extended for one 
hundred years preceding. 

We went into the governing business in part during the war 
We should go into the governing business absolutely. Thais 
Stevens brought in a bill to create money, greenbacks, but \\ «ll 
street came here and mutilated it so as to deprive it of its | 
tions of paying duties on imports. But still, with that paper 
crippled to that extent, the Government was in the governing 
business, and it was the greenback, crippled as it was, that [u 
nished the means of carrying on the war. The greenback cost 
no interest; it saved us from destruction. But bankers, in order 
to get the Government out of the banking business, had the 1a- 
tional banks created and then retired the greenbacks largely «11 
issued bonds to retire them and paid interest on the bonds to 
enable the banks to issue circulation which was no better (0 
the greenbacks. It was no better because it was redeemable in 

backs. Itwasnotas good; butit made money for the bankers 
and gave them power to expand and contract the currency; «1 
that was the beginning of the bank rule which has brought mis ry 
to every household in the land. That was the first step. 

The next step was to get rid of silver, to make money scarce. t? 
—— bankers a monopoly of thé circulation, and to give te 

dholders and money changers 2 for 1. These steps have 0° 
on a they are considered the established policy of the Govern 
men : 

See where we are now. Weare unable to pay current expenses. 


Weare increasing our foreign debts from $200,000,000 to $90). 
000,000 annually, and we are owing money to pay interest on 
borrowed money. We have tosell our products in the gold mark:'ts 


of E . Wecan not get enough for them to pay for our !m- 
peste thle seer. Last year we did have a surplus to apply on our 
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debts. This year our imports are added to the debt, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States says that he is borrowing money to 
maintain the gold standard. For whom? For the people? No; 
for the creditors; and he is borrowing money to pay them. There 
is no other way to pay them according to the fixed policy of car- 
rying on the Government. Are we to be told that 70,000,000 peo- 
ple can not conduct a profitable business in time of peace? That 
is the situation produced by the gold policy. 

Then they propose to increase taxation, to destroy more money; 
to make money scarcer and times harder. Some propose tariff and 
other forms of taxation. You have the people taxed to death now. 
Peoplecan not stand taxation when they are out of business. The 
tax they are paying now is four times as hard to pay as it would 
be to pay double the tax if they were doing business. That is what 
ails the country; the people can not stand the present taxation. 

But the President tells us in his bland language that although 
prices are falling it is a blessing, because we have to buy as well 
as to sell. The fixed charges upon the people of this country for 
taxes, for interest, for educating the children, and for other mat- 
ters that have to be provided for in money, take all the proceeds 
of labor, and leave little or nothing with which to buy. e fact 
that prices are so low means bankruptcy. There is no compensa- 
tion in low prices to the producer when he has nothing with which 
to buy. 

Take the manufacturers of the East. Protection will do them 
no good while the West and the producing sections are impover- 
ished by low prices, made low by the contraction of the currency 
and by competition with the Asiatics. You can not get relief in 
that direction. Pile up your tariff and it will do no good. 
tariff on manufactured articles will not protect us against Asia. 
You may have a tariff on raw material and everything else, and 
you may pile it up, and you can not keep out Asiatic products with 
the present rate of exchange. As long as the difference in exchange 
gives them 50 cents advantage you have got to build a Chinese 
wall around the country to keep them out. 

But a tariff on manufactured articles is unfair under those cir- 
cumstances, because the farmers have been impoverished by this 
competition, and you can not raise the price of manufactured 
articles artificially, because the farmer can not pay it unless you 
will allow him to prosper. Give him more money, give him pros- 
perity, and he will buy your goods. Senators talk about overpro- 
duction as the cause. It is underconsumption. Nobody’s wants 
are supplied. Everyone who will reflect for a moment will know 
that the wants of man grow faster than he can supply them. If 
he has money with which to buy he will buy everything that con- 
duces to his happiness. That gives employment and makes employ- 
ment. There will always be overproduction, because there can 
be no consumption to equal the production with only one kind of 
money. Itisunderconsumption that is the trouble in this country. 

I hope that this question will be examined, and that the Ameri- 
can people will realize wherein they have been robbed by the rule 
of the banks, and see if they will not contend for the rule of the 
people under the Constitution as it was ordained by the fathers. 

lask to have the papers to which I referred, on ‘‘ The silver 
question: Injury to British trade and manufactures,” printed as a 
document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hansprovuau in the chair). 
a ee be no objection, it will be so ordered. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to address the 
Senate at this time; but in the line of the remarks made by the 
Senator from Nevada I send to the desk a paper that I should like 
to have printed as a public document. It is an article by Mr. H. 
Kopsch, a fellow of the Royal Geographical Society of Great Brit- 
ain, who is, I understand, connected with the diplomatic service 
at Shanghai. It is a very conservative and well-written article 
on the precise subject upon which the Senator from Nevada has 
—s dressing the Senate. I ask to have it printed as a docu- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. The question is on agreeing to the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that the resolution may lie over. Other 
Senators may wish to submit some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution for the printing of the report of the Board 
of Managers of the National Soldiers’ Home, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
ees eet resolution (H. Res. 7) otitis for the printing of 
the y Summary Statement of Imports and Exports of the 
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Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; and it was signed by 
the Vice-President. 


CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hanssprouen). The first 
order of business on the Calendar under Rule IX will beannounced. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 236) to provide for proper dispo- 
sition of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during sessions of Con- 
gress, 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask that that bill be made the unfinished busi- 
ness to be taken up at 2 o’clock every day until disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
bill stands as the unfinished business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I ask that it be passed over temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the bill will be temporarily passed over. 


NATIONAL AND STATE SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 16, 1895 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 500 copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the National 
Soldiers’ Home and 500 copies of the report of the Assistant Inspector-General 
of State Homes for the use of the officers of said National an } State Homes; 
150 copies of each of said reports to be bound in the usual form 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjeurn. 

Themotion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 17, 1895, 
at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 16, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. CoupeEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


REPORTS, ETC., REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following documents; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, witha 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of project and estimate 
of cost for the improvement of Pine River, at St. Clair City, 
Mich. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, final report of Col. George H, 
Elliot on improvement of Dalecarlia reservoir. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of plan and estimate 
for improving Belle River, Michigan. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of plan and estimate 
for the improvement of Sebewaing River, Michigan. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


REMOVAL OF TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIANS, NORTH DAKOTA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs relating to the removal of the 
Turtle Mountain Indians, in North Dakota, and a copy of a bill 
ratifying an agreement with the Indians, and making appropria- 
tion for carrying the same into effect; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of 
the Commissioner of Railroads to the Secretary of the Interior for 
the year 1895; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR PROPAGATION OF FOOD FISHES DURING THE 
FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1895. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Chief Clerk and Acting Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries trans- 
mitting a statement showing expenditures under all appropriations 
for propagation of food fishes during the fiscal year cnbea June 
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80, 1895, and also under certain other appropriations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings filed by the court in the case of Mrs. Rowena k and 
Annie Lawrence against the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases 
wherein claimants for recompense for stores and supplies alleged 
to have been furnished the Government have failed to prove loy- 
alty; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RULES. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Spee I desire the attention 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] a moment, to see if 
we can agree a an order for to-morrow touching consideration 
of Rules Xand XI. Itis desirable, as I believe, that the rules of the 
Fi%ty-first Congress, which are the rules of this Congress, in view 
of the increase in the membership of the House, should provide 
substantially for the membership of the committees as they were 
in the last Congress; and that would require an amendment. I 
would say, also, that it is in the minds of the majority, or at least 
some of them, to present for the consideration of the House thé 
creation of additional Elections Committees, with jurisdiction 
similar to the election committee in former Congresses; and I 
have drawn this resolution. 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, December 17, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, it shall be in order to consider amendments to Rules X and: XI 
of the House. 

These are the rules that create the committees and fix their 
jurisdiction; and I would be glad, if it meets the approval of this 
side and the other side, by unanimous consent, that order might 
be adopted. 

Mr.OCRISP. Mr. Speaker, of course I can only speak for myself. 
As I understand the purpose of the majority, it is to increase the 
standing committees from the number provided for by the rules 
of the eo Congress substantially to the number provided 
for in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses, which were 
made after the last apportionment and after the increase in the 
membership of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is correct. 

Mr. CRISP. To that proposition I am very sure, so far as I 
have heard an expression, there would be absolutely no objection 
upon this side, and the gentleman, I think, can now take that 
order without any postponement of the question at all—that he 
will simply take such an order as he desires to increase the com- 
mittees as suggested. To the other proposition of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, looking to the multiplication of the Committee 
on Elections, I am equally sure that on this side there will be 
some objection. So far asI am neey concerned, I have no 
objection at all to agreeing to take up the question whenever it 
suits the majority to present it. I understand very well, and only 
mention it because those gentlemen who are not familiar with the 
old rules must understand, that this request is made because there 
is no Committee on Rules, If there were a Committee on Rules, 
that committee could make a — which would be privileged, 
and the matter could come up; but there being no Committee on 
Rules, it requires unanimous consent to bring this matter up for 
discussion. I say that so far as I am concerned, I have no pa 
tion whatever, and I do not think this side has, to the order increas- 
ing the number and membership of the standing committees. As 
to the other proposition, to take it up to-morrow and debate it, I 
have no objection to that. Of course, I can but speak for myself. 
I have no objection to taking it up to debate it, but I have objec- 
tion to the proposition after it comes up. 

Mr. C ON of Illinois. The ution makes it in order to 
offer amendments to these tworules to-morrow. Then, of course 
the whole subject is in the possession of the House on the several 
propositions that probably would be offered by way of amend- 
ments, increasing the number of Elections committees. I have 
made this announcement, so that both sides of the House might 
be informed as to the amendments that probably would be offered. 
Of course it would be considered under the o rules of the 
House, if this resolution is agreed to, and would be for the House 
to take such order as it saw poneee I will ask unanimous con- 
sent for the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEA . The gentleman from Ilinois asks unanimous 
consent for the adoption of the resolution which the Clerk will 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Tessie, December 17, immediately after the renting of 
——— er to consider amendments to Rules X and XI of 
couse. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to agreeing to the resoly.- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none; accordingly tho 
resolution is agreed to. ; 


PROCEEDINGS OF BOARD OF MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous conse 
for the mn consideration of the resolution which I send to t}). 
Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved came House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That thera 
be printed copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the Nativya| 
Soldiers’ Home and 500 copies of the report of the Assistant Inspector (4.1. 
eral of State Homes for the use of the officers of said National and State 
Homes, 150 copies of each of said reports to be bound in the usual form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of tho 
resolution just read? 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that the standing 
rule for printing does not provide any copies for the use of the 
officers of the Homes, who, of course, require these proceedings 
for a pereeees, and therefore this resolution is offered, 
The binding of the 150 copies specified in the resolution will cost, 
I am informed, about 25 cents a volume. I have conferred with 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and he tells 
me that this is the usual course to pursue in such cases. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not inclined to object, Mr. 
Speaker, but I simply want to say again that it is perfectly evi- 
dent that from the beginning to the end of this Congress we are 
to have special provisions of this kind all along the line, growing 
largely out of the legislation of the last Congress in relation to 
printing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. This is certainly a very inexpensive matter, and 
it is absolutely necessary that the officers of the Homes should 
have copies of their own proceedings for their guidance. As | 
have already said, no provision is made for the printing of copies 
for their use, and therefore this resolution is necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman from Indiana any infor- 
mation as to what it will cost to print these copies? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir; but the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
RICHARDSON], who is more familiar with these matters than I 
am, can probably give the gentleman the information. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. STEELE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
= the concurrent resolution was adopted was laid on the 
table. 

PAYMENT OF SALARIES FOR DECEMBER. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk a resolution for which I shall ask immediate consideration. 
After the resolution is read I will also ask permission to make a 
brief statement in connection with the request. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and employees of the Scnate 


and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of 
December, 1895, on the 20th day of said month. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and instructed 
to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Represeta- 
tives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries for the month of 
December, 189, on the 20th day of said month. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution 
simply conforms to the precedents in such cases. Such a resolu- 
tion has been regularly passed at this season of the year, and un- 
less there is objection to the resolution I will ask now for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I believe the resolution 
is the ordinary one, and very yoopes generally, but I do not recol- 
lect just what the precedents have been in this respect at the or- 
ganization of anew House. For instance, take an outgoing e1- 
ployee who went out of office, say, on the 1st, 2d, or 3d day of this 
session; does this resolution pay him a month’s salary? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Or anincoming employee who comes 
in at some time during this month, say to-day; does this resolu- 
tion a a month’s salary? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It does not pay him a month's 
salary. It simply pays him for the portion of the month for whic! 
he is entitled to Sepennetee, beginning on the day of his appoint- 
ment. It provides for paying the employees that are on the roster 


on the of December what is due them for the month, the 
same as they would be paid ordinarily on the 8ist of the month. 
Mr. Y. In other words, it simply substitutes the 2Uth 


~_< this month for the pogoke pay may. 
. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thatisall. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, it pays these employees ten 
days in advance. 


. WILLIAM A. STONE. It pays in advance for ten days. 
The same thing has been done by every Congress. I have here 
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references to the similar resolutions that have been adopted by 
every Congress. 
A MEMBER. 
of the 20th? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In response to the inquiry of my 
friend on the other side, I will say that the date as originally named 
has been changed from the 19th to the 20th upon the suggestion of 
Mr. Snyder, the disbursing clerk of the last House. I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was read twice, ordered to been- 
ossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


LAND ALLOTMENTS IN OKLAHOMA, ETC. 


Mr. FLYNN. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a resolution of inquiry which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas by act of Congress approved March 2, 1895, an agreement between 
the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in Oklahoma and United States 
commissioners was duly ratified and provision made for the allotment of 
lands therein to the Wichita Indians, and providing for the opening of the 
surplus lands after allotment to homestead settlement: and 

hereas the Secretary of the Interior has wholly failed to appoint agents 
to allot said lands as provided in said act: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report 
to this House, first, the reasons and causes operating, if any, to delay the ap- 
pointment of allotting agents and the allotting o: said lands to said Indians; 
second, whether any of his connectionsor relations by blood or marriage are 
acting as attorneys for said Indians, orany party or parties interested in de- 
laying the opening of the same to settlement. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. This resolution does not conform to the ordi- 
nary language of resolutions of inquiry calling on Departments 
for such information—— 

Mr. FLYNN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask the Clerk to pass me the resolution for 
amoment. I think I am correct in the statement I made. 

Mr. FLYNN. The resolution does not allude to anybody that 
the gentleman from Tennessee has had imported into Oklahoma. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not import. 

Mr. FLYNN. No; but Hoke Smith does for you. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As to that, I do not seek any controversy. I 
am not here in any spirit of levity or captiousness. But resolu- 
tions of this kind calling on heads of Departments or other execu- 
tive officers for information usually leave a discretion with those 
officers. This resolution does not. I think, therefore, it ought to 
be referred to the appropriate committee when appointed. 

Mr. FLYNN. I hope the gentleman will not object to the 
House knowing whether or not Hoke Smith’s relatives are being 
employed—whether Indian treaties and the opening up of lands 
are being held up by men claiming to be his friends. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will put his resolution in 
the ordinary form—— 

Mr. FLYNN. Itis. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We will pass it without a stump speech. 

Mr. FLYNN. I submit that it isin the ordinary form. This 
is not the first resolution I have introduced into this House. 

Mr.McMILLIN. If the gentleman has no desire to put his reso- 
lution in the usual form, I will ask that it go to the appropriate 
committee. 

Mr. FLYNN. I will ask that the resolution be amended in com- 
pliance with the gentleman’s request by inserting ‘‘if not incom- 
patible with the public service.” 

‘ Mr. McMILLIN. I thought the gentleman had it in the usual 
orm. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam accepting the penyees amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not offerit. I am glad the gentleman 
has got information as to the proper form. 

Mr. FLYNN. I will offer the resolution, then, inaform to suit 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection tothe 
consideration of the resolution as amended? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

aan SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] 
objects. 
: FLYNN. I understand the objection was to the amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objected to the 
consideration of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. MADDOX. I withdraw my objection. I did not under- 


stand the Hy ition. 

The SP. ‘AKER. The objection of the gentleman from Georgia 
being withdrawn, is there further objection to the consideration 
of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FLYNN. I merely desire to say that I appreciate the kind- 
ness of the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. The last Congress provided for the allotment of certain 
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lands in Oklahoma, and it appropriated money for that purpose. 
A provision was inserted in that bill compelling the Secretary to 
open those lands to settlement within a year after the allotments 
were made. It was thought that that would be sufficient to cause 
those lands to be thrown open. Prior to that he waited two years 
after allotting lands in the Kickapoo matter before it suited his 
sweet will to declare them open for settlement. The proviso in 
that last bill compelled him to open the lands within a year after 
the allotments were made. Now, to take advantage of the House 
and defeat the intention of the act he has refused to appoint the 
allotting agents. This resolution asks him why he has done so 
and whether or not it is a fact that his relatives are being employed 
in this case as attorneys for the Indians. I think this will be 
answered conclusively by the Secretary. Itis a well-known fact 
nobody will deny it, so report says—that Hoke Smith has got a lot 
of relatives hanging around here who hold up men who want 
treaties or contracts ratified. One contract was handed me this 
morning under which a man claiming to be a relative of Hoke 
Smith was to get $2,700 provided he got the Secretary to ratify a 
certain agreement. It is time that we ought to know about these 
things. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time, 
but will yield to the gentleman from Florida if he wishes to aska 
question. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to ask 
the gentleman a question and do not desire that he should yield 
to me any of his time. I propose to make a few remarks of my 
own, called forth by the extraordinary speech of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, to which we have just listened. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam glad I have succeeded in stirring up the 
gentleman. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. 
please take his seat. I have the floor. [{Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will take their seats, and order 
must be preserved on the floor. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma has used language in the House to-day which induces 
me to take the floor for the purpose of submitting a few remarks 
in reply. 

I had the honor, sir, of sitting over in the ‘‘ Cherokee Strip” for 
a whole Congress in the very near vicinity of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma, and I have been very much surprised this morning to 
hear a gentleman who is usually courteous and should be pos- 
sessed with a proper idea of the ordinary usages of deportment as 
practiced in this House, the requirements of a proper and respect- 
ful demeanor in addressing the House on public subjects, and the 
proper observance of due courtesy to any Department of the Gov- 
ernment; I say that I am surprised that he should have indulged 
in language this morning which I think, when he comes to reflect 
upon it after the House shall have adjourned to-day, he will him- 
self very greatly regret. 

Mr. Speaker, no member of this House, even though he happens 
to be a Republican—a member of that large majority now in power 
upon this floor upon a temporary wave of public sentiment— 
{laughter on the Republican side] the force of which wave gen- 
tlemen are liable very greatly to overestimate, and the duration 
of which they might have learned by former experience, and very 
bitter former experience, too, is not to be absolutely counted upon— 
I say that no member of this House should refer to a member of 
the Cabinet of the President, the Secretary of one of the great 
Departments of the Government, in such terms as the gentleman 
from Oklahoma has seen proper to employ this morning. If he 
has any criticism to make, if there are any facts relating to the 
conduct of public officials which he deems it desirable the House 
should be in possession of, there is a proper and a customary 
manner in which toapply for such information, and notin language 
which will shock the sense of all gentlemen who have due regard 
for what should be the conduct of business in the House. 

I did not object to the consideration of the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Oklahoma (although it struck me 
it might be objectionable, although I did not hear it very well) 
for the reason that it sought information pertaining to local affairs 
of the Territory represented by the gentleman himself. But when 
he uses language of personal disrespect of a high official of the 
Government and of a man who deservedly stands as high before 
the people of this country as any man who sits on this floor, I sub- 
mit that he abuses the unanimous consent for which he is indebted 
to the courtesy of this side of the House. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that any remarks of mine 
should have hurt the tender feelings of the gentleman from the 
magnolia State, but let me say, sir, that I came 1,700 miles last 
summer for the purpose of trying to see the President of the United 
States and ask him in regard to this very question—the dereliction 
of the Secretary of the Interior in executing the law of Congress. 

When I called there I was notified by his private secretary, Mr. 
Thurber, to wait and write him a note, and he said he would see 


The gentleman from Oklahoma will 
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the President and see whether or not it would be ble for him 
to see me. I wrote the note in compliance with Mr. Thurber’s re- 
quest and waited a week, but never heard from him. Then I 
wrote a personal note to the President, asking for five minutes in 
which to lay certain matters concerning Oklahoma before him, 
saying that I did not expect if that letter went into the hands of 
his private secretary that I would ever get to see him, because I 
knew that he did not want me to; and then, never hearing a reply 
from that, I wrote to the Secretary of the Interior and asked him if 
he would not kindly advise me why the allotting agents, in con- 
formity to this law, had not been appointed. Not receiving a re- 
ply to the first communication, I directed a second one to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. Hestated in hisletter to me that the 
matter had been called to the attention of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and that he had not been requested to act in the matter. I 
sent to the Secretary of the Interior that answer of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, with another request, asking for some 
information in relation to the matter, but never have received any 


reply. 

f ‘the facts which I have stated concerning the Secretary of the 
Interior are objectionable to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CoorrrR] he should go and coach the gentleman who is placed 
there to preside over the destinies of a branch of the nation the 
magnitude of which was inknown to the gentleman from Georgia, 
except in the school district in which he resided, until he was dis- 
covered by Grover Cleveland. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
The Territory of Oklahoma, where 300,000 American citizens reside, 
has received nothing but calumny, vituperation, and abuse at the 
hands of this gentleman whom the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
Coorer]| undertakes to defend. J* there has ever been a good 
deed for which Hoke Smith has received credit, if the gentleman 
will examine into the record, he will find that it was performed b 
some of his subordinates in the Department, who had more g 
American horse sense than he had. I have some feeling in this 
matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You appear to have. 

Mr. FLYNN. The people of Oklahoma have a right to have 
some feeling. They have been mistreated, not at the hands of this 
Congress, and, I will say freely to the gentleman from Florida 
{Mr. CoorEr], not at the hands of the last Congress, although it 
was Democratic. The people of Oklahoma were honorably treated 
by the last Congress, and t y are going to be treated in the same 
way by this Congress, and I trust that the country will know 
whether or not a man is allowed to preside over the destinies of 
our Territory (Hoke Smith virtually does) ,in the person of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who will allow private communications to 
remain on his desk unanswered when a poor homesteader in a 
dugout and his children are going around barefoot for nine months 
because the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Hoke Smith, has not 
sufficient time to ee the matter consideration. iBesienee on 
the Republican side.] I have no hogy oe with Hoke Smith. 
There never has been a Secretary of the Interior since the founda- 
tion of the Government who has devoted less time to his public 
duties than this gentleman does, who is parading around the coun- 
try saying he has changed his mind on the money question. [Ap- 
plause and laughter on the Republican side. } 

I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF DOCUMENT RELATING TO VENEZUELA BOUNDARY. 


Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. . 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a reprint shall be made of Senate Document No. 226, first ses- 

sion Fiftieth Congress, relating to the Vonezuela boundary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that, pending the right 
to object, the gentleman will make a statement in regard to it. 
This document is probably out of print, and we know nothing 
about it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will state 
for the information of the House what the document is. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8 , this document is out of print. A 
very great demand for it has arisen. It is a document covering 
perhage 200 or 225 pages. It is stereotyped, and can be readily 

urnished to the House. As we are e ting, since the return of 
the President from North Carolina, to hear something from Vene- 
zuela, we should like, of course, to have this preliminary informa- 
tion accessible to the present Congress, It is not now attainable, 
excepting in the hall Tasers, and even there the volume in which 
this document is bound has been withdrawn from the files by 
somebody who is studying the question. 
Pen 9 SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

n 


Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman tell us the exact number of 
—— that would be printed under this resolution? 

r. LACEY. That will be fixed by the printing statute. I do 
not remember the number. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say to the gentleman that I heartily 
approve of the resolution. This isa very important document, 
and should be in the hands of every member of the House; but | 
doubt very much whether, under that resolution, a sufficient num- 
ber wil! be printed to supply members with such copies as they 


need, 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask if the gentleman has any suggestion to 
make as to the number that should be printed? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest that 500 copies be printed for 
the use of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. I think there would be 2,000 copies under the 
statute, and that that will be a sufficient number. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman a —— How many copies do you propose to print? 

Mr. LACEY. The number fixed by the statute. I think it is 
2,000, but I am not sure. 

Mr, McCREARY of Kentuc Is it 2,000 or 1,000? 

Mr. LACEY. My idea was that whatever number the statute 
fixes is ees to be ample. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman think that 
there ought to be more printed than the number necessary for 
distribution among Members and Senators? 

Mr. LACEY. there is to be any change, I think it should be 
an increase rather than a diminution, for the reason that the coun- 
try is very desirous to get this information. A great many re- 

uests have been made to Members of the House and Senators for 
this document, and they can not be supplied. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would hke toask the gentleman if it would 
not be better to put in the resolution 5,000 copies. You will not 
have more than enough then. If it was a dissertation on the stom- 
ach of grasshoppers we would probably get 10,000. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LACEY. I am informed by gentlemen familiar with the 
statute that this resolution would only give 2,000 copies. If that 
should = to be insufficient, another reprint could be made. 
We are liable to have some other matter relative to the Venezie- 
lan question to — later in the session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman examined the document 
in question? 

r. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will you state what its contents are? 

Mr. LACEY. It contains all the correspondence up to 1887 
upon the Venezuelan question, giving the statement of the English 
Government on their side and of the Venezuelan Government 
— the other, and the correspondence of Mr. Baker and other 
officials representing the United States in Venezuela. It is.a 
document that will be of very great utility in the consideration 
of that question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How far does the correspondence go back? 

Mr. LACEY. It goes back to the beginning of the question. 
There are about 40 or 50 communications embraced in the docu- 
ment, which comprises about 250 pages. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does it go back to the transfer? 

Mr. LACEY. It purports to give the history of the entire trans- 
action, including the original claim of Venezuela, of Spain, of 
Holland, and of England—the official claims. There isa map also 
embraced in the document. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Does it define the line in dispute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be 
again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only rise to say to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that it strikes me that the resolution ought to 
make some disposition of this document when printed. If the 
document is simply printed, it is sent to the various document 
rooms and into the various files of the House, and only a few copies 
will be left for the use of the members of the House and also for 
the use of members of the Senate under this resolution of the gen- 
tleman. It seems to me he ought to have his resolution provide 
for the distribution of this document if he wants it for the use of 
the members of the House, to be distributed to members of the 
House, and then it would not go to the various document and files 
rooms. If an amendment is made to print a certain number of 
copies for the use of the Senate and House, then there will be 4 

r distribution by the officers, and members will get several 


es. 
. LACEY. The purpose was to hay» this document go to the 
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files, so that such members as desire to consult them could go there troller, amounted during the last fiscal year to $51,765.27, while the approprt- 


and examine them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the reprint is made under the gentle- 
man’s resolution the distribution will take place under the rules, 
and copies will go to the various document and files rooms, and 
members would not get copies of it for their use and distribution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in addi- 
tion to what I have said, that if the document is printed under 
this resolution there will be very few copies for members—only 
about one copy to each member—while if the whole number is 
printed for the use of the House it will be divided by the number 
of members, and we will all get two or three copies. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman if he has any sugges- 
tion to make as tothe number. The gentleman is familiar with 
the demands. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. Theresolution asit'stands will call for the 
printing of 1,682 copies, and those copies will be sent to the va- 
rious document rooms and the file rooms, so that there will be only 
about one copy left foreach member. Therefore, if the gentle- 


man desires these copies for the use of members he would do well | 


to change the resolution. 

Mr. LACEY. ThenI will modify the resolution by adding the 
words ‘‘for the use of members of the House.” 

The SPEAKER. 
reading ‘‘to be distributed among the members of the House, for 
the use of the House,” might possibly send the documents in the 
same direction in which they ordinarily go, into the document 
rooms. 

Mr. LACEY. I accept the amendment suggested and will ask 
the Clerk to report it again. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


To be distributed among the members of the House, for the use of the House. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was then adopted. 


MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order, I desire to call 
up a joint resolution which I believe lies on the Speaker’s table, 
in regard to the miscellaneous expenses of the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that will require unani- 
mous consent. If there be no objection, the resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 27) ratifying the use of the appropriation for ma 
terials and miscellaneous expenses for the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing for the fiscal year 1896 for the purchase of articles provided for in the 
appropriation for the miscellaneous expenses of the Treasury Department, 
and authorizing the continued use of the same for the remaining portion of 
the fiscal year 1896. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the use by the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing in the act of March 2, 1895, chapter 189, acts Fifty-third Congress, 
third session, “for engravers’, printers’,and other materials, except distinc- 
tive paper, and for miscellaneous expenses, $190,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the secretary of the Treasury,” for the purchase of articles and the 

rformance of services, for the payment of which an appropriation was made 

in the act of March 2, 1895, chapter177, Lawsof the Fifty-third Congress, third 
session, under the following caption *‘ For contingent expenses of the Treasury 
Department, including all valdiaes under control of the Treasury, in Wash- 
ington, D. C.,” be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed, and the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed toallow 
tothe disbursing agent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing all items dis- 
allowed because of the use of said appropriation in the manner above speci- 
fied, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to continue tne 
use of said appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printingin the man- 
ner in which said appropriation has heretofore been used, as above specified, 
for similar expenditures for said Bureau during the remaining portion of the 
fiscal year 1896, and no part of said appropriation shall be subject to the pro- 
visions of sections 240 and 3683 of the Revised Statutes. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will submit a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury relating to 
this resolution. 

The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 12, 1895. 

Srr: The Comptroller of the Treasury has recently rendered a decision to 
the effect that certain expenditures of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing for items that are enumerated in the appropriation for contingent ex- 
penses of the Treasury Department, “including all buildings under control 
of the Treasury in Washington, D. C.,” as set forth on page 781, volume 2s, 
Statutes at Large, are contingent expenses of the Treasury Department, and 
that therefore the appropriation for ‘‘ material and miscellaneous expenses 
of en ving and printing,” provided for under the head of * Engraving and 
printing,” at » 920, volume 28, Statutes at Large, is not available for their 
yment; but that all such expenditures must be made from the appropria- 
ion for contingent expenses above referred to. 

Uniess relief be a by Congress, this decision will necessitate a suspen- 
sion of the work o engraving and printing long before the expiration of the 
fiscal year, as the appropriation for contingent expenses is not sufficient to 
pay the additional burden thus placed upon it. The expenditures of the Bu- 
reau of EE ving and Printing for items similar to those covered by the 
appropriat for contingent expenses, and by the decision of the Comp- 


The Chair would suggest that a provision | 





ation for these items of contingent expenses for the current fiscal year is only 
$8,470. It will thus be seen that if these items are paid from the appropri- 
ations for contingent expenses, they will absorb nearly all of the appro- 
priation 

The items of expenditures covered by the decision in the work of the Bureau 















of Engraving and Printing were included in the estimates submitted by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the expenses of engraving and print- 
ing the securities and oblig: ns of the United States. If, therefore, the 
expenditures are made in accordance with the decisior mptroller 
there will be a surplus in the appropriation for that Bur 


da deficit in 


the appropriation for contingent expenses of the Treasur nt 




















o avoid this, and to prevent a suspension of the work of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, I have the honor to submit herewith a draft of a 
joint resolution, authorizing the use by the Bureau of |} iving and Print- 
ing of the money appropriated “for material nd mises expenses 
of engraving and printing,” and beg to urge its immediate passag 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the information of 


| the House that the resolution does not involve any appropriation. 


The last Congress, like other Congresses preceding, made appro- 
priation for the miscellaneous expenses of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing and also for the contingent expenses of the Treasury 
Department. Up to the present time these items of appropriation 
have been expended as they appear upon the appropriation bills, 
but the present Comptroller of the Treasury has ruled that under 
the law a portion of the expenses coming under the head of mis- 
cellaneous expenses of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing must 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, Ido not understand from the 
communication of the Secretary of the Treasury exactly on what 
ground that decision of the Comptroller has been made. The last 
appropriation bill is very distinct in providing that the appropria- 


| tion shall be for these very purposes, and I can not quite understand 


| as there has been for many years past. 
| appropriation for supplies and miscellaneous expenses to be dis- 





how such a construction of the law has been made by the Comp- 
troller. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Secretary of the Treasury does not state 
the ground on which the Comptroller made his decision; but the 
purpose of this resolution is to suspend the law upon which the 
decision is made for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this resolution is in entire accord with 
the intention of the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Letmesee whether I understand the 
gentleman from Texas accurately. The Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing is a bureau under the Treasury Department? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is an appropriation for con- 
tingent expenses of the Treasury Department for this fiscal year, 
And there is always an 


bursed under the direction of the head of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And under the uniform construe- 
tion given tothe lawin years past by various Comptrollers the ex- 
penditures have always been made for the miscellaneous expenses 
of that Bureau? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But this Comptroller comes in and 
says that, notwithstanding such uniform construction, this appro- 
priation for miscellaneous expenses shall not be used, but the ex- 
penditures for such purpose shall be thrown upon the regular ap- 
propriation for contingent expenses of the Treasury Department 
proper? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my understanding of the situation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And as there is not money enough 
for the purpose in the contingent appropriation for the Depart- 
ment, the object of this resolution is to cure that technical ruling 
of the present Comptroller? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the purpose of the resolution as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then it seemsto me that it is proper 
enough to pass this resolution if we must do so; but in giving my 
assent, as one member of the House, to its enactment, [ want to 
say that this is not by any means the first time that technical rul- 
ings of the Comptroller have had to be overcome by legislation, 
the result being consumption of time without any profit or saving 
to the Treasury. It reminds me of an experience which happened 
in my boyhood. My father was coming up the Mississippi River 
on a little stern-wheel steamboat, when out there came from the 
bank two boys in a skiff, pulling for dear life and hallooing with 
alltheirmight. Finally thesteamboat wasstopped. ‘‘ What's the 
matter?” cried the mate. The little fellows turned around and 
started back to the bank exclaiming, ‘‘ Stopped a steamboat, by 
jingo!” [Laughter.] Sothis Comptroller seems to have stopped 
a steamboat in this case, and no doubt he will keep on at it. I 
believe he stopped a very big one for you down in Louisiana, 
{ Laughter. ] 
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Mr. LOUD. May I ask the gentleman from Texas a question? 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 
Mr. LOUD. Has the gentleman any assurance that the Comp- 
troller will not set aside this resolution if passed? 
Mr. SAYERS. None atall. It would not be proper for me to 
go to the Comptroller of the Treasury as to his future rulings, 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and assed, 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COURT-ROOM ACCOMMODATIONS FOR SUPERIOR COURT OF PENNSYL- 
VANIA, 


Mr. SCRANTON. lLask unanimous consent to take from the 


Speaker's table for present consideration Senate joint resolution 

0. 13. In this connection, I wish to have read a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and when the resolution is taken up I 
desire to offer an amendment to it. 

The joint resolution (S.R.13) granting the State of Pennsyl- 
vania permission to use the United States court-houses at Scran- 
ton, Pa., and at Williamsport, Pa., was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That full permis- 
sion be, and the same is hereb >y gran to the State of Pennsylvania and to 
the superior court of said State to occupy the United States court room and 
the rooms connected therewith at Scranton, in the county of Lackawanna, 
during the month of January, and at Williamsport, in the county of Lycom- 
ing, during the month of February, in each year, for the period of five years 
from the Ist day of January, 1896, for the purpose of holding the sessions of 
said court therein, and tha ‘during said period concurrent jurisdiction, so 
far as is necessary, over said property be, and the same is hereby, ceded to 
the State of Pennsylvania for d purposes, so that the sensions of said 
courts in said buildings and rooms m 7 be, wages one period, ory legalized: 


rovided, That the commissioners o d counties of ane 
and Lycoming shall pay to the United States each the sum of $500, to be made 
in five yearly payments, for the use of said rooms for the time aforesaid: 


And provided further, That said rooms shall be kept in good repair at the 
expense of the State of Pennsylvania, and that enid commissioners shall 
further provide necessary yee and heat for said rooms at their own expense, 
and at the end of said od of five years the use of said rooms shall be 
rerinquiseeé to the United States by the said State of Pennsylvania and the 
eaid superior court in as ood condition as before the occupancy of said rooms 
by said court: Provided further, That the sessions of said superior court 
shall in no way interfere with the sessions of the said circuit and district 
courts of the United States. 
Mr. SCRANTON. I desire to have a letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasur iy read, and also a proposed amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon granting unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this resolution, pending which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania asks that a communication be 
read from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 12, 1895. 


the receipt of your communication of the llth 
ouse resolution No. 8. relative to the use of the 


Sir: I have to acknowledge 
instant, inclosing a draft of 
United States court room in the public building at Scranton and Williams- 
port, Pa., by the superior court of the State of Pennsylvania during ce 
months of each year, and requesting that the Department give its sanction to 
said measure, In roots t have the honor to advise you that, for reasons which 
you must appreciate, the Department.can only express an opinion upon the 
merits of proposed bill or vecobntnon at uestof the Senate oe the House, or 
the chairman of the committee to which it is referred. [have the honor tosug- 

gest, however, that the joint resolution be amended by the addition of aclause 
sroviding that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to terminate the 
rmission granted upon thirt 2 gee days’ — to the commissioners, in the event 
hat the United States shoul remises, or in event of failure on 
the part of the commissioners or + Boe 
any of the conditions named in said resolution. 
Respectfully, yours, 


of Pennsylvania to comply with 


8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. J. A. SCRANTON, 
House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 

“Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, in his 
discretion, at any time to terminate this permit and the possession thereby 
granted of either or both of said premises upon y days’ notice tothe com- 
missioners of the county wherein the same is situated; and on such termina- 
tion all further payment therefor cease.’ 


Mr. SAYERS. Allow me to state that a few days ago, when a 
similar resolution was offered, I objected to its consideration. The 
amendment which the gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to 
offer to this Senate resolution obviates, I think, any objection. 
Therefore I do not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. 

The amendment as previously read was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SCRANTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
from the Senate, by ge a its Secretary, an 
h amendments, the bill 
Revised Statutes relative 


A message 
nounced that the Senate had jpassed, wi 
(HB. R. 803) to amend section of the 
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to ports of entry; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 30) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent 
system of highways i in that part of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893; in which the concur. 
rence of the House was re juested. 

PORTS OF ENTRY, INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from 
the Speaker’s table, if permissible at this time, the House bill No. 
808, with reference to certain ports of entry, which came over from 
the Senate this morning, witli an amendment, and move to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this would require unani- 
mous consent, inasmuch as under the rule it would necessarily go 
over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Then, I would like to call it up by 
unanimous consent. This matter is one in which my colleague, 
Mr. HopkK1ns, is interested, but he is absent from the House to-day, 
and asks me to call it up for him, 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised Statutes relative to 
ports of entry. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment of 
the Senate to the House bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend in line 14, after the word “law,” by inserting “Provided further, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of the act ap- 
proved August 7, 1882, which embraces East St. Louis, Ill., within the limits 
of the port of St. Louis, Mo.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate amendment to this bill? 

Mr.SMITH of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask my 
colleague, as I was not able to hear very well in this part of the 
Hall the reading of the amendment, if the bill, or the amendment 
of the Senate, would in any manner affect the existing status of 
the port of Cairo, Ihl.? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; it would not, as I am informed. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then, that port would still exist as now 
under the general statutes, with all the rights and privileges per- 
taining to it at the present time? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, my understanding is, that 
although it attaches the State of Mlinois, with the exception of East 
St. Louis, to the Chicago collection district, it makes no other 
change and does not interfere with Cairo as a port of delivery. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, this isa port of delivery. if my 
colleague can assure me of the fact that it is not interfered with 
under the operation of this bill I have no objection to the present 
consideration of it. Inasmuch as this is in my district, 1 would 
like to look carefully into the matter before consent is given, unless 
he can give me that assurance. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. Iam informed that it does not make 
any change, excepting that to which I have referred. Our col- 
league, Mr. HOPKINS, it through the House by unanimous 
consent last week, as the gentleman will remember. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes; I happened to be out at the time, 
and do not know the exact conditions of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where are the duties that may be 
collected at Cairo are now? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The surveyor of the port attends to 
the duties pertaining to the office of the surveyor of a port of that 
character, and receives fees and a salary for ae the duties. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It does not change anything in the 
State of Illinois, except, as I understand it, collections made in 
the State of Illinois hereafter, which are now payable in New 
Orleans, will be payable in Chicago. 

Mr. SMITH of ois. Will you not allow this to rest until to- 
morrow, so that I may have an opportunity of looking into it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well; I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the bill and it will go 
over. 


STORING AND CLEANSING OF RICE. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a bill and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration, and pending that 
I desire to = an explanation to the House, which I think will 
lead to the ne coe g of the consent and the a of the bill. 

Mr. Y. Let the bill be sapere ive 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: a 

4, entitled “ 
2 et a rm tie ea 
for exportation.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill — pais as follows: 


Be it 
SEOTION 1. a the ain of Congress approved March 24, 1874, entitled “An 
act to provide bonded warehouses for the storing an d cleansing of rice in- 
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tended for exportation,”’ be, and hereby is, amended by adding after the 
words “imported rice,” the following words: ‘‘ and for the curing and repack- 
ing of fish,” so that the act will read as follows: 

“That from and after the passage of this act importers’ bonded warehouses, 
to be used for the storing and cleansing of imported rice, and for the curing 
and repacking of fish intended for exportation to foreign countries, may be 


established at any port of entry in the United States under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 


Mr. MOODY. Allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill is 
presented to the House at the request of the Treasury Department. 
ff it were intended to introduce any new practice in the Depart- 
ment in respect to the subject with which the bill deals, I would 
not ask present consideration; but I am informed that the practice 
which the bill seeks to legalize has been in existence in the Treas- 
ury Department for more than fifteen years, andit is only within a 
few weeks past that it has been discovered to be in violation of 
the existing law. The bill was intrusted to my care because of 
the fact that it affects almost exclusively the district in Massachu- 
setts which I have the honor to represent on this floor. 

There are at present, under the guidance and control of the Treas- 
ury Department, bonded warehouses for the precise purpose which 
this bill is intended to authorize, and, as I say, it is intended only 
to legalize a practice which has prevailed during several Adminis- 
trations and for nearly a fifth of a century. The only reason why 
it can not take its ordinary course of reference to a committee is 
that it interrupts business which has been built up upon the faith 
of the are, of this practice, in which many men are employed 
and much capital isinvested. The bill which has been introduced 
is word for word in accordance with asuggestion drawn in the Treas- 
ury Department and handed to me personally by Mr. Hamlin, one 
of the Assistant Secretaries. I trust that this explanation will be 
sufficient to permit the present consideration and passage of the 
bill which I offer. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LESTER. I shall be obliged to object to the consideration 
of this bill at present. It seems to involve matters which require 
consideration, and therefore I object. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. MOODY said: Mr. Speaker, I have been informed by the 
gentleman from Georgia that the objection which he interposed 
to the consideration of the bill relating to warehouses for fish was 
made under a misapprehension, and that he is prepared to with- 
— it. I therefore still ask for the present consideration of the 

ill. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I have examined the bill, and with- 
draw my objection to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The objection having been withdrawn, the 
bill having been read will not be reported again unless requested. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? [After 
a pause.]| The Chair hears none, and the question is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts, as I understand it to be 
the case, in order that the House may fully understand what they 
are doing, has the Secretary of the Treasury recommended the 
passage of this bill? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury not 
only recommends the passage of the bill, but the bill as presented 
is a draft, word for word, of a measure recommended by the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the sole object of this bill 
is to continue a practice which had prevailed under former con- 
structions of importing from Canada certain kinds of fish, par- 
ticularly herring, and preparing them in a bonded warehouse for 
the purpose of export simply. {[t only extends the law as it exists 
now with reference to bonded warehouses, and gives as a right a 
practice which has been carried on in fact for a great many years. 

Mr. MOODY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that is an exact 
statement of the case, with the exception of the nature of the fish, 
which I believe to be cod instead of herring. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it is largely composed of herring, but 
it mayalsobe cod. The larger po vig of it, as Iwas informed 
by Mr. Hamlin, was herring. I think this legislation is entirely 
proper, and is simply extending a principle which has existed 
- er all tariff laws for the last fifty years. Ithink the bill ought 

pass, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One word. i noticed when the Clerk read 
the bill that it referred to the act of 1894 as the act of 1874. Was 
that simply an error in the reading, or is the bill incorrect? Is it 
the act of 1894 that is referred to? 

The SPEAKER. The title reads 1874. 

Mr. MOODY. Eighteen hundred and seventy-four is right. 
The act to which this is offered as an amendment is the act ap- 

proved March 24, 1874. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I had the impression it was the act of 1894 





that it was desired to amend. But the gentleman has examined 
the matter, I suppose, and is correct. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and it was 
accordingly passed. 

On motion of Mr. MOODY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PROPOSED SURVEYS, GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the subsidence of the waters of the Great Lakes of the North has 
reached an alarming stage, reducing the depth of the water in the channels 
and harbors of said fakes to such a degree as toseriously interfere wit): 1 
gation; and 

Whereas great loss to those who are engaged in the carrying trade on these 
\akes is caused thereby, endangering their vessels and the lives of those who 
navigate them; and 

Whereas the subsidence of the water has never been so great as at the 
present time, being a total of some 5 feet below the normal height; and 

Whereas it has been proposed that a series of dams or jetties, constructed 
and maintained at or near the outlet of these several lakes, would necessarily 
raise the surface of said lakes: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the House of Representatives any and all information that he 
may have bearing upon this subject. 

Resolved, that he be directed to give an estimate of the cost of making a 


1aVi- 


survey of the outlet of Lake Erie at the head of Niagara River, of the outlet 
of Lake St. Clair at the head of the Detroit River, and of the outlet of Lake 
Huron at the head of the St. Clair River, with a view to the construction of 
such dams, jetties, locks, and such other work as may be necessary for the 


proper carrying out of the object aimed at in these resolutions, it being 
understood that these surveys shall take into consideration the feasibility 
of such constructions, and whether they would accomplish the desired 
object of increasing the depth of water in the lakes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I submit that it would be better to 
have that go to acommittee. It seems to me—living as I do near 
one of these great inland seas—that this resolution is so important, 
for mischief or for good, as the case may be, that it would be bet- 
ter to have it receive the consideration of the usual committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not rise for the purpose of objecting, 
Mr. Speaker, but I rise to suggest to the gentieman introducing it 
that it would be better to change the form so as to request, if not 
incompatible with the public service, instead of direct. That is 
the usual form. It is questionable whether a simple resolution 
can direct. It can request. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
that I was in consultation with General Craighill, Chief of Engi- 
neers, I believe, in the War Department, who has these matters 
in charge, and he suggested the word “direct.” That was the 
reason I used it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ionly make the suggestion because it is the 
usual form in these resolutions to request, instead of to direct, and 
I think it is well to conform to the custom. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is questionable whether anything short of 
a law can ‘ direct” an officer of the Government. One branch 
of Congress can request, but the direction comes bylaw, and not 
by a simple resolution. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I will state to the gentleman that General 
Craighill explicitly stated that we have the power to direct the 
Secretary of War to furnish this information. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Congress has the power to direct, and I am 
not going to abrogate any power I have as a member of the House, 
but it is the usual form. I shall not be captious about it, but I 
think the gentleman ought to put it in the usual form. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I will send up this letter from General 
Craighili. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has objected. 
Does he withdraw his objection for that purpose? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think it isa resolution that may 
well receive the consideration of the proper committee. I do not 
think I will withdraw my objection, because on a mere reading 
of the resolution I would be required to make up my opinion 
about the propriety of entering upon thisexpenditure. It may be, 
and I presume is, very proper, but the rules are made for the refer- 
ence of resolutions of this kind, in order to enable us to obtain the 
full information of one of the committees of the House. It seems 
to me that there is nothing to be gained by passing this resolution 
now rather than in January. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

CUBA. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I send a paper to the desk which 
I ask to have read, and that, by unanimous consent, I then have 
an opportunity to make a few remarks. 

The SPEAKER. What is the paper? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is a petition from the Peace Society of Dela- 
ware touching the Cuban question. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware asks to havea 
memorial from the Peace Society of Delaware read, and that he be 
permitted to make some remarks on the subject. The memorial 
will be read, 

The memorial was read, 

Mr. McCRKARY of Kentucky. I would like the Speaker to 
state what the question is. 1 have just come in. : 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that there is no ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand that the 
man who has the floor sent up something to be read and t 
desires then to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 3o understood. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am informed, also, that the 
paper read refersto Cuba. I think that at the proper time we 
should take that up in the regular way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 


BELLIGERENT RIGHTS TO CUBANS, 


Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Speaker, by request, I send to the Clerk’® 
desk a memorial and resolution adopted at a mass meeting in the 
city of Washington, and ask unanimous consent that it be read, 
and printed in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the reso- 
lution and printing in the Recorp? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We do not know what it is. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman state what the subject is? 

Mr. DOVENER. It is in favor of the recognition of and giving 
belligerent rights to the Cubans. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I could not hear the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr, TURNER of Georgia. But I suggest that the matter had 
better take the regular course. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ARMENIAN TROUBLES. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read and printed in the RecorRD memorials and resolutions 
from two Brooklyn churches relative to the barbarities in Armenia, 
as practiced by the Turks. These resolutions come from two of 
the most prominent churches in Brooklyn, one from Christ's 
Church, with a membership of nearly 2,000, one of the oldest 
churches of that denomination, and the other from the South Third 
Street Presbyterian Church, the senior pastor of which is the hon- 
ored president of the Foreign Board of Missions of the Presbyterian 
Church of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from New York 
ey consideration of the matter? 

Mr. HOWE. I would like to have the petitions read and printed 
in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. And referred? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to have the memorials presented by him read, printed 
in the Recorp, and referred. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. To whatsubject do thememo- 
rials refer, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ~~ relate to the Armenian question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think they had better be re- 
ferred without reading. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The memorials will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr.58 er, I would like to say a word with re- 
gard to this matter. look upon these not as resolutions, but as 


petitions coming up from the e—- 
The SPEAKER, Objection is made and the gentleman is not 
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aker, I ask indefinite leave of absence 
OOMER, on account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on Pensions was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 967) for the ro- 
lief of Theodore Huseman, and it was referred to the Committes 
on Invalid Pensions, 

On motion of Mr. JOY, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from further consideration of the bill for the relief of William P. 
Buckmaster, and it was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. KEM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of John Tempany, Fifty-third Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in appointing the Committee on 
Accounts-was misinformed as to the number, and will add to the 
committee Mr. BuLL of Rhode Island and Mr. Cogs of Missouri. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A joint resolution of the following title, having been duly en- 
rolled, was signed og Speaker: A 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 7) providing for the printing of the 
Monthly Summary Statement of Imports and Exports of the 
Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 87 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
—— following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 1648) to provide for terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the western judicial district of the 
State of Texas to be held at the city of Laredo, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 1649) for the establishment of 
home or homes for the indigent colored people and colored orphans 
in the South—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) to — for the erection of a public 
building at Elizabeth City, N. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 1651) to define “‘ train wreck- 
ing with the intent to rob,” and to provide the penalty of death 
therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) for the erection of a public building at 
Fulton, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 1653) to amend 
section 4766 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 1654) to levy and collect duties 
on barley and the products thereof—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 1655) to exter] to the port of 
Superior, Wis., in the district of Superior, Mich., the privileges 
of the seventh section of an act entitled “‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved Juue 10, 1880—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1656) to provide for the coinage 
of all the silver bullion the product of the mines of the United 
States and the Territories thereof—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 1657) to amend section 3 of the 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. S 





a erase, ADJOURNMENT. act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) for the improvement of Charlevoix Har- 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | bor, at Charlevoix,Mich.—tothe Committee on Riversand Harbors. 
adjourn. By Mr.CRUMP: A bill (H.R. 1659) to amend section 4131 of 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair desires to lay 
before the House certain requests of members. 


To Mr. Cowkn, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Cops of Alabama, to January 1 next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Lawson, indefinitely, on account of very important 
business. 

To Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana, until after the holidays, on 


account of important business. 
To Mr. WALKER of Virginia, for ten days, on account of impor- 


the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H.R. 1660) to increase the 


: LS GE See. revenue for the support of the Government—to the Committee on 
| By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | Ways and Means. 3 
| To Mr. O@pEn, until after the holidays. By Mr. SOUTHARD im cane A bill (H. R. 1661) to aid in 


regulating the currency Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A bill (H. R. 1662) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to e poe Corps of the Army of the 
United States, to define its dut fix its pay,” approved March 
1, 1887—to the sath Canc = eat neentaie i ” 

Also uest), a bill (H.R. oviding for the appoint- 
ment stghenents in the United States Marine-Hospital Service 
and fixing their pay and allowances—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


tant business. 
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Also, (by aout) a bill (H. R. 1664) giving apothecaries of the 
United States Navy and naval hospitals the title of naval phar- 
macists and the rank and pay of warrant officers—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval airs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H.R. 1665) providing for the election 
of a Delegate to represent the District of Columbia in the House 
of Representatives—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) to change the day for the first annual 
meeting of Congress from the first Monday in December to the 
first Tuesday after the 4th day of March, and to the first Monday 
after the Ist day of January for the second annual session, and to 

rovide for a meeting of Congress to count the electoral vote for 

resident and Vice-President and to transact no other business, 
and for other purposes—to the Select Committee on the Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) to authorize the Corpus Christi and 
Padre Island Harbor Company to import free of duty certain ma- 
terials for the construction of an outer harbor on the coast of 
Texas—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 1668) to construe an act ap- | 


proved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent parents”’—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 1669) providing for the acquisi- 
tion of certain land in Webb County, Tex., in lieu of the site of 
Fort McIntosh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) for the erection of a public building at 


Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | 


By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H.R. 1671) to aid 
State schools of mines and mining departments of State aniversi- 
ties—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) granting to the State of North Dakota 
certain portions of the abandoned Fort Abraham Lincoln Military 
Reservation, together with the buildings thereon—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1673) relating to the com- 
pensation and duties of United States attorneys, clerks, marshals, 
and other court officials, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1674) for the issue 
of ordnance, stores, and supplies to the State of Nebraska, to re- 
place similar stores destroyed by fire—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 1675) to provide for the 
registration of trade-marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, 
barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, 
tins, and other receptacles and vessels used in commerce with for- 
eign nations, or among the several States, or with the Indian 
tribes, or amongor in the Territories of the United States, or with 
or in the District of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use 
of the same in such commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H.R. 1676) to change and fix the time 
for holding the district and circuit courts of the United States 
for the northern division of the eastern district of Tennessee—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H.R. 1677) to reimburse certain States 
for the proceeds, in part, of unclaimed, captured, and abandoned 
property—to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, a bill (H.R. 1678) to restore a part of captured and aban- 
doned property—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H.R. 1679) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Quincy, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (1680) to authorize a survey of the 
Western Branch of the Elizabeth River, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) to widen, deepen, and improve the 
channel of Elizabeth River, Virginia, from Hampton Roads to 
the Norfolk Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) providing for the building of a road to 
the national cemetery at Yorktown—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 1683) granting to the State of 
Kansas the entire remaining portion of the abandoned Fort Dodge 
Military Reservation in said State, as an addition to and for the 
use of the State Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill ae 1684) to restore the 
duty on wool and manufactures of wool, and for other purposes— 
to Committee on Ways and Means. 

—. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. na amending 
“Schedule F—Tobacco and manufactures thereof,” of an act en- 
titled “‘An act to reduce taxation,” etc., in effect August 28, 1894— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 1686) to amend the act ap- 
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proved June 27,1890, relative to pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) to arthorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury toexamine vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Missouri 
= certain cases since April 22,1882—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) for the relief of certain homestead set- 
tlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 1689) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Washington, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1690) to amend section 5 
of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved 
March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis 
and Oklahoma City Railroad Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 1692) to amend an act 
to provide for termsof the United States circuit and district courts 
at Cumberland, Md., approved March 21, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 1693) authorizing 
the purchase by the United States, and the making free, of the 
toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 1694) for the relief 
tain State militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1695) to establish 
a naval experiment station at New London, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 1696) to mark the bounda- 
ries of mining claims by stakes 100 feet apart—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. : 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 1697) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Kansas City, Kans.—to the 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 1698) to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 1699) appropriating $50,000 for 
the erection of a statue of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Slocum—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 1700) to promote the efficiency 
of discipline in penal institutions—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1701) providing that all pen- 
sioners who receive less than $12 per month who have attained an 
age of 75 years shall receive $12 per month from the date of their 
arriving at such age—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 1702) providing for the erection 
and construction of a post-office building at South Bend, Ind., and 
making an additional appropriation therefor—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 1703) to establish a military post 
at or near Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1704) concerning delivery of 
letters in rural towns—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1705) to prevent the 
unlawful killing of game by Indians, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 1706) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Kahului—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

3y Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1707) to adjust 
the pensions of those who have lost limbs—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 1708) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act authorizing the appointment of receivers of national 
banks, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1876, as 
amended by an act approved August 3, 1892—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) to extend the time for the construction 
of railways to railway corporations to whom rights of way have 
been previously granted to construct and operate railways, tele- 
graph and telephone lines through the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 1710) amending Schedule F, ‘‘To- 
bacco and manufactures thereof,” of an act entitled “An act to 
reduce taxation,” etc., in effect August 28, 1894—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 1711) for the erection of 
a statue of the late Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana, to be placed in 
the grounds of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on 
the aveery. 
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By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First 
Regiment North Carolina State Guard two condemned cannon— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 1718) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Miami—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. MORSE: A joint resolution (H. Res, 28) proposing an 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all power 
and authority in civil government, the Lord Jesus Christ as the 
Ruler of Nations, and His revealed will as authority in civil 
affairs—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 29) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution to authorize Congress to levy a 
direct tax in proportion to the assessed valuation of all property 
subject to taxation in the several States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (i. es. 20 proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States authorizing the President 
to veto separate items in appropriation bills—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A joint resolution (H. Res.81) to pay. 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives their respective salaries for the month of December, 1895, 
on the 20th day of said month—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) directing the 
Secretary of War to prepare and submit plans and estimates for 
continuing the work upon Gowanus Canal, New York—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HATCH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 33) for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to make survey of a ship canal from the south- 
ern shore of Lake Michigan to the waters of the Wabash River— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to inquire as to the 
difference in exchange, if any, between gold and silver standard 
countries, and what effect, if any, it has upon agricultural and 
manufacturing interests—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BROWN: Aresolution to pay out of the contingent fund 
of the House a sum equal to six months’ salary and burial expenses 
of M. F. Wadkin, late an employee of. the House—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A resolution referring to navy-yard dis- 
missals in the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A resolution to pay William J. Assman 
the difference between the pay of laborer and that of messenger 
of the Hall library—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. TRACY: A resolution requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to furnish information to the House as to the pensioners 
dropped from the pension rolls, and whose pensions have been 
reduced—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a concurrent resolution for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to revise and codify the pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A memorial from the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts relating to uniform hours of labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 1714) granting a pension to 
Taylor McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 1715) to correct the military record of Allen 
Hyatt, of Connellsville, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 1716) for the relief of Alfred 
T. Moreland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1717) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Ann 
E. Timberlake—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) for the relief of William M. Henry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) for the relief of Col. 8. K. N. Patton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1720) for the relief of the trustees 
“ the Baptist Church of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) for the relief of the estate of James 
Roach, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) for the relief of Thomas P. Young, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1724) to cor- 
rect the military record of John B. Miller—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1725) for relief of estate of 
Francis Whitfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) for the relief of Shelby Newman, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) for the relief of the trustees of Cumber- 
land Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 1728) for the relief 
of L. B. Hearrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H.R.1729) granting a pension to 
Eliza Horning, widow of Jacob Horning—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H.R.1730) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Mason W. Presby—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

af Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 1731) for the relief of 
Michael Dittlinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill H. R. (1732) to correct the military 
record of Oliver Caesar—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Augustus Boyd—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catha- 
rine Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 1735) for the relief of Hugh J. 
Brady—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) for the relief of John Isles, late of Com- 
pany I, Second Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R; 1737) for the relief of Jane Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of John Redden, late of 
Company D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on a aaren Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 1739) grant- 
ing a pension to Emily M. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of 
Eberhard Giebler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H.R.1741) for the relief of the 
Potomac Steamboat Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R.1742) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Tumy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas L. Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 1744) for the relief of Allie 
V. Askew, administratrix of W. W. Neeley, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of the estate of D. B. Down 
ing. late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of Red Bone Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 1747) for relief of Marcella M. Davis and 
Mary A. Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of P. T. O’Shea, of War- 
ren County. Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R:; 1749) for the relief of Hixey Parker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of James Murphy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of Bettie Stafford, of War- 
ren ee iss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Elijah Vandiver, of 
Leflore County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief of the estate of D. B. 
Downing, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. - 

Also, a bil haat R. 1754) for the relief of Margaret Summer, of 
Washington County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of the estate of Edward B. 
Willis, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) for the relief of the estate of Madison 
Stephenson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) for the relief of Alfred Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1758) for the relief of Samuel Scott—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) for the relief of Adeline L. Hebron, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) for the relief of Mary T. Leake, of War- 
ren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of N. B. Lanier, of War- 
ren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1762) for the relief of Margaret Young, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1763) for the relief of Mrs. Jane P. Moore, 
of Bolivar County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) for relief of the estate of Jacob Oates, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1765) for the relief of the estate of W.S. Hy- 
land, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 

Jar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1766) for the relief of Mrs. H. O. Fitzhugh, 
of Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) for the relief of Mrs. Adam Haver, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1768) for the relief of the estate of B.S. 
Hallum, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

’ Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) for the relief of Joel Hallum, of Warren 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 1770) for the relief of 
Jerome Kunkel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 1771) granting pension to Martha Allen and 
children, the widow and children of Robert A. Allen, of Company 
I, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting a pension to Joseph E. Bald- 
win, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of D. W. Boutwell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) to increase the pension of Mary C. 
Tozier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1775) granting a pension to James L. Scott, 
of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) granting a pension to Anthony Christy, 
of Osage City, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) granting a pension to Ezekiel Marple, 
of North Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Fannie A. Ham— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Mary Frost—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Samuel Myers, of 
Topeka, Kans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 1781) granting a pension to Richard Brookins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie 
Strain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to George W. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H.R. 1784) grantingapensionto Susannah M. Wey- 
mouth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Owens, of Toronto, Kans.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1787) for the relief of Wallace McGrath—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) for the relief of Peter D. Staats, of Troop 
lof the Second Regiment United States Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) granting a pension to Michael Knauber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1791) granting a pension 
to Sarah V. Lothrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Lydia H. Bilto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 1793) for the relief of Michael 
Bassett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1794) to remove limitation 
from claims of Henry L. Potter—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and settle the account of the heirs of Alfred G. Ben- 
s0n with the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of those 
suffering from the destruction of the salt works near Manchester, 
Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell—to the 

Jommittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 1797) authorizing and directing 
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the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Peter Johnson 
certain money due him for carrying the mail—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to refund certain duties paid by James J. 
Haynes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1799) for the relief of George F. Horton 
the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of Francis 
Millet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) for the relief of the estate of Mary H. 8S. 
Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of 
James Clarkson, of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ohio In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H.R.1803) for the relief of Nathan 
Plummer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) authorizing the restoration of the name 
of Thomas Hynes, late first lieutenant, First Infantry, to the rolls 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr: DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1805) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Tuscarora Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of 
Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of William 
R. Boag—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) for the relief of the Berdan Firearms 
Maruf icturing Company—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 1808) for the relief of Agnes 
and Maria De Leon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 1809) for the relief of the Prot- 
estant Orphan Asylum, of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 1810) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to place Sarah E. Comly on the pension roll, etc.—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1811) for the relief of Catharine 
L. Chaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1812) granting an increase of 
pension to Newton H. Gaar, Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) granting a pension to Ellen Knox, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) for the relief of Dr. John R. Hall, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 1815) for the relief of the legal 
representative of George McDougall, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael 
Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1817) granting a pension of $50 a month to 
©. L. Alden—to the Committee.on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shannon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of William 
A. Cowles—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) to reopen and adjust the account for 
service of Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) for the relief of Christopher Ellis—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 1823) for the relief of Henry 
Grebe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 1824) to do justice tothe National 
Guard of east Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H.R. 1825) granting a pension to 
Mary Prince, widow of Ellis Prince—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, 
widow of Elbert Prince—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 1828) for the relief of William 
Armstrong—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 1829) granting a pension to James 
A. Padgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 1830) for the relief of Augustus 


to 


| Boyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H.R. 1831) for the relief of Joseph 
Tousaint—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R.1832) granting a pension to 
Hannah E. Rodgers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H.R.1833) for the relief of Thomas 
Stack—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) to remove the charge of desertion from 
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the military record of Charles F. Mapes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 1835) to amend the record of 
Company I, Twelfth pein Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, by 
including the name of John H. Thruston therein, with the date of 
his enlistment and date of his discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Wilson Kale—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) to pay for certain paving in the city of 
Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Corigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) granting a pension to Clarinda Reeve— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Telisse 
W. Wiison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) authorizing the restoration of the name 
of Thomas H. a. late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed 
on the list of retired officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (A. R. 1842) for the relief of John A. 
Bates—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COLSON (for Mr. Hunter): A bill (H. R. 18438) for the 
relief of Fannie E. Neale, heir of J. F. Brennon, deceased, late of 
Todd County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 1844) for the relief of the Poto- 
mac Steamboat Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) for the relief of George H. Plant, of 
the District of Columbia-——to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 1846) for the relief of Robert M. 
Gardner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) for the relief of Hiram K. Hazlett—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Kulage, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) for the relief of William P. Buck- 
master~-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) to correct the military record of James 
Tracy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: A bill (H. R. 1851) for the relief of Rachel 
Davis—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 1852) to restore John F. Lewis to 
the United States Army with the rank of captain of infantry, and 
place him upon the retired list--to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) for the relief of Stalnaker Marteney— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) greats a pension to Richard Pool— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Thomas W. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of Johnson Adams—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension to Frank W. Hickox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting a pension to James M. Scott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) for the relief of G. F. Mecklen—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia to erican citizens—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 1862) to pension Andrew W. 
Dunlop, of Fort Wayne, Ind.--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1863) granting an honorable 
discharge to Ferdinand Tobe—tothe Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) for the relief of George W. ix— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1865) for the relief of John M. Laughlin—to 
Te Mr LACEY: A bill (H.R 1866) anth 

By Mr. LA’ : . R. 1866) authorizing a raise- 
ment of the steam transport boat Planter, caphunel ter Webets 
Smalls, and for a distribution of proceeds thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 1867) to pension John P. Het- 
zel, of Kendallville, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LONG: A bill Sen R. 1868) to increase the pension of 
Samuel T. Derry—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) for the relief of Job O. C. Rathbun—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) for the relief of John L. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) to increase the pension of John E, Mad- 
dux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 1872) for the relief of Hugh Fortner—to ¢}), 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of John C. Brown—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of Robert 
Smalls on the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 1875) for the relief of Charles W i, 
ters, a quartermaster, United States Navy—to the Committee o 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 1876) for the relief of the estate 
of Michael Knight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLY: A bill (H. R. 1877) to correct the military 
record of Henry W. Martin, late of Company B, Twelfth R: 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1878) to pen- 
sion John Cumpston for services in the late war—to the Comiiit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 1879) to increase the pension of 
Joel G. Floyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 1880) for the retirement of Jolin 
Tempany, senior veterinary surgeon of the Ninth Regiment of ( 
alry, United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affa 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 1881) for the 1 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church at Bethel Sprinvs, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., of Nash- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) for the relief of David Vickers—to | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1884) for the relief of Henderson County, 
Tenn.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 1885) for the relief of 
Northrup & Chick—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) for the relief of Silas P. Keller—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) for the relief of John M. Giffen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 1888) to further amend an act 
entitled “‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in tho 
District of Columbia,” approved the 3d day of March, A. D., 18)3— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to F. L. Taylor from December 2, 1864—to the Committve 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 1890) prating @ pension to 
Mary Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R.1891) granting a pension 
to Celestia R. Barry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R.1892) granting a pension to 
Catharine Darragh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 1893) granting an honorable (is- 
charge to Robert Henry McNeal—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clen- 
denin—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1895) ponies a pension to Elizabeth Car- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hoadley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1897) for 
the relief of Julius A. Kaiser—to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 1898) grantinga 
pension to Lydia A. Tibbits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (A. R. 1899) for the relief of the legal 
representative of William Ward, of Carteret County, N. C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 1900) for the relief of Mary E. Hughes, heir of 
D. L. Pritchard, Sick late of Camden County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on War Claims 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Josiah L. Bell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 1902) granting a pension to Jaco) 
J. Morni r, Company D, Seventy-sixth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H.R. 1903) for the relief of the No 
tional New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut—to the Co 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H.R. 1904) to amend the records of the 
War Department in case of Curtis C. Hutcheson—to the Cor 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of James B. Fowler—to the 
Committee on War Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) for the relief of Sanford A. Pinyan—to 

Committee i 


the on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. wee’ Far ade relief of Robert McCutchen—to 
the Committee on War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) for the relief of Samuel Garner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) for the relief of George R. Mullins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) for the relief of Wesley Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) to pension Synthia Ann Mason, widow 
of Austin Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) for the relief of Benjamin Davis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) for the relief of William N. Hammon- 
tree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) for the relief of Walter R. W. Atkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1916) to amend the records of the War De- 
partment in case of Jesse Elliott—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) to increase the pension of E. Presley, of 
Pickens County, Ga.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1918) to increase the pension of Bedney F. 
McDonald, of Hall County, Ga.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) for the relief of John M. Johnson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) granting a pension to John J. Prewit— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) for the relief of George W. Hansard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) to pay Mrs. Mary J. Hix certainmoney— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1924) for the relief of Hiram A. 
Darnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) for the relief of Martha Mitchell, widow 
of Thomas W. Mitchell, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1926) for the relief of William T. Edwards— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) for relief of Jasper N. Martin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 1928) to restore a pension to 
Harriet Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 1929) for the relief St. Charles 
College—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) for the relief of Edwin F. Mathews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 1931) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Annie Colwell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 1932) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Addison C. Stanton—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine G. 
Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 1934) to provide for the payment 
of the claim of Edward Hurley for paving Second street, in Se- 
dalia, Mo., in front of the Sedalia post-office building—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of Irwin 
Tucker, postmaster at Newport News, Va.—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1936) to remove thecharge of desertion stand- 
ing against David Mosten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 1937) for the relief of 
Robert McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1938) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. 
Austin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1939) for the relief of the 
estate of Rev. Edward McMeans, deceased, of Jefferson County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) for the relief of the personal represent- 
atives of James Rhodes, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1941) for the 
relief of Emily E. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1942) for the relief of Charlotte L. Walker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1943) for the relief of 
— Sachs and Frederick Rhine—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1944) to pension Catharine C. Goodrich ac- 
cording to the military rank of her husband—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1945) to pension Amanda A. Morse according 
tothe rankof her husband—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H.R. 1946) to increase the pension of 
Harrison Kilburn, Company H, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1947) to grant a pension to Margaret Wolver- 
ton, child of Jacob Wolverton, Company K, Seventy-seventh Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, 
Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 1949) for the relief of Austin A. 
Yates—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Bris- 
bin, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Select Committe on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. BARHAM: Memorial of fruit growers of California, 
urging the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petitionasking action toward the recogni- 
tion of Cubaas a belligerent—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of the heirs of William Schaeffer, 
deceased; the estate of Tabitha Nicewaner, deceased; James W. 
Engle; the estate of Kate S. Lucas, deceased: the estate of John 
Hess, deceased; the estate of Henry Currance, deceased; the estate 
of Adam Crawford, deceased; Henry F. Needy, and Richard Jack- 
son, all of Jefferson County, W. Va., praying reference of their 
war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petitions of the heirs of Isaac W. White, deceased; the 
heirs of John A. Hutton, deceased; the estate of Moses Harper, 
deceased; the estate of W. H. Currence, deceased; Bryson Hamil- 
ton, Jacob C. Harper, and C. L. Earle, ail of Randolph County, 
W. Va., praying reference of their war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of the heirs of James W. Bird, deceased; the es- 
tate of Cyrus Hopkins, deceased, both of Pendleton County, 
W. Va., together with that of the estate of James Moore, deceased, 
late of Tucker County, W. Va., praying reference of their war 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Goodell, Iowa, for 
the recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their strug- 
gle for freedom—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of the mayor and 
citizens of Charleston, 8. C., for the transfer to the city of Charles- 
ton of the old post-office building and lot—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition for amendment to postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Two petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., Fifth Congressional district, in favor of the passage of an act 
for the inspectionof immigrants by the United States consuls and 
against unrestricted immigration—to the Select Committee on lm- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the fruit growers of California 
to Congress in favor of the Nicaragua Canal, and asking that it be 
worked, owned, and controlled by the United States in the inter- 
est of commerce—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Memorial of Louisa Hall fur pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hannah E. Rodgers for pension—to the Com 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the members of the South Third 
Presbyterian Church, of the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the leg- 
islation of such laws as, in fitting terms, would express the indig- 
nation of the American people of the most barbarous and 
inhuman treatment of the Armenian subjects of the Turkish 
Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Christ Protestant Episcopal Church, of Brook- 
lyn, unanimously condemning the long-continued Turkish atroc- 
ities in Armenia—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. JONES: Petition of citizens of Dunnsville, Va., for the 
speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: solutions expressing sympathy for Cuba at 
a meeting of citizens of Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of California State board of horticul- 
ture praying for the completion of the Nicaragua Canal by the 
United States Government—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOW: Petition of the owners, underwriters, agents, and 
masters of vessels of Wilmington, N. C., engaged in the coasting 
trade along the Atlantic coast, respectfully representing to the Con- 
gress the importance of a harbor of refuge near Cape Lookout— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolution of the general 
court of Massachusetts in favorof uniform hours of labor through- 
out the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 





































































By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Presbytery of Baltimore, de- 
nouncing the Armenian outrages and calling on the Government of 
the United States to interfere—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Rock Valley, Sioux 
County, Iowa, asking that Congress take such action as shall re- 
sult in the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban pa- 
—_ in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial from the Trades 
League of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution by the Ministerial Association 
of Harrisburg, Pa., indorsing the Cuban cause—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

7 Mr. SHERMAN: Three petitions of business firms of Utica, 
N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill No. 13, to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judi- 


clary. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Reuben Nixon, of Gates County, 
N. C., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Benjamin Sharp, of Company E, Fifty-fifth Indiana Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5402—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Pearson, of Marion, Ind., for relief 
in returning to him his traveling expenses and subsistence while 
recruiting men for the service—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Pearson, of Marion, Ind., for pen- 
sion unjustly deprived of—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, Pa to accompany ——— of Mrs. Sarah E. McConn, 
Wabash, Ind., praying a pension for her sister, Eliza Tate—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Memorial of the citizens of Leetonia, Ohio, 
praying for the recognition of the belligerent rights of the Cuban 
— in their struggle for liberty—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Resolutions by the Delaware Peace Society, 


Howard 8. an president, ther with a public meeting of 
the citizensof Wilmington, Del., William W. ep chairman, 
urging the recognition of the belligerent rights of the Cuban pa- 


triots—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 17, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mripury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedi.gs was read and approved. 
REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer, transmitting, in compliance with 
law, the annual report of the operations of the Government Print- 
ing Office for the year ended June 30, 1895; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLgEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House passed a 
resolution (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and employees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for 
the month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of said month; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition, in the form of res- 
olutions adopted by the National Grange of the Patrons of Hus- 
bandry of the United States, praying for a speedy recognition as 
belligerents of the Cuban — in their struggle for freedom; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
at the fifth annual convention of the American International Asso- 
ciation of Railwa a. of Bridges and Buildings, held 
at New Orleans, La., October 15, 1895, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the continuance of the investigations into the 

roperties of wood and tests of the strength of our commercial tim- 

rs, which have been carried on in the division of forestry, De- 

partment of Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

r. BLACKBURN —— a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying that steps be taken %! en caged han the 
companies operating the Etna and Sarah blast at Ironton, 
Ohio, from throwing furnace cinders over the north bank of the 
Ohio River, thereby diverting the flow of water of that river against 
the Kentucky shore; and also that provision be made for the con- 
struction of piers or wing dams at the upper end of the town of 
Russell, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Madison 
S. Dak., praying for a speedy recognition as belligerents of th. 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was refe rr 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of the church of Dart- 
mouth College, authenticated by Charles F. Emerson, clerk ro 
tempore of the church, in reference to the outrages in the Turkis), 
Empire. The petitioners pray that Congress will take such prompt 
and resolute action as the occasion requires to protect the lives and 
property of all American citizens, whether native born or nati- 
ralized, resident in Turkey; to employ every legitimate influey 4 
and cpemcy for the immediate arrest of the massacre and plun- 
der of the Armenian race, and demand such reparation as {)o 
case may admit; and demand that henceforth the profession of 
Christianity shall in no case subject the professor to death, impris- 
onment, exile, or persecution, whether by the direction, permis- 
sion, or neglect of the Turkish Government or its officials in any 
part of the Empire. I move that the petition be referred to tho 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of Newark, N. J., praying 
for a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in 
their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature of 
Minnesota, praying for the relief of Josiah R. King. As a duyili- 
cate of this resolution was presented yesterday and entered in the 


RECORD it need not be reread. I move that the memoria! he re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying 


that the President and the Congress of the United States take im- 
mediate, definite, and vigorous action on behalf of the Armenian 
survivors; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by citizens of Wilmington, Del., praying Congress to in- 
augurate peaceful measures and-send ambassadors of peace to 
those now engaged in bloody warfare in, and with reference to, the 
Island of Cuba, and to use their utmost endeavors to compose by 
peaceful consultation and arbitrament the existing dispute; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 21) for print- 
ing extra copies of the report of the Board of Visitors to the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point, to report a concurrent resolution 
in the nature of a substitute, and I ask for its present considera- 


on, 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in paper covers, 6,000 extra copies of the annual report of the 
Board of Visitors-to the United States Military Academy at West Point for 
the year 1895, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


PROFESSOR WOODBRIDGE’S REPORT ON HEATING AND VENTILA- 
TION. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report a resolution and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed of the report of Prof. L. H. Woodbridge, 
made to the Committee on Rules of the Senate, on the heating and ventilation 
of the Senate, with the accompanying illustrations, dated December 14. |), 
500 copies for the use of the Senate; but the usual number shall not be printed. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. : 

Mr.GORMAN. Thisisa op cena Professor Woodbridge, 
who was selected by the Committee on Rules under a resolution 
offered, I think, by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Hoar] in the last Congress. The committee are not yet 
ready to report, but they think that this report of Professor W 001- 
bridge is so valuable and contains so much information thai it 
ought to be printed in advance for the use of the Senate. I think 
every Senator will not on be interested in the matter, but in- 
structed by it, and he will find that it is probably the most valu- 
able report that has ever been made upon the subject of the venti- 
lation of these Halls. : 

Mr. HOAR. I have seen the plan which accompanies the re- 
port and I heard the eminent scientific man before the committee 
generally stating his theory. I would suggest that there ought 
to be enough ao of the oo printed to send at least one to 
every mem the other House, because, although the investl- 
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tion is confined to the Senate wing of the Capitol, it relates as | 
intimately to the comfort and health of members of the other | 
House, and if the plan shall be adopted here, undoubtedly it will 
be adopted there. I suggest that the number of copies be increased 
to 1,000, so that the report may be generally understood. Besides, 
of course any appropriation which is made for this purpose will 
require the assent of the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. The only trouble is that under the law neither 
House can order the printing of additional copies when the cost 
exceeds $500 without concurrent action. We have had a general 
estimate made of the cost in this case, which may not be exactly 
accurate, but as soon as the Committee on Rules reports the 
usual number will be ordered printed by both Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; as this is a Senate resolution and comes 
under the $500 limit, I shall not insist. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of 
said month, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8.978) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T.Crump; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. _ 

Mr. DA 1S introduced a bill (S. 979) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to prepare a code of laws for the consular 
courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8.980) granting a pen- 
sion to John Sirrine; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MORRiLL introduced a bill (8.981) relating to the testi- 
mony of physicians in the courts of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 982) to grant medals to survi- 
vors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson (La. ) forlorn- 
hope storming column; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.983) to consolidate mail matter of 
the third and fourth classes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 984) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Jacksonville, in the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 985) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Joliet, in the 
State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.986) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of East St. Louis, Ill.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary 
Ann Hooper, mother of Samuel Hooper, alias Johnson; which was 
read twice hy title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 988) to invest the United 
States circuit courts with jurisdiction to try all questions of law 
and fact which affect the right of any individual to enter and 
acquire Government lands under the land laws of the United 
States when the land in question is of the value of $500 or more, 
said jurisdiction to ke concurrent with the jurisdiction of the Land 
Department of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S.989) to place the name of Fannie 
Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, deceased, late brigadier-gen- 
eral, United States Army, retired, on the pension roll at the rate of 
$175 per month; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer 
and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 991) for the relief of Frederick Car- 
lisle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Jane S. 
Tuttle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 993) for the relief of 
the estate of Pearce Noland, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 994) for the relief of Henry F. 
Thornton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.995) to appoint Lieut. T. J. Clay, 
United States Army, now on the retired list, to the rank and pay 
of captain, retired; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (5S. 996) to increase the pen- 
sion of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 997) granting a pension 
to Ella D. Cross; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Cominittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 998) for the relief of Anne Buck- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comumit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.999) granting a pension to Capt. 
Dennis A. Dolan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1000) granting a pension to Esther 
C. Hardee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1001) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 
to 1842, inclusive, knownasthe Black Hawk war, Creek war, Chero- 
kee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1002) for the relief of William Mick- 
ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1003) to provide for 
the coinage of gold and silver bullion in the mints of the United 
States, and for the exchange therefor of legal-tender United States 
Treasury notes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1004) for the relief of Mrs. Alice M. 
Walsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1005) for the relief of Edward M. 
Agee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1006) for the relief of Mary A. Mc- 
Leron, and for the issue of a land warrant for 500 acres of land; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1007) requiring a patent to be issued 
to Edward A. Lorbeer of certain land in Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1008) to remit the penalties on un- 
paid taxes in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1009) to regulate the wages of con- 
ductors and drivers and other employees of the street-railway cor- 
porations of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners 
and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arctic; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1011) for the relief 
of Capt. James Regan, United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1012) to prevent the 
desecration of the national flag; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is a redraft of a bill which I in- 
troduced at the opening of the session and which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I now move thatthe Committee 
on the Judiciary be discharged from the further consideration of 
that bill, being the bill (S. 255) to prevent desecration of the national 
flag, and that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1013) to change and fix the 
time for holding the districtand circuit courts of the United States 
for the northern division of the eastern district of Tennessee; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1014) granting a pension to 
Ella Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David Hatfield, First Regi- 
ment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1015) granting a pension 
to Robert A. Stuart; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 










































SEA ae ee 4 







eer , 
Re in 


tenes 
Steer 
- oe 





































He also introduced a bill (S. 1016) to place the name of Francis 
E. Hoover, late a private in Company I of the Sixty-fourth Ohio 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to 
Robert Kiracofe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1018) for the relief of 
Joseph Eager, Charles Gallagher, and A. A. McGaffey, to repay to 
them moneys unlawfully collected from them by the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 1019) to change the boundaries 
of the collection district of Key West, Fla., and make Punta Gorda 
a port of entry and create a new collection district; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8. 1020) to confirm the John H. 
Mcintosh grant in the State of Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8. 1021) to refund to the county of 
Duval, in the State of Florida, the money ded in the im- 
poop of the St. Johns River, Florida; which was read twice 

vy its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1022) providing for the opening of 
a@ passage through San Carlos Bay and the improvement of the 
Caloosahatchie Rives, Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1023) for the improvement of the 
Suwanee River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1024) for continuing the work on 
the channel between Cumberland and Amelia . Florida, and 
the entrance to Fernandina, Fla., and St. Marys, Ga.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1025) for the relief of William 
Mickler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1026) for the relief of the widow 
and heirs of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1027) for a survey and estimate for 
a railroad from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal 
connecting the same with the St. Johns River, for military and 
naval purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military 

He also introduced a bili (S. 1028) granting land warrants to 
soldiers and sailors in the United States service in the Seminole 
Indian war of 1856, and their widows and orphans; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1029) confirming titles to certain 
lands in Columbia County, State of Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1030) to require preference to 
given to citizens of the States and localities where the mails are 
to be carried in all mail lettings; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and aah ani. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1031) for the relief of Jane Latham 
Donelly, only surviving daughter and heir of Amos Latham, a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1032) to regulate the 
natural laws of supply and demand, and to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1033) for the relief of the 
ton L. Lee, di 


legal representatives of y ; which was 
read twice by its title, and to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 29) to print, with 
certain additions, the last of the United States publi by 


the Interior De ent; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 30) concerning scri 
location on the Fort Jupiter Reservation, in Florida, etc.; whic 
ag twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 

ic Lands. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) concerning 
swamp and overflowed land in Florida; which was read twice by 
its titie, and referred to the Committee on Public 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of James Riley be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. BRICE, it was 

Ordered, That Philip Hawk be permitted to withdraw any papers of his o; 
file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate not inconsistent with the ; 
of the Senate, and that the Secretary be directed to forward them to hj. 
dress at Canton, Ohio. = 

REPRINT OF DOCUMENT ON THE VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY, 

Mr. HALE. I submit a resolve, and ask for action upon it, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a reprint shall be made of Senate Document No. 26 
session Fifticth Congress, relating to the Venezuela boundary, to }) 
tributed among the members of the Senate for the use of the Senato. 


Mr. HALE. This is an old document touching the Venez) 
boundary question, and it is out of print. The object of the, 
rint is that the number fixed by statute may be given to 

nate for distribution here. It will not go in the ordinary way 
to the Departments, but follows the action of another branc); 
Congress on the same subject yesterday. 

The resolution was considered by’ unanimous consent, and 

agreed to. 


ie 


‘ 


LOANS, CURRENCY, AND COINAGE. 
Mr. PEFFER. I submita resolution, and ask for its immediato 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing cause to have printed as m 
laneous documents the following matter: 

First. A paper entitled ‘“‘ N; loans of the United States from 1) ) 
1881," compiled by Raphael A. Bayley, and published in the reports of the 
Tenth Census. 

Second. Laws relating toloans, currency, and coinage of the United States, 
heretofore printed by direction of the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the last part of the 1 
lution again read. It would require the publication of a large 
volume-——— 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which 
will again be read for information. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. {I thinkthe Senator from Kansas will see that 
it is necessary to refer the resolution to the Committee on Prini- 
ing, because it would require the publication of a large volu 
which was ordered printed last = and which is, I believe, acces- 
sible to anyone. At any rate, I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the reference is made I wish to state that 
I think the Senator from Ohio is probably in error as to the (uan- 
tity of matter contained in the second item referred to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It embraces all the loan laws and all laws re- 
lating to currency and coinage. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is true, but I wish to say to the Senator 


that the volume referred to is but asmall one; probably it dovs 
not exceed 100 es. But there was another volume which in- 
cluded a deal of extraneous matter, matter that I do not care 


about including in this resolution. This volume does not, I thin, 


exceed 100 pages. 

The first item referred to is one of the most valuable documents 
in our financial history. It was prepared, under the direction of 
the Superintendent of the Tenth Census, by a gentleman of c1ii- 
nent qualifications, Mr. Bayley, and was printed in the reports of 
the census for 1880, but is wholly out of print, except, perhaps. a 
very few copies that may be found with some officers of the ‘Treas- 
ury Department. I have a great many requests for both of these 


documents. I have no objection to the resolutiou being referred 
to the Committee on Printing for its report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with this matter I desire to 
express the hope that the committee will not order simply « 1- 
print of the history of loans. It ought to be complete befor: 1 
is published again, and it is not now complete. It ought to bring 
the loans down to date. The document heretofore printed dovs 
not bring them down to date. It ought to contain the disposition 
of the loans, at what rate and when they were disposed of, ani 
such data. All that information is in the Treasury Departine:'t, 
and it should be put in this volume. It can be added to this com- 


pilation of the Senate. In addition, the document should contin 
the coi laws, and all the laws in regard to loans and cur- 
rency. re is one volume published that brings down the laws 


relating to loans, currency, banking, etc., until 1878 or |>+/. 
They ought to be brought down to date. The coinage laws 2.010 
are embraced in the publication of 1894, entitled ‘*The coins. 
laws,” but there is a great mass in that volume which is 0! no 
service, while that publication does not contain the laws in res: i 
to loans and currency. All ought to be embraced in one volume. 
I hope the Committee on Printing will take hold of this mat\:r 
and order all the laws to be printed in one volume, bringing t! 
down to the existing date, and then the book will be worth svme- 


thing. 
Mr PEFFER. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri a very good one. 

















1895. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS, 

Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution which I ask may be read, 

rinted, and lie over under the rule until to-morrow morning. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating 
the subject of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president and direct- 
ors thereof, to control the election of members of Congress or to influence 
the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the Senate 
whether corrupt means, bribery, or free transportation has been or is_ being 
used to influence such elections; also to inquire and report to the Senate 
whether the use of such influences or means is consistent with the preser- 
yation of the Republic of the United States and the rights and liberties of the 
people, and to report a bill for the punishment or suppression of such 


practices. b : ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 





THE BOARD OF IRRIGATION. 
Mr. KYLE. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 


consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to 
transmit to the Senate a report of progress of the Board of Irrigation, Execu- 
tive Departments, including a statement of its organization, the existing leg- 
islation relative to irrigation, the operations of the various subdivisions, the 
principles which should govern subdivision, and list of official publications 
on irrigation. : 

Mr. KYLE. I understand this document is already prepared 
by the Department of the Interior, and it will be a very valuable 
one indeed for the Committee on Irrigation in its deliberations 


upon the subject during the session. : 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY CONTROVERSY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the Congress; 

In my annual me addressed to the Congress on the 3d instant I called 
attenticn to the pending boundary controversy between Great Britain and 
the Republic of Venezuela, and recited the substance of a representation 
made by this Government to Her Britannic Majesty’s Government suggest- 
ing reasons why such dispute should be submitted to arbitration for settle- 
ment and inquiring whether it would be so submitted. 

The answer of the British Government, which was then awaited, has since 
been secetved, and, together with the dispatch to which itis areply,is hereto 
appended. 

Tach reply is embodied in two communications addressed by the British 

rime minister to Sir Julian Pauncefote, the British ambassador at this cap- 

tal. It will be seen that one of these communications is devoted exclusively 

to observations upon the Monroe doctrine, and claims that in the present in- 
stance a new and strange extension and development of this doctrine is 
insisted on by the United States, that the reasons justifying an appeal to 
the doctrine enunciated by President Monroe are generally inagrticabie 
“to the state of things in which we live at the present day,” and especially 
inapplicable to a controversy involving the boundary line between Great 
Britain and Venezuela. . 

Without attempting extended argument in reply to these positions, it may 
not be amiss to su t that the doctrine upon which we stand is strong and 
sound because itsenforcement is important to our peace and safety asa nation, 
and is essential to the integrity of our free institutions and the tranquil 
maintenance of our distinctive form of government. It was intended to ap- 
ply to every stage of our national life, and can not become obsolete while our 

publicendures. If the balance of power is justly a cause for jealousanxiety 
among the Governmentsof the Old World and a subject for our absolute non- 
interference, none the less is an observanee of the Monroe doctrine of vital 
concern to our le and their Government. — 

Assuming, therefore, that we may properly insist upon this doctrine with- 
out regard to “the state of things in which we live,” or any changed condi- 
tions here or elsewhere, it is not apparent why its application may not 
invoked in the present controversy. 

Ifa . power, by an extension of its boundaries, takes possession of 
the territory of one of our neighboring Republics against its will arid in dero- 
gation of its rights, it is difficult to see why, to that extent, such European 
power does not thereby attempt to extend its bag ae of government to that 
—— of thiscontinent whichisthustaken. Thisis the precise action which 

ident Monroe «leclared to be “ dangerous to our peace and safety,” and 
it can make no difference whether the European system is extended by an 
advance of frontier or otherwise. 

It is also suggested in the British reply that we should not seek to apply the 
Monroe doctrine to the pending dispute because it does not embody any prin- 
ciple of international law which ‘is founded on the general consent of na- 


tions,” and that ‘‘no statesman, however eminent, and no nation, however | 
. are competent to insert into the code of international law a novel | 
which was never recognized before, and which has not since been | 


powerful 
principle 
accepted by the Government of any other country.” 

Practically, the principle for which we contend has peculiar, if not exclu- 
sive, relation to United States. It may not have been admitted in so 
many words to the code of international law, but since in international coun- 
cils every nation is entitled to the rights belonging to it, if the enforcement 
of the Monroe doctrine is something we may justly claim, it has its place in 

code of international law as certainly and as securely asif it were s 
y. mentioned, and when the United States isa suitor before the high 
tribunal that administers international law the question to be determined is 
rer or not we present claims which the justice of that code of law can 


be right and valid. 
a ition in those principles of interna- 
righ 


Monroe doctrine finds its 
law which are based upon the theory that every nation shall have its 
ts protected and its just claims enforced. 


After twenty minutes spent in | 
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Of course this Government is entirely confident that under the sanction of 
this doctrine we have clear rights and undoubted claims. Noristhis ignored 
in the British reply. The prime minister, while not admitting that the Mon- 
roe doctrine is applicable to present conditions, states: “ In declaring that the 
United States would resist any such enterprise if it was contemplated Presi- 
dent Monroe adopted a policy which received the entire sympathy of the Eng- 
lish Government of that date.’ He further declares: “ Though the language 
of President Monroe is directed to the attainment of objects which most Eng- 
lishmen would agree to be salutary, it is impossible to admit that they have 
been inscribed by any —— ate authority l ¥ 


n the code of interr 1 law 
Again he says: “ They (Her Majesty's Government) fully coneur with the 





iationa 








view which President Monroe apparently entertained, that any distur of 
the existing territorial distribution in that yhere by any fresh acq i- 
tions on the part of anyEuropean State would a highly inexpedient cha " 


In the belief that the doctrine for which we contend was clear and defin 








that it was founded upon substantial considerations and invulved our safety 
and welfare, that it was fully applicable to our present conditions and t 1 
state of the world’s progress, and that it was directly related to the } | 


rend 
controversy, and without any conviction as to the final merits of the dispu 
but anxious to learn in a satisfactory and conclusive manner whether Great 
Britain sought, under a claim of boundary, to extend her possessions on thi 
continent without right, or whether she merely sought possession of terri 
tory fairly included within her lines of ownership, this Government proposed 
to the Government of Great Britain a resort to arbitration as the proper 
means of settling the question, to the end that a vexatious boundary dispute 
between the two contestants might be determined and our exact standing 
and relation in respect to the controversy might be made 


clear 





It will be seen from the correspondence herewith submitted that this proposi- 
tion has been declined by the British Government, upon grounds which, in the 
circumstances, seem to me to be far from satisfactory. It is deeply disap- 
ss that such an appeal, actuated by the most friendly feelings toward 
0th nations directly concerned, addressed to the sense of justice and to the 
magnanimity of one of the great powers of the world and touching its relations 

etter rosu 


to one comparatively weak and small, should have produced no b 
The course to be pursued by this Government, in view of the present 





tion, does not appear to admit of seriousdoubt. Havinglabored faithfully for 
many years toinduce Great Britain tosubmit this dispute toimpartial sitra- 
tion, and having been now finally apprised of her refusal to do so, nothirg re- 
mains but to accept the situation, to recognize its plain requirements, and deal 
with it accordingly. Great Britain's present proposition has never thus far 
been regarded as admissible by Venezuela, though any adjustmentof the in- 
dary which that country may deem for her advantage and may enter into of 


her own free will can not of course be objected to by the United States 
Assuming, however, that the attitude of Venezuela will remain unchanged. 


the dispute has reached such a stage as to make it now incumbent upon the 
United States to take measures to determine with sufficient certainty for its 
justification what is the true divisional line between the Republic of Vene- 


zuela and British Guiana. The inquiry to that end should of course be con- 
ducted carefully and judicially, and due weight should be given to all avail- 
able evidence, records, and facts in support of the claims of both parties 

In order that such an examination should be prosecuted in a thorough and 





satisfactory manner, I suggest that the Congress make an adequate appro- 
priation for the expenses of a commission, to be appointed by the Executive, 
who shall make the necessary investigation and report upon the matter with 
the least possible delay. When such report is made and accepted it will, in 
my opinion, be the duty of the United States to resist, by every means in its 
power, as a willful aggression upon its rights and interests, the appropriation 
oe Great Britain of any lands or the exercise of governmental jurisd n 
over any territory which, after investigation, we have determined of right 


belongs to Venezuela. 


In making these recommendations I am fully alive to the responsibility 
incurred, and keenly realize all the consequences that may follow 

Iam, nevertheless, firm in my conviction that. while it isa grievous thing 
to contemplate the two great English-speaking peoples of the wor s being 
otherwise than friendly competitors in the onward march of civilization and 
strennous and worthy rivals in ail the arts of peace, there is no calamity 
which a great nation can invite which equals that which follows a supine 


submission to wrong and injustice and the consequent loss of national se 


respect and honor, beneath which are shielded and defended a people's safety 


and greatness. c 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1395. 
Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 
he Vice-President rapped to order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the message, with the accom- 
panying documents, be printed. I shall not movea reference until 
after the message and accompanying documents shall have been 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that accompanying the message is 
the correspondence, and if not too long, I think it would be well 
if that could be read, or spread upon the records at once. 

Mr. GRAY and Mr. VILAS. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have it printed in the Recorp, 
so that we may read Secretary Olney’s dispatch of last July and 
Lord Salisbury’s reply. I think we ought to be ina position to 
understand this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the accompanying correspondence also 
be printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The following are the documents accompanying the message of 
the President: 

MR. OLNEY TO MR. BAYARD. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, July 20, 1895. 
His Excellency THomAs F. BAYARD, etc., London. 

Srr: lem directed by the President to communicate to yon his views upon 
a subject to which he has given much anxious thought and respecting which 
he has not reached a conclusion without a lively sense of its great importance 
as wellas of the serious responsibility involved in any action now to be taken. 

It is not proposed, and for present purposes is not necessary, to enter into 
any detailed account of the controversy between Great Britain and Venezuela 
respecting the western frontier of the colony of British Guiana. The dispute 
is of ancient date and began at least as early as the time when Great Britain 
acquired by the treaty with the Netherlands of 1414 “the establishments of 
Demerara, Essequibo, and Berbice.” From that time to the present the 
dividing line between these “establishments (now called British Guiana) 
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and Venezuela has neverceased to be asubject of contention. The claims of 
both parties, it mnvust be conceded, are of a somewhat indefinite nature. On 
the one hand Venezuela, in every constitution of government since she became 
an independent State, has declared her territorial limits to be those of the 
Captaincy General of Venezuela in 1816. Yet, out of “ moderation and pru- 
dence,” itissaid, she has contented herself with claiming the Essequibo line— 
the line of the Essequibo River, that is—to be the true boundary between 
Venezuela and British Guiana. On the other hand, at least an equal degree 
of indefiniteness disti ishes the claim of Great Britain. 

It does not seem tp be asserted, for instance, that in 1814 the “ establish- 
ments” then acquired by Great Britain had any clearly defined western 
limits which can now be identified and which are either the limits insisted 
upon to-day, or, being the original limits, have been the basis of legitimate 
territorial extensions. On the contrary, having the actual on of a 
district called the Pomaron district, she appevgeiey remained indifferent as 

w 
la 





to the exact area of the colony until 1840, when she commissioned an engineer, 
Sir Robert Schomburgk, to examine and down its boundaries. The result 
was the Schomburgk line, which was fixed by metes and bounds, was deline- 
ated on maps, and was at first indicated on the face of the country itself by 
posts, monograms, and other like symbols. 

If it was expected that Venezuela would acquiesce in this line, the expecta- 
tion was doomed to speedy disappointment. Venezuela at once protested, 
and with such vigor and to such purpose that the line was exp ed to be 
only tentative—part of a general boundary scheme concerning Brazil and 
the Netherlands as well as Venezuela—and the monuments of the line set up 
by Schomburgk were removed by the express order of Lord Aberdeen. Un- 
der these circumstances it seems impossible to treat the Schomburgk line as 
being the boundary claimed by Great Britain as matter of right, or as any- 
thing buta line originating in considerations of convenience and ex ency. 
Since 1840 various other boundary lines have from time to time been indicated 
by Great Britain, but all as conventional lines—lines to which Venezuela's 
assent has been desired, but which in no instance, it is believed, have been 
demanded as matter of right. Thus neither of the parties is to-day stand- 
ing for the boundary line predicated upon strict legal 1 ht—Great Britain 
having formulated no such claim at all, while Venezuela insists upon the 
Essequibo line only as a liberal concession to her onan 

Several other features of the situation remain to briefly noticed—the 
continuous growth of the undefined British claim, the fate of the various 
attempts at urbitration of the controversy, and the part in the matter here- 
tofore taken by the United States. As already seen, the exploitation of the 
Schomburgk life in 1840 was at once followed by the protest of Venezuela and 
by proceedings on the part of Great Britain which could fairly be interpreted 
only as a disavowal of that line. Indeed, in addition to the facts already 
noticed, Lord Aberdeen himself in 1844 pro: a line beginning at the River 
Moroco, a distinct abandonment of the Schomburgk line. 

Notwithstanding this, however. overs oaage in the British claim since that 
time has moved the frontier of British Guiana farther and farther to the 
westward of the line thus p .. The Granville line of 1881 placed the 
parting, pat ata distance of 29 miles from the Moroco in the direction of 
Punta Barima. The Rosebery line of 1886 placed it west of the Guaima 
River, and about that time, if the British authority known as the States- 
man's Year Book is to be relied upon, the area of British Guiana was sud- 
denly enlarged by some 33,000 cquare miles—being stated as 76,000 square 
miles in 1885 and 109,000 square miles in 1887. The Salisbury line of 1890 fixed 
the starting point of the line in the mouth of the Amacuro west of the Punta 
Barima on the Orinoco. And finally, in 1893, a second Rosebery line carried 
the sounore from a point to the west of the Amacuro as far as the source of 
the Cumano River and the Sierra of Usupamo. Nor have the various claims 
thus enumerated been claims on pe od merely. An exercise of jurisdiction 
corresponding more or less tosuch claims has accompanied or followed closel 
upon each and has been the more prreeeting ond unjustifiable if, as is all ‘ 
an agreement made in the year 1850 bound both parties to refrain from such 
occupation pending the settlement of the dispute. 

While the British claim has been developing in the manner above described. 
Venezuela has made earnest and repeated efforts to have the question o 
boundary settled. Indeed, allowance being made for the distractions of a 
war of independence and for frequent internal revolutions, it may be fair! 
snid that, Venezuela has never ceased to strive for its adjustment. It could, 
of course, do so only sone peaceful methods, any resort to force as against 
its powerful adversary being out of the question. Aarne, shortly after 
the drawing of the Schomburgk line, an effort was made to settle the bound- 
ary by ay and was apparently eet a successful issue when 
the negotiations were brought to an end in by the death of the Venezu- 
elan lenipotentiary. 

In 1848 Venezuela entered upon a period of civil commotions which lasted 
for more than a quarter of a century, and the negotiations thus interrupted 
in 1344 were not resumed until 1876. In that year Venezuela offered to close 
the dispute by accepting the Moroco line preecece by Lord Aberdeen. But 
without giving reasons for his refusal, Lord ranville rejected the e proposal 
and suggested a new line cree een a large tract of territory all preten- 
sion to which seemed to have been abandoned by the previous action of Lord 
Aberdeen, Venezuela refused to assent to it, and negotiations dragged 
along without result until 188, when Venezuela concluded that the only 
course open to her was arbitration of the controversy. Before she had made 
any definite proposition, however, Great Britain took the initiative by sug- 
resting the making of a treaty which should determine various other ques- 
ions as well as that of the disputed eT: The result was that a treaty 
was practically agreed upon with the G tone government in 1886 con- 
as a general arbitration clause under which the parties might have sub- 
mitted the boundary — to the decision of a third power or of several 
powers in amity with both. 

Before the actual signing of the —_ however, the administration of Mr. 
Gladstone was superseded by that o Lord Salisbu , which declined to 
accede to the arbitration clause of the treaty notwithstanding the reason- 
able expectations of Venezuela to the cont: , based upon the premier’s 
emphatic declaration in the House of Lords t no serious government 
would think of not respecting the engagements of its predecessor. Since 
then Venezuela on the one side has been offering and for arbitration, 
while Great Britain on the other has responded 7 insisting upon the condi- 
tion that any arbitration should relate only to such of the dispnted territo: 
as lies west of a line d ted by herself. As this condition seemed - 
missible to Venezuela, and as, while the negotiations were pen , new 
appropriations of what is claimed to be Venezuelan territory continued to be 
made, Venezuela in 1887 vermenaes diplomatic relations with Great Britain 
protesting “before Her British Majesty's Government, before all civilized 
nations, and before the world in eral, against the acts of spoliation com- 
mitted to her detriment by the Government of Great Britain, which she at 
no time and on no account will recognize as capable of altering in the least 
the rights which she has inherited from 8 and respecting which she will 
ever be willing to submit to the decision Oa caret 

Diplomatic relations have not sinc’: deen th what is claimed 
to be new and flagrant British Venezuela to resume nego- 


tiatio the boundary question. Stal Cacough lie cainister in Parte ana 
ms on un uu — 
@ special envoy on that subject; and in 1808, a confiden’ 


through 
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Sefior Michelena. These negotiations, however, met with the fate of othor 
like previous negotiations, Great Britain refusing to arbitrate except as to 
territory west of an arbitrary line drawn by herself. All attempts in that 
direction definitely terminated in October, 1893, when Sefior Michelena {i\, i 
with the foreign office the following declaration: 

“T perform a most strict ony in raising again, in the name of the Govern. 
ment of Venezuela. a most solemn protest against the proceedings of thio 
Colony of British Guiana, constituting encroachments upon the territory 
of the Republic, and a the declaration contained in your excellenc y's 
communication that Her Britannic Majesty’s Government considers t}\,: 

art of the territory as pertaining to British Guiana and admits no claim ; 
t on the tof Venezuela. In support of this protest I reproduce all { 
arguments presented to your excellency in my note of 29th of last September 
and those which have been exhibited by the Government of Venezuela oy 
the various occasions they have raised the same protest. 

ped me on Her Britannic Majesty's Government the entire responsibility 
the incidents that may arise in the future from the necessity to which Ven- 
ezuela has been driven to oppose by all possible means the dispossession of a 
part of her territory, for by disregarding her just representation to put an 
end to this violent state of affairs through the decision of arbiters Her Ma j- 
esty’s Government ignores her rights and imposes upon her the painful 
though pecenepieey = of providing for her own legitimate defense.” 

To the territorial controversy between Great Britain and the Republic of 
Venezuela, thus briefly outlined, the United States has not been and, indeed. 
in view of its traditional pase , could not be indifferent. The note to the 
British foreign office by which Venezuela opened negotiations in 1876 was at 
once communicated to this Government. In January, 1881, a letter of the 
Venezuelan minister at Washington, respecting certain alleged demonstra. 
tions at the mouth of the Orinoco, was thus answered by Mr. Evarits, then 
Secretary of State: 

**In reply I have to inform pee that in view of the deep interest which the 
Government of the United States takes in all transactions tending to at- 
tempted encroachments of foreign powers upon the territory of any of tho 
Republics of this continent, this Government could not look with indiffer- 
ence to the forcible acquisition of such territory by England if the mission 


) 


of the vessels now at the mouth of the Orinoco should be found to be for that 
end. This Government awaits, therefore, with natural concern the more 
icular statements ae: by the Government of Venezuela, which it 
ee will not be long elayed.” 
‘ 7. the February following Mr. Evarts wrote again on the same subject, as 
ollows: 


* Referring to your note of the 2lst of December last, touching the operations 
of certain British war vessels in and near the mouth of the Orinoco River and to 
my reply thereto of the 3ist ultimo, as well as to the recent occasions in whicn 
the subject has been mentioned in our conferences concerning the busin«ss of 
your mission, I take it to be fitting now at the close of my incumbency of the 
office [hold to advert to the interest with which the Government of the United 
States can not fail to regard any such perpee with respect to the control of 
American territory as is stated to be contemplated by the Government of 
Great Britain, and toexpress my t that the further information promised 
in your note with regard to such designs had not reached me in season to re- 
ceive the attention which, notwithstanding the severe pressure of public busi- 
ness at the end of an administrative term, I should have taken pleasure in 
besto upon it. I doubt not, however, that your representations in ful- 
fillment of the awaited additional orders of your Government will have like 
earnest and solicitous consideration at the hands of my successor.” 

In November, 1882, the then state of negotiations with Great Britain, to- 
gether with a copy of an intended note suggesting recourse to arbitration, 
was communicated to the Secretary of State by the President of Venezucla 
with the expression of the hope that the United States would give him its 
opinion and advice and such support as it deemed ——- to offer Venezuela 
in order that justice should be done her. Mr. Frelinghuysen replied in a 
dispatch tothe United States minister at Caracas as follows: 

“This Government has already expressed its view that arbitration of such 
disputes is a convenient resort in the case of failure to come toa mutual un 
derstanding, and intimated its willingn if Venezuela should so desire. to 

ropose to Great Britain such a mode of settlement. It is felt that the 
ton: er of good offices would not be so profitable if the United States were to 
approach Great Britain as the advocate of any prejudged solution in favor of 

enezuela. So far as the United States can counsel and assist Venezuela it 
believes it best to confine its reply to the renewal of the eaggestion of arbi 
tration and the offer of all its good officesin that direction. This suggestion 
is the more easily e, since it appenrs, from the instruction sent by Sefor 
Seijas to the Venezuelan minister London on the same 15th of July, 1x2, 
that the President of Venezuela proposed to the British Government the 
submission of the dispute to arbitration by a third power. ; 

“You will take an earl on to present the eoegen considerations to 
Sefior Seijas, saying to that, while trusting that the direct proposal for 
arbitration already made to Great Britain may bear good fruit (if, indeed, it 
has not already done so by its acceptance in principle), the Government of 
the United States will cheerfully lend any needful aid to press upon Great 
Britain in a friendly way the proposition so made, and at the same time you 
will say to Sefior Seijas ( rsonal conference, and not with the formality of 
a written communication) that the United States, while advocating strongly 
the recourse of arbitration for the adjustment of international disputes atfect- 
ing the States of America, does not seek to put itself forward as their arbiter; 
that, viewing all such questions impartially and with no intent or desire to 
prejudge their merits, the United States will not refuse its arbitration if 
asked by both ies, and that, regarding all such questions as essentially 
and distinctively American, the United States woul always prefer to see 
such contentions adjusted through the arbitrament of an erican rather 
thanan European power.” 

In 1884 Gen. Guzman Blanco, the Venezuelan minister to England, ap 
pointed with special reference to peames negotiations for a general treaty 
with Great Britain, visited Washington on way to London and, after 
several conferences with the Secretary of State respecting the objects of lis 
— was thus commended to the good offices of Mr. Lowell, our minister 
at St. James's: 

“Tt will necessarily be somewhat within your discretion how far your good 
offices may be profitably employed with Her Majesty’s Government to these 
ends, and at any rate you may take proper occasion to let Lord Granville 
know that we are not without concern as to whatever may affect the inter- 
ests of a sister Republic of the American Continent and its position in the 
family of nations. : % 

“If General Guzman should apply to you for advice or assistance in r« raliz- 
ing the purposes of his mission you show him proper consideration, and, 

t committing the United States to any determinate political solution, 
you will endeavor to out the views of this instruction.” t 

The progress of General Guzman’s tiations did not fail to be observed by 
this Government, and in December 1886 with a view to preventing the rupture 
of di tic tions—which actually took place in February following 
the Secre' of State, Mr. Bayard, instructed our minister to Great 
Britain to tender arbitration of the United States, in the following terms: 

“It does not appear that at any time heretofore the good offices of this 
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Government have been actually tendered to avert a rupture between Great | 
Britain and Venezuela. As intimated in my No. 58, our inaction in this re 
gard would seem to be due to the reluctance of Venezuela to have the Gov 
ernment of the United States take any steps having relation to the action | 
of the British Government which might, in appearance even, prejudice the | 
resort to further arbitration or mediation which Venezuela desired. Nev- 
ertheless, the records abundantly testify our friendly concern in the adjust- 
ment of the dispute; and the intelligence now received warrants me in ten- 
dering through you to Her Majesty's Government the good offices of the 
United States to promote an amicable settlement of the respective claims of 
Great Britain and Venezuela in the premises. 

“As proof of the impartiality with which we view the question, we offer our 
arbitration, if acceptable to both countries. We do this with the less hesi 
tancy as the dispute turns upon simple and readily ascertainable historical 

Sts. 

“tie Majesty’s Government will readily understand that this attitude of 
friendly neutrality and entire gerne touching the merits of the contro- 
versy, consisting wholly in a difference of facts between our friends and 
neighbors, is entirely consistent and compatible with the sense of responsi- 
bility that rests upon the United States in relation to the South American 
Republics. The doctrines we announced two generations ago, at the instance 
oar with the moral support and approval of the British Government, have 
lost none of their force or importance in the progress of time, and the Gov 
ernments of Great Britain and the United States are equally interested in 
conserving a status the wisdom of which has been demonstrated by the ex- 
perience of more than half a century. en 

“It is proper, therefore, that you should convey to Lord Iddesleigh, in such 
sufficiently guarded terms as your discretion may dictate, the satisfaction 
that would be felt by the Government of the United States in perceiving that 
its wishes in this regard were permitted to have influence with Her Majesty's 
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| tary of State in a communication to Mr. Bayard, bearing date July 13 





Government."’ Ee . 

This offer of mediation was declined by Great Britain, with the statement 
that a similar offer had already been received from another quarter, and that 
the Queen's Government were still not without hope of a settlement by direct 
diplomatic negotiations. In February, 1888, having been informed that the 
governor of British Guiana had by formal decree laid claim to the territory 
traversed by the route of a proposed railway from Ciudad Bolivar to Gua- 
cipati, Mr. Bayard egnrented 8 note to our minister to England, from which 

1e following extracts are taken: 
ms The ‘a now stated to have been put forth by the authorities of British 
Guiana necessarily gives rise to grave disquietude, and creates an apprehen- 
sion that the territorial claim does not follow historical traditions or evi- 
dence, but is apparently indefinite. At no time hitherto does it appear that 
the district of which Sunel ti is the center has been claimed as British 
territory or that such jurisdiction has ever been asserted over its inhabit- 
ants, and if the reported decree of the governor of British Guiana be indeed 

nuine it is not apparent how any line of railway from Ciudad Bolivar to 
yuacipati could enter or traverse territory within the control of Great 
Britain. 

“It is true that the line claimed by Great Britain as the western boundary 
of British Guiana is uncertain and vague. It is only necessary to examine 
the British Colonial Office List for afew years back te perceive this. In the 
issue for 1877, for instance, the line runs nearly southwardly from the mouth 
of the Amacuro to the junction of the Cotinga and Takutu rivers. In the 
issue of 1887, ten years later, it makes a wide detour tothe westward, follow- 
ing the Yuruari. Guacipati lies considerably to the westward of the line 
officially claimed in 1887, and it may perhaps be instructive to compare with 
it the map which doubtless will be found in the Colonial Office List for the 

resent year. 

“Tt may be well for bp toexpress anew to Lord Salisbury the great grati- 
fication it would afford this Government to see the Venezuelan dispute ami- 
cably and honorably settled by arbitration or otherwise and our readiness to 
do anything we properly can toassist to that end. 

“Tn the course of your conversation you may refer to the publication in 
the London Financier, of January 24 (a copy of which you can procure and 
exhibit to Lord Salisbury), and express apprehension lest the widening pre- 
tensions of British Guiana to possess territory over which Venezuela's juris- 
diction has never heretofore been disputed may not diminish the chances for 
a practical settlement. ; 

“If, indeed, it should sepete that there is no fixed limit to the British 
boundary claim, our good disposition to aid in a settlement might not only be 
defeated, but be obliged to give place to a feeling of grave concern.” 

In 1889, information having been received that Barima, at the mouth of the 
Orinoco, been declared a British port, Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of 
State, authorized Mr. White toconfer with Lord Salisbury for the reestab- 
lishment of diplomatic relations between Great Britain and Venezuela on 
the basis of a temporary restoration of the status quo, and May 1 and May 6, 
a ont oe following telegrams to our minister to England, Mr. Lincoln: 
(May 1, _— 

“Mr. Lincoln is instructed to use his good offices with Lord Salisbury to 
bring about the resumption of diplomatic intercourse between Great Britain 
and Venezuelaas a preliminary step toward the settlement of the boundary 
dispute by arbitration. The joint proposals of Great Britain and the United 
States toward Portugal, which have just been brought about, would seem 
to make the present time propitious for submitting this question to an inter- 
national arbitration. He is requested to propose to Lord Salisbury, with a 
view to an accommodation, that an informal conference be had in Washing- 
ton or in London of representatives of the three powers. In such conference 
the position of the United States is one solely of impartial friendship toward 
both litigants. 

“(May 6, 1890)— 

“Itis nevertheless desired that you shall do all you can consistently with 
our attitude of impartial friendship to induce some accord between the con- 
testants by which the merits of the controversy may be fairly ascertained 
and the rights of each party justly confirmed. e neutral position of this 
Government does not ou with any expression of opinion on the part of 
this De ment as to what these rights are, but it is confident that the shift- 
ing footing on which the British boundary question has rested for several 


years is an obstacle to such a correct appreciation of the nature and 
grounds of her claim as would alone warrant the formation of any opinion.” 


In the course of the same year, 1890, Venezuela sent to London a special en- 
voy to bring about the resumption of di yoy relations with Great Britain 
through the good offices of the United States minister. But the mission 
failed use a condition of such resumption, steadily adhered to by Vene- 
zuela, was the reference of the boundesy dispute toarbitration. Since the 
close of the negotiations initiated by Sefior Michelena in 1893 Venezuela has 
repeatedly brought the controversy to the notice of the United States, has 

upon its importance to the United States, as wellas to Venezuela, has 
represented it to have reached an acute stage—making definite action by the 
United States imperative—and has not ceased to solicit the services and sup- 
port of the United States in aid of its final adjustment. These appeals have 
been received with indifference, and our ambassador to Great Britain 
uniformly instructed to exert all his influence in the direction of 

the reestablishment of diplomatic relations between Great Britain and Vene- 
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The Secre- 
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zuela and in favor of arbitration of the boundary controversy cr 
1s 
used the following language: 

“The President is inspired by a desire for a peaceable and honorable settle- 
ment of the existing difficulties between an American State and a powerful 
transatlantic nation, and would be glad to see the reestablishment of such 
diplomatic relations between them as would promote that end 

“Tecan discern but twoequitablesolutions of the present controversy: One 
is the arbitral determination of the rights of the disputants as the respective 
successors to the historical rights of Holland and Spain over the region in 


question. The other is to create a new boundary line in accordance with the 


dictates of mutual <7 ‘ddiency and consideration. The two Governments 
having so far been unable to agree on a conventional line, the consistent and 
conspicuous advocacy by the United States and England of the pr ple of 
arbitration and their recourse thereto in settlement of important questions 
| arising between them, makes such a mode of adjustment especially appro- 
priate in the present instance, and this Government will gladly do what it 

| can to further a determination in that sense.” 
Subsequent communications to Mr. Bayard direct him to ascertain whether 


a minister from Venezuela would be received by Great Britain. In the an- 
nual message to Congress, of December 3 last, the President used the follow 
ing language: 

“The boundary of British Guiana still remains in dispute between Great 
Britain and Venezuela. Believing that its early settlement, on some just 
basis alike honorable to both parties, is in the line of our established policy to 
remove from this hemisphere all causes of difference with powers beyond the 
sea, I shall renew the efforts heretofore made to bring about a restoration of 
diplomatic relations between the disputants and to induce a reference to ar- 
bitration, a resort which Great Britain so conspicuously favors in principle 
and respects in practice, and which is earnestly sought by her weaker ad- 
versary.”’ : 

And February 22, 1895, a joint resolution of Congress declared 

“That the President's suggestion * * * that Great Britain and Vene- 
zuela refer their dispute as to boundaries to friendly arbitration be earnestly 
recommended to the favorable consideration of both parties in interest : 

The important features of the existing situation, as shown by the foregoing 
recital, may be briefly stated 

1. The title to territory of indefinite but confessedly very large extent is 
in dispute between Great Britain on the one hand and the South American 
Republic of Venezuela on the other. 

2. The disparity in the strength of the claimants is such that Venezuela 
can hope to establish her claim only through peaceful methods—through an 
agreement with her adversary either upon the subject itself or upon an arbi- 
tration. 

3. The controversy, with varying claims on the part of Great Britain, has 
existed for more than half a century, during which period many earnest and 
persistent efforts of Venezuela to establish a boundary by agreement have 
proved unsuccessful. 

4. The futility of the endeavor to obtain a conventional line being recog 
nized, Venezuela for a quarter of a century has asked and striven for arbitra- 
tion. 

5. Great Britain, however, has always and continuously refused toarbitrate, 
except upon the condition of a renunciation of a large part of the Venezuelan 
claim and of a concession to herself of a large share of the territory in con 
troversy. 

6. By the frequent interposition of its good offices at the instance of Ven- 
ezuela, by constantly urging and promoting the restoration of diplomatic re- 
lations between the two countries, by pressing for arbitration of the disputed 
boundary, by offering to act as arbitrator, by expressing its grave concern 
whenever new alleged instances of British aggression upon Venezuelan ter 
ritory have been brought to its notice, the Government of the United States 
has made it clear to Great Britain and to the world that the controversy is 
one in which both its honor and its interests are involved and the continuance 
of which it can not regard with indifference. 

The accuracy of the foregoing analysis of the existing status can not, it is 
believed, be challenged. It shows that status to be such that those charged 
with the interests of the United States are now forced to determine exactly 
what those interests are and what course of action they require. It compels 
them to decide to what extent, if any, the United States may and should 
intervene in a controversy between and primarily concerning only Great 
Britain and Venezuela, and to decide how far it is bound to see that the 
integrity of Venezuelan territory is not impaired by the pretensions of its 
powerfulantagonist. Are any such right ane Euty doveived upon the United 
States? If not, the United States has already done all, if not more than all, 
that a purely sentimental interest in the affairsof the two countries justifies, 
and to push its interposition further would ve unbecoming and undignified, 
and might well subject it to the charge of impertinent intermeddling with 
affairs with which it has no rightful concern. On the other hand, if any such 
right and duty exist, their due exercise and discharge will not permit of any 
action that shall not be efficient and that, if the power of the Pited States 
is adequate, shall not result in the accomplishment of the end in view. The 
question thus presented, as matter of principle, and regard being had to the 
settled national policy, does not seem diticutt of solution. Yet the momen 
tous practical c en dependent upon its determination require that 
it should be carefully considered and that the grounds of the conclusion 
arrived at should be fully and frankly stated. 

That there are circumstances under which a nation may justly interpose in 
a controversy to which two or more other nations are the direct and imme- 
diate parties is an admitted canon of international law. The doctrine is or- 
dinarily expressed in terms of the most general character, and is perhaps 
incapable of more specific statement. It is declared in substance that a na- 
tion may avail itself of this right whenever what is done or proposed by any 
of the parties primarily concerned is a serious and direct menace to its own 








pa gm Ng pay 6 or welfare. The propriety of the rule, when applied in 
good faith, will not be questioned in any quarter. On the other hand, it is 
an inevitable though unfortunate consequence of the wide scope of the rule 


that it has only too often been made a cloak for schemes of wanton spoliation 
and aggrandizement. We are concerned at this time, however, not so much 
with the general rule as with aform of it which is peculiarly and distinctively 
American. Washington, in the solemn admonitions of the Farewet!l Address, 
explicitly warned his countrymen against entanglements with the politics or 
the controversies of European powers. 

‘** Europe,” he said, “* has a set of primary interests which to us have none or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent controver- 
sies the causes of which are essentially foreign toourconcerns. Hence, there- 
fore, it must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the 
ordinary vicissitudes of her politics or the ordinary combinations and col- 
lisions of her friendships or enmities. Our detached and distant situation 
invites and enables us to pursue a different course.” 

During the Administration of President Monroe this doctrine of the Fare- 
well ‘Address was first considered in all its aspects and with a view to all its 
— consequences. The Farewell Address, while it took America out of 

he field of European politics, was silent as to the part Europe might be per- 
mitted to play in America. Doubtless it was thought the latest addition to 
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the family of nations should not make haste to prescribe rules for the guid 
ance of its older members, and the expediency and groceries of serving the 
powers of Europe with notice of a complete and distinctive erican — 
excluding them from interference with American political affairs might well 
seem dubious to a generation to whom the French alliance, with its manifold 
advantages to the cause of Am . ican independence, was fresh in mind. 

Twenty years later, however, *%e situation had changed. The lately born 
nation had greatly ::creased in power and resources, had demonstra’ its 
strength on land and sea and as well in the conflicts of arms as in the pursuits 
of peace, and had begun to realize the commanding position on this continent 
which the character of its people, their free institutions, and their remote- 
ness from the chief scene of European contentions combined to give toit. The 
Monroe Administration therefore did not hesitate to accept and apply the 
logic of the Farewell Address by declaring in effect that American noninter- 
vention in European affairs necessarily implied and meant European nonin- 
tervention in American affairs. Conceiving unquestionably that complete 
European noninterference in American concerns would be cheaply pure! 
by complete American noninterference in Furopean concerns, President Mon- 
roe, in the celebrated message of December 2, 1823, used the following lan- 

age: 
er fh the wars of the European powers in matters relating to themselves we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy todoso. It 
is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent in- 
qustes or make preparations for our defense. ith the movements in this 
emisphere we are, of necessity, more immediately connected, and by causes 
which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. @ po- 
litical system of the allied powers is essentially different in this respect from 
that of America. This difference grocesds from that which exists in their 
respective governments. And to the defense of our own, which has been 
achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure and matured by the wis- 
dom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part to 
extend their params to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
peace and safety. 

“With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we 
have not interfered and shall not interfere. But with the Governments who 
have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence 
we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we 
could not view any interposition for the ny, by of oppressing them, or con- 





trolling in any other manner their destiny any European power, in any 
other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the 
United States. * * * Our policy in regard to Europe, which was adopted 
at an early stage of the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the 
globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to interfere in the inter- 
nal concerns of any of its powers; toconsider the Government de facto as the 
legitimate Government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and to 
reserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly a » meeting, in all 
tances, the just claims of every power, submitting Sewtes from none. 
But in regard to these continents, circumstances are eminently and cons - 
ously different. It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their 
political system to any portion of either continent without endangering our 
xe and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern brethren, if 
eft to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossi- 
pie. Speseteny, that we should behold such interposition, in any form, with 
erence."’ 

The Monroe Administration, however, did not content itself with formu- 
lating a correct rule for the regulation of the relations between Europe and 
America. It aimed at also securing the practical benefits to result from the 
application of the rule. Hence the message just quoted declared that the 
American continents were fully occu and were not the subjects for future 
colonization by European powers. To this spirit and this purpose also are 
to be attributed the passages of the same message which treat any infringe- 
ment of the rule against interference in American affairs on the part of the 
powers of Europe as an act of unfriendliness to the United States. It was 
realized that it was futile to lay down such arule unless its observance could 
be enforced. It was manifest that the United States was the only power in 
this hemisphere ——- of enforcing it. It was therefore courageously de- 
o— noe merely that Euro) : ought — - —— nd yo ae meen, ent 

nat any European power doing so wo as antago: e 
go ap ae, 

t America no 0} coloniza’ oug, © Dp on 
was not universally admitted at the ‘time of its first enunciation, has lo 
been universally conceded. We are now concerned, therefore, only wit 
that other practical application of the Monroe doctrine, the disregard of which 
by an European = is to be deemed an act of unfriendliness toward the 
United Sta © precise scope and limitations of this rule can not be too 
clearly apprehended. It does not establish any general protectorate by the 
Uni States over other American States. It doesnot relieve any American 
State from its obligations as fixed by international law nor prevent any 
Eu n power directly in from enforcing such or from 
inflicting merited p' ent for the breach of them. It does not contem- 
plate any interference in the internal affairs of any American State or in the 
relations between it and other American States. It does not ey any at- 
tempt on our part to change the established form of rene of any 
American State or to prevent pe geune <° such State from altering that 
form according to their own will re. rule in question has but 
a single purpose and object. It isthat no European power or combination of 
European powers shall forcibly — an American State of the right and 
poses -* antl governmiams and of ping for itself its own political fortunes 
and destinies. 


That the rule thus defined has been the blic law of this country 
ever since its promulgation can not es . Its pronouncement by 
the Monroe Administration at that par uestionably due 


was und 
to the inspiration of Great Britain, who at once gave to it an open and un- 
or adhesion which has never been withdrawn. But the rule was de- 
ded upon and formulated by the Monroe Administration as a pasoeively 

American doctrine of great import to the safety and welfare of the Uni 
States, after the most careful consideration by a Cabinet which num 
among its members John Adams, Calhoun, Cra 
which, before acting, took both Jefferson and Madison into its counsels. Its 
pronation was received with acclaim by the eae 

rrespective of party, Three years after, Webster d that the doctrine 
involved the honor of the country. ‘I look upon it,’’ he 
treasures of reputation, and for one I intend to guard it,” he added: 

“I look on the message of December, 1823, as f a bright in 
our history. I will help neither to erase it nor to tear it out; nor t be 
by any act of mine blurred or blotted. It did honor to the sagacity of the 
Government, and I will not diminish that honor.” 

'Though the rule thus highly eulogized by Webster has never been for- 
mally aflirmed by Congress, the House in 1st 
monarchy ey leh ag So Reena 00 oak somes ee Se ee 
of the United States, and in the Senate expressed 
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connection of any European power with a canal across the Isthmus of Darien 
or Central America. It is manifest that if arule has been openly and wni- 
formly declared and acted upon by the executive branch of the Government 
for more than seventy years without express repudiation by Congress. j; 
must be conclusively presumed to have its sanction. Yet it is certainly ho 
more than the exact truth to say that every Administration since Preside: 
Monroe's has had occasion, and sometimes more occasions than one, to ox 
amine and consider the Monroe doctrine, and has in each instance given it 
emphatic indorsement. Presidents have dwelt upon it in messages to (\n- 
ress and Secretaries of State have time after time made it the theme of <j, 
omatic representation. Nor, if the practical results of the rule be souc)! 
for, is the record either meager or obscure. 

Its first and immediate effect was indeed most momentous and far reaching 
It was the controlling factor in the emancipation of South America and ¢{. |} 
the independent States which now divide that region between them are larv.| 
indebted for their very existence. Since then the most striking single ach)j: 
ment to be credited to the rule is the evacuation of Mexico by the French nu) 
the termination of the civil war. But we are also indebted to it for the pr 
visions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which both neutralized any interoceanic: 
canal across Central America and expressly excluded Great Britain from 
occupying or exercising any dominion over any part of Central America. |; 
has in the case of Cuba as if justifying the position that, while tho 
sovereignty of Spain will be respected, the island will not be permitted to bo 
come the possession of any other European power. It has been infiuentia! j) 
bringing about the definite relinquishment of any supposed protectorate | y 
Great Britain over the Mosquito Coast. 

President Polk, in the case of Yucatan and pe peopens voluntary trensfer 
of that country to Great Britain or Spain, relied upon the Monroe doctrine 
though perhaps erroneously, when he declared in a special message to ( 
gress on the subject that the United States could not consent to any su 
transfer. Yet, in somewhat the same spirit, Secretary Fish affirmed in |<?) 
that President Grant had but followed “the teachings of all our history” in 
dec in his annual m of that year that existing dependenci 
were no a ed as sub to transfer from one European power to 
another, and that when the present relation of colonies ceases they are to 

me independent powers. Another development of the rule, though a 

peer not necessaril uired by either its letter or its spirit, is found 

the objection to arbitration of South American controversies by an Ku 
ropean power. American questions, it is said, are for American decision, 
and on that ground the United States went so far as to refuse to mediate in 
the war between Chile and Peru jointly with Great Britain and France. 
Finally, on the ground, among others, that the authority of the Monroe dic 
trine and the prestige of the United States as its exponent and sponsor 
would be seriously impaired, Secretary Bayard strenuously resisted the en- 
forcement of the Pelletier claim against Haiti. 

“The United States,” hesaid, ** has proclaimed herself the protector of this 
Western World, in which she is by far the stronger power, from the intrusion 
of European sovereignties. She can point with proud satisfaction to the fact 
that over and over again has she declared effectively that serious ind 
would be the consequences if European hostile foot should, without just 
cause, tread those States in the New World which have emancipated them 
selves from European control. She has announced that she would cheris!: 1s 
it becomes her the territorial rights of the feeblest of those States, regarding 
them not merely as in the e the law equal toeven the greatest of nation 
alities, but in view of her distinctive policy as entitled to be regarded by her 
as the objects of a peculiarly ous care. I feel bound to say that if wo 
should sanction by reprisalsin Haiti the ruthless invasion of her territory 
and insult to her sovereignty which the facts now before us disclose, if we 
approve by solemn Executive action and Congressional assent that invasion 
it will be difficult for us hereafter to assert that in the New World, of whos» 
rights we are the peculiar guardians, these rights have never been invaded 
by ourselves.” f , 

The foregoing enumeration not only shows the many instances wherein tho 
rule in question has been affirmed and applied, but also demonstrates that 
the Venezuelan boundary controversy isin any view far within the scope and 
spirit of - rule as uniformly accepted and actedupon. <A doctrine of Amc: 
ican public law thus long and firmly established and supported could not 
easily be ignored in a proper case for its application, even were the consid 
erations upon which it isfounded obscyre or questionable. Nosuch objecti 
can be made, however, to the Monroe doctrine understood ana defined i: 





manner already stated. It rests, on the contrary, upon facts and prme ples 
that are both intelligible and incontrovertible. distance and 3,000 miles 
of intervening ocean any permanent political union’ between an Euro- 


make 
and an American State unnatural and inexpedient will hardly be denicd 
ut physical and geographical considerations are the least of the objections to 
suchaunion. Eu ,as Washi m rved, has a set of primary inter 
ests which are iar to herself. America is not interested in them and 
—e= to be vexed or complicated with them. tones & 
great European power, for instance, to-day maintains enormous 
and fleets in self-defense and for protection against any other h- 
or powers. What have the States of America to do with that 
thi or why should they be impoverished by wars or prepar 
with whose causes or results they can have no direct concern 
If all Europe were to omer Sy to arms over the fate of Turkey, would it 
not be preposterous that any erican State should find itself inextrica!ly 
involved in the miseries and burdens of the contest? If it were, it woul: 
prove to be a partnership in the cost and losses of the struggle, but not in 
any ensuing benefits. 

t of the material is no less true of what may be termed tho 
morai interests involved. Those pees to Europe are peculiar to her 
and are entirely diverse from those pertaining and peculiar to America. 
Europe as a whole is monarchical, and, with the single important excep on 
of the Republic of France, is committed to the monarchical principle 
America, on the otuer hand, is devoted to the exactly opposite principle —t 
the idea that every people has an inalienable right of self-government—and 
in the United States of America has furnished to the world the most cou 
cpecnens and conclusive example and proof of the excellence of free institu 

whether from the ¢ point of national greatness or of individual 
happiness. It. can not be necessary, however, to enlarge upon this phase 0! 
the subject. Whether moral or material interests be considered, it can no! 
but be universally conceded that those of Europe are irreconcilably diver=° 
from those of and that any Eu an control of the latter is neces- 
sarily both incongruous and injurious. If, however, for the reasons stated 
the forcible intrusion of European powers into American politics is to '» 

—if, as it is to be deprecated, it should be resisted and preventou — 
such resistance and prevention must come from the United States. ‘I hey 
would come from it, of course, were it made the point of attack. But! 
they come at they must also come from it when any other American 
State is at since only the United States has the strength adequate '0 


the exigency. 

Is it Then, that the safety and welfare of the United States are so con 
mpatani the maintenance of the independence of every American State *5 
ies Seen to justify and require the interposition of the 

nited States whenever that independence is ered? The question can 


wer 
of 
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as North, by geographical proximity, by natural sympathy, by similarity of 
governmental constitutions, are friends and allies. commercially and politi 
cally, of the United States. To allow the subjugation of any of them by an 
European power is, of course, to completely reverse that situation and sig | 


be candidly answered in but one way. The States of America, South as well | 


nifies the loss of all the advantages incident to their natural relations to us 
But that is notall. The peopie of the | nited States have a vital interest in 
the causeof a self-government. They have secured the right for them 
selves und their posterity at the cost of infinite blood and treasure. They 
have realized and exemplified its beneficent operation by a career unex 
ampled in point of national greatness or individual felicity. They believe it 
to be for the healing of all nations, and that civilization must either advance 
or retrograde accordingly as its supremacy is extended or curtailed. Imbued 
with these sentiments, the people of the United States might not impossibly 
be wrought up to an active propaganda in favor of a cause so highly valued 
both for themselvesandformankind. But the age of the Crusades has passed, 
and they are content with such assertion and defense of the right of popular 
self-government as their own security and welfare demand. It is in that 
view more than in any other that they believe it not to be tolerated that the 
political control of an American State shall be forcibly assumed by an Euro 

ean power. 

The mischiefs pepushentes from such a source are none the less real be 
cause not immediately imminent in any specific case, and are none the less to 
be guarded against because the combination of circumstances that will bring 
them upon us can not bepredicted. The civilized States of Christendom dea! 
with each other on substantially the same principles that regulate the con 
duct of individuals. The greater its enlightenment, the more surely every 
State perceives that its yaaa interests require it to be governed by the 
immutable principles of right and justice. Each, nevertheless, is only too 
liable to succumb to the temptations offered by seeming special opportunities 
for its own aggrandizement, and each would rashly imperil its own safety 
weré it not to remember that for the regard and respect of other States it 
must be largely dependent upon its own strength and power. To-day | 
the United States is practically sovereign on this continent, and its fiat is 
law upon the subjects to which it confines its interposition. Why? It is 
not because of the the pure friendship or good will felt forit. Itisnotsimply 
by reason of its high character as a civilized State, nor because wisdom and 
justice and equity are the invariable characteristics of the dealings of the 
United States. It is because, in addition to all other grounds, its infinite re 
sources, combined with its isolated position, render it master of the situation 
and practically invulnerable as against any or all other powers. 

All the advantages of this superiority are at once imperiled if the principle 
be admitted that European powers may convert American States into colo 
nies or provinces of their own. The principle would be eagerly availed of, 
and every power doing so would immediately acquire a base of military 
operations against us. What one power was permitted to do could not be 
denied to another, and it is not inconceivable that thestruggle now going on 
for the acquisition of Africa might be transferred to South America. If it 
were, the weaker countries would unquestionably be soon absorbed, while 
the ultimate result might be the partition of all South America between the 
various European powers. The disastrous consequences to the United 
States of such a condition of things are obvious. The loss of prestige, of 
authority, and of weight in the councils of the family of nations would be 
among the least of them. Our only real rivals in peace as well as enemies in 
war would be found located at our very doors. Thus far in our history we 
have been spared the burdens and evils of immense standing armies and al! 
the other accessories of huge warlike establishments, and the exemption has 
largely contributed to our national greatness and wealth as well as to the 
happiness of every citizen. But, with the powers of Europe permanently 
encamped on American soil, the ideal conditions we have thus far enjoyed 
can not beexpectedtecontinue. We, too, must be armed tothe teeth; we, too, | 
must convert the flower of our male population into soldiers and sailors, and | 
by withdrawing them from the various pursuits of peaceful industry we, too, 
must pratically annihilate a large share of the productive energy of the 
nation. : 

How a greater calamity than this could overtake us it is difficult to see 
Nor are our just apprehensions to be allayed by suggestions of the friendli 
ness of European powers—of their good wili toward us—of their disposition, 
should the be our neighbors, to dwell with usin peace and harmony. The 
people of the United States have learned in the school of experience to what 
extent the relations of States to each other depend not upon sentiment nor | 
principle, but upon selfish interest. They will not soon forget that, in their | 
four of distress, all their anxieties and burdens were aggravated by the pos- | 
sibility of demonstrations against their national life on the part of powers | 
with whom they had long maifitained the most harmonious relations. They | 
have yet in mind that France seized upon the apparent opportunity of our 
civil war to set upa monarchy in the adjoining State of Mexico. Theyrealize | 
that had France and Great Britain held important South American posses 
sions to work from and to benefit, the temptation to destroy the predominance 
of the great Republic in this hemisphere by furthering its dismemberment | 
might have been irresistible. From that grave peril they have been saved 
in the past and may be saved again in the future through the operation of 
the sure but silent force of the doctrine proclaimed by President Monroe. | 
To abandon it, on the other hand, disregarding both the logic of the situation | 
and the facts of our past experience, would be to renounce a policy which 
has proved both an easy defense against foreign aggression and a prolific 
source of internal progress and prosperity. | 

There is, then, a doctrine of American public law, well founded in princi 

le and abundantly sanctioned by precedent, which entitlesand requires the 

Jnited States to treat as an injury to itself the forcible assumption by an 
European power of political control over an American State. The applica- | 
tion of the doctrine to the boundary dispute between Great Britain an ve ne- 
zuela remains to be madeand presents no real difficulty. Though the dispute 
relates to a boundary line, yet, as it is between States, it necessarily imports 
political control to be lost by one party and gained by the other. The politi 
cal control at stake, too, is of no mean importance, but concerns a domain of | 
great extent—the British claim, it will be remembered, apparently expanded 
in two years some 33,000 square miles—and, if italso directly involves the com- 
mand of the mouth of the Orinoco, is of immense consequence in connection | 
with the whole river navigation of the interior of South America. 
been intimated, indeed, that in respect of these South American possessions | 
Great Britain is herself an American State like any other. so that a contro 
versy between her and Venezuela is tobe settled between themselves as if it | 
were between Venezuela and Brazil or between Venezuela and Colombia, and 
does not call for or justify United States intervention. If this view be tena- 
ble at all, the logical sequence is plain. 

Great Britain as a South American State is to be entirely differentiated 
from Great Britain generally,and if the boundary question can not be settled 
otherwise than by force, British Guiana, with her own independent resources, 
and not those of the British Empire, should be left to settle the matter with | 
Venezuela—an arrangement which very possibly Venezuela might not object 
to. But the proposition that an European power with an American depend- 
ency is, for the purposes of the Monroe doctrine, to be classed not as an Euro- 
pean but as an rican State will notadmit of serious discussion. If it were 
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ainda —— — 
to be adopted, the Monroe doctrine would be too valueless to be worth assert- 
ing. Not only would every European power now having a South Ar n 
colony be enabled to extend its possessions on this continent indefinitely, but 
| any other European power might also do the same by first taking pains to 
procure a fraction of South American soil by voluntary cession 
Che declaration of the Monroe message—that existing colonies or dey 
cies of an European power would not be interfered with by the United St 
means colonies or dependencies then existing, with their limit ie 
ng. Soit has been invari construed, and so it must continue to be con- 
strued unless it is to be deprived of a ta! for Great B it be 
leemed a South American State w the purview of the M 
she is appropriating Venezuelan territory, is it materia 4 
advancing the frontier of an old colony instead of by tl ‘ fa 
eolony. Thedifference is1 rof form and not of substance, and - 
trine, if pertinent in the one case, must bein the otheralso. It ’ ted, 
however, and therefore can not be assured, that Great Brit t 


usurping dominion over Venezuelan territory While Ver iela charges 
such usurpation, Great Britain denies it, and the United St: unt 
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merits are authoritatively ascertained, can take sides with 1 But 
while this is so—while the United States may not, under exis I 
stances at least, take upon itself to say which of the two pir i 
which wrong—it is certainly within its right to demand that ! 
be ascertained. Being entitled to resent and resist any seq I 1 of 
Venezuelan soil by Great Britain, it is necessarily entitled to know I 
such sequestration has occurred or is now going on. Otherwise, if the United 
States is without the right to know and have it determined whether there is 
or is not British aggression upon Venezuelan territory, its right to protest 
against or repel such aggression may be dismissed from consideration 

rhe right to actapon a fact the existence of which there is right to have 
ascertained is simply illusory. It being clear, therefore, the United 
States may legitimately insist upon the merits of the bour tior 
ing determined, it isequally clear that there is but one fea f r- 
mining them, viz, peaceful arbit n. The impracticability of any ven- 
tional adjustment has been often and thoroughly demonstrated. Even re 
impossible of consideration is an appeal to arms—a mode of t y nat al 
pretensions unhappily not yet wholly obsolete. If, however,it were 1 y 
demnable as a relic of barbarism and a crime in itself, so one-sided a st 
ould not be invited nor even accepted by Great Britain without distir 3- 
paragement to her character as a civilized State. Great Brit we 4 
issumes no such attitude. On the contrary, she both admits that the: ‘ 
controversy and that arbitration should be resorted to for its adjust: t 
But, while upto that point her attitude leaves nothing to be desired prac- 
tical effect is completely nullified by her insistence that the submissio ull 
cover but a part of the controversy—that, as a condition of arbitra her 
right toa part of the disputed territory, the remainder shall be t1 r 
toher. If it were possible to point to a boundary which both s had 
ever agreed or assumed to be such either expressly or id 
that territory conceded by such line to British Guiana sh« i be held " 
in dispute might rest upon a reasonable basis. But there is nosuch } , 
territory which Great Britain insists shall be ceded to h a condition o 
arbitrating her claim to other territory has never been admitted to be r 
to her. It has always and consistently been claimed by Venezuela 

Upon what principle—except her feebleness as a nation—is she to be de d 
the right of having the claim Reard and passed upon by an impartial tribunal? 
No reason nor shadow of reason appears in all the voluminous literature of 
the subject. ‘It is to be so because I will it to be so” seems to be tl 
justification Great Britain offers. It is, indeed, intimated that the |} i 
claim to this particular territory rests upon an occupation which, w 
acquiesced in or not, has ripened into a perfect title by long contim 
But what prescription affecting territorial rights can be said to « t 
tween sovereign States? Or, if there is any, what is the legitima 
juence? It is not that all arbitration should be denied, but only tha 18 
ubmission shouid embrace an additional topic, namely, the va 
asserted prescriptive title either in point of law or in point of fact 
ferent result follows from the contention that as matter of princi; 
Britain can not be asked to submit and ought not to submit arb 
her political and sovereign rights over territory. Thiscontention. if ap l 
to the whole or toa vital part of the possessions of a sovereign State, 1 


not be controverted. To hold otherwise might be equivalent to holding 
a sovereign State was bound to arbitrate its very existence 
But Great Britain has herself shown in various instances t] 
has no pertinency when either the interests or the territor 
ire not of controlling magnitude and her loss of them 
bitration can not appreciably affect her honor or her power 








arbitrated the extent of her colonial possessions twice with the 
twice with Portugal, and once with Germany, and perhaps in ot] 
hn « “> } 





s northwest water boundary arbitration of 1472 
untry is an example in point and well illustrates both t 
to long-continued use and enjoyment and the fact that atr 















‘ifices neither prestige nor dignity by reconsidering the most emphatic re 

-ction of a proposition, when satisfied of the obvious and intrinsk tice 
of the case. By the award of the Emperor of Germany, the arbitrator in 
that case, the United States acquired San Juan and a number of smaller 
islands near the coast of Vancouver as a consequence of the decision that the 
term ‘the channel which separates the continent from Vancouver Island,"’ 
as used in the treaty of Washington of 1846, meant the Haro channel and not 
the Rosario channel. Yeta leading contention of Great Britain before the 


arbitrator was that equity required a judgment in her favor because a deci 
in favor of the United States would deprive British subjects of rights of 
navigation of which they had had the habitual enjoyment from the time when 
the Rosario Strait was first explored and surveyed in 1798. So, tt 
a 





thoug 


tue of the award the United States acquired San Juan and the other 














of the group to which it belongs, the British foreign secretary had 185U 
instructed the British minister at Washington as follows: 

*‘Her Majesty’s Government must, therefore. under any circumstances, 
maintain the right of the British Crown to the Island of San Juan. The in 
terests at stake in connection with the retention of that island are too in ! 
tant to admit of compromise, and your lordship will consequer ir in 


mind that, whatever arrangement as to the boundary line is finally arrived 





t, no settlement of the question will be accepted by Her Majesty's Govern 
ment which does not provide for the Island of San Juan being reserved to 

| the British Crown.” 
Thus, as already intimated, the British demand that her right to a portion 
of the disputed territory shail be acknowledged before she will consent to an 
arbitration as to the rest seems to stand upon nothing but her own ipse dixit 


She says to Venezuela, in substance: “ You can none of the deba 
land by force, because you are not strong enough; you can get n by 
treaty, because I will not agree; and you can take your chance of getting a 


portion by arbitration only if you first agree to abandon to me such other 


get 






portion as I may designate.” It is not perceived how such an attitu un be 
defended nor how it is reconcilable with that love of justice and fair play so 
eminently characteristic of the English race. It in effect deprives Venezuela 
of her free agency and puts her under virtual duress. Territory acquired 
by reason of it will be as much wrested from her by the strong hand us if 
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occupied by Britieh troops or covered by British fleets. It seems, therefore, 

uite impossible that this position of Great Britain should be assented to by 
the United States, or that, if such ition be adhered to with the result of 
enlarging the bounds of British Guiana, it should not be regarded as amount- 
ing, in substance, to an invasion and conquest of Venezuelan territory. 

In these circumstances the duty of the President appears to him unmis- 
takable and imperative. Great Britain's assertion of title to the disputed 
territory, combined with her refusal to have that title investigated, being a 
substantial appropriation of the territory to her own use, not to protest and 
give warning that the transaction will be regarded as injurious to the inter- 
ests of the people of the United States, as well as oppressive in itself, would 
be to ignore an established policy with which the honor and welfare of this 
country are closely identified. While the measures necessary or proper for 
the vindication of that policy are to be determined by another branch of the 
Government, it is clearly for the Executive to leave nothing undone which 
may tend to render such determination unnecessary. 

You are instructed, therefore, to present the ae views to Lord Salis- 
bury by reading to him this communication (leaving with him a copy should 
he so desire), and to reenforce them by such pertinent considerations as will 
doubtless occur to you. They call for a definite decision upon the point 
whether Great Britain will consent or will decline to submit the Venezuelan 
boundary question in its entirety to impartial arbitration. It is the earnest 
hope of the President that the conclusion will be on the side of arbitration, 
and that Great Britain will add one more to the conspicuous precedents she 
has already furnished in favor of that wise and just mode of adjusting inter- 
national disputes. If he is to be disappointed in that hope, however—a result 
not to be anticipated and in his judgment calculated to we embarrass the 
future relations between this country and Great Britain—it is his wish to be 
made acquainted with the fact at such early date as will enable him to lay the 
whole subject before Congress in his next annual message. 


Lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 


MR. ADEE TO MR. BAYARD. 


No, 806.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 2, 1895. 
His Excellency Tuomas F. BAYARD, etc., London. 


Sin:.In Mr. Olney’s instruction No. 804, of the 20th instant, in relation to 
the Anglo-Venezuelan boundary dispute, you will note a reference to the 
sudden increase of the area claimed for British Guiana, amounting to 33,000 
square miles, between 1884 and 1886, This statement is made on the authority 
of the British publication entitled the Statesman’s Year Book. 

I add for your better information that the same statement is found in the 
British Colonial Office List, a Government publication. 

In the issue for 1885 the following passage occurs, on page 24, under the head 
of British Guiana: 

“It is impossible to specify the exact area of the colony, as its precise 
boundaries between Venezuela and Brazil, respectively, are undetermined, 
but it has been computed to be 76,000 square miles.” 

In the issue of the same list for 1886 the same statement occurs, on page 
83, with the change of area to ‘‘about 109,000 square miles.” 

The official maps in the two volumes mentioned are identical, so that the 
increase of 33,000 square miles claimed for British Guiana is not thereby ex- 

lained, but later Colonial Office List maps show a varying sweep of the 

»oundary westward into what previously figured as Venezuelan territory, 
while no change is noted on the Brazilian frontier. 
lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALVEY A. ADEE, Acting Secretary. 


LORD SALISBURY TO SIR JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 
No. 189.] Fore1an Orrice, November 26, 1895. - 


Sir: On the 7th of August I transmitted to Lord Gough a copy of the dis 
patch from Mr. Olney which Mr. Bayard had left with me that day, and of 
which he had read portions to me. I informed him at the time that it could 
not be answered until it had been carefully considered by the law officers of 
the Crown. I have therefore deferred rep!ying to it till after the recess. 

I will not now deal with those portions of it which are concerned exclu- 
sively with the controversy that has for some time past existed between the 
Republic of Venezuela and Her Majesty's Government in regard to the bound- 
ary which separates their dominions. I takea very different view from Mr. 
Olney of various matters upon which he touches in that part of the dispatch; 
but [ will defer for the present all observations upon it, as it concerns mat- 
ters which are not in themselves of first-rate importance, and do not directly 
concern the relations between Great Britain and the United States. 

The latter part, however, of the dispatch, turning from the question of the 
frontiers of Venezuela, proce te deal with principles of a fcr wider char- 
acter, and to advance doctrines of international law which are of consider- 
able interest to all the nations whose dominions include any portion of the 
Western Hemisphere. 

The contentions set forth by Mr. Olney in this part of his di 
resented by him as being an application of the political max which are 
well known in American di on under the name of the Monroe doctrine. 
As far as Iam aware, this doctrine has never been before advanced on behalf 
of the United States in any written communication addressed to the Govern- 
ment of another nation; but it has been generally adopted and assumed as 
true by many eminent writers and politi in the United States. It issaid 
to have largely influenced the Government of that country in the conduct of 
its foreign affairs; though Mr. Clayton, who was Secretary of State under 
President Taylor, expressly stated that that Administration had in no way 
adopted it. But during the period that has ela since the message of 
President Monroe was delivered in 1823 the doctrine has undergone a very 
notable development, and the aspect which it now presents in the hands of 
Mr. Olney differs widely from its character when it first issued from the pen 
of its author. The two propositions which in effect President Monroe faid 
down were, first, that America was no pases to be looked upon as a field for 
European colonization; and, secondly, that Europe must not attempt to ex- 
tend its political system to America, or to control the itical condition of 
nr the American communities who had recently their inde- 
pendence. . 

The dangers against which President Monroe thought it right to pet 
were not as imaginary as they would seem at the present day. The forma- 
tion of the Holy Alliance; the congresses of Laybach and Verona; the inva- 
gion of Spain by France for the pu of forcing upon the S sh people a 
form of government which seemed likely to disap unless it was sustained 
by external aid, were incidents fresh in the mind of President Monroe when 
he peee his celebrated message. The system of which he speaks, and of 
which he so resolutely deprecates the application to the American Continent, 
was the system then adopted by certain —— States upon the Continent 
of Europe of combining to prevent by force of arms the adoption in other 
countries of political institutions which they disliked, and to uphold by ex- 
ternal pressure those which they approved. Various portions of South 


tch are rep- 
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America had recently declared their independence, and that independence 
had not been recognized by the Governments of Spain and Portugal, to which 
with small eo the whole of Central and South America were nomi. 
nally subject. It was not an cmnginery danger that he foresaw, if ho feared 
that the same = which had dictated the French expedition into Spain 
might inspire the more powerful Governments of Europe with the idea of 
imposing, by the force of European arms, upon the South American commu- 
nities the form of government and the political connection which they had 
thrown off. In declaring that the United States would resist any such énter- 
prise if it was contemplated, President Monroe adopted a policy which re- 
ceived the entire sympathy of the English Government of that date. 

The dangers which were apprehénded by President Monroe have no rela- 
tion to the state of ts in which we live at the present day. There is no 
danger of any Holy Alliance imposing its system upon any portion of the 
American Continent, and there is no danger of any European State treating 
any part of the American Continent asa fit object for European colonization. 
It is intelligible that Mr. Olney should invoke, in defense of the views on 
which he is now insisting, an authority which enjoys so high a popularity 
with his own fellow-countrymen. But the circumstances with which Presi- 
dent Monroe was dealing, and those to which the present American Govern- 
ment is addressing itself, have very few featuresincommon. Great Britain 
is imposing no “system” upon Venezuela, and is not concerning herself in 
any way with the nature of the political institutions under which the Venoe- 
zuelans may prefer to live. But the British Empire and the Republic of 
Venezuela are neighbors, and they have differed for some time past, and 
continue to differ, as to the line by which the dominions are separated 
It is a controversy with which the United States have no apparent prac- 
tical concern. It is difficult, indeed, tosee how it can materially affect any 
State or community outside those pee interested, except perhaps 
other parts of Her Majesty’s dominions, such as Trinidad. The Beented 
frontier of Venezuela has nothing to do with any of the questions dealt 
with by President Monroe. It is not a question of the colonization by 
a European power of any portion of America. It is not a question of the 
imposition upon the communities of South America of any system of goy- 
ernment devised in Europe. It is simply the determination of the fron- 
tier of a British possession which belonged to the Throne of England long be- 
fore the Republic of Venezuelacame into existence. But evenif the interests 
of Venezuela were so far linked to those of the United States as to give to the 
latter a locus standi in this controversy, their Government apparently have 
not formed, and certainly do not express, any opinion upon the actual merits 
of the dispute. 

The Government of the United States do not say that Great Britain, or that 
Venezuela, is in the right in the matters that areinissue. Butthey lay down 
that the doctrine of ident Monroe, when he 2 the imposition of 
European systems, or the renewal of European colonization, confers upon 
them the right of demanding that when a European power has a frontier 
difference with a South American community the European power shall 
consent to refer that controversy to arbitration; and Mr. Olney states that 
unless Her es Government accede to this demand it will “ greatly 
aber the future relations between Great Britain and the United 

es.’ 

Whatever may be the authority of the doctrine laid down by President 
Monroe, there is nothing in his language to show that he ever thought of 
claiming this novel prerogative for the United States. It is admitted that he 
did not seek to assert a protectorate over Mexico or the States of Central 
and South America. Such a claim would have oo upon the United 
States the duty of answering for the conduct of these States, and conse 


quently the pote of controlling it. His sagacious foresight would 
y. 


have led him —— to deprecate the addition of so serious a burden to 
those which the rulers of the United States have tobear. It follows of neces- 
sity that if the Government of the United States will not control the conduct 
of these communities neither can it undertake to protect them from the 
a attaching to any misconduct of which they may be guilty 
toward other nations. If they violate in any way the rights of another 
State, or of its subjects, it is not alle that the Monroe doctrine will assure 
them the assistance of the United States in escaping from any reparation 
which they may be bound by international law togive. Mr. Olney expressly 
disclaims such an inference from the principles he lays down. 

But the claim which he founds upon them isthatif any independent Ameri- 
can State advances a demand for territory of which its neighbor claims to be 
the owner, and that neighbor is the colony of a European State, the United 
States have a right to insist that the European State shall submit the de- 
mand and its own rene Hate to arbitration. tgs 

I will not now enter into a discussion of the merits _- this method of ter- 
minating international differences. It has proved ‘tself valuable in many 
cases; but it is not free fronfdefects, which often operate as a serious draw- 
back on its value. It is not always easy to find an arbitrator who is compe- 
tent and who, at the same time, is wholly free from bias; and the task of 
anne compliance with the award when it is made not exempt from diffi- 
culty. It isa mode of settlement of which the value varies much according 
to the nature of the controversy to which it is applied and the character of 
the litigants who appeal to it. ether, in any particular case, it is a suit- 
able method of procedure is generally a delicate and difficult question. The 
only parties who are competent to decide that question are the two parties 
whose rival contentions are inissue. The claim of a third nation, which is 
unaffected by the controversy, to impose this particular procedure on either 
of the two others can not be reasonably justified, and has no foundation in 
the law of nations. 

In the remarks which I have made, I have argued on the theory that the 
Monroe doctrine in itself is sound. I must not, however, be understood as 
expressing any acceptance of it on the part of Her Majesty's Government. 
It must always be mentioned with respect, on account of the distinguished 
statesman to whom it isdue and the great nation who have generally adopted 
it. But international law is founded on the general consent of nations; and 
no statesman, however eminent, and no nation, however powerful, are com- 
petent to insert into the code of international lawa novel principle which was 
never ized before and which has not since been accepted by the Gov- 
ernment of any other country. The United States have a right, like any 
other nation, to interpose in any controversy by which their own interests 
are affected; and they are the judge whether those interests are touched, and 
in what measure they should be sustained. But their rights are in no way 
strengthened or extended by the fact that the controversy affects some ter- 
ritory which is called American. Mr. Olney quotes the case of the recent 
Chilean war, in which the United States declined to join with France and 
England in an effort to bring hostilities to a close, on account of the Monroe 
doctrine. The United States were entirely in their right in declining to join 
in an — at pacification if they thought fit; but Mr. Olney’s principle 
that “American questions are for American decision,” even if it receive any 
coun ce from the language of President Monroe (which it does not), can 
not be sustained by any reasoning drawn from the law of nations. ; 

The Governustins: of the United States is not entitled to affirm as a univer- 
sal tion, with reference to a number of independent States for whose 
conte: it assumes no responsibility, that its interests are necessarily con: 
cerned in whatever may befall those States simply because they are situated 
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in the Western Hemisphere. It may well be that the interests of the United 
States are affected by something that sapeese, to Chile or to Peru, and that 
that circumstance may give them the right of interference; but such a con- 
tingency may equally happen in the case of China or Japan, and the right of 
interference is not more extensive or more assured in the one case than in 

e other. 
tie sough the language of President Monroe is directed to the attainment of 
objects which most Englishmen would agree to be salutary, it is impossible 
to admit that they have been inscribed by any paoueine authority in the 
code of international law; and the danger which such admission would in- 
volve is sufficiently exhibited both by the strange development which the 
doctrine has received at Mr. Olney’s hands and the arguments by which it 
is supported in the dispatch under reply. In defense of it he says: 

“That distance and 3,000 miles of intervening ocean make any permanent 

litical union between a European and an American State unnatural and 
nexpedient will hardly be denied. But physicial and geographical consid- 
erations are the least of the objections to such a union. Europe has a set 
of primary interests which are peculiar to herself; America is not interested 
in them, and ought not to be vexed or complicated with them.” 

And, again: ; ‘ 

“Thus far in our history we have been spared the burdens and evils of 
immense standing armies and all the other accessories of huge warlike estab- 
lishments; and the exemption has highly contributed to our national great- 
ness and wealth, as well as to the happiness of every citizen. But with the 
powers of Europe permanently encamped on American soil, the ideal condi- 
tions we have thus far enjoyed can not be expected to continue.” 

The necessary meaning of these words is that the union between Great 
Britain and Canada; between Great Britain and Jamaica and Trinidad; be- 
tween Great Britain and British Honduras or British Guiana are ‘ inex- 

yedient and unnatural.’’ President Monroe disclaims any such inference 
his doctrine; but in this, as in other respects, Mr. Olney develops it. 
He lays down that the inexpedient and unnatural character of the union 
between a European and American State is so obvious that it ‘* will hardly be 
denied.” 

Her Majesty’s Government are prepared emphatically to deny it on behalf 
of both the British and American people who are subject to her Crown. 
They maintain that the union between Great Britain and her territories in 
the Western Hemisphere is both natural and expedient. They fully concur 
with the view which President Monroe apparently entertained, that any dis- 
turbance of the existing territorial distribution in that hemisphere by any 
fresh acquisitions on the part of any European State would be a highly inex- 

dient change. But they are not prepared to admit that the recognition of 
hat expediency is clothed with the sanction which belongs to a doctrine of 
international law. They are not prepared to admit that the interests of the 
United States are necessarily concerned in every frontier dispute which may 
arise between any two of the States who possess dominion in the Western 
Hemisphere, and still less can they accept the doctrine that the United States 
are entitled to claim that the process of arbitration shall be applied to any 
demand for the surrender of territory which one of those States may make 
against another. 

T have commented in the above remarks only upon the general aspect of 
Mr. Olney’s doctrines, apart from the special considerations which attach to 
the controversy between the United Kingdom and Venezuela in its present 
hase. This controversy has undoubtedly been made more difficult by the 
nconsiderate action of the Venezuelan Government in breaking off relations 
with Her Majesty’s Government, and its settlement has been correspond- 
ingly delayed; but Her Majesty’s Government have not surrendered the 
hope that it will be adjusted by a reasonable arrangement at an early date. 

request that you will read the substance of the above dispatch to Mr. 
Olney, and leave him a copy if he desires it. Ss. 


LORD SALISBURY TO SIR JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 190.] FOREIGN OFFICE, November 26, 1895. 
Sir: Inmy preceding dispatch of to-day’s date I have replied only to the lat- 
ter portion of Mr. Olney’s dispatch of the 20th July last, which treats of the ap- 


lication of the Monroe doctrine to the eee of the boundary dispute be- 

ween Venezuela and the colony of British Guiana. But itseems desirable, in 
order to remove some evident misapprehensions as to the main features of the 
question, that the statement of it contained in the earlier portion of Mr. Ol 
ney’s dispatch should not be left withoutreply. Such acourse will be the more 
convenient, because, in consequence of the suspension of diplomatic relations, 
I shall not have the opportunity of setting right misconceptions of this kind 
in “ ordinary way in a dispatch addressed to the Venezuelan Government 
itself. ; 

Her Majesty’s Government, while they have never avoided or declined argu- 
ment on the subject with the Government of Venezuela, have always held 
that the question was one which had no direct bearing on the material inter- 
ests of any other country, and have consequently refrained hitherto from 
presenting any detailed statement of their case either to the United States or 
to other foreign Governments. 

It is perhaps a natural consequence of this circumstance that Mr. Olney’s 
narration of what has passed bears the impress of being mainly, if not entirely, 
founded on ex parte statements emanating from Venezuela, and gives, in the 
; =— of Her Majesty's Government, an erroneous view of many material 

ac 

Mr. Olney commences his observations by remarking that ‘“‘the dispute is 
of ancient date, and began at least as early as the time when Great Britain 
acquired by the treaty with the Netherlands in 1814 the establishments of 
Demerara, auibo, and Berbice. From that time to the present the divid- 
ing line between these establishments, now called British Guiana, and Ven- 
ezuela has never ceased to be subject of contention.” 

This statement is founded on misconception. The dispute on the subject 
of the frontier did not, in fact, commence till after the year 1840. 

The title of Great Britain tothe territory in question is derived, in the first 
place, from conquest and military occupation of the Dutch settlements in 1796. 

th on this occasion and at the time of a ee occupation of those set- 
tlements in 1781 the British authorities marked the western boundary of their 
ons as beginning some distance up the Orinoco beyond Point Barima, 
n accordance with the limits claimed and actually held by the Dutch, and 
this has always since remained the frontier claimed by Great Britain. Thejde- 
finitive cession of the Dutch settlements to England was,as Mr. Olney states, 
placed on record by the treaty of 1814, and although the Spanish Government 
were parties to the negotiations which led to that treaty they did not at 7 
stage of them raise objection to the frontiers claimed by Great Britain, thoug 
these were perfectly well known tothem. At that time the Government of 
Venezuela fea not nm recognized even by the United States,though the 
province was already in revolt against the Spanish Government, and had de- 
clared its independence. No question of frontier was raised with Great 


Britain either by it or by the Government of the United States of Colombia, 

in which it became merged in 1819. That Government, indeed, on repeated 

occasions, nowied ed its indebtedness toGreat Britain for her friendly 
en in 1 t 


attitude. the Republic of Venezuela assumed a separate exist- 
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ence its Government was equally warm in its expressions of gratitude and 
friendship, and there was not at the time any indication of an intention to 
raise such claims as have been urged by it during the latter portion of this 
century. 

It is true, as stated by Mr. Olney, that in the Venezuelan constitution of 
1830 article 5 lays down that “the territory of Venezuela comprises all that 
which previously to the political changes of 1810 was denominated the Cap- 
taincy-General of Venezuela."’ Similar declarations had been made in the 
fundamental laws promulgated in 1819 and 1821. 

I need not point out thata declaration of this kind made by a newly self- 
constituted State can have no valid force as against international arrange- 
ments previously concluded by the nation from which it has separated itself. 

But the present difficulty would never have arisen if the Government of 
Venezuela had been content to claim only those territories which could be 
proved or even reasonably asserted to have been practically in the possession 
and under the effective jurisdiction of the Captaincy-General of Venezuela. 

There is no authoritative statement by the Spanish Government of those 
territories for a decree which the Venezuelan Government allege to have 
been issued by the King of Spain in 1768, describing the Province of Guiana 
as bordered on the south by the Amazon and on the east by the Atlantic, cer- 
tainly can not be regarded as such. It absolutely ignores the Dutch settle- 
ments, which not only existed in fact, but had been formally recognized by 
the treaty of Munster of 1648, and it would, if now considered valid, transfer 
to Venezuela the whole of the British, Dutch, and French Guianas, and an 
enormous tract of territory belonging to Brazil. 

But of the territories claimed and actually occupied by the Dutch, which 
were those acquired from them by Great Britain, there exist the most au- 
thentic declarations. In 1759, and again in 1769, the States General of Hol- 
land addressed formal remonstrances to the Court of Madrid against the in- 
cursions of the Spaniards into their posts and settlements in the basin of the 
Cuyuni. In these remonstrances they distinctly claimed all the branches of 
the Essequibo River, and especially the Cuyuni River, as lying within Dutch 
se They demanded (amediate reparation for the proceedings of the 
Spaniards and reinstatement of the posts said to have been injured by them, 
and suggested that a proper delineation between the colony of Essequiboand 
the Rio Orinoco nonka be laid down by authority. 

To this claim the Spanish Government never attempted to make any re 
But it is evident from the archieves which are preserved in Spain ond to 
which, by the courtesy of the Spanish Government, reference has he n made, 
that the council of state did not consider that they had the means of rebut- 
ting it, and that neither they nor the governor of Cumana were prepared 
seriously to maintain the claims which were suggested in reports from his 
subordinate officer, the commandant of Guiana. These reports were charac- 
terized by the Spanish ministers as insufficient and unsatisfactory, as “ pro- 
fessing to show the Province of Guiana under too favorable a light,” and 
finally by the council of state as appearing from other information to be 
‘*very improbable.”’ They form, however, with a map which accompanied 
them, the evidence on which the Venezuelan Government appear most torely, 
though it may be observed that among other documents which have from time 
to time been produced or referred to by them in the course of the discussi 
is a bull of Pope Alexander VI in 1493, which, if it is to be considered as hay 
ing any present validity,would take from the Government of the United States 
all title to jurisdiction on the continent of North America. 

The fundamental principle underlying the Venezuelan argument is, in 
fact, that, inasmuch as Spain was originally entitled of right to the whole of 
the American Continent, any territory on that continent which she can not 
be shown to have acknowledged in positive and specific terms to have 
passed to another power can only have been acquired by wrongful usurpa- 
tion, and if situated to the north of the Amazon and west of the Atlantic 
must necessarily belong to Venezuela, as her self-constituted inheritor in 
those regions. It may reasonably be asked whether Mr. O)ney would con- 
sent to refer to the arbitration of another power pretensions raised by 
the Government of Mexico on such a foundation to large tracts of territory 
which had long been comprised in the Federation 

The circumstances connected with the marking of what is called the 
““Schomburgk”’ line are as follows: 

In 1835 a grant was made by the British Government for the exploration of 
the interior of the British colony,and Mr. (afterwards Sir Robert) Schom- 
burgk, who was employed on this service, on his return to the capital of the 
colony in July, 1839, called the attention of the Government to the necessity 
for an_early demarcation of its boundaries. He was in consequence ap- 
pointed in November, 1840, special commissioner for provisionally surveying 
and delimiting the boundaries of British Guiana, and notice of the appoint- 
ment was given to the Governments concerned, including that of Venezuela. 

The intention of Her Majesty’s Government at that time was, when the 
work of the commissioner had been completed, to communicate to the other 
Governments their views as to the true boundary of the British colony,and 
then to settle any details to which those Governments might take objection. 

It is important to notice that Sir R. Schomburgk did not discover or invent 
any new boundaries. He took particular care to fortify himself with the 
history of the case. He had further, from actual exploration and informa- 
tion obtained from the Indians, and from the evidence of local remains. as at 
Barima, and local traditions, as on the Cuyuni, fixed the limits of the Dutch 
possessions, and the zone from which all trace of Spanish influence was 
absent. On such data he based his reports. 

At the very outset of his mission he surveyed Point Barima, where the re- 
mains of a Dutch fort still existed, and placed there and at the mouth of the 
Amacura two boundary posts. At the urgent entreaty of the Venezuelan 
Government these two posts were afterwards remoted, as stated by Mr. 
Olney, but this concession was made on the distinct understanding that Great 
Britain did not thereby in any way abandon her claim to that position. 

In submitting the maps of his survey, on which he indicated the line which 
he would propose to Her Majesty’s Government for adoption, Sir R. Schom- 
burgk called attention tothe fact that Her Majesty's Government might 
justly claim the whole basin of the Cuyuni and Yuruari, on the ground that 
the natural boundary of the colony included any territory through which 
flow rivers which fall into the Essequibo. ‘ Upon this principle,’ he wrote, 
“the boundary line would run from the sources of the Carumani toward 
the sources of the Cuyuni proper, and from thence toward its far more 
northern tributaries, the rivers Iruary (Yuruari) and Iruang (Yuruan),and 
thus approach the MA heart of Venezuelan Guiana.”’ But, on grounds of 
complaisance toward Venezuela, he proposed that Great Britain should con 
sent to surrender her claim to a more extended frontier inland in return for 
the formal recognition of her right to Point Barima. It was on this principle 
that he drew the boundary line which has since been called by his name 

Undoubtedly, therefore, Mr. Olney is right when he states that “it seems 
impossible to treat the Schomburgk line as being the boundary claimed by 
Great Britain asa matter of right, or as anything but a line originating in 
considerations of convenience and expediency.” The Schomburgk line was 
in fact a great reduction of the bowntiary clafaned by Great Britain as matter 
of right, and its proposal originated in a desire to come to a speedy and 
friendly arrangement with a weaker power with whom Great Britain was at 
the time, and desired to remain, in cordial relations. 
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The following are the main facts of the discussions that ensued with the 
Venezuelan Government: 

While Mr. Schomburgk was engaged on his ourvey the Venezuelan minister 
fn London had urged Ter Majesty’s Government to enter into a treaty of 
limits, but received the answer that, if it should be necessary to enter into 
such a treaty, a survey was, at any rate, the necessary pre nary, and that 
this was proceeding, : 

As soon as Her Majesty’s Government were in possession of Mr. Schom- 
burgk’'s reports, the Venezuelan minister was informed that they were ina 
position to commence negotiations, and in January, 1844, M. Fortique com- 
menced by stating the claim of his Government. 

This claim, starting from such obsolete grounds as the original discovery 
by Spain of the American Continent, and mainly supported by quotations of 
a more or less vague character from the writings of travelers and geograph- 
ers, but adducing no substantial evidence of actual conquest or occupation 
o the sapetnery claimed, demanded the Essequibo itself as the boundary of 

enezueia. 

A reply was returned by Lord Aberdeen, then secretary of state for for- 
eign affairs, pointing out that it would be impossible to arrive at any agree- 
ment if both sides brought forward pretensions of so extreme a character, 
but stating that the British Government would not imitate M. Fortique in 

utting forward aclaim which it could not be intended seriously to maintain. 

wd Aberdeen then proceeded to announce the concessions which, ‘out of 
friendly regard to Venezu-la,” Her Majesty's Government were prepared to 
make, and proposed a line starting from the mouth of the Moroco to the 
junction of the River Barima with the Waini, thence up the Barima to the 
yint at which that stream approached nearest to the Acarabisi, and thence 
ollowing Sir R. Schomburgk’s line from the source of the Acarabisi onward. 

A condition was attached to the proffere 1 cession, viz, that the Venezuelan 
Government should enter into an engagement tiat no portion of the territor 

yroposed to be ceded should be alienated at any ‘ime to a foreign power, an 
hat the Indian tribes residing in it should be prc tected from oppression. 

No answer to the note was ever received from the Venezue Govern- 
ment, and in 1850 Her Majesty's Government informed Her Majesty's cha 
d'affaires at Carfcas that as the proposal had remained for more than six 

ears unaccepted, it must be considered as having lapsed, and authorized him 
S make a communication to the Venezuelan Government to that effect. 

A report having at the time become current in Venezuela that Great Brit- 
ain intended to seize Venezuelan Guiana, the British Government distinctly 
disclaimed such an intention, but inasmuch as the Government of Venezuela 
subsequently permitted projects to be set on foot for the occupation of Point 
Barima and certain other yee in dispute, the British chargé d'affaires 
was instructed, in June, 1850, to call the serious attention of the President 
and Government of Venezuela to the qucstion, and todeclare to them “ that 
whilst, on the one hand, Great Britain ha”. no intention to occupy or encroach 
on the disputed bemigeeng A would not, on the other hand, view with indif- 
ference aggressions on that territory b Venezuela.” 

The Venezuelan Government replied in December of the same year that 
Venezuela had no intention of occupying or encroaching upon any part of 
the territory the dominion of which was in dispute, and that orders would 





. be issued to the authorities in Guiana to abstain from taking any steps con- 


trary to this engagement. 

This constitutes what has been termed the “agreement of 1850," to which 
the Government of Venezuela have frequently appealed, but which the Ven- 
ezuelans have repeatedly violated in su ng years. 

Their first acts of this nature consisted in the occupation of fresh yen 
to the east of their previous settlements, and the founding in 1858 of the town 
of Nueva Providencia on the right bank of the Yuruari, all previous settle- 
ments being on the left bank. The British Government, however, consider- 
ing that these settlements were so near positions which they had not wished 
to claim, considering also the difficulty of controlling the movements of 
mining populations, overlooked this of the agreement. 

The governor of the colony was in 1857 sent to Caracas to negotiate fora 
settlement of the boundary, but he foand the Venezuelan State in so disturbed 
a condition that it was impossible to commence negotiations, and eventually 
he vame away without having effected an; ‘ 

For the next nineteen years, as stated Mr. Olney, the civil commotions 
in Venezuela prevented any resumption of negotiations. 

In 1876 it was reported that the Venezuelan Government had, for thesecond 
time, broken “the agreement of 1850” ~~ granting licenses to trade and cut 
wood in Barimaand eastward. Later in the same year that Government 
once more made an overture for the settlement of the . Various 
delays inserpoaed before negotiations actually commenced; and it was not 
till 1879 that Sefior Rojaz began them with a renewal of the claim 
quibo as the eastern boundary of Venezuelan Guiana. At the same time he 
stated that his Government wished ‘to obtain, by means of atreaty, a defini- 
tive settlement of the question, and was dis to proceed to the demarca- 
tion of the divisional line between the two Guianas in a spirit of conciliation 
and true friendship toward Her Majesty's Government.” 

In reply tothis communication anote wasaddressed to Sefior Rojaz on the 
10th of conneny reminding him that the boundary which Her esty’s 
Government c med, as a matter of strict right on grounds of conquest and 
concession by treaty, commenced at a point at the mouth of the Orinoco, 
westward of Point Barima, that it proceeded thence in a southerly d 
to the Imataca Mountains, the line of which it followed to the northwest, 
passing from thence by the high land of Santa Maria just south of the town 
of Upata until it struck a range of hills on the eastern bank of the Caroni 
River, following these southward untilit struck the great backbone of the 
Guiana district, the Barima Mountains of British and thence south- 
ward to the Pacaraima Mountains. On the other hand, the claim which had 
been put forward on behalf of Venezuela by Gen. Guzman Blanco in his mes- 
sage to the National Congress of the 20th of February, 1877, would involve 
the surrender of a province now inhabited by 40,000 British walverte, and 
which bhd been in the uninterrupted ion of Holland and of Great 
Britain successively for two centuries. 

The difference between these two claims so great, it was pointed out 
to Seiior Rojaz that, in order to arrive at a sa oe Sanaa Gan 
party must be pre to make very considerable concessions to the other, 
and he was ass' that, although claim of Venezuela to the Essequibo 
River boundary could not, under any be entertained, yet that 
Her Majesty's Government were anxious to meet the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment in a spirit of conciliation, and would be , in the event of arenewal 
of negotiations for the general settlement of boun: es, to waive a portion 
of what they conside to be their strict rights if Venezuela were really dis- 
Pigg Wenanece wear Senet Freer is, by prope « in 

e Venezueian min rre e vy a 
which commenced on the coast a mile to the north of the Moreno River, and 
followed certain parallels and meridians inland, bearing a general resem- 
blance to the proposal made by Lord Aberdeen in 1844. 

Sefior Rojaz's ee was referred to the lieutenant-general 
generai of British Guiana, who were then in England, and they presented an 
elaborate report, showing that in the thirty-five years which had since 
Lord Aberdeen's proposed concession ves and others had in the 
territory under the belief that they would enjoy the benefits of British rule, 
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and that it was impossible to assent to any such concessions as Sefior Rojaz's 
line would involve. They, however, pro an alternative line which in- 
volved considerable reductions of that laid down by Sir R. Schomburgk. 
This boundary was Rae to the Venezuelan Government by Lord Gran- 
ville in September, 1881, but no answer was ever returned by that Govern- 
ment to the proposal. 
While, however, the Venezuelan minister constantly stated that the matter 
was under active consideration, it was found that in the same year a conces- 


sion had been given by his Government to General Pulgar which included a 
a portion of the Sees dispute. This was the third breach by Veno- 
zuela of the ment of 1850. 


Early in 1884 news arrived of a fourth breach by Venezuela of the agreo- 
ment of 1850 through two different mts which covered the whole of tho 
territory in dispute, and as this was followed by actual attempts to settle on 
the ne territory, the British Government could no longer remain 
inactive. 

Warning was therefore given to the Venezuelan Government and to the 
concessionnaires, and a British magistrate was sent into the threatened dis- 
trict to assert the British rights. 

Meanwhile the negotiations fora settlement of the boundary had continued, 
but the only replies that could be obtained from Sefior Guzman Blanco. tho 
Venezuelan minister, were proposals for arbitration in different forms, all of 
which Her Majesty’s Government were compelled to decline as involving a 
submission to the arbitrator of the claim advanced by Venezuela in 1844 to 
all territory up to the left bank of the Essequibo. 

As the progress of settlement by British subjects made a decision of somo 
kind absolutely necessary, andas the Venezuelan Government refused to come 
to any. reasonable arrangement, Her Majesty's Government decided not to rv- 

t the offer of concessions which had not been reciprocated, but to assert 
heir undoubted right to the territory within the Schomburgk line, while st j|| 
consenting to hold open for further negotiation, and even for arbitration, the 
unsettled lands between that line and what they considered to be the rigit- 
ful boundary, as stated in the note to Sefior Rojaz of the 10th of January, 1330). 

The execution of this decision was deferred for a time, owing to the return 
of Sefior Guzman Blanco to London, and the desire of Lord Rosebery, then 
secre of state for foreign affairs, to settle all pending questions between 
the two Governments. Mr. Olney is mistaken in supposing that in 1886 ‘a 
treaty was practically agreed upon containing a general arbitration clause, 
under which the parties might have submitted the boundary dispute to the 
decision of a third power, or of several ee in amity with both.” It 
is true that Gen. Guzman Blanco proposed that the commercial treaty Le- 
tween the two countries should contain a clause of this nature, but it had 
reference to future —— only. Her Majesty's Government have always 
insisted on a separate ‘ussion of the frontier question, and have consid- 
ered its settlement to be a wegen reliminary to other arrangements. 
Lord Rosebery's proposal, made in July, 1886, was “that the two Govern- 
ments should agree to consider the territory lying between the boundary 
lines respectively pr in the eighth paragraph of Sefior Rojaz’s note of 
the 2ist of February, 1881, and in Lord Granville’s note of the 15th of Septem- 
ber, 1881, as the territory in dispute between the two countries, and that a 
boundary line within the limits of this territory should be traced either by 
an arbitrator or by a joint commission on the is of an equal division of 
this territory, due regard being to natural boundaries.” 

Sefior Guzman Bianco replied declining the proposal, and repeating that 
arbitration on the whole c' of Venezuela was the only method of solution 
which ke could suggest. This eae is hardly less exorbitant than would 
be a refusal by Great Britain to agree to an arbitration on the boundary of 
British Columbia and Alaska unless the United States would consent to bring 
into question one-half of the whole area of the latter territory. He shortly 
afterwards left England, and as there seemed no hope of arriving at an agree- 
ment by further ussions, the Schomburgk line was proclaimed as the 
irreducible boundary of the colony in October, 1886. It must be borne in mind 


that in this Her Majesty’s Government did not assert anything 
agence eir extreme claim, but confined themselves within the limits 
of what had, as early as 1840, been suggested as a concession out of friendly 
regerd oad com: ce. 

Sefior Guzman Blanco, having returned to Venezuela, announced his 
intention of erec a light-house at Point Barima, the British Government 
expressed their ess to paraee this if he would enter into a formal writ- 
ten ment that its erection would not be held to prejudice their claim to 


the site. 

In the meanwhile the Venezuelan Government had sent commissioners 
into the territory to the east of the Schomburgk line, and ontheir return two 
notes were addressed to the British minister at Caracas, dated, respectively, 
the 26th and 3ist January, 1887, demanding the evacuation of the whole terri- 
tory held by Great Britain from the mouth of the Orinoco to the Pomeroon 
River, and adding that should this not be done by the 20th February, and 

the evacuation not be accompanied by the acceptance of arbitration 
as the means of the frontier question, diplomatic relations 
would be broken off. In pursuance of this decision the British representative 
at Caracas received his passports, and relations were declared by the Vene- 
zuelan Government to be suspended on the 2lst February, 1887. 

In December of that year. asa matter of precaution, and in order that tho 
claims of Great Britain beyond the Schomburgk line might not be consider 
to have been abandoned, a notice was issued by the governor of British Guiana 
formally reserving those claims. No steps have, however, at any time been 
taken — British authorities to exercise jurisdiction beyond the Schom- 
burgk line, nor to interfere with the ings of the Venezuelans in the 
Sorsthury outside of it, although, pending a settlement of the dispute, Great 
Britain faa = recognize those pr as valid, or as conferring any 


e question has remained in this positionever since. The bases on which 
Her Majesty's Government were prepared to negotiate for its settlement 
were clearly indicated to the Venezuelan ee who were suc- 
comme © tched to London in 1890, 1891, and 1893 to negotiate for a re- 
newal of di relations; but as on those occasions the only solutions 
which the Venezuelan Government professed themselves ready to accept 
would still have involved the submission to arbitration of the Venezuelan 
portion of the British colony, no progress has yet been made 

toward a set t. 
from the statement that the Government of Great 
Britain have from the first held the same view as to the extent of territory 
which they are entitled to claim as a matter of right. It comprised the coast 
line up to the River Amacura and the whole basin of the Essequibo River 
and its tributaries. A portion of that claim, however, they have always been 
willing to waive altogether; in regard to another portion, they have been 
and continue to be perfectly ready to submit the question of their title to 
arbitration. As regardsthe rest,that which lies within the so-called Schom- 
line, they do not consider that the rights of Great Britain are open to 
uestion. Even within that line they have, on various occasions, offered to 
Vonesacia considerable concessions as a matter of friendship and concilia- 
tion, and for the purpose of securing an amicable settlement of the dispute. 
If as time has gone on the concessions thus offered diminished in extent, and 
have now been the necessary consegence of the 
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ual spread over the country of British settlements, which Her Majesty's 

Government can not in justice to the inhabitants offer to surrender to foreign 
rule, and the justice of such withdrawal is amply borne out by the researches 
in the national archives of Holland and Spain, which have furnished further 
and more convincing evidence in support of the British claims. F : 

The discrepancies in the frontiers assigned to the British colony in various 
maps published in England, and erroneously assumed to be founded on offi 
c 
 eeationsd. Her Majesty's Government can not, of course, be responsible 
for such publications made without their authority. F 

Although the negotiations in 1890, 1891, and 1893 did not lead to any result, 
Her Majesty's Government have not abandoned the hope that they may be 


resumed with better success, and that when the internal politics of Venezuela | 


are settled on a more durable basis than has lately nee to be the case 
her Government may be enabled to adopt a more moderate and conciliatory 
course in regard to this question than that of their predecessors. Her 
Majesty’s Government are sincerely desirous of being on friendly relations 
with Venezuela, and certainly have no design to seize territory that properly 
belongs to her, or forcibly to extend sovereignty over any portion of her 
population. ; 

They have, on the contrary, repeatedly expressed their readiness tosubmit 
to arbitration the conflicting claims of Great Britain and Venezuela to large 
tracts of territory which from their auriferous nature are known to be of 
the almost untold value. But they can not consent toentertain, or tosubmit to 
arbitration of another power or of foreign jurists, however eminent, claims 
based on the extravagant pretensions of Spanish officials in the last century, 
and involving the transfer of large numbers of British subjects, who have for 
many years enjoyed the settled rule of a British colony, to a nation of differ 
ent race and language, whose political system is subject to frequent disturb 
ance, and whose institutions as yet too often afford very inadequate protec 
tion to lifeand property. No issue of thisdescription has ever been involved 
in the questions which Great Britain and the United States have consented to 
submit to arbitration, and Her Majesty’s Government are convinced that in 
similar circumstances the Government of the United States would be equally 
firm in declining to entertain proposals of such a nature. 

Your excellency is authorized to state the substance of this dispatch to Mr. 
Olney, and to leave him a copy of it if he should desire it. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move the reference of the message which has 
just been read, with the accompanying documents, to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions may have leave to sit during any recess of Congress that 
may occur. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As there is no special business pending, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 20 minutes 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Decem- 

r 18, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


Is there objection? 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 1895. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 

Herman Kretz, of Pennsylvania, to be superintendent of the 
United States mint at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed Eugene 
Townsend, resigned. 

ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

Edward A. Bowers, of Connecticut, to be Assistant Comptroller 

of the Treasury, in place of Charles H. Mansur, deceased. 
AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

William H. Pugh, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the Navy Depart- 

ment, to succeed Charles B. Morton, removed. 
COINER OF THE MINT. 

William E. Morgan, of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the United 
States mint at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed W. S. Steele, resigned. 
INTERNAL REVENUE COLLECTORS. 

Fitzhugh Lee, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Virginia, in place of Hambleton Shepperd, 
deceased. k 

John C. Kelley, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of New York, in place of A. Augustus Healey, 
whose nomination was rejected by the Senate. 

Samuel L. Rogers, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the Fifth district of North Carolina, in place of M. E. 
Carter, deceased. 

William D. Rutan, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the Fifth district of New Jersey, to succeed James F. 
Connelly, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Philip R. Bradley, of New York, to be collector of customs for 


the district of Dunkirk, in the State of New York, to succeed J. | 


C. Haggett, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

David G. Browne. of Montana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Montana and Idaho, in the States of Montana and 
Idaho; reappointment. 

Cornelius B. Crandall, of Connecticut, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut, 
to succeed Charles T. Stanton, whose term of office has expired 
by limitation. 

Dorsey Clagett, of the District of Columbia, to be collector of 
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The Chair hears | 








customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District of Colum- 

| bia, to succeed William H. Manogue, resigned. 

| John Desmond, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 

| the district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts, - 

| ceed James Brady, jr., whose term of office has expired 
tation. 

| George W.Drisko,of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Machias,in the State of Maine.to succeed E l 
sryant, whose term of office has expired by limita i 

Albert H. Mickler, of Florida, to be collector of eu 1s for the 
| district of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida, 
liam Mickler, removed. 

James E. Otis, of New Je rsey, to be coll ctor of customs { rthe 
district of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey. to sue- 
ceed Samuel P. Bartlett, resigned. 

Frank C. Richardson, of Massachusetts, to be coll 
toms for the district of Gloucester, in the St : 
to succeed William A. Pew, whose term of oftice has expired by 
limitation. 

Sidney R. Riggin, of Maryland, to be collector of customs f r 
the eastern district in the State of Maryland, in place of H. H. 
Dashiel, deceased. 

SPECIAL EXA 





ite of Massa 


MINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 

J. Thomas Leary, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of 
| drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, to succeed Andrew H. 
Ward, removed. 

| APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Albert B. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of merchan- 





| dise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts, to succeed Lewis A. Dodge. removed. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

| Thomas H. Craven, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Eben Demarest, removed. 

| Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be assistaut appra of 

| merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown. in the State 
of Massachusetts, to succeed Thomas Dunham, removed. 

| Joseph J. Morrison, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 





merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, 
in place of Perry T. Cumberson, deceased. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William A. Bray, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana, to succeed Charles 
J. Robb, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

George S. Cleaves, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Greenport, in the State of New York, to succeed 
E. S. Havens, resigned. 

James H. Collins, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Her- 
man A. Hasslock, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Thomas J. Cole, to be postmaster at Platte City, in the county 
of Platte and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

William D. Crow, to be postmaster at Clarence, in the county 
| of Shelby and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. 

Joseph A. Mintrup, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Missouri, in the place of James I. 
Jones, resigned. 

Garry A. Pratt, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county 
| of St. Clair and State of Missouri,in the place of Charles C. Hil- 

ton, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 
| Elmer C. Trueblood, to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county 
| of Nodaway and State of Missouri, in the place of James Todd, 
resigned. 

Thomas H. Walker, to be postmaster at Bonneterre, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri, in the place of 
| R. C. Deggendorf, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 
| Henry P. White, to be postmaster at West Plains, in the county 
| of Howell and State of Missouri, in the place of J. A. Truex, whose 
commission expired April 12,1894. . 

Allen P. Bowie, to be postmaster at Philipshurg, in the county 
| of Granite and State of Montana, in the place of E. L. Proebsting, 
| resigned. 
| Jerome H. Bradley, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
| of Ravalli and State of Montana, the appointment of a postmaster 


for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. 

Willis E. Dowell, to be postmaster at Missoula, in the county of 
Missoula and State of Montana, in the place of H. C. Meyers, whose 
| commission expired March 3, 1895. 
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John F. Bradshaw, to be postmaster at Superior, in the count 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska, in the place of Johnathan T. 
Miller, resigned. 

Katharine Du Bois, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Saunders and State of Nebraska, in the place of T. J. Pickett, 
jr., resigned. 

John F. Early, to be postmaster at Wilber, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska, in the place of William H. Mann, 
whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Michael M. Huck, to be postmaster at Schuyler, in the county 
of Colfax and State of Nebraska, in the place of G. H. Wells, 
whose commission expired March 3, 1895. 

Ida B. Morse, to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska, in the place of A. L. Morse, deceased. 

Orlando 8. Parmelee, to be postmaster at Tekamah, in the 
county of Burt and State of Webraska, in the place of W. H. 
Korns, resigned. 

John T. Amey, to be postmaster at Lancaster. in the county of 
Coos and State of New Hampshire, in place of E. V. Cobleigh, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

Rufus E. Bean, to be ae at Franklin, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a 

»0stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

resident on and after April 1, 1895, 

John O'Loughlin, to be postmaster at Laconia, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of J. G. Jew- 
ett, whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

Luther Clarke, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Eureka and State of Nevada, in the place of W. J. Smith, whose 
commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Isaac N. Sherwood, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of 
Elko and State of Nevada, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1895. 

Patrick Burns, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of C. Ehni, hase 
commission expired October 1, 1894. 

D. Lane Conover, to be yoy) at Atlantic Highlands, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
James M. Leonard, deceased. 

Milton ere to be postmaster at Riverton, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New J ot the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1895. 

J. Elwood Harvey, to be postmaster at Little Silver, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Joseph E. Haynes, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of William D. 
Rutan, resigned. 

Alfred Jarvis, to be postmaster at Tenafly, in the county of 
Bergen and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Edward O'Farrell, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the count 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Frederic 
Boorman, whose commission expired January 9; 1895. 

James R. Pitcher, to be postmaster at Short Hills, in the county 
of oe and State of New Jersey, in the place of Albert A. Manda, 
removed. 

Benjamin F. Sweeten, to be postmaster at Glassboro, in the 
county of Gloucester andState of New Jersey, in the place of John 
Gandy, whose commission expired J a 6, 1895. 

Mary A. Van Cleve, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Stephen Van Order, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Albert F. Ries, to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of a 

stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

sident on and after April 1, 1895. 

Jerome E. Baker, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the countv of 
Oswego and State of New York, in the place of W. A. Robbins, 
resigned. 

Augustus Blood, to be postmaster at Brockton, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York. the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

John 8S. Brooks, to be postmaster at Tuxedo Park, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office. having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 








DECEMBER 17, 


George L. Brown, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York, the appointment of a 
So for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

resident on and after July 1, 1895. 

Disbrow Budd, to be postmaster at Rye, in the county of West- 
chester and State of New York, in the place of Daniel Budd, de- 
ceased, 

Joseph H. Damon, to be postmaster at East Syracuse, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Ernest T. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Myron W. Gurnee, to be postmaster at Sodus, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

William W. Henry, to be postmaster at Little Valley, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Edward Kernan, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county 
of Oneida and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1895. 

John Laubenthal, to be postmaster at Allegany, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of William 
Spraker, removed. 

William E. McDonell, to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of New York, in the place of F. 
W. Barker, removed. 

Arthur R. Moore, to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of W. B. 
Barker, removed. 

John R. Murray, to be postmaster at Oceanus, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1895. 

Lillian I. Pearsall, to be postmaster at Sea Cliff, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Willard Peck, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York, in the place of J. M. Johnson, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John Reidy, to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. 

George A. Richmond, to be postmaster at Springville, in the 
county of Erie and State of New York, in the place of G. H. Bar 
ker, whose commission expired February 2, 1895. 

Asaph W. Shurtleff, to be ——_ at Weedsport, in the 
county of eee and State of New York, in the place of W. H. 
Stickle, deceased. 

William P. Smith, to be postmaster at Castleton, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York, the 5 eae of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1895. 

Henry Stowell, to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York, in the place of C. T. Andrews, 
removed. 

Charles E. Vanorsdale, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, the appointment of a 
— for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after October 1, 1895. 

Charles 8. Ware, to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of W. |. 
Halstead, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

John Wiss, to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county of Gene- 
see and State of New York, in the place of Samuel T. Howard, 
removed, 

William S. Wright, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1895. 

Joseph J. Barrow, to be postmaster at Louisburg, in the county 
of Franklin and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

James M. Brookshire, to be postmaster at Biltmore, in the 
county of Buncombe and State of North Carolina, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 1895. : 

Benjamin H, Bunn, to be postmaster at Rocky Mount, in the 
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county of Edgecombe and State of North Carolina, in the place 
of Bennett Bunn, deceased. 

Joseph S. Hunt, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Granville and State of North Carolina, in the place of George | 


W. Knott, resigned. 

George B. King, to be ome at Greenville, in the county 
of Pitt and State of North Carolina, in the place of J. J. Perkins, 
removed, s 

William F. Marshall, to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the county 
of Gaston and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1895. 

William Ray, to be postmaster at Dickinson, in *he county of 
Stark and State of North Dakota, in the place of J. C. Thompson, 
removed. . : 

Frank Reed, to be postmaster at Bismarck, in the county of 
Burleigh and State of North Dakota, in the place of Israel P. 
Hunt, deceased. 

James D. Robertson, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota, in the place of Edward L. 
Bretnor, removed. 

Mary Beyersdorfer, to be postmaster at Ripley, in the county of 
Brown and State of Ohio, in the place of J. C. Newcomb, whose 
commission expired February 9, 1895. 

William Bleckner, to be postmaster at Oakharbor, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Charles Edgar Brown, to be postmaster at Cincinnati, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Ohio, in the place of John Zum- 
stein, whose commission expired February 9, 1895. 

Edgar L. Cory, to be postmaster at Degraff, in the county of 
Logan and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1895. 

Adolph F. Greenbaum, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the 
county of Pike and State of Ohio, in the place of E. Spencer, re- 
moved, 

John C. Hutchins, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the place of A. T. Anderson, 
whose commission expired March 3, 1895. 

Mary J. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Pawnee, in the county of 
Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1895. 

William H. Padon, to be postmaster at Blackwell, in the county 
of “K” and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1895. 

William R. Swartout, to be postmaster at North Enid, in the 
county of Garfield and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1895. 

William S. Thomas, to be postmaster at New Ponca, in the 
county of K and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment of a 

ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July.1, 1895. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, December 17, 1895. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY M. CoupEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the acts, resolutions, and journals of the Oklahoma legislature, 
together with copies of the compiled statutes of the Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, relating to 
the annual report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the acts, resolutions, memorials, and journals of the Territo- 
rial legislature of New Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the acts, memorials, resolutions, and journals of the Eighteenth 


legislative assembly of Arizona; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination as to the stm 
of money necessary to acquire by purchase the locks and dams on 
the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, and also as to the value, 
etc., of said improvements; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, in writing, was communicated 

to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. GARRETT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That ther 
be printed, in paper covers, 6,000 extra copies of the annual report of the 
Board of Visitors to the United States Military Academy at West Point for 
the yeur 1895, of which 2,000 shall be for use of the Senate and 4,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


PORTS OF ENTRY, INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to 
concur in a Senate amendment to a House bill that was passed 
here the other day on the motion of my colleague, Mr. Hopkins, 
who is absent at this time. The matter was brought up yesterday 
and at the request of my colleague, Mr. SMITH, it wentover. He 
has since examined the bill and is quite content with the proposed 
action. 

The bill (H. R. 808) was read. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Amend in line 14, after the word “law,”’ by inserting “ Provided further, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of the act 
approved August 7, 1882, which embraces East St. Louis, fii. within the limits 
of the port of St. Louis, Mo.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the question will be on 
concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, when my 
colleague, Mr. CANNON, called up this bill, I did not rise for the 
purpose of objecting to its consideration, but as there is a port 
within my district, I desired to ascertain whether the passage of 
this bill would in any manner affect the status of that port. I 
have since examined the question and find that it does not, and 
therefore I have no objection to the passage of the bil with this 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


AMENDMENT OF HOUSE RULES. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to offer 
an amendment, which I send to the desk, to clause 1 of Rule X, 
and also to Rule XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended as follows, namely: 

“That clause 1 of Rule X read as follows: 

“*]. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall ap- 
point, at the commencement of each Congress, the following standing « 
mittees, viz: 

‘***On Elections, three committees, to consist of nine members each 
called number one (1), two (2), and three (3), respectively. 

“*On Ways and Means, to consist of seventeen members. 

‘***On Appropriations, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On the Judiciary, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On Banking and Currency, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of seventeen members 

“*On the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to consist of thirteen members. 

“*On Agriculture, to consist of seventeen members. 

“*On Foreign Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

“*On Military Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

**On Naval Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of seventeen members. 
‘On the Public Lands, to consist of fifteen members 

‘On Indian Affairs, to consist of seventeen members. 

‘On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members. 

*“*On Railways and Canals, to consist of thirteen members. 

*“*On Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. 

**On Mines and Mining, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of fifteen members. 

***On Pacific Railroads, to consist of fifteen members 

***On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of thir- 
teen members. 

"On Education, to consist of thirteen members. 

***On Labor, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On the Militia, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

“*On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘*On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

‘*On Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

***On the District of Columbia, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Revision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members. 

‘On Reform in the Civil Service, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, to consist of thirteen members. 

**On Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, to consist of eleven members. 

“*On Irrigation of Arid Lands, to consist of eleven members 

***On Immigration and Naturalization, to consist of eleven members. 

“*On Ventilation and Acoustics, to consist of seven members 

“*On Expenditures in the State Departinent, to consist of seven members. 
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“**On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven mem- 
bers 


“*On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members. 
““*On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 
***On Expendituresin the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven mem- 
bers. 
“*On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven mem- 
bers 
***On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven mem- 
bers. 
**On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, to consist of seven 
mem bers. 
‘**On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members. 
**On Rules, to consist of five members. 
**On Accounts, to consist of nine members. 
**On Bidlenge, to consist of five members.’ 
> 


“Also the following joint standing committees, viz: 

“*On the Library, to consist of three members. 

“*On Printing, to consist of three members. 

*** On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven members.’ 

“That clause | of Rule XI read as follows: 

“*1 Tothe election of members: to the respective committees on elections.’ 
“In clause 7 of Rule XI, strike out the words ‘Committee on Commerce’ 


and insert the words ‘Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.’ 

“ After clause 34 of Rule XI, insert the following: 

“*35. To reform the civil service: to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service; 

“+36. To the election of the President, Vice-President, or Representatives 
in Congress: to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress; 

“97, To alcoholic liquor traffic: to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Traffic; 
Las > To the irrigation of aridlands: to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
nas; 
39. To immigration or naturalization: to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization; 
aan To ventilation and acoustics: to the Committee on Ventilation and 
coustics.,’ 
“'That the numbering of clauses 35 to 52, inclusive, of Rule XI, be changed 
to conform to the foregoing amendment.”’ 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I have the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], I suggest thatthe amendment here 
proposed be adopted by unanimous consent except (if he so desires) 
that the clause touching the Committee on Elections—the amend- 
ments proposed to clause 1 of Rule X and clause 1 of Rule X — 
be left undisposed of. The other amendments, about which, as I 
understand from the gentleman from Georgia, there is no contest, 
might, by unanimous consent, be considered at once and adopted. 

Mr. ORISP. The other amendments which the gentleman asks 
be adopted by unanimous consent relate ay increasing the 
number of members on various committees. that correct? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. I think there is no objection to that, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, lask that by unanimous con- 
sent this amendment, except as to the clauses indicated, be 


adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that this proposed amend- 
ment, except those parts relating to clause 1 of Rule X and clause 
1 of Rule MI, be adopted by unanimous consent. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There ming Be objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER, The question is now upon agreeing to the re- 
mainder of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The action just taken by the House 
renders it unnecessary for me to refer to the matters covered by 
such action. Of the amendments remaining undisposed of, the 
first provides— 

That clause 1 of Rule X read as follows: 


“On elections, three ‘ttees, to consist of nine members each, to be 
numbered one, two, and three, respectively.” 


The amendment, as will be seen, proposes to create three com- 
mittees of nine members each. 

A MEMBER. Two new committees? 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. Well, it will create three committees 
of nine members each in lieu of the single committee authorized 
by the rules now. 

Then, in Rule XI, clause 1 shall read as follows: 

In making assignments of election cases: 

To the elections of members: To the respective committees on elections. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, both of these amendments should 
be —-* The last necessarily would be if the first is, so that 
the only question presented by the amendment is whether or not 
the rule of the Fifty-first Congress—or the rule of this Congress 
already adopted—providing for one Committee on Elections, to 
consist of 15 members, shall be so amended as to strike out ‘‘ one” 
and ‘' fifteen” and make it read ‘‘ three Committees on Elections 
of nine members each.” The necessity, in my judgment, for the 
adoption of the amendment arises from the peculiar condition of 
the business touching contests before this House. 

Perhaps, with one exception, there never has been so great a 
number of contests as are now or for the decision of the 
House. As gentlemen are aware, the House is the only judge of 


the election and qualifications of its members. The law provides 
the manner in which contests shall be made. 


I hold in my hand a report from the Clerk meting these 
and I beg the attention of the members present while I speak of 
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these thirty-two cases and the amount of work their consideration 
willinvolve. Four of these cases come from the State of Alabama. 
one from the State of Georgia, two from the State of Kentucky. 
three from the State of Louisiana, one from Maryland, one from 
Missouri, one from Mississippi, three from North Carolina, four 
from South Carolina, three from the State of Texas, and four from 
the State of Virginia, making twenty-seven of the thirty-two con- 
tests coming from the so-called Southern States. A mere state- 
ment of this fact will convince gentlemen who are familiar with 
the proceedings of former Congresses in connection with election 
contests that the lifetime of this Congress will pass before one- 
half of these cases could be considered by one Committee on Elec- 
tions and reported to the House and considered by it. 

But let us look for a moment to the amount of work involved. 
The printed record in these cases averages 530 pages of testimony, 
and the brief added thereto would make 625 pages, that being the 
average of the printed record in eachcase. With reference to 
the politics involved in these cases, if I may speak for a moment 
of that branch of the subject connected with the contests pend- 
ing, all of the contestees are Democrats. Twenty-two of the 32 
contestants are Republicans, 8 are Populists, 1 is an Independent 
Democrat, and 1 a Fusionist. : 

In the Forty-first Congress there were about the same number 
of cases pending. Eleven had been disposed of by the House 
leaving twenty-four pending, if I recollect aright, or about that 
number, with an average record, not of 600 pages, but of 420 pag 
and the Committee on Rules unanimously reported an order tha 
the Committee on Elections be increased to fifteen members, that 
it be divided into subcommittees of three, that these subcommit 
tees should report to the House on the cases presented to them, 
thus practically making five Elections Committees, although there 
was but one in name. That rule brought the House to the con- 
sideration of cases on the report of three of the members of | 
Committee on Elections, the cases never having received the con 
sideration or report of the full committee. The amendment pro 
eae here does not suggest such amethod asthat. It was thou 

st that the subcommittees should review the cases, go throu) 
the records, and report to the full committee, so that the House 
would have the opinion of nine members of the House acting as a 
Committee of Elections upon each one of the contested cases. |n 
the Forty-first Congress the order to which I have referred, ani 
which was adopted, was reported by Mr. Garfield. Mr. Cox and 
Mr. Brooks, on the minority of the Committee on Rules, cordially 
indorsed the order, because it was evident then, as it is evident 
now, that under the ordinary machinery the cases could not be 
reached and heard at all, 

Let me refer for a moment to the disposition of cases in former 
Miers janes for the benefit of ig sgn who have not personal 
recollection touching them. In the re a Congress ther: 
were fourteen cases of contested elections—eleven of them were 
acted upon in the House. In the Forty-ninth Congress there were 
ten cases, and only four, I think, were acted upon by the Hou 
In the Fiftieth Congress there were eight contests, and seven 0! 
them were acted upon by the House. the Fifty-first Congr 
seventeen contests were made, and twelve were disposed of in tlie 
House. In the Fifty-second Congress there were six contests, and 
only four were disposed of in the House; and in the Fifty-third 
meee eleven contests, and only seven were acted upon by the 

ouse, 

Soit will be seen that each one of these proposed three committees 
will have before it more work than the average work that has boon 
cast upon one committee heretofore. Now, gentlemen will reco!- 
lect that in former Congresses, toward the end of a Congress, tlie 
public business has pressed to that degree that the House cou! 
not find time to dispose of election cases, and there has frequent!) 
been a denial of justice to contestants or of vindication to con 
testees. Early in the first session of a Congress the House has 1's 
greatest leisure, and it is hoped that if these three committees are 
created they will give such proper consideration to these cas:s 
and make such early report that the House, before it is ov 
whelmed by other public business, can in an orderly manner (is- 
pose of the cases upon their merits. a 

It may be objected—I donot know that it will be—that this is 
unduly hurrying the consideration of election cases. That 0! 
jection will not lie upon the merits. I wish that we had enous) 
of the attributes of the Deity in this House to know the very rig!)' 
touching each one of these cases, so that we could know in fac! 
which one, the contestant or the contestee, was elected, and tha‘ 
we could settle it in the twinkling of an . Because then the 
constituency would be truly represented. In the absence of th:' 
knowledge the best we can do is to settle them as early as thvy 
can be settled upon the law of the fact. 

One other remark. We have seen this side of the House 2) 
more members now than two-thirds of the House. We are ric 
in mem p; and I may say, in passing, to this side of the 
House—it is not entirely pertinent—as I get acquainted with tho 
membership it seems to me that we are rich in quality as well as 
in numbers. Whatever may have been the case in former Con- 
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gresses, I apprehend if there have been abuses touching election 
cases, that honors are easy. There is no purpose and no tempta- 
tion at this time to do anything else except to decide cases accord- 
ing to the very right; and so far as I have knowledge or belief, no 
contestant has been led to believe for a moment that he can have 
any standing in the House of Representatives unless he has a 
standing — the facts; and I believe, aye, more, while I am not 
a prophet, I am willing to pre yphesy here and now that in the de- 
cision of these election cases the record of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress will stand out as a good example in the decision of these 
cases according to the very right. I care not what the man’s 
politics may be, he is not entitled to have a seat in this House 
unless the people chose him. I care not what his politics may be, 
he is entitled to a seat in this House if a majority or plurality of 
his people said so. — ; ; : 

It is apt that we inquire a minute as to the sound policy, at this 
time especially, of disposing of these cases as rapidly as they can 
be readily disposed of. 
twenty-seven of these cases come from the Southland and only five 
come from the North. 

Now, I am not here to make any charges against the South, but 
I apprehend there is a condition of affairs there that, in justice to 
Republicans, in justice to Populists, in justice to Democrats as 
well, these contests should be disposed of. I have no desire here 
to arouse anything like partisan feeling or to talk of one section 
of the country at the expense of the other. But men of middle 
age understand what has been taking place for the last thirty years 
in the United States. All of us recollect something of the civil war 
and of the great contest for reconstruction—of the clothing with 
citizenship of a whole race of people who had been in bondage. 
All of us understand the complaints that were made by large sec- 
tions of the Southern people, somewhat at times, no doubt, through 
prejudice, and somewhat at times, perhaps, upon the merits, that 
they were largely left at the mercy of those who had lately been 
in bondage and who were without, on the average, sufficient intel- 
ligence to rule over their localities. 

I do not desire to go into that subject; but suffice it to say, it 
will not be contested upon either side of the House that through- 
out the southern portion of the so-called South, especially, through 
these years, first by force the lately enfranchised citizens were de- 
octeat of the ballot. Later on by fraud they were deprived of the 
ballot, and the men who deprived them, when taxed with it, pro- 
claimed that that was the only alternative, as they claimed, that 
stood between them and local destruction. The years rolled by, 
and with the Federal election laws upon the statute book, laws 
that in my judgment were unduly criticised, they were enabled, 
first by violence and then by manipulation, to make their section 
substantially solid,and substantially solid in favor of one party. 
In the fullness of time, as we got more knowledge North, and as 
they got more knowledge South, and as the prejudices faded 
away, wisely or unwisely as the case may be, whatever there was 
of Federal legislation touching Federal elections, whether good or 
bad, was swept from the statute book and the late elections were 
held throughout the length and breadth of the country without 
the aid of the Federal election laws. What wasthe result? They 
had the condition in the South which they had long proclaimed 
that they wanted, namely, that under the operation of State laws 
and a local sentiment that had, as they claimed, its foothold in 
righteousness and justice, they would regulate their own local 
affairs and send to the National Congress their representatives, 
and that they would send them according to the will of the ma- 
jority. 

Now, it is alleged that in this, the first election, I believe—if not 
the first, the second—since the repeal of the Federal election laws, 
it is alleged by many people whose footsteps are rooted in the soil 
of the South, who were born there, who love her institutions, who 
are native to the section—it is alleged by them, not by ones, by 
tens, or by thousands, but by multiplied thousands, that with 
this change there was no longer power in the former dominant 
party to draw the color line and frighten the white people there, 
threatening them with colored domination; and at last it was 
claimed in the late canvass that white men stood looking white 
men in the face and said, ‘‘We will not divide and we can not 
divide upon the color line, but we will divide and vote touching 
the proper economic policies that will bring the greatest good to 
the greatest number, North and South, East and West.” It is 
alleged that they did so divide. Now, there are large blocks of 
people in the State of Alabama, in the State of Tennessee, in the 
States of South and North Carolina, and other Southern States, 
that proclaim and say, whatever the truth may be (I am speak- 


It is wonderful, when I restate it, that | 
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ing of what they allege), that while force did not dominate in 


the last elections, frauds still continued, and that the dominant 
party, which had justified this action of many years’ standing to 
turn down the colored vote, turned its hand, clothed with fraud, 
upon their white brethren and fraudulently turned them down. 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me one moment? 
Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Certainly. 
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Mr. COX. Will the gentleman tell me a single instance in 
Tennessee where that state of affairs has occurred? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I intended to come 
to that; but I will answer it right here, as Iam challenged. 








Mr. COX. I challenge you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask the Clerk to read as 
marked. 

Mr. COX. That is in a newspaper. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It will speak for itself, and then I 
will ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COX. All right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘“ What of the political outlook in Tennessee?” 

“It will be a miracle if the Democrats are successful in electing their State 
ticket next year. In common with thousands of other Democrats who voted 
for Governor Turney, I condemned the counting out of H. Clay Evans. What- 

| ever may have been done in the past, there is nolonger any excuse for carry- 
ing elections by fraud. The time has come when absolute fairness and justice 
must prevail in the choice of public officials. Thereisn’t a shadow of darger 

| of negro domination in Tennessee. We have the Australian ballot law, which 
excludes the ignorant voter, and so the intelligence of the State will ii- 
nate just as it has in the past. 
_ “But the fair-minded and honorable men, who constitute the great major- 
ity of the Democratic party in the State, are sick and tired machine 
methods and devious practices that have been so long in u litical 
ring at Nashville, and the prospects are bright for the pern urning 
down of this office-holding clique. The election of the Republics cet next 
vear will be the answer to the counting out of Evans, and no doubt many 


Democrats will contribute to this result 


Mr. COX. What paper is that in? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Inamoment. 
send me the slip. 

Mr. COX. Let me see what paper that is from? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will give the gentleman exactly 
the source it comes from. 

Mr. COX. That is right; let us be fair now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am going to. 

This is from an interview in the Washington Post of this morn- 
ing with Mr. A. B. Pickett, editor of the Memphis Scimitar, as 
I am informed, a Democratic paper of long standing, and while 
[I am not acquainted with this gentleman, he is said to be a man 
of character. I do not know him personally. 

Mr. COX. Now you are basing your argument upon what a 
correspondent says to a newspaper. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer further; I have not 
made any charge against Tennessee, Alabama, or any other State. 
I took care not to precipitate a partisan debate by making any 
claim as to what the facts were. I said ‘it was alleged” by mul- 
tiplied thousands of white people of character, born and reared in 
Tennessee and elsewhere throughout the Southern country, that 
in the late elections fraud was resorted to against white people that 
did not agree with them, as it had frequently been resorted to 
against the colored people upon the plea that it had to be resorted 
to there in local self-defense. 

Now, then, in further answer to the gentleman, as a matter of 
common history, I do know that H. Clay Evans was reported to 
have been elected governor of the State of Tennessee. I do not 
know whether he was elected or not; but I do know that from time 
to time, so far as I am informed, the Republicans unanimously 
claimed that he was elected, and that a very l:-rge per cent of the 
Democracy denounced his counting out and seating his opponent 
as fraudulent. I will ask the gentleman, as he is from Tennessee, 
whether that per cent of his own party that so proclaimed are men 
of character? 

Mr. COX. I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 just want a brief answer. 

Mr. COX. I will make it as brief asIcan. Do not curtail me, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, I will not yield to the gen- 
tleman for a speech. 

Mr. COX. Allright; but when you put a question to me I am 
not going to answer it except in my own way. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentieman will have an oppor- 
tunity in his own time to answer. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, if the gentleman determines to exclude 
me, that is all right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
tleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman tell me what this has to 
do—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me suggest that the Nashville Banner 
and the Chattanooga Times are Democratic newspapers, and I will 
ask whether they did not constantly and do not now insist that 
Mr. Evans was elected governor? 

Mr. COX. I will say to the gentleman that neither one of the 
papers is a Democratic paper. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will yield now to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. What was his question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. WhatI wanted to know was this: My friend 
from Illinois is generally pointed in our discussions here and sticks 


TheClerk will pleaso 


[Laughter. ] 
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I desire to make a suggestion to the gen- 
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to the question, but I want to ask him what an election in Ten- 
nessee has to do with his properties to make a three-headed Com- 
mittee on Elections for the consideration of the thirty-odd cases 
that are pending here? The gubernatorial contest in Tennessee 
which was finally determined by the kind of investigation that 
was provided for in the State constitution of 1870 has nothing to 
do with this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is not a single contest from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is not a single contest from the State 
of Tennessee, and if the gentleman from Illinois will ep his own 
linen clean he will doexceedingly well. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to the 
Tennessee that I had not referred to his State, as 
his colleague [Mr. Cox] challenged me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. COX (to Mr. CANNON). You made the assault first. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I do not yield. 

Mr, COX. Pardon me one moment. I—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, sir; I do not yield, 

Mr. COX, eros ought to concede that you made the as- 
sault before I opened my mouth. You ought to let me make that 
point, (Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not just now. 

Mr. COX. All right. Do not jump, though, until you know 
what you are doing. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I again say that I com- 
menced my remarks by stating that twenty-seven of the thirty-two 
contests now —s came from Southern States, and only five 
from the so-called Northern States. I do not know, nor do I 
charge, that there have been unfair elections recently in any State 
in the South, but Ido knowthat in former years I heard gentlemen 
standing on this floor defend frauds in elections, alleging that they 
were necessary in self-defense to escape the control of the colored 
vote. I do know, further, that, with the Federal election laws 
repealed, and with only the local laws of the various States to rely 
upon, with the division in the white vote down South which has 
come at last, thank God, great numbers of gentlemen from Ala- 
bama and from other places in the South allege that fraud was 
committed in the late elections. Some of these gentlemen say they 
are Populists; some say they are Republicans; and they allege that 
frauds have been committed against them. 

I repeat, I do not know what the facts may be, but if I were to 

o into the domain ogalized and} I would guess that where fraud 


entleman from 
recollect, until 


formerly been legalized and justified, from any standpoint or 
under any necessity, it would take time after the alle necessity 
had _— away to recover from the effects of such abuses and to 
avoid a repetition of them. What the facts may be I do not know, 
but I am confronted with this fact, unprecedented, that there 


come here 27 contestants alleging that they were elected, and de-. 


manding, what they have a right to demand, that their cases shall 
be heard and decided fairly and promptly, and that the people of 
their respective districts—aye, the white people as well as the 
colored—who exercise the right of suffrage there, shall be truly 
represented and voiced upon this floor. ; 

f the facts do not throw stones, then I throw none. If there 
have been abuses there I feel quite sure that both the gentlemen 
from Tennessee ought to, and I believe that if — will divest 
themselves of partisanship they will, run swiftfooted along with 
this side of the House to do exact justice to the people of those 
election districts. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire—— 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In a moment. 

Mr. COX. In the last election in Tennessee your side of the 
House gained two members, and I want to ask you whether there 
is a single contest from that State, either by a ocrat or a Re- 
publican, in regard to the election of members to this House? 
oe CANNON of Dllinois. Well, is the gentleman sorry for 

at? 

Mr. COX. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So am I. 

Mr. COX. Well, then, we are together, and what are you both- 
ering about? [Laughter.] Until you can put your finger upon 
the — where you say unfairness was committed you ought not 


to charge it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX. ‘‘Oh”—that is no answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Gentlemen who have heard me will 
bear me out in saying that I have been careful, in language, in 
manner, and in statement, not to allege fraud against anybody. 
But let me say this to the gentleman: If I can not discuss in this 
careful manner what is alleged by gentlemen from Alabama, from 
the Carolinas, and from other States in the South—if I can not 
mention these allegations, without even indorsing their truth—the 
allegations of men who are the gentleman’s peers and my peers— 
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if I can not ow what they allege as a basis to gain a standing 
in the National House of Representatives by way of a contest t\).; 
will afford them the privilege of demonstrating the facts whic), 
they allege, or of having their falsity demonstrated—if I can}. 
speak of these things without the gentlemen growing thick in th 
blood vessels of the neck and turning upon me with flashing eves 
and saying that I am abusing the people of his State, what docs 
it all mean? I am proud of my people and of his people, and ho 
can not find, in my service as amember of the House in the twenty 
years that I have served here, an instance where I have brouw)i 
an untrue allegation or have spoken in malice against them at any 
time. . 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman pardon me one moment? I do 
not know how the blood is running in his veins—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is your question, my friend? 

Mr. COX. Holdon. [Laughter.] I have seen your blood run 
to the top of your head many times—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is your question? 

Mr. COX. Holdon. Donot make insinuations without having 
any foundation for them. I challenge you to show that there is 
any contest in this House in regard to a single election of a mem- 
ber of this House from Tennessee. There is not one. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am glad of it. 

Mr. COX. So am I. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well; we agree, then. 

Mr. COX. Then, why do you make your imputations agains} us? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh—— 

Mr. COX. ‘ Oh.” Now, you credit us with acting fairly until 
you can show that we do otherwise. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ido not yield. 

Mr. COX. Allright. [Laughter.] 
an CANNON of Illinois. I do not yield to the gentleman fur- 

er. 

Mr. COX. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I would not inter- 
rupt him; but he stretched his blanket until it broke the seams. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I always try, as I have said, to be 
courteous in this House. The gentleman says there is no contest 
from Tennessee. I am glad of it. He challenged me to know 
what of unfairness had been done in the late elections in Tennes- 
see. Without alleging unfairness I saidit was alleged by Repub- 
licans—and unanimously conceded by a great majority of the 
Democratic party—that the man who is now governor of Tennes- 
see sits clothed with fraud, asa representative of the minority and 
not of the majority. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

r. COX. Does the gentleman think he has got anything to do 
with that? 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. COX. All right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know whether that allega- 
tion is true or not. I pray God it may not be true. But | think 
I know—at least I believe—one thing. At last the passions. the 
prejudices, the divisions throughout the length and breadth of 
this country, North and South, growing out of the civil war with 
all that it included, have faded away until finally, thank (iod, 
there come into this House from the Southland Republicans with 
their feet in the soil and with character and ability second to none, 
North or South. [Applause.] 1am glad to know and believe 
that even down in the so-called ‘‘ black States” the beginning of 
the end has come, and with that a division between Anglo-Saxons, 
so that where there is abuse, if there be abuse now, there will be 
correction of it a little later on. And itis our duty in this House 
of Representatives, as to these twenty-seven election cases brought 
here under the circumstances I have spoken of and appealing for 
an honest, square hearing, to devise the machinery which wil! (e- 
termine these cases according to the very fact, and justify the 
contestants in their accusation or relieve the contestee from the 
accusation, as the facts may warrant. 

Mr. S er, how much time have [ remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve that time. 

Mr. Crisp addressed the Chair. (A pause.) 

Mr. CRISP. I addressed the Chair some time ago, but have not 
yet been —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to yield his time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], and consequently did not look in the 
direction of the Forgas from Georgia. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Later on, I will yield to the gentle- 


Ido not yield further. 


man from Pennsylvania. He does not desire to be heard at this 


time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to the proposition sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois, and I am opposed to it 
because whatever may be the —— or purpose of those who pro- 


pose it, its effect and operation wi 
who are sitting members of this House. ee 
It is all very well to talk about a judicial investigation. The 


injustice to the contestees 
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gentleman from Dlinois has been a member of this House for 
twenty years and more, I believe. He protests when on his feet 
that he only wants justice; and yet he is unable to discuss a 
proposition which he says is in the interest of fairness and justice 
without taking counsel of his bitter partisanship. [Applause. | 
The gentleman says heis not a partisan. I beg to differ with him. 
We are not always the best judges of the character we have in the 
estimation of our fellow-men. The gentleman from Illinois, in 
presenting a proposition which he says is in the interest of fair- 
ness and justice, has gone out of his way to excite prejudice against 
sections of this country. And he has not confined himself to the 
fact when he did it. 

We may just as well talk plainly about this proposition. For 
the first time in our history we are invited to appoint three Com- 
mittees on Election. Although there have been more contests 
heretofore than now, never before has such a suggestion been 
made. Whatis the purpose? Gentlemen say it is to give a fair 
and honest investigation of each case. What is there—I ask you, 
Mr. Speaker, and the majority of this House—what is there in the 
history of the Republican party or in its practice respecting con- 
tested elections, to warrant us or anyone in believing that we shall 
have in this Congress a fair and impartial investigation of an elec- 
tion contest? Think about it, you older members! I suppose a 
new member coming to this Congress thinks—I know I did when 
I first came here—that inasmuch as the Constitution provides that 
each House shall be the judge of the elections of its members, that 
provision means something—that this House proposes to consider 
these questions as judges. But however individual members on 
the ciel side may desire to consider such questions, let me tell 
them now they will be swept away by the common sentiment on 
that side, and they will give in their adhesion to the principle 
that was announced, or is said to have been announced, many 
years ago in this House by a distinguished Republican. It was 
told of him that he came in when the House was about to vote on 
an election contest; he had not heard the argument, and had not 
read the report; and he inquired of somebody, *‘Which is our 
damned rascal? Which is our man?” And he voted for ‘our 
man.” 

Perhaps some of you gentlemen who are new to these Halls may 
think that this criticism of Republican practices is harsh. I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a part of the proceedings of 
the Fifty-first Congress to show how a Republican majority treats 
an election contest. I do not think we should assume that you are 
any better than your predecessors, and I will show you how that 
body treated an election contest. I could show you how the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in that body made a technical objection toa 
call for a division which was sought to show whether there was a 
quorum present. 

This gentleman of a judicial cast of mind [laughter], this non- 
—— gentleman, cites the fact, as he says, that there are a 
arge number of cases pending from the South and only five from 

the North. Does the gentleman know that there are only thirteen 
Democratic membersfromthe North? Does he know that the five 
contests from the North are very largely morein proportion to the 
members from the North than the twenty-four from the South? 
Does he know that of the thirty-two pending contests every sitting 
member isa Democrat? Does heknowthat there were inaugurated 
forty-five contests in this Congress? The gentleman reads news- 
paper extracts. I have seen somewhere in some newspaper a state- 
ment that the Republican candidates everywhere were invited to 
make a contest when the majority against them did not exceed 
1,000. They made these contests, they inaugurated forty-five in 
all, and I ask, Mr. Speaker, why should they not doso?. Why should 
they not have inaugurated a hundred and three or a hundred and 
five contests, just as many as there are members on this side of 
the House? 
_ But perhaps I had better have this Republican method of try- 
ing contested-election cases read to the House, so that gentlemen 
who are not familiar with the methods of the majority party in 
disposing of contested-election cases may see how that majority 
acted on a similar occasion when judging as to the merits of con- 
tested-election cases; and for that purpose I send to the desk, and 
ask to have read, parts of the proceedings of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress bearing directly on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—MILLER VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. RowE.t. I call up the case of Miller vs. Elliott. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“* Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of South Caro- 
lina, and is not entitled to retain a seat therein. 

: ved, That Thomas E. Miller was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first from the Seventh Congressional district of South Caro- 
lina, and is entitled to his seat as such Representative.” : 

r. ROWELL. I demand the previous question on the adoption of the reso- 


Mr. O’FERRALL. And upon that I raise the question of consideration. 
The question was taken on consideration, and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 


205 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Division 

The House divided; and the Speaker announced that the ayes were 155. 
Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point. 
eae »on the Republican side 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Does 155 constitute ~ quorum of this House? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; but there are other members present besides 
those voting 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I say that noquorum has voted and no quorum is present, 
as disclosed by the vote 

Mr. McComas. There is a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Some other gentlemen have come in since the vote was an- 
nounced. 

Mr. O’°FERRALL. Fair play is fair play, and that is all I want of any man 
upon this question as to the consideration of this case 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Does the Speaker decline to hear me? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. The gentleman is here for delay 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Lam not here for delay. This case has just been calle¢ 
up. [Derisive applause on the Republican side.} Ihave appeared | re 
howling mobs before, and this does not deter me from standing here and de- 
manding my rights. This case has been sprung upon this House without any 
notice whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1M. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Those opposed will rise. [After a pause. ] 
voting will please rise. 

Mr. Concer. I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. Flo 
not vote. 

The SPEAKER. Twelve not voting. One hundred and sixty-six members 
are present. So the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. Payson. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions. [Cries 
of. ** Vote! ** Vote!” on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Kerr of Iowa. Mr. Speaker— 
Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. Kerr of Iowa. I understand that twenty minutes for debate are 
allowed. I would like to hear a statement of the reasons for the seating of 
this man. 

Mr. RowE.u. I do not desire debate. 
Republican side. ] 
printed. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolutions; and the Speaker 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 156 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, is either voting or present. 

A MEMBER. Ore more in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 157,1 no, and 9 not voting 
the resolutions are adopted. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions were 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

[Cries of ** Next case!’ on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. CRISP. That is the way, Mr. Speaker, election cases were 
tried by the Republican party in the Fifty-first Congress. I 
venture the assertion that in all the history of parliamentary bodies 
everywhere throughout the world no case can be found where 
there was action taken by a deliberative body on an election con- 
test to parallel this; and not only did these ‘‘ judicial-minded” 
gentlemen dispose of the cases in that manner—not only did they 
dispose of a case involving the right of a member to a seat on this 
fioor in five minutes, as the RECORD shows, but when they got 
through with that these judicial-minded gentlemen called out in 
chorus, ‘‘ Next case!” ‘‘ Next case!” [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.} And, Mr. Speaker, if the cases had been upon the 
Calendar, so that they might have been reached, judging by the 
way they acted in that case, it is safe to assume that every mem- 
ber on this side of the House would have been excluded from the 
seat he occupied. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman 
this question: Is it not a fact that it is unparalleled again in the 
history of legislative bodies, but whichthe REcorD does not show 
in the case to which he has alluded, that all the members of one 
party, in order to avoid being placed on record, should go out of 
the House and disorganize the House in the consideration of a 
contested-election case? And further, is it not true that if the 
members of the Democratic minority had been in their places con- 
sideration of the case could have proceeded in an orderly and 
sroper manner? In other words, was it not a disorderly proceed- 
ing, in the language of the gentleman, simply because the Demo- 
cratic party refused to perform their duty, in leaving the House 
in a body? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, a Republican member of the 
House, Mr. Kerr of Iowa, was not guilty of any disorder and did 
not leave the House, but he rose in his place and asked the gentle- 
man from Illinois in charge of the bill, Mr. Rowell, to make some 
explanation of the case and show why Mr. ELLIioTT should be turned 
out, and Mr. Rowell said, ‘*I do not desire to make any explana- 
tion.” That was entirely satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], I suppose. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] For I suppose that gentleman voted with his 
party and unseated Mr. ELLiotT; and I will venture the assertion 
now that the gentleman from Massachusetts can not tell or give 
any reasons why he turned Mr. ELLIoTT out. 


There is a quorum present. 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Are you willing that Ishould 
make a statement in reference to that case now? 

Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts know the 
points involved? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I did at the time. They 
were public property in the House, in the reports of the Committee 
on Elections, which I examined. 

Mr. CRISP. Did you read the reports? 

Mr. WHEELER. Did the gentleman from Massachusetts read 
the report? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I did read the reports. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, everybody knows that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is a very diligent member and at- 
tends to his business better than many of us. He read the report; 
but I will venture the assertion that nine-tenths of his associates 
on that side of the House did not. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will you yield to me for an- 
other question, and I will not again interrupt — Is it not true 
that it had become a matter of custom in the Fifty-first Congress 
whenever election contests came up on this floor for the Demo- 
cratic members to leave this Hall in a body for the purpose of 
breaking a quorum, and thereby prevent consideration and com- 
pletion of the cases from first to last in that Congress; and is that 
not the reason the Recor» reads as it does? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, of course it is hardly worth while to 
revive the discussion that we had in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think it is unfortunate, but 
ou have revived it. You are thrashing over the old straw of the 

ifty-first Congress. 

Mr. CRISP. I can remind the gentleman, and inform those 
entlemen who are not acquainted with the facts, that in the 
‘ifty-first Congress this y remained from the first Monday in 

December until the 29th day of January without any rules. We 
were being treated to general parliamentary law. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Are not the rules found in 
**veneral parliamentary law?” 

Mr. CRISP. That general parliamentary law enabled the pre- 
siding officer to hold in order that which he desired to be in order 
and to hold out of order that which he did not want to consider. 
We went on in that condition until the 29th day of January, and 
then we had an election case. The Republican majority had not 
been made satisfactory by the people, and the House undertook to 
correct the mistake of the —- and to make a Republican ma- 
jority here. On the 29th day of January we had up an election 
contest without any rules. Without any authority, the idin, 
officer of the House counted men who did not vote, and we h 
an appeal to the House. It was extensively debated, and finally, 
by the ques exercise of the party whip, the Speaker was sus- 
tained in his decision, and then they made a rule authorizing the 
ascertaining of a quorum outside of the roll call. There was no 
authority on the part of the Speaker tocountaquorum. Nobody 
on earth had authorized him to do any such thing, but he did it 
of his own will, and then, by the exercise of the y whip, his 
_eenie were forced to sustain him or to present the spectacle of 

ividing from him or with him on a contested-election case, which 
that side has always treated as u party question. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. . Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman allow me one further question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ‘et as much as you do 
that partisanship should have come into this question. I do not 
think it is necessary that there should be criminations and recrim- 
inations, but I want to ask you one question here now as a non- 
partisan, which goes to the substance of the whole thing; do you 
claim that the treatment of election cases in this House in the last 
five Congresses has been any more prejudiced and unfair, and 
wanting in judicial accuracy and fairness, upon the part of the 
Republicans than upon the part of the Democrats? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ihave nothing further to 


say. 

Mr.CRISP. I claim that there is not a case in the history of 
this Government, or the English Government, or the French or 
the German Governments, or any other where they have a parlia- 
mentary body, where a contested-election case on which the com- 
mittee were divided, as they were in the caseof Miller vs. Elliott, 
was conducted in the manner in which that case was conducted. 
_ Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What about the Joy case, 
from the State of Missouri, in the last won gd 

Mr.CRISP. But that case was debated, Mr. Speaker; it was 
here for a great length of time. This case that I speak of was not 
debated; and when a Republican asked the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections to give them some little reason for turnin 
out Mr. ExLiort, that gentleman replied, ‘‘I do not want to de- 
bate,” and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLKER] did 
not want to debate, and he, with the rest of his party, voted to 
unseat Mr. EL.Liorr. 


DECEMBER 17, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr 
Crisp] allow me to ask him a question? r > 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there anywhere in the history of , 
tested-election cases in this country, other than in the Fifty-sec,)),j 
Congress and — in the Fifty-third, a case where a parti 
majority voted down a majority report of their own commi: 
favoring the seating of the sitting member and turned him . 
and seated the contestant, who was a member of their own part 

Mr. CRISP, Ido not know. I could not answer that. [havo 
not looked. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not that probably an exhibition of | 
tisanship greater than the mere absence of debate when t}, 
was nobody to debate except upon one side? 

Mr.CRISP. No; thegentlemanmisapprehendsthiscase. Wher, 
there has been full debate, or opportunity for debate, then of cow 
each member can vote intelligently; but the criticism I make 
this case is that there was no opportunity for debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam speaking of the Joy case. 
oan CRISP. Well, I am speaking of the case of Elliott ver 

iller. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam aware of that, and if the gentleman 
had been present, as I was, he would know more about that ¢. 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not recollect the details, but my impressi,), 
is that on the case which the gentleman mentions the Democr::: 
divided. Some spoke for Mr.. Joy and many voted for Mr. |J 
but in the case to which I refer, where the Republicans were « 
pelled blindly to vote to turn out a Democrat, there was no divyi- 
sion. They all voted to turn out that gentleman without know ins 


why. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will yield to me a 10- 
ment, I will state that my point is, that in the Joy case a coin- 
mittee of this House, constituted by Democratic authority, \ 
either unanimous, or practically unanimous, in favor of the sitting 
member, and the longer the debate the more the light came: 1: 
fortunately the House voted, not blindly, but in my judgment 
wickedly, to turn Joy out. 

Mr. CRISP. My information, I will say to the gentleman froin 
Ohio, is that the majority report was against Joy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Possibly it was. 

Mr. ORISP. So that, een removes a little of the founda- 
tion of the argument of the gentleman. 

Mr. GROS OR. But certainly not so inthe Rockwell : 
and the Rockwell case is one of the cases to which I refer. 

Mr. CRISP. My recollection about that is, although not very 
distinct, that Mr. O’Ferrall, the chairman of the committee, was 
in favor of the oe ge 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly he was; and yet he was over- 
turned by a partisan vote; and that after a debate, too. 

Mr.CRISP. Butthe gentleman misapprehends the point I mate, 
Mr. Speaker. That was overturned after debate and consid«ra- 

ion. The point I make is that the Republican majority, wit) 
debate, without consideration, and without information, turned 
out a Democrat. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow im: a 
question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. SETTLE. I wil! ask the gentleman if it is not a matter of 
common history that this district in South Carolina, over which 
this contest of Miller against ELLiorT rose in the Fifty-first Con- 

, and which he has quoted in the discussion—I wil! ask hin 
if in the apportionment of that State that district was not st 
aside expressly as a colored Republican district, having not |c-s 
than 25,000 Republican majority, and if for two elections tlie 
Democratic party did not fail and refuse to nominate a candidat: 
for Congress in that district, but kept faith, and after that, under 
the machinery, they did not then decide to take it away; an ! 
will ask him, further, if these facts were not common knowle (de, 
and thus made it too plain to have any discussion in the I'i!ty- 
first Congress? 

Mr.CRISP. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from North Carolini— 
my friend from North Carolina—by his question has indicat: 
and made plain the method and manner in which Republicans 

i of contested-election cases. ‘‘Common history; common 
rumor.” That gentleman would take a census of any district in (/\o 
South and find that so many were white people and so many wit’ 
colored; and if the majority were colored he would say that | 
Republican district, and he would presume if a Democrat cai 
here he came by fraud; and he is not singular in that. That 's 
the way with nearly all on that side. 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman may make that as an argument, 
but as applied to me individually it is unjust. ¥ 

Mr. CRISP. I would not be unjust to the gentleman—our 510 
would not be. That gentleman was a spared monument in tho 
last Congress. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. 
He had a contest here. A Democrat contested his seat, but he 
retained it. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. I will ask the gentleman if he does not ree- 
ollect that in ten out of the seventeen contests in the Fifty-first 
Congress the Democrat retained his seat? 

Mr. CRISP. No; ‘‘the gentleman” does not recollect that. 
“The gentleman” recollects that there were seventeen contests in 
the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should have said eight out of seventeen. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; well.in eight of these cases there were re- 
ports unseating Democrats, in four cases there were reports in 
favor of Democrats, and the others do not seem to have been dis- 
posed of. They may have been reported upon by the committee; 
Ido not know. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the gentleman does not deny that in 
eight out of seventeen cases the Democrat retained his seat? 

Mr. CRISP. No; I think that is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to another question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that of the nine you referred to, in 
the case in which Miller was seated and ELLIoTT unseated, that the 
Democratic members had withdrawn bodily from the Hall, leav- 
ing Governor O’Ferrall alone on guard, so that there was nobody 
to debate the question but the bare seats on that side of the House? 

Mr. CRISP. Butlet me call theattention of the gentleman from 
Towa to this. Does the gentleman know of a gentleman named 
Kerr from Iowa? Mr. Kerr was a member from Iowa, and 
the gentleman must have known of him, as he is from his 
own State. He wasa Republican. He said: ‘‘I understand that 
twenty minutes’ debate are allowed. I would like to hear a state- 
ment of the reasons for the seating of this man.” And he was 
right. The rules allowed twenty minutes, and Mr. Rowell said, 
‘‘] do not desire debate.” Rowellwas chairman of the Committee 
on Elections, and the Republican side cried, ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. PAYNE. Of that time, thirty minutes, was not the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. O’Ferrall, the leading Democrat on the 
committee, entitled to occupy fifteen? 

Mr. CRISP. He was, under the rule; but E think he was enti- 
tled also to some other things that he did not get here. He was 
entitled to a division on the preceding case, but he did not get it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Keep to thiscase. Did Mr. O’Ferrall ask for 
fifteen minutes for debate on that case? 

Mr. CRISP. A Republican asked for it. 

Mr. PAYNE. But did Mr. O’Ferrall ask for it? 

Mr. CRISP. No; but I suppose a Republican had a right to 
ask for some explanation of the case. The point I make is that 
your side does not want any explanation in such cases. All you 
want is to ** vote, vote,” when it is a question of turning out a 
Democrat and seating a Republican. 

Mr. PAYNE. Our side had had an opportunity to read the re- 
port, and they understood the case. If Mr. O’Ferrall thought that 
they did not understand his side of the case, I suppose it was his 
duty to try to have it understood, and not merely to make delay. 

Mr. CRISP. LIinfer from the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York that his side, when it is in the majority, reads only the 
majority report in a contested-election case. He says they had 
read the report on that side and understood the case. Now, my 
understanding is—the gentleman from New York may not be 
familiar with this idea—my understanding is that a judge ought 
to hear both sides. 

Mr. PAYNE. I agree with the gentleman that a judge ought 
to hear both sides. I wasoneof the judges in that case. I under- 
stood the presentation of the case made in the report on the Re- 
— side, and I had read the ‘‘ views of the minority ” on the 

emocratic side, but Mr. O’Ferrall seemed to be the only man 
representing the minority on the floor, and I was prepared to hear 
him for the fifteen minutes to which he was entitled, and it was 
his duty, if he supposed that our side did not understand the case, 
to oceupy that fifteen minutes—unless he was left here by his col- 
leagues simply for the ws of prolonging the delay that had 


already gone on for a week in election cases. [Applause on the 
Republican side. 
Mr. CRISP. Then the gentleman’s idea is that because of some- 


thing that thisside of the House did his side was justified in blindly 
turning a Democrat out. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Now, I do not care what this side did; you gentle- 
men had sworn to support the Constitution, and the Constitution 
told you that you should judge of the election of members of the 

ouse; but now the gentleman from New York says that because 


we on this side went out, therefore his side had a right to turn | 


out Mr. Exzsorr. That is his argument. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CRISP. L yield to my judicial friend from Maine. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope that while I put my qnestion the 
gentleman from Georgia will maintain that same calm equi- 
poise which characterized his service in theChair. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] The gentleman has referred to the Consti- 
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tation. I want to ask himif in his judicial view the gentlemen 
on the other side were performing their duty under the Constitu- 
tion when in a body they left their places in this Hall in order to 
obstruct the progress of public business? [Applause on the R 





| publican side. ] 


| 
| 


} 
| 


Mr. CRISP. Ithink so. I think the gentlemen on this side 
were justified in resisting by every method possible the outrage 
which was then being perpetrated by the Republican majority in 
the House. [Apyiplause on the Democratic side.| And I will say 
to my friend from Maine, that the country seems to have enter- 
tained the same view, because at the next election they reversed 
your majority and gave us nearly 150 majority in the House. 

| |Applause on the Democratic side. | 

| Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman from Georgia seems to 

| have forgotten that later than that, after the people of the country 
had seen the gentleman and his party make a countermarch and 
officially indorse the action that the Republicans had taken, the 
rules and the methods of procedure adopted in the Fifty-first 
Congress, declaring on this floor publicly by their vote that our 
course was absolutely essential to the transaction of public busi- 


| ness—the gentleman, I say, forgets that after seeing that perform- 


ance public sentiment, in its sober second thought, mani litself 


Teste 


| in the personnel of this House of Representatives sitting here to-day. 


| 





| and flat and unprofitable it all was. 


| this country, I admit. 
| lican side. ] 


[Applause on the Republican side.| And, Mr. Speaker, I know 
of no man who ought to realize the effect of the verdict of the 
American people in that controversy more fully and emphatically 
than the gentleman from Georgia himself. [Renewed applause 
on the Republican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have a very high regard for my 
friend from Maine- 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam glad to know it. 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). But I have very little regard for his 


opinion on political questions. [Laughter.] I recollect having 
| seen a statement, I do not remember where, to the effect that the 
gentleman from Maine thought that the Republican party had 


been indorsed in the last election by reason of his position 


Hawaiian question. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam very certain that the gentleman from 
Georgia has not been indorsed by reason of his position on the 


Hawaiian question. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 


side. 

Mr. CRISP. The older members here will recollect the per- 
formances of the gentleman from Maine on the Hawaiian ques- 
tion. They will recollect how he thundered in the index, how he 


proposed day after day to make a vigorous assault, and they will 
also recollect, when the opportunity was afforded him, kow tam 
[Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Unprofitable for the Democratic party of 
[Laughter and applause on the Repub- 


Mr. CRISP. The gentleman’s idea, no doubt, is that that speech 


destroyed the Democratic party. [Laughter on the Democratic 
| side.] Now, my friend from Maine—because he is my friend and 








I would not say anything to hurt his feelings—is a fair type of the 
judicial character of a Republican when he passes upen an elec- 
tion contest. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman has paid me 
compliment that can be paid to any man 
{Laughter. | 

Mr. CRISP. If I could put my friend on the stand and ask him 
a question or two, I think I would like to do so, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman does not know that I would 
be as comfortable a witness as he thinks I would. 

Mr. CRISP. If I could put the gentleman on the stand and ask 
him a question or two, I think I could disclose that he never read 
the views of the majority and the minority in an election case in 
his life. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thegentleman certainly does not know any- 
thing about my condition in regard to those cases. He must be 
predicating his remark upon his own individual action. That is 
the only possible explanation I can put upon it. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, my objection to this proposi- 
tion is+— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Will myfriend, before he goes on, allow me 


the highest 
in this country. 


|a moment to say one word in regard to that Hawaiian matter? 


{Loud laughter. } 

Mr. CRISP. I hope my friend will get time from some other 
gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ionly want about a minute. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the Speaker will recognize the gentleman 
from Maine. so that he may have an hour, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope he will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On the whole, I think perhaps I may get 
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recognition. The experience of the past might cause me to have 
some doubt about it, if I did not recall the great change there has 
been in regard to free debate in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Maine is in the house of his 
friends, and I hope he will get recognition. 

My objection, Mr. Speaker, to this proposition is that whatever 
may be the views of gentlemen presenting it the effect is going to 
be—I predict it now and I shall be delighted if my prediction does 
not come true—the effect of it is going to be to turn summarily 
out of this House alarge number of gentlemen on this side with- 
out regard to the merits of their cases. I mean just what I say, 
and history justifies me in saying it. I cite to gentlemen a case 
in this House in the Fifty-first Congress that was determined—I 
can not say in how many minutes, probably five—without one 
word being said in explanation of the report; and although a Re- 
publican member asked the chairman or some member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections to give some reason for unseating the gentle- 
man who held the certificate of the governor of his State, they 
would not give him a reason, but they turned the Representative 
out. . 

My opinion is that this scheme will wae simply to make 
speedy judgment against members on this side of the House. 
Heretofore a man whose right to a seat was contested had the 
question considered by fifteen members. Now you propose that 
such questions shall be considered by nine members, the commit- 
tee being broken up into ‘‘ part 1,” ‘ part 2,” “part 3.” “ Part 1” 
may have a view of the law which ‘‘ part 2” may not share. ‘ Part 
8” may be composed of gentlemen who will give fair considera- 
tion to the evidence; ‘‘part 1” may not be. Sothat a man’sright 
to a seat in the House will not so much depend upon the merits of 
his case as on the “ part” of the committee to which the Speaker 
may refer it. ‘‘ Part 1” may follow a State law; ‘‘part 2” may 
not. It may be said that the House will correct any such discrep- 
ancy. My reply is, judging of what the House did in the Fifty- 
first Congress, it does not correct anything, but accepts blindly 
what the committee does. Thus,as I say, you will have one branc 
of the committee reporting one view of the law, and another branch 
of it another view. And all this is for what? To railroad men 
on this side out of this House and seat Republicans. 

But the gentleman says there is no temptation to do anything 
wrong. I have heard that suggestion. The reply is that the Re- 
publican party has never lost an —— so far as I know, to 
seat its own members when it could get any plausible excuse for 
doing so. It has not always done it; but it has wherever aplausi- 
ble excuse could be found. Ihave not looked up the cases, but I 
have some knowledge of them for the past ten or twelve years, 
and if time were allowed I could present them. But I do present 
this one case upon which I have already commented, and I ask 
gentlemen to explain it or reply to it if they can. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am ere to this proposition. I believe 
that these contests ought to be tried in an orderly manner; there 
has never before been a proposition to make three Election Com- 
mittees. I do not see any advantage in such an arrangement ex 
cept to make three chairmen and three clerks. It affords a good 
opportunity to provide for gentlemen by making additional chair- 
men and additional clerks, When you had a large number of 
contests before, they were decided by subcommittees of a single 
committee. Now you propose to have three Committees on 
Elections where heretofore you have had but one.. You propose 
to have three chairmen, with three clerks at $2,000 each, and three 
committee rooms. I do not see any reason for this. The ten- 
dency ought to be to reduce rather than increase the committees 
of the House. I do not see that anything is to be accomplished 
by this proposition except it may be some partisan purpose. We 
ought to stand by the old method. Ido not expect vy to do it. 
I expect you to vote in this case as your predecessors did in voting 
to turn out ELLIorr—vote as you are told to do. I want, how- 
ever, to put on record my protest. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. HULICK. If we should have under this proposition an 
early determination of these election contests, would it not save 
large expense in the pay and mileage of the twenty-seven gentle- 
men who are contesting? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman assumes that we are going to turn 
out the men who are in and put in the others. 

Mr. HULICK. Iam only going on the assumption which the 
gentleman makes, that they will all be turned out, though I do 
not agree with him in that. I concur with him in the belief 
that there should be acareful adjudication of these matters; we 
should act understandingly and =e But would there not 
be a saving in the expenditure of public money by avoiding such 
delays in deciding these contests as there were in many cases in 
the last Congress? ; i , 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I do not knowabout that. Ihave views my- 
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self about the expenses of a contestant in election cases. It was 
never intended by the law that as a matter of right a contes{.)+ 
should be allowed $2,000 for his contest. Wherever a man }\o)- 
estly believes that he has a good case for contest, then the Jay 
says he ought to be paid his expenses, not exceeding the sum of 

2,000. The Committee on Elections ought to set an example as 
to this, and in those cases where a man has evidently no case on 
investigation by that committee no part of the expense should }) 
allowed him. 

Now, there are four cases—three or four—where the contests 
were inaugurated in this Congress and the contestant has taken 
no testimony. They have abandoned their cases. Certainly no 
allowance should be made in such cases. : 

Mr. HULICK. IL agree with the gentleman in that respect. 

Mr. CRISP. There were forty-five contests inaugurated in this 
House from all over the country, the Republican candidates bein 
told that all they had to do was to appear and be seated. Forty- 
five cases, I am told, were begun. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow another question? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to make a suggestion on the political 
point, or partisan point, to which allusion has been made. The 
gentleman from Georgia assumes, if I understood him, and if I did 
not understand him correctly I hope he will set me right—he as- 
sumes that these contestants, the gan se will be seated and 
that the Democratic contestees will be unseated. 

Mr. CRISP. No doubt, if a plausible excuse can be found. 

Mr. HULICK. But I understood the gentleman to say that 
that action would be followed by the increased membership on 
his side of the House, the Democratic side, in future elections. 
That being the case, if that is the gentleman’s conviction, then, 
from a partisan standpoint, does not the gentleman think he ought 
to favor this measure? 

Mr. CRISP. I did not make any predictions about that. 

Mr. HULICK. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). Although I have no doubt it is true 
that such would be the result. 

But Irepeat, Mr. Speaker, the question of economy cuts very lit- 
tle figure in this matter; and I hope Iwill not be considered as 
offensive when I say that is, in my judgment, merely an excuse for 
the action proposed to be taken. 

Now, sir, this Congress has been in session for more than two 
weeks. On the Speaker's table there is lying a message from the 
President of the United States involving a very important ques- 
tion, relating to Venezuela, and yet the Republican Congress can 
not take time to have read a matter of important and pressing 
public business, but must consume the time of the House with a 
mere partisan discussion inaugurated by the gentleman from [Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. . 

Mr. HULICK. as not that ‘‘public business” to which the 

entleman refers delayed by duck hunting down in North Caro- 
ina; and is it not true that the delay is in no wise due to the Con- 
rress of the United States? [Applause on the Republican side. | 
ave we had the opportunity to see that message until now? 

Mr. CRISP. I can furnish it to the gentleman if he wants it. 
It is on the table, and it isa frank, open, manly defense of the 
Monroe doctrine, and when it is read I have no doubt my friend 
from Ohio will applaud it himself. But we can not read it—we 
can not do anything until we can induce this ‘‘ judicial majority” 
to get away from the question of partisan politics long enough to 
take up important public matters. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can furnish the gentleman from Georgia 
with several copies, if he wishes me to do so, in advance of the 
reading from the desk. 

Mr. CRISP. I have a copy and am glad my friend from Ohio 
hasone. I would be glad to have it read from the desk, but I sup- 

ose there is no hope of anything of that kind, or of any patriotic 

usiness being transacted until you get through with your partisan 
propositions. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic eat te . 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized in my 
own time. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] presented to the 
House to-day a resolution which proposes, in the first place, to 
increase the number of members of certain committees of the 
House, and in the second place to appoint three Committees on 
Elections instead of one as heretofore. So far as the first propo- 
sition is concerned, it simply follows the precedent established by 
the two preceding Congresses, and that — has been 

y accepted by the House without a dissenting voice. The 
only question now before the House is ought we to have three 
Elections Committees instead of one, and with reference to that 
particular question I am unable to see, sir, how any paftisanship 
can possibly be connected therewith or in any manner involved. 

Tam to see where the line shouid be drawn between the 
gentleman on that side of the Chamber and the gentleman on this 








side of the Chamber in the consideration of that question.. There 
are some things about which we can not possibly have any con- 
troversy. There can be no possible dissent to the proposition that 
the highest function of this House and its most imperative duty 
are to determine its own thembership. The Constitution of the 
United States makes this House—unwisely, I think—the ultimate 
judge of the election and qualifications of its own members, and 
the very first question that meets us on the threshold of an in- 
coming Congress is the question who constitutes the House of 
Representatives as chosen by the people of the United States. 
No man who has not been legally chosen has any right to sit in 
this House for a single moment beyond the time when, by the ex- 
ercise of the utmost expedition, the House of Representatives shall 
have had an opportunity to pass upon his title. No man entitled 


sion of his people, has any right to be hanging around the doors 
of these Halls or loitering on the floor of this House with his title 
undetermined a single moment longer than when the House, by 
the exercise of the utmost expedition, shall have had _ the oppor. 
tunity to pass upon that title. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Those are propositions to which all gentlemen here will 
assent. Justice to the contestant, justice to the contestee, justice 
to the people that they respectively represent, demand at the 
hands of this House an impartial and early determination of all 
questions as to membership. 

There are some incidental matters—some matters outside of 
these—that pertain to our duty that ought also to influence us. 
This crowded Chamber, with scarcely rcom enough for the mem- 
bers who rightfully occupy it, ought not to have on its floor, as it 
has now every day, 30 additional interested parties. 
notto be put in the possible situation of paying out of the National 
Treasury, now largely depleted, salaries to two gentlemen, both 
claiming to represent the same Congressional district. 

You will agree with me, therefore, I think, whatever may have 
been the merits or demerits of the Fifty-first Congress, that a duty 
stares us in the face demanding immediate performance. 

Now, let me ask what is our situation with respect to the per- 
formance of that duty? There are, let us say, thirty election con- 
tests pending. I think the precise number is thirty-four, but some 
three or four will be disposed of without real contests. Thereare, 
we will say, in roand numbers, thirty contests, which you will 
agree with me we ought to determine as expeditiously as possible. 
The records in those thirty contests make 15,627 pages of text of 
the sort which I holdin myhand. My friend in front of me [ Mr. 


Hepsurn] made a calculation, which he was kind enough to fur- | 


nish to me, and I find that, assigning 8 pages of those records for 
perusal by the members of an election committee to an hour—which 
certainly is as much as any man can read carefully in an hour—it 
would take nineteen hundred and fifty-three hours to read the bare 
records in these cases, and it would take, at eight hours a day, 
which I think is a tolerably good day’s work, especially at work of 
this sort—it would take a member of that committee two hundred 
and forty-four days to read simply the records in these thirty con- 
tested-election cases. In addition to that. these cases must be 
heard. Counsel upon both sides are entitled to be heard. These 
cases must then be discussed in committee, reports must be writ- 
ms and the cases brought in and put on the Calendar of the 
ouse. 

Now, I ask you the question, do you believe it possible that 
justice can be done in these thirty cases by a single Election Com- 
mittee? Why, any man who will throw aside his partisanship— 
and I renew what I said at the outset, I am unable to comprehend 
how partisanship should enter into the determination of this ques- 
tion at all—any man who will throw aside his partisanship and 
look this matter fairly in the face will agree with me that some- 
thing must be done. Something must be done, and what? Can 
you gentlemen suggest any better arrangement than the arrange- 
ment that is suggested in this resolution? I venture to say for 
the membership on this side of the Chamber that we are not hide- 
bound about this matter. We want to attain a result. We are 
willing to accept any proposition that looks to the attainment of 
that result. Have you any other proposition to offer? Has the 
gentleman from Georgia |Mr. Crisp], who so exhaustively dis- 
cussed the Fifty-first Congress, and so exhaustively neglected the 

uestion before the House—has he any proposition to advance? 
ow, what are we to do? 

This is not the first time, Mr. Speaker, that a question of this 
character has faced the House of Representatives. In the Forty- 
first Congress, as my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] advised 
you, there were some thirty-five election contests. The Committee 
on Elections, fifteen in number, was subdivided into five sections, 
and, by arule adopted by the House, each of these subdivisions 
was authorized to report directly to the House of Representatives. 
That method had the indorsement of such distinguished men as 
General Garfield on this side of the Chamber and 8. S. Cox on the 
other side of the Chamber. Do you want to adopt that method? 
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| out by experience of mecting it, why not adopt the su 








Why, gentlemen, that was simply having five election commit- 
tees, constituted of three members each, and the contestant and 


| contestee came with their cases into this House without the jude- 


ment of the committee as a whole. It seems to us, in the discus- 
sion of this question, that that is objectionable; thatall the parties 
to the contest are entitled to have not only the judgment of a 


| subcommittee in the first instance, but the judgment of the whole 


committee, to be revised by the judgment of this House: and so 
we do not advocate that method. In the Forty-sixth Congress 
Mr. MILLS, now Senator MILLs, a member of that House, sug- 
gested that each election contest should be sent to an independent 


committee, each committee, of course, dealin 
test. 


y with only one con- 
He proposed that that committee should be small in num- 


| bers, and the same objection, therefore, lies to that proposition 
is seat in this House, no man rightfully holding the commis- | 
to 11S Se s J : 


that lies to the method adopted in the Forty-first Congre 

If, then, we have a difficulty tomeet, and there is no way pointe 
made—that we shall have three independent committees, coordi- 
nate in authority, each of which shall act as a judicial body and 
pass upon these contests? 

Now, I do not intend to be led into any discussion as to the 
character of election committees. I do not believe that all virtue, 
knowledge, and law belong on the Democratic side of t 


is House; 


nor do I believe, either, that they belong on this side of the House, 
The objection made by the gentleman from Georgia to what is 
| proposed is, first, that this will work an injustice to parties to 
election contests. Well, if the gentleman assumes, as he has no 


right to assume, that this side of the House is going unjustly to 
determine as to the titles of those parties to contests, I submit to 
him that upon that single proposition the honor and dignity and 


| convenience of the House demand that that decision shall be made 


right away. Every motive to convenience demands that if these 
gentlemen are to beturned out,as assumed by the gentleman from 


| Georgia, they shall be turned out promptly, and that can only be 
done by three committees instead of by one. 
I will not follow the gentleman into his partisan discussion of 


this question any further than to say that so far as the Miller and 
Elliott case is concerned. no Democrat in the Fifty-first Congr 


33 
who honestly examined that case ever believed for a single solitary 
moment that Colonel ELLioTr had any title, even the remotest, to 
the seat he occupied, and none of them so voted. Why, when 
the case of Miller and Elliott was called up, and when Colonel 
ELLIOTT oughtto have been backed by the entire Democratic side 
of the House in his demand for justice, there was not a single soli- 


tary Democrat on this floor, except Governor O’Ferrall, and hi 
aim and purpose at that time in being here was to prevent this 
House from performing its constitutional functions. 

Now, what else does the gentleman say? His only argument 
that I recollect against this proposition to hasten the determina- 
tion of these election contests is this: He says it is not in the inter- 
est of economy; that we would have to have three clerks. Why, 
not at all. There is no necessity for three clerks. One clerk can 
performthe necessary functions for all three committees. He says 
we would have to have anothercommittee room. Why, not at all. 
One committee room will accommodate three election committees 
and leave it unoccupied still three daysin the week. So, not toim- 
pose longer in an argument of what seems to me so plain a propo- 
sition, I submit to you, first, that the imperative duty rests upon 
us to determine these contests; second, that they should be de- 
termined speedily, and that no other method has been suggested 
than this method, which is a reasonable one, in the interest of jus- 
tice, of economy, and attention to the public business. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
representing as I do, in part, the city of New York, and the city 
of New York being interested in two of the election contests, I will 
venture to address the House for a few minutes from the stand- 
point of a lawyer. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says there is 
no partisan question involved, and yet at the same time pro- 
claims that it is the bounden duty of the majority to take some of 
the few seats remaining to this side of the House. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania says that it is a purely academic question; that 
it is a question entirely divorced from party politics and partisan- 
ship. 

Now, I believe, and in that Iam in accord with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the provision contained in the fifth sec- 
tion of the first article of the Federal Constitution, that each House 
shall be the judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its 
own members, is @ very unwise provision; and it is about the only 
unwise provision which can be found in that immortal instrument. 
The reason why it is wrong is that it allows the House of Rep- 
resentatives to go back of the returns, and to inquire into the 
motives alleged to have been entertained by theelector. It allows 
the House of Representatives to declare a ballot cast by one man 
was in reality intended for another man; that when a citizen votes 
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for James Smith his vote shall be counted in favor of Joseph Smith. 
These are instances which show the lack of wisdom in that pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution. But still so it remains. 

Now, what is the proposition? If we regard this purely from an 
academic standpoint, I am unable tosee -_ argument in its favor. 
But one argument thus far has been urged. @ have had a great 
deal of discussion as to the conduct of election contests in previous 
Congresses. We have heard a great deal said by the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House as to the conduct of the majority of 
the different political parties in the history of this country, but I 
have listened in vain to hear one argument urged why this change 
should be adopted. There is only one argument that has thus far 
been adduced, and that is, the need of haste. The proposition is 
advanced that the majority, the tiny ny sy Prater should 
make haste to take some seats away from the Democratic party. 

Now, I say to you gentlemen on that side, stop; think well be- 
fore you hasten to deprive us of seats to which we are entitled. 
If I were prominent on the other side of the House and could dic- 
tate, as your leaders doubtless can, the true policy of your party, 
I should arge upon you one and all to make haste slowly in this 
matter. Do not change the existing procedure or law. Has it 
not worked well enough in the past? hy should it be changed 
now, when you come in under the banner of victory? Wouldany 
such proposition have found favor on your side of the House 
during the Fifty-third Congress? I for one am in favor of abso- 
lute fair play in every election case. I do not think that any elec- 
tion case should be decided from a partisan standpoint, and I re 
fer to my record in the last Congress to show that my vote was 
cast, on at least one occasion, for the Republican contestee. And 
I think that principle should be observed by all the members on 
either side of the House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, human nature is so constituted that it is 
absolutely impossible in any large representative body to have 
election cases considered with strict judicial fairness, so it must 
be presumed that you will take from us just as many of these 
seats as you may decide to deprive us of, no more and no less. It 
seems to me, gentlemen, that there are two good reasons why this 
proposed change should not be made. We have had in the past 
committees on elections consisting of 13 or 15 members, and now, 
under the pending ne ip a we are to have three committees 
consisting of 9 members each. The first objection to this change 
is that all delegated power is in itself objectionable, and therefore 
no body should deliberately go to work to lessen the number of 
the members of the body to whom power is to be delegated. If you 
have a committee on elections consisting of 15 members and you 
abridge or lessen its membership to 9, it is manifest that every 
man whose seat is contested is deprived of a valuable right. 
When he was elected a Representative in Congress he had a right 
to assume that the Committee on Elections before whom, if his 
seat was contested, the contest would be brought would consist 
of as large a number of members as it had consisted of up to the 
present time. No man could have imagined that when the Re- 
publican party came into power here it would proceed at once, in 

ursuance of a desire for undue haste, to lessen or to cut up the 
Committee on Elections. 

There is another objection, and that is, that our whole system of 
procedure is here proposed to be It is well known that 
the Committee on Elections is one of the great committees of this 
House, and it is now proposed by gentlemen on the other side 
tocut up that committee so as to have three Elections Committees 
of coincident and concurrent jurisdiction. We now have a court 
consisting of fifteen members, instead of which it is proposed to have 
three courts, or three parts of one court, co ing of nine mem- 
bers each. That proposition is at variance with the system which 
obtains in the House of Representatives with reference to the con- 
sideration of every other subject. Whynot have three Committees 
on Foreign Affairs? Why not refer to one of those subcommit- 
tees or parts of the committee the question of the Alaskan bound- 
ary, to another the Venezuelan question, and to a third the 
question of the recognition of the belligerent rights of Cuba? 

This illustration fairly shows the absurdity of the proposed 
change unless there be something in the argument of haste. The 
gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLze.t] tells us that it is 
absolutely impossible for all the fifteen members of the Committee 
on Elections to read the records in these election cases. He says 
it would be necessary that a man should sit down for two hundred 
and forty-four days, and that that would be im ible, and for 
this reason he pro to divide up the work. I see no force in 
that argument. t argument merely serves to bring out the 
fact that only a few members of this House on the other side—and 
your votes are important, gentlemen on the other side, because 
these contests are to be determined by your votes and not by ours-- 
this argument, I say, simply serves to bring out the fact that it 
will be impossible for more than a com tively small number 
of the 250 members on the Republican side of the House to read 
the records in these contested-election cases, although they will 
all be cailed upon to vote on them. 
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This alone shows that the procedure can not be like that of 
judicial tribunal. It can not be a fair court for the trial of these 
issues of fact. It isa court clothed with extraordinary powers 
a court not of law, but also of equity, or alleged equity; a cour} 
with power to go back of the returns and to decide each contested 
case just as suits the pleasure of the majority. And yet one of the 
leaders on the Republican side tells us to-day that it is impossil|> 
for members to read the statements of facts, although those state- 
ments are the only basis upon which judgment should be ren- 
dered. Isay, then, in view of this fact, gentlemen of the majority. 
for your own sakes and for the sake of your party, you ought no! 
to change any preexisting rule or law in regard to this matter 0; 
determining contested-election cases. It is not only in the interes} 
of gentlemen on this side of the House, but it is in the interest of 
your own side, it is in the interest of the whole country, that wo 
should stick to the old system of procedure. Is it so necessary 
that you should add thirty or thirty-two more Representatives to 
your long roll on that side of the House? 

I for one believe that when we come to the question of feasi 
bility or practicability it will be found perfectly easy for a Com 
mittee on Elections consisting of thirteen or fifteen members to 
read all the evidence and to decide these cases within a reasona))|o 
time. Was there any undue zeal for speed shown on this side of 
the House in the Fifty-third Congress? Did we dispose hurriedly 
or unfairly of the North Carolina case of the gentleman who hia 
spoken to-day, Mr. Serre? Did we not virtually decide that 
case in his favor without pressing it to the test of a vote? Did we 
not delay, day after day week after week, the consideration of 
other election cases? d any leader on our side rise up and say 
that it was essential to have haste in those matters, that it was 
objectionable to have extra Representatives or alleged Represert- 
atives walking around this Hall, and that for that reason the (al- 
endar must be cleared and more Democrats must take their seats 
in this House? 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, in common fairness, was not tho 
course of the Democratic majority in the Fifty-third Congres 
honorable and fair? Did you not often find members on this side 
of the House casting their votes in favor of Republicans when : 
seats of those Republicans were contested by Democrats? Was 
there not throughout the whole of that Congress a fair spirit 
shown by the majority? I think the record bears me out in the 
statement that such was the course of vur party in that Congres 
But, leaving that question aside, why is not some strong and salient 
reason given for the prc change? Haste appears to be the 
only object. There are thirty-two of these contested-election cases 
inall, The record in thirty of them has been filed in the Clerk's 
office. The papers are printed, and I know that with only a fair 
amount of industry I could in two or three days read the whole of 
the record in any one of those cases, and I believe that any gentle- 
man on the Committee on Elections, if it is to consist of thirt 
or fifteen, or seventeen members, can ey readily master all the 
statements of fact in any given case, and if he be a lawyer, all t 
law applicable to such a state of facts, within a very short time, 
probably long before this House in the ordinary course of business 
will be ready to take up for consideration any contested-election 
case on the Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield twenty minutes tothe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. JoHNson]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I confess I alw 
enjoy seeing the monotony of the proceedings of this House en!i 
ened by a flash of humor, but I could not but feel during the ear- 
lier part of this debate that a little too much merriment was beiny 
indulged in, considering the importance of the question under ( 
cussion; nor could I avoid thinking that crimination and recrimi- 
nation from a partisan standpoint were somewhat aside the ra! 
question which we are called upon to discuss and determine. | 
was, therefore, glad when the distinguished gentleman from Pein- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] brought the debate into what I conceive! 
to be a proper channel, and discussed the pending proposition upon 
the high ground on which I think it ought to be discussed an! 
decided by this body. 

Mr. Speaker, the right of a member to his seat in a legislative 
body is a question of the highest parliamentary sap Indeed, 
there can ote. come before a legislative body a question ©! 
higher privilege than this. This proposition, I undertake to say, 
is laid down in every reputable work on parliamentary law thi: 
has ever been written. A question of this kind is therefore onc 
which this body should promptly meet at the very threshold if 1 
can possibly do so, and dispose of it before passing to the enact- 
ment of legislation. 

The fact that the name of a man appears on the roll of this 
House is merely prima facie evidence that he has been duly electe:! 
and is entitled to a seat in this body. Examination may show - 
indeed, examination frequently does show—that he is not entitle 
to a seat and ought to be turned out, in order that the Representa- 
tive that really was elected may be installed in his place. _ 

Mr. Speaker, this parliamentary privilege isan important thing— 
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not only to parties who may contest here for a seat, but also to | 





the people. It is important to the member who, being rightfully 
elected, is wrongfully kept out of his seat, to the end that he may 
promptly come into the possession of the heritage which is his 
own. It is important to the people, to the end that the sitting 
member, if he 1s not rightfully elected, shall yield up that which 
does not properly belong to him. It is important to the people, 
to the end that at the earliest possible moment they may be rep 
resented in this legislative body by the man whom they have 
elected, who bears their true commission, and whom they desire 
shall represent them. Particularly in a government constituted 
as ours—a government in which the people are the source of all 
power—a government which is representative in its character is 
this parliamentary privilege to which I have adverted of the 
highest significance and value. 

Now, I think it will be agreed, Mr. Speaker, by all members who 
have given the subject anything more than a purely superticiai 
examination, that the old method of determining the right of a 
member to his seat through the medium of simply one committee 
consisting of fifteen members can not possibly do justice in the | 
condition of affairs in which this House now finds itself. The bare 
statement of statistics made by the distinguished gentleman who 
opened this debate shows the absolute impossibility of this com- 
mittee being able to determine during the lifetime of the present 
Congress the thirty-two election contests which are pending be- 
fore it. Any member who has had experience as a member of the 
Committee on Elections—aye, any member who has had anything 
like a reasonable experience in this House—knows that such a 
thing is entirely unattainable. 

Why, sir, Congress after Congress, in which there has been 
pending only one-half the number of contested elections that we 
now have pending before this House, has adjourned without all 
the election contests having been passed upon. If, then, the old, 
or rather the present, method is not sufficient, what is the plain 
duty of this House? It is to obey the constitutional a. 
which is couched in imperative and not in permissive language, 
that ‘‘ the House shall be the judge of the inion. returns, and 
qualifications of its own members.” Iam frank to confess, Mr. 
Speaker, that in common with other gentlemen I lament the prac- 
tice, which has prevailed in Congress from time immemorial, of 
permitting passion to take the place of reason and prejudice to 
take the place of justice in the discussion and decision of these 
questions of contested elections. 

I wish it were possible to refer these matters to some outside, 
some judicial, tribunal which could pass on them impartially in 
the first instance, and, after such a careful examination of the 
factsand the law, refer them back to Congress, to the end that Con- 
gress, with such decision before it, might come to a correct and 
final conclusion in the cases. But in the necessity which con- 
fronts us it is impossible to devise a complete remedy. For the 
time being we must meet this emergency as best we may. We 
are not without precedent, sir, for the action here proposed. The 
Forty-first Congress, as has been pointed out, devised a system 
whereby it sought to accelerate the hearing of contested-election | 
gaan when it was in much the same dilemma as is now present 

ere, 

While I approve, generally, of the system then adopted, I do not | 
approve of the provision in that system which required the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Elections to refer individual cases com- 
ing before it to three members constituting a subcommittee and 
giving them the exclusive right to consider such cases and the 
right to report directly to the House. In this particular I confess 
that I think the rule adopted by the Forty-first Congress was 
wrong. I believe that every man who has a contested-election 
case pending here is entitled to have it receive the careful consid- 
eration of the entire Elections Committee. The proposed rule 
now pending will, if adopted, cause this very thing to be done. I 
am here to advocate it as being in every respect superior to the 
precedent which we have been invited here to follow. 

One other consideration in this matter: The adoption of the 
pending proposition willsave expense. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp] tells us that he does not think economy cuts any 
figure in this matter. This is in the nature of a departure for the 
gentleman. He was not talking that way when he was inveighing 
against what he was pleased to style the extravagant appropria- 
tions of ‘‘the billion-dollar Congress.” He was not talking that 
way when his own party in this House was passing niggardly ap- 
propriation bills which were crippling the administration of the 
Government in its most vital parts. He was not talking this way 
when his own party was in power, and was, under the inspiration 
of false-economic theories, passing a revenue bill which has since 
created only a deficit. But the truth about the matter is that it 
will be a great saving of public expense. Add up theamount that 
it will cost for an extra clerk to each committee, if you please, 
and then compare it with the amount of money that will neces- 
sarily be saved by an honest and lawful decision of these contested 
cases, in which sitting members who are not entitled to their seats 
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will be ousted from them, as they ought to be, at an early day, and 
then observe, if you please, the saving of money that will be ac- 
complished, and you will find at once that this pending proposition 
is not-only right in principle, but is also in the interest of a just 
and proper economy. 

Why 1s it that gentlemen oppose the adoption of this proposed 





rule? Why dothey offer objections toit? They should remember 
that it is not the mere manual possession of a seat upon this fldor 
that gives honor. It is rather the honesty of its acquisition, and 
the integrity and ability with which it is filled. They should re- 
member that there is a broad distinction between the man who 
comes into this House crawling through the sewer, bespattered 
with mud, reaching out his avaricious and dishonest hands to 
seize that which properly belongs to another, and the man who 
enters that door clothed with the livery of the public service, con- 
fident in the possession of the title which the people have volun- 
tarily conferred upon him. 


Every moment, sir, that a member who is not rightfully elected 
is allowed to sit on this floor it is an insult to the members of this 
House and a wrong done to the people. Suchamember never can 
expect to rise tousefulness, or even toinfluence,inthis body. His 


very presence here is a reproach to the members who surround 
him and a contagion to the atmosphere in which they dwell. 
Mr. Speaker, no gentleman who is conscious that his title is in- 


vulnerable need object to the passage of this proposed rule. No- 
body is going to do anyone injustice, I apprehend, upon this floor. 

Gentlemen who imagine that harm is to result from the adop- 
tion of this rule seem to think there is something in the past prec- 
edents of their party which will justify retaliation here. They 


appear to dread danger in the carrying out of the adage ‘‘An eye 
for an eye and a tooth for a tooth.” They seem to forget that the 
doctrine of retaliation is founded in barbarism and is a base and 
unworthy one, and is not likely to find lodgment on this side of 
the Chamber. I have sufficient confidence, sir, in the majority on 
this floor to believe that not a single member will be mean and 
vindictive enough to be guided by it. I believe that they are all 
inspired by a sincere desire to let bygones be bygones and to de- 
cide these contested-election cases on the law and on their merits. 


If there has ever been a time in the history of the American Con 
gress when contested-election cases could not be fairly decided, 
let us rather exult that the opportunity now offers when we may 
abandon that line of conduct, and when we may establish a new 


precedent which will justly be followed in all future Congresses. 
This opportunity presents itself to this Republican majority 
now. Neither a due regard for principle nor party policy can be 
subserved here by the commission of wrong. I think I know some 
thing of the temper of the Republicans upon this floor. I think I 
can safely say—and I assume to speak principally for myself 
that there will not be a solitary man who is really entitled to a 
seat upon this floor, no difference what is his political affiliation, 
no difference from what section of the country he hails, who will 
not be confirmed in his seat, whether he presents himself at the 
doors of this House with a good title in his hand, or whether h: 


Is 

already, by invulnerable title, placed upon this roll of the body. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to advert briefly to some things that 
were said by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] before he 
took his seat, and then I will no longer trespass upon the atten- 
tion of the House. He has asked what there is in the record of 
the Republican party to justify the belief that it will be fair. If 
the gentleman asks that question simply in the nature of an ex- 
clamation, by way of rhetorical flourish, then I have nothing to 
say. If, however, he asks it seriously, I can only say that in so 
doing he pays but a meager tribute to his own intelligence, and 


that if he will read the history of his country carefully he will 
be able, in the light of Republican manliness and fidelity there 
disclosed, to obtain an ample and satisfactory reply. 

All the arguments that have been made, Mr. Speaker, on that 
side of the Chamber concerning the question under discussion 
savor of apprehension, and may justly be characterized as argu- 
ments by way of anticipation. They are all based on the presump 
tion that a wrong is to be committed; and we are told by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia that this House will be swept away by a 
common sentiment of injustice in the decision of contested-cl n 
cases, The position of the gentleman from Georgiais simply this: 
The Constitution requires—and it is imperative—that the House 
shall judge and determine of the qualifications and e¢1 f its 
members. The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Crisp} says it shall 
not perform this constitutional mandate, but that it onght to re 
solve itself into a do-nothing Congress in election contests for fear 
that it will go astray if it undertakes to perform its duties at all. 
The gentleman, too, was somewhat unfortunate in his reference to 
the contested-election case of Miller vs. Elliott, in the Fifty-first 
Congress. The doing of this at once calls up reminiscences which 
reflect no credit upon the gentleman’s party. 

I was not heve during the session of the Fifty-first Congress, Mr. 
Speaker, and can not speak of the details of that contest; but I re- 
member that in the Fifty-second Congress Mr. Miller again ap- 
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peared and again brought a contest against Mr. ELiiorr for that 
seat. I remember that in the committee that case was put by the 
majority at the foot of the docket, instead of being putin its ae 
place there for hearing. I remember that gentlemen upon that 
committee who belonged to the majority persistently absented 
themselves from the committee room in order to prevent a quo- 
rum and prevent that case from being considered and reported. 
I remember that by this dilatory — this man Mie, whe was 
clearly entitled to his seat, who was plainly proven to be entitled 
to it, was not even allowed a hearing, and that, although there 
were only six contested-election cases before the Elections Com- 
mittee, they permitted that Congress to expire without even al- 
lowing his cause to be brought to the attention of the House. 

I remember that I myself, urging the case forward to the best of 
my humble ability on the part of the minority, to the end that the 
man might have simply a — before the House, succeeded in 
getting from that body an order for the printing of the report of 
the minority of the committee, whereupon the majority were com- 

elled to report, and I remember, too, that in the last and expir- 
ing moments of that Congress I myself sought to call up on the floor 
of the House this case of Mr. Miller, and demanded that a hear- 
ing should be given to it; and that these gentlemen who have been 
prating to-day about the wrongful actions of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress in contested-election cases raised the question of considera- 
tion against it, and would not even allow the man soclearly elected 
an opportunity to be heard or to have his case decided upon. 

We are also told, Mr. Speaker, by the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. Crisp] that this scheme of having three Elections Committees 
is objectionable, because one committee may take one view of a 
legal question and another committee may take another view of 
that same question; and then the gentleman proceeded to answer 
himself immediately afterwards when he adinitted that the whole 
case after all finally rested in the power of the House. Why, the 
House will have, of course, plenary power and control over the 
various Elections Committees. The House may adoptor reject the 
reasoning of any of them. It may adopt the report of one com- 
mittee and reject the report of another committee, or it may 
finally refer the whole case back to the Committee on Contested 
Elections for further action. There is no danger, however these 
committees may differ in their views of the law, but that when 
the House has all these cases before it in their ae order it will 
be able to preserve its consistency and do absolute justice in each 
one of them. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] further informs the 
House that there were thirty-five contests for seats commenced in 
this Congress, but that four or five of them have been abandoned. 
That is simply for the reason that those of our own political house- 
hold who instituted these contests knew our sentiments better 
than does the gentleman from Georgia, and they felt sure that a 
contest without merits would meet with no consideration at the 
hands of their party friends in this House. I prefer to take the 
opinion of these men, with their superior sources of knowledge, 
as to the feeling of the Republican majority on the subject of 
election cases than to take the opinion expressed by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], whom I hope it will not be thought I 
deal unjustly by when I say that from the beginning to the end 
of what he has said in this debate he never rose to the dignity of 
an argument, but has spent his entire time mainly in predicting 
misconduct upon the part of this majority, which he has no rea- 
sonable grounds to believe will ever occur. 

Mr. Speaker, the hindsight of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
— will no doubt be more just to the motives and conduct of 
this House than his foresight. I am sure that if he will await the 
impartial action of this body his retrospect will be more accurate 
and just than the forecasts which he has made. 

Mr. Speaker, the question before us is a plain andsimple one. I 
need not delay the House longer in the presentation of it. It re- 
solves itself in a very simple proposition, which is this: All pre- 
vious experience has shown that no House constituted as this is, 
with a single Elections Committee of fifteen men, can possibly dis- 
r- of one-third the number of contested-election cases that are 

»efore us for its consideration. 

The mandate of the Constitution is plain. Itis an imperative 
duty, from which the House can not escape if it would, that it 
shall = the qualifications and election of its own members. 

As has been said, gentiemen upon the other side of the Chamber 
have contented themselves with predicting evil and have not been 
able tosuggest a single methodof relief for the difficulty by which we 
are confronted. There are proposed in the pending measure three 
separate committees, constituted notto work injustice, but todojus- 
tice; constituted to do justice to the contestant and contestee; con- 
stituted todo justice to the people from whom these parties came; 
and until gentlemen can offer some better argument against the 
ee of this rule than a mere pee Pe as to what 
will be its results, until they can come fo and offer some tan- 
gible substitute to take its place, it were better that they remain 
silent and let the majority of this House take upon its shoulders, as 
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it is ready to do, the.responsibility and the honor of adopting arule 
which will dispose of these cases speedily and without detay, and 
which 1 hope and believe will do away with party considerations 
in the matter of contested elections tasers the American House 
of Representatives, leaving such cases to be determined solely 
upon the law and the facts, regardless of the political complexion 
of any gentleman who comes before a. committee or before this 
House to invoke its investigation andits action. [Applause on 
the Republican side and cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, © I desireto ask, Mr. Speaker, whether 
the gentleman from Georgia desires to use any more of his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia does not seem 
to be in his seat at present. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Ilinois, while he is 
waiting for the return of the gentleman from Georgia. permit ine 
to ask him if he would have any objection to amending his mo- 
tion by providing that the members of these Elections Committees 
shall be required to take a special oath? 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Texas, touching that matter, that long since I have 
come to the conclusion that the commandments ‘‘Thou shalt not 
bear false witness” and *‘ Thou shalt not lie” come from the same 
source; and practicing law, as I have done for many years, I have 
come to the conclusion that when you find a man who will tell a lie 
when the truth is called for, he will not hesitate to swear toit. I 
do not much believe in special oaths myself, and do not think they 
amount to anything. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, we will make him swear to a lie; then he 
will be punished hereafter. [Laughter. ] 

The suggestion [have made was with the utmost good faith. I 
understand the purpose the gentleman has in view (and I am 
entirely in sympathy with it) is to secure speedy and impartial 
determination of these contested-election cases. I fully agree 
with the idea that when a man has once taken an oath in this 
House he ought ‘to feel called on, in all his relations with the 
House, to conform to the obligations of that oath. But the 
statement is made on both sides of the House and not contra- 
dicted—the gentleman from [linois made the statement himself— 
that the members of this House and the members of the Com- 
mittee on Elections have not been controlled in these cases by 
their general oath; and if they have not done so heretofore, I do 
not see any reason to believe that they will hereafter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any reason why a member of the House, 
who happens to become a member of any special committee, 
should take an oath different from or any more binding than that 
which the other individual members of the House take when they 
assume their duties on this floor? And in the second place, let me 
ask the gentleman, if such an oath should be prescribed by the 
House as he suggests, would it not become an extrajudicial oath? 
Would not the only authority competent to prescribe such an oath 
be the authority that can enact a law? 

Mr. BAILEY. Notatall. Does not the Housevery frequently 
authorize its committee to administer oaths, and are they not 


—, 
Mr. PAYNE. But that is done in pursuance of law. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). I take the distinction to be this: 
That all other committees of the House deal with various ques- 
tions. This committee alone deals with the one single question 
of determining the right of the members to their seats on this floor. 
The admission has been universally made that in the past these 
cases have been tried on their politics and not upon their merits. 
Now, if we are trying to devise a way to decide these cases on 
their merits and not upon their politics, let us make it as binding 
as possible. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Constitution imposes this duty on each mem- 
ber of the House, to bea judge of the election, returns, and quali- 
fications of each of the other members. We also take an oath to 
perform our duties as members of the House under the Constitu- 
tion. Does the gentleman from Texas think that any judicial oath, 
such as a judge or a jury would take, could impose any additional 
phe + vpn hed add any moral obligation to that already imposed 
on the members of the House by the Constitution? And that a 
man who would not perform his duty faithfully and well under 
the oath already prescribed, and that he has already taken, would 
deal more fairly with his fellow-members or perform his dutics 
—— under any additional form of oath that may be devised? 

r. BAILEY. I was about to say that I think the gentleman 
from New York would orm the duties of his office without 
any oath at all; and yet he is required by the law to take the oath 

ore he is entitled to a seat on this floor, and I think it a very 
ee ees I do not doubt either that many members 
of the House would discharge the duties and responsibilities of 
the Elections Committee without any special form of oath. But 
many of them do not, and it can do no possible harm to grard 
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this matter so as to accomplish as nearly as we can the object the 
gentleman from Illinois claims to have in view. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What sort of an oath would the 
gentleman suggest? — é 

Mr. BAILEY. I will obligate myself to prepare one that will 
be entirely acceptable to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, we have already taken one 
oath to perform our duty faithfully under the Constitution and the 
law. In the House and in the committee we investigate this mat- 
ter. Weare the court of last resort. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I want to swear them as judges. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think they will discharge their 
duties aie 

Mr. BAILEY. But the admission is that they have not done so. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the oath we have already taken 
does mot bind them, they have no conscience. 

Mr. BAILEY. The way cases have been decided it does not 
seem to have bound them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you should resort to some 
medicine more drastic than two oaths—something that would 
blister. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia whether he has exhausted his time and desires more? 

Mr. CRISP. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire toask the gentleman whether 
he desires more time. I want to take the floor, but I do not want 
to cut the gentleman off. 

Mr. CRISP. What time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes left. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like a little more if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in or Jer. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that all the 
members on that side of the House feel, as they express themselves, 
determined to consider all the election cases in a fair and judicial 
manner; but we must remember that the experience of this coun- 
try shows that when bodies like this come into the excitement of 
contests they are liable to forget these very virtuous resolutions. 
When the Forty-seventh Congress met I believe every member on 
the Republican side of the House came here with just as virtuous 
intentions as the gentlemen have who came and took their seats in 
this Hall onthe 2d of this month; but when excitement ruled high 
there were certain things which transpired in that House which 
can very properly be referred to in this debate, especially as the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], who has just taken his 
seat, — to the history of the Republican party in matters 
of this character as arefutation of this charge that in election cases 
they had been partisan rather than judicial. Ihave before me the 
evidence in the case of Mackey vs. O’Connor, Mackey being the 
Republican and O'Connor the Democrat. 

After the contest commenced O’Connor died, and Mr. Dibble, a 
Democrat, was elected without opposition. When Congress met 
the Republican side insisted upon considering the case, substituting 
DibbleforO’Connor. As the case proceeded the following remark- 
able facts were developed: Undenied proof was brought before this 
House that after O’Connor’s death Mr. Mackey, the contestant, 
took the testimony in that case, very largely rewrote it, burned 
up much of the original evidence, and materially changed a great 
part of the balance, and after holding this evidence some eleven 
months in his possession he sent it to this House, had it printed, 
and went before the committee insisting that he should have his 
seat, basing his claim upon the testimony which; before the case 
was considered, was proven to be false and forged and not the 
evidence which was taken under the oath of the witnesses. 

In the face of undenied proof that Mr. Mackey falsified and 
forged the evidence, the House declined to even consider the ques- 
tion of the false and forged character of the evidence, but pro- 
ceeded to act upon the testimony, and upon such false and forged 
evidence unseated Mr. Dibble and seated Mr. Mackey. I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to have read evidence sustaining what I charge, 
— I first ask that the affidavit of Mr. C. Smith, on page 4384, be 
re 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Dibble also presented the affidavit of C. Smith, of South Carolina, cor- 
roborating the statement made by Mr. Dibble. This affidavit is as follows: 


STATE OF SouTH CAROLINA, Charleston County: 


Before me personally came C. Smith, in peqponse to a summons to testify 
as to certain matters in a contest entitled E. W. M. ey! v. M. P.O’Connor, 
and who, being duly sworn, says: “I was sreeres by E. W. M. Mackey to 
write out the testimony taken in his behalf in the contest between himself 
and Mr. O’Connor for a seat in the Forty-seventh Congress; this writing was 
done at the house of Colonel Mackey, and at the United States court-house, 
andat my room. The body of testimony was in the handwriting of E. H. 
Hogarth, stenographer ond notary public, and there were interlineations, 
erasures, and portions of the o l sheets were cut out and other sheets 
substituted, and sometimes left out entirely; that sometimes nearly a 
whole page was struck out by drawing a line across it; that the interlinea- 
tions were in the handwriting of E. W. M. Mackey; that the copy made by 
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me omitted the erasures and inserted the interlineations: that sometimes 
whole pages of this testimony in the handwriting of Col. E. W. M. Mackey 
would be inserted, and of which there was no original in the handwriting of 
Mr. Hogarth, the notary public, that I saw; that sometimes when I returned 
the originals and my copy of the same, Colonel Mackey destroyed the origi 
nals by placing them in a stove, or destroying them by tearing them up; that 
in some instances the copy made by me was returned interlined, and I made 
fresh copy with such corrections: the interlineations last mentioned were 
also in the handwriting of Col. E.W.M. Mackey; that the notary public, Mr. 
Hogarth, placed _ his seal and signature to the testimony as it was handed to 
him without making any comparison with the originals, as in many instances, 
as before stated, the originals had been destroyed, and also without making 
any comparison with his shorthand notes; that is,in every case in which 

was present, my impression is that I saw him sign nearly all of the testimony, 
certainly more than half of it; that in the case of W. A. Zimmerman the tes- 
timony as copied by this deponent was submitted to him for his signature, 
that he declined to sign the same unless certain corrections were made in it, 


that the testimony as submitted was not correct, and that unless the correc- 
tions were made he would not sign the same; that this testimony of Zimmer- 
man’s I returned to Mr. Mackey and I never recopied it; and it was not signed 
by Mr. Zimmerman when I returned it to Mr. Mackey; that in the case of 


Maj. T. A. Haguenin the testimony as copied by me was handed to him; he 
lanced over it and said, “‘I suppose it is all right,’ and signed it; that [ may 
1ave submitted other testimony but can not now recall the other cases where 

I submitted them for signatures; that Mr. Hogarth incertifying these papers 

= certify a number of them at one time and witheut comparison as afore- 

Said. 

‘Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to rise now in my 
own time and be recognized in my own time to finish this. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Can not thisside be recognized the same time 
as the other side has been recognized? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will not detain the gentleman more than 
three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will suspend. 
The Chair did not understand the question of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to be recognized in my cwn 
time—as this side has not had as much time as the other side—after 
the gentleman from Maine has spoken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed, and 
the other point will be decided afterwards. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no desire, Mr. Speaker, to enter into 
crimination and recrimination in regard to this matter, which 
seems to me to have no more todo with the issue than it would be 
if it should be indulged in with respect to any other matter. What 
is the simple question? There are thirty-two cases of contested 
seats in this House. 

There are thirty-two contested-election casesin this House. The 
proposition of the rule that has been introduced here is that these 
cases shall be tried speedily. The objections raised on the other 
side are in favor of delay. Now, I think there has never beena 
more absurd practice in this House than that which has obtained 
heretofore of allowing contested-election cases to run along until 
toward the end of the Congress. I recollect that in one Congress, 
I think it was the Forty-eighth, a man was around here until 
within forty-five minutes of the time of final adjournment, and then 
he was seated, took his $10,000 salary and his mileage, and went 
home, and, of course, the other man, whom the Congress decided to 
be without title, had been sitting here purporting to represent the 
people of that district during the whole Congress. Gentlemen op- 
pose a speedy trial of these cases on the ground that they fear jus- 
tice will not be done. 

Mr. Speaker, if their position is correct, then we should have no 
trial of these cases at all. Not an argument has been adduced 
against the proposition of this rule that does not go to show that 
there haan aoees be any hearing of contested-election cases in 
this House. If gentlemen can not get justice here, if the trials of 
these cases are not to be judicial, but are to be entirely partisan— 
if that argument obtains to-day, it will obtain to-morrow and 
until the last hour of this Congress, and, if it be sound, there is no 
reason why there should be any Committee on Elections or why 
any gentleman should ever come here to contest a seat. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] says that we want to add 
82 members to the Republican roll. Why, in the name of 
Heaven, does the gentleman from New York think we want to do 
that? -Do we desire to have any more Republican members here 
unless they have been justly elected? Certainly not. 

Why, sir, one almost has to use a telescope now to see our 
Democratic friends here, so few are they in number, and Heaven 
knows we do not want to make them any less in number unless 
some gentleman is a contestant here who, upon the facts and 
under the law, is entitled to a seat held by a Democrat. The real 
object of this proposed rule is to do justice and to doit speedily, and 
if there is any force in the argument used on the other side that 
this rule ought not to be adopted because under it justice will not 
be done, then let us appoint no Committee on Elections, but pub- 
lish to the country that no contestant can have a fair hearing and 
trial in this Huuse, and that therefore the imperative mandate of 
the Constitution shall not be obeyed. 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. ener. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the situation in which the House 
finds itself placed is simply this: There are more contests pending 
before this body than it is possible for one Committee on Elections, 
with reasonable diligence, to consider, and the question is, shall 
a portion of those cases go unexamined, or shall committees enough 
be appointed to hear them all in an orderly way and within a 
reasonable time, and to dispose of them? The position in which 
we find ourselves in this respect is not unusual in other matters. 

Very frequently the people of the States have found themselves 
embarrassed by the clogging of the wheels of justice in their courts, 
and court commissions have been organized in several of the States 
to take up appeals and dispose of them concurrently with the 
State court of appeals orsupreme court. In the same way we now 
have more contested-election cases to deal with than any single 
committee can dispose of, and it becomes necessary either to send 
them to subcommittees and allow those subcommittees to report 
to the full committee and let the full committee adopt their con- 
clusions, or else toappointcommittees enough to give a full hearing 
to every contested-election case. 

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, we have no reason to desire to seat any 
more Republicans bane. we have lent our friends more 
than 100 of our members to fill empty seats on that side, and 
how would the minority look with 82 more of them taken away to 
make room for Republicans? No contestants will be seated unless 
it clearly appears that they have been elected. But, while we 
have been capturi 
tion, we can not afford to allow Republican districts, where our 
candidates have been fairly elected, to be misrepresented here. I 
do not know, sir, because I have not examined the record in any of 
these cases, whether any gentleman is unlawfully occupying a 
seat on this floor, but, on the other hand, if the 82 gentlemen now 
occupying contested seats have been truly elected, it is due to 
them that the clouds upon their title should be removed, and they 
eught to be in favor of having that question determined. It is as 
much to their interest as it is for the interest of the contestants 
that these cases should be heard and decided ily. 

Much has been said by gentlemen on the other side as to the 
action of the Fifty-first Co . That action was long misin- 
terpreted and misunders It was misrepresented until many 

ople in the country believed that some real had been 

one by the Committee on Elections in that Congress. There 
were seventeen contested-election cases in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and I want to call the attention of the House briefly to those cases 
and to their results. Eight members were unseated. In one case 
the contestant, Mr. Clayton, was dead, and a subsequent election 
took place, in which a Democrat, Mr. Breckinridge, was returned; 
making a change in the membership of this body of 7, and 7 only. 

In the case of Smith vs, Jackson, from West Virginia, the gen- 
tleman who held the seat held it simply by reason of a clerical er- 
ror in an election return from one e counties of that State. 
The full amount of the votes cast for the contestant not having 
been correctly written out, the return was defective, and, by rea- 
son of that defect, the contestee was seated, although not in fact 
entitled to the certificate. In the case of Atkinson vs. Pendleton, 
from the same State, the return was held back by the contestee’s 
friends and a recount was had, and on that recount Mr. Pendleton 
was given the seat. On the hearing by the Elections Committee it 
was decided that Atkinson was elected. In the case of Feather- 
ston vs. Cate, from Arkansas, the contest was not by a blican, 
— by a Populist, and the Populist was found to be entitled to the 

a 


seat, 

In Waddill vs. Wise, from the State of Virginia, the gentleman 
from — Pp CrIsP] eda minority report in which he 
held that Mr. Wise was not elected and that should bea new 
election. That case turned : this = t: Five or six 
hundred voters were prevented from voting by illegal or wron 
challenging; they were held back by the interposition of foolish 
challengers; and when the polls were closed in the evening those 
men stood in line waiting to cast their votes. The result of their 
being refused the right to vote was that Mr. Wise was given the 
seat. Inthat case, asI havesaid, even the gentleman from Georgia 
“ot a report to the effect that there been no election. 

n the case of Langston vs. Venable, from the State of Virginia, 
there was an ordinary contest turning upon a very number 
of questions—a contest in which the Republican was y seated. 
In the case of Miller vs. Elliott, from South Carolina, to which 
reference has al been made, there was never any decent pre- 
tense that Mr. ELLIorT was entitled to’the seat. He was ostensibl 
elected in a district having 26,000 ublican muctetiey-cletind 
simply by throwing out all the tickets that got into the wrong box. 
Two boxes were siased batons the voter; and he was required to 

ut his ticket in the right box or be disfranchised. The ballots 

t happened to get into the wrong box were all thrown out; and 
the boxes were shifted from time to time, in order to prevent the 
voter from placing his ticket inte the right box. The only legal 


so many Democratic districts in the last elec- ; 
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question involved in that case was substantially whether or not a 
man who had gone and deposited his ticket, and had been deprived 
of the right of having his vote properly counted because the box 
had been shifted, should have his vote counted by this body. Tho 
ballots were held legal and the House counted them as they wero 
in fact cast. 

Mudd vs, Compton, from Maryland, was a case where by mistak. 
the judges of the election locked up the returns of the result of a 
—_ precinct with the ballots, and sent the box containing the 
ballots and the certificate to the proper officials, and they refused 
to have the ballot box opened in order that they might get the re- 
turns. In that case the Democrat was given the seat by omitting 
the return which had been put into the ballot box. ; 

Those are the eight cases to which I referred, including the 
Breckinridge case, in which the contestant was dead. In those 
cases the contestees were unseated. On the other hand, there was 
the case of Eaton vs. Phelan, from Tennessee, in which the sittin 
member was permitted to retain his seat. In Bowen vs. Buchanan 
from Virginia, and Chalmers vs. Morgan, from Mississippi, thc 
result was the same. A similar decision was reached in the cases 
of Kernoghan vs. Hooker, from Mississippi; of Hill ws. Catchings, 
from Mississippi, and Threet vs. Clarke, from the State of Alabama. 
The case of Posey vs, Parrett, from Indiana, was a very close case; 
co in — case also the sitting member was permitted to retain 

is seat. 

In the cases of McGinnis vs. Alderson, from West Virginia, and 
Goodrich vs. Bullock, from Florida, the report of the majority of 
the committee was made in favor of giving the Republican con- 
testants their seats; but neither of those cases was ever reached 
in the House. Owing to the amountof business in that Congress, 
and notwithstanding the railroad speed that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp} complains of, those two cases in which re- 
ports were filed in favor of the contestants were never acted on by 
the House. If this House will show as good a record as the Fift y- 
first Congress in the disposition of contested-election cases, no one 
need be ashamed of its course. In the Fifty-second Congress cases 
were passed over and not decided at all in committee or House. 
Of all grievances in election contests it seems to me the worst is 
when a man who believes he has a just and honest claim to a seat 
is denied a hearing before the committee or a decision in the 


ouse. 

I recall, Mr. Speaker, a case from a district in my own State 
where a contest was made, and the Democratic contestant was 
seated almost at midnight on the last day of the session. He cast 
one single yea-and-nay vote, drew his salary for two years, and 
retired at the final adjournment. His opponent had been permit- 
ted to retain his seat and represent the district all through that 
entire Co: . Now, if it was true, as was claimed by that Dem- 
ocratic y, that the sitting member was not elected, he should 
have been unseated promptly, not only that his opponent might 
have drawn the salary, but that the people of that district might 
have been mted in Congress by the man of their choice. 

Such a case — to have been reported upon and decided 
promptly, so that the contestant might have had the actual fruits 
of the contest, those fruits being not merely the matter of salary, 
but the right to represent the district upon the floor of this House. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. DALZELL. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is ay to be regret- 
ted that a —- of this importance should take on a political 
cast, and 1 have regretted exceedingly that on our side of the 
House as well as on the other there has been a manifest purpose 
to thrash over some old straw which was harvested many years 
ago. Brushing away everything that does not touch this question 
as now presented, what is the a that we are called 
upon tomeet? Simply that in viewof the fact of an unprecedented 
docket of contested cases we shall create a court for the trial of 
those causes. - 

It is y ag on all hands that a committee of fifteen gentlemen 
sitting down to investigate these cases must necessarily occupy 
their whole time until 8d of March, 1897, when we all expect 
to see a Republican President inaugurated. It would deprive 
these gentlemen of all ey to engage in other matters 
in which they are interested before this Congress. Therefore tho 
very necessity of the situation appeals to us to provide some sort 
of instrumentality by which these election cases can be fairly and 
intelligently di of by the House. k ; 

Gentlemen have said that undue haste is observed in the dis 
posal of election cases, and I a; , Mr. Speaker, that they are 
undoubtedly right about that. The very condition of things in 
this House, the condition of business in the expiring hours of 
session of Congress, necessitates h g up matters of this sort, 
so that there can not be that careful, discriminating, judicial treat- 
ment of the question that the im ce of the subject demands. 
It is, therefore, to meet that very fault that we propose to inaus” 
urate a new system by which the election contests can be treated 
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fairly, by which they can have sufficient time appropriated to | 


them, and by which they can be tried by a tribunal that will give 
to them all of the care, all of the attention, all of the opportunities, 
that the importance of the subject calls for. 

Now, it has been suggested that the cases would be decided on 
a partisan basis in the event of the adoption of this rule. I think, 
my friends on the other side of the House, that there is not the 
slightest desire whatever to accomplish such a result. On the 
other hand, there is no necessity for the party on this side of 
the House—the party in control—to increase its membership. 
Why, the great danger that confronts the Republican party in the 
House of Representatives to-day is its large and unprecedented 
majority. The same trouble you labored under during the two 
Jast sessions of Congress confronts us; and you are my witnesses 
that your large majority in the House was the bane of your suc- 
cess in the affairs of the House. Now, you should not insist that 
the Republicans, however wicked they may have been in the past, 
will steal a seat at this time when they have no need forit. On 


ee 


the contrary, I can assure you gentlemen on that side of the | 
House your cases will receive a respectful, candid, patient, and | 


judicial consideration. 
I know, sir, somewhat of the purposes of this movement. It is 
to change the former practices and usages of the House; and it is 


a golden opportunity now for gentlemen to enter upon such a | 


reform. It is because the majority of the House have no occasion 
to take a seat that may not rightfully belong to them that it is 
desirable to adopt such a measure as this. And we have an oppor- 
tunity here to provide a tribunal to conduct these election cases in 
a judicial manner. Ever since I have had the honor of a seat on 
this floor I have advocated the consideration of these questions on 
that basis. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
interrupt him for a question. 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Waiving all questions of politics in- 
volved in this matter, the important question and the one great 
consideration, at least on this side of the House, is as to how, in 
the event of the adoption of this rule, it will be administered. Is 
my friend in a position to speak for his side of the House, and to 
assure us that this amendment to the rules, creating three Com- 
mittees on Elections, if adopted, will not be so administered as to 
oppress gentlemen on this side of the House whose seats are con- 
tested, or is it the purpose that they shall have a fair, judicial, and 
impartial determination of their cases? 

Mr. POWERS. I have no hesitation whatever, Mr. Speaker, in 
assuring my friend from Georgia that that is the very purpose 
which promotes-the inauguration of thismew method of procedure 
in regard to the determination of election cases. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Then my friend knows that’to be 
the purpose of the gentlemen with whom he associates politically? 

Mr. POWERS. I know to a very great extent that that is the 
purpose. I haveconversed with many gentlemen on my side, and 
all of them with whom I have conversed seem delighted with the 
prospect of providing some such solution as this for these con- 
tested-election cases. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that so long as I have been a member of 
this body and have had the honor of a seat here I have invariably 
voted on these questions as if I were deciding the case as a judge 
of acourt. The very first vote I cast in this House was on an 
election case—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I wish to assure the gentleman 
from Vermont that I in common with many others on this side 
share in his estimate of his own fairness. [Applause.] And if 
we could know that gentlemen on his side of equal impartiality 
would compose these committees I can say without hesitation 
that there is a numerous group about me here who would will- 
ingly and cheerfully accept the arrangement proposed. 

Mr. POWERS. [I have no hesitation in assuring my friend 
from Georgia that all the members who have contested seats here 
will have the amplest opportunities to have the cases decided, 
and that they will be decided upon the law and facts as they 
appear. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, inasmuch as the opportunity 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


is now presented of inaugurating a change in the method and 
usages that have obtained with both parties in the settlement of 


these questions, that we ought to join hands, Republicans, Demo- 
crats, and Populists alike, in favor of the proposed change. 

Why, I agree that undoubtedly the evidence establishes the fact 
that any political party when pressed hard will strain a point in 
favor of theirown men. As the gentleman from Georgia very 
aptly said, they are likely to inquire, ‘‘ Which is our man in this 
fight?” Butin this of all Congresses that question may not appro- 
priately be asked. We do not want to increase our membership 
for any political purpose. I would rather you should take some 
of our seats, for the danger we are in is that there are too many 
of us; and you are the gentlemen who ought to rejoice if we steal 
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your seats, for then you would be able to make campaign t det 
of it in 1896, which you know well how to use. 
Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 


Mr. POWERS. With great pleasure. 


Mr. MILES. I would hke to ask the gentleman to explain to the 
House wherein the proposed changed system would be an advan- 
tage. Is it not rather an attempt to facilitate th: ttlement of 
these election cases under the same old vicious system? 

Mr. POWERS. Itisnot byany means. Thechange. my friend, 
isthis: Under theoldsystem you hada court with fifteen ju ,and 
you can not make it efficient unless you double the judicial force. 
By dividing it into sections you give each individual case more ex- 
tended time, and it makes it easier for the whole matter to be ven- 
tilated before the committee. If you have a court whose docket is 


crowded so that proper time can not be given to the consideration 
of each case, somebody will suffer injustice, but if you can have 
ample time and have a tribunal made up as we recommend shall 
be in this case, then your committee will have ample time to con- 
sider the case honestly, and that is all you ask for. 

Mr. MILES. Butthe gentleman has assumed that when this 
overloaded court brings its reports to this House, this House 
would not be guided by the same partisan spirit which has actu- 
ated it in the past. 

Mr. POWERS. I maintain, sir, that if your side of the House 
will join in this proposed change and enter heartily into the spirit 
of this proposition we have advanced, that these cases shall be de- 
termined according to the law and the facts, you will have estab- 
lished a beneficent precedent for future Houses to follow. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I like the gentleman’s phrase “‘ court,” and I 
would like to inquire if he is willing to assimilate this committee 
to a court to the extent of compelling its members to take an oath 
to try these cases as he says they ought to be tried, according to 
the law and the evidence. 

Mr. POWERS. I have no objection to any formalities that 
may be prescribed for the guidance of this committee. What I 
insist upon is that it is the only way possible in which a fair, in- 
telligent, and candid consideration of these cases can be made by 
this Congress during its life. [Applause and cries of *‘ Vote!” on 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe, Mr. Speaker, there has 
been recognition of two hours on a side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Georgia occupied an hour. The gentleman from New York was 
recognized in his own right, and occupied fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I would be glad to take the 
floor with the view to move the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will permit me. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman from Illinois and the 
gentleman from Georgia might come to some understanding about 
the matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I say I will be glad to take the floor 
for the purpose of moving the previous question, but I have no de- 
sire to unduly curtail debate. The recognitions have been equal, 
and I would be glad to have a vote to-day. 

Mr. CRISP. But this side has not used so much time as the 
other. I think the gentleman from Alabama wanted time, and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], and possibly the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs|—not much. The gen- 
tleman from New York has three-quarters of an hour remaining, 
as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York did not re- 
serve his time; but, without objection on the part of the House, 
it will be considered as reserved, if the gentleman from Georgia 
desires. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think we desire that much, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we can close by unanimous 
consent. I will ask unanimous consent that fifteen minutes be 
taken by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER}, and that 
then I take the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. As I understand, the gentleman from Arkansas 
{Mr. TERRY] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMs] 
desire to offer amendments and to have them voted upon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to the amend- 
ments being offered at the proper time,to be read forinformation. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman has certainly no objection to 
them being voted upon. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Perhaps not. I say Ihave no objec- 
tion to them being read for information, but I do not desire to let 
the previous question operate upon them until I know what they 
are. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentlemanrecollects that the proposition was 
that these rules should be taken up for consideration and amend- 
meat. Now, of course, if our side is not permitted to offer any 
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amendments, I hardly think that we will have had justice in the 
spirit of the agreement that they would be taken up for amend- 
ment, and we have not had an eT to offer amendments. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I say that I do not desire to move 
the previous question so as to exclude amendments, but I do not 
think the previous question should operate on any amendment 
which I do not know. 

Mr. CRSP. 1 hope the gentleman will not demand the pre- 
vious question until gentlemen have had opportunity to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I say that I have no objection to 
them being read for information, and after they have been read for 
information we wil! elect what we should do. Let them be read. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand the gentleman's proposition to be 
that if he approves the amendments he will let them be voted 
upon, but if he does not approve of them he will not let them be 
voted upon. We want the judgment of the House. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Letusknow whattheamendmentsare. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think the time for closing the 
del:ate should be fixed first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the amend- 
ments can be read for information. That will perhaps aid the 
House in fixing the time for closing the debate. The Chair under- 
stands the objection of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to be simply that he does not desire to have the previous question 
operate upon amendments which he has not heard and which he 
might wish to discuss. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER. Then,if the Chair is correct in that under- 
standing, the amendments may be read first and then arrange- 
ments can be made for limiting the debate. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer this amendment: 

And in the consideration in the House of any contested-election case re- 
ported by, any + said committees six hours shall be allowed for debate if so 
much be desired, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk, and have it pending. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

I move as an amendment to the resolution the following: 

“Rue XI. 
“ POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

“All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1. To the election of members: to the Committees on Elections; which com- 
mittees shall take up, consider, and report the same according to the date of 
= roenes of the printed testimony by the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk an amendment 
which I desire to submit. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllincis. I suppose that no further amend- 
ments are in order, but I have no objection to hearing the one the 
gentleman desires to offer. 

The amendment offered by Mr. BAILEY was read, as follows: 

That the Speaker shall administer to each member of each Committee on 
Elections an oath to well and truly try and decide each case according to the 
law and the testimony. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] have 
fifteen minutes to close the debate on the other side. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will not the gentleman make it twenty min- 
utes? Other gentlemen on this side desire to occupy a few minutes. 
Mr. CRISP. Are the amendments to be considered pending? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois agree that 
these amendments shall be considered as pending? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; I can not agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will ize the gentleman 
from Arkansas, Mr. Terry, to present his amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a great deal of in- 
terest to the remarks made by the distinguished gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Powers], and to meet halfway in the — 
he has expressed for a fair and deliberate consideration of these 
election cases, I have offered this amendment. Of course, the 
crucial point in any election case is when it finally comes into this 
House for its judgment and determination. For that reason we 
should have a safeguard provided in this very rule creating these 

three committees—a safeguard which shall operate in this House, 
the final tribunal, made by the Constitution the judge of the elec- 
tion and qualification and returns of its own members, a safeguard 

roviding and making it certain that here, before this august tri- 

anal, there shall be a fair, full, and reasonable consideration of 
every contested-election case reported by either of these commit- 
tees. It may be suggested upon the other side that each election 
case can be brought in witha special rule, assigning so much time 
for its consideration in the House; but why leave so important a 
matter, affecting the membership and dignity of this House, to 
the whims and capris of a Committee on Rules? Now is the 
time tc provide for that while we are laying the basis for the set- 


tlement of these cases. Let us here and now provide this safe- 
ard, so that we may be certain to have that full and fair and 
just consideration of every election case advocated by the gentle- 
man from Vermont. I offer my amendment, Mr. Speaker, for 
that purpose, and appeal to every fair-minded man on both sides of 
this Chamber to vote for it. 
The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr, 


TERRY, the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. ° Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 166. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 42, noes 186. 

Mr. TERRY. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays, 

On ordering tellers 41 members voted in the affirmative, a sufti- 
cient number; and tellers were ordered. 

Mr. TERRY and Mr. CANNON of Illinois were appointed to act 
as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 189, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I will state 
to the Speaker and the House that my seat is contested, and I do 
not know whether I can with propriety vote in this case. I have 
an indirect interest in the amendment pending as well as in the 
rule; and I would like to be advised by the Speaker in regard to 
my privilege in the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not undertake to decide that 
question. The gentleman must decide it for himself. 

Mr.ABBOTT. ThenIask thatthe House excuse me from voting. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be con- 


sidered as excused. The Chair hears no objection. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 201, not 


voting 89, answered ‘‘ present ” 3; as follows: 


YEAS—62. 
Allen, De Armond, Maguire, Sayers, 
Bailey, Denny, McClellan, Sorg, 
Baker, Kans. Dinsmore, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bankhead, Downing, McCulloch, Sulzer, 
Bartlett, Ga. Erdman, McDearmon, Swanson, 
Bartlett, N.Y. Hainer, Nebr. McKenney, Tate, 
Bell, Tex. Hall, MeMillin, Terry, 
Berry, Harrison, Meyer, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hart, Miles, Turner, Va. 
Clardy, Hendrick, Miner, N.Y. Tyler, 
Cooper, Fla. Howard, Neill, Walsh, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Owens, Washington, 
Cox, Layton, Pendleton, Williams, 
Crain, Lester, Powers, ard. 
Crisp, Little, Richardson, 
Cummings, Lockhart, Russell, Ga. 
NAYS—201. 
Adams, De Witt, Jenkins, Royse, 
Aitken, eerey. Johnson, Cal. Russell, Conn, 
Aldrich, .| Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, 
Anderson, Doolittle, Johnson, N.Dak. Settle, 
Andrews, Dovener, ¢ Kem, Shafroth, 
Arnold, Pa. Draper, Kiefer, Shannon, 
Arnold, R.L Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Sherman, 
Atwood, Ellis, Knox, Shuford, 
Babcock, Evans, Lacey, Simpkins, 
Baker, Md. Fairchild, Leighty, Skinner, 
Baker, N. H, Faris, Leisenring, Smith, Il. 
rham, Fischer, Lewis, Smith, Mich. 
Bartholdt, Foote, Linney, Snover, 

1, Cc Foss, Long, Southwick, 
Bennett, Gamble, Loudenslager, Spalding, 
Bingham, Gibson, Low, Sperry, 
Bishop, Graff, Mahany, Stahle, 
Black, N. ¥. Griffin, Mahon, Steele, 
Blue, Griswold, Marsh, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. Stewart, N.J. 
Bowers, rout, McCall, Tenn. Stewart, Wis. 
Brewster, Grow, McCleary,Minn. Stone,C. W. 
Brode: Ss Hadley, McClure, Stone, W. A. 
Bromwell, Hager, McLachlan, Strode, Nebr. 

rosius, Halterman, Mercer, Strong, 
Brown, Hanly, Miller, W. Va. Strowd, N.C. 
Brumm, Hardy, Milliken, Taft, 
Bull, Harmer, Milnes, Tawney, 
Burrell, Harris, Minor, Wis. Tayler, 
Burton, Mo. Hartman, ondell, Thomas, 
Burton, Ohio Hatch, Moody, Towne, 
Calderhead, Heatwole, Morse, Tracy, 
Cannon, Hemenway, Mozly, Treloar, 
Clark, Iowa Henderson, werphy, Updegraff, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Conn. Northway, Van Voorhis, 

ding, Henry, Ind. Odell, Walker, Mass. 

Coftin, epburn, Otjen, Wanger, 
Colson, Hermann, Overstrect, Warner, 
Connoliy, Hilborn, Parker, Watson, Ind. 

‘ook, Wi Hill, Payne, Watson, Ohio 
Cooke, Di Hitt, Pearson, Wilber, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Perkins, Willis, 

lies. owe. Phillips, Wilson, Idaho 
Crowther, Howell, Pickler, Wilson, N.Y. 
Curtis, Iowa Hubbard, Pitney, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans. Huff, Poole, Wood, 
Curtis, N. Y. Huling, Prince, Woodman, 
Dalzell, Hull, Pugh, Wright. 
Danford, Hunter, uigg, 

iels, Hurley, ney, 
Dayton, Hyde, ves, 
& 











1895. 





NOT VOTING—89. 


t Fitzgerald, Maddox, Shaw, 
oe Fletcher, McecCorm ‘ck, Southard, 
Apsley, Fowler, McEwan, Sparkman, 
Avery, Gardner, McGann, Spencer, 
Barney, Gillet, N.Y. McLaurin, Stallings, 
Barrett, Gillett, Mass, McRae, Stokes, 
Beach, Heiner, Pa. Meiklejohn, Sulloway, 
Boatner, Hicks, Meredith, Talbert, 
Buck, —* Miller, Kans, Tarsney, 
Chickering, Hulick, Money, Tracewell, 
Clarke, Ala. Hutcheson, Moses, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Joy, Newlands, Underwood, 
Cobb, Mo, Kendall, Noonan, Wadsworth, 
Cockrell, Kerr, Ogden, Walker, Va. 
Cousins, Kulp, Otey, Wellington, 
Cowen, Kyle, Patterson, Wheeler, 
Crowley, Lawson, Price, White, 
Crump, Lefever, Ray, Wilson, &.C, 
Culberson, Leonard, Reyburn, Woomer, 
Dockery, Linton, Robertson, La. Yoakum. 
Ellett, Va. Livingston, Robinson, Pa. 

Elliott, S.C. Lorimer, Rusk, 

Fenton, Loud, Sauerhering, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—3. 

Black, Ga. Latimer, Robbins. 


So the amendment of Mr. TERRY was rejected. 

Mr. MADDOX (when his name was called). For the same 
reasons as those submitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ApBoTt], I ask to be excused from voting. 

There being no objection, Mr. MaAppox was excused. 

Mr. CROWLEY (when hisname was called). Iask unanimous 
consent to be excused from voting. 

There being no objection, Mr. CROWLEY was excused, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. HopxKins with Mr. DocKERy. 

Mr. Evvis with Mr. OTry. 

Mr. Linton with Mr. Mosks. 

Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. Huuick with Mr. KyYLe. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. McLAURIN, 

Mr. Ray with Mr. BoaTNeEr. 

Mr. GILLet of New York with Mr. F1ITzGERALD. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. Cowrn. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. Cops of Alabama. 

Mr. WooMER with Mr. LAwson. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. ELLErt of Virginia, 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. PITNEY with Mr. Coss of Missouri, 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. McRAE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. CULBERSON,. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. AVERY with Mr. WILsoN of South Carolina, for one day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] has offered an amendinent, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


All proposes legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1. To the election of members: to the Committees on Elections, which com- 

mittees shall take up, consider, and report the same according to the date 

of receipt of printed testimony by the Clerk of the House of Representatives.” 


me CANNON of Illinois. There is another amendment, I 
ieve. 

The SPEAKER. There is one other. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope that will be submitted. I 
will state frankly my object is to move the previous question upon 
the original amendment with the pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER. By consent of the House that can be done. 
Is there objection? 

Several Memspers. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. That this amendment may be considered 
pending for the purpose of moving the previous question. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me 
to offer an amendment to be pending? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think I must decline now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 
offered by the gentleman from Texas { Mr. BaILry]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Speaker shall administer to each member of each Committee on 


Elections an oath to well and truly try and decide each case according to the 
law and the testimony. 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois, before de- 
manding the previous question, allow me a moment? 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Some gentlemen appear to think that the amend- 
ment which I have offered contains an implication that the mem- 
bers of this House do not respect their oath of office. I not only 
disclaim all intention of this kind, but I confess my inability to un- 
derstand how it can be construed inthis way. If I did not believe 
that they would keep an oath after taking it, I would not propose for 
one to be administered to them. My position is simply this: Gen- 
tlemen on both sides declare that these contested-election cases are 
usually decided according to the political affiliations of the contest- 
antand contestee, and not according totheir merits. Themajority 
admit this to be wrong, and aver their intention to remedy it. 
They profess that their purpose in offering this amendment is to 
insure ‘‘ judicial fairness” in the disposition of these contests. As- 
suming that they are entirely sincere in expressing a desire for ‘*‘ ju- 
dicial fairness,” I simply ask that the committe shall be specially 
sworn to accord it. My proposition is combated with the state- 
ment that the gentlemen who will serve on this committee have 
already taken one oath and that is sufficient. My answer is that 
it has not heretofore been sufficient. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very far from assuming that any gen- 
tleman on the floor of the House would disregard the obligation 
of his oath, but Iam induced to believe that the general oath 
taken when they enter upon their duties is not considered by them 
to cover these particular cases, and I believe that if each member 


| of these committees, who are specially charged with perhaps the 


highest function of this House, had his attention called by a par- 
ticular oath to the discharge of a particular duty in a certain way 
he would carefully and scrupulously observe the obligation 

I know and every other member of this House knows that 95 
per cent of the majority follow almost blindly the report of the 
Committee on Elections, whatever it may be. This being true, I 
believe that when we are called on to act on the reports of that 
committee, involving as they do not only the integrity of this 
House, but involving also the political and property rights of our 
fellow-members, all ought to have an assurance that they have 
considered it in a spirit of judicial fairness. 

Inconclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will say again tothe gentleman from 
Illinois that this amendment is not intended as any reflection on 
any gentleman who may occupy a place on that committee. In- 
deed, if adopted at this time, no such construction could possibly 
be placed upon it, for we do not now know who are toconstitute that 
committee. With the testimony of all sides that heretofore the 
House and the Committee on Elections have not considered their 
general oaths to perform the duties of their office as binding in 
this particular class of cases, I think we ought to be willing to 
give every mnember in the House the assurance that in every case 
hereafter the contestant and the contestee will have all of the se- 
curity which is implied by a judicial proceeding. 

I believe if the majority intend to act fairly there can be no proper 
objection toswearing that they will, and surely the gentleman from 
Illinois does not imagine that we lower the dignity of the House 
by the adoption of a rule that imposes on a committee such an 
obligation, in view of the fact that the Constitution of the United 
States imposes on the Senate, when it sits as a tribunal to try 
impeachment cases, an additional oath. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask this 
question: Suppose this amendment is carried and some member’ 
shall be appointed on one of these Elections Committees who de- 
clines to take the oath, what will be the effect? 

Mr. BAILEY. I can only answer by suggesting that suppose a 
Senator, when the Senate of the United States is sitting as a court 
of impeachment, declines to take the oath provided by the Consti- 
tution. 

A MemBeR. But that is the Constitution itself. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is another question—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). The gentleman from Texas must 
not forget thatthe Constitution authorizes us to makeour ownrules, 

Mr. BAILEY. But if the gentleman will reflect he will remein- 
ber that the committees of the House are entirely with the House. 
The Constitution makes no provision in that regard. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it fixes the oath. 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not require us to swear that we will per- 
form the duties of our office, but simply requires of us an oath to 
support the Constitution. That partof the oathin reference to the 
performance of the duties of our office is prescribed by the statute 
and not by the Constitution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does not my friend think that the 
few moments I have yielded to him are about exhausted? 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for his 
courtesy, and hope I have not abused it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I call the previous question on the original proposi- 
tion and the two amendments which have been considered as 
pending by consent of the House. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment presented 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiAMs], which the 
Clerk will report. 
ent was read, as follows: 

Rove XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1, To the election of members: to the Committees on Elections; which com- 
mittees shall take up, consider, and report the same according to the date of 
receipt of printed testimony by the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WILL1aMs; 
and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On = division (demanded by Mr. WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 35, 
noes 172. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Speaker shall administer to each member of each Committee on 
Elections an oath to well and truly try and decide each case according to the 
law and the testimony. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the original amendments, 
which the Clerk will rt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 1 of Rule X shall read as follows: 

“1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall ap- 
a an 7 aa of each Congress the following standing com- 

“On iKlections, three committees, to consist of nine members each, to be 
called Nos. 1, 2, and 3, respectively.” 

Clause 1 of Rule XI to read as follows: 

“1. Totheelection of membérs: tothe respective Committees on Elections.” 

‘The amendments war to. 

On motion of Mr, C ON of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there is one other mat- 
ter that I omitted, and I desire unanimous consent to amend Rule 
XII as follows: By striking out the word “ Territories” where it 
appears, and inserting after the word ‘“‘ Mining” the words “and 
two on the Committee on Territories.” 

The etfect of that, as I understand froma hasty examination, is to 

ive the appointment of two Delegates from the Territories as mem- 

rs of the Committee on Mining, as it was in the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The same as it wa. in the last Congress? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—VENEZUELA BOUNDARY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a m from the Presi 

“hrtetutdiousmpaciomtenmminet 
or the text o message see te i 
he reading of the seinengecounaeneial with general applause. 

The SPEAKER. This message and acoeneeeing documents 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign irs and printed. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. S 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, laskunanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a joint resolution—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Before the announcement of the result on Mr. Dive.ry’s mo- 
ae by unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
Ows: 

To Mr, Lerever, until after the holidays, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Liyton, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Mr.Ler of Kansas, until after the holidays, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. Crump, for this day, on account of im t business. 

To Mr. Barney, until January 2, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Stokes, indefinitely, onaccount of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Strong of Wetnoaha, until after the holiday recess, on 
account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Dive ery (at 4 o’clock and 49 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= en following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
OWS: 
By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 1950) for the erection of a public 
building at Cambridge Md.—to the Committee on Public Buila 
and Grounds. 
y Mr. BROMWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. = to amend 
sections 2 and 3 of the act passed Jan , 1890, granting 
pensions to persons who served in the Western gunboat fleet or 


The amen 


ram service who would be otherwise eligible—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 1952) to donate eight old 
cannons and cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic 
ee Association of Colorado—to the Committee on Military 

airs. : 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1953) to amend an act entitled 


“An act to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban Rail- 
way Company,” approved July 5, 1892—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H.R.1954) relating to pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H.R. 1955) to redeem and 
cancel the Treasury notes of 1890, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H.R.1956) for the erection and com- 
pletion of a monument to the memory of the soldiers that fell in 
the battle of Tippecanoe—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R. 1957) prohibiting the removal 


| of certain postal employees except upon written charges—to tho 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 1958) granting pensions to th 
Kansas militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) relating to and protecting the rights of 
pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 1960) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
mn and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1961) toadjust tho 

ensions of those who have lost their limbs or the use of them, or 
have additional disabilities—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 1962) giving military and pen- 
sionable status to the officers, enlisted men, their wives, children, 
and dependent parents, of the military organizations of the loyal 
States during the late civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H.R. 1963) to provide to whom contracts 
for carrying mails shall be awarded—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) to repeal the act of March 3, 1887, reg- 
ulating the removal of cases from State courts—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) to amend section 3331 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) to define the liability of receivers or 
managers of railroads or other property appointed by the Uniti! 
States courts, to prescribe where and how they can be sued and 
served, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H.R. 1967) to create a new divi- 
sion in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 1968) donating condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to Joe Markle Post, No. 623, Grand Army of thio 
Republic, of West Newton, Pa.—to the Committee on Military .\i- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 1969) making an appropri:- 
tion for a light and fog-signal station at or near terminus of what 
is known as the Straight Channel, in Maumee Bay, near Toledo, 
OQhio—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 1970) providing for town sites in 
the Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 1971) toamend an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Governmei', 
and for other purposes,” which became a law August 27, 1894—‘o 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 1972) in aid of the ex)- 
sition to be held under the auspices of the Baltimore Centenm::! 
Association, and for other purposes—to the Committee on W:\3 
and Means. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1973) to permit the Home Te!- 
phone Com Washington, D. C., to install, maintain, a! 
operate a telephone and telegraph plant and exchange in the |)':- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum!':. 

By Mr. MOODY (by request): A bill (H. R. 1974) toprovide ar! 
to be known as the medal of honor roll—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs.  . 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R.1975) to increase the limit ©! 
cost cf the public building authorized by act of Congress approv''| 
February 16, 1891, to be erected at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H.R. 1976) to reduce the postage 0 
fourth-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office anu 
Post-Koads 


By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H.R. 1977) making 
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appropriation for site and pedestal of a statue of the late Maj. 
Gen. Ambrose E. Burnside in the city of Washington, D. C.—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1978) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, relating to copyrights—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

3y Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 1979) to provide for the pur- 
chase of asiteand theerection of a public building thereon at Santa 
Rosa, in the State of California—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near | 


Point Bonito, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 1981) for the relief of soldiers and | 


sailors honorably discharged on surgeon's certificate—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 1982) for the final adjustment of 
the agricultural college grant to Missouri—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 1983) toamend section 2, para- 
graph 431, of the act of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to re- 
duce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes ”"—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 1984) to provide 
for the use and occupation of reservoir sites reserved by the Geo- 
logical Survey—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 1985) to extend to the ports of | 


Eagle Pass and El Paso, Tex., the privileges of immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable merchandise—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 1986) granting to the State 
militia and Grand Army posts located in the city of Detroit the 
use of the old post-office, court and custom house as a military 
armory—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1987) relating 
to contests of elections of members of the House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1988) providing for the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) to apply a portion of the proceeds of 
the public lands to the endowment and support of the mining 
schools in the several States and Territories, for the purpose of 
extending similar aid in the development of the mining industries 
of the nation as already provided for the agricultural and mechan- 
ical arts—to the Commrittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) providing for the construction of a mili- 
tary road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the Big Gros Ventre 
River, in the vicinity of the Upper Gros Ventre Butte—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By. Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R. 1991) to purchase a paint- 
ing of Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H.R.1992) to repay 
the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced by said State for 
the defense of her frontier against the Indians from 1795 to 1818— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1993) regulating the sale of 
certain agricultural products, defining ‘‘ options” and ‘‘ futures,” 
and imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers therein—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1994) to encourage American ship- 
building—-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1995) to provide for a public 
building at Winston, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

_By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 1996) to establish a na- 
tional military park at the battlefield of Stones River—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1997) to grant the mates of 
the United States Navy a warrant rank—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1998) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver four condemned cannon to Charles 
A. Clark Post, No. 184, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ridge 
Farm, Ill.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 1999) to regulate national currency 
and provide for national money—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 2000) to reorganize the Pay 
Come of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2001) for the 
erection of a public building at Marinette, Wis.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) for the erection of a public building 
at Wausau, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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| By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 84) declaring that 
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| a state of public war exists in Cuba, and that belligerent rights be 
| accorded to the Cuban government—to the Committee on Foreign 
} Affairs. 
By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
30) proposing an amendment to the Constitution giving Congress 


jurisdiction over divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| By Mr. ROBINSON of Px nnsylvania: A joint resolution (H. 
| Res, 36) tendering the thanks of Congress to Commodore J. H 
Gillis—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ° 
By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (ff. Res. 37) 
providing for the reprinting of volumes 16 and 17 of the United 


States Statutes at Large—to the Committee on Printin 


By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A joint resolution (HA. 
| Res. 38) fer the restoration of the books of the Beaufort Library 
| Society, of Beaufort, S. C.—to the Committee on the Library 
| By Mr. GRISWOLD: A resolution requesting the Secret 
| War, in view of the subsidence of the waters of the Great ] 

of the North, to transmit to the House an estimate of the co 
making a survey of the outlet of Lake Erie at the head of Niaz- 
| ara River, of the outlet of Lake St. Clair at the head of the Detro 
River, and of the outlet of Lake Huron at the head of th 
| Clair River, with a view tothe construction of dams, jetties, locxs, 
| and such other work as would increase the depth of water in the 
| lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: Aresolution to appoint Fred. S. Bishop bind- 
ing clerk for the House, to be borne on the Clerk’s roll at a salary 
of $1,600 per annum—to the Committee on Accounts. ’ 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the employment of twelve additional Capitol poli to 





the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H.R. 2003) for the relief of Mrs. A.C. 
W agner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2004) to grant a pension to Caroline Stockton 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 2005) granting a pension to Sarah 
Potter, dependent daughter of Andrew Potter, deceased—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2006) to in- 
crease the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. John Irvin 
Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 2007) to incorpor 
| ate the Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of Col- 
umbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 2008) for the 

relief of W. T. Trammell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 2009) to place the name of 
Henry Weifenbach upon the pension roll—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of John T. Faulkner—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, of 
the State of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 2012) for the relief of Jerome 
Kunkle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) forthe relief of Simeon Motz, Nathaniel 
Robbins, and William J. Sloan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
| By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Howland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary P. Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 2016) for the relief of the 
trustees of the estates of L. G. E. Stone and of William Hooper— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2017) for the relief of Thomas 
Dyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) granting an increase of pension to 
Aretas Norris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of John 
Weeks, late of Company E, Third Regiment Tennessee Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) for the relief of Samuel McJunkin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2021) for the relief of 
Eugene Callaher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) for the relief of William T,. Crump— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2023) granting an in- 

crease of pension to Ezra A. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions, 
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By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 2024) to remove charge of de- 
gertion against Bernard Wortman—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) for the relief of workmen employed in 
the construction of Poverty Island light-house, Lake Michigan— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 2026) for the relief of Catherine 
Burns, of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) for the relief of William B. Bean, of 
Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2028) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to credit the account of James A. Sexton with 


the amount of funds stolen—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 2029) for the relief 
of the widow of George C. Foulk, deceased—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2030) granting a pen- 
sion to Hebe M. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) granting a pension to Henry K. Winans, 
of North Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2032) granting a pension to George Reynolds, 
of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) granting a pension to Lawrence H. 
Boyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 2034) for the relief of Patrick Montgomery— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Anderson, of Strong City, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
8. Long, of Topeka, Kan3.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2037) for the relief of Charles Williamson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 2038) for the relief of the estate 
of A. H. Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) for the relief of James Evans—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 2040) authorizing additional 
compensation to the assistant commissioners to the industrial ex- 
hibition at Melbourne, Australia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) for the relief of Robert R. Furbey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of 
Wilour F. Cogswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Valen- 
tine Sauppe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2044) grant- 
ing arrearages of pay to Edmund C. Bailey—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2045) for the relief of 
Enoch Vernon, a citizen of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 2046) ae a@ pension to 
Ellen Connor, widow of Patrick Connor, dec —to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2047) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias 
James H. Mitchell—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. —— for the relief of R Betz—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H.R. 2049) to reimburse Louis Benecke 
= arms furnished the United States—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 2050) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. as ie a pension to 
Ernest Klaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) granting a pension to Mrs. J.S. Denny, 
an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. B. 2053) for the relief of William 
Pyke—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles 
W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on oe ane ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) to correct the military record of George 
A. Marks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) for the relief of Elenor Brookbent and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. a the relief of Silas Quackenbush—to 
the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of James E. Southard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of the estate 
of Ramsay Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay 
Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Josias R, 
King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2062) granting a pen- 
sion to T. C. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 2063) to increase the pension of 
Jesse Likens, of Company F, One hundred and twelfth Lilinois 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) for the relief of Charles Harkins—t, ) 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 2065) for the relief of James Hutch- 
inson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of John Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 2087) to remove the charge of 
desertion against George M. Emery—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) for the relief of Barney McKay—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2069) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Andrew Govan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Pa. Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H.R. 2070) for the relief of George 
W.Spencer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 2071) for the re- 
lief of Willis N. Arnold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) for the relief of James M. Brandon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2073) for the relief of Emanuel 
Faust, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Illinois Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H.R. 2074) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. 
ey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. ODELL: A bill (H.R. 2075) to provide for extra pay of 
John Quicke, late private at West Point Military Academy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 2076) for the relief of Abner 
D. Lewis, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill _ R. 2077) for the relief of Joseph A. Hill, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) for the relief of Abner East, of Shelby 
County, Tenn.,as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of ch 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2079) for the relief of Washington East, of 
Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2080) for the relief of Edward J. Tucker, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 18883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R, 2081) for the relief of M. V. Dalton, admin- 
istratrix of Carson R. Dalton, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) for the relief of C. F. Beezley, administra- 
tor of John C. Lanier, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of H. L. Thomas, administra- 
tor of B. R. Thomas, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn., as found 
due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) for the relief of Richard Love, administra- 
tor of D. W. McKenzie, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) for the relief of James A. Richardson, 
administrator of Ezekiel T. Keel, of Shelby County, Tenn., 4s 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Benjamin Hahn, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, a bill (H. R. 2087) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Marcus Holbrook, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of John A. Farley, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, @ bill (H. R. 2089) for the relief of James M. Flinn, of 
Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) for the relief of Jacob Glenn, of Mem- 
phis, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2091) for the relief of Thomas J. Graves, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ce R. 2092) for the relief of Henry M. Green, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. wi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) for the relief of E. ©. Oakley, adminis- 








trator of W. H. Neal, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. , 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2094) for the relief of Fayette J. Pulliam, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3. 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) for the relief of Ellen Savage, adminis- 
tratrix of T. H. O'Donnell, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) for the relief of William H. Noland, 
of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) for the relief of estate of Jane Newell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) for the relief of J. B. Blackwell, admin- | 


istrator of Harvey 8. Williams, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) for relief of estate of Stativa Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Leger Restle—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) for the relief of Thomas C. Jones—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) for the relief of estate of George W. 
Reeves, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) for the relief of Mrs. W. A. Scott, of 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Walker, deceased, of Memphis, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) for the relief of Eliza A. Swift, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) for the relief of F. A. Jones, adminis- 


est 


t 


trator of R. 8S. Jones, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) for the relief of S. R. Timberlake, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) for the relief of T. J. Waller, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) for the relief of H.C. Kincaid, adminis- 
trator of John Kincaid, of Corinth, Miss., formerly of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2110) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Com- 
pany, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.2111) for the relief of Nicolla Malatesta, of 
Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2112) for the relief of Thomas 8S. Gallaway, 
adininistrator of John H. Mebane, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) for the relief of John D. Ussery, of 
Hardeman County. Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) for the relief of Mary R. Kirkpatrick, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the actof March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) for the relief of estate of B. B. Neville, de- 
ceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. 
Sills, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of Finess E. Wirt, of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2118) for therelief of the estate of James Dick- 
enson, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) for the relief of Mary E. Mette, admin- | 


, as found 


istratrix of H. H. Mette, deceased, of rors Tenn. 
March 3, 1888—to the 


due by the Court of Claims under the act o 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2120) for the relief of J. B. Blackwell, admin- 
istrator of Harvey S. Williams, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883 —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) for the relief of J. andJ. Steal, of Shelby 


County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the: | 


act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) for the relief of Mrs. Ann Kennell, ad- 
ministratrix of John Kennell, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) for the relief of Lucy E. Dowdy, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) for the relief of T. D. Thurman, ad- 
ministrator of John G. Thurman, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Mrs. Fredonia Knight, 
administratrix of Joseph T. Knight, deceased, of Hardeman 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of the estate of George 


Reeves, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of J. W. Simmons, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of Mrs. W. A. Scott, of 


Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Walker, deceased, of Memphis, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

} Also, a bill (H. R. 21380) for the relief of » vi! = J Waller, of Fay: tte 

County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of Arthur P. McKinney, 

| administrator of John F. McKinney, deceased, late of Memphis, 

| T'enn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, 

| of Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 

| under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Mrs, 

Elizabeth Fugitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 2134) forthe relief of Prentiss B. 

«land Lucretia H. Reed Regnier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 2135) for the relief of Josiah B. 
Orbison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Free- 

| man, widow of D. W. D. Freeman, late a captain, Company C, One 

| hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 2137) to pay 
| the heirs of the late John Roach, deceased, $330,151.42 for labor 
| and material, dockage, and detention and occupation of yards 

and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta—to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H.R. 2138) for the relief of Mira M. 
| Harbin, administratrix of Nathaniel P. Harbin, deceasetl—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2139) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of William Doyle and Hudson 
Cooper—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of A. G. 

| Boone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 2141) to increase the pen- 
sion of Joseph Claire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 2142) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Theodore Werner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 2148) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand 
Van Derveer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 2144) for the relief of William 
H. King—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) for increased pension of Frederick A, 
Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 2146) for the relief 
of C. H. Raymond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2147) to reappoint Warren C. 
Beach a captain in the Army and to place him on the retired list 
in addition to the number now authorized—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) for the relief of Edmund F, Jenkins— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Herr- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Hampton L. Lee, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the 
pension rolls the name of Agnes A. Blackman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 2152) for the relief of William 
Edward Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) toamend the military record of George 
F. Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 2154) to place Henry W. 
Birkey, M. D., on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 2155) for the relief of the 
La Grange Synodical College of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of the estate of H. C. Sin- 
gleton, deceased, late of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cleveland, 
of Davidson County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) for the relief of the estate of John J. 
Hamel, of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Elisha M. Luckett. lata 
second lieutenant,Company B, Second Regiment Pennsyly; 
Volunteers, in the Mexican war, for payment of arrearage of }).-1)- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of citizens of : 
Paul, Minn., urging the United States Government to interf, 
and save the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affair 

By Mr. MEYER: Paper of the New Orleans Board of Tra 
limited, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy | 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial from Islais Creek Property 0y, 
ers’ Association and others, praying for the removal of obstructi) 
from Islais Creek (a navigable stream), in the city and count) 
San Francisco, State of California—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of R. M. Dufti 
and 34 others, for the relief of John Cumpston, of Company \, 
Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers—to the Committee oy 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of citizens of Came 
County, Pa., together with 49 citizens of Pennsylvania, in fa) 
of a bill to reclassify and fix the salaries of railway mail }) 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
















Also, a bill (H.R. 2159) for the relief of Daniel Collins, of David- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2160) for the relief of Louisa E. McLean— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of W. T. Garrett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 2162) for the relief of John Scott— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2163) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Frederick Ottstotts—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2164) to grant an in- 
creased pension to David T. Stonebreaker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2165) for the relief of John Colter—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) to increase the pension of John 
Thrasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) to pension Hulda F’. Stone—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill _ R. 2168) to correct the military record of Patrick 
Sweeney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) to increase the pension of Samuel B. 
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Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Edmund F. Jenkins, for rank 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) to extend to Irvin L. Clifford the benefit | first lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
of thearrears of pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WILLIS: Petition in reference to grain gambling—to 


3 Mr. VAN VOORHGIS: A bill (H. R. 2171) granting a pension | the Committee on Agriculture. 





to Henry J. Burkhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) to muster into the United States service 
and grant an honorable discharge to Charles Edward Hawn—to SENATE. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. WEDNESDAY, December 18, 1895. 
PETITIONS, ETO. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizurn, D. D. 
: a The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pee and papers SMITHSONIAN BOARD OF REGENTS. 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: The VICE-PRESIDENT reappointed Mr. CuLLoM a member of 


oan, = prorat ee pel ra omy Rage Aegean hamangpe the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, to fill tho 
immigrati on laws—to the Belect Committee on Immigrati on and eT caused by the expiration of his term as Senator Marchi :;, 
Naturalization. Z 
Also, petition of 1,500 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of ee eee ee a 
Cuban independence—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. \). 
By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 15 residents of the Fifth Iowa dis- | TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agree '» 
trict, asking for legislation to reclassify and prescribe the salaries the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 803) to amend 
of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | Section 2601 of the Revised Statutes, relative to ports of entry. 
Post-Roahe The message also announced that the House had passed the jvint 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): Petition of Le Grand resolution (S. R. 13) granting the State of Pennsylvania perm : 
on Ways and Means. at Williamsport, Pa., with an amendment in which it reques! 
Also, petition of 418 business and professional men of the city | the concurrence of the Senate. ' 
of Davenport, Iowa, praying that Congress take such action as |, The message further announced that the House had passe! tho 
shall result in the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 


atriots in thei rei i . | currence of the Senate: 
patriots in Chole stengine See: lerna ie Hn mates on For A bill (H. R. 1647) to amend an act approved March 24, 1474, 


1 . 
, Ar CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of J. M. McKay, foreman | entitled “An act to establish bonded warehouses for storing an! 
of folding room, House of Representatives—to the Committee on | Cleansing of rice intended for exportation;” and 
Accounts. A joint resolution (H. Res. aC ratifying the use of the appro- 

By Mr. DOVENER (b uest): Resolutions by mass meeting | Priation for materials and miscellaneous expenses for the Bureiu 
of citizens of Washington, D oe favoring, the recognition of of Engraving and Printing for the fiscal year 1896 for the pur: lii- 
the belligerent rights of Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign | of articles rae for in the appropriation for the miscellanevus 
Affairs. expenses of the Treasury Department, and authorizing the con- 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of F. 8. Hage- | tinued use of the same for the remaining portion of the fiscal 
dorn, for compensation for the use of his invention for packing | YeaT 1896. 
ammunition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

By Mr. FOOTE: Memorial of citizens of Ticonderoga, N. Y., Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the Fruit Growers’ Asso- 
relative to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign ciation of California, proyin for the construction and ownership 
Affairs. by the Government of the Nicaragua Canal; which was referred 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Resolution on lake levels—to the Com- | to the Committee on Foreign Relations. i ' 
mittee on Commerce. Mr. KYLE. I present a petition of 87 prominent business fir 
ii By Mr. HITT: Memorial of James A. Booker and 18 others, of | of the city of Aberdeen, 8. Dak., praying for the seeropriat n 
eo Little Rock, Ark., praying Congress to give the colored citizens of | of $100,000 for the erection of a public building at that place. 00 
‘ the United States at least one Representative, and seat Hon. | the ground that Aberdeen is the second largest business city 1 
t Henry P. Cheatham—to the Committee on Elections. the State; that it is the most important railroad center in t/c 
3 Also, memorial of P. McIntosh and 94 others, of Okolona, Miss., | State, and situated midway between the Government Indian 1>- 
and Nelson Blackburn and 37 others, of Memphis, Tenn., pays ervations, which furnish a large amount of United States cour’ 
Congress to seat Hon. Henry P. Cheatham and Hon. George W. | business; that there is no suitable building in the city for court 
Murray—to the Committee on Elections. purposes, and no jail for criminals, and hence the Government 

Also, petition of J. T. ae and 87 others, citizens of For- | is Le to great expense in the transfer of business to other poin's; 
reston, fll., in favor of the Linton bill to reclassify and prescribe | and that rent is now paid for post-office, land-office, and Unite 
the salaries of rail postal clerks—to the Committee on the | States court purposes equal to a fair interest on the proposed 'n- 
Post-Office and Post- vestment. I move that the petition be referred to the Commmit'ce 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the United States Maimed Sol- | on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
diers’ League, for increase of pensions for maimed soldiers of the | The motion was agreed to. . ‘ 
Union—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Anticombine Leas” 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution of St. Paul citizens, as of the Twenty-eighth Ward of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 


against the outrage against Armenian citizens—to the ttee for a speed tion as belligerents of the Cuban patrio's 
on Foreign Affairs, inthels crags for freedom, and that the first shot fired by 
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British guns on the Venezuelan frontier be taken by the United 
States as an act of hostility answerable only by war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of York, Pa., 
raying that immediate, definite, and vigorous action be taken 
yy the Government on behalf of the Armenian survivors; which 

was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fernan- 
dina, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to reclassify 
and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REMOVAL OF MILITARY DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HILL. Lintroducea bill which I ask to have read at length. 


The bill (S. 1034) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes | 


of the United States as amended by chapter 416 of the laws of 
1884 was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress ass¢ mbled, 'That section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by chapter 416 of the laws of 1884 is hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate for a moment to the bill. 

It proposes to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes as 
amended by chapter 416 of the laws of 1884. The Revised Statutes 
as amended after the late civil war prohibited the appointment of 
any person who had served in the so-called Confederate army, in 
its naval forces, or in any civil capacity from being appointed to 
an official position in the Army or Navy of the United States. That 
was the law, and it included every person serving under the Con- 
federate flagin any capacity—military, naval, or civil. That stat- 
ute was amended in 1884 by providing that it should simply exclude 
from service in the Army or Navy those who held acommission at 
the time of the breaking out of the war of 1861. Iwillreadthestat- 
ute as it now exists, which I think should be promptly repealed by 
this Congress. Section 1218 as it now stands reads as follows: 

No person who held a commission in the Army or Navy of the United States 
at the beginning of the late rebellion and afterwards served in any capacity 
in the military, naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate States, or 
of either of the States in insurrection during the late rebellion, shall be ap- 
pointed to any position in the Army or Navy of the United States. 

Mr. President, I can conceive of no good reason why that statute 
should any longer remain upon the statute books of the United 
States. 
held a commission in the United States Army at the breaking out 
of the war and who served in the Confederate army who are as 
loyal as any of those who served upon the Federal side, and I 
think this is an opportune time to wipe out this statute in the in- 
terest of the patriotism of the whole country. It is an act which 
this Congress can afford todo. It is an act which all those who 
served in the Federal Army can afford to countenance, and it 
would be particularly fitting and opportune at this critical period 
of our history that this statute should be wiped out. 
can come by preserving the memories of that war by such offen- 
sive legislation as this. While well enough for the war and for a 


reasonable period thereafter, it has served its purpose, and now it | 


strikes me that the dictates of patriotism require that the statute 
shall be wiped out. ; 

Mr. President, I do not. apprehend any opposition to this patri- 
otic measure. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
this repeal bill may be now put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. PLATT. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For the immediate consideration of 
the bill he has introduced. 

Mr. PLATT. Introduced this morning? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Introduced this morning. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, I will 
state that there is a statute in force now which absolutely pzo- 
hibits the appointment to any official position in the Army or 
Navy of any person who held a commission at the beginning of 
our late war and who served in any capacity under the Confeder- 
ate States. The President or any official having the power to 
appoint is absolutely prohibited now from appointing any such 
person to a place in the Army or Navy, in case it was desired so 
todo. I thought it was an opportune time for the repeal of that 
statute, believing that no good could come from further encum- 
a statute book with it, and I had asked unanimous con- 
sent that it might be considered this morning. 

Mr, PLATT. Has the bill received more than one reading? 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length. 

_Mr. PLATT. It seems to me a rather remarkable request. 
Very likely we shall all vote for the bill—I do not know about 
that—but in the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar), whois first upon the Judiciary Committee on this sideof the 
Chamber, I think I must insist on the bill going to the committee. 


| 


| the table for a short time? 


There are soldiers throughout this Union to-day who | 


No good | 








Mr. HILL. Has the Senator any objection to the bill lying on 


Mr. PLATT. No; I will make no motion about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New York will allow me, 
I suggest that if he wants the bill to pass he should insert in the 
body of the bill the clauses that are to be repealed. The practice 
of passing bills to repeal sections of previous statutes merely by 
referring to the sections by number would be very inconvenient. 

Mr. HALE. The rules forbid it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the rules forbid it. The exact lan- 
guage proposed to be repealed should be inserted in the bill the 
Senator now introduces. 

Mr. HILL. It repeals a section of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but even in that case the rule re- 
quires, and the convenience of everyone requires, that the words 
shall be inserted. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not aware of any such rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam advised that there is such a rule. 

Mr. HILL. Thereis no objection to inserting the language; 
none whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam advised there is such a rule; but aside 
from the rule, for the manifest convenience of everyone, so as to 
know precisely what is repealed, it ought to be stated in every 
repealing bill; and I think the rule requires it. 

Mr. HILL. There is no objection to that course. I suggest to 
the Senator from Connecticut that the bill lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no objection to the bill lying on the table, 
but it seems to me there is no immediate haste for the passage of 
the bill. We are not likely to get into a war before the Congress 
shall reassemble, and really I think that in the passage of all public 
statutes the usual course ought to be observed; they ought to go 
to the appropriate committee and be examined. I make no mo- 
tion in regard to the bill, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will lie 
on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City 
and Omaha Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston 
County, Nebr., and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1036) granting a pension 
to Rebecca E. Kutz; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John Clyde 
Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accon 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1038) to 
grant arrears of pensions in certain cases; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1039) granting to the Kern 
River and Los Angeles Electric Power Compzny a right of way 
over and reservoir and building sites in the reservation estab- 
lished by the President by proclamation No. 38, dated the 20th 
day of December, 1892, and also a right of way over and reservoir 


l- 
i 


| and building sites in the reservation established by the President 


by proclamation No. 43, dated February 14, 1893, and in and over 
vacant public lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1040) to 
amend the act of June 2, 1890, for the relief of holders of District 
of Columbia special-assessment certificates, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1041) for the payment to 
the lodges of Odd Fellows in the States of Iowa, Illinois, Kentucky, 
Maryland, New York, Mississippi, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, North 
Carolina, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Rhode Island, Texas, Virginia, 
Delaware,California, Arkansas, Florida,Connecticut, Indiana, and 
Louisiana, and other stockholders represented by the Odd Fellows’ 
Hall Association of New Orleans, La., for the use of and damages 
to and occupation of its real and personal property, and destruc- 
tion of personal property by the troops of the United States, 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the C 
on Claims, 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 1042) establishing a United 
States mint at Boise City, Idaho; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1043) to strengthen the 
military armament; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1044) granting a pension 
to Mary Newman; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present with the bill a petit 
in behalf of a private pension to Mary Newman. 
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bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCK RELL introduced a bill (S. 1045) to restore 8. 8. Rob- 
inson, late of the Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the Army, 
and place him on the retired list; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. IL introduce the bill by request. A memo- 
randum as to where certain evidence will be found accompanies 
the bill. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1046) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and 
Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” es i February 27, 1893; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave been requested to introduce two bills. I 
am not quite sure whether they should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations or the Committee on Claims, but as the request 
has been made that they be referred to the former committee, I 
will ask that reference. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

A bill (8. 1047) for the relief of James H. Cromwell, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (. _— for the relief of J. Floyd Johnston, administrator 
of John Floyd Johnston, deceased, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (8.1049) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Stewart College, Montgomery County, Tenn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1050) for the relief of the estate of 
Andrew J. Duncan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (8.1051) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8S. 1052) increasing the pension 
of Luvicey J. Summers, widow of William H. Summers, late cap- 
tain of Company E, Fortieth Regiment Dlinois Volunteers, and 
also a soldier in the Mexican war; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (8S. 1053) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to contract for the purchase of the letters 
patent granted to the late Beverly Kennon for his invention of a 
counterpoise battery; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1054) to 

‘ant pensions to persons of or above the age of 65 years who were 
wrevetted for services or conduct in the late war of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

RAILROAD TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read, 
printed, and lie over under the rule. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


aa That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to inform 
e Senate— 

First. Whether the principal railroad companies acting as common carriers 
of interstate traffic between the Western States and the Atlantic Seaboard 
Raye sescusly entered into an agreement to frame a joint traffic association; 
and, if so, 

Second. What companies have joined said agreement or have included their 
traffic therein, and by what individuals said agreement is signed, and what 
is a —— 7 the capitalization of cach and all of said companies and the 
mileage ereor, 

Third. Whether said agreement binds each company, to make and enforce 
such rates of fares and ns as may be prescri by a board of officers 
ms all the companies joining the compact. 

ourth. Whether the a ment provides for collecting from every. com- 
pany a money penalty of $5,000 in each case of violation of such stipulation to 
make and enforce rates, or a mngney peat equal to the gross reccipts of the 
transaction constituting such violation, which money penalty is to be ap 
for the benefit and to the uses of all the companies except the one offending. 

Fifth. Whether said agreement constitutes a combination in restraint of 
trade and commerce under the existing laws of Congress, or is a violation of 
the interstate-commerce law. 

Sixth. Whether the Interstate Commerce Commission has the power, of 
their own motion, toinvestigate such agreement, and whether or not the same, 
if unlawful, is subject to arrest by procnes for temporary injunction, or how 
otherwise the signers thereof may be proceeded t. 

Seventh. What action, if any, has been taken by the Commission or by an 
other tribunal or officer of the Government with respect to said agreement. 
And in addition the Commission will transmit to the Senate all correspond- 
ence, complaints, and other documents in ———— of the Commission con- 
cerning said agreement, and the action of the Commission in relation thereto 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. It will be printed as requested. 
FOREIGN OCCUPATION OF ALSAKAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President is requested, if not incompatible with the pub- 
lc interests, to communicate to the te all diplomatic correspon and 
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other information officially possessed by this Government respecting 
establishment or attempt to establish post routes by Great Britain o 
Dorztnion of Canada over or upon United States territory in Alaska 
r-specting the occupation or attempted occupation by any other mea 
any portion of such territory by the military or civil authorities of ( 
Britain or the Dominion of Canada; also respecting any attempt by G . 
Britain or the Dominion of Canada to assert any claim to territory of the 
United States in Alaska. 

REBUILDING OF THE SHIP CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution and ask unanimons 
consent for its present consideration, feeling sure that there ‘}| 
be no objection to it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to commnni- 
cate to the Senate. at the earliest practicable day, estimates of the co ! 
thoroughly rebuilding the old ship Constitution, now stationed at ths P 5 
mouth (N. H.) Nayy-Yard, with such recommendations as he may decm 
proper to make on the subject. 

IMPRISONMENT OF VICTOR H. M’CORD. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolutions; which 
were considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested to fur- 
nish for the use of the Senate copies of all papers, correspondence, diplomatic 
or otherwise, on file in the State Department in connection with the arr 
and imprisonment at Arequipa, Peru, of Victor H. MacCord, a citizen 
Linesville, Crawford County, Pa., in June, 1885, he being at the time 
sular agent of the United States in Peru, if any have been received by tho 
State Department since the consideration of those transmitted to the S nate 
by the President, December 6, 1894, and the consideration of the same by tlie 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, and its report to the Senate Febru- 
ary 14, 1895, upon the subject, a by the following resolution: 

* Be it resolved, That the President is here restated to continue th 
vestigation and efforts heretofore made by the United States in the mat: 
Victor Hugo MacCord, a citizen of the United States, against the Govern it 
of Peru, to the end that such an adjustment of said claim may be ma 3 
may be warranted by the facts in the case and by the law applicable thereto.” 


CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida, coming over from a previous 
day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
CALL, December 17, 1895: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigatin 
the subject of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president and direc: 
ors thereof, to control the election of members of Congress or to influence 
the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the Senate 
whether corrupt means, bribery, or free transportation have been or are bing 
used to influence such elections; also to inquire and report to the Senate 
whether the use of such influences or means is consistent with the preserva- 
tion of the Republic of the United States and the rights and liberties of tiio 

; ple, and to report a bill for the punishment or suppression of such prac- 
ces, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

-Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resolution has no party con- 
sideration or bias. It is demanded by the condition of the country 
and by the vast power which, under our present economic systein, 
is vested in a few individuals. 

I find, by reference to some statistics upon the subject, that 
there were in the United States in 1880, according to the census 
reports, 50 persons with an average income of $1,500,000, and over 
16,000,000 or with an average income of from two hundred to 
three hun dollars—nearly 17,000,000 people with an averaze 
income of $300, and 50 persons with anaverage income of $1,500),)))). 
It is not proposed to find fault other~vise than to say that a bettvr 
distribution of wealth would be more consistent with our repub- 
lican institutions; but it is manifest that there can not be such 2 
vast disparity between the masses of. the people and 50 persons 
without their having great influence and control over the elections 
of the country. Neither will it be possible to maintain the inter- 
ests of property if 50 persons, exercising this vast power, shall by 
corrupt means interfere with and control the elections of tho 
country. This would be a destruction of republican government. 
It would be the creation of an aristocracy, or a plutocracy, rather, 
vested with absolute political power over the destinies of the 
American people. 

More than ten years ago Mr. Garfield, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in a speech which has obtained very general circula- 
tion and great approval, pointed out the danger to our institutions 
of this great concentration of wealth and of its use for political 
errs using the —— that sovereign States were already 

eld in absolute control by it. a 

Now, it is proposed that a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the facts whether or not corrupt influences are being used by 
the few men who manage these great corporations for the contro! 
of elections. It was stated in the newspapers quite a short time 

that eight persons—no doubt citizens of great respectability, 
of distin executive ability, men entitled to respect—had 
met in the city of New York and entered into an agreement [0 
control the taxation for freight and transportation through rail- 
road franchises upon nearly two-thirds of the entire territory «f 
the United States. With a list of employees of a million voters, 
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with revenues aggregating nearly three times—certainly two and 
a half times—as much as the entire amount collected by the Fed- 
eral Government, it can not but be, unless there is effective legis- 
lation to restrain the exercise of political power, that 50 men may 
control the elections of the country, of whom these eight were a 
part. This great accumulation of wealth of 50 citizens, with 
$1,500,000 average income, is not the legitimate result of com- 
merce, of trade, of enterprise, whatever merit it may have, and I 
am not here to attack it; but it is the result of legislative fran- 
chises, and it is attended with the dangerous incident I have men- 
tioned. 

Ishall not here speak of evidences which I have in my possession 
that such influences have been and are being used to control elec- 
tions to this body, but I ask that this committee may be appointed 
and that the subject may be investigated. If there be no truth in 
them, there will be no need of legislation. If the evidence be such 
as to satisfy this body that such influences are being used, then 
the consequence inevitably follows that, unless they can be re- 
strained and controlled, either this Government will belong to 
them and the people will be delivered entirely into their power 
or theremust be extreme and radical legislation against the owner- 
ship of these great public highways. 

I desire that we shall see if we can not keep the elections pure 
and prevent the corrupt interference of this vast accumulated 
wealth in the control of the elections to this body and the other 
House of Congress, and I hope there will not be any objection to 
the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. We have, Mr. President, a great number of regu- 
lar standing committees and committees on special subjects to do 
the business of the Senate, and this resolution proposes to create 
another committee to deal with the question of the influences 
which surround the election of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and of the Senate, a subject which has always been 
considered by the Committee on Privileges and Elections in this 
body. If there isany member of this body who has ever appeared 
here with a possible taint on his title, the old, carefully established 
Committee on Privileges and Elections has always considered that 
question. I should like the Senator from Florida to explain to 
the Senate what reason there is for believing that on the subject- 
matter of this resolution, which he apparently has so much at 
heart, the Committee on Privileges and Elections is not amply com- 
petent in its jurisdiction and in its personal make-up to consider 
this subject. What need is there of departing from the hitherto 
unvaried practice of the Senate and establishing now a special com- 
mittee upon this branch of the question of the title of a Senator 
to a seat in this body? I should like the Senator to tell us why 
he is not willing that that great committee should consider this 
class of subjects, as it always has. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is not material to me 
whether this resolution directs a special committee or the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections tomake the investigation proposed 
by the Senator from Florida. I am inclined to agree with the 
Senator from Maine that the investigation had better be made by 
the regular standing committee of the Senate, the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections; but the Senator from Maine will remem- 
ber that the Senator from Florida answered at great length at the 
last session the question which the Senator from Maine now puts 
to him, apparently for the first time giving attention to the mat- 
ters which the Senator from Florida has stated as needing inves- 
eo in his section of the country. 

r. HALE. I had not the pleasure of listening to what I have 
no doubt were the eloquent and convincing remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Florida. Iam derelict in my duty compared with the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I am not always here listening to 
everything. I wish Iwas. I missed hearing the Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I endeavor to listen to everything that the 
Senator from Maine says when he speaks to the purpose, and I en- 
deavor to give equal attention to everything which the Senator 
from Florida says when he has the honor to address the Senate, 
and I did listen not very long ago to a statement by the Senator 
from Florida of the reasons why this resolution ought to pass. I 
think if the Senator from Maine refreshes his recollection, he will 
recall the fact that the Senator from Florida modified his resolu- 
tion from time to time at the suggestion of Senators. It was a 
different resolution when he first presented it, and when it seemed 
upon the point of passage some Senator would make an objection 
to this, to that, and to the other part of the resolution, and the 
Senator from Florida, with that great courtesy which has always 
characterized him, modified the resolution, struck out this and 
that and the other part of the resolution, until I supposed he had 
modified it even to the satisfaction of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, as the Senator from Florida is so good-natured and has taken 
every suggestion in the line of enabling him to do what he desir 
to do, that he take my suggestion, and instead of having a special 
committee where we have so many special committees, let this 


XXVITI—15 














+4 Vy 
RECORD—SENATE. 925 
matter be sent to the committee which has always investigated 
this class of subjects, the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


I agree that it is well to investigate this subject, if there are 
organized efforts of corporations to control elections. Iam in- 
elined to think there are, and I am inclined to think that they are 
increasing in this country. I think that the efforts of corpora- 
tions in one way or another to control and influence representation 
in this body are becoming a stronger influence, a more dangerous 
influence, than they have been heretofore, and I suggest to the 
Senator from Florida that this investigation be made through the 
regular committees. If he does not consent to that, I will move, 
and let the sense of the Senate be taken upon the matter, to sub- 
stitute for a special committee the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

I bid the Senator from Florida Godspeed in his investigation. 
I know the Senator from New Hampshire, who is not an inactive 
member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, will aid 
| him in this investigation and will help to bring about the desirable 
result. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the substitute shall be agreed to, I assure 
the Senator from Maine that I will give diligent attention to this 
matter, as I endeavor to do to every matter to which my attention 
is attracted that comes before that committee or the Senate. 

Now, whether the Senator from Floridashall be inclined to make 
this last modification of his resolution will depend, it seems to 
me, somewhat upon the question of whether it is then to be 
adopted. The Senator from Florida, after making all his modifi- 
cations at the last session, was unable to get his resolution 
through; but left for Florida upon my assurance that I should 

endeavor to bring it to the attention of the Senate and secure its 


passage before the adjournment. I broughtit up on every proper 
occasion, and whenever I brought it up there was some new ob- 
jection made to it or some new modification asked for. I was not 
authorized to make such concessions and modifications as the 
Senator from Florida had so freely made. Therefore we stood 
upon the resolution; but action upon it was at last prevented and 
the investigation which the Senator from Florida desired to have 
made has not been made, and now the Senator has renewed his 
motion. 

The Senator from Florida has stated why he thinks there should 
be an investigation of this nature. He hasstated the facts in con- 
nection with the conduct of public affairs in his own State, and I 
think we should show some deference to the Senator from Florida 
in this connection. I know that if I were in such a grapple with 
railroads and other corporations in my own State as the Senator 
finds himself in connection with in Florida, and those corpora- 
tions were unduly and illegally and by atrocious methods inter- 
fering with public affairs in my State, I would come to the Senate 
confidently asking an investigation, and I should expect some 
consideration to be given to my request. Now. the Senator from 
Florida comes with exactly that case and that demand. Itseems 
to me that the Senate should either vote down his resolution or 
should adopt it in the form in which he proposes it, or as he may 
consent to modify it, or as it may be the judgment of the Senate 
it should be modified, and take final action thereon. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Florida accept the amend- 
ment which I have suggested? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Maine will 
withdraw his amendment. The objection to the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Privileges and Elections is, first, 
that the committee is ordinarily confined to the investigation of 
the elections of members of this body after they have occurred 
and to the privileges to which they are entitled. This is an in- 
quiry for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not there is any 
necessity for legislation to prevent a public evil. It might as well 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary as to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections; but the objection tothe reference 
to either committee is that they will be burdened with a large 
amount of labor which will exclude them from the performance 
of the legitimate and proper duties of the committee. 

If it be true that this is a subject which requires the attention 
of Congress, and that the facts should be ascertained by satis- 
factory evidence whether or not this is a public evil, it will 
involve a considerable amount of labor and of inquiry, more than 
any standing committee will be apt to give toit. This has been 
a public evil, so declared for ten years by leading members of the 
Republican party; it has been the subject:of discussion in the 
meee rs; it has been commented upon by foreigners who have 
traveled over this country, who have not hesitated to call the 
attention of the people of Europe to the fact tiiat we have here a 
condition of political power which has divested the people of the 
country entirely of their control of questions connected with these 
great corporate interests, and has done it by the use of bribery 
and other corrupt means, and we ourselves in these two Houses 
of Congress have not escaped the imputation that these influences 
have been powerful over us. If that opinion shall be allowed to 
grow, if facts justify that declaration, then, Mr. President, it 
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wiil be an unfortunate day for the interests of property and for 
the interests of good government. If there s have only 
occasional instances of this character, then it is necessary that 
some action shall be taken. 

Now, are we to refer this great question, which strikes at the 
very vitals of the Republic, to a standing committee which has 
had the opportunity—and I say it without disparagement to that 
committee—of invents the subject for ten years, and yet has 
never found opportunity and occasion to do so? For that reason 
Thope the Senator from Maine will not insist oe his amendment. 
I find here that we have special committees of this body upon va- 
rious subjects. We have a Special Committee to Investigate the 
Condition of the Potomac River Front of Washington. tisa 
subject which belongs to the Committee on Commerce. Why was 
it not referred to that committee? Because it is a special subject 
requiring special investigation. We have a Special Committee to 
Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the United States against the 
Government of Nic Why were not the matters which 
were referred to that committee referred tothe Committee on For- 
eign Relations? Because they were subjects requirin vial in- 
vestigation. We havespecial committees on Woman Suffrage, on 
Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress, on the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, on Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products, to Establish the University of the United States, on the 
Quadro-Centennial, to Investigate the Geological Survey, on Na- 
tional Banks, on Forest Reservations, on Corporations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands, 
and on the Ford’s Theater Disaster. 

Mr. President, this subject compares very favorably with all of 
those subjects which, being within the jurisdiction of standing 
committees of this body, have yet, because there was special occa- 
sion for an investigation, been referred to a special committee. I 
am therefore strictly in the line of precedent when I ask for this 
committee, and I am not without authority upon this subject as 
to its exceeding great im: mee, 

I see it stated in a publication by a Frenchman named Emile 
Laveleye that 70 persons in the United States own nearly 

,000,000,000 of the values of the United States in legislative 

ranchises for transportation and other corporate interests, while 
there are nearly 17,000,000 people in this country who save annually 
only $15, with an average income of $300, and 70 people with, in 
round numbers, about $3,000,000,000 which derives its value from 
franchises of taxation granted by this body and the other House 
and by the States, and when the charge is ——, made that the 
members of this body and of the er House of Congress are 
elected by the use of this wealth, accumulated by these franchises, 
while the employees are living in a state of starvation, it is time, 
I think, that we should investigate the subject. 

When we ask for this special committee on this subject, and it 
is proposed that it shall be referred to a standing committee, the 
answer is that it has been the custom of the Senate to create - 
cial committees when investigation was required; and a 
further answer is that the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and the Committee on the Judiciary have been so burdened with 
work in the last ten years that they have not found the oppor- 
tunity to bring this subject to the consideration of the Senate. 
For that reason, and in order that justice may be done to the 
persons owning these and to these corporations, and at 
the same time such measures be taken as will preserve this repub- 
lican Government, without reference to party consideration, I ask 
that this subject may be investi , and, as the practical means 
of doing it, t a ial co’ ttee be appointed. 

In my own State it is a notorious fact that corporations owned 
abroad, controlled by the American ae in Paris, do interfere 
with the elections and political affairs of that State; and I say 
here what I have said before the people of Florida, and propose to 
say again in the coming canvass at every public meeting in that 
State where I shall be present, that they do control and have con- 
trolled the elections in our State and disfranchised the people, 
without reference to ¥ 

l ask, therefore, that this subject, which is of national impor- 
tance, shall have inves ion, and have it by a committee that 
will be sere to give the time and attention required by it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I should be the very last one 
to oppose any effort to investigate the matter set out in the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Florida, but when we are called upon to 
appoint a committee, it occurs to me the committee should be 

ged with some specific duty; should have some ground to act 
upon and some subject-matter of which it has especial charge. 

The resolution reads thus: 

Thata committee ve be President of 
the Feat oe shal be eo ~ with the duty of investigating the subject 
of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president directors th . 


or 
to control the election of members of or to influence the 
of Congress. 


Ido not know that there is any charge made —- to the 
organized efforts of corporations to control the election of mem- 
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bers of Congress. It occurs to me that the position taken by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Have] in this particular is eminently 
correct. The Committee on Privileges and Elections is charged 
with the ific duty of investigating the taint of title, by reason 
of any undue influences, of any or every member of this body. 
Would this committee be charged with any specific power to in- 
vestigate any specific offense? Would they be charged with the 
duty of investigating every loose report, every rumor, every piece 
of political scandal or gossip, concerning the election of a member 
of this body? It appears so from the resolution. Contests, [ am 
told, have been filed very largely in the other House against the 
claim of certain members to seats in that body. If a contest 
pends in the Senate against the seat of any Senator by reason of 
any undue influence on the part of corporations or other bodies, 
or of individuals, the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions is the body before whom those charges must be investigated 
and inquired into. But I should like to know of the Senator 
from Florida whether or not it comports with the dignity of this 
body to assume in advance of any charges, of any specifications, 
that the corporate influences suutiensl: in his resolution corrupt 
and assail the seat of any member of this body. 

I can not vote for the resolution as it is worded. It would be 
immaterial to me whether the Senate committee was to be charged 
with the investigation of a specific matter of the kind I have 
mentioned, just so that there were specific charges. I think that 
in such a case the Senate would have a right to appoint a commit- 
tee of investigation, if, peradventure, the committee already ap- 
pointed was too full of work toattend to the specific matter. For 
these reasons I am opposed to the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana, with 
his views, ought to vote against the entire resolution and not vote 
for any reference. If the Senator is not advised of the fact that 
time and again specific charges have been made in this body in 
regard to the influence of corporations in the election of Senators, 
he has not read the history of the Senate and is not familiar with 
it. Ifheis not advised that time and a—e men conspicuous in the 
Republican and the Democratic party have called attention to the 
growing evil of which I speak and made similar charges, he is not 
advised of the history of the country. If he is not advised of the 
fact that time and again in our Presidential elections charges have 
been made of the improper influence of the controllers and owners 
of corporationsin regard to our elections in both political parties, 
he is not familiar with our political history. 

If the Senator from Louisiana can not distinguish between a 
great public evil, a threatened evil, acknowledged by all men, 
stated in the public press, an inquiry as to the specific acts which 
may justify legislation, and a resolution as to the election of a par- 
ticular Senator, I think he fails in his logical perception. 1am 
speaking of a public evil. I state in 7 place in the Senate that 
it is notorious in the State of Florida. I did not desire to state, 
but I can state here what I openly state and denounce there, that 
such influences are believed to have been used and are believed to 
be now used in that State for the control of its elections. I make 
that statement without reference to any particular party, either 
Democratic or Republican, for the men who do those things, dis- 
tinguished by executive ability, distinguished, perhaps, by the 
possession of many private virtues, are known to belong to both 
political parties of the country. 

It is known that they demand that their employees shall vote for 
the men of both parties who are in the interest of the corporations 
or be discharged from employment. I state that. Not only do | 
believe this to be true, but a large majority of the people of my 
State think with me upon the subject and desire that the proposed 
investigation shall be made; and that ought to be specific enough. 
The fact that the corporations seek to control the Congressional 
representation of one particular State is enough to justify the in- 


on. 

If the Senator from Louisiana desires that the country shall be 
governed by the possessors of this enormous wealth in franchises 
granted by and by the States; if he desires that the people 
shall lose all power, I am content that he should have those opin- 
ions. I have not. I believe that this isa public evil. If facts 
shall be ascertained which so demonstrate, I believe that the most 
severe legi should be adopted in order to suppress it. I be- 
lieve that the interests of property, the conservation of private 
property as well as the rights of the people and the purity of tho 
Government, demand that this action shall be taken by the 
Senate. 


_ Mr.SEWELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Florida whether 
he will not confine the of the resolution to the charges he 
makes within the State of Florida. Why make a drag net all over 
the United States, and reflect on a class of men who are the peers 
of the members of this body, eminent before the country, and who, 
as a Class, certainly ought to be considered to be just as honest «5 

other men? If the have not proved so in the State of Florida, 
and the Senator from Florida desires to make a charge against tho 
railroads of that State, I for one see no reason why a special com- 
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mittee should be appointed to drag the railroad officers or the | 
companies all over the Union into an investigation without direct | 


charges. eee 

I shall vote for the resolution if it is confined to Florida. I shall 
vote for any resolution where there are direct charges of improper 
connection on the part of the officers of any railroad in any State 
with elections, but if it is not confined to cases in which direct 
charges are made | shall vote against the resolution. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I hope I am as able as the hon- 
orable Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau] to distinguish a specific 
charge from a public rumor. I hope I am as able to see the dele- 
terious effect, the injurious effect of unlawful, corrupt interference 
in the elections of a State for a member of Congress or for a State 
officer, by a railroad or by any other corporate body, asis the dis- 
tin guished Senator from Florida. Butthe honorable Senator from 
Florida fails himself to see the part and the broad distinction be- 
tween the Senate of the United States taking cognizance of every 
partisan, rancorous charge, of every slanderous accusation made 
in a loose, indefinite form, and a specific charge made against any 
member holding a seat in this body by reason of corrupt influ- 
ences. 

In my opinion, sir, this body belittles itself by entertaining 
these loose, indefinite charges against corporations or individuals, 
whether in the State of Florida or out of the State of Florida. I 
have heard the Senator from Floridafrequently say that there were 
corrupt influences at work in his State. I believe that that as- 
sertion can be made generally, that corrupt influences are at work 
in nearly every State in this Union; but what is the result of that 
work? Where does that work come in? If it does not affect the 
seats of members of this body, what concern have we with that 
work? Is there any seat in this body tainted by those influences? 
If any seat in this body is tainted by those influences, I shall not 
be behind the Senator from Floridain advancing an investigation. 
But until the kind of workof which he speaks makes itself mani- 
fest here, and until some specific charge upon that sort of work is 
brought here, I shall oppose the appointment of a committee of 
any kind to investigate these loose, floating, indefinite charges. 

The Senator from Florida makes a statement ; I do not gainsay 
it ; but before the Senate can take cognizance of the statement it 
must be embodied in some definite form. It must be averred to 
have some definite, deleterious, injurious effect before I believe this 
body. is called upon to take any definite action. Wherefore it is 
that I oppose the resolution. 

Mr.CALL. If there are any Senators here who desire to except 
particular States from the proposed inquiry, it is not for me to 
oppose their action. My own primary concern is an investigation 
in the State of Florida, and I am entirely willing, if it be the 
pleasure of the Senate, that it should be confined to that State. I 
think it is not wise, however, to limit the inquiry to any particular 
State. Ihave no reflection to make upon the election of any mem- 
ber or this body. Ihave none to make upon the men of distin- 
guished ability who control these great corporations. I have no 
complaint to make against the wealth which they have legiti- 
mately acquired under existing laws. 

The resolution touches none of those points. Itsimply provides 
that an inquiry shall be made by a select committee (I shall 
change the word “special” to ‘‘select”) because there is a gen- 
eral, a universal, opinion that either by subordinates, possibly by 
men not connected with the owners of the stocks and the bonds 
of these great corporations by persons who are subsidiary and who 
have personal interests of their own, and greatly to the injury of 
these corporations, power is exercised over the employees to en- 
force action upon their part such as may desired by the persons in 
authority. Isay there is such a universal opinion, and I cited the 
statements of Mr. Garfield to that effect. 

The Senator from Louisiana desires me to make charges against 
the election of some Senator here. I am not discussing that prop- 
osition. I am willing to admit that all Senators have been 
elected properly and are entitled to their seats here. I have no 
charges of that kind to make. I say it is believed in the State of 
Florida that the influences of corporate power and authority, not 
only of transportation companies, but of other corporations, have 
been used and are being used to corrupt legislation, to disfranchise 
the intelligent people of the State who are qualified to exercise 
the franchise, and to keep in force laws which received the public 
reprobation, and I ask that the evidence may be obtained. I am 
not a personal witness of the acts which constitute the offense. 
I 7 that there is a general public opinion to that effect. 

_ Therepresentativesof these particular interests have been placed 
in power, in public office, in political power in the different party 
organizations in that State. They are known to be the representa- 
tives of those special interests. Proof has been made to thateffect. 
it is known that they exercise a controlling power, and they are 
admitted by men in all political parties in that State to be impor- 
tant factors in the improper control of elections in the State, not 
by persuasion, not by contributions of money for legitimate pur- 
poses, but by putting in office men paid to serve their interests 
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and promote such legislation here and elsewhere as may be for 
their benefit, without reference to the interests of the people at 
large. 

Therefore, I hope the Senator from Louisiana will not oppose 
the appointment of a select committee to be charged with this 
nonpartisan duty, having no reference to any political party, but 
in the interest of honest and fair elections. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read. 

Mr. CALL. Before that is done I ask permission to modify the 
resolution by changing the title of the proposed committee from 
**special” to ‘‘select committee.” The committees other than 
standing committees are termed select committees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 
The resolution will be read as modified. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. HALE. I am inclined to think, on this reading, that the 
resolution needs still further pruning. It is a very serious ques- 
tion whether any committee of the Senate ought to be instructed 
to investigate the reasons or influences controlling members of the 
House of Representatives. That body hasrulesofitsown. That 
body has jurisdiction of its own, somewhat under the rules of the 
House and somewhat under the general law. 

The Senator from Florida does not propose by a general law to 
create a form and manner and extent of investigation into ques- 
tions relating to the title of members of the other House, but that 
a select committee of the Senate shall investigate into the reasons 
and practices influencing the election of members of the House of 
Representatives. Isuggest to the Senator, who, whatever he wants 
to accomplish here, certainly does not seek to meddle with the 
jurisdiction of the other House, that he at any rate confine the 
proposed inquiry to elections of members of the Senate, for clearly, 
without repeating myself, we have no business to set on foot a 
committee of our own to investigate into the influences that con- 
trol the members of the other branch of this Legislature. 

When that is done, if the Senator from Florida accepts my sug- 
gestion and amends the resolution accordingly, I shall not make a 
motion. Otherwise I shall move to strike out that part of the 
resolution, and let it be confined to the election of members of this 
body. [A pause.] I movethatamendment. I ask the Secretary 
to state it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 it is proposed to strike out the word 
‘**Congress” and insert ‘‘the United States Senate;” so as to read: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shail be charged with the duty of investigating 
the subject of organized efforts of corporations, or of the presid and 
directors thereof, to control the election of members of the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I think the Senator from Maine will see, upon re- 
flection, that his observations upon this point are not well founded. 
The resolution has nothing in the world to do with inquiring into 
the motives, as such, of the election of members of the other House. 
It simply asks for an investigation, not to ascertain whether brib- 
ery has occurred, but to show the necessity of preventing corrupt 
influences in the election of members of Congress. 

We are legislating for the United States. We are legislating 
not for this body in its representative capacity, but for the Repub- 
lic, for its future destiny, for its greatness, for its perpetuity. 
We say that if the power to control elections is, by the use of 
money, vested in the great concentrated wealth of this country, 
held by from 50 to 70 individuals living in Paris, without Ameri- 
can sentiments and without sympathy with the mass of our people, 
it is a public evil, and legislation should be enacted to prevent it. 

Now, Iam not here to decry the owners and possessors of this 
great wealth. In my own State they are men of distinguished 
ability. They aremen,I have no doubt, who are patriotic, but Isay 
it is a public evil that by some means this great power is being 
used, and it ought to be prevented. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] says we have no power to do what? To see that the 
political power of this country, in the elections by the people, is 
not influenced by the use of money and corrupt practices. The 
Senator from Maine will not insist upon that proposition. We 
have nothing to do with the election of a member of the other 
House as such. The House has a sovereign authority over that 
matter, but we, as a part of the legislative power of this country, 
are charged with the duty of seeing that the people are not cor- 
rupted by the use of money and are not prevented by its use from 
exercising their rightful authority under the laws of the different 
States in the election of members of Congress and members of this 
body. 

It is legitimate to say that corporations shall not use the power 
to discharge their employees unless those employees vote accord- 
ing to the instruction of their superiors. It is legitimate to pun- 
ish the men in charge of those employees who forbid them from 
exercising the franchise and the right of an American citizen to 
vote as he thinks best and proper. I acknowledge the conserva- 
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tive influence of wealth, I am in favor of preserving it to a rea- 
sonable and just extent, but I ama not in favor of allowing a few 
men to capture whole States of this Union and send their repre- 
sentatives here. 

I have no intention of dragging the State of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] or any other State into the proposed 
investigation. I have no purpose of making any charges against 
or imputations upon the men controlling those great organiza- 
tions. But I do say that if they desire to preserve those interests 
they raust carefully see that such legislation is had as will not 
allow improper influences to be used in the elections of the coun- 
try, so as to control the public policy of this country and to de- 
prive the people of their rightful control. This is a proposition 
which I think we as Democrats or Republicans or Populists alike 
are interested in seeing ee te through. I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] will not be 
adopted. I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think the objection made by 
the Senator from Maine fails to discriminate between the legisla- 
tive and the judicial power of the two Houses. If the object of 
the resolution were to inquire into any facts which relate to the 
validity of the title of any member of the House of Representa- 
tives to his seat in that body, certainly his objection would be 
valid, because under our system of government each House is the 
sole judge of the elections and the qualifications of its own mem- 
bers. But the resolution has a very much wider scope than that. 
It not only has a wider scope, but it does not embrace that idea in 
itat all. There is no suggestion in the resolution or on the part 
of the mover of the resolution to inquire into the validity or the 
regularity of the election of any member of either House of Con- 
gress. The resolution relates to a matter of public policy, toa 
matter which may or ey not be within the legitimate scope of 
the legislative power of Congress. That is the question to be de- 
termined. It looks to legislation and not to judicial action, and 
as it looks to legislation one House of Congress as well as the other 
may initiate legislation upon the subject of the purity of elec- 
tions, which will embrace the election of members of the other 
body as well as its own House. 

If the resolution should eventuate, as it contemplates, in a recom- 
mendation by the committee, after ascertaining ‘the facts, that 
certain legislation ought to be passed, then their recommendation 
must be considered as well by the Senate as by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It must receive the concurrence of both Houses or 
it fails to become legislation at all. 

Tcall the attention of the Senator from Maine, therefore, to that 
broad distinction between what we call the judicial powers of each 
Houreas to the elections and qualifications of its members, in which 
case each House is the sole judge and can not be interfered with 
by the other, and the legislative power—power which looks to the 
passing of a rule, the enactment of a law which shall govern as 
well the election of members of one House asof the other. Ithink 
if the Senator from Maine would give his attention to that distinc- 
tion he would not insist upon his objection. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Mississippi, who is a very good 
lawyer, has sought to do what the Senator from Florida did not 
attempt to do, to answer my objection. I see the force of what 
he says and what is running in his mind. Undoubtedly there is 
the distinction which he draws between the legislative power, 
which lies in either body, by legislation to frame laws with pen- 
alties to punish frauds and improper influences. But the Senator 
from Florida does not seek to do that. If the Senator from Flor- 
ida had reported from a committee a general statute involving the 
exercise of the legislative power of this body coordinately with the 
other, seeking to remedy an evil, perhaps applicable here as well 
as there, it would be one thing. But he, by a resolution of this 
body alone, seeks to set afoot a committee to investigate into the 
circumstances attending the elections of members of the other 


ody, 
That can not be done without summoning testimony and ne 
evidence as to the particular facts that bear upon the election o 
members of the other branch of this Legislature, with which we 
have nothing todo. That is not our business. We are not legis- 
lating generally and invoking the legislative power, the legislative 
domain, of this body, which, I agree with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, exists in legislative proceedings, but we are proposing to 
investigate like a committee of elections, as a substitute for the 
Committee on Elections, and not as a law committee, into the 
circumstances attending and surrounding the election of members 
of the other body. 

I repeat, we have nothing whatever to do with that. If the 
Senator wants 4 committee to look into the facts and the malign 
influences surrounding the elections of members of this body I am 
willing he should have it. Iam trying to put the resolution into 
such condition that some of us can vote for it. The Senator from 
Florida is so persistent in declining every suggestion, that he is 
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Privileges and Elections to investigate into these alleged malicn 
influences and report to this body; and that committee would | 
it. It is so made upof distinguished old and younger members | 
this body, and it is not a committee overburdened with work 
The Senator ought to be willing to intrust his case, if he has a ca 
against these corporations, to that great eommittee. I insist 
my amendment. 

r.GEORGE. Mr. President, [am very glad the Senator from 
Maine so readily accepts the distinction which I pointed out in 
the remarks which I submitted to the Senate. He has gotten { 
be very nearly right now. The trouble with the Senator fro) 
Maine is that he misconceives the resolution now before the Sen 
ate. AslI believe the Senator from Maine to be a fair man and 
desirous of doing what is right, I would respectfully call his atten- 
tion to the wording of the resolution, as I shall call the attention 
of the Senate to it. 

Before I do so I may as well make the general remark that th 
initiation of all legislation depends upon some sort of informatio: 
concerning the matter about which the legislation is to tak 
place. As the old law books stated it, in every statute the firs 
thing to be considered is the evil; next, the state of the old law, 
and, thirdly, what remedy ought to be provided. So it is an 
essential part of the idea of enacting a law that there should b: 
information upon which to base the legislation. That informa- 
tion may come to us through the public press, through history, 
through the general knowledge of members of the legislative body 
as to the facts calling for legislation, or it may come to us in caso 
which are not of such general notoriety by reason of an investi- 
gation made under the order of the legislative body itself. 

It would certainly be a little singular if, without any suggestion 
from any source whatever, without any investigation or report of 
facts, the Senate of the United States and the Congress of the 
United States should undertake to pass a law in reference to cor- 
rupt practices as indicated in the resolution. Therefore, he who 
desires to move the legislative mind in that direction ought first 
to give the legislative mind instruction on that subject. The 
proper way to get that instruction is ~ investigation, and the 
proper way to get the investigation is by a committee. As to 
whether that investigation ought to be by a select committee or 
by one of the standing committees of the Senate I have nothing 
to say. That is not the issue between the Senator from Maine 
and myself. 

T insist that this resolution has not a particle of judicial aspect 
in it. It does not look to the unseating of any member of either 
House, to casting any suspicion upon his title, but it looks to get- 
ting information for the Senate, in order that the Senate may, if 
it sees proper when that information is gotten. initiate some new 
legislation. To satisfy the Senator from Maine upon that subject 
I call his attention to the few last words of the resolution: 

Also to inquire and report to the Senate whether the use of such influen 
or means is consistent with the Pye p Barat of the Republic of the United 


States and the rights and liberties of the people, and to report a bill for t 
punishment or suppression of such practices. 


So, if the Senator from Maine will give his usual careful atten- 
tion to the reading of the resolution he will see that it looks alone 
to the acquiring of information upon which legislation may be 
based. I hope that the Senator from Maine, with his usual candor 
and fairness, when he sees that it does not look to anything cls« 
but legislation, will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Florida has 
no objection, [ desire to make an inquiry. Does the Senator from 
Florida understand that under his resolution the committe 
appointed would be permitted to travel all over the United States 

r.CALL. There is no suggestion made of the committce 
traveling anywhere under the resolution. 
. Mr. WHl E. Then the investigation is to be made entire|) 
ere? 

Mr. CALL. If there should be any occasion to ask for such 
authority it would have to be done hereafter. 

Mr. GEORGE. By a separate resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. I simply desire to say that if the committee 
should see fit to visit my State we would be very glad to show 
them around. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt the committee would be very g!a‘l 
to be shown around bythe Senator if it should gothere; but there 
is nothing in the resolution to give the committee authority to 
travel around anywhere or to doanything more than make the in- 
vestigation here. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Linquire of the Senator from Florida whether 
or not in the bill which he proposes shall be reported or contem- 

lates the reporting of he desires any of the clauses of the late 
ederal election law, which we repealed with great unanimity on 
this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. CALL. That is a very singular question for the Senator 
from Louisiana to ask. I do not propose to report any bill except 


driving us to vote against his whole resolution. What ought to | such as should meet the — of the membersof the committee. 


be done in this case is to empower and direct the Committee on | Consequently it is very 


cult for me to say what will be the 
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mind of the committee. But I will say that whether it be in an 
election law or not, whether it shall have been in any previous 
legislation of Congress or not, I shall be in favor of reporting a 
bill that will prevent the use of bribery and corrupt practices of 
every kind to influence the election of members of Congress and 
the fe islation of these bodies. I shall be in favor of a bill that 
will effect those purposes to the best of my judgment and ability. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I simply desire to say, in answer 
to the Senator from Florida, that an analysis of his resolution 
shows in the first paragraph of the first sentence no offense what- 
ever, except, perhaps, a violation of moral propriety: 


That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the President of 
the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating the subject 
of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president and directors thereof, 
to control the election of members of Congress or to influence the legislation 
of Congress. 


The organized efforts of corporations to control the election of 
members of Congress or to influence legislation may be improper, 
but it certainly does not come within the category of a crime. 
There are organized efforts made all through the United States to 
influence the election of members of Congress. It is to be pre- 
sumed from the statement in the resolution that no improper or 
rather corrupt influence must be used or was used. But the reso- 
lution goes on: 


Also, to investigate and report to the Senate whether corrupt means, 
bribery, or free transportation have been or are being used toinfluence such 
elections. 


And the committee is directed to report by bill or otherwise. 
Whenever this body, in conjunction with the coordinate branch, is 
charged with legislation upon this subject, [imagine they will not 
stop at bribery or other corrupt influences. I imagine that they 
wil take the whole domain of legislation. I rather suppose that 
if the other side of the Chamber is triumphant, as it now appears 
to be, we shall have a reenactment of the late election law wherein 
intimidation, force, or the other offenses mentioned under that 
law will be included in the bill to be reported. 

It occurs to me that the States are primarily charged with the 
investigation which the Senator from Florida desires; that if there 
are corrupt influences at work in Florida or in any other State, 
the domestic forum is the proper tribunal where these matters are 
to be investigated, and where legislation against the corrupt prac- 
tices can be easily procured if it does not already exist. It seems 
to me that the Senator is asking of Congress to do that which, per- 
haps, he might not relish when his wish was gratified. We have 
condemned upon this side of the Chamber the interference of the 
Congress of the United States at the election of members of Con- 
gress, and this appears to be an effort to revive those repealed 
laws in another direction. I think from that standpoint, at least, 
as one on this side of the Chamber, I am warranted in voting 
against the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to disclaim any such purpose. There is 
nothing of the kind in the resolution. There is nothing in the 
resolution of the kind objected to by the Senator from Maine. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has conclusively 
shown that I answered his proposition in the beginning by stating 
the difference between an investigation of the election of a mem- 
ber of Congress and an investigation for the purpose of so legislat- 
ing as to prevent improper influences in elections. 

The Senator from Louisiana now talks about what he imagines. 
He may imagine wrong or he may imagine right. It is for the 
committee to say when they meet together, and the Senate to de- 
termine what kind of a law shall be passed, if any shall be passed. 
For myself I am not in favor of any violent and improper inter- 
ference with the States in the exercise of their right to regulate 
the elections. But this is not the question. This is a question as 
to whether great corporations, having power to control the elec- 
tions in Louisiana and send Senators here who shall not represent 
the people, but represent them, shall be permitted to do so, while 
the ra of Louisiana are held bound and fettered by these cor- 
rupt influences and disfranchised of their right. 

hat is the condition in some States of the Union, and it is so 
charged and well known to members of this body that that is the 
great public evil that the people of this country complain of, that 
the power of the people is being taken away and vested in the 
fifty or seventy men who hold $3,000,000,000 of the wealth of this 
country in legislative franchises of taxation, just as if a sovereign 
decree had been passed vesting in them power to tax without limit 
the people of thiscountry. The question is whether that state of 
things exists and whether legislation shall be had by the repre- 
sentativesof the people to prevent the use of this great power and 
this money in the elections to this body. Iask for the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hag]. 

Mr. CALL. On that fom for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 5, strike out the word “Congress” and 


insert ‘‘ the United States Senate:” so as to read: 


That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the President of 
the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating the subject 
of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president and directors thereof, 
to control the election of members of the United States Senate, or to influence 


the legislation of Congress. 


Mr. CALL. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SEWELL. I now offer the amendment which I suggested, 


and to which I trust the Senator from Florida will agree. Inline 4, 
after the word “corporations,” I move to insert ‘‘in the State of 


Florida;” so as to read: 

That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiden 
the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating the su 
of organized efforts of corporations in the State of Florida, or of ’ 3 
dent and directors thereof, to control the election of members of Congress, 
or to influence the legislation of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

Mr. SEWELL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON. My colleague [Mr. Gordon], who is absent, is 
paired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Grar}. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [{ Mr. 
GORDON]. 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the negative). I over- 
looked the fact that I am paired with the Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. Vest]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WoL- 
COTT] is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the negative). 
Since voting, I have discovered that my pair is absent, and I with- 
draw my vote. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Wis- 
consin |Mr. Vitas]. I do not know how he would vote. I 
should vote ‘‘nay ” if I had the privilege of voting. 

Mr. BRICE. [am paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Wo.tcotr]. I withhold my vote, as I donot know how 
he would vote if present. 

Mr. WILSON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco]. As Iam not informed how he would vote on this 
question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was requested by the senior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] to announce that he is paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Both Senators are absent. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. Were he present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—2, 











Caffery, Hale, McMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Faulkner, Hill, Perkins, Shoup, 
Frye, Lodge, Platt, Smith, 
Gallinger, McBride, Proctor, Wetmore. 
NAYS—32. 
Allen, Call, Harris, Quay, 
Bacon, Carter, Jones, Ark Roach, 
Baker, Chilton, Kyle, Teller, 
Bate, Clark, Mantle, Thurston, 
Berry, Cockrell, Mills, Tillman, 
Blackburn, Davis, Mitchell, Wis Turpie, 
Burrows, Dubois, Morgan, Walthall, 
Butler, George, Peffer, White. 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg Stewart, 
Allison, Gordon, Murphy, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Nelson, Vilas, 
Brice, Gray, Palmer, Voorhee3, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pasco, Warren, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Daniel, Irby, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Gear, Martin, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida or CaLu]. 

Mr. HALE. There is another amendment that I offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 1, strike out the words ‘‘a select” and 
insert ‘‘ the;” and after the word ‘‘committee” strike out the words 
‘of tive Senators be appointed by the President of the Senate, 
who” and insert ‘‘ on Privileges and Elections,” so as to read: 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall be charged with the 
duty of investigating the subject of organized efforts of corporations, or of 
the president and directors thereof, to control the election of members of 
Congress, or to influence the legislation of Congress. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President,I am not going to take up any more 
time of the Senate, but simply call the attention of Senators to 
the fact that if this investigation is granted, which I have not 
oO} d, and expect to vote for, instead of multiplying com- 
aubtnen, creating new ones and select ones, u subjects-matter 
that inherently, intrinsically belong to the old committees of the 
Senate, we ought to send them to those committees. This is a 
very great subject; it touches the constitution of this body, the 
make-up of the membership of the Senate, the influences that sur- 
round the elections. We have a committee and have always had 
a committee that is charged with the great duty of inquiry into 
that subject. Ido not believe that any select committee, that any 
committee appointed by the Chair, impartial as the Chair is, can 
bring to this subject the qualities that are necessary for its 
thorough investigation equal to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections that has taken into its domain all such subjects. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Maine that the hour of 2 o’olock has arrived. The Chair 
lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

Mr. CALL.. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution which has been pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution which has been under consideration during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that the matter which has been under 
consideration may be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the motion of 
the Senator from Florida. The question is on agreeing to that 
motion. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of ee when his name was called). I 

ain announce my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vins]. If he were present, I should vote ‘* | 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was ed). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Soup]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
au GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

RDON |}. 

Mr. } ILLS (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 

with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLgEy], and withdraw 


my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I m announce my pair with the 
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present,I 
should vete ‘* yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 12; as follows: 


Allen, Call, Harris, tor, 
Bacon, Carter, i Roach, 
Baker, Chandler, 
Bate, Chilton 
Berry, Cockrell, 
Blackburn, Davis, 
Brice, Dubois, 
Burrows, Fauikner 
Butler, Gallinger 
Caffery. George, 


Thurston, 


Turpie,” 
Walthall. 


Cameron, Hale, Sewell, 

Elkins, Lodge, Sherman, 

Frye, Morgan, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—S. 


Aldrich, Gorman, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Allison, Gray, Murphy, Stewart, 
re Hansbrough, n, 

Clark, 


Hawley, 
Cullom, Ht 
Daniel, 
Gear, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, Mills, Shoup, 

So the motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CaLL}. The question is on the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE}. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the 

The yeas and nays were 
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Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, substituting the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections for a special committee, will not prevail. Ido not think 
that committee desire to have the resolution referred to them. 
It will relate, in all probability, entirely to the elections in one 
State in which I am particularly interested, and I think that, inas- 
much as that is the case, there should be a select committee, and 
not the Committee on Privileges and Elections, so that I may have 
some share in directing the investigation. It will be enough that 
should there be legislation recommended, it will then go before 
either the Judiciary Committee or, if the Senator from Maine be 
right, which I do not think he is, in its subsequent stages, before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Why, then, shall we confine this proposed investigation to that 
committee, and not allow a select committee to be created for the 
purpose? The members of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions are charged with other duties. They are all members of 
other important committees. They have not had the time, and 
have not now, to give this subject the complete investigation which 
a select committee may give it. As the Senate has been in the 
habit of appointing, and as we have a dozen select committees 
here appointed upon much slighter reasons than exist in this case, 
I hope the Senate will not adopt the amendment and will not 
refer the subject to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], upon which the yeas and 
“a have been ordered. 

he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLzy]. I should vote “nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
—_ announce my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ILAS]. 

Mr. } ELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr.DanreL]. I am informed by the 
Senator generally in charge of pairs on the other side that he is 
not certain how the Senator from Virginia would vote if present, 
and under the circumstances I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. ata He not being present, and I not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr.PASCO. Lam paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. WiLson]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—29. ~ 


Blackburn, Elkins, McBride, Sewell, 
Brice, Faulkner, McMillan, Sherman, 
Burrows, Morgan, Thurston, 
Caffery, Morrill, Walthall, 
— Wetmore, 
t. 
Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 
Quay, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution iding for an investigation was just passed. 

The VICE- ENT. The motion of the Senator from Flor- 
ida to reconsider will be entered. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TowLsEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
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the following resolution; in which the concurrence of the Senate Second Asst. Engineer Harry L. Boyd, of Maryland, to be a first 


was requested: assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when | States, to succeed Henry C. Barrows, promoted. 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 20th day of December, they stand ad- Second Asst. Engineer Harry U. Butler, of Maryland, to be a first 


journed until 12 o'clock meridian on Friday, January 3, 1896. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid the resolution before the Senate assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
= : 4 z 3 BE ( = 8, 


States, to succeed Charles F. Coffin, promoted. 


and, on motion ee COCKRELL, it was referred to the Commit- First Asst. Engineer Alfred L. Broadbent, of Ohio, to be a chief 
tee on Appropriations. engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 


USE OF COURT-HOUSES AT SCRANTON AND WILLIAMSPORT, PA. succeed J. M. Case, placed on waiting orders. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment | Second Lieut. Howard M. Broadbent,of Pennsylvania, to bea first 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 13) | lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
granting the State of Pennsylvania permission to use the United | succeed William H. Hand, promoted. 


States court-houses at Scranton, Pa., and at Williamsport, Pa. ; Second Lieut. John C. Cantwell, of North Carolina, to be a first 
The amendment was to add at the end of the joint resolution | lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 

the following additional proviso: | succeed Thomas Mason, placed on waiting orders. ' 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, in his Third Lieut. Claude S. Cochran, of Ohio, to be a second lieuten- 


discretion, at any time to terminate this permit and the possession hereby | ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
granted of either or both of said premises upon thirty days’ notice tothe com- | Dayid H. Jarvis promoted 

missioners of the county wherein the same is situated; and on such termina- ‘va ae es Se Te . : . 

tion a)i further payment therefor shall cease. Third Lieut. Colin S. Craig, of Maine, to be a second lieutenant 


Mr. QUAY. The amendment proposed by the House of Rep- | in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
resentatives is entirely unobjectionable, and I move that it be | 30m C. Moore, promoted. s ' . 
concurred in by the Senate. _Second Asst. Engineer John B. Coyle, of Maine, to be a first as- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the | ‘stant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

. > .. | G4. ; mela Teslev *hillins . 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate concur in the amend- | >t#tes, to succee d Wesley J. Phillips, promoted. 


mént of the House of Representatives. Second Asst. Engineer Nathaniel E. Cutchin, of Virginia, to be 
The motion was agreed to a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 


| United States, to succeed Edward G. Schwartz, promoted. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
} 





First Asst. Engineer Charles F. Coffin, of Maryland, to be a chief 

The bill (H. R. 1647) to amend an act approved March 24, 1874, | engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish bonded warehouses for storing and | succeed M. D. L. Dinsmore, placed on waiting orders. 
cleansing of rice intended for exportation,” was read twice by its Third Lieut. D. F. A. De Otte, of New York, to be a second lieu- 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, | ceed Daniel P. Foley, promoted. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 27) ratifying the use of the appro- | ; Third Lieut. George M. Daniels, of Rhode Island, to be a second 
priation for materialsand miscellaneous expenses for the Bureau lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
of Engraving and Printing for the fiscal year 1896 for the pur- omennne an E. es peated, ' Senna 
chase of articles provided for in the appropriation for the miscel- , ane est. Engineer George M. De Reamer, of South Carolina, 
janeous expenses of the Treasury Department, and authorizing to © a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-( utter Service of 
the continued use of the same for the remaining portion of the | *%¢ United States, in place of Malcolm G. Marsilliot, deceased. 
fiscal year 1896, was read twice by its title. First Lieut. John Dennett, of Maine, to be a captain in the 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Thomas 
consideration of the joint resolution. I will first state that it does | W, Lay. placed on waiting orders. ‘és 
not increase any appropriation, but simply removes the objection | , 9°°04 Asst. Engineer J. Edward Dorry, of Maryland, to be a 
which the Comptroller has made to the expenditure of a certain first assistant engineerin the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
sum of money in the appropriation law for certain items, which States, to succeed Alexander Dennett, placed on waiting orders. 
he says auto paid for out of the contingent fund of the Treasury Second Lieut. Francis M. Dunwoody, of Iowa, to be a first lieu- 
Department when there is no contingent fund sufficient to do it, tenant in the Revenue-( utter Service of the United States, to 
and when Congress did not intend that it should be paid out of the ae > ped Ww ao ~ 7 ile cm Pot P ae. ivanis ] ms 
contingent fund. _ Asst. Surg. John M. Eager, of Pennsy vania, to ye a passed as- 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, = surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution. ee ws _ ve 
, The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- | soak Lies, Sones F, Demons, of Mimonrt, to be a sesendl 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Byron L. Reed, promoted. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. : 


: Second Lieut. Howard Emery, of Massachusetts, to be a first 
_Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | jieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
sideration of executive business. 


: succeed John Morrissey, placed on waiting orders. 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- Second Lieut. Charles C. Fengar, of Connecticut, to be a first 
sideration of executive business. : ’ lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
After thirty minutes spent in executive session the doors were | succeed Charles F. Shoemaker, promoted. 
reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 


r c Second Lieut. Daniel P. Foley, of the District of Columbia, to 
oeseat until to-morrow, Thursday, December 19, 1895, at 12 | be a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
0 cLOcK Mm, 


States, to succeed William J. Herring, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Fred. R. Falkenstein, of Maryland, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed Horace C. Whitworth, promoted. 

Aaron L. Gamble, of Indiana, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Robert 
Henderson, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Asst. Engineer Carl M. Green, of New York, to be a first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Richard W. Champlain, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Alexander R. Hasson, of Connecticut, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenantin the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed Howard M. Broadbent, promoted. 

First Lieut. William J. Herring, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Douglas Ottinger, placed on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. Frederick J. Haake, of New York, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Orin D. Myrick, promoted. 

First Lieut. David A. Hall, of Rhode Island, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Francis Martin, placed on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. William E. W. Hall, of Maryland, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Thomas W. Benham, placed on waiting orders.. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 1895. 
CHIEF OF WEATHER BUREAU. 


Willis L. Moore, of Illinois, to be Chief of the Weather Bureau, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Mark W. Harrington, removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Third Lieut. James G. Ballinger, of Washington, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Horace B. West, promoted. 

First Asst. Engineer Henry C. Barrows, of New York, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Frank H. Pulsifer, placed on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. John G. Berry, of Maine, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Samuel Howard, placed on waiting orders. 

First Asst. Engineer William F. Blakemore, of New York, to 
be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed James M. McDougall, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Asst. Engineer Denis F. Bowen, of New York, to bea 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Frank B. Randall, promoted. 
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First Lieut. Oscar C. Hamlet, of Michigan, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Lean- 
der M. Keene, placed on waiting orders. 


First Lieut. William H. Hand, of New York, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Eric 
Gabrielson, placed on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. Edwin V. D. Johnson, of Indiana, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed James L. Sill, promoted. 

* Third Lieut. Charles E. Johnston, of California, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed John C. Cantwell, promoted. 

Second Lieut. David H. Jarvis, of Maryland, to be a first lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed Joseph M. Simms, es on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. Walker W. Joynes, of South Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed Johnstone H. Quinan, promoted. 

First Lieut. William F. Kilgore, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed Edward L. Deane, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Lieut. Kirtland W. Perry, of New York, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter service of the United States, in 
place of William 8. Baldwin, deceased. 

Second Asst. Engineer Levin T. Jones, of Maryland, to be a 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
a States, to succeed Oliver P. Rennick, placed on waiting 
orders, 

Third Lieut. Francis A. Levis, of New York, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Howard Emery, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles A. McAllister, of New York, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
— States, to succeed Charles F. Dyce, placed on waiting or- 

ers. 

First Asst. Engineer David McC. French, of zene. to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed George M. Robinson, placed on waiting orders. 

First Asst. Engineer Samuel H. Magee. of New York, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
ae, to succeed Andrew L. Harrison, placed on waiting or- 

ers. 

Third Lieut. William L. Maxwell, of California, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Charles F. Nash, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John C. Moore, of Maryland, to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
George Walden, placed on waiting orders. 

First Asst. Engineer Charles W. Munroe, of Massachusetts, to 
be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Edward F, Hedden, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Lieut. Orin D. Myrick, of Massachusetts, to a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed John Dennett, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles F. Nash, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to succeed Alfred L. Broadbent, 
promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Edward J. Noonan, of Massachusetts, 
to be a first assistant engineer in the Revefiue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, to succeed James Fitzpatrick, placed on waiting 


orders. 

First Asst. Engineer Frederick E. Owen, of New York, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed Alfred Hoyt, eet on waiting orders. 

First Asst. Engineer Wesley J. Phillips, of Maryland, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
tosucceed George C. Dereamer, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Lieut. Johnstone H. Quinan, of Maryland, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Thomas D, Walker, promoted. 

First Asst. Engineer, Frank B. Randall, of New Hampshire, to 
be achief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Eugene Vallat, placed on art orders. 

Second Lieut. Byron L. Reed, of the District of Columbia, to be 
a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Francis Tuttle, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William E, Reynolds, of the District of Columbia, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Robert Barstow, placed on waiting orders. 

First Lieut. William H. Roberts, of Massachusetts, to be a cap- 
tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed Charles M. Scammon, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Lieut. Worth G. Ross, of Pennsylvania, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Oscar C. Hamlet, promoted. 

John P. J. Ryan, of New York, to be a third lieutenant in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed George 
C. Carmine, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James L. Sill, of New York, to bea first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
David A. Hall, promoted. 

First Lieut. rles F. Shoemaker, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, in place of 
L. G. Shepard, deceased. 

First Asst. Engineer Edward G. Schwartz, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
= United States, to succeed W. C. Wheeler, placed on waiting 
orders. 

Second Asst. Engineer Henry O. Slayton, of New York, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed D. McG. French, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Herbert W. Spear, of Massachusetts, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed Samuel H. Magee, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Percy W. Thompson, of Maryland, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed William H. Roberts, promoted. 

First Lieut. Francis Tuttle, of Maine, to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed David 
Evans, placed on waiting orders. 

Third | Lieut. Francis S$. Van Boskerck, jr., of New Jersey, to be 
a second lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Francis M. Dunwoody, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer Eugene Vallat, jr., of Michigan, to be a 
firstassistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed James T. Keleher, placed on waiting orders. 

First Lieut. Thomas D. Walker, of New York, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed W.S. 
Simmons, placed on waiting orders. 

John Q. Walton, of New Jersey, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed E. J. Noonan, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Horace B. West, of Pennsylvania, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Benjamin W. Loring, placed on waiting orders. 

Third Lieut. Chester M. White, of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Charles C. he romoted. 

Third Lieut. Samuel B. Wiese, jr., of Michigan, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to succeed Percy W. Thompson, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer William E. Maccoun, of Maryland, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed Frederick E. Owen, promoted. 

Second Asst. Engineer George B. Maher, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to succeed Charles W. Munroe, pro- 


moted. 

Third Lieut. James H. Scott, of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Worth G. Ross, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Hiram A. Seymour, of Florida, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed N. E. Cutchin, promoted. 

First Asst. Engineer Horace C. Whitworth, of Maryland, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to su James T. Wayson, placed on waiting orders. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles W. Zastrow, of Vermont, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
— States, to succeed William H. Warren, placed on waiting 
orders. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Randolph H. Miner, late a lieutenant, junior grade, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 23d of April, 1895, to the 11th of Octo- 
ber, 1895, both inclusive. This officer became entitled to appoint- 
ment in such grade from the former date, vice Lieut. Charles A. 
Foster, retired; received a commission under the provisions of 
paragraph 3, section 2, Article II, of the Constitution, and hisresig- 
nation was accepted from the latter date. 

Maurice B. Peugnet,a graduate of the Naval Academy, to be 
an assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 1st of July, 1895, to the 
18th of September, 1895, both inclusive. This officer became en- 
titled to appointment in such grade from the former date to fill a 
vacancy; received a commission under the provisions of para- 
graph 3, section 2, Article II, of the Constitution, and his resigna- 
tion was accepted from the latter date. 


Medical Department. 


Capt. Harry Otis Perley, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, December 7, 1895, vice Vickery, retired from 
active service. : 

James Sprigg Wilson, of Maryland, to be assistant surgeon witb 
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the rank of first lieutenant, December 16, 1895, vice Walker, 
wholly retired from the service. 


Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. David Du Bose Gaillard, to be captain, October 25, 
1895, vice Palfrey, retired from active service. 
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Second Lieut. Spencer Cosby, to be first lieutenant, October 13, 


1895, vice D’Armit, deceased. 
Second Lieut. John Stephen Sewell, to be first lieutenant, Octo- 
ber 25, 1895, vice Gaillard, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 17, 1895. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
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Paymaster Henry T. Wright, to be a pay inspector. 

P. A. Paymaster Richard T. M. Ball, to be a paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster Henry A. Dent, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Barron P. Du Bois, a citizen of New Jersey, to be an assistant 
paymaster. 

William P. Brawley, a citizen of South Carolina, to be an assist- 


| ant paymaster, 


Allen Thomas, of Florida, to be envoy extraordinary and min- | 


ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Venezuela. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

William W. Russell, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States to Venezuela. 

H. Clay Armstrong, jr., of Alabama, formerly consul at Greno- 
ble, France, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
at Madrid, Spain. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William A. Bray, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the | 


port of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. 
CHIEF JUSTICE, COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


P. A. Paymaster Charles S. Williams, to be a paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster Walter L. Wilson, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Harry E. Biscoe, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant 
paymaster. 

John Irwin, jr., a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
paymaster. 

P. A. Paymaster Thomas J. Cowie, to be a paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster William J. Littell, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

P. A. Engineer Henry Herwig, to be a chief engineer. 

Assistanl Engineer Ward P. Winchell, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 

P. A. Engineer George B. Ransom, to be a chief engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Andrew McAllister, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 

P, A, Engineer William C. Eaton, to be a chief engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Charles W. Dyson, to be a passed assistant 


| engineer. 


Joseph R. Reed, of lowa, to be chief justice of the Court of Pri- | 


vate Land Claims. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Thomas C. Fuller, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the Court of Private Land Claims. 


William W. Murray, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the | 


Court of Private Land Claims. 

Henry C, Sluss, of Kansas, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims. 

Wilbur F. Stone, of Colorado, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims. | 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named naval cadets, all graduates of the Naval 

Academy, to be ensigns: Wilfrid V. Powelson, William S. Mont- 


omery, Frank H. Clark, jr., Henry H. Ward, Eugene L. Bisset, | 


ward H. Campbell, Charles J. Lang, Walter S. Crosley, William 
K. Gise, Thomas 8S. Wilson, Henry A. Pearson, Orton P. Jackson, 
Frank L. Chadwick, John 8S. Doddridge, Percy N. Olmsted, Chris- 
topher C. Fewel, Frank B. Upham, John L.Sticht, Richard S. 
Douglas, Alfred A. McKethan, and Alfred A. Pratt. 

The following-named graduates of the Naval Academy, to be 
assistant engineers: ee B. Price, Martin E. French, Frank D. 
Read, John R. Brady, Allen M. Cook, Emmet R. Pollock, and 
André M. Proctor; and the following-named graduate of the Naval 
Academy to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 
ist of July, 1895,in accordance with the act of March 2, 1889, viz, 
Louis J. Magill. 

Surg. Joseph G. Ayers, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. James C. Byrnes, to be a surgeon. 

Medical Inspector William K. Van Reypen, to be a medical 
director. 

Surg. Abel F. Price, to be a medical inspector. 

P, A. Surg. Samuel H. Griffith, to be asurgeon. 

Reginald K. Smith, a citizen of Alabama, to be an assistant 
surgeon. 

edical Inspector Thomas C. Walton, to be a medical director. 

Surg. Michael C. Drennan, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Daniel M. Guiteras, to be a surgeon. 

Medical Inspector Charles H. White, to be a medical director. 

Surg. James A. Hawke, to be a medical inspector. 

P, A. Surg. Averley C. H. Russell, to be a surgeon. 

Medical Inspector George W. Woods, to be a medical director. 

Surg. Robert A. Marmion, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Arthur G. Cabell, to be a surgeon. 

George C. Hubbard, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon. 

P, A. Surg. Clement Biddle, to be a surgeon. 

Medical Inspector George H. Cooke, to be a medical director. 

Surg. Dwight Dickinson, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Henry T. Percy, to be a surgeon. 

Jacob C, nbleuth, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 


——-. 
oulton K. Johnson, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant 
surgeon, 

Paymaster William W. Woodhull, to be a pay inspector. 

P. A. Paymaster Leeds C. Kerr, to be a paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster Samuel McGowan, to be a passed assistant 


‘ay Inspector Arthur J. Pritchard, to be a pay director. 








P. A. Engineer Alfred B. Canaga, to be a chief engineer. 

Assistant Engineer William C. Herbert,to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 

P. A. Engineer Abraham V. Zane, to be a chief engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Alexander 8. Halstead, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer. 

Ensign Harry A. Field, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John Hood, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Chester M. oe to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Capt. Frederick V. McNair, to be a commodore. 

Commander William Bainbridge Hoff, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Henry N. Manney, to be a commander. 

Lieut. James W. Carlin, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Commodore Lester A. Beardslee, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. John A. Howell, to be a commodore, 


POSTMASTERS. 


Agnes J. Smith, to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

John B. Turner, to be postmaster at Newtonville, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. . 

Ernest Winsor, to be postmaster at Chestnut Hill, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

John Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, in 
the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas H. Mann, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles A. Pilling, to be postmaster at North Andover Depot, 
in the county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

John P. Herlihy, jr., to be postmaster at Monson, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Alfred D. Hoitt, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Timothy Howard, to be postmaster at North Brookfield, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Horace Wheeler, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

John E. Doran, to be postinaster at Attleboro Falls, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Lawrence W. Dower, to be postmaster at Easthampton, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Melvin E. Lincoln, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the 
county of Windham and State of Connecticut. 

Charles B. Mason, to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Clifford B. Rogers, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 

Julius Thorson, to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of 
Swift and State of Minnesota. 

Abner K. Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

George W. Benedict, to be postmaster at South Norwalk,in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Robert Andrews, to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of 
Faribault and State of Minnesota. 

William Cordiner, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 

William O. P. Hilsdale, to be postmaster at Sauk Center, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 

John C. Hindman, to be postmaster at Rising Sun, in the county 
of Cecil and State of Maryland. 
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Daniel E. Kean, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 
Allegany and State of or 

Alphonso Latchford, to aster at Annapolis Junction, 
in the county of Howard and State of Maryland. 

Charles Walker, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county of 
Androscoggin and State of Maine. 

Mary D. Ellegood, to be postmaster at Salisbury, the county of 
Wicomico and State of Maryland. 

Blanchard Emory, jr., to be postmaster at Centerville, in the 
county of Queen Anne and State of Maryland. 

Edgar R. Dow, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 

Carrol C. Homer, to be postmaster at Bucksport, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine. 

Edwin T. Mayberry, to be postmaster at Westbrook, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Albert G. Patrick, to be spementer at Oskaloosa, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Kansas. 

John R. Gri , to be postmaster at Houma, in the parish of 
Terrebonne and State of Louisiana. 

Benjamin F, Blagdon, to be eeeeren at Wiscasset, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Maine. 

Robert Kennedy, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county 
of Linn and State of Kansas. 

George W.H. Lucas, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Kansas. 

Joseph L. Mattingly, to be postmaster at Sedan, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of 4 

Charles P. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of Republic and State of Kansas. 

Larkin B. Davidson, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Kansas. 

John ©, Haskett, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas 


John Stirling, to be postmaster at Corydon, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Iowa. ‘ 
Joseph E. Thorne, to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 
Enos F. Wenger, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa. 
George F. Parker, to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa. 
William Schneck, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 
illiam W. Shanks, to be postmaster at Odebolt, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa. 
Alice H. Groves, to be postmaster at Afton, in the county of 
Ohara W. Lk eS ee t Lake Mills, in th t 
i . Lloyd, petnerterst e Mills, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Iowa. 
William W. Merritt, to be at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa. 
William W. Twist, to be ter at Toluca, in the county of 
eee ade ae a 
es L. Cornean, at Fo , in the county 
of Livingston and State of Illinois. 
Addison M. Davis, to be in the county 
of Mh gig and og of i 5 te he al 
David F. King, postmaster at Roodhouse, e county o 
Greene and State of Illinois. 
David C. Marsh, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois. 
Ellis K. Mercer, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois. 
Sidney B. Conner, to be postmaster at Liveoak, in the county of 
Suwanee and State of Florida. 
Robert Forester, to be at Murphysboro, in the county 
of Jackson and State of is. fi 
Frank Friede, to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
John Y. Henderson, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the 
county of a and en of ne se ii ty of 
Andrew Royal, jr., to be postmaster ictor, e county o: 
El Paso and State of Colorado. 
Edwin E. , to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado. 
Antoine V. Matney, to be postmaster at Claremore, in the county 
of Cherokee Nation, Ind. T 
George W. Harris, to be at Wardner, in the county 
of Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
Mary A. Potter, to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
county of Choctaw Nation, Ind. T. 
James M. Archer, to be postmaster at Mammoth Spring, in the 
cond ward vations ay shes t Ford. in th ty 
inson, to a yce, e coun 
ote ao C. “Taibo ro be : t Siloam Springs, in th 
ugene C,. tt, to be postmaster a’ ) e 
county of Benton and State of Arkansas, 


DECEMBER 18, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, December 18, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry M. CoupEn, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and a))- 
proved, 
VENEZUELA. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
for the immediate consideration of the bill which I send to tho 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2173) making appropriation for the expenses of a commission ‘ 


investigate and report on the true divisional line between the Republi 
Venezuela and British Guiana. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, » 
prepener for the expenses of a commission, to be appointed by the Presi 
o investigate and report up6n the true divisional line between the Repu 
of Venezuela and British Guiana. 


Govt parience.} 

e SPEAKER. The question is upon unanimous consent to 
the present consideration of the bill which has been reported to { 
House. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, doI understand it is propos: 
to the resolution without discussion? 

he SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I dislike very much to object to the con 
eration of a resolution presented by my distinguished friend fr: 
Illinois; but it seems to me that this subject is one of such vast 
importance and such serious gravity that the House of Represent- 
atives ought to proceed in a decorous and deliberate manner i: 
its consideration. Late on yesterday the President’s message w:\; 
read to us. I presume most of us have read it more or less care- 
fully in the newspapers. Very little time has been given to tlio 
consideration of that very remarkable document, and it seems to 
me that possibly all the members of this House may not be at this 
time fully advised as to the oes of responsibility which may a‘- 
tach to the adoption of this resolution. [Cries of ‘‘ We are ready!” 
on the Republican side.}] Gentlemen about me say that they are 
et That may be; but at the same time I feel convinced that | 
am doing service to the dignity and interests of my country whi 
I ask those ready gentlemen, on this side or the other, to use in a 
matter of this momentous importance the cool deliberation au 
judicious procedure that are due to a matter that may vitally atiect 
ta nt of the two great English-speaking nations of the worl. 

use, 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I have been accused in times past of beinz 
somewhat of a ‘‘ jingo,” whatever that may mean. I hope that 
ere is no impression in any part of the country where I may 
known that 1 would falter at any time in upholding the honor 11! 
the prestige of my country, and when the moment occurs that the 
United States Ona, upon a full and deliberate consideration 
of facts presented, s determine that either the honor, the safety, 
or the dignity of my country requires that we take up arms in 1 
just cause against one or all the nations of the earth you will not 
find me lagging in the rear. But, Mr. S er, the public press 
of this morning brings us abundant evidence of the feverish «x- 
citement precipitated in this country by the message that ouy)it 
to cause us to take counsel of our wisdom. The eyes of the ciy- 
ilized world are directed to-day to this House of Representatiy:s 
and to the Senate of the United States, and, without abating on» 
jot or one tittle of my desire that every right we have and ev:'y 
right we intend to maintain in the future shall be upheld, | > 
think we had better give to a matter of this extreme gravity :\ 
least as much appearance of deliberate consideration as we insist 
upon giving to any trivial matter of an appropriation of a fuw 
thousand Gators. 

Now, sir, I have said all I desire to say at this juncture. Iho)» 
that it may be the disposition of the gentleman who has present: | 
this matter and of the House to it this resolution to go to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the r r way, to be care- 
fully considered, so that a resolution may be framed upon suc! 
lines as will meet all the requirements of the situation and as w'!! 
leave the House of Representatives of the United States in tho 
attitude of calmly considering and acting upon a great question 
which the Executive himself, possibly for the first 
time in the history of such correspondence, has outlined the possi- 
bility of armed conflict between the two great Anglo-Saxon pev- 


ples of the earth. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not objected. I have simply sug- 
gested a hope that this matter may go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. there objection? [After a pause.] Ti 
Chair hears none. applause. } 
Mr. HITT. Mr. , appreciating all that was said by th» 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, and the patriotic impuls 
that led him to make his remarks, I desire tosay a word in explana- 
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tion of the bill and its purpose, which I trust will satisfy everyone 
in this House—and I will say it without mentioning this side of 
the House or that side. I hope we have not two sides of the House 


when it comes to a question of thiskind. [Loudapplause.}] The 
President of the United States on yesterday sent a message to this 
House, at the conclusion of the reading of which the House ad- 
journed; there was hardly time for deliberate action; and it might, 
perhaps, have been deemed precipitate if taken at that time; but 
we have all examined it after having heard it read from the desk. 
After a general discussion in that message of doctrines, policies, 
and national interests, there is a request made directly by the Ex- 
ecutive to this House for action to aid him in the exercise of his 
Executive functions. : ; 

It is a part of the Executive function to ascertain the facts relat- 
ing to any uestion in negotiation with a foreign country. The 
gravity of the case is such that the President suggests a mode of 
determining a cardinal question in the controversy, and he asks 
us to cooperate with him by enabling him to appoint three or more 
men to examine the records and evidence and the facts involved. 
In this contention between two great Governments the first fact 
for us to remember as patriotic Americans is that the success of our 
country in its contention depends, above all, upon our presenting 
a united front, so that all Americans shall appear to be one and 
that our Government shall speak for all the people of the United 
States. [Applause.] And the prompt response of the people’s 
representatives here, according this small sum of money to pay 
the expenses of an investigation, which the President says shall 
be carefully and judicially made, and with the least delay possi- 
ble—a suggestion of promptness vhich I am sure was made in 
good faith and will be so carried out by an American President— 
we answering in that spirit which becomes Americans and 
promptly granting the appropriation, the spectacle will be pre- 
sented to the foreigner, to our opponent, of a Republic that is as 
one man. [Applause.] 

In negotiations of this character any officer charged with the 
duty of representing his Government is hampered and the oppo- 
nent is enco by every word of dissent that comes from his 
home. Every criticism behind the officer’s back puts him ata 
disadvantage, and hesitation by this Congress, the postponing of 
this simple question of an appropriation to aid the President in 
performing an Executive function, would be construed by the 
British press and the British Government as evidence that the peo- 
ple of the United States were not in accord, that his action in the 
matter had some relation to party tactics, and that he did not 
speak the yoice of the American people. 

Let us answer and do our duty, all of us, now. We shall have 
long days in which to discuss the Monroe doctrine and the exact 
words in which it should be formulated if we do not agree with 
the precise terms in which Mr. Olney or the President has put it. 
But on this particular matter now presented discussion of various 
views only confuses and gives aid and comfort to those across the 
sea. Any disclosure of dissent here—and at bottom there really 
is none—any a ance of dissent would not aid, but would 
hamper, those who are clothed by the Constitution with author- 
ity to speak for the nation and charged with this great duty. I 
hope, ti ore, that the House will proceed to pass the bill with- 
out delay. I have made these few remarks, not from any desire 
to —— or debate myself, but merely as a suggestion by way of 
guidance to the immediate action which I believe we ought to 
take, and in which I hope all will concur. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, unless there is some considerable body 
of ae here who desire discussion, I will move the previous 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man @ slight modification in the bill. It appropriates $100,000, 
and I would suggest that he add the words “or so much thereof 
as may be necessary.” 

Mr. HITT. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask the gentleman to withhold the demand for 
eae question for a moment. 

- HITT. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. S er, together with ali on this side of the 
House, I rejoice that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has 
been ized to ask consideration of the bill which has just 
been read at the Clerk’s desk. It does seem to me that there can 
be no division in this House as to the propriety of the immediate 
passage of that bill. Fora great many years there has been a con- 
troversy as to the divisional line between the Republic of Vene- 
zuela and British Guiana. We respectfully invited Great Britain 
to submit the controversy between that Government and the 
Republic of Venezuela to arbitration. Great Britain has declined 
arbitration. Now, what are we to do? If the American people 
have a fixed 1 rag any question, it is the opinion that no 

1 be pe 


European country rmitted to acquire territory on the 
Americancontinent by force. [Applause.] Now, the question is, 
what are we to do— 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman at his re- 


quest, and I was glad to do so, because he is a very distinguished 
and experienced member of this House, but I yielded for what I 
supposed was to be a suggestion about the bill, and I beg the gen- 
tleman now not to try to precipitate general debate upon this 
subject. 

Mr. CRISP. Surely he will accord to me the privilege of oceu- 
pying as much time as he occupied; especially as he has presented 
this morning the bill which I tried to introduce yesterday. 

Mr. HITT. But I beg the gentleman not to go into a discussion 
of the merits of the question at this time. 

Mr. CRISP. I did not intend to do that. I simply desired to 
suggest that, inasmuch as Great Britain has declined arbitration 
of this controversy, we are bound to ascertain, and to ascertain 
speedily, on which side lies the right, and that is the object of the 
President’s message and of this bill. If we are not to have the 
assistance of Great Britain in ascertaining the facts by means of 
an arbitration, then we must ascertain them for ourselves, and we 
ought to do it at once. 

The suggestion of my friend from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] to 
wait until a committee is appointed means to wait three weeks, 
while we should at once authorize the appointment of this com- 
mission and the payment of its expenses so that it may proceed, 
as I have just said, to ascertain where the right is; and everyone 
may rest assured that when we ascertain where the right is we 
have the courage and the manhood to maintain it. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker-—- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman from Georgia 
{[Mr. Crisp] allow me to ask him a question? I was trying to get 
hisattention whilehe wasonthefloor. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!’ 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky addressed the Chair while the 
Speaker was proceeding to put the question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois to yield me two minutes only. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman will pardon me; Ican not. Iknow 
the patriotic spirit which animates him; but he will have to par- 
don me. I can not do it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I simply desire to say that I 
heartily indorse the bill offered by the gentleman from Illinois 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois does not yield. 

Mr. HITT. I can not yield. 

_The SPEAKER, The questionis on ordering the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman from [linois will not 
press the previous question without permitting me to ask him 
what the scope of the resolution is. 

The question being put on ordering the previous question, it was 
ordered. [General applause. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the Clerk read the whole bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill as amended will be read. 

The Clerk read the bill as amended by inserting after ‘‘ $100,000” 
the words ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The question being then put on the passage of the bill, it was 
passed. 

| Theannouncement of the result was received with loud applause 
on both sides of the House. } 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 


TELEGRAM FROM A CITIZEN, 


Mr. HARRISON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HARRISON. [rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, a citizen of this country, a resi- 
dent of the State of Alabama, desires to make a communication 
to the Government. I have a telegram just received which I de- 
sire to have read from the Clerk’s desk as a communication from 
this citizen. I know no better way to present it to the House, and 
will simply add that I have known him for years; I knew him 
under circumstances which satisfied me—— 

The SPEAKER. This proposition requires unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS. What is it? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Har- 
RISON] asks that a telegram from a citizen of Alabama be read. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZELL objected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was about to ask what the object is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Simply that a citizen may communicate 
with the Government—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please bein order. Objec- 
tion has been made. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think if gentlemen on the other side under- 
stood this proposition—— 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please bein order. Any 
member has a right to object to such a proposition, and objection 
has been made. 

Mr. HARRISON, I yield, sir. 


HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 20th day of December, they stand 
adjourned until 12 o’clock m. on Friday, January 3, 1896. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I would like to suggest to my friend from 
Maine before this resolution is passed that some gentleman on the 
other side ought to aos and have passed here a resolution to 
repeal that law which prohibits an old Confederate from entering 
the Army. I think this would be a pretty good time to do that. 
{ Laughter. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the question be put on this resolu- 
tion. 

The som being put, the resolution of Mr. DINGLEY was 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER FOR REPORTERS’ GALLERY. 


Mr. QUIGG. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be immedi- 
ately considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be appointed by the Doorkeeper an additional messen- 

r in the nore ary of the House at $1,200, to be paid out of the con- 

ingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the resolution again read for in- 
formation. 

The Clerk in read the resolution. 

Mr. QUIGG. If I may have the indulgence of the House—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York can address 
the House, with its consent, before the question is put on grant- 
ing unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution. 
[A peers! The gentleman will P , 

; 9 Ga. r. 8 er, this resolution is offered at the re- 
quest of the correspondents in the gallery. I will state the facts 
which, as it seems to me, justify the offering of the resolution and 
its adoption. By reason of the great increase in the number of 
correspondents and the additional rooms which they occupy, and 
the increased work imposed upon them, it is necessary, for a proper 
guardianship of those rooms and proper attendance, that a propo- 
sition of this kind be adopted. When the correspondents num- 
bered 50, and the membership of this House was scarcely two- 
thirds as large as it is now, two attendants were provided for the 
reporters’ gallery. There has been no increase in that number; 
and under the present exigencies the doors of the gallery are 
left constantly unguarded, and there is not sufficient attendance 
for facilitating the business of the correspondents or taking care 
of their rooms. 

There are now nearly 200 parents in that gallery, and the 
request is for a third attendant. fore offering the resolution I 
conferred with the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Cannon], the 
—— from Maine [Mr. DineLey], the gentleman from 

rgia [Mr. Crisp], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers], 
and I sought the concurrence also of the gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of the Committee on Accounts. I have been unable 
to succeed on this pre whether from my fault or his I do not 
know, but I made di t efforts. 

The matter has been fully investigated, and there can be no doubt 
that this assistantin the gallery is urgently needed. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will allow unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the resolution, and that it will be adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I am very sure there will be no 
disposition on the part of any member of this House to refuse to 
— all the attendants in this service that may be required 

y the members of the press for their convenience and comfort. 
But inasmuch as there are now pending before the Committee on 
Accounts several resolutions providing for additional doorkeep- 
ers and m rs, it seems to be only proper that this matter 
should have the same consideration that is given to these other 
objects; and I most respectfully object at this time to the consid- 
eration of the resolution, and ask its reference to the appropriate 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT, LAW OF MINING CLAIMS. 
Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire at this time to pre- 
sent a bill and ask unanimous consent to have it read and con- 


sidered. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 


DECEMBER 138, 


The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


To amend section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re! 
to mining claims. 


The bill was read at length, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I object. 


WOOL AND WOOLEN SCHEDULE, TARIFF ACT OF 1890, 


Mr. BINGHAM. ~ Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand a petiti»y 
from the Association of Wool Merchants of Philadelphia, fay, 
ing the reenactment of the wool and woolen schedule (K) of {),o 
tariff law of 1890, sent to me for the purpose of having it mai. 4 
part of the record; but I find that the same petition has already 

come a part of the record and content myself, therefore, wt}; 
merely offering the petition at this time, and asking its reference 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The petition will be appropriately refer, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ai- 
journ to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
CocKRELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 12 o’clock and 40 1in- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Friday next. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced, and severally referred ag 

ollows: 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 2174) to prevent adulteration 
in the manufacture of beer and ale by the use of substitutes for 
hops—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 2175) to extend the time for tho 
completion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs 
Reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 2176) to provide for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H.R. 2177) for the better 
regulation of insurance companies doing business in the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) to amend section 864 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in relation to taking depositions de 
bene esse—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill Me R. 2179) to amend section 
No. 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 


‘mining claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 2180) to retire certain army 
po and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 2181) to prohibit the further 
issue of bonds, etc., under acts of 1875 and 1879—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) to prohibit discrimination in favor of 
gold in liquidating the Government’s coin obligations—to the Com- 
mittee on ae and Currency. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H.R. 2183) to pro- 
vide a mode for the consideration of certain awards of the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 2184) to provide for the purchase 
of asite and the erection of a public building thereon at Pekin, 
in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 2185) to provide for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the — ratio and upon 
— terms—to the Committee on ‘we eights, and Measures. 

y Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H.R. 2186) for the construc- 
tion of a roadway from the city of Keokuk, Iowa, to the national 
cemetery at Keokuk, Iowa, and for other purposes—to the Cv1m- 

ittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 2187) to establish a military 
and national park upon the Palisades of the Hudson—to the (.m- 
mittee on Mi a airs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H.R. 2188) to tone section 1218 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 39) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors \f 
the States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A resolution to authorize the Doorkeeper ‘0 
appoint an additional messenger in the reporters’ gallery of ‘\° 

ouse, at a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund—to the Committee on Accounts. 
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By Mr. FISCHER: A resolution directing the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, when appointed, to investigate the reported dis- 
missals on charges of incompetency of mechanics employed at the 
New York Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary A. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) to correct the military record of Hays 


Gaskill, of Smithfield, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2191) to correct the muster | 


roll of William H. Nelson in the First Tennessee Volunteer In- 


fantry and in the Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) for the relief of J. W. Devine, admin- | 


istrator of J. G. Newlee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 2193) for the relief of Henry 
M. Swann—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By. Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 2194) granting an increase of 


pension to Eliza Adelaide Ball, widow of Maj. Edward Ball, 
deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2195) to increase the pension of 
James F. Campbell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief 
of Joseph Dunlap—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2197) for the relief of | 


Ss. P. Johnson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting a pension to Amelia T. Sey- 
wert—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 2199) placing upon the military rolls the names 
of Jackson M. Leland and others—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2200) for the relief 
of J. J. Hitt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting a pension to Maria Tripp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) granting a pension to Maria C. Hany, 
of Leroy, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) for the relief of Mathew Cowley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) for the relief of Simeon Motz, Nathaniel 
Robbins, and William J. Sloan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) for the relief of T. H. Church—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) for the relief of E. N. Smith—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of Buell Cronkhite—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy J. 
Johnson, of Alma, State of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) for the relief of Sereno M. Clay, of 
Toronto, Kans.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Henry C. Smith—to the Committee on Mil- 
a Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) granting a pension to Joseph Noggle, of 
Parkerville, State of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of Thomas Keating—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2213) granting an increase pension to Joseph 
B. Williams, of Osage City, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2214) granting a 
pension to Annie Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 2215) for the relief of James 
Hooper—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 2216) to place the name of 
John B. Turchin on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2217) to reimburse 
the city of Menasha, Wis., for money expended, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R.2218) for the relief of John W. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a Aa HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2219) to restore William 
McElroy, late a first lieutenant in the United States Army, to his 
former rank, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) granting a pension to Kate ©. McDoa- 
gal—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
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By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 2221) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter J. Claassen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) granting an honorable discharge to 
John B. Tredenick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H.R. 2223) to pension Hiram C. 
Rogers, of Allerton, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R. 2224) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis C. Schilling—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 2225) granting payment to 
John Shearer for the funeral expenses incurred by him in the 
burial of John G. Kyle, late lieutenant, First Regiment United 
States Cavalry—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William Behymer, late a private of Com- 
| pany G, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jesse P. Brown—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 2228) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Lawrence Kennedy 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) to remove the charge of desertion from 
therecordof Frank M. Lalor—tothe Committeeon Military Affair 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief 
of William W. Burns—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of Arthur H. 
Lupfer—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2233) for the relief of James George 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2235) to pension John F. Fost 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth 
Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 2237) for the relief of Henry 
P. Grant, of Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 2238) for the relief of Alvin 
Kingsley, Company G, Second Michigan Volunteers—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2239) for the 
relief of James M.Stephenson, of Mason County, W. Va,—to tl 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 2240) for the relief of R. D. 
Beckley and Leon Howard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) for the relief of Francis Scala—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) for the relief of Isaac W. Busey—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2243) for relief of 
Jonathan Morris, of Savannah, Hardin County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2244) for the 
relief of A. J. and B. F. Haydon—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) for the relief of Daniel L. Moore—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) for the relief of George and Charles 
Shindler, of Spencer County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) for the benefit of Levi Hooper—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2248) for the relief of the estate of Pearce 
Noland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) for the relief of Granville Allen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of I. C. Newland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also; a bill (H.R. 2251) for the relief of Charles L. Carter—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of 
John W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) to increase the pension of William M. 
Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) for the relief of Susan Baker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) for the relief of Robert Spaugh 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. 
Twomey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 2258) for the relief of Katharine Bradley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of William B. Ellis—to the 
Committee on end Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H, R. 2260) granting a pension to 
Christiana C, Queen, widow of Walter W. ean, admiral United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of 
Alexander E. ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERR {ry request): A bill (H. R. 2262) to amend the 
military record of J. R. Utley, late private of Company D, Third 
Arkansas Cavalry, United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 2263) to place Lieut. Col. 
Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 40) author- 
izing Musadora, Victoria, Ella, and Frank Wasson, of Tennessee, to 

a claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
ar Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Association of Wool Merchants 
of Philadelphia, favoring the reenactment of the wool and woolen 
schedule (K) of the tariff law of 1890—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition of Andrew Harris and 
others,of Barry County, Mo., praying for an amendment to the 
pension law of June 27, 1890—to the ittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, Cuban resolutions from Kansas City, Mo., adopted at a 
mass meeting of the citizens thereof—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of the heirsof Jane E. Johns, deceased, 
late of Prince George County, Md., prayi ce of her war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jacob W. Bird, of Anne Arundel County, Md., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Jommittee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Memorial from the county board of San- 
gamon County, IL., askin Fee apo to use all aa © means to 
maintain and enforce the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of Joseph H. Hawley—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Hiram C. Rogers, of Allerton, 
Towa, asking for an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the San Jose Grange, No. 10, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of San Jose, Cal., in favor of the Govern- 
ment constructing and controlling the Nicaragua Canal, and the 
indorsement of the California State Grange thereof—to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY (by request): Petition and memorial of Wil- 
liam H. Hale, inregard to the American Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Science—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, demanding the immediate enactment of a bill ivi 
full and adequate protection to the ooo etc., of the nited 
States—to the Committee on Ways Means. 

By Mr. MEYER: Concurrent resolution of the general assembly 
of the State of Louisiana, in favor of improving the navigation of 
the River Boeuf and Bayou Macon, in northeastern Louisiana— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2074—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MILLERof West Virginia (by request): Petition and ex- 
hibits of James M. Stephenson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
2172, Fifty-fourth Congress, “A bill to muster into the United 
States service and grant an honorable discharge to Charles Edward 
Hawn"—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 19, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, together with a draft of a proposed act to regulate 
the use of the public — and improved reservations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia under the charge of the Chief of Engineers, and 
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requesting favorable action upon the same; which, with the ac- 
compan papers, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. J. Ww. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe.) 
a bill (H. R. 2173) making an appropriation for the expenses of » 
commission to investigate and report on the true divisional |iy 
between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana; in whic}; 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY CONTROVERSY. 

The bill (H, R. 2178) making an appropriation for the expenses 
of a commission to investigate and report on the true division,| 
line between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I movethat the bill, after the second readin: 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have sent for the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. MorGan}, the present chairman of the Committee on Foreien 

elations, and I hoped the Chair would not lay the bill before 
the Senate until he returned. He will be here in a few moments, 
and I hope the Senator from Ohio will withhold his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I looked around for the Senator from Ala- 
bama, and not seeing him here thought I would make the motion. 
But I have no objection to letting the bill lie over until he comes in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will be here in a moment; and it will be 
understood that the motion will be called up as soon as he returns. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented the petition of George 
Hughes, of Portland, Oreg., praying for an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition, in the form of a resolution 
adopted by the board of supervisors of S on County, Iil., 
praying for the maintenance of the Monroe doctrine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HILL ——— the petition of George W. Armstrong, of 
Minetto, N. Y., praying for the enactment of megan, granting 
relief to the heirs of Capt. John Wood, late a soldier in the Reyo- 
lution war; which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee to Examine the Several 
Branches of the Civil Service, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 288) to prohibit officers of the Government from refusing to 
pay moneys appropriated by act of Congress, reported it with 
an amendment. 

, HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report back favorably, recommending 
= , the House concurrent resolution which I send to the 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of tatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 20th day of ber, they stand ad- 
journed until 12 o’clock meridian on Friday, January 3, 1896. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that a report from the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is so advised. 
Mr. CHANDLER. If in order I object to the consideration of 
the resolution at this time. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let theresolution lie over until to-morrow. 
ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
e. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire of the 

Senator rting the resolution whether it is repo favorably? 

Mr. KRELL. I stated it exactly. The committee report 
the resolution favorably, and recommend its passage just as it 
came from the other House. 

PAY OF EMPLOYEES, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Ap- 
4 to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. °'') 

pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of R:)- 
resentatives their respective salaries for the month of Decemb«', 
1895, on the 20th day of said month, to report it without amen- 
ment, and ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider t!1¢ 


joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was to the Senate without amen«- 
ment, ordered to a third ng, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1055) to establish a bure.1 
of military education and to promote the adoption of uniform 
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military Grill in the public schools of the several States and Terri- 
tories; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1056) for the relief of Joseph Tou- 
saint; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1057) for the relief of C. J. Baro- 
nett, of Gardiner, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1058) providing for the increase 
of the Navy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. The bill in its general provisions follows the line 
of the act of last year, but it canenee for a much larger increase 
of the Navy. lLask that it 


tion. It is an important subject, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. Set! 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (8. 1059) granting an increase 
of pension to Louis C. Schilling; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1060) to pay the claim of James H. 
Sentz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on. Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1061) authorizing additional com- 
pensation to the assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibi- 
tion at Melbourne, Australia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1062) making an appro- 
priation to enlarge the military post of Fort Meade, near the city 
of Sturgis, in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 1063) to establish a military post at 
or near the city of Pierre, Hughes County, in the State of South 
Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1064) to fix the pay of certain non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1065) in relation to a farm for the 
Indian training school at Pierre, S. Dak.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 1066) toauthorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to ascertain the amount due the Flandreau Sioux Indians, 
and making: an appropriation to pay the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1067) to oe for building and 
maintaining an Indian industrial school at or near Ch. nberlain, 
in the State of South Dakota, and at or near Rapid City, in the 
State of South Dakota, and to provide a farm in conjunction there- 
with; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1068) authorizirfg the Secretary of 
the Interior to negotiate with the Indians residing upon the Chey- 
enne River Reservation, in South Dakota, for the purchase of a 
part of said reservation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1069) to increase the pension of sol- 
diers and sailors who have been totally disabled from performing 
any manual labor, and, having one or more additional diseases re- 
sulting from the pensionable cause, who have to be under regular 
medical attendance at least one-half of the time, and that have 
drawn $30 per month for the past five years; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_He also introduced a bill (5.1070) to increase the rate of pen- 
sions for certain cases of deafness; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1071) granting a pension to George 
Gamache; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1072) granting a pension to Fred- 
erick Andros; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1073) to aid the State of South 
Dakota to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1074) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain damages resulting to any person who 
made entry upon lands within the present limits of the Sequoia 
and Yosemite National parks, in the State of California, prior to 
October 1, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1075) for the relief of the heirs of 
D. Fulford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1076) for the relief of W. L. Hall; 
oe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1077) for the relief of J. M. Mont- 
gomery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1078).authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to cause to be made all necessary field 
examinations, surveys, and experiments for the purpose of dem- 
onstrating the extent, etc., with reference to irrigation, of the 
underflow waters between the ninety-seventh degree of west longi- 
tude and the foothills of the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, 
and making an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 





| mation of Arid Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1079) to amend an act entitled ‘““An 
act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animalsin Alaska,” 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1080) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Yankton, in 
the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1081) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to pay from their own funds for certain legal 
services rendered the ‘Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee 
Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S.1082) for the relief of Irwin 


| Tucker, postmaster at Newport News, Va.; which was read twii 


by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. 
Plant, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1084) for the relief of Isaac Daven- 
port and others, citizens of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the Potomac 
Steamboat Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1086) to establish a na 
tional university; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1087) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William Cameron, alias Samuel 
C. Cole; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 1088) in the matter of proof 
of death in pension cases under the old invalid law of 1862; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1089) for the erection of a 
public building at Newport, Vt.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1090) to provide for the restatement, 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 
in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S.1091) granting a pension 
to Christiana C. Queen, widow of Walter W. Queen, formerly an 
admiral in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1092) for the relief of Bvt. 
Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1093) for the relief of Ruth 
Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1094) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1095) for the relief of Enoch 
Vernon, a citizen of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1096) to in- 
crease the pension of Wilbur F. Cogswell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1097) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

PUBLICATION OF THE MESSAGES OF THE PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the folle wing concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized to employ such clerical aid as he 
may find necessary in the copying, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing, of the messages of the Presidents of the United{States from 
the Journals of the Senate and House and the Executive Journals, for the 
printing thereof, and that the expense therefor be paid out of the appropria 
tion for public printing and binding. 
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PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas by the President's message to Congress of December 17, A. D. 
1895, regarding the boundary line between Venezuela and British Guiana, it 
is made to appear that the contingency of war between the British Empire 
and the United States of America may suddenly arise; and 

Whereas money is the first essential in times of war, and in such an event 
the Government uses gold, silver, and paper money indiscriminately until 
me oe former disappear and thereafter relies solely on paper money: 

nerefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, directed 
and instructed to inquire and report, by bill or otherwise, whether it would 
not be expedient and proper for the Government of the United States of 
America at this time to open its mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
gold and silver at the ratio of 1 to 16, and in addition thereto issue an ade- 
quate volume of full legal-tender sveesery notes in the same manner such 
notes have heretofore been issued, and, in the interest of national safety, with- 
draw the issue power of national banks and retire all bank currency. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is upon agreeing to the resolution. [Putting the question. } 

Mr. PLATT. What is the vote? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. One Senator has voted for the reso- 
lution and another Senator has voted against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two voted for it. I voted ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. PLATT. What is the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Letit be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted to the Senate 
whether there was objection to its present consideration, and no 
objection being inte he put the question on agreeing to the 
resolution. The Chair will again ask if there is objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I heard it read. It isa simple resolution di- 
recting the Committee on Finance to inquire into certain mooted 
questions. LIinterpose no objection to it at all. These questions 
will be before the committee anyway. I have no doubt the sub- 
ject-matter will be considered without the resolution, and there- 
fore it is perfectly harmless, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the resolution read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend the resolution by striking ont 
the two ‘‘ whereases.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis, first, Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLATT. Then I will object to its consideration at the 
present time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. J 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolution 
will go over under the rule. 


SUSAN WALLER. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed seper to Susan Waller, wife of John L. Waller, late an American 
consul eS eT the ae — _ for at ey support — - 
support of her c m pen an investigation © legality and jus- 
tice of said Waller's imprisonmecnt under sentence of court-martial by the 
French army in Madagascar. 


ARMENIAN OUTRAGES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, referred, with the accom- 
panying report, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant, requesting 
the President, * if in his judgment not incompatible with the public interest, 
ES. s'or tn the tote Pepentenenh fa Feannd te iaturien Setaeted wave the par 

r che ment in uries icted upon the per- 
gone oF roperty of American citizens in Turkey, and in Pe the pa 
dition o airs there in reference to the ion or cruelties practiced 
upon the Armenian subjects of the Turkish Government; also to inform the 
Senate whether all the erican consuls in the Turkish Empire are at their 
posts of duty, and if not, to state any circumstances which have interfered 
with the performance of the duties of such consuls,” I transmit herewith a 
report from the Secretary of State. 

P GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, ° 

Washington, December 19, 1895. : 

VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY CONTROVERSY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, which has been read the 
first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have the bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The bill (H. R. 2173) making an appropriation for the expenses 


DECEMBER 1), 


of a commission to investigate and report on the true divis 
line between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guian 
read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as ; 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the expen: 
commninion, to be appointed by the President, to investigate and rep. 
the true divisional line between the Republic of Venezuela and | 
Guiana. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to enter an objection to the bill 
read the second time to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has Sen read for information. _ 

Mr. PLATT. It has had its first reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read the first ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska has objec; 
its second reading to-day. 

Mr. MORG It can not be read the second time to-day 
except by unanimous consent. It has only been read for in{vr- 
mation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr.MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senate of the United States, 
in considering a question of the gravity of this, of course ouch; 
to deliberate as long as it may find it proper and necessary jn 
order to come to an absolutely correct judgment. I therefore 
would prefer that this bill should take the course indicated |)y tho 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which is the customary ¢ se 
with bills in this body, except in cases of extreme emergency, 1 
that it should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations for eoy- 
sideration. But Ishould object to any reference unless the Senate 
agrees that we will have no holiday recess until that committee 
can make its report, after proper investigation, and bring thie })i]] 
back before this body; for while I would hasten slowly in this mat- 
ter, [ would still make all necessary speed for the consideration 
of a question which is agitating the minds of the people of the 
United States and of the whole world. A delay might give o)or- 
tunity for the formation of incorrect opinions as to our earnes: ness 
on this subject. Misfortunes might attend the formation of such 
an incorrect opinion in this country and in Venezuela ani else- 
where in the world. I prefer that the deliberation which is 1ec- 
essary and appropriate on such an occasion should be given to this 
measure, but without unnecessary delay. 

The wording of the measure as it comes from the House of 
Representatives leaves some question about the exact line of p licy 
which the House indicates and intends to pursue in its actio 
upon this question. That doubt is whether the Congress of ¢! 
‘United States intends to intervene in this matter with whatever 
constitutional power it has and assume any control over diplo- 
matic questions, and the formulation of the attitude of the Goyern- 
ment of the United States toward Venezuela and toward (‘reat 
Britain. There is some doubt left in this bill as to whether we 
intend to do that, or whether we intend to leave to the President 
of the United States the full and unembarrassed exercise of his 
constitutional power in forming and shaping a very important 

uestion for the future consideration of Congress in whatever fori 
the President may see proper to submit it. 

The divisional line between the exercise of these functions by 
the Congress of the United States and the President of the United 
States upon either hand is a clear one, and itis one that I dv not 
care to cross by anticipation. I do not care to usurp, or appcar to 
usurp, any of the functions, rights, duties, or responsibilities «1 the 
President by interposing the action of Congress so as to take out 
of his hands the proper treatment of any part of this matter. 

We had an illustration in our recent history of the power of the 
President to appoint an adviser to be sent to a foreign country to 
collect information for the advice of the Executive in regard toa 
very delicate question existing between us and the Government 
of Hawaii. The President selected his adviser without the aivice 
or consent of the Senate and sent him toa foreigncountry, 111 le 
came back and made his report to the President, which was laid 
before Congress. A deal of debate, both in Congress and 
out of it,arose upon the question whether the President hai the 
right, in virtue of his constitutional powers, tomake that aj) int- 
ment and to charge Mr. Blount with the duties which he went on 
to execute and report upon. The subject was submitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and they reported, not without 
dissent, however, that the President, under the precedents, a 10m- 
ber of which were quoted, had the right to appoint such an agent 
to visit Hawaii to obtain information for his advice, so as t: en- 
able him to shape a diplomatic question between that country and 
tho United States. : 

If Mr. Blount had com a part of a commission authorized 
by an act of Congress and he had gone under the authority of that 
act to Hawaii and made whatever report he chose to make. the 

of the United States would have become responsi!)l< for 
the action of Mr. Blount, because he would have been carryig 
out the will of Co as expressed in a statute, and not the will 
of the President. t sufficiently indicates the etic which 
arises in my mind as to the proper line of action to be taken in 8 
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instance. Itis a question for the Senate to determine whether we 
shall in any wise interfere in this question legislatively for the 
purpose of giving any control or direction to the diplomatic fea- 
tures of it or the diplomatic attitude of the Government of the 
United States toward the question, or whether we shall leave it 
where, as I understand the President in his message desires it shall 
be left, in the hands of the constitutional Executive of the United 
States to deal with it as being still a diplomatic question. 

I desire, Mr. President, to say that I think there is no difference 
of opinion between the President of the United States and Con- 
gress as to the promptitude with which this question ought to be 
settled. I believe that the President and Congress are in entire 
accord, that this question is one which demands the earliest set- 
tlement consistent with a deliberate course of action and a proper 
conclusion. Resi 

So far as the question which is called the Monroe doctrine is 
concerned, that is settled by the action of the Executive at least, 
and if we should pass this bill which comes from the House of 
Representatives in its present form, without any change, the con- 
clusions reached by the Executive of the United States upon that 
question would be absolutely and unequivocally confirmed. I 
think that I do not mistake at all the sense of Congress upon this 
subject or the convictions of the people of the United States. The 
question of the application of that doctrine to the particular case 
in hand, the case of Venezuela, is one that is also, virtually, set- 
tled by the President’s message almost as conclusively as the other, 
but it is not settled absolutely. He reserves for the consideration 
of the United States upon its own responsibility the facts relat- 
ing to the attitude of Great Britain toward this boundary ques- 
tion in Venezuela and for the purpose of obtaining satisfactory 
information as to whether in this particular instance the Monroe 
doctrine is to be applied with all the force that the United States 
may see proper to exercise on any occasion in its enforcement. 

It seems to me that the message of the President, and more par- 
ticularly, I might say, the letter of the Secretary of State to Mr. 
Bayard, to be communicated to Lord Salisbury, puts this matter 
in such a clear, substantial, unequivocal light as that our action in 
affirming it in any form could never be mistaken. Our action in 
disaffirming it, if we should refuse an appropriation, of course, 
would reach back through the whole question, and would deny the 
existence of that feature of American law which we call the Mon- 
roe doctrine. But so far as the question of the Monroe doctrine 
itself is concerned, we have passed now to an attitude which I 
think must gratify this generation of men, and will be equally 
gratifying toall generations of Americans who may hereafter live— 
we have passed to that attitude in which we assert the right of the 
United States, as the controlling nationality on this continent, and 
the first and most responsible Government, for the republican form 
and principles of human government. That declaration has been 
made and will stand as the law of the United States if we pass the 
bill that comes from the House of Representatives, or any other bill 
executing the wish of the Executive as he has expressed it, or his 
recommendations upon this subject. 

I am incapable, Mr. President, in any words that I can com- 
mand, to. adequately express my gratification that this question, 
which has been so long under debate, has at last received such a 
clear-cut definition, so substantially founded in truth and in jus- 
tice and in American policy, and so rooted and grounded in the 
system of government which obtains in the United States—our 
republican constitutional form of government. I repeat, that I 
can never properly express my gratitude that we have arrived at 
a conclusion so entirely comporting with the dignity and honor 
of the Government of the United States, with its prestige among 
the nations, and with the sentiments of all the people of our 
country. At last we have attained to a ground by common con- 
sent, which is now being put into the form of legislative action, 
which fixes absolutely the attitude of the United States as to the 
existence of this question and as to the necessity of its enforce- 
—_ in any and every case where if becomes material and prac- 

ical. 

If the Senate will indulge me pe a moment, I will read a few 
extracts from the letter of Mr. Olney, in which, I think, the propo- 
sition I have just stated is very clearly laid down. I read these 
extracts from Mr. Olney’s letter that there may be no mistake or 
— that we ow and adopt his definitions of the Monroe 

? 





octrine, as it is called, and the conditions that should call for its 
application. 
his letter to Mr. Bayard, he says: 


The im t features of the existing situation, as shown by the forego- 
ing recital, may be briefly stated. 

. The title to territory of indefinite but confessedly very large extent is in 
Soate between Great Britain on the one hand and the South American Re- 
public of Venezuela on the other. 

2, The in the strength of the claimants is such that Venezuela can 
hope to r claim only through peacefui methods—through an agree- 
ment with her adversary either upon the subject itself or upon an arbitration. 

3. The controversy, with vary claims on the part of Great Britain, has 

for more than half a century, during which period many earnest and 
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persistent efforts of Venezuela to establish a boundary by agreemer: have 
proved unsuccessful. 

4. The futility of the endeavor to obtain a conventional line being recog- 
nized, Venezuela for a quarter of a century has asked and striven for arbitra- 
tion. 

5. Great Britain, however, has always and continuously refused to arbi- 
trate, except upon the condition of a renunciation of a large part of the 
Venezuelan claim and of a concession to herself of a large share of the terri- 
tory in controversy. 

6. By the frequent interposition of its good offices at the instance of Vene- 
zuela, by constantly urging and promoting the restoration of diplomatic re- 
lations between the two countries, by pressing for arbitration of the disputed 
boundary, by offering to act as arbitrator, by expressing its grave concern 
whenever new alleged instances of British aggression upon Venezuelan ter- 
ritory have been brought to its notice, the Government of the United States 
has made it clear to Great Britain and to the world that the controversy is 
one in which both its honor and its interests arg involved and the continu- 
ance of which it can not regard with indiffere } 


So far, that is a statement of historical facts, which will be af- 
firmed by the action of the Senate of the United States and of the 
House of Representatives by whatever act may be passed here ap- 
propriating money in any form for executing this purpose on the 
part of the Government of the United States. Solaccept it, and 
so I believe the Senate of the United States will accept it. 

Again, the Secretary of State says in his letter to Mr. Bayard: 

There is, then, a doctrine of American public law, well founded in principle 
and abundantly sanctioned by precedent, which entitles and requires the 
United States to treat as an injury to itself the forcible assumption by an 
European power of political control over an American State ; 

Further on in the same letter he says, speaking of the attitude 
of Great Britain: 

Thus, as already intimated, the British demand that her right to a por 


tion of the disputed territory shall be acknowledged before she will consent 
to an arbitration as to the rest seems to stand upon nothing but her own ipse 
dixit. She says to Venezuela, in substance: ‘* You can get none of the debat 


able land by force, because you are not strong enough; you can get none by 
treaty, because I will not agree; and you can take your chance of getting a 
portion by arbitration, only if you first agree to abandon to me such other 
vortion as I may designate.” tt is not perceived how such an attitude can 
e defended nor how it is reconcilable with that love of justice and fair play 
so eminently characteristic of the English race. It in effect deprives Vene- 
zuela of her free agency and puts her under virtual duress Territ ry ac- 
quired by reason of it will be as much wrested from her by the strong hand as 
if occupied by British troops or covered by British fleets. It seems therefore 
quite impossible that this position of Great Britain should be assented to by 
the United States, or that, if such position be adhered to with the result of 
enlarging the bounds of British Guiana, it should not be regarded as amount 
ing, in substance, to an invasion and conquest of Venezuelan territory 
fa these circumstances, the duty of the President appears to him unmistak- 
able and imperative. Great Britain's assertion of title to the disputed terri- 
tory, combined with her refusal to have that title investigated, being a substan- 
tial appropriation of the eee to her own use, not to protest and give 
warning that the transaction will be regarded as injurious to the interests of 


the people of the United States as well as oppressive in itself would be to ignore 
an established pouey with which the honor and welfare of this country are 
closely identified. While the measures necessary or proper for the vindica 





tion of that policy are to be determined by another branch of the Govern 
ment, it is clearly for the Executive to leave nothing undone which may tend 
to render such determination unnecessary. 

Those statements in that letter, all of which are exactly in har- 
mony with the conclusions I have just read, put this question in 
a settled form so far as our own attitude is concerned. They af- 
firm that there is an American doctrine such as the Secretary of 
State has formulated and has argued and has proven, and that 
whenever that doctrine becomes grey in a material way to 
the interests or the destiny of one of the American Republics the 
Government of the United States stands committed in its solemn 
declarations and, after this a is passed, will stand 
committed absolutely by its legislation to the maintenance of 
that doctrine. 

What, then, remains for Congress to do? According to the rec- 
ommendation of the President, nothing more than to make an ap- 
propriation to enable him to execute his constitutional function of 
completing the inquiry and examination into the title of Vene- 
zuela and of Great Britain, sofar as that may come under consid- 
eration, and of presenting that tothe Congress of the United States 
in such a manner that our action in the proposed application of 
these doctrines to the case of Venezuela shall be certain and defi- 
nite and may be based upon grounds that are sufficient. 

I can understand, Mr. President, that a commission of three 
members, or five, or seven, or whatever number might be selected, 
might have some differences of opinion in regard to this question 
of the title of Venezuela; and they might unnecessarily interject 
those differences into the main question, and they might thereby 
dissipate a movement on the part of the Government of the United 
States which is intended to embody, and does embody, the senti- 
ment and strength and feeling and determination of the whole 
people. 

At least, our attitude might be rendered uncertain in some de- 
gree by what we might call a preliminary or collateral division in 
our councils or opinions. Notwithstanding I had formed a dif- 
ferent opinion in the outset—I had not understood the exact pur- 
port of the President’s message as I think I understand it now, 
that a commission to be organized under an act of Congress would 
be necessary to complete the work that the President has con- 
ducted so far—I now view the subject in a different light, par- 
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ticularly consulting, as I am glad to be able to do and desire v 
much to do, the wishes of the President in respect of the further 
dealing with this question. He says in his message to Congress: 
in order that such an examination should be prosecuted in a thorough and 
aatiatastory manner I s t that the Congress make an uate sepropet- 
ation for the expenses of a commission, to be appointed by the Executive, 
who shall make the necessary investigation and report w the matter with 
the least possible delay. When such rt is made and accepted, it will in 
my opinion be the duty of the United States to resist by every means in its 
wer as a willful aggression upon its rights and interests the appropriation 
y Great Britain o oo Sees or the exercise of governmental jurisdiction 
over any territory which after investigation we have determined of right be- 
longs to Venezue 


Here is an evident appes! by the President for the support, in 
whatever conclusions he may reach upon the facts relating to the 
Venezuelan title to disputed territory, of the judgment of persons 
to be appointed by him, upon afull examination of those questions, 
some of which are very delicate. Ihonor him for making that ap- 
eal, because it shows a deliberate purpose on the of the 
resident of the United States to proceed to the execution of these 
American doctrines announced as law in the letter of Mr. Olney, 
80 far as they are applicable to the case of Venezuela, and to pro- 
ceed in their execution, unless it shall turn out that, upon a full 
and fair investigation of the title of Venezuela to this territory, 
there is such a doubt about it that the American le should 
either take longer time to consider it or that they should abandon 
the intervention. 

But, Mr. President, I do not wish to have, if I can avoid it, and 
Ido not think the country would like to see, any ible con- 
troversy or division of opinion between a high commission organ- 
ized by Congress and the President upon any question presented 
in his message. Suppose that after this declaration and after 
this careful examination by Mr. Olney into the title of Vene- 
guela, which he affirms u the evidence now in reach, the 
high commission should find that Mr. Olney was mistaken in 
some of his conclusions, or oe all, in their opinion or in 
the opinion of a majority ~f the commission, there was such 
doubt about the title of Venezuela that we could not afford to 
treat it as a subject that might possibly result in hostile collision 
with Great Britain, the President, if he did not concur in their 
report, might be an nized by this commission, and the Con- 
gress of the United S having organized it, would, as a matter 
of course, have a right to their ns and would be guide‘, to a 
degree at least, in their action by its recommendations. 

e might find ourselves in a state of serious embarrassment in 
regard to the question of enforcing this American doctrine if we 
are guided by the re of a high commission, which, in its re- 
sultant effects, might uproot the doctrine itself, or might expose 
it to another half century or century of debate and discussion. I 
should like to avoid the possibility of such a result as that, and I 
would prefer that the Congress of the United States in this case, 
as it has in all other cases where we have had to conduct belliger- 
ent operations against foreign Governments, should take upon 
itself, in connection with the President of the United States, the 
solution of this question in an authentic form, and not leave its 
action to depend, in any degree, —_ the ju ent of a commis- 
sion, who may not be wiser or be’ inf , after all, than the 
Congress itself or the President. It is the faithful research of the 
commission, rather than its recommendations, that we shall 
need, and that the President requests us to provide for. 

I should dislike very much to be now compelled, after the firm 
advance we have made upon this on, to reverse our action 
so far as to leave this question in the hands of a commission to 
be organized by Congress for final decision. I er to leave it 
where the Constitution leaves it, in the hands of the President of 
the United States and upon his executive a He has 
not shrunk from the task. There is no in on t he will 
shrink from it. The arguments u which his action is predi- 
cated are absolutely firm and sound, and they are t. 
could be wrong, they are still American. The id 
adopted the American judgment on are without seeking 
for precedents in monarchic Europe, his attitude this 
subject, in my opinion, is that of patriotism, firmness, on, 
and cow . He recommends speedy action, so that I can not 
mistrust that his object is to delay action or to so de as not 
to bring this very exciting q on to an early determination. 
There is not the least reason for anxiety or apprehension on that 


score. 

I believe that the Senate of the United States would do well and 
would be thoroughly justified if we pass the bill just as it is and 
support the President and the ‘‘commission” by an tion 
of money. The word “commission” used in the bill 
which creates a commission by act of It is a word 
which merely indicates that persons are to appointed by the 
President under his constitutional authority for gathering the 

ver information as to Venezuela’s title. 

Nevertheless, if there is an adverse opinion, or if what has 
arisen in the minds of Senators while they have been considering 


ery | the question shall suggest to them the 
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1 ety of having the 
matter acted u by a committee of thi y, I am entirely 
willing that it should be done. But when that is done I shall be 
of the number who will enter, if it is necessary to enter, serious 
protest against any recess of Congress until the question is dis- 
peopleof. Such a question can not be wisely or safely settled if it 
is settled too late. The anxiety of the world over the outcome of 
this great controversy is too great to admit of unnecessary delay 
on the part of Congress. And the questions are too seriously im- 
portant to be presented to Congress by the Executive in any un- 
certain form through divided counsels. Let us vote the supply 
that is needed to gain correct information as to all the materia] 
facts involved in the case, and leave the right of untrammeled 
recommendation, as well as the undivided responsibility, in re- 
spect of these diplomatic questions, where it belongs under the 
onstitution, upon the President. 

Mr. SHER . Mr. President, I do not di ee with the 
views expressed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moran], and 
I heartily applaud the message of the President. Still, the ques- 
tion as to how we shall deal with the message is a matter for the 
consideration of the Senate. We are not to act hastily. Every- 
one, not only in this country, but in Europe, feels that the position 
taken by the United States in asserting the Monroe doctrine in a 
specific case is of the highest importance to all civilized nations. 

In — upon the measure submitted to us by the President of 
the Uni States I think we ought to proceed with deliberation. 
I think the bill as by the other House ought to be amended, 
it ought to be limited, it ought to be defined. There are several 
amendments suggested on sides of the Chamber, which no 
doubt will meet with favorable consideration. There is no hurry 
about this matter. Thecontroversy between Venezuela and Great 
Britain will not be settled in a day or in months. In my judg- 
ment it will be settled peaceably by the action of those two powers. 
Great Britain has too great a ein the history of the world to 
attempt under the circumstances an act of injustice to a small 
country like Venezuela. The public sentiment of that country 
will be aroused against it. The generous sentiments of English- 
men, Irishmen, and Scotchmen will be against robbing a small 
— Venezuela of a portion of its territory. I have no 
doubt the question will be settled peaceably. 

But the assertion of our right to prevent European powers from 
seizing an of the American continents, from treating Amer- 
i ca, to be noe Tae and divided among the various 
nations of Europe, can not be questioned. These continents are 
settled in e part ar of European and Christian races, 
and are con ed by them. The great nations of Europe are all 
interested in some of America, England, however, having the 

test interest. She is in ion of a vast region north of 
he United States. Under the circumstances I do not expect that 
war will arise. I do not contemplate or wish to contemplate tho 
possibility of such an event. I have seen enough of war in my 
time to its progress and its consequences. I do not wish 
in the slightest degree to say a word which would even indicate 
that a war is likely to ensue about this small matter; but at tho 
same time I think the President of the United States is right, 
under the circumstances, in announcing what we understand to be 
our duty as the most powerful of American nations, and in say- 
ing to countries of Europe, ‘“These two continents are already 
occupied by Christian nations of Europe, and we, with our sixty- 
odd millions of people, are willing to say that the rights of those 
nations shall not be trampled upon by force and violence by 
European powers.” 
As a matter of course it is proper to say that we could not inter 
fere in any agreement made between Venezuela and Great Britain 
as to the between British Guiana and Venezuela. | 
have a map here which shows better than any I have seen before 
the rapid encroachments made by Great Britain upon what is con- 
sid to be the territory of Venezuela. Itshows that, beginning 
with a little colony derived from the Dutch, Great Britain adde« 
to ita region of country lying to the west of it, and then 
y encroachments finally reached up almost to tho 
ver. This isa seriouscontroversy. Great Britain has 
taken ground that she will not even submit to arbitration as to 
anything on the south side of a particular line. Now, I think 
that the British , when they understand this matter, when 
——_ see that it is a the attention of the civilized world, 
will not their contention, especially when they remember 
that the Monroe doctrine was not so much the doctrine of 
Monroe as it was the doctrine of Can —So". then prime 
minister, which was agreed to by the United States and Great 
Britain, and that the power to prevent encroachment by European 
powers upon American territory or upon American States was 


asserted not the United States, but by the cooperation 
-~ — of Ragland: 


not wish that this matter shall be med beyond the 
present session; I do not desire to create any delay, but under the 
i d t the bill ought to be referred to 
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the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which my honorable 
friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. er is chairman, 
and that it ought to be acted upon promptly and immediately. 
Let us hear and let that committee hear the suggestions of amend- 
ment that have been made. I could make some suggestions, and 
rhaps I shall make them. Let the suggested amendments be 
airly considered. If they are voted ae that committee or 
by the Senate, or if the committee choose to take the House propo- 
sition, well and good. We will not resist it. But I insist upon 
the right of the Senate to consider so grave a proposition, and I 
am not to be hurried in that consideration. I wish to regard and 
treat the message of the President of the United States with the 
utmost respect, and I wish to reserve to the Senate the right of 
consideration, which we always claim. It is supposed that we 
are a slow-moving body. Weoughttobe. Itisintended that the 
Senate of the United States should be conservative in all things. 
While this body should meet the duties of the hour, it should not 
too hurriedly adopt new ideas until they are strengthened into 
convictions. Then the Senate should act. 

Now, in this matter, I think the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I believe that would meet with 
the consent of the Senator from Nebraska or ALLEN], who ob- 
jected to the second reading of the bill. Let the committee be 
especially instructed to report to-morrow or any time that is neces- 
sary, Letthe matter be there discussed. If the committee should 
report that no amendment is necessary, well and good. We will 
all vote for the bill. If they should report amendments, I have no 
doubt the House of Representatives would at once act upon them. 
Let us show no haste, no anxiety, but simply pursue the path of 
duty as it is laid out before us. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me that it is difficult 
to exaggerate the gravity of the question involved in the bill 
which = come to us from the Sean of Representatives. It 
seems to me that the proper course for the Senate to take on such 
an important matter is the usual course, to send the bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, instructing them to report at 
once, if you please to-morrow, but not to act out of the usual line 
pursued by the Senate. ; 

I do not think Congress ought to adjourn for the holidays until 
the House bill is disposed of. I have not the least desire to delay 
action. On the contrary, I wish to expedite it in every possible 
manner. ButI think that the action which is taken by the Senate 
in its ordinary and usual way, after the report of a committee se- 
lected to deal with these subjects, would have far more weight 
and would more surely meet with the approbation of the Ameri- 
can people than if we should hurry the bill through the Senate 
now without giving it that consideration which every bill ought 
to have from the appropriate committee. If the bill is sent to 
the committee it can be reported to-morrow. If it is impossible 
for the committee to report the bill to-morrow, then let the Coa- 
gress of the United States remain here until they have disposed 
of it. Surely at this time Congress will not set the question of 
holidays against dealing with a matter which involves a principle 
on which are staked the interests and safety of the United States 
and the maintenance of which may result in hostilities between 
the two great English-speaking nations of the world. 

Mr. President, for my own — I do not desire to put the 
slightest opposition in the way of the Executive or of the Senator 
who no doubt has represented the wishes of the Executive upon 
this floor. I cordially agree with the President’s message. It is 
the right, the sound, the American position for the United States 
to take. But that which is of the utmost importance is that we 
should show to the world that we are united, without distinction 
of party or section, in support of the policy which the message 
calles We should be able to say, as Webster said in the House 
of Representatives, that our politics stop at the water’s edge, and 
that when we come to dealing with a foreign question we deal 
with it simply as Americans. 

It has been freely charged in the English newspapers published 
in London, and also in that smail part of the British press which 
is published in the city of New York, that this is a matter of 
politics; that it is being used by the President for electioneering 
purposes, and that it has been used by the Republicans with that 
view. That is the most mistaken view ever uttered. The Amer- 
ican people, without distinction of party, believe in the mainte- 
nance of the Monroe doctrine and are prepared to uphold it at any 
cost. They desire the appointment of a commission, not to act as 
a board of arbitration between one country and another, but to 
inform the United States on what line they ought to stand when 
they prepare to resist further English aggressions on American 
soil. The action of the commission is to be for our own informa- 
tion. Itis, think, wisely demanded. There is, however, no need 
for such a commission to go to Venezuela. It is not contemplated, 
in my judgment, by the Executive or the State Department. The 
utmost delay, therefore, that could possibly be caused would be by 
the necessity of sending experts to The Hague and to Madrid to 

of papers and documents to which allusion has been 


made by Lord Salisbury and on which the English case appar- 
ently vests. Those papers would be necessary for the information 
of the commission. It would not take long to send such an ex- 
pert to Madrid or to the Spafiish archives at Simancas and another 
to The Hague. The methods of travel are now sufficiently rapid 
to enable them to go to both those points and get the required in- 
formation in a short time. 

I have no desire to limit the Executive inany way. He is act- 
ing on his high responsibility. The House of Representatives, 
overwhelmingly Republican, without a dissenting voice, upheld 
his hands. The Senate, I am sure, will do the same. But it is 
possible that we may desire still further to strengthen the bill, in 
order to show to the American people and to the world that we 
are not only united, but in absolute earnest; that, without any 
brag and without any bluster, we are prepared to maintain the 
Monroe doctrine, not as a principle of international law—I do not 
myself think it comes within the scope of international law—but 
as a fact, just as we maintained the Declaration of Independence, 
because we considered it vital to the interests and to the existence 
of this country. 

There is, therefore, only one amendment that I should desire to 
suggest. I will give notice of it now, in case the bill goes over 
until to-morrow, or if it is reférred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to be considered to-day and reported to-morrow, I shall 
ask that the amendment go with the bill to that committee. I 
desire to give notice of an amendment, that at the end of the bill, 
after the word “Guiana,” the following sentence be added: 

And said commission shall report with the least possible delay, not later 
than April 1, 1806. 

I have given some attention to the Venezuelan question; I have 
studied it during the past year with a good deal of care; I have ex- 
amined every map and document, I think, that is accessible here, 
and I think I know enough about it to say that there is nothing in 
the case that can not be considered within the period specified in 
my amendment, and that if there are papers to be brought from 
Madrid or from The Hague they can be brought within that time 
and laid before the commission. I think fixing the date will 
strengthen the hands of the Executive, and will give notice to the 
world that while we are proceeding deliberately and temperately 
we are also proceeding with absolute firmness; that we mean ex- 
actly what we say; that we propose to sustain the President in the 
position which he has taken, and that at a given time we shall be 
prepared for action in defense of the line reported as the true 
boundary by the commission. We want nothing indefinite about 
the commission. We want them to report assoon as possible, and 
then we will sustain the Monroe doctrine with all the strength of 
the Republic. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I can see no reason why ac- 
tion should not be taken at this time on the bill coming from the 
House of Representatives. I have listened carefully to the re- 
marks that have been made. I know no need of further investiga- 
tion as regards the bill, nor any reason why it should go over, and 
I hope the Senate will act upon it this morning. There are some 
suggestions that arise to my mind which I may be pardoned for 
making. 

{ am not contemplating war or peace. I am contemplating 
what is right in this case, as near as I know or can understand. 
We all understand that we have a very firm faith in what is 
known as the Monroe doctrine, and if anybody’s faith has been 
shaken of late, if he will do as I have done, read the great dispatch 
of the Secretary of State, which was sent to Mr. Bayard last July, 
he will have no further doubt that our welfare and safety and 
honor and dignity all depend upon the strict enforcement of that 
doctrine. That dispatch will take its place alongside the best in 
American history, whether prepared by Webster, Madison, Jeffer- 
son, or anyone else. 


In regard to the talk of haste, Senators seem to be desirons of 


relieving themselves of all suspicion of being in haste. Iam not 
in haste, and they have not been in haste on the other side of the 
water, either. I have here the message of the President, and I 
hope the Senate will pardon me for calling attention to what I 
conceive to be the best statement that has been made or can be made 
of our attitude inthismatter. Remember, Mr. President, that Mr. 
Olney’s dispatch wentto Mr. Bayard lastJuly. Ittookthem on the 
other'side of the water five months to make up their minds what 
they would say in answer, or possibly whether they would answer 
atall. At last an answer came, as Mr. Cleveland well says, of a 
most unsatisfactory character. This is the case, however, that is 
made on our part. The President says: 

In the belief that the doctrine for which wecontend was clear and definite, 
that it wasfounded upon substantial considerations and involved our safety 
and welfare, that it was fully applicable to our present conditions and to 
the state of the world’s progress, and that it was directly related to the 
pending controversy, and without any conviction as to the final merits of the 
dispute, but anxious to learn in a satisfactory and conclusive manner whether 
Great Britain sought, under a claim of boundary, to extend her possessions 
on this continent without right, or whether she merely sought possession of 
territory fairly included within her lines of ownership, this Government pro- 
posed to the Government of Great Britain a resort to arbitration as the 
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proper means of settling the question to the end that a vexatious boundary 
ispute between the two contestants might be determined and our exact 
standing and relation in respect to the controversy might be made clear. 


That is a magnificent statement ofthe case, just in all its parts, 
appealing to England to be a party to an investigation by arbitra- 
on, and to settle a vexatious boundary and avoid the possibility 
of collision hereafter. After five months of consultation among 
themselves Great Britain declined that fair and honorable propo- 
sition. For my part, I am willing to join issue with them on that 
subject, and, as a preliminary step, find out exactly what are their 
rights in that country and what ours are, and then stand by them. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is a little more mag- 
nanimous, possibly, or more generous than I am this morning. 
He says he has no idea that the great power, England, would 
attempt to put forth an unjust claim to territorial boundaries, or 
claim what did not belong to her. There is not a degree of lati- 
tude or longitude on the earth’s surface on which she has not at- 
tempted to do exactly that thing. All around the globe she has 
been the oppressor of weaker nations and weaker peoples, and the 
very map which the Senator from Ohio held up from his desk re- 
futed what he said. The very map shows that she has gradually 
been encroaching from one line to another, hoping to be unseen 
in it until from some 70,000 square miles, her original claim, she 
has over 100,000 square miles. She has by silent encroachinent, 
and without any show of right or pretense, gone on and on from 
her original claim of the Schomburgk line, until now she has ab- 
sorbed beyond her original claim more territory than there is in 
the great State which the Senator from Ohio in part represents, 
and much more than thereis in the State which I in part represent. 
Mr. President, I do not wish to talk on this subject any more 
than is necessary, but I do intend to go to the line of what I be- 
lieve to be right. Ihave no fear of war. I look upon war asa 
horror, as other Christian men do, Ihope; but there will beno war 
here, There is a hostage lying on this continent north of us. 
England will not fight on an issue of this kind. She does not dare 
to. Thecommerce of the world is carried in English bottoms, and 
I remember that in reading Mr. Canning only last year he stated 
an instance where, in the war of 1812, insurance was paid for at 
the rate of 13 guineas for £100 of commerce to cross the Irish 
Channel. And it was not six months after the war of 1812 broke 
out until armed privateers swarmed the ocean, andinsurance shops 
were shut up in London. They would not insure the commerce. 
No, Mr. President, there will be an adjustment and settlement, 
but it might as well be known now on both sides of the ocean that 
England’s great colonizing career has to have some definite limits, 
some boundaries. Washington, in his Farewell Address, laid 
down the doctrine that we would not interfere with the affairs of 
Europe; and as a sequence they shall not interfere with American 
affairs. Thereis a logical sequence of the Farewell Address. Let 
us have that understood, and we will go on peaceably, but if Eng- 
land determines that she will fix her own boundaries in Sout 
America she can come up and with as much justification take the 
Mexican State of Chihuahua or any other one of those States, 
and plant her guns until they point over the American line; and 
inasmuch as she is in a foreign country from us and settling with 
that country, however weak or feeble it may be, we would have 
to stand still and look on. Such is not the doctrine of this Gov- 
ernment, and such will not be the decision of the American on 

Without any intent to bluster about the matter at all, 1 think 
there has been time enough spent. It took nearly six months, as 
I say, for the British Government to send an answer, and then 
they sent us a declination to so just and wise osnqcee. as the 
communication of the Secretary of State con to arbitrate 
and settle the matter. Now, let us go forward and settle it for 
ourselves, so far as our responsibilities areinvolved. As the Presi- 
dent says in his m , we will do this asa justification; he does 
not say of what, but there is a future implied @ justifica- 
tion of what shall come hereafter. Let us find out what their line 
is. Let them have what belongs to them and no more. I trust 
we may waste no more time on this great question. We should 
dispose of it and let the President appoint his commission and let 
the work go on, 

Mr. —s LOM. a Sean I rise at this moray ane 
purpose of making an inquiry. 1 un e orable - 
ator from N bein Mr. ALLEN] to object to the second reading 
of the bill to-day. that ob on stands it will be a littlemore 
appropriate to have this discussion continued when the bill can be 
read the second time. I s the Senator from Nebraska 
desires to adhere to his ob . 

t, I objected to the second 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. 
of the bill to-day because I ht ought to be some delay. 
on on the part of the Senate. 


There ought not to be 

There can be no doubt in my mind that there is a unanimous 
agreement in the Senate upon the subject of the Monroe doctrine, 
and that no person the force of that doctrine or 
what it is. But there is or oy be a grave question as to the 
application of that doctrine in case, 
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I look upon the question of the Monroe doctrine as settled, not 
by the declaration of President Washington, nor by the declara- 
tion of President Monroe, but I look upon. it as a doctrine that is 
inherent in every nation that has and must maintain an existence, 
It is a doctrine of self-defense. The honorable Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VooRHEEs] has illustrated it in his remarks. It is 
that doctrine which gives this nation the power to protect itself 
by prohibiting a foreign nation from acquiring territory upon 

ound that may be a menace tous. I am not disposed to enter 
into any dispute as to whether it is a national policy or an inter- 
national law or a law of self-defense. In my judgment it isa law 
of nations because it isa law of self-defense, and certainly it is 
the policy of this Government. 

Now, there will arise a question which this committee ought to 
consider, and consider well. The Constitution investsin Congress, 
not in the President, the power to declare war. The President is 
not invested with ec to declare war or conclude peace. It 
is a power vested in Congress. Are we to give the President power 
to appoint a commission without any approval upon our part after 
his selection of a commission to visit Venezuela or the disputed 
territory, or to sit elsewhere and acquire information upon this 
subject, and then are we to be called upon to act upon the report 
of that commission without ever having had the power ourselves 
of inquiring into it by a joint committee of Congress or a commit- 
tee of either House? It occurs to me that that is avery important 
matter. I donot believe the Constitution of this country ever con- 
templated that the President of the United States should have that 
power. I think that when our fathers conferred upon us, through 
the Constitution, the power to declare war and conclude peace, 
they impliedly conferred upon us the sole power and the sole means 
of ascertaining the circumstances under which war should be de- 
clared and peace concluded. 

I am not prepared to say that the President of the United States 
may choose men whom he may see fit, regardless of the attitude of 
Congress, and invest in them this high and delicate power. If the 
President has power or is given power to appoint this commission, 
one of the important things the Committee on Foreign Relations 
must consider is, whether the names of the commissioners should 
not be sent to the Senate for its consideration and approval before 
they receive their commissions. 

I do not anticipate that there is any likelihood of war between 
Great Britain and the United States of America. When I have 
listened to resolutions introduced here, and bold declarations upon 
the part of Republicans and Democrats alike, and especially when 
I listened to the proposed amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the effect that this matter should not be 
settled until the ist of April, I have sometimes been inclined to 
believe that there was more of political warfare in the future 
between the two great political parties of the Union than there 
would be of warfare between Great Britain and the United States. 

I shall insist upon my objection to the second reading of the 
bill Me 

Mr. CULLOM. I rosesimply to inquire of the Senator whether 
he intended to insist upon his objection, and I did that for the 
reason that I think the discussion would be more legitimate when 
the bill has been read the second time, as it has just received its 
first reading and has been read simply for information. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall insist upon the objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishall probably make some remarks later on, 
after the bill has been read the second time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the 
probabilities of war. I regret the rather warlike tone of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. He even 
ventured to point out the direction in which England would find 
herself com: tively weak, and to indicate those considerations 
which would prevent her from declaring war or accepting our dec- 
laration of war. It is not wise to assume that either the great Brit- 
ish nation or the great American people will refuse to fight in any 
a one. People do not always fight when they 
ought. They do not always ro upon the very best of grounds. 
They are sometimes unjustifiable. > 
pered. They sometimes yield to an undue and oppressive ambi- 
tion. I do not discuss the question of war at all. 

But what do we desire here? Information. There is not a cit- 
izen in this Chamber, or the other, or in the United States, who 
would not be very glad, indeed, to receive to-day the careful report 
of five of our leading jurists or great legislators or diplomatists upon 
the merits of this question, its correct history from the beginning, 
boundaries successively established or claimed, and the corre- 
spondence that ensued between the different countries. Nobody 
knows what the facts are upon which we are expected to act. 
Great Britain herself does not know, I judge, by the map here 
issued by Venezuela, which gives six different boundaries that 
may be found upon British maps from time to time or in British 

, each one eee northwestward. Now, if that is not 
a case for a commission, I do not know what can be. 
I desire this matter to be referred to the committee because that 


They are sometimes ill tem- 
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ified and deliberate and pro 
which will strengthen the case of the 

the United States rather than injure it. 
very desultory discussion, such as is now Zoing on here, to act 


is the di rway. It is a method 
esident and the case of 


If we proceed now in a 


upon this measure and accept the bill to-day exactly as it came 
from the other House, we shall be reproached with having de- 
ted from our usual course and with proceeding upon a supposed 
nowledge of facts, which knowledge does not exist. If we refer 
the bill to the committee, then various amendments which are in 
the minds of Senators on both sides of the Chamber can be con- 
sidered that might otherwise take up days of debate. 

If such amendments should be considered in committee, whether 
they be reported favorably or not, we shall be stronger before the 
world than if we pass the bill and concur literally with the action 
of the other House in the next fifteen minutes. I think it would 
be well for every man to state his amendment, if he has a sug- 
gestion in his mind, that the _— also may see that this propo- 
sition to refer does not arise from any sort of disposition to make 
unnecessary delay. 

IT hope that the bill will be referred and amended. It might 
provide for a commission of five, to be nominated by the President 
and appointed by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
I hope that the appropriation may be made larger, and I hope that 
the time for the final report of the commission may be settled in 
the billitself. I think those areimportant amendments. I know 
Tam notalonehere. I am not alone on either side of the Chamber 
in desiring the changes I have described. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the only contribution that 
I desire to make in the debate upon this question at this time is to 
ask to have read at the desk the paper which I send to the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read the paper given below. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are some three or four or five hun- 
dred names of members of the British House of Commons signed 
to the paper, which I ask may be inserted in the REcorD without 
ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It isso ordered, without objection. 

Mr.COCKRELL subsequently said: I desire to request the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to permit the letter of W. Randal 
Cremer to Senator SHERMAN, requesting the presentation of the 
memorial which has been read from the members of the British 
Parliament, to be inserted with the paper. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To be printed with the document as read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To be printed with the document. I sent 
for the original papers at the time the Senator requested that the 
memorial be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish that that may be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The letter and memorial are as follows: 

[From W. Randal Cremer, M. P., St. Paul's Chambers, 23 Bedford street, 
Strand, London, W. C.] 


LONDON, January 1, 1895. 
Der Stir: I have the honor toforward you aay of a memorial signed by 
354 members of the British House of Commons. the object of the memo- 
rial is of the highest smeportenes. and the signatures represent all shades of 
litical opinion in the British Parliament, I venture to ask for the prayer of 
e ae your earnest consideration. 
espectfully, yours, 
W. RANDAL CREMER. 
Hon. JoHN SHERMAN. 


To the President and Congress of the United States of America: 


In response to the resolution adopted by Congress on April 4, 1890, the Brit- 
ish House of Commons, eapeerten in its decision by Mr. Gladstone on June 16, 
1893, unanimously affirm ts willingness to cooperate with the Government 
of the United States in settling disputes between the two countries by means 
of arbitration. The undersigned members of the British Parliament, while 
cordially thanking Congress for having, by its resolution, pe such an im- 
petus to the movement and called for h such a response rom our Govern- 
ment, earnestly hope that Congress will follow up its resolution, and crown 
its desire by inviting our Government to join in framing atreaty which shall 
bind the two nations to refer to arbitration disputes which diplomacy fails to 

just. Should such a pro be made, our heartiest efforts would be used 

in its support, and we shall rejoice that the United States of America and the 

United om of Great Britain and Ireland have resolved to set such a 
splendid example to the other nations of the world. 

William Ab (Limerick), William Abraham (Rhondda), 


James T. Agg-Gardner, David Ainsworth, William Allan, 
C. F. Egerton Allen, William Allen, Robert A: Allison, Dr. Dan- 
iel Ambrose, Robert Ambrose, Joseph Arch, Hugh O. Arnold- 


Foster, Alexander Asher, Llewellyn Atherley-Jones, Sir John 
Austin, Bt.; Michael Austin; Sir George Baden-Powell, K. C. 
M. G.; John Baker, W. H. Walter Ballantine, J. Emmott Bar- 
low, John Barran, Reuben V. Barrow, Edward Barry, Edw. 
Hodson Bayley, Thomas Bayley, Mark H. Beaufoy, Gilbert 
Beith, John Williams Benn, Joseph Bennett,Godfrey R. Benson, 
Michael Biddulph, James Peco, Alfred Billson, William 
Birkmyre, Augustine Birrell. ward Blake, Matthias M. Bod- 
kin, T. B. Bolitho, Thomas Dolling Bolton, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brand, Right Hon. Jacob Bright, John Albert Bright, Harring- 
ton Evans Broad, Henry Broadhurst, Alex. Hargreaves Brown, 
John Tomlinson Brunner, Thomas R. Buchanan, Robert J. 
D. Burnie, Thomas Burt, William P. Byles, Wm. Sproston 
Caine, James Caldwell, Sir Charles Cameron, Bt, Sir James 
M. Carmichael, Bt.; Patrick G. H. Carvill, Francis A. Chan- 
ning, Joshua M. Cheetham, John J. Clancy, Dr. Gavin B. 
Clark, Walter Owen Clough, Henry P. Cobb, Hon. Thos. H. 


Cochrane, Francis M. Coldwells, Jeremiah J. Colman, Andrew 
Comtrains, LL. D.; Earl Compton, Thomas J. Condon, C. Aug. 
V. Conybeare, Arch. Cameron Corbett, Right Hon. Leonard H. 
Courtney, Herbert H. Cozens-Hardy, Donald Crawford, Eugene 
Crean, William Randal Cremer, Daniel Crilly, John William 
Crombie, William Crosfield, Sir Joseph Crosland, Alexander 
Cross, H. Shephard Cross, Thomas B. Curran, Thomas Curran, 
Henry J. C. Cust, James H. Dalziel, Maj. Leonard Darwin, 
William Rees Davies, C. Diamond, Right hn Sir Charles W. 
Dilke, Bt.; John Dillon, George Dixon, Cyril J. 8. Dodd, Capt. 
A. J.C. Donelan, William Dunn, Frank Edwards, John Edward 
Ellis, Sir T. Grattan Esmonde, Bt.; Sir Francis H. Evans, K. 


C.M.G.; Samuel Thomas Evans, Robert Lacey Everett, Syd- 
ney Evershed, Dr. Robert Farquharson, Charles Fenwick, 
William Field, Charles James Fleming, James C. Flynn, P. 


James Foley, Matthew Fowler, Dr. Joseph Francis Fox, Sir 
Theodore Frye, Bt.; Frederick C. Frye, George P. Fuller, Chris- 
topher Furness, J. Lawrence Gane, James Gibney, James Gil- 
hooly, Edward T. Gourley, Geo. G. Leveson-Gower, Thomas 
N. Archibald Grove, William Court Gully, David C. Guthrie 
Richard B. Haldane, Sir Charles Hall, K. C. M. G.; John Ham- 
mond, Timothy Harrington, Luke P. Hayden, Right Hon. 
Charles Seale-Hayne, Walter Hazell, Right Hon. Sir A. D. Hay- 
ter, Bt.; Maurice Healy, ‘Thomas J. Healy, Timothy M. Healy, 
James Heath, Clement Higgins, Sir Benjamin Hingley, Bt.: E. 
Brodie Hoare, Hugh E. Hoare,Samuel Hoare,Chas. Edw.H. Hob- 
house, Henry Hobhouse, James Francis Hogan, Angus Holden, 
Sir Isaac Holden, Bt.; William H. Holland, Charles H. Hop- 
wood, Joseph Howard, George Howell, Sir Henry H. Howorth, 
K. C. I. E.; Arthur C. Humphreys-Owen, William A. Hunter, 
Charles P. Huntington, John Husband, Alfred E. Hutton, Al- 
fred Illingworth, Sir William J. Ingram, Bt.; William Jacks, 
James A. Jacoby, Right Hon. Sir Henry James, Sir James 
Joicey, Bt.; David Brynmoor Jones, Maj. Evan R. Jones, Jere- 
miah Jordan, Hudson E. Kearley, J. Seymour Keay, Sir John 
H. Kennaway, Bt.; Patrick J. Kennedy, Dr. Joseph E. Kenny, 
Matthew J. Kenny, William Kenny, Denis Kilbride, Sir H. Sey- 
mour King, K. CL E.; Sir John G. 8. Kinloch, Bt.: Sir James 
Kitson, Bt.; Henry Labouchere, George Lambert, J. Batty, 
Langley, Harry L. W. Lawson, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bt.; Robert 
Leake, Thomas Wodehouse Legh, Joseph Leigh, Sir John 
Leng, Herbert 8. Leon, Joseph F. Lesse, John Herbert Lewis, 
Thomas Lewis, Thomas 8. Little, David Lloyd-George, Frank 
Lockwood, John William Logan, Thomas Lough, Right Hon. Sir 
J. Lubbock, Bt.; H.C. Fownes Luttrell, Sir Leonard Lyell, Bt.; 
John A. M. Macdonald, Sir Donald H. Macfarlane, Dr. Donald 
Macgregor, Miles MacInnes, Michael McCartan, Justin McCar- 
thy, Patrick McDermott, Dr. Mark A. McDonnell, William Me- 
Ewan,Patrick McGilligan,Edward M’ Hugh,Patrick A.M’ Hugh, 
Charles P.Bright McLaren, WalterS.B.McLaren, John McLeod, 
John Henry Maden, John Mains, W. F. Maitland, Richard Mal 
lock, Francis Mandeville, Sir Moses Philip Manfield, Sir Freder 
ick T. Mappin, Bt.; Richard Biddulph Martin, William Mather, 
William Jardine Maxwell, Francis B. Mildmay, Matthew J 
Minch, Bernard C. Molloy, Sir Samuel! Montagu, Bt.: James M. 
Moorsom, Robert Jasper More, Right Hon. Sir G. Osborne Mor 
gen. Bt.; John Lloyd Morgan, W. Pritchard Morgan, Alpheus C 

forton, Edward J.C. Morton, John Fletcher Moulton, Right 
Hon. Anth. J. Mundella, Dadabhai Naoroji, Hon. Mark F. Na- 

ier, Ralph Neville, George Newnes, Col. John P. Nolan, Hon. 

sir Stafford Northcote, Bt.; Capt. Cecil W. Norton, Thomas- 
Willans Nussey, P. J. O’Brien, William O’Brien, Arthur O'Con- 
nor, James O'Connor, Florence O'Driscoll, Francis A. O'Keeffe, 
Mark Oldroyd, Thomas Owen,Sir Charles M. Palmer, Bt.; George 
W. Palmer, Herbert W. Paul, James M. Paulton, Henry Fell 
Pease, Joseph A. Pease, Sir Joseph W. Pease, Bt.; Sir John 
Pender, Robert W. Pekrs, Benjamin Pickard, Edward H. Pick- 
ersgill, John Pinkerton, Thomas B. Potter, Patrick J. Power, 
Robert John Price, Thomas P. Price, Briggs Priestley, An- 
drew D. Provand, W. Cuthbert Quilter, David Randell, Wil- 
liam Rathbone, John E. Redmond, William H. K. Redmond, 
Sir Edward J. Reed, K. C. B.; R. Threshie Reid, Joseph Richard- 
son, John Bryn Roberts, John Herbert Roberts, Sir Thomas 
Robinson, oar ¢. Roby, John Roche, Sir Thomas Roe, Sir Al- 
bert Kaye Rollit, Sir Henry E. Roscoe, Chas. Savile Roundell, 
James Rowlands, W. Bowen Rowlands, Thomas W. Russell, 
Sir Bernard Samuelson,Bt.; William Saunders,Col. Chas. Seely, 
‘Thomas Sexton, Charles Edward Shaw, W. Rawson Shaw, 
Jeremiah D. Sheehan, Devic Sheehy, Capt. John Sinclair, Clar- 
ence Smith, Harry Smith, James Parker Smith, Samuel Smith, 
William Smith, Thomas Snape, Albert Spicer, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanhope, Right Hon. James Stansfeld, Henry Charles Stephens, 
Sydney J. Stern, Francis 8S. Stevenson, James C. Stevenson, 
Samuel Storey, James Stuart, Donal Sullivan, Timothy D. Sullt 
van, Sir Thos. Sutherland, Charles K. Tanner, Francis Taylor, 
Harold John Tennant, Abel Thomas, Alfred Thomas, David 
Alfred Thomas, Walter Thorburn, Charles Townsend, Charles 
Ernest Tritton, James Tuite, Jasper Tuliy, Right Hon. C. P. 
Villiers, John Stewart Wallace, Robert Wallace, J. Lawson 
Walton, Cornelius M. Warmington, Thos. Courtenay T.Warner, 
Eugene Wason, Sir Edward W. Watkin, Bt.; Thomas Wayman, 
Alfred Webb, Sir Richard E. Webster, G. C. M. G.; Sir Wm. 
Wedderburn, Bt.; James Galloway Weir, Sir Joseph D. Weston, 
Samuel Whitbread, 8. Howard Whitbread, Thos. p. Whittaker, 
J. Shiress Will, Arthur John Williams, John Carvell Williams, 
William Williams, James Williamson, Stephen Williamson, 
Charles H. Wilson, Henry Joseph Wilson, John Wilson (Dur- 
ham), John Wilson (Govan), Joseph Havelock Wilson, Samuel 
Woods, Caleb Wright, Samuel Young.—Congressional Record, 
Fifty-third Congress, third session, page 2408, February 19, 1895. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the controversy between Vene- 
zuela and Great Britain is one of long standing,of certainly at 
least fifty years. There does not seem to have been any estab- 
lished line Cotween the section of country claimed by Great Brit- 
ain and the Venezuelan territory—that is, no line recognized by 
both nations. The English Government has not adhered, if Iam 
correctly informed, to the same line at all times. I have supposed 
myself that we practically knew where the original line was that 
they were entitled to hold by the cession of the country from the 
Dutch. I have discovered by the report of the President that that 
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is in doubt. Ido not think it becomes me, nor do I think it be- 
comes any member of this body to discuss the question of fact. 
When the President of the United States says that the fact is not 
sufficiently well known in the Department of State to enable him 
to act without acommission or further information, I think in or- 
dinary decency we have to wait. My private opinion may be one 
thing; my public opinion as a Senator in this body is another. 

The President of the United States says that he wants a com- 
mission to determine facts. He has the power to determine facts 
without our aid, without reference to us; yet if he wants our as- 
sistance to get at the facts he is entitled to it. 

There has been some surprise and a good deal of zeal 
and enthusiasm exhibited, over the message of the President of the 
United States. The President’s as a whole meets my 
hearty approval, but lexpected it would. I did not believe we had 
reached a point in the decadence of national honor and pride where 
any Secre of State or any President would retire from the 
American doctrine that has been so dear to the American heart 
for seventy years, called the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. President, it is not the Monroe doctrine; it is the American 
doctrine. It is a doctrine, as stated by one Senator here, that 
grows out of the doctrine of self-defense. It is not, as has been 
claimed by some, an international rule. It finds no support in 
international law — the pon which is grounded in 
all international law that right of self-defense rests in every 
nation, limited only by its power. If we in this country believe 
that it is contrary to our interests and threatening to our institu- 
cn Mctacins Ger CE Te aw ee Mage shall, oe be 
ern Hemisp t is our say shall no 
established, and we need not resort to Skeruettosel new fae our de- 
fense; we resort to what has been the recognized law of Christen- 
dom for many upon which the balance of er is being 
maintained in mnepe tee, Se of every na’ to see that 
no other pation itself so much power as to threaten 
== of others. see ie te 

octrine upon that principle withou' y. 

I do not understand that our pan oe and 
trade, our great ng relative, has ever denied our 
right to assert and maintain the Monroe doctrine. What they 
claim is that the Monroe doctrine does not y to this case. 
Whether it applies to this case depends upon the » whi 
unknown to us,it appears. If I knew what the facts were, 1s an 
international lawyer I would have diffi in applying the 
law. Asa believer in the American doctrine of the right to say 
that no European power shall invade American soil, either of 
North or South America, I should have no trouble in coming to 
a conclusion. Is it an invasionof American soil? I do not know 
that. I repeat, I th t I did. 

If the President of United 
ee en eee ee was the true line 

ween the British possessions and Venezuela, and anaes a 
ad of at- 


pon 

must stand by what the 

tions when the facts are ascertained 
The President says that he needs assistance to make this deter- 
inati nr doubts that. 

The only him. 


believer in the Monroe doctrine as any man who lives. I am as 

firm a believer as anyone in the maintenance 
, and I do not believe it can be maintained if we 

abandon the Monroe doctrine. 

. President, there is no haste in this matter. The dispute is 
oneof longstanding. Great Britain isnot now taking any extraor- 
steps with reference to the control of the territory in dis- 
ate. They took, it is said, five months to answer our Secretary's 
of July 20. Mr. President, the time was not excessive. It 


great ques- 


this case. I re- 

t so far as the American people are concerned, the Monroe doc- 

is not in dispute, isnot in doubt, whatever may be the doubt 

St oe ee If the facts are not , we 
mu ore we proceed further, ascertain them. 

This is a very important question. It is not a question of party 

a ee a 


of the honor of the | and 
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tion, or anybody, attempts to make capital out of it, they will find 
that they will lose in the end, as we should lose on our side if we 
should be foolish enough, as I know we are not, to attempt to make 
— out of it in any way. 

he Monroe doctrine, or the American doctrine, grew out of the 
necessity of the case when the Holy Alliance was threatening the 
eS the existence of the South American Republics, when 
it was intent undoubtedly of the Holy Alliance, after they had 
isucceeded in of some affairs in Europe, to take a hand 
in South American affairs. Then, not by the United States, but 
from Great Britain, came this doctrine. Itwas Mr. Canning who 
suggested it. It was, beyond question, Mr. Adams, Secretary of 
State, who enforced it upon President Monroe. 

From that hour it has been the American doctrine, which no 
American Senator and no American statesman of any kind has 
dared to — before the American people. We enlarged it in 
1848 undoubtedly under Mr. Polk’s Administration, but we had a 
right to enlarge it. Mr. Polk then laid down the proper law to 
govern us, and if it was an extension upon the Monroe doctrine 
of 1823 it was an extension growing out of the condition of the 
United States and the world, and a a r extension, and it has 
met 7 seenrens of the people of nited States from that 


The cherished doctrine is, not that we are the guardians of 
those Republics, not that we assume a protectorate over them, but 
that while a aa Government may claim from them redress 
for injuries, it shall not claim that redress in a way which shall en- 
title it to territorial acquisitions from the offending State. That 
is the American doctrine. 

We do not say to Europe that we will defend those States; that 
we will be responsible for their conduct. We say to all the Euro- 
pean nations, if those States do not deal with you as one State 
should deal with another, you may go to war with them, if nec- 
essary, to enforce their national obligations toward you; you may 
demand of them disavowals, apologies, retractions, cash indem- 
nities, if you choose; but you shail not take an acre of their land; 
not because we are interested so directly in those Republics, but 
because we are interested in this great Republic; because we fee! 
that to maintain the integrity of those Republics—or, at least, if 
not to maintain their integrity as nations, to maintain their inde- 
pendence of European control—isessentialtoour prosperity. That 
is the reason why we adopted this doctrine, and that is the reason 
why the American people are ready to enforce it, no matter what 
it may cost. Mr. President, that is the feeling of the American 


is os is of so much importance that I do not care my- 
self if the bill goes to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
lies there a month. You will not impress the world with our soli- 
a solidity on this question by any haste in this body. 
Let this proceeding be a dignified proceeding. Let the bill go to 
the conimittee. Let the committee take their time on it. Let 
them return it here and say what is the best way by which we 
can strengthen the hands of the President of the United States in 
his efforts to maintain this American doctrine. 
Mr. President, {am not one of those who want war. I do not 
believe in war. I believe in this case Great Britain made a great 


“mistake when she said she would not arbitrate, and I have faith 


enough in the love of justice and right that pervades the people of 
Great Britain to believe that on second sober thought they will sub- 
mit this question to arbitration, as many of their representative 
men have declared they are willing to submit all questions of this 


Mr. President, I do not like to talk about war. Weare, in my 
nation inthe world. We have more force 

than any other nation that flies a flag. 

people, devoted to their institu- 

; are strong and great we do not 

go to war unless there is a necessity and a demand for it, 
and when that necessity and demand arise we want to go to war 
with a sentiment back of us that will sink every dollar that we 
have ak ce every man in defense of the national honor and 


national 

t, questions to be kicked about and treated 

with haste. Let bill go to the committee. Let it be consid- 

ered. If the committee want a week, ten days, or two weeks, or a 

month, let the committee take it. Nothing will be lost. Great 

Britain will not misunderstand our attitude. She does not misun- 

derstand it now. She knows just as well how we feel upon these 

— as she vid eameetg pass ee ee oe had ares 
ears again again from nearly every Secretary of Sta 

bandon artivanes Sadie, nor view 

of any European power 

such interfer- 


ye agg et ge 


ot. 
Mr. P@sident, there has been a deal said of late about the 
Monroe doctrine, and I do not to expatiate on it. The 
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Monroe doctrine has had repeated sanction by the American peo- 
ple and the American Government. In 1861, when war was 
flagrant in this country, when there was such a war in progress 
as modern times have not seen, when one-third of this country 
was arrayed against the rest, when we were threatened by inter- 
ference by foreign powers, we were so attached to the Monroe 
doctrine that our great Secretary of State called the French and 
the English to account, and said, ‘‘ Do you propose by your armies, 
which you are sending to Mexico, to dismember Mexico and make 
it a part of your European system?” Great Britain and France 
then, mindful of the great strength we had, and mindful of the 
strong hold that this doctrine had upon our people, said without 
the slightest hesitation, ‘‘We do not intend any aggrandizement 
of European countries by this proceeding. We are simply at- 
tempting to enforce a claim that we have against the Republic of 
Mexico.” Then Mr. Seward said, ‘ Very well; if that is the fact 
we will not now complain.” 

Suppose aan ee said, on the other hand, that they did intend 
to dismember Mexico, and partition it between France, Spain, and 
England, the three countries that were then invading it, we might 
not have been in a condition to have carried on a war, but we 
would have had the declaration made by the Secretary of State, 
and backed up by this Government then, that when the time did 
come that we could be heard, we would be heard in defense of the 
Monroe doctrine, at the point of the bayonet if it was necessary. 

Later, as is suggested to me, our Army was gathered on the 
border of Mexico by command of Congress. Recently, in speak- 
ing with an officer who had taken part in the important battle 
where Maximilian was defeated for the last time, and where he 
met his final rout, this officer said to me that 2,000 Confederate 
Americans fought under the Mexican banner. He was a Prus- 
sian officer, had been an officer in the Confederate army, and he 
said but for our people, the Confederate army, Maximilian would 
have been triumphant inthat battle. The Mexicans hadour sym- 
pathy, they had our strong support, and when the French were 
notified by Mr. Seward that we still recognized and intended to 
recognize General Juarez as the constitutional President of that 
Republic they took their troops out of Mexico, because they 
knew if they did not it meant interference on our part and a war 
between France and the United States. 

Later than that, when the Austrian Government was about to 
send to their prince reenforcements, the Secretary of State said to 
them, ‘If you do this we will not agree to longer remain neutral 
in this contest;” and they did not come. That was a direct asser- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine. It was an assertion that our Govern- 
ment meant to go to war if it became necessary in defense of that 
doctrine. I might give a number of instances of the recognition 
of this doctrine by our Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator from 
Colorado that the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived. The Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihope the unfinished business will be laid 
aside informally, so that the Senator from Colorado may conclude. 
P =e VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

ered. 

Mr.TELLER. There are a number of instances which I will 
not detain the Senate by citing to show that the American Gov- 
ernment has never for an hour departed from the principle known 
as the Monroe doctrine. Does anybody in Great Britain believe 
we are going to do itnow? Does anybody in this country believe 
we are going to do it? Need we make any special demonstration 
of our adherence to that doctrine in view of our history in connec- 
tion therewith? I think not, Mr. President. But if it should be 
done, it is not to be done by sending this bill to the committee in 
haste; it is not to be done by the passage of this bill out of the 

course; it is to be done by a declaration that will come 
from the American people so that it may not be misunderstood. 
That is what I should like to see done by this Congress and at this 
session. I should like to see this doctrine put beyond question 
hereafter, that we rely upon that doctrine and we mean to enforce 
it whenever there is a necessity for it, and we are to be the sole 
judges when that necessity arises. Great Britain, in this very 


corr ndence, admits our right to maintain the Monroe doc- | 


trine, but questions the right to do it in this case, because she says 
it is not applicable to this case. 


Mr. President, I said a moment ago that I was not in favor of | 


war: Iam not; I do not believe in it to settle controversies, and 
yet I know that sometimes a nation in defense of its honor and 
integrity must go to war. A war between the United States and 
Great Britain would be the most tremendous war of modern 
times; nay, I need not say of modern times—it would be the most 
tremendous war that the world has ever seen from the days of 
Alexander the Great to the present time. What would it mean? 
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It would mean a universal war. Does anybody believe there can 
be a war between Great Britain and ourselves without bringing 
into that war other European nations? If they do, they have not 
studied the European question. We should not be, in the event 
of a war with Great Britain, without European allies. The inter- 
ests of certain European countries would be not to let Great Britain 
dominate us. Their interests would be that weshould destroy the 
prestige of Great Britain not only upon the sea, but upon the land, 

Great Britain knows that; we knowit; the world knowsit. The 
great Russian Government, waiting patiently to getits rightful ad- 
vent to the sea, would find an opportunity then that it has never 
before had. Do you suppose that Government would be slow to 
take advantage of it? Waiting to crowd down the line of British 
India, do you suppose the Russians would fail to take it? Waiting 
to complete the domination they have begun over China, do you 
suppose they would fail to complete it? They would move down 
through the Turkish waters to the open sea; while Great Britain 
was engaged in this enterprise with us they would have an op- 
portunity to get that for which they have been striving for many 
years. Once secured, it never could be taken from them. 

Mr. President, there is no danger of war, in my judgment, over 
a question like this. Ido not say that if Great Britain should 
assert a principle that, if carried out, would be dangerous and dis- 
tressing to us, we ought not to go to war, no matter what the con- 
sequences would be. In my judgment the consequences would 
be much more serious to Great Britain than to us; but I do not 
want tosay thatin the way of threat. I do not believe that is the 
way to discuss these questions. Neither Great Britain nor we 
could afford to go to war, except there were a great principle at 
stake, a great necessity for it. We should be derelict if we did. 
It would be the most inhuman thing in the world for these two 
great English-speaking peoples to go to war. Yet I would give 
my voice for war before I would see the country dishonored, and 
so would our English brethren if they believed it would be a dis- 
honor for them to take certain steps. 

I repeat what I started out to say, that there is no haste in this 
matter. Itis a great big question, involving to some extent the 
peace and prosperity of the two greatest nations of the world. Let 
us approach it as statesmen and Senators; let us not be impatient; 
and, above all, do not let us be anxious, one to get the advantage 
of another in a political way. Too big is the question for party 
politics or party gain. Let this question be settled in such a way 
that when Great Britain sees what we have done she will know 
that there is a united nation back of it, and that we may have, as we 
ought to have if we go to war, the approval of the civilized world. 
We can not afford to go to war until we have that; and that, I am 
told, can not be had until the facts are officially and judicially 
determined. I am in favor of giving the President every. method 
and every means he wants for that determination. When that 
determination shall be made, I shall be for acting in accordance 
with the honor and the dignity of the Government of the United 
States, without reference to what may be the result. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the debate so far has proceeded, 
of course, by unanimous consent, and I have no disposition in the 
world to check it. The question, as I understand, is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer this bill 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the bill has 
been read and it will go to the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill has been read only once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second reading of the bill has 
been objected to, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difficulty is that the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] interposed an objection to the second reading 
of the bill to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill can not be referred until after it has 
had its second reading. 

Mr. MORGAN. That, of course, prevents its reference to the 
committee, and prevents it from being read the second time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second reading of the bill has 
been objected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say to the members of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations who are here—and [ will reach others by 
private notice—that I shall ask the committee to meet to-morrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. We have resolutions before us embodying 
| all of this question, and have given to them some informal con- 
sideration. I believe that the committee will be prepared to come 
in to-morrow, if we have a meeting, with such suggestions as they 
may see proper to make, and the Senate without furtherdelay can 
then proceed to action upon the bill. 


i 


CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if the order which has been pend- 


ing is disposed of by rites go wey of the Senator from Nebraska, 
I ask the Senate to proc to the consideration of the motion I 
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entered to reconsider the vote by which the resolution which was 


under consideration yesterday was ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest that there is a resolution on the table, 
coming over from a previous day, which I should like to have dis- 

ed of, which takes precedence of the resolution of the Senator 
rom Florida. I do not think there will be any debate upon it, 
and I should like to have present action upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That resolution will go over under 
the rule, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not interpose 
any objection to the motion I have made. 

ne VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida to proceed to the consideration of the mo- 
tion submitted by him to reconsider the vote taken yesterday upon 
the passage of the resolution. 

The motion was agrest to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs on the passage of 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CALL. I now move to strike out all after the word ‘ Re- 
solved,” and insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 

I will state, in deference to the general opinion of Senators that 
this resolution should be confined to an inquiry in the State of 
Florida, that I have so amended it. I hope, therefore, that there 
will be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
* Resolved,” and insert: 

That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the President of 
the Senate, who shall be charged witb the duty of sapentigntng the subject 
of the efforts of corporations in the State of Florida, or of the president 
and directors thereof, to control the election of members of Congresss from the 
State of Florida or to influence the legislation of Congress; also to investi- 
gate and report to the Senate whether corrupt means, bribery, or free trans- 
vortation have been or are being used to influence such elections in the 
teste of Florida; also to inquire and report to the Senate whether the use of 
such influences or means is consistent with the preservation of the Republic 
of the United States and the rights and liberties of the people, and to report 
a biil for the punishment or suppression of such practices. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Florida. 

r. FAULKNER. I raise the question of order, for the Chair 
to decide, whether or not an améndment can now be submitted 
by the Senator from Florida which reverses the action of the Senate 
taken yesterday. 

The resolution originally provided for a select committee of 
five. The Senate by a vote, which has not been at all changed 
by any action of the Senate to-day, amended that resolution by 

riking out a select committee of five Senators, and — 
that the a should go to the Committee on Privileges an 
Elections. e amendment now offered by the Senator reverses 
that action already adopted by the Senate, and I raise the question 
whether or not the amendment is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that the Senator from West 
Virginia can hardly be serious in raising this question of order. 
Tho vote by which the original resolution was passed having been 
reconsidered, the resolutionis beforetheSenate. TheSenatorfrom 
Florida now proposes a new resolution differing from the former 
resolution by confining the scope of Seer toklorida. There- 
fore, it seems to me, the Senator from West Virginia must admit, 
the original resolution being before the Senate, that the amiend- 
ment is ae in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, Mr. President, I do not conceive it in 
that way. The motion to reconsider is simpl to reconsider the 
resolution as amended. That bri the original resolution as 
amended by the Senate now before it. The amendment now of- 
fered by the Senator is to strike out the action of the Senate had 
on that resolution yesterday, and, for that reason, I suggest that 
it is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not mean to make an gestions to 
the Chair, who ue understands this question. I should ad- 
mit the point of the Senator from West Virginia if the Senator 
from Florida had simply moved his original resolution; but when 
he moves the original resolution with an amendment confining the 
inquiry to one State, instead of extending its operations overevery 
State in the Union, it seems to me it is so erent that it is en- 
tirely in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der. The — is on the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Florida, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must state very frankly to the Senate that 
upon principle I am entirely opposed to the resolution. I do not 
see and can not conceive upon what authority the Senate have 
ae to go into an inquiry on this pat fry which affects 

6 interests of the States in the election of members of the legis- 
lature and also of the members of the House of Representatives, 
when it is not proposed to be done by a joint committee of the two 
bodies, In fact I do not think, so far as the Senate is concerned, 


that it has any eae to investigate a subject which affects 
members of the House of Representatives unless there is a bil] 
originating there proposing laws under the provisions of the Con- 
stitution to regulate the elections of members of the House of 
Representatives; and as to it affecting any question before the 
Senate, I can not conceive how any Senator can vote to sustain 
this motion who entertains the views which have always been 
expressed upon this side of the Senate. For that reason, and in 
order to test this question again, I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator can not displace my amendment by a 
motion of that kind. Theamendment I offer is pending before the 
Senate, and he can not displace it by submitting a motion to refer 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Florida that the motion of the Senator from West Virginia 
is in order under the rules. 

Mr. CALL. Then I hope that the motion of the Senator from 
West Virginia will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is that a motion simply to refer 
the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis. The question is upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from West Virginia to refer the resolution of 
the Senator from Florida to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CALL. I call for the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope that the motion of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia will not prevail. I do not see why Sena- 
tors can raise objections of this kind. The Senator from Wes' 
Virginia knows very well that it has been the practice of this 
body, sustained by its rules, to obtain information upon which 
legislation shall be predicated. Now, vhen he says that this reso- 
lution affects the elections of the other House, that is not true. 
There is nothing in the resolution that concerns the elections of 
members of the other House. There is something that concerns 
the legislation which will require that corrupt methods shall be 
excluded from the elections of members of Congress. This dis- 
tinction has been pointed out; it is broad, and there never has 
been any idea anywhere that Congress could not obtain informa- 
tion by a committee for the purpose of formulating laws upon a 
subject over which it had jurisdiction. 

Does the Senator mean to say that Congress has no jurisdiction 
over the question of the purity of elections to this body; that that 
is not a subject upon which we can make laws forbidding fraud, 
bribery, or corrupt practices, the influences of money in corpora- 
tions, and the times and manner in which elections shall be held— 
this in the very words of the Constitution? 

It is evident that there is no force in those objections. This 
resolution was objected to because it opened the door of inquiry 
in other States where there was no allegation that there were any 
practices of this kind, and I have amended it so that it meets the 
views of Senators who urged that objection. I know that tho 
Senator from West Virginia does not desire to cover up influences 
of wealth and money corruptly used in elections, and therefore he 
ought not to kill this resolution by seeking to refer it to a stand- 
ing committee. 

‘Lam not pager. beet man or any set of men, but to say that 

there can be no legislation by the Congress of the United States to 

uire that the people of the United States shall have their rights 

and have their elections for members of Congress conducted fairly, 

honestly, and properly, that the influences of great accumulated 

wealth shall not be permitted to control the elections, is to me a 
most extraordinary proposition. 

Mr. FAUL R. Mr. President, I do not propose to submit 
for one moment in silence to an imputation or suggestion from 
the Senator from Florida that I am in favor of concealing any- 
thing or preventing any investigation in reference to corruptions 
in elections. I have known none by corporate power or aggre- 
gate wealth in my State, [am proudtosay. Idonot know whether 
such exists in other States of the Union; but I am not to be de- 
terred from the exercise of what I consider to be a right and a 
duty devolving upon me asa Senator here, by any suspicion, threat, 
or insinuation of that character. There isa principle involved in 
this question, a principle to which I am wedded, a principle for 
which I have fought since I have been in the Senate, and which I 
do not intend to surrender simply because of my courtesy to the 
Senator from Florida. 

This whole country is proud of the fact that to-day not a single 
Federal election law stands upon the Federal statute book affect- 
ing the rights and the control of the States in reference to their 
elections, not only for the members of their legislatures, but even 
for members of the other House of Congress; and yet here we have 
a resolution presented by the Senator from Florida for the ap- 
pointment of a special committee to investigate corruption in elec 
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tions in the States, and authorizing that committee to report by 
pill or otherwise, to provide, as he said in his closing remarks, as 
to the mode and manner of voting in the States at these special 
elections, not only to cover elections of members of the House of 
Representatives, but the purity of elections of members of the 
legislature. Sir, I am not ready to go to that extent. I donot be- 
lieve that the American people are ready to reverse the action of 
the Fifty-third Congress when they wiped from the statute books 
of the Federal Government every ee item of legislation in ref- 
erence to the control by the Federal Government of State elec- 
tions. For that reason | have made this point; for that reason I 
intend to persist in it, believing that it is in accord not only with 
the view of this side of the Chamber, but with the view of the 
American people. It means peace; it means leaving to the local 
communities and the State governments the control of the elective 
franchise, and delegates, as it properly is delegated, to the State 
authorities to see to the purity of the elective franchise in those 
States. 

What is the object of this special committee? It is said in the 
latter part of the resolution it is to bring in a bill here in reference 
to the elections in the States. There is no question before the 
Senate affecting the purity of any election in any State involving 
the title of a United States Senator, and, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], there is no authority in this 
resolution to summon persons or to bring any of these questions 
before the committee by evidence under the authority of the Sen- 
ate, because if it contained a provision of that kind the Senator 
knows that the resolution would have to be referred to a commit- 
tee of the Senate known as the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 
Therefore he avoided making any such provision. But if this 
committee is created those Senators who vote in favor of the reso- 
lution will be in honor bound to vote for any appropriation neces- 
sary to carry it out. If the committee is empowered to make this 
investigation and subsequently to formulate a bill to carry out 
their views in reference to elections in the States, it will be obli- 
gatory upon those who indorse this policy to give to that commit- 
tee all the means necessary for the accomplishment of the objects 
and purposes contemplated by the resolution. 

For these reasons I renew the motion that the resolution, with 
the amendments of the Senator from Florida, be referred to a 
standing committee of this body, so that it may report upon the 
propriety of again entering into the policy of enacting Federal 
election laws covering the several States of this Union. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in the first place, I wish to correct 
the statement of the Senator from West Virginia. There is noth- 
ing in the resolution about the election of members of the State 
legislatures. There was nothing said in myclosing remarks about 
that subject. If this committee is appointed it will report to the 
Senate whether it is advisable or not, whether it is constitutional 
or not, that there should be such legislation. 

The Senator from West Virginia contradicts himself when he 
proposes to refer a resolution which he says contemplates an un- 
constitutional act to a standing committee of this body to report 
whether it be advisable or not to have legislation upon the sub- 
ject. If it be unconstitutional, it ought to have noreference here 
except to the Judiciary Committee to ascertain and report whether 
it be constitutional or not. But the argument of the Senator 
from West Virginia requires the conclusion that if it is proved 
that the influences of corporate power, of a few men owning three 
thousand millions of property of this country under its public 
policies in the form of franchises, which carry with them a power 
of taxation of the people, shall control the elections of this body, 
that there is no power in the Government of the United States to 
prevent it. That isthe proposition, Mr. President. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Do I understand the Senator from Florida 
to say that I made that statement? 

Mr. CALL. Not that the Senator made the statement, but that 
oe ition demands that he should occupy that position. 

r. FAULKNER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly I will. 

Mr. FAULKNER. en, as I understand the Senator from 
Florida, it is admitted upon his part that there is not sufficient 
power in the States to secure purity of elections in this country. 

Mr. CALL. It is a statement on my part that the Statesshould 
be aided by proper legislation here in restraint of corporations, 
and that if itis not done, the destruction of private property in 
these franchises will inevitably occur. 

Ido not mean that it shall be implied from my remarks that 
the Senator is in favor of sucha proposition. I donot doubt that 
he is a true and loyal friend of the Republic, as much so as I or 
any other person, but that his proposition logically demands this 
consequence. 

When there are fifty men owning three thousand million dollars 
of the property of this country, and 17,000,000 people with less 

n income, the former, by the use of the great power de- 
rived from franchises, controlling the elections of this country, if 
the Senator means to say that the States and the people should not 
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be aided by legislation to preventthat evil, he makes an isste which 
I gladly accept with him. It is nota question whether the States 
have power or not. It is a question whether the whole power of 
corruption should be brought upon the States, some of them small, 
some of them with a small population. It is a question whether 
the whole power of this immense wealth and the million of em- 
ployees should be brought to bear against the masses—against the 
people. 

Does the Senator mean to say that he does not perceive that 
throughout the country there is great agitation among the work- 
ingmen and the people upon these subjects? Does he mean to 
say that there should be no restraint exercised by Congress upon 
the use of bribery and corrupt practices? If so, this Government 
is powerless, and may at any time be displaced by a combination 
of the fifty men possessed of the entire wealth of the nation. We 
all know that it is claimed that those influences do exist. What, 
then, is the objection to legislation which shall forbid, in conduct- 
ing the interstate commerce of the country, these corporate powers, 
whether by subordinates or by principals, from interfering with 
the right of the people to govern themselves? The States alone 
have power, says the Senator. 

Mr. President, Iam as strongly in favor of protecting the au- 
tonomy of the States and the just rights of the States as anyone 
else, but when legislation is proposed which does not impinge upon 
those rights, but relates to great public questions like these, why 
should the question of State rights be introduced? State rights 
for what? To sacrifice the people of the States; to prevent the 
people of the States from having theirconstitutional rights. Ido 
not accept such views. I do not ask fora Federal election law. 
I ask for an investigation of the facts relating to the question 
whether corrupt influences have been used and are being used to 
control. the elections of this country by a few men, and whether 
that is or is not consistent with the preservation of our republican 
government. Iask further that the investigation be confined to 
aState where the people are almost unanimously of that opinion, 
and where they are striving with difficulties which it is very diffi- 
cult for them to overcome. 

I believe this investigation is desired by men of all political par- 
ties in the State of Florida, who believe in a government of the 
people and who desire the continuance of the Republic and the in- 
stitutions established under our Constitution and form of govern- 
ment. 

. EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 
47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
December 20, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 18, 1895. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Wheelock G. Veazey, of Vermont, to be an Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner, whose commission will expire by limitation 
December 31, 1895. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Gideon A. Hendrick, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of S. Perry 
Youngs, resigned. 

Soren P. Sorenson, to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the count 
of Freeborn and State of Minnesota, in the place of Thomas M, 
Blacklin, deceased. 

James A. Hall, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in the place of John Harvey, 
whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

Peter Brady, to be postmaster at Bellevue,in the county of Hu- 
ron and State of Ohio, in the place of John H. Weber, deceased. 

Charles Beard, to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mary M. 
Houséberger, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

George Clark, to be postmaster at Coudersport, in the county of 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George C. Olm- 
sted, resigned. 

Israel K. Deckard, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, insthe place of Eva R. 
Wiestling, removed. 

Mahlon C. Detweiler, to be postmaster at Richland Center, in 
the county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Frank Feyler, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of G. C. Deming, 
whose commission expired February 16, 189". 





AON al 
whee 
NaS 


BY pS 


ETRE LOT 


BR pra toee, 


ELEM FOI LONI ENTE ELS BO 


8 or ISRO RR ee ES 


Cae 


; 
> 
a t 
if x 
7 & 
2 } 
f 
* i 
; i 
a) * 
ae 
} 4 
= 
ay i 
aia, 2 
i FE. 
ete. oe 
, oe 
tf 
4 
is 
A 


cm 





Line! 


250 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 19, 





Jane F. Hollister, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the 
county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of I, N. Hollister, deceased. 

George M. Luil, to be r at Sayre, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of I, Burk, 
whose commission expired February 24, 1895. 

Robert 8. Magee, to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the county 
of Yorkand Stateof Pennsylvania, inthe place of Calvin G. Smith, 
whose commission or February 28, 1895. 

Jennie McAllen Park, to be postmaster at Libonia, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President cn and after October 1, 1895. 

Norman A. Patterson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of E. W. Gib- 
son, resigned, 

Ben J. Rhoads, to be postmaster at Boyertown, in the county of 
Berks and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for thesaid office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1895. 

William F. Rittase, to be at Littlestown, in the 
county of Adams and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1895. 

Clayton L. Shimer, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county 
of Northampton and State of nner aee in the place of H. A. 
Gorman, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

Louis J. Townsend, to be r at Berwick, in the count 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles H. 
Dorr, removed. 

Irvin S. Weber, to be postmaster at North Wales, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
potmneese for the said office having, by law, become vested in 

nang a; toemadly ng dpor elt Segue si oe , 

illiam P. Clancy, at Westerly e county 
of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Samuel 
H. Cross, whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

Richard Hayward, to be postmaster at Providence, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of Charles 
H. George, whose commission expired January 23, 1892. 

Milton P. Tribble, te be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Anderson and State of South Carolina, in the place of William 


& postmaster at Forney, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office mart by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1895. 

Oscar D. Baker, to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of 
Uvalde and State of Texas, in the place of N. L. Stratton, removed. 

Abner L. Board, to be at Seymour, in the county of 
Baylor and State of Texas,in the place of A. B. Mayhew resigned. 

Willie M. Compton, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county 
of ue and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1895. 

Goldesbery C. Green, to be postmaster at Mineral Wells, in the 
county of Palo Pinto and State of Texas, the appointment of a 
a for the said office having, by law, vested in the 

esident on and after July 1, 1895. 

Joseph E. Green, to be aster at Giddings, in the county of 
Lee and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1895. 

Samuel A. Hill, jr., to be at Bellville, in thecounty of 
Austin and State of Texas, the appointment of a for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
aC aTRNS be pnts a Lae inh 

arence W. , to 0 6 county 
of Webb and State of Texas, in the place of F. H. Pierce, whose 
commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Edmund R, Manning, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county 
of Shackelford and State of Texas, the ag Soman of a post- 
master for the said office having, gal vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Thomas M. Matthews, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Henderson and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after or 1, 1895. 

Oscar Y. Rathbun, to be postmaster at White t, in the 
a of ee and State of Texas, in the place of Nannie J. 

enshaw, resigned. 

Edward E. Solomon, to be postmaster at Baird, in the county of 
Callahan and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1895. 

Ezra M. Tate, to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the county 


of aueyre and State of Texas, in the place of John R. Ferguson, 
resigned. 

Sallie West, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of Hill 
and State of Texas, in the place of Richard C. West, deceased. 

William G. Williams, to be tmaster at Waxahachie, in the 
county of Ellis and State of Texas, in the place of William D, 
Neely, removed. 

Charles W. Willis, to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the county 
of Howard and State of Texas, in the place of John Snoddy, re- 


signed. 

Caleb R. Barratt, to be postmaster at Salt Lake City, in the 
county of Salt Lake, and Territory of Utah, in the place of A. H. 
Nash, removed. 

J. Henry McLoud, to be postmaster at Hardwick, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1895. 

Angus J. McPhee, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
een Territory of Utah, in the place of James P. Driscoll, re- 
mov 

Bridget J. Copps, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, the appointment of a 
——— for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

ident on and after October 1, 1895. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18, 1895, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


Wheelock G. Veazey, to be a member of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 





CHIEF OF WEATHER BUREAU. 
Willis L. Moore, of Illinois, to be Chief of the Weather Bureau. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph A. Mintrup, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Missouri. : 

William D. Crow, to be postmaster at Clarence, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Missouri. 

Thomas J. Cole, to be postmaster at Platte City, in the county 
of Platte and State of Missouri. 

Thomas H. Walker, to be postmaster at Bonneterre, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 

Elmer C. Trueblood, to be postmaster at Maryville, in the county 
of Nodaway and State of Missouri. 

G A. Pratt, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county 
of St. ir and State of Missouri. 

William H. Padon, to be postmaster at Blackwell, in the county 
of ‘‘K” and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mary J. Jacobs, to be ter at Pawnee, in the county of 
Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Albert F. Ries, to postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico. 

Jerome B. Dunkle, to be postmaster at Veedersburg, in the 
county of Fountain and State of Indiana. 

Willi S$. Thomas, to be postmaster at New Ponca, in the 
county of ‘‘K” and Territory of Oklahoma. 

William R. Swartout, to be postmaster at North Enid, in the 
county of Garfield and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Edgar A. Smith, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana. 

William Richards, to be tmaster at New Harmony, in the 
county of Posey and State of Indiana. 

Fred J. Fife, to be postmaster at East Chicago, in the county of 
Lake and State of Indiana. 

Darius R. Crampton, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Michigan. 

Maggie Breece, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the county 
of Berrien and State of Michigan. 

James W. Weidner, to be postmaster at Delphi, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Indiana. 

William E. Powers, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county 
of and State of Michigan. 

John Murray, to be ter at Port Huron, in the county of 
St. Clair and of Michigan. 

Walter S. Goodland, to be postmaster at Ironwood, in the county 
Sf. igan. 

William J. Tully, to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, in the county 
of Iron and State of Michigan. : : 

Alfonzo J. Southard, to be postmaster at Harbor Springs, in the 
me of Emmet and State of Michigan. = 

H. Potter, to be ter at Saginaw West Side, in the 


county of a and State of Michigan. 
William eckner, to be at Oakharbor, in the county 





1895. 


Warren B. Watson, to be postmaster at Mancelona, in the county 
of Antrim and State of Michigan. b :; 

Adolph F. Greenbaum, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the 
county of Pike and State of Ohio. 

Edgar L. Cory, to be postmaster at Degraff, in the county of 
Logan and State of Ohio. i re 

Charles Edgar Brown, to be postmaster at Cincinnati, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Ohio. ‘ - 

D. Lane Conover, to be postmaster at Atlantic Highlands, in 
the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Patrick Burns, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

John C. Hutchins, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

Joseph E. Haynes, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. : 

J. Elwood Harvey, to be postmaster at Little Silver, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 3 

Milton Cowperthwaite, to be postmaster at Riverton, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

James R. Pitcher, to be postmaster at Short Hills, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Edward O’Farrell, to be postmaster at Bayonne, 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Alfred Jarvis, to be postmaster at Tenafly, in the county of 
Bergen and State of New Jersey. ; 

Stephen Van Order, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. j : 

Mary A. Van Cleve, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. : 

Benjamin F. Sweeten, to be postmaster at Glassboro, in the 
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. _ 

Frank Reed, to be ew at Bismarck, in the county of 
Burleigh and State of North Dakota. . : 

William Ray, to be postmaster at Dickinson, in the county of 
Stark and State of North Dakota. ; 

Henry Stowell, to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York. 








in the county 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 20, 1895. 


Rev. W. H. Mirzury, D. D., the Chaplain to the Senate, offered 
the following prayer: 

O, Thou who art the King of kings and Lord of lords, as the 
time draws nigh the birth of Christ inaugurated bythe angel song, 
Glory to God in the highest, on earth peace, good will to men, we 
pray that the spirit of the season may enter into our hearts and 
minds and keep us in the knowledge and love of God and of His 
Son Jesus Christ, our Saviour. 

Forbid that the two foremost nations of the world which bear 
the name of Christ, with one language, one faith, one baptism, one 
Lord, should be embroiled in war in all its horrors and barbarisms. 
Grant, we beseech Thee, that we may be saved from imbruing our 
hands in each other’s blood. Endow our rulers, the rulers of both 
nations, and the kindred people of the two lands, with such wis- 
dom and the spirit of justice and magnanimity that all differences 
and difficulties may be amicably and righteously settled, and that 
God’s name may glorified in the establishment of concord, 
amity, brotherly kindness. So may this become an august and 
memorable Christmas in the history of the English-speaking world 
and of the whole earth; so let health, prosperity, brotherly kind- 
ness, and charity pervade all our land and our motherland, and 
God be glorified, and the reign of Jesus Christ, our Saviour, estab- 
lished. We humbly pray in His sacred name. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. unanimous consent that the 
invocation of our Chaplain this morning may be spread at length 
in the REcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Journal stands approved. 


THE BOARD OF IRRIGATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, the report of the Board of Irriga- 
tion, relative to its organization, the existing legislation relative 
to irrigation, a list of official publications on irrigation, etc.; 
which, on motion of Mr. KyLz, was referred to the Committee on 
Ls and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. - ; 

REPORT OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before theSenate acommunication 
from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce ission, trans- 
mitting, in accordance with the provisions of the act to regulate 
commerce, the ninth annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which, with the accompanying report and a state- 
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ment of appropriation and expenditures, was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised Statutes 
relative to ports of entry; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sal- 
aries for the month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of said 
month. 








PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of J. G. Wait and sundry 
other citizens of Sturgis, Mich., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
that the election of President, Vice-President, Senators, and judges 

| of the Supreme Court be made by a direct vote of the people; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the reenactment of Schedule K of 

| the tariff act of 1890, relating to duties on wools and woolens; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the pastor 
and congregation of the Emanuel Presbyterian Church of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for prompt action by the Government of 
the United States to prevent further outrages in Armenia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of the Central Wyoming 
Wool Growers’ Association; of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phila- 

| delphia, Pa.; of the wool merchants of Philadelphia, Pa., and of 
| the Philadelphia (Pa.) Wool Merchants’ Association, praying for 
| the reenactment of that portion of the tariff law of 1890 known as 
| Schedule K, relating to wools and woolens; which were referred 
| to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of the regent and mem- 
bers of the Roger Sherman Chapter, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, of New Milford, Conn.; the petition of the regent and 
members of the Elizabeth Clark Hul! Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Ansonia, Conn.; the petition of the regent 
and members of Abigail Phelps Chapter, Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, of Simsbury, Conn.; the petition of Miss Susan 

| Billings Meech and 91 other citizens of Groton, Conn.; the petition 
of William Price and 102 other citizens of Connecticut; the peti- 
tion of Addie Avery Thomas and 35 other citizens of Connecticut; 
the petition of Harriet E. Noyes and 12 other citizens of Stoning- 
ton, Conn.; the petition of Frank B. Carver and 119 other citizens 
of Connecticut, and the petition of the regent and members of the 
Anna Warner Bailey Chapter, Daughters of the American Revo- 
lution, of Connecticut, praying that the United States purchase 
| certain lots adjoining old Fort Griswold, in the town of Groton, 
Conn.; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented the petition of J. G. & 
I. N. Day, of Washington, D. C., contractors for the construction 
of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River, 
Oregon, praying that compensation be granted them by reason of 

| expenses occasioned by the extraordinary high water of 1894 in 
that river; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Vancouver, 
Wash., praying that an increase of pension be granted James 
McCormick, a resident of that vicinity; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL es a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis, Mo., and of the Board of Trade of Ardmore, 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of a town-site law at the pres- 
ent session of Congress in the interest of various towns in the In- 
dian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

CORTHELL’S LECTURE ON ISTHMIAN ROUTES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a copy of a lecture delivered by Mr. 
Elmer L. Corthell, a distinguished and eminent civil engineer, 
upon the Isthmian routes. It contains valuable data, statistical 
and geographical. Itis not very long, and I ask that it may bo 
printed as a miscellaneous document. There are some plates that 
will be furnished to the Public Printer, so that there will be no 
expense, except simply the of the lecture. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. sthere objection to the request of the 
Senatorfrom Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jar- 
dine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 344) os a — to Mary A. Hall, reported it with- 

subm 


out amendment, an itted a report thereon. 
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REPRINT OF DOCUMENT ON THE VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 6,000 
extra copies of Senate Document No. 0h, first session Fiftieth pongress, re- 
lating to the Venezuela boundary, be printed in r covers, of which num- 
ber 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and E00 for the use of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. GORMAN. Some days since the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] offered a resolution which was adopted by unanimous con- 
sent, authorizing a reprint of this document, and a similar resolu- 
tion was passed in a coordinate branch. Under the ey law 
the Public Printer is unable to execute the order of the Senate 
because the cost exceeds $500, and therefore this concurrent reso- 
lution is necessary. I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

Theconcurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1098) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Gen. George Rogers 
Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1099) granting a pension to Elijah 
Drake; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1100) granting a pension to Russel 
N. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1101) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Manon Van Gordon; which was read twice its by title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1102) for the relief of Lorenzo 
Thomas, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (8.1108) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska;” which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1104) for the relief of the estates of 
Hugh McDonald, deceased, and Elijah Moseley, deceased; which 
was read twice byitstitle, and referred to the Committeeon Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1105) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Sessions; which was r twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1106) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. 
a Gen, Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER 7 ee ntroduced a bill (S. 1107) for 
the relief of acting t surgeons; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1108) as @ pension to 
the widow of Gen. John Newton; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill -. on) ees a pension to 
Jennie Leninhen; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1110) fixing the times for holding the 
circuit and district courts of the northern district of Iowa and of 
the southern district of Iowa; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to say in lanation of this that its 
ce have been — y the Federal judges in the 

tate of Iowa, and they would like early action ~ it. Imove 
that the bill be refi to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I 
ae <y- the committee to report it back as soon as possible. 
e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY (yy some introduced a bill (8S. 1111) to purchase 
a bust of Gen. Philip H. Sheridan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Li ° 

He also introduced a bill (8.1112) for the relief of J. F. Bailey 
& Co., and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S.1113) ap ting money 
for the payment of the claim of the Western an Supply 
Company for paving with t streets t to U 
States court-house and buil in the city of Indian- 
2. Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 

0 Claims 

ting $4,323.15 in 


apy nicoe ced a bill (8 
e introduced a (S. 1114) appro 

is, for constructing 
tates in city of Indian- 


payment of claim of A, Brewer, of In 

sewer adjacent to the lands of the United 

-apolis, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Mr. McMILLAN in granting a pensi 

r. Mc introduced a bill (8.1115 a on 

to Sarah Potter, dependent daughter G inieS Potter, deceased; 

Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S.1116) to ay a pension to Martha 
Noble Brainerd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to 
Cornelia De Peyster Black; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8.1118) for the relief of home- 
stead and preemption settlers on even-numbered sections within 
the limits of railroad grants; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1119) granting an increase of pey- 
sion to Peter Daly; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1120) for tho 
relief of John W. Lewis; which was read twice by its title. and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1121) for the relief of J.G.and J, 
N. Day; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hard- 
mond; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1128) for the relief of 
Mirilla Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred B. Simpson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1125) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaiah H. Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1126) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Leonard Tigchon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1127) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Russell R. King; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella 
Morrow; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1129) for the relief of Joel N. San- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1130) for the relief of B. J. Van 
Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN . Lintroduce a bill, prepared in the office of tho 
Attorney-General, which has been sent here. It relates to a sub- 
ject of very great public importance, and I should like to have it 
read at length, in order that it may go into the RECORD. 

The bill (8.1131) relating to the jurisdiction of the court of ap- 

s of the District of Columbia was read the first time by its 
itle, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the court of appeals of the District of 

lumbia is pore Fyn jurisdiction over any oma all suits that may be 
brought by the United States to enforce or obtain other relief =pen any lien or 
liens on any railway or railways, or onany property belonging to one or more 
railway corporations, wherever such property may be situated. 

SEC. 2, Separate liens u different r ways or railway properties may be 
enforced by Se United States in the same suit when such railways constitute 
or were intended to constitute together a through line, or a part of or con- 
nected with a through line or general system of railways. The court shall 
have power to make such orders conce the sale of said property as may 
be sung ons r for the protection of the interests of all parties concerned. 


court shall have power to issue peocess, mesne and final, which 


shall run into any district and be served as other like process by the marshal 
such district, and to enter all proper orders, decrees, and mandates, in- 

cluding orders, decrees, and mandates for the — to the United States 

of any deficiency arising upon a sale under such lien. 

Sec. 4. Holders of liens on any such railways or preperts may be made par- 

ties to such -_- may intervene if not made parties, and said court may 
and by any perty or parties in other courts hav ing 

j on of only of the p involved to be discontinued or staye 

until the te: tion of such cals by the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1132) to establish a national uni- 
versity; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Se- 
lect Committee to Establish the University of the United ‘states. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1183) to establish postal savings 
banks and to enco the saving of money in small amounts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1134) to establish an 
assay office in the city of Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota; 
— was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. PUGH. Ihavereceived two bills from the Attorney-General 
embodying the recommendation made in his annual report. I in- 
troduce the bills, and ask that they be referred to the Judiciary 











The bill (S. 1135) to amend the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 1136) in relation to suits against railroad corpora- 


tions in Federal courts was read the first time by its title. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read at length. 


The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no suit to foreclose alien upon property of any rail 
road corporation shall hereafter be brought in any Federal court except in 
the district in which the principal operating offices of such corporation are 
located: Provided, That alien upon property wholly located in any one dis- 
trict may be foreclosed by suit in that district. 

Second. That no receiver of the property of any railroad corporation shall 
hereafter be appointed by any Federal court except in the district in which 
the principal operating offices of such corporation are located; anda receiver- 
ship so constituted shall extend without further order, except so far as the 
appointing court pap Seren So the contrary, to all property of such corpora- 
tion within the territory or jurisdiction of the United States; and such court 
shall have sole jurisdiction to settle his accounts and to direct his proceedings. 

Third. That if more than one Federal court shall hereafter appoint a re- 
ceiver or receivers for the same railroad corporation, claiming jurisdiction 
under this act, any party interested, or any one of said receivers, may apply 
to the Chief Justice of the United States, or in case of a vacancy in said office, or 
of his absence from the country or inability to act, to the senior associate jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court, for an order determining which of said appointing 
courts had jurisdiction. The justice so ngpies to shall direct what notice 
shall be given of the application, and shall hear and decide the same asa 
motion, and his order deciding the same shall be filed in the office of the 
clerk of the court which first appointed a receiver; and until the filing of 
said order the receiver or receivers first appointed shall have charge of the 
property of such corporation temporarily; but said order, when filed, shall 
pee as a final and unappealable determination of said jurisdictional 
question. 


Mr. BRICE. I present a communication from the Attorney- 
General accompanied by the draft of a bill relating to the juris- 
diction of the court of appeals of the District of Columbia. I 
introduce the bill, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
the J myo oy 4 

The bill (8.1137) relating to the jurisdiction of the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1138) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue of Gen. Zachary Taylor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1139) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to A. 8. Lowdermilk; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That W. D. Sigler have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate, and that they be given to Hon. C. N. Clark, a 
Representative from the State of Missouri. 


DEDUCTIONS FROM SALARIES OF CLERKS. 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether there is a practice in the Post-Office Department, or 
any branch or line of its service, of deducting from a clerk's salary at the end 
of the month pay for such offenses as missending a registered pac , carry- 
a past its destination, or failing to sign a register at terminal points; 
and if so, to what extent this practice has been carried on, and what aggre- 
gate sum of money,if any, is now in the Post-Office Department arising from 
this practice; and also by what authority such deductions are made. 


DUTY ON WOOLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Isubmita resolution, which I ask 
may be read, printed, and lie on the table. I give notice that at 
an early date I shall ask the Senate to take it up for the purpose 
of submitting some remarks in support of the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to incorporate into any bill for raising revenue which may come to 
that committee from the House of Representatives at the present session the 
following provisions, either as a substitute or as an amendment, and report 
the same to the Senate at their earliest convenience: 

All wools, of the camel, goat, al , and other like animals shall be 
divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the 
three following classes: 

Class 1; that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other 
wools of Merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools 
of like character with aay of the preceding, including such as have been here- 
tofore nerwes | imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zea- 


land, Australia, ~ of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
Phare, ne -- uding all wools not hereinafter described or designated 


¢ an 
Class 2; that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combin 
w Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, ant 
y known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, 
“n and other like animals. 
3; that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valpa- 
raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such woolsof like 
1 been eee usuall — into eee as 
from Turkey, Greece, . Syria, and elsewhere, exceptin rov 
wools hereinafter provider for. owe 
The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 
Gepoaived in the principal custom-houses of the United States, under the 
au ty of the emotes of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the 
classifications of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the ar 
shall have the authority to renew these standards and to make such addi- 
tions to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to be 
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deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the United States when 
they may be needed. 

Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
Merino or English blood from their present character as represented by 
the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal cus- 
tom-houses of the United States, such im proved wools shall be classified for 
duty either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which 
shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
be subjected if imported unwashed. 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is,in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep's 
back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's back shall be 
considered as scoured wool. 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, or 
which shall be changed in its character or condition for the purpose of evad- 
ing the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt, or 
any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or increased in value by 
the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to which 
it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools as now imported 
are hereby excepted. Wools on which a duty is assessed amounting to three 
times or more than that which would be assessed if said wool was imported 
unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its being sorted. 

If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of 
any specified class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any 
specified class, shall contain any wool or Sate subject to a higher rate of 
duty than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be subject to 
the hi hest rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to such higher 
rate of duty, and if any bale or package be claimed by the importer to be 
shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class specified in 
this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of said mate- 
rials, or of any other material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to 
duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or package. 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be li cents per 
pound, oma upon all wools or hair of the second class 12 cents per pound. 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall be 13 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 32 per cent ad valorem. 

On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 13 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall be 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity and 
value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe. 

On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn 
waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part of 
wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per pound. 

On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks the duty shall be 10 cents per pound 

Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the form 
of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been advanced 
in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed or 
scoured condition, not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject to 
the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 

Sec. 2. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing section 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 
TRADE WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit tothe 
Senate a statement showing, during each of the last five years, and for the 
whole period, the gross amount of the imports from ports of Great Britain 
and her colonies and dependencies, together with the amount of the exports 
to such ports; also the number of entries of British vessels into American 
ports, and, if readily ascertainable, their gross tonnage. 


IRRIGATION INTERESTS. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of Agriculture be requested to furnish such information as may be had in 
their respective Departments concerning the existing legislation relative to 
irrigation as far as it concerns the Executive Departments, the operations of 
each bureau and office in any way concerned withirrigation, the principles 
which govern the subdivision of work among the various offices wherever the 
law allows latitude, and such other facts as will serve to show clearly what 
has been already accomplished and what is proposed to be a:complished in 
this line. 

FUNERAL OF ISAAC BASSETT. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Vice-President shall appoint a committee of seven Sen- 
ators to attend the funeral of Isaac Bassett, late assistant doorkeeper, at 
half past 2 o’clock Sunday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT a as the committee under the 
resolution Mr.GoRMAN, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. Haw- 
LEY, Mr. Perrer, Mr. MiTcHELL of Oregon, and Mr. Roacu. 


RAILROAD TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER December 18, 1895; and the Senate proceeded to its con- 
sideration: 


anne ved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to inform 
e 


nate— 
First. Whether the principal railroad companies acting as common carriers 
of interstate traffic between the Western States and the Atlantic Seaboard 


oer 


a ain 
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have secretly entered into an agreement to frame a joint traffic association; 


and if so, 

Second. What companies have said t or have included their 
traffic therein, and by what agreement is = — what 
amare = gente ime and the 
mileage thereof. 

Third. Whether said 
such rates or fares and 
_ S —— com ms 
‘ourt. > from ev: com- 
paay 0 neeer peas heralded apt ain tee nee 
take and enforce rates, or & hem gen ye to the gross receipts of the 
transaction constituting such a wi money cktopt the on to be ame 
tor the beneftt and to the companies one offending. 

Fifth. Whether said t tconstieutes a aoe te restraint of 
PR. hn the existing laws of Congress, or is a violation of 
the interstate-commerce law. 

Sixth. Whether the Interstate Commerce Commission has the an a of 
tease apremmmeanh. ama and whether or not 


their own spation, te 
if unlawful, is subject to arrest for nee? injunction, or show 
otherwise the ers thereof ma ae cede proceede 

Seventh. Pappy a Seen or by om 
other tribunal or officer of the Governmen pana Wee pemeens Soanes apuenen. 
And in addition the 


ts, and oth Soneeaie geen © of the Comsninalon 
e oO -_ 
eee nd and the action of Commission in relation thereto. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the resolution be amended in the 
fifth line by striking out the word “ secretly” and inserting the 
word ‘‘recently;” so as to read, “‘have recently entered into an 
agreement,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, coming over 
from a previous day, w will be read. 

The Secretary read the eo reso! ition submitted by Mr. 
ALLEN December 19, 1895; and the Senate proceeded to its con- 


sideration: 

Whereas by the President’s to Congress of December 17, A. D. 

@ the boundary line between Venezuela and British 

is made to appear that the contingency of eee the British Em 
and the United States of America suddenly arise ; and 

Whereas money is Se tenes of wan, ant tench om overs 
the Government uses gold, silver, and paper money indiscriminately until 
the two former disappear and thereafter relies solely on paper money: 


Therefore, 
wo That the Committee on Finance be, and are hereby, directed 
4 instructed to takes ene eet ree 


queen woe. it would 
hot be expedient aad proper for the of the United States of 
America at this time to open its mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 


Frans Lire Glestenel ak tel deeeetanem ate ails 
draw the issue power of and currency. 

Mr. PLATT. Imove the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Se that this resolution ought 
to be adopted by the Senate t being sent to the Finance 
Committee, because it is in the nature of an instruction to the 
Finance Committee; ee Senate ought to express its 


views with reference matters contained in the resolution 
before the Finance Committee receives it. 

A few days ago we received from the President of the United 
States a message regarding controverted line be- 
tween British Guiana and the of Venezuela. In that 
message the President of the United States said to us: 

a Atuuming however, that the attitude of Venezuela will remain unchanged, 

tee dispute as reached such a as to make it now incumbent upon the 

States sto take measures to with ¥ its 

w is the true divisional line between the of Vene- 

= and judicially aah Goer 
evidence, andl facts in: of the claims of both 

al eee t such an be in a eeanam 

—— for eo to be bye lxoce- 

ive, who shall make t and report upon the ar 


any apiaken tn tne Oiler ek tha telnet ae ae pee 

my o m, eo du 

te pire, ane wil aggression pan ie ies Fights and tntereste the ae 

tior. by Great —s aa a the exercise of Cag ey - 

tion over an rr investigation, we have determined 
ht belongs to Veneauehn. 


This, Mr. President, is no more nor less than a of what 
is known as the Monroe doctrine, 


than it an aan President 
is as old as nations themselves. solien DUneenan ten oot Ges 
to conceive of the existence of a nation without at the sam 
cons recent, of the right of that nation to protect its life 
tonomy. Itisalaw of nature. It is a doctrine that 
istent with the oldest nation upon the face of the 
doctrine that is found in nature e It is the 
acteristic that is found in the ; it is the doctrine of 
right to preserve one’s self; the doctrine of the right of a 
to ~reserve itself. Itis not a new doctrine, and ought not to 
misunderstood. 


cular cause for the delivery of 
does not seem to have been any 


Le 
att 


I can conceive of no 
message to 


EF 
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mediate demand for it, and it occurred to me at the time that tho 

President of the United States, having lost the confidence of tha 

oe le of this country to some extent during his Administration n 
last two years and nine months, sought to restore hims:| 


aie to the confidence of the people, and by that means 
“teers | induce the m to forget their grievances and the prostrate conditi:), 


evunieans 
The honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Hii}, laboring 
no doubt under a sense of great obligation to the Presi ent for hi 3 
splendid services in the campaigns in New York in 1894 and 14\)). 
ae actuated somewhat by the splendid services of th» 
President in - cam a= in wg nd it 1895, and the magniti 
cent services of the d his Secretary of the Treasury 
in the campaign in Kentacky this year, felt as qoush it was per- 
fectly proper for him to introduce a bill here for the release of «|! 
of ex-Confederates from the disabilities under which the, 
labor, and make them eligible for the ition of officers of tho 
—_ and the Navy. As they may ¢ the President in case of 
have no 0 idan to the Bomeder’s doing om I am perfect! 
willing that that I shall and that these men shall be re- 
stored to their former ri . This seems to be the Democratic 
case in brief. The President threw out this mothe country 
it announced something new, as though he was deliv: 
people something they never knew before, and he was 
the splendid efforts of my distinguished friend fro, 


Then comes the Republican case, Mr. President. The he nor. 
able Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] introduc: 
a ———. here proposing — take the old Constitution and revi, 
er for service. The other honorable Senator from 
erin Pee poy wants an ey pn for the 
urchase small arms and 5,000 cannon for 
Seales use—or at ey to ee the military arm of the 
Government. I will read the bill he introduced: 
tao ep ee Eeotiens bo, ane po is bevel , authorized and 
to strengthen the armament by hereto, equipp d 
firocted nan Stentry rif guns for field artillery, and not ex 1 
ing 5,000 heavy guns for Piles, to be procured by manufacture in the 
oneness or by contract for man in this co 
ry or 


direct 
2 ee eee a tothe diseretion ot the melden who isi : 
w un €. to the me resceri bi 
contracts and lows. . F 


purchases by existing 
Sec. aa ip came 000 is hereby a; riated to carry into 
effect the provisions of Seen by approp _ 


The honorable Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], no dou! 
vere that it is good policy to kill two birds with one stone 
and ow out two controversies in one war, offered a resolution . ) 
bn ect that we should a uire immediately into the status of 

boundary line between British and American es S- 
Some Sm Ane Alaska, and especially whether Great Britain is inva:lin« 
our territory in ‘that country by the establishment of post-oflic.s 
and post-roads. The honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Hv} 
on introduced a bill for the appropriation of a large 
sum—lI do not now recall the amount—for the purpose of incrvas- 
ing our Navy. 
ion — the President of the United States and distinguis): “d 
in this Chamber urging the Monroe doctrine and ur 
i ing that the country be put upon a war basis, and we have Re- 
P the other side equally anxious for large appropri- 
ations for the purchase of arms and the equipment of the country 
for any emergency that may arise. 

Mr. +t, it has become necessary for the Populist party to 
take a stand here. It will not do to permit the President of th: 
United States and his distinguished associates here to carry oi! all 
the glory and honor; it will not do to permit the Democratic party 
5 eualdicens party in this Chamber to takeaway all the glory 
incident to aaebeenere of the Monroe doctrine. It is 
shall havea standing here. [Re 

President of the United States 
party, can not wage a war 


, as we did do, thet t 
:| Siehowe! 4 ne: do, that f a fool 
money , as we im consequence of a fou!- 
ish financial OYE re ehick has been ‘pursued by both these partic 
the Government of the United States is to-day practically bank. 
rupt, we have concluded that the first and most essential thing in 
war is money. Therefore this resolution was introduced express- 
—— ing it asthe sonse of the Senate that it was essential for the Finance 
into and determine whether it would not be 


in view of this great emergency, to open the mints of 
eee free opinage of silver, and to issue addi- 


tional Treasury 

Fhink tis reolaon ht to be adopted by the Senate. I do 
not want to treat great doctrine; I do not want to put 
the Houate tn the attita of trifling with a question of this mag- 


the Government of the United 


Venezuela and the British possessions, if it be essential for 
Se eenes a Saal Coe en aan ome an army, then, sir, the 
is the issuance and the coinage of money 


the repletion of our already depleted Treasury. 











The financial policy gasenes for the last twenty years in this 


country has brought about the results we witness to-day. The 

ople of this country have appealed from time to time to the 
President of the United States and to Congress for relief, and they 
have appealed to the ee party when it was in power for 
relief, and their appeals have fallen upon deaf ears. en Mr. 
Cleveland came into power in 1892, with a splendidly equipped 
party, the people were told that relief would be brought to them. 
Mr. President, from that time to this moment prices have fallen, 
enforced idleness has occurred, until universal distress exists 
throughout the length and breadth of this country to-day. In- 
stead of taking hold of the financial problem wisely and as a 
statesman should, with a determination to administer the affairs 
of this country in the interest of all the people and not a few, the 

licy of this Administration has been to reduce the money in our 
Treasury and create a vacancy for the issuance of interest-bearing 
obligations. ’ 

Can it be possible, Mr. President, that this agitation goes deeper 
than the average mind supposes? Can it be that it is simply lay- 
ing the foundation for greater expenditures in this country and 
the issuance of millions, if not billions, of governmental obliga- 
tions bearing interest, to rest as a great mortgage, a great debt, 
upon the industries of the peoplefor generations yet to come? 

If the President is sincere in his message, if Democrats upon 
this side who have introduced resolutions and bills are sincere, if 
the Republicans upon the other side are sincere in the bills and 
resolutions they have introduced on this subject, then, I say to 
you, the history of this country proves to us that we must have 
more money, that we can not erect coast defenses, we can not 
provide an army and a navy and put ourselves in an attitude of 
aggressive or defensive warfare without additional money. This 
resolution, or some action in the line indicated in this resolution, 
is the first essential in this great undertaking that should receive 
the consideration of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
please repeat his motion? , 

Mr. PLATT. That the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KYLE. Iask that the resolution may be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw, for the time being, the demand I 
made for the 7s and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HARRIS. This is simply a resolution asking the Commit- 
tee on Finance to inquire as to certain matters, and report as it 
may decide. It is perfectly innocent. Ordinarily I should vote 
to refer such a resolution, but as this simply invokes an inquiry 
roe Ny report of the Committee on Finance, I see no objection 
to i 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that debate is not in 
order, the roll call having begun. 

Mr, PLATT and Mr. RIS. No response has been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Connecticut Dea PLatTr}. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the practice of passing resolutions which 
make certain assertions is very bad. I think, also, that the practice 
of directing a committee of this body to inquire and report upon 
a subject is bad, unless the Senate believe in the doctrine laid 
down in the resolution. Therefore I move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the call- 
ing of the roll. 
he eg eames the calling of the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware |Mr. Gray]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with my colleague f . EvKins]. I do not see him in the Cham- 
ber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr, GEAR (when his name was called). 

from 
vote oe ” 


Mr, HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 


I am paired with the 
rgia [Mr.Gorpon]. If he were present, I should 
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with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when Mr. McBripe’s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. McRripeE] is detained from the Sen- 
ate this morning by indisposition. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi | Mr. GEoRGE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. Vinas]. I 
do not know how he would vote if he were here. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP [when his name wascalled]. Iam paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I donot see him present, 
but I will ask his colleague [Mr. PErKiNs} if he knows how he 
would vote on this question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have had no chance to consult with my col- 
league on this question, and therefore can not answer. 

Mr. SHOUP. Then I withhold my vote. If the Senator from 
California were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I do not know 
how he would vote if present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.WALTHALL. Iamrequested to state that the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IrBy] is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. BRICE. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo.LcoTtT]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I with- 
hold “ vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio, inasmuch as he is paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Wo.cotr], and I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi.as], that we transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. BRICE. That is satisfactory tome. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 36; as follows: 








YEAS—24. 
Allison, Gallinger, Martin, Quay 
Brice, Gorman, Mills Sewell, 
surrows, fale. Mitéhell, Wis. Sherman 
Caffery, Hawley, Morr Smit} 
Cameron, Lodge, Platt, Thurston, 
Chandler, McMillan, Proctor, Vetmore 
NAYS—36. 
Allen, Chilton, Mantle, Roach, 
Bacon, Clark, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Baker, Cockrell, Morgan, Teller 
Bate, Dubois, Nelson, Tillms 
Berry, Gibson asco, Vest 
Blackburn, Harris, Petfer, Vor 
3utler, Jones, Ark. Perkins Wa 
Call, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Warrer 
Carter, Kyle, Pritchard, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Aldrich, Frye, Hoar, Squire, 
slanchard, Gear, Irby, Turpie, 
Cullom, George, McBride, Vilas, 
Daniel, Gordon, Murphy, White. 
Davis, Gray, Palmer, 
Elkins, Hansbrough, Pugh, 
Faulkner, Hill, Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to refer the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I moveto strike out the preamble. 

Mr. BACON and Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read th: 


preamble. 
The Secretary read the preamble. 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Connecticut will withdraw 
his motion, I will withdraw the preamble and agree to its going 
out. The preamble may go out. 

Mr. PLATT. Allright; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now let the resolution be read without the 


preamble. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the Secretary read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska 
draws the preamble of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw the preamble. There is now a call 
for the reading of the resolution itself without the preamble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as it | 
been agreed to. 

The resolution was read, 


VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY CONTROVERSY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


bill from the House of Representatives which has had its lirst 
reading. 
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The bill (H. R. 2178) making an appropriation for the expenses 
of a commission to investigate and report on the true divisional 
line between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana was 
read the second time by its title. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida has the 


oor. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Alabama to allow me to 
have a vote on the resolution which has been before the Senate 
heretofore, 

Mr. MORGAN. We will get through with the House bill in a 
very short time. The Senator’s resolution is on the Calendar. I 
can not consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the immediate 
consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. This is the House bill which was laid before the 
Senate yesterday? ' 

Mr. MORGAN. It is. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill unless 
the Committee on Foreign Relations have some amendments to 


present. 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose to offer some amendments on behalf 
of the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Allright. Then I will wait. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations have 
had the measure under consideration, anticipating that it would 
be acted upon this morning or to-morrow, and have directed me 
to report certain amendments thereto, which I by their direction 
have embodiedin one proposition, which will constitute an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the House bill. 

I wish to state, Mr. President, that there was a difference of 
— in the committee in regard to the propriety or necessity 
of amending the House bill in any respect, and I, as a member of 
the committee, do not wish to be committed to the amendments, 
although if the bill is to be amended I think that the form the 
committee have — for amendment is perhaps as safe and as 
good as any other that could be selected. I have not given m 
consent personally, I am allowed to say, I believe, to any amend- 
ment to the House bill, thinking that the best and wisest course to 
pursue and the one that comports most entirely with the present 
attitude of the question here and abroad would perhaps require of 
us that we should Pw pone with the bill as passed by the other 
House, unless we find some very material objection to it, and 





pass it. 

I will now send to the desk the amendments of the committee 
as a whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a substitute. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
‘ ey SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

nsert: 
That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 


the same is hereby, appropriated for the expenses of a commission. % consist 
of three members, to ted by the President, and with 1 the advice 
an him 


a 
and consent of the Senate te vest to © facts in 
regard to the divisional line between the Republic of Venezuela and Bri 
Guiana: Pro y 31, 


vided, That section 2 of the act approves Jul 1894, ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive,and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes, shall not apply to any commissioners ap- 
pointed under this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to —_— the proviso. In the event 
that the House bill should pass the Senate as it came to us the 


proviso would be unn ; atleast thatis my opinion. The pro- 
viso is intended to exempt the 


three 
— in the substitute from the operation of an act passed in 
894, the general 1 tive, executive, and judicial appropriation 
act of that year, which in section 2 prescribes that any officer 


office. In the event that we provide forthe three oners, 
itis s ted by the of State, in a note to the com- 
mittee, that we a to exempt them from the operation of that 
statute. That is the object of the committee in putting the pro- 
viso in the substitute. If we do not amend the House bill, 
course it is irrelevant and ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I from the conclusions of 
the majority of the Foreign Relations Committee with great dif- 
og ard al pe under a good deal of embarrass- 
ment, for my opinion is very d that we had better not amend 


Ee 
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the House bill—that we had better pass it as it came from tho 
House—and in this I understand the chairman of the committ:> 
concurs. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur in that. 

Mr. PLATT. Therefore, what I am expressing may be in oppo- 
sition to the wishes and opinions of some who sit upon this side of 
the Chamber, although in the consideration of a matter like this 
there ought to be no aisle of division in the Senate. 

It is useless to deny that this is avery great and important su))- 
ject, and it ought to be treated as such. We ought not to talk 
about war in the consideration of such a subject. We do not in- 
vite it. We deprecate it. There is no reason at present to s))- 
pose that war is to be precipitated upon us. The American peo)! 
will not shun it if it becomes inevitable. I think we all agree in 
the main with the President in the message which he has sent here. 
There may be some things in the message which perhaps we would 
have —— otherwise, but as to his statement of the position 
and the determination of the American people upon a great su))- 
ject there is no difference of opinion. It is no matter whether or 
not we call it a doctrine or a canon of international law. There 
is an American —, and a determination to sustain that policy, 
which has now been in existence for seventy years at least and 
upon which there is no division of American sentiment, and that 
is, if I understand it, that no foreign power is to establish sover- 
eignty and dominion upon the Western Hemisphere or unfairly to 
extend its sovereignty and dominion upon that hemisphere. 

The question arises in the Venezuelan case whether Great Britain 
is attempting unfairly to extend her sovereignty and authority in 
Venezuela. The message of the President states the policy of the 
American people on this subject very clearly and very vigorously. 
It admits that we are not in full possession of the facts, and the 
President asks of Congress an = to pay the expenses 
of a commission to be appointed by him to ‘‘make the necessary 
investigation and report upon the matter with the least possible 
delay.” What is the ‘‘matter” referred to? The President dis- 
tinctly states it in his message: 

Assuming, however, that the attitude of Venezuela will remain unchanged, 
the dispute has reached such astage as to make it now incumbent upon the 
United States to take measures to determine with sufficient certainty for its 


justification what is the true divisional line between the Republic of Vene- 
zuela and British Guiana. 


Then he suggests that we give him— 


An adequate appropriation for the expenses of a commission, to be appointod 
by the Executive, whoshall make the necessary investigation and report upon 
the matter with the least possible delay. 

I understand, Mr. President, that it is suggested that we amend 


the bill which comes from the other House in two or three par- 
ticulars that may seem ig ee but which in my judginent 
are exceedingly important. desire to remark that any amend- 
ment made in the Senate will be construed in England as a hesi- 
tation on the part of the Senate to sustain the President in the 
position he has taken. Unless it becomes absolutely necessary, 
then, to make amendments I should refrain from making thei in 
order that our attitude may not be misunderstood in England. 
There seems to be an opinion on the other side of the water that 
the assertion of American rights and of the American determina- 
tion to sustain those rights is es idea, and is put forth 
at this time for political effect. England must be disabused of 
any such opinion or belief. The American ple were never 
more in earnest the breaking out of the Revolution to this 
day than in their determination to assert and maintain what they 
believe is essential to the safety of the Republic of the United 
States, namely, that no foreign power shall establish governmental 
institutions upon this continent, or unfairly or unrighteously ¢x- 
tend such institutions now existing upon thiscontinent. We must 
be careful, then, to do nothing here which will give plausibility 
to the already prevalent idea in England that the United States 
are not united and in earnest upon this matter. If it became es- 
sential to the bill which the House has sent us I should 
not hesitate to do it, but to my mind it is of no importance. The 
bill now contains all that the President asks of us, and it is the 
President of the United States who asks this of Congress. It is 
not as an individual who occupies the Executive chair that he has 
dressed us, but he speaks in an official capacity as the President 
of the country, and in this matter what he says should be treated 
as the utterance of the President of the United States. __ 
Now, several amendments are . The first one is that 
the bill shall fix the number of the commission; that it shall con- 
sist of threemembers. Why is it necessary that the Senate should 
insist on naming the number of which the commission shall con- 
sist? Can we not trust the President for that? Is he likely co make 
the number too ? I think itis entirely unnecessary, and that 
the matter may weil be left to him. c 
The next proposed amendment is really to strike out the words 
to vite age and report upon the true divisional line between 
the Repu of Venezuela and British Guiana,” and make the 
commission report to the President ‘‘ the facts in regard to the divi- 
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gional line between Venezuela and British Guiana.” It seems to 
me that this amendment is not only not essential, but that there 
is nothing more in it than a change of language. The bill is in 
the mengusge which the President suggested—‘‘a commission, to be 
appointed by the Executive, who shall make the necessary investi- 
ation and report upon the matter with the least possible delay.” 
‘the “matter” is ‘to determine with sufficient certainty for its [the 
country’s} justification what is the true divisional line.” So the 
bill as it comes from the House of Representatives follows the lan- 
guage of the President and provides for arriving at the fact which 
the President asks to arrive at; that is, the true divisional line. 

If anything less than that is intended by the language which is 
employed in the amendment, then it will be construed as receding 
from what the President asks us todo. The President asks us to 
authorize the appointment of a commission which shall determine 
whatisthe truedivisionalline. If the proposed amendment means 
anything less than that, it will be regarded all over Great Britain 
as not coming quite up to the request the President made of Con- 
gress. If to report ‘‘ the facts in regard to the divisional line be- 
tween the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana” means 
anything less than the ascertaining of the true divisional line, it 
will be understood, and rightly understood, that the Senate of the 
United States is not ready to go to the length which the President 
asks it to go, namely, to ascertain the true divisional line with ref- 
erence to the justification of the future action of this Government. 
Those are two of the amendments proposed. 

The third amendment is that the nominations of the commis- 
sioners shall be consented to and confirmed by the Senate. I re- 
gard it as entirely unimportant and unwise to do that merely 
because it is supposed that there is some shadowy prerogative 
which gives us a right to claim that when the President appoints 
persons charged with a duty such as it is proposed to confer upon 
them in the pending bill, we shall be consulted and shall confirm 
them or not, as we choose. I donot think that we ought to em- 
barrass a great question like this with that claim of prerogative. 
Nor do I understand that there is any claim that persons to be 
appointed, charged with duties like these, should, under the Con- 
stitution, be confirmed by theSenate; that it would be an encroach- 
ment by the Executive power to appoint them without sending 
their names to the Senate. If that be so, the very authority pro- 
posed to be given by the bill to the President to appoint these per- 
sons to these duties would, by inference at least, certainly answer 
the claim of prerogative. 

But I do not understand that it has ever been seriously claimed 
upon this side of the Chamber that the Executive isnot at liberty 
to appoint agents to ascertain facts to the end that the Executive 
may know what action he should take in matters arising between 
this and foreign countries. What we all complained of in the 
Blount case was that the President went further than that; that he 
appointed an officer of the United States Government and com- 
missioned him to a foreign power without confirmation by the 
Senate. But there is no necessity of raising that controversy 
again. I do not think we have ever claimed—I have never 
claimed—that the Executive can not appoint persons, whether he 
calls them commissioners or agents, or whatever name might be 
bestowed upon them, who should ascertain facts and report to 
him for his information as to what he as the Executive ought to 
do with reference to matters springing up between this and an- 
other country. Andif we do not insist upon the right to confirm 
the commissioners, I understand that the further amendment sug- 
gested here is unnecessary. 

Mr. President, I have very plainly and very frankly, and, as I 
said, with a good deal of diffidence, expressed my opinion upon 
this subject. I think the amendments are unnecessary. I think 
the bill as it came from the other House meets the President’s 
request. I think to amend itat all will be misconstrued in England 
into the belief and will strengthen the belief already prevalent 
there that the Senate hesitates to sustain the President of the 
United States in the ground taken in his message. 

Mr. CAFFERY. BeforetheSenator from Connecticut sitsdown, 
I ask him which amendment he has discussed. I have heard of 
but one, the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
am. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Louisiana could not have 


in. 

Mr. CAFFERY. My hearing is not very acute, and I did not 
hear exactly the extent of the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the committee, although he said 
he did not personally agree to the amendment, reported an amend- 
ment, as a substitute, which differs from the original bill in the 

iculars which I have alluded to in the few remarks which I 
ve made, and only in those particulars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the first observation I have to 
make in regard to this matter is that I can not see for the iife of 
me the necessity of haste in considering the proposition before us. 
The controversy which is the foundation of these papers is an 
ancient one; it is one that has existed for many years between 
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Venezuela and Great Britain. The alleged aggressions of Great 
Britain cover a period of from ten to twenty or thirty years. Itis 
only recently that the subject has been even noted by the people 
of the United States; but ten or fifteen years ago Great Britain 
asserted a claim to a line which she now says she will not submit 
to arbitration. 

The message of the President of the United States invites no 
haste. He simply asks us for certain authority, and that we pro- 
pose to givehim. The termsof that grant of power are contained 
in the bill sent to us from the House of Representatives. Why 
should there be any excitement about that? Why should there be 
any eagerness to seize upon it in order to create a probability of 
war with Great Britain and to arouse the patriotism of the Amer- 
ican people? The American people need no such excitement, if 
they have to face this matter. Besides, the views of the President 
of the United States have been sanctioned by both Houses of Con- 
gress, and unanimously by both Houses of Congress. He has ex- 
pressed the opinion of the American people as to the importance 
of enforcing the Monroe doctrine. He has explained in the clear- 
est possible language the nature and character of that doctrine, 
the assertion of the people of the United States that they will not 
allow the various countries of South or North America to be en- 
croached upon by European powers. 

This doctrine, though often stated since the time of Mr. Mon- 
roe, has never been applied specially in any particular case. We 
did not regard the doctrine when we invaded Mexico. After 
Texas had been ceded to us we occupied great portions of Mexican 
territory, including California. We ought to have thought of it 
then. But still we have insisted upon our right to protect the 
American nations from European encroachment, and I believe in 
it as heartily as any. 

But because a bill is sent to us from the House of Representa- 
tives in compliance with the request of the President that we 
should grant him certain money in order to enable him to prose- 
cute and ascertain as near as possible the real boundary line be- 
tween Venezuela and British Guiana, why this hurry and excite- 
ment? Why can not we amend the bill like any other? We can 
not even refer the bill. We must pass it without inquiry or con- 
sideration. Why? Is England engaged in a fresh aggression? 
On the contrary, England is taking very seriously under consid- 
eration the situation here. England wants and needs no excite- 
ment on this side to compel her to a careful examination of this 
whole subject-matter. I firmly believe that this matter will be 
settled by some arrangement between Great Britain and Vene- 
zuela, and I have not the slightest ideathat a single dropof Ameri- 
can blood will be shed in this contest. It will be settled. 

Now, this bill comes to us. The Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions were called upon totake it up and see whether the particular 
proposition of the House of Representatives ought to be taken 
just as it was without crossing a ‘‘t” or dotting an ‘‘i.” What 
occasion is there for that feeling? There is no difference of opin- 
ion; the House and Senate agree as to what we ought to do; and 
now it is proposed by the Senate committee to make some slight 
modification of the House proposition and then to support it 
thoroughly. 

Let us see what those modifications are. First, we say that 
when we appoint a commission it ought to be composed of a definite 
number. What that number is it is for us to say. We are to 
authorize this commission. The President asks for pay for them, 
and we are called upon, therefore, to state the number of the com- 
mission. Does the Senate know of any case where a commission 
or a committee has been appointed without fixing the number? 

We concluded on the whole that three would be better than five 
or seven; that a larger number would only make probable a divi- 
sion of opinion, while three able men, confessedly so, from all parts 
of the United States, could be selected to do what? Not to fix the 
disputed line, not to say which was the line that ought to be 
adopted, but to give the President information as to the nature 
and character and as to the facts and conditions of the gradual 
aggressions of Great Britain. The question as to what title Vene- 
zuela has to that land, as to what title Great Britain has to that 
land, as to the proper boundary between them, can not be trans- 
ferred to these three commissioners. The proposition of the House 
of Representatives required them to point out the true line be- 
tween these two countries. They are not authorized to do that. 
The President of the United States must take that responsibility 
upon himself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me just 
to read how the House bill stands? It reads: 

For the expenses of a commission, to be appointed by the President, toinves> 
tigate and report upon the true divisional line. 

Not to determine it, but to report upon it; to give the facts in 
connection with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the House bill confines them to a true 
divisional line. That is not the point. The President has got to 
determine that. Therefore this Causes was simply changed to 
prescribe the exact purpose and desire of Congress that these per- 
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sons should inform themselves and should inform the President of 
the surrounding facts and of all the matters necessary for his de- 
termination. 

But, sir, the President, as we all know, does not transfer or 
evade any responsibility 7 upon him; and the responsibility by 
the Constitution is upon him and afterwards upon the Senate of 
the United States, in ratifying any treaty that may grow out of 
this controversy. Thereforeit was thought proper to modify this 
measure. 

So also as to the confirmation of the commissioners by the Senate. 
This commission, created by law, is something more a Blount 
messenger sent to the Hawaiian Islands. is is a commission 
recognized by law, created by this act, and properly created by it. 
Under those circumstances these three persons are to be designated 
by the President of the United States. 

There is no question of his _— to do it; but according to all 
the established usages of the Government, according to the plain 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States, their names 
should be sent to the Senate and confirmed. Why not? There is 
no controversy between the Senate and the President. It is but 
right that this on should have a voice in their selection. It pas: 
upon the merits of every postmaster and small officeholder in our 
broad land, whose names are sent to us because the President 
alone ought not to control all the vast 4 tments. Wearecalled 
upon to confirm or to reject them. Is it not, therefore, proper for 
the Senate of the United States, possessing under the Constitution 
this power, to require that its py me at least shall be given 
as to these particular —— do notsuppose there will be any 
controversy about it, but the right ought always to be reserved. 

It can not be said that these are unimportant officers. This act 
creates them officers. It prescribes their duties. Therefore they 
are as much officers as any other officers of the Government of 
the United States. Under these circumstances it does seem to me 
that it is a small matter to refuse to the Senate of the United 
States the pewer to wu these officers and their fitness and 
ability, although I do not believe there will be any controversy, 
and so I have no doubt the House of resentatives will feel. I 
have reason to believe that these amendments which have been 
suggested will be approved by the House of resentatives, al- 
though, as a matter of course, no one can § for that body 
definitely. 

The limitation as to time was a matter discussed. It was pro- 
_— in the Committee on Foreign Relations that the time should 

limited for these officers to make their report, say to the 1st of 
April or the tst of May. On the whole, the committee, after full 
consideration, thought it was best to leave it open and leave this 
matter under the control and management of the President of the 
United States, placing the $100,000 at his command and limiting 
the number of commissioners. This will no doubt be eee by 
the President, because more than that number on an inquiry of 
this kind would be unreasonable. 

I say that these amendments would not only aoe the lan- 
guage and form of the bill, but I have no doubt they would be 

romptly to by the House of Representatives and by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not want to be forced to take any meas- 
ure upon excitement, especially when the excitementis not founded 
upon real danger or real im ce. It seems to me that we 
should have treated this question as an ordinary matter of legisla- 
tion. We have postponed until next month and perhaps until 
next session many important subjects-matter. e have been 
here three weeks, and have not deemed it necessary to take up any 
single measure which the people of the United States expect us to 
pass during this Congress. 

Now we are called upon pellmell, as if we were under excite- 
ment or on a battlefield, to wave aside all our forms of legisla- 
tion and refuse to make amendments to a bill sent to us under the 

resent circumstances. It seems to me all this is too hasty; it is 





eagerly pressed. ‘There is no occasion for it. The Venezuelan 
controversy will probably be settled before these tlemen are 
appointed or before they progress far in their investigation. We 


ought not to show a sign of timidity and anxious desire about a 
fear that does not exist. The Senate of the United States is the 
last body in the world that ought to be moved by fear or danger. 
Let us take our time to deliberate. If these amendments are not 
important vote them down, but certainly we should not base our 
action on this bill upon any ground that there is a necessity to 
take precisely what the o House hurriedly sent to us and 
when the other House would no doubt from the Senate 
these amendments as a nae modification of their bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it occurs to me that one of the 
most important considerations connected with this whole subject 
has been utterly overlooked in both Houses. The Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] well said a few moments that snag 
is one of the most essential elements in the of war. 
fail to see, however, how the Government of the United States 
would be any better off by the proposition submitted by the Sena- 
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tor from Nebraska. It may or it may not be possible that the 
people of the United States might have more money in their pock- 
ets if the mints were thrown open. It may or it may not be pos- 
sible that it would be better off if the arg wy presses were to 
start and print more Treasury notes. But the question for the 
people and the Government to consider, when about to embark in 
war with confessedly the first nation of the globe on the ocean, is, 
where are the revenues to be obtained to come into the pockets of 
the Government? How are-we to get money enough to carry on 
this war, and carry it on successfully? 

It will be no child’s play, Mr. President, when we engage in a 
conflict with Great Britain. Let us not commit the great mis- 
take of underrating our enemy. It may be true, as Senators say, 
that there will be nowar. I — with the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. y voice is for peaceif peace can be 
obtained honorably and consistently with the safety and dignity 
of the ponte of the United States. But the President of the 
United States, and the Government of the United States through 
our Executive, and the Government of Great Britain have ar- 
rived at the point, after a long discussion, where both say they 
will not yield, and the President says that we ought to resist with 
all the means in our power the establishment as proposed by 
Great Britain. Surely we are standing face to face on the very 
edge of battle, and prudence and safety demand that we shall look 
to our Treasury box and see where we are to obtain the moneys 
to aa this great struggle. 

Mr. ident, during the great civil conflict in the United States 
the Government was not burdened with vast expenditures as it is 
to-day. We did not have from $140,000,000 to $150,000,000 of an- 
nual a to meet. We did not have from $30,000,000 to 
$40,000,000 of annual revenues to be expended in the payment of 
interest on the publicdebt. We had an income tax unquestioned. 
We had a tax on domestic manufactures that brought in one year 
$127,000,000. The income tax brought to the coffers of the Gov- 
ernment one year $72,000,000. All this, sir, is gone. The Consti- 
tution declares that you shall not tax real estate except in pro- 
portion to op meee The Supreme Court has stretched the 
authority of the Constitution and declared that you shall not tax 
personal property except in proportion to population. The tax 
you have got to-day on whisky and on beer and on tobacco isa 
tax declared unconstitutional by the highest court in the land. 
It is a tax that exists simply by sufferance. 

Then, what are we to depend upon for revenues to carry on this 
gigantic struggle? Duties on — Where are your imports 
to come from when you are in a death grapple with the greatest 
naval power in the world? When privateers are swarming out 
from all the ports of all Christendom on both sides, making the 
heavens lurid with the flames of burning cargoes in every direc- 
tion, as they did in 1812, how much imports are going to come 
into the United States to get you revenues? The amount even 
to-day is less than $200,000,000 a year. Your annual expenditures 

uire $500,000,000 a ee to-day without any war. 

ner. President and Senators, the first duty as we stand on the 

of this conflict is to strike the manacles off this Government 
and give it power to tax the real and personal estate according to 
its value alloverthe Union. Weare rich in men, richin courage, 
rich in all the elements necessary to carry on a t war; but it 
is a giant manacled by the Constitution and by the decrees of the 
Supreme Court. I,as an American citizen, animated by the same 
fire and devotion to the flag that represents the sovereignty of this 
nation as the proudest of you, demand that before we are plunged 
into this conflict the hands of the nation shall be untied, and that 
we shall not be compelled after a conflict to make a dishonorable 
peace, disgraceful to the nation, because it had not the means to 
prosecute a successful war. 

Before we adjourn for the holidays we ought to submit an amend- 
ment to the Constitution giving Congress the power to levy and 
collect taxes on both real and personal estate all over the country 
in accordance with its value and not in proportion to population. 
The American people will never submit to a tax of that kind, un- 

ust, wicked, nefarious, as it is, if a large amount is drawn from 
eir pockets in such an unequal proportion, but the American 
le will submit to any taxation that is just and fair when it is 
fovied for the of vindicating the honor, the safety, and the 
good name of the Republic. They will be lavish in both money 
and blood, ee 

The legislatures of a number of States will be in session in a few 
days. We, without distinction of ,in both branches of Con- 
gress, ought by a unanimous vote to submit to the legislatures an 
amendment to the Constitution giving to the National Govern- 
ment the power to reach the ts of all the $70,000,000,000 of 
wealth in this country, so as to enable the Government to carry 
on the war which it may wage, and to carry it on in accordance 
with the interests and the honor of the American people. __ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. == 

The SzorETaRY. A bill (8. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
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tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be 

assed over temporarily, not losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
none. 

Mr. LODGE. 
Senate. . s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I yesterday gave notice of an 
amendment to the House bill appointing thiscommission. I desire 
now to withdraw the amendment, or, rather, to state that I shall 
not press it. ; s is sen 

My first reason for doing so is that I think it is of the utmost 
importance that there should be absolutely no division whatever 
in the Senate on any question involving the support of the Presi- 
dent in the position he has taken, and there might be a division 
on this amendment if pressed to a vote. 

My second reason is that on reflection it seems to me that plac- 
ing a limit upon the time within which the commission shall re- 
port is needless, because the President has stated in his message 
that they are to report with the least possible delay. The date I 
fixed is unnecessarily distant, and it is better that no date should 
be fixed. I desire to give the President all that he asks and the 
utmost latitude. Where the fullest discretion is given there the 
responsibility will lie, and there it ought to lie—the responsibility 
both to the American people and to the vast interests which are 
involved. 

But, Mr. President, I desire to say that for the same reason I 
should hope that on this bill would be placed the amendment 
allowing the Senate to advise and consent to the appointment of 
the commission, not for the purpose of asserting the prerogative of 
the Senate, but because I think it would strengthen that commis- 
sion and strengthen the hands of the President to have it under- 
stood that those commissioners enter on their work not only as 
his appointees, but with the unanimous approbation of the Senate. 

The one object, it seems to me, that we should aim at in all this 

ave business is not haste or excitement, but entire firmness, and 
that we should show to the world that we are absolutely united 
in the position that has been taken. It is freely charged that this 
is mere electioneering business. I want tosee that idea done away 
with. Iwant to make it understood by every means in our power 
that there is no division of sentiment among the American people, 
and I want the action of the Senate to say plainly to those people 
in London who are undertaking to make a scare in this country 
by selling stocks and calling loans in the American market, that 
the American people are united on this question, that they propose 
to stand by the Monroe doctrine, and that the attempt to createa 
panic in Wall street, to call loans and drain our gold, is not the 
road to an honorable and a peaceful settlement. 

For this reason, Mr. President, I desire, for my own part, toput 
no obstacle in the way of the unanimous adoption of the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee or of the bill itself. I desire 
that we shall proceed with deliberation and dignity, but with the 
most entire firmness, and that we shall settle with this question 
and pass this bill before we adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there is no doubt that the 
sentiment in this country in favor of what is popularly known as 
the Monroe doctrine is practically unanimous. Within a few 

ears past many things have happened which have excited the 
indignation of the American people. They have felt, and had 
reason to feel, that Great Britain assumed a domineering attitude 
toward the United States—that she was unwilling to recognize 
the rights of our people or our country. 

Among the irritating causes we might mention the destruction 
of the sealsin Alaska. Undoubtedly Great Britain is to blame for 
it, and that is the opinion of the American people. We can also 
mention the fact that she is setting up a claim to a portion of the 
Territory of Alaska which has been recognized by all as ours, and 
which has been in the peaceable possession of our grantors and of 
ourselves for three-quarters of a century. It is asserted by the 
agents of Great Britain or Canada that instead of the shore line 
being the shore line that has been recognized for three-quarters of 
a century, the shore line from which the measurement must be 
taken is in the ocean beyond the islands. The mere statement of 
ae a claim outrages our sense of justice and has created much 

eeling. 

Again, in Nicaragua last spring, we find Great Britain proceed- 
ing to take military possession of a portion of Nicaragua ona 
claim so flimsy as not to bear examination for one hour among 
honest men. er proceedings in that direction were manifestly 
for the purpose of thwarting the scheme of the United States to 
build an interoceanic canal. We find Great Britain the lion in 
the path. , 

Then, again, we find her changing her boundary from time to 
time in Venezuela because Venezuela is a weak power. It is not 
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because of Venezuela alone, butif there is a feeling of indignation 
in the United States against Great Britain itis her fault. Itis 
her aggression, her arrogance, and her disposition to trample upon 
the rights of the American people which has aroused this feeling. 

It is said on the other side of the Atlantic by, I think, a ma- 
jority of the people in England, France, and Germany that this 
is a mere electioneering dodge. They assume that the President 
is actuated by the ordinary motives which have actuated mon- 
archs and despots and presidents from the beginning of govern- 
ments to get up a controversy with a foreign power whenever 
politics were desperate at home. That is the old thing to do, and 
they assume that it is what the President is doing. It is said he 
is doing it for political purposes. We can see very well how he 
might gain by it politically. We can see very well how this thing 
might be dragged along and that Great Britain might settle with 
Venezuela, and then our task would be done. If Great Britain 
should disclaim what she has done the President’s friends would 
say that he brought it about by his tirmness. I can see how there 
might be political gain in it; but gain or no gain, it is a declara- 
tion in favor of the Monroe doctrine; it is a declaration opposed 
to the usurpation of Great Britain; it is an American declaration, 
and I am in favor of sustaining it. 

The President having inaugurated this, he having the responsi- 
bility, I am in favor of giving him the entire responsibility of 
ascertaining the facts, and Iam in favor of the House bill as it 
came tous. That bill provides just exactly what he asks for, and 
if he is not in good faith, if he does not execute this supreme duty 
according to the spirit and the demand of the American people, 
the American people will know the reason why. He has put him- 
self in the breach, and declared for the American doctrine of self- 
defense and noninterference of any European power with the 
Governments or territories of any country in all the Americas—he 
has put himself squarely there. Give him the money and let him 
make the investigation. 

I do not believe there is danger of war. I do not believe Great 
Britain will insist upon an unjust demand against Venezuela when 
she knows that it involves war with the United States. Great 
Britain can put an end to this thing in a day by being honest and 
reasonable. There would be no trouble about that. She is the 
aggressor, but if she is going to pursue a policy of aggression upon 
this continent, as she does in every other part of the globe, the 
sooner we know it the better. 

As to raising the necessary revenue and amending the Consti- 
tution so that revenue can be raised, that is too unimportant to 
discuss. We have been through wars before this time, and ample 
power was found in this Government to raise revenue. Whenthe 
people of the United States are called upon to defend the princi- 
ples which they cherish as most sacred and to defend their rights 
against any country, and particularly against Great Britain, there 
will be no lack of money. Seventy million people can furnish all 
the money necessary to vindicate their honor. There can be noth- 
ing more injurious to the American people than to submit to the 
arrogance of Great Britain. It breeds toadyism; it breeds de- 
pendence; it destroys American manhood; it destroys the pride of 
being an American citize>. 

War under any circumstances is to be avoided if possible. War 
is a great calamity; but it is nothing to the sacrifice of honor. 
There are other things worse than war. We have had twenty- 
five years of abundant harvests and profound peace, and there is 
more suffering to-day in the country than ever before in its his- 
tory. Iam not sure but the people of this country would welcome 
the change, if it was from peace towar, in view of the general dis- 
tress which prevails. 

1 want American manhood asserted, and inasmuch as the Pres- 
ident has announced a doctrine in which we all concur, let us give 
him the power to vindicate it, and the country will hold him re- 
sponsible. He is willing to take the responsibility. Let the House 
bill as it came to us be po let it proceed in order; let it pro- 
ceed now, so that it will be known on both sides of the Atlantic 
what the American people mean and what they will do in defense 
of what they know to be their rights. [Applausein the galleries. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must remind the galleries 
that it is in violation of the rules of the Senate to show approba- 
tion of or dissent from what is said on the floor of this body. A 
repetition of the offense will call for an enforcement of the rule 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I can not bring myself to believe 
that there is in the present situation such serious menace to the 
peace of the world as may be implied from remarks made here 
and from utterances elsewhere. I concur in everything that has 
been said with reference to the necessity of firmly, rigidly, and at 
all times enforcing the Monroe doctrine. I indorse the views of 
the President of the United States in affirmation of the principles 
upon which we understand that doctrine is grounded; but I do 
not think that any occasion will arise as the result of the Vene- 
zuelan dispute to require the assertion of the full powers of this 
Government in maintenance of that doctrine. I am persuaded 
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that if upon that careful, that judicial investigation which the 
President suggests, facts at present but little known and imper- 
fectly appreciated are made patent, there will be no grave obsta- 
cle to an honorable solution. I can not understand that there is 
any immediate reason to apprehend momentous difficulty or cause 
for intense excitement, 6 war cloud does not seem to me to be 
so large. I am unwilling to entertain the thought that as to such 
a question, important though it may be, any conclusion will be 
reached which does not comport with the universal desire of all 
Christian people for peace. 

Mr. President, what is the condition of this controversy? What 
is it concerning which we are now in contention as far as Great 
Britain is concerned? We lay no claim to one foot of the territory 
of Venezuela. We merely assert that Great Britain must not take 
from Venezuela territory which is palpably hers. Wedo not pro- 
pose, I imagine, to solve a bona fide boundary dispute upon any 
narrow or technical ground, nor to engage in conflict without the 
establishment of a clear case justifying such action; but we are 
assuming, if we talk in a belligerent manner, that England is 
about to absorb territory which of right plainly pertains to Vene- 
zuela, Is nuayiand attempting sotodo? Thisis the vital question 
upon which our right to actdepends. The President of the United 
States informs us that it is not clearly known to him; that he has 
not the information to = us = which he or we can base a 
final judgment to the effect that England is about to perpetrate 
this usurpation, this violation of the Monroe doctrine. In order 
to ascertain whether there is really a just cause for ————— 
whether the penny existing sentiment here against English 
conduct in this case is or is not well founded, he proposes to ap- 

int a commission, and upon the report of that commission to 

ully and fairly consider the case, and if there is proof that Euro- 

n territorial acquisition is contemplated, then the whole mat- 

ter will be submitted to Congress with a recommendation for 
affirmative action. 

It may be, and from the statements made by those who ought 
to know much more about it than I do it is probable, that there 
has been aggression, but we are not in a condition to announce 
this as a fact. We have not the evidence upon which we can so 
find. We must know that we are right before we act. The onl 
question, as I understand it, before the Senate is whether we will 
concur in enacting a statute giving to the President the means to 
enable him to carry out the laudable desire which he expresses, 
and which we all wish may eventuate in a final clear and con- 
vincing report and recommendation. So far as the means of 
accomplishing this end are concerned, if I had my way about it I 
would rather ec $100,000 for the purpose of enabling the 
President to take such action in this matter as may comport with 
his views of his executive duty. I would rather omit the word 
“commission” from the bill, and merely give the President the 
money to enable him to obtain the essential facts, by commission 
or otherwise, and report the same to Congress, and, failing in this, 
I prefer the House bill, without amendment. When the President 
does act, it will be for Congress to determine what to do. 

There can be no declaration of war save through Congress. 
as the commission may do, any suggestion it may offer 
will be advisory; it will not be conclusive upon us or upon the 
Executive. The recommendation made by the President will not 
bind Congress. Such expression will be valuable and presumably 
correct, but, after all, we must act under our constitutional pre- 
rogative; upon our own responsibility and judgment in the final 
determination as to whether there is or is not a cause for hostili- 
ties. I do not agree that we should insist upon any power, actual 
or assumed, to confirm the commission. 

I prefer that the President be allowed to select his own commis- 
sion absolutely unfettered by the wishes of the Senate. Then when 
the report reaches us it will be the report of the President of the 
United States announcing his opinion as to the duty of Congress 
upon the submission made by the commission. mgress then 
will take such action with relation thereto as it may deem best. 

I consider it proper, before concluding, to call attention to the 
fact that at the last session of the late Congress the Senate adopted 
@ resolution reported by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE], 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, with to Hawaii, 
which clearly and tersely announced our rule in these words: 

Resolved, That of right it ersa wholly to the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands to establish and maintain their own form of government and domes- 
tic policy; that the United States ought in no wise to interfere therewith; 


and that any intervention in the political affairs of these islands by any other 
Government will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the United States. 


Here we extended our jurisdiction beyond the American Conti- 
nent; wedisregarded 2,000 miles of intervening ocean, and we there 
said with reference to those islands that we should regard any in- 
tervention there as an act unfriendly tothe United States, and this 
declaration has been and will be ted. There is, therefore, 
manifestly no impropriety in the uaibonen upon the same time- 
honored principle with reference to the continent upon which we 
sustain our nationality. 








Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the honorable Senator 
from California a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The question I propose to ask is 
for the purpose of testing theconstruction which the Senator from 
California places upon the Monroe doctrine. Suppose we give the 
President this commission, that they meet and attend to the duties 
imposed upon them, that they report back their sentiments, and 
the President and the Congress of the United States decide upon 
the facts reported as to the precise location of the line between 
British Guiana and Venezuela; then suppose after that the Goy- 
ernment of Venezuela, either throug) fear of becoming involved 
in war with Great Britain, or for any other cause, should consent 
by treaty stipulation to transfer a portion of the territory which 
we have decided belongs to Venezuela. What I wish to know is, 
would that be such a settlement as tle United States could agree 
to and still be held to be a vindication of the Monroe doctrine on 
our part? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the interrogatory submitted by 
the Senator from Oregon is broad. It involves the consideration 
of anextended subject. I donot think that the topic to which he 
refers is embraced in this controversy. I am firm in the convic- 
tion that there might be attempted cessions of territory by some 
of the States of this continent, to which cessions it would be the 
duty of the United States to object. Intimations of that charac- 
ter have already been officially given with reference to Cuba. But 
Iam unwilling to lay down a rule in the absence of a subject for 
its nanan or to define the Monroe doctrine in complete and 
entirely comprehensive terms, or to apply it or attempt to apply 
it to a contingency which has not yet arisen. I do not pretend to 
be able upon the spur of the moment, or perhaps at any time, to 
state our national duty in every case where an American nation 
may desire to cede land to a European Government. Such an 
effort upon my part might result in a statement upon which I 
would be unwilling to rest in every possible controversy. There 
is a case before us. I amaddressing myself to that case, and I am 
not seeking to enlighten upon a condition which may or may not 
hereafter transpire. Actual issues I am prepared to decide. The 
message of the President contemplates the possibility of the tak- 
ing of territory by force. It treats of the occupancy of Venezuelan 
soil by the British Government against the will of Venezuela. It 
is with that hypothesis, and that alone, that I am dealing. 

— MITCHELL of Oregon. Will theSenator allow me on that 
point 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Does 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I simply desire to say, in order to 
place myself right, that I shall answer my own question by say- 
ing that that would bea settlement the Government of the United 
States could not consent to and at the same time vindicate the 
integrity of the Monroe doctrine, because I believe the true con- 
struction of the Monroe doctrine to be that no European power 
shall, without our consent, be permitted, either by force or by 
treaty se gee rar to acquire one foot of soil they do not now own 
or control on this hemisphere. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwishtoadd, with reference tothe remark of the 
Senator from Oregon, that while lam glad to have his views upon 
the subject—for I have a greatrespect for him and for his views— 
nevertheless, I do not care to adopt his conclusions at present. We 
will confer about that later when an issue in which the matter is 
material is pending. 

But, concluding, I will say that I do not propose to offer any 
amendment whatever to the bill. I have simply expressed my 
judgment, to the effect that it would be preferable, after mal:ing 
ample ea to leave this feature of the Venezuelan ques- 
tion wholly with the Executive, and I oncemore indorse the Presi- 
dential definition of duty, and while entertaining the opinions 
already given og oy 94 the formal part of our proceedings, I am 
ready to support the bill in such form as the Senate may deem 
desirable. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I think the relations between 
the United States and Great Britain at this moment are of a very 
critical character, and it is because I think war is imminent be- 
tween these two tne a should the pretensions of either or 
both sides be stubbornly maintained that I heartily concur in the 
opinion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in favor of a 
conservative and temperate course of action. : 

Should war ensue between the United States and Great Britain 
out of this Venezuelan controversy, upon the Senate of the United 
States and the coordinate branch of Congress will rest the respon- 
sibility. Weare the war-making power. The President of the 
United States may precipitate war, but these two bodies have the 
exclusive power for the authoritative declaration of war. It is 
renee ly for this reason that I contend that the Senate of the 

nited States have the undoubted privilege, and it is their duty 
in this instance to exercise it, to supervise the appointment of the 
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commissioners provided for in the bill that passed the House of 
Representatives. ; 

Mr. President, in the interrogatory of the Senator from Ohio, 
what need is there of haste? Is our honor suffering? Is our fron- 
tier invaded? Are not our ships permitted to plow the ocean un- 
molested? In what particular are we assailed so that we can not 
wait for a dispassionate investigation into the merits of this con- 
troversy between Venezuela and Great Britain? It occurs to me 
that the very appointment of the commission is a warlike step. It 
occurs to me that it is a very extreme application of the Monroe 
doctrine to undertake to settle a boundary question in dispute be- 
tween European powers and Governments in South America. But, 
sir, even that step, which in my opinion is a forecast of war, may 
not lead to the dire conclusion of war if temperate and wise coun- 
sels are followed as to it. 

I can not contemplate war with the tranquillity that some seem 
to do; I know something of its horrors; I know something of its 
devastation. Butif the occasion demanded war, if the honor or 
the interests of the United States were so insulted or infringed 
upon as to make a call to arms necessary, I should not hesitate on 
account of the financial condition of the United States to enter 
into war. I believe our people would respond to the call of patri- 
otism; I believe they have the resources in their own midst; I be- 
lieve that bonds of the United States would be taken by our own 
population, and afford all the resources necessary to carry on war 
with the greatest power upon earth. 

But, sir, it occurs to me, knowing the terror, knowing the suf- 
ferings, knowing the upheaval itself that will follow from the con- 
tention between these two vast powers, we ought not to be precipi- 
tate or hasty. Let us give a breathing time. The people of the 
United States areexcited. Ido not feel that Iam saying too much 
in saying that the members of Congress are excited on this ques- 
tion. All the facts surrounding it, every circumstance connected 
with it, ought to be diligently inquired into and temperately con- 
sidered before we launch upon this tremendous scheme of battle. 

Senators say that there is no danger of war. I do not share 
with them in that opinion. I hope they are correct; I pray that 
they are correct. Feeling the deep responsibility entailed upon 
meas a member of this Senate and a part of the war-making power 
of this Government, while I do not take counsel of any fear in my 
breast, it behooves me to take counsel of my prudence; and in 
taking counsel of that prudence I consider it wise, and proper, 
and just that the bill which has passed the House of Representa- 
tives be amended as anges by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CHANDLER. r. President, yesterday I thought that per- 
haps it would be wise to amend this bill as other bills from the 
House of Representatives are amended. To-dayI donot think so. 
I believe that it is of the highest national importance that this bill 
should to-day pass the Senate exactly as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

The amendment proposedisnot material. Weshould, ofcourse, 
consent to the appointment by the President of any commissioners 
whose names he might send to the Senate for confirmation, and I 
am in favor of leaving, as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] 
has well said, the whole responsibility of present action upon the 
President. He has all the power in the world necessary for the 
present crisis except money. He can not touch a dollar of money 
in the Treasury except with the consent of Congress, and we 
— freely and ungrudgingly give him that money to use as he 
pleases. 

The President of the United States in this emergency has risen 
above party. He has shown himself to be patriotic and wholly 
American. Inspired by the spirit of Massachusetts, which now 
pervades and prevails in the State Department, he has taken 
American ground, from which the United States will never recede. 
I am in favor of meeting the President upon that ground. Is-there 
a Democrat here who is in favor of doing any more than ought to 
be done, hoping thereby to promote the interests of his party? 1 
do not believe there is. Is there a Republican here in favor of 
doing less than ought to be done, thinking thereby to promote the 
interests of his party? I do not believe there is; and if the Presi- 
dent, whether he be himself a candidate for reelection next year 
or whether some other distinguished member of his party s be 
a candidate for election as President next year, has done his ut- 
most in the sight of the whole world to remove this question of 
foreign affairs from the disputes of American politics, shall not 
the people all over the country, without distinction of party, re- 
spond to his efforts and sustain his hands in every direction and 


in ae particular? 
If when we enter the Presidential canvass of next year there 
shall be no question of foreign policies involved, and our politics 
at the water’s edge, as Senator LODGE has reminded us Mr. 
Webster said they ought to stop, and we decide the question who 
shall be President solely upon the consideration of American in- 
terests and domestic policies, we ought to thank God that Presi- 
dent Cleveland at this time and in this emergency led the way to 
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that separation from politics which always should prevail among 
political parties on questions of foreign policy. 

Mr. President, I am told that stocks have gone down—that Wall 
street is agitated and State street is agitated—because a Demo- 
cratic President, sustained by a Republican Congress, proposes to 
defend the national honor. If stocks have gone down materially, 
I undertake to say that they are stocks which ought to go down, 
irrespective of national complications. No stock of any real value 
in the American or English markets will be seriously affected be- 
cause the American honor is to be preserved in this crisis of our 
fortunes. For one Ido not propose, and I do not believe any mem- 
ber of the Senate or of the House or any American citizen pro- 
poses, to be intimidated in this emergency by the declarations of 
foreign capitalists, by any conspiracy of foreign bankers, to de- 
stroy the credit of this country or the value of American stocks in 
the markets of the world in order to prevent the Congress of the 
United States from appropriating money to enable President Cleve- 
land to do exactly what he thinks he ought to do in this decisive 
hour in our affairs. 

I read a cable dispatch to the New York Sun of to-day: 

LonDON, December 19. 

A grave but inevitable consequence of President Cleveland's message upon 
the British-Venezuelan dispute has arisen poamege sooner than might have 


beenexpected. A meeting of prominent financial leaders who have important 
interests inthe United States was held in a London banking office to-day 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator would read that again. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well. 

A meeting of prominent financial leaders who have important interests 
in the United States was held in a London banking office to-day for the pur- 
pose of considering the advisability of united action — 

United action— 
in calling in their American credits. It is undoubtedly within the power of 
English capitalists by such a combined movement to deal America a blow 
which would, temporarily, be terribly embarrassing and disastrous. It 
would, however, prove, to a certain extent, a boomerang, and this view had 
its influence upon the majority of those who attended to-day’s meeting. The 
conference was private, and it was not intended even that the fact that it 
took place should be allowed to be made public. I am permitted to cable 
only the general trend of the discussion and the result. 

The article proceeds: 


A strong sentiment of resentment against President Cleveland, and a spirit 


of retaliation were expressed at the outset of the consultation by several gen 
tlemen. In fact, personal feeling, instead of financial astuteness, seemed to 
control two or three of those present until cooler counsels prevailed. The 
point chiefly debated was the question how far the exigencies of domestic 
politics influenced the President's action, and to what extent his position was 
supported by the real public sentiment of the country. 

Mr. President, I hope a voice may go out from the Senate to-day 
which will pronounce the opinion of the American Senate that the 
exigencies of domestic politics did not influence the President or 
the Secretary of State in the action which they have taken, but 
that they were guided in this instance, at least, solely by a regard 
for the public interest and the public welfare. 

There were no defenders of the President among those present. 

Alas, Mr. President, has it come to this! | page I ask 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to contemplate 
the fact that their President, who has done more for England than 
any President that ever sat in the White House, has now fallen so 
low that there are none to do him reverence, and that when the 
great financiers of Great Britain assembled and made a determi- 
nation and quietly allowed what they had done to leak out so that 
it might go to Wall street and to State street, ‘‘there were no 
defenders of the President among those present.” [Laughter.] 

On the contrary, he was denounced unsparingly, and his conduct was de- 
scribed by several as insane. 

Mr. President, what is to be your answer to that assault apon 
your President? What is to be the answer of Senators upon the 
other side to that attack upon their Chief Magistrate? What is to 
be the answer of Republicans upon this side of the Chamber? Do 
we propose to sit here when the President has adopted a course 
and announced a policy that is approved by everyone of us and 
hear him called insane upon the other side of the ocean—while we 
debate the petty question whether we should or not insist upon 
our right to confirm or reject the commissioners whom he may 
appoint? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CHANDLER. When I finish this sentence. Are we to 
hesitate whether we had not better insist upon acting upon his 
nominees, and whether we had not better insist—I do not even 
remember what the other amendments are—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield in a moment, as I always do, to 
the Senator from Nebraska. Are we to hesitate about such mat- 
ters when what is needed is a unanimous expression by the Senate 
sustaining the action of the President? hat does the Senator 
from Nebraska desire to say? 

Mr. ALLEN, I didnot notice inthe account which the Senator 
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read of the meeting in London whether Rothschild was present 
or not. I should like to ask the Senator whether Rot d was 


there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator's ey is ap- 

ropriate. It is the old that is being practi upon us. 

ere are no names mentioned. It was a conference purely for 
fect on this side of the water. They pretended that it was a pri- 
vate affair, but they intended that it should be public, and it 
had its influence to-day in Wall street and State street, and tele- 
grams are being sent in here now — score, warning the Sen- 
ate not to protect the honor of the United States for fear stocks 
may go down a little. 

r. ALLEN. With respect to applying the Monroe doctrine so 
as to keep the British out of ion of territory that may men- 
ace our mainland, does not Senator believe t more danger 
comes to the United States and to the Government of the United 
States through British capital invested in this country in stocks, 
mortgages, and bonds? 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the question? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to the Senator whether he does 
not think there is more danger from that source than from any 
other source, and whether it would not be wise to pursue such a 
policy as would cause the withdrawal of English capital from this 
country and the transaction of business upon our own money. 
Then there would never be occasion for any Englishman or any 
congregation of Englishmen to say that they believe the President 
of the United States is insane. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing, with the Senator from Ne- 
braska, to try to accomplish Aoueions financial independence of 
England and our industrial and commercial independence of 
England. But let us take one thing at a time. I dislike very 
much the disposition of the Senator Nebraska and the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Stewart}, if he will allow me to refer to 
him, to mix together different questions. 

Now, we are dealing with ~~ thing, the question of na- 
tional honor in reference to the Venezuelan controversy. I say 
this is a deliberately concocted scheme of English financiers to 
frighten the United States. They believe the pocket nerveis sen- 
sitive; that the conservative Big ein en, Rea bond-holding 
people of the United States check those © persons who 
are trying to precipitate war between the two countries, one of 
whom—our own country—ought to remain y in com- 
mercial and financial dependence upon the ‘ 

So, Mr. President, not only was I called insane when a few weeks 
ago Icalmly announced that I thought the grave questions between 
us and England would have to be settled by war some time within 
twenty years, but now behold President , but lately the 
Poa pe pty he ne ples of American tariff reform and 

idol of the Bri , the British manufacturers, and 
British financiers, is to-day, in a conference of British bankers in 
London, pron insane. If no one will further interrupt me 
I will finish this article: 

Most of those present refused to believe that the American people seriously 


indorse his action. 

Mr. President, I that the Senate of the United States 
to-day give an emp utterance of indorsement of his action. 
I say that any hesitation whatever, any failure to pass the bill now, 

be an indorsement of the insult to the President and the attack 
— the national credit which the money lenders and the bankers 

Great Britain have made, feeling themselves able, by threats 
and eee, © ee the pocele of the United States. 

Mr. TILL . Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

ve DLER. I yield the floor to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely desire to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question. 

Mr, CH LER. I yield the floor to the Senator from South 
Carolina, who I hope will speak fully on this question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; I er to ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator from South Caro- 
i CHANDLER Te a ~~ to Ss eee the 

r.C . Lam very in 
Senator from South Carolina. - ’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to ask the Senator from New Ham 
— beet aed would vote for = bill if ae the : t 
would be that the gold reserve would disappear we should get 
tg ser fan ivetene : 

-C . There is the same tendency of our Populist 
friends to mix up questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILL ell the Senator I thought the 
Senator understood that lam nota If Iam nota Demo- 
crat there are no Democrats here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not hear the Senator. What are the 
Senator's politics, may I ask? 
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Mr. TILLMAN. They are those which I learned from Jefferson 
and Calhoun and Lincoln. My politicsare American. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire does not answer the question, however, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina first that we are all of that politics now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would the Senator from New Hampshire 
still vote for the bill if he knew that the gold reserve would dis- 
eet that Wall street would swallow it up? 

r. CHANDLER. I will answer the Senator from South 
Carolina by saying that I will vote for any sacrifice, even for the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which is 
the concrete absurdity of all his schemes for financial blunderin¢g. 
[Laughter.] I will vote for that if it is necessary to defend tho 
national honor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We join hands. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, [hope I may say in behalf of the 
committee that none of the pro amendments have been of- 
fered merely for the sake of amending the bill of the House of 
Representatives. We think they have substantial merits, which 
present themselves as a modification of the original proposition. 

In the first place, there is an overture here to create a commis- 
sicn without numbering the persons who shall compose it. That, 
we think, is a precedent with a good deal of mischief in it; oro 
than may now be seen. We thinkit is much safer to name the 
number, as we have, by inserting the word “ three.” 

Again, as these commissioners are agents of the President and 
the ernment and the people of the United States, in the dis- 
charge of a very important trust and investigation, it would ai 
something to the dignity of their official station as well as some- 
what of importance to the examination which they are to under- 
take, tomake them subject to the confirmation of the Senate, with- 
out any reference to Senatorial prerogatives. We did it purely 
for the purpose of making the protest against foreign aggression 
in one of the South American ublics more effective and more 
forcible. 

In the next piace, what I regard as the most material ameni- 
ment is the insertion of the word “facts” and striking out tho 
word ‘‘true.” In the bill of the House of Representatives it was 
said that the commission should report upon the true divisional 
line, ae ane to the commission judicial powers, giving 
them the authority to decide, giving them the authority to deter- 
mine a mixed question of law and fact—a true. divisional line. 
All that the President alludes to in his message, and all that we 
think ought to be comprised in the act of Congress passed in 
answer to it, is an investigation of the documents, evidence, ani 
facts relating to the disputed divisional line between the Republic 
of Venezuela and the colony of British Guiana. We do not want 
the opinion of the commission as to the law. I think it would lw 
a derogation of both Houses of Congress and a derogation of tho 
executive department of the Government to ask a commission to 
be created charged with the duty of determining the internation:l 
law of this case or of any other. The bill with the amendments 
by the committee clearly confines the commission to a 

ing and report of facts. It clearly carries out the request of 
the President, the inquiry of the President for the best and latest 
and most authentic information with respect to the boundary line 
between those two countries. 

I am at a loss to understand, sir, some expressions I have heard 
even here and elsewhere to the effect that the commission is to 
make the discovery whether the Monroe doctrine is applicable to 
the Venezuelan boundary-line case. Ido not think that that is 
the duty of thecommission. When wepass the bill we decide that 
question. When we passthe bill the Congress of the United States 
says, the President in his approval of it says, ‘‘ The boundary line 
between those two countries is our affair. This is not an unlaw- 
ful interference. This is not an unlawful ion either 

i ut we say, 


cern; it is an affair of the United States.” When we decide that 
the Monroe doctrine is applicable, the only office of the commis- 
sion is to gather facts which shall enable us to determine whether 
there may be necessity for its enforcement in this case—whether 
there has been any or is likely to be any violation of it. 

There are some streams which constitute, or may constitute, a 
part of the divisional line. There is the Essequibo, and there are 
other rivers. Whatever other rivers there may be within the dis- 
— territory, wecross one when we pass the bill. We cross the 

ubicon, and we can never with honor until these differ- 
ences be settled upon a fair and just basis. For example, if the 
British Government should accede to our views with respect to 
the true line—that is, the views of the President after information 
of the facts, and the views of Congress after the sameinformation— 
then there is no occasion for the enforcement of the Monroe dcc- 


trine. 

And there are other con cies which might do away with 
the necessity of enforcing it, but in passing the bill we do apply 
it. Whether we shall enforce it or not depends upon subsequent 








1895. 


I believe that it will be enforced, fully enforced 
with plenary power, with all the military and naval resources of 


contingencies. 


the United States should Great Britain not accede to what we 
think, after full information, is the just and true line of demarca- 
tion between the territory of the two Governments. 

I was very glad to hear the learned and honorable Senator from 
California |Mr. WHITE] decline to make any definition of the 
Monroe doctrine. I think we ought very seriously to meditate 
upon this matter. The Monroe doctrine has been enforced over 
seventy years. No legislative definition of it has ever been made. 
There is no reason why it should be. All Americans understand 
what itis. Whatis meant by it? Like many cases in the courts 
that concern specific performance, those concerning the quieting 
of titles, the courts refuse to define, to make any definition, but 
at the same time they do not hesitate to apply the doctrine when- 
ever a proper case is presented. We have had various applica- 
tions of the Monroe doctrine. The last, I think, one of the sim- 

lest and clearest applications of the Monroe doctrine, was made 
o this body in its resolution upon the subject of Hawaii, already 
referred to by the Senator from California, who preceded me. 

Sir, there is an exact place and room for the exercise of the doc- 
trine as the President has requested. We are not bound to wait 
for an actual aggression. We are not bound to wait an attack. 
So say all the writers upon international law, and especially Mr. 
Vattel, the Blackstone of that branch of jurisprudence, who has a 
chapter upon this subject. 

How appearances of danger give the right to make war. 

— that has a neighbor at once powerful and ambitious has her all at 

We have such a neighbor. I know it is a very common thing 
to refer to the 3,000 miles of ocean waste between us; but recollect 
that our neighborhood with Great Britain is not bounded by that, 
but by a mere imaginary line on terra firma, the southern line of 
the Dominion of Canada. 

As men are under a necessity of regulating their conduct in most cases by 

robabilities, those probabilities claim their attention in proportion to the 
portance of the subject, and their first right to obviate sdanaer isin acom- 
_— ratio of the degree of probability and the danger threatened. * * * 
appearances are so easily credited, it is the fault of that neighbor who has 
betrayed his ambition by several indications. 

That is a quotation from one of the oldest authorities, that a 
threatened danger constitutes a just casus belli. It seems to me 
as if the institutions of government have a sort of geographical 
distribution. There is the oldest grand division of the globe, Asia, 
and the largest, which never had a republic within its limits. 
To-day it is governed by imperialism, by despotism, and by a modi- 
fication, in British India, of the same character of government, 
for where a small minority rules a very large majority by virtue 
of the sword, though tempered by law, by justice, by Christianity, 
the republic is yet barred. None has yet appearedin Asia. There 
is no prospectof any. Europe has had a divided history. A great 
many republics have appeared there, but, looking to the present 
status of governments to-day, it would seem there are only two 
republics in that quarter of the globe. Therefore the great weight 
and force of public tradition and, as far as it goes, of public opin- 
ion séem to be against the republican system in that part of the 
world. At least this is the present —- condition. 

Our hemisphere has happily had a different history. Very early 
the United States vindicated the doctrine of self-government. 
That sublime example has been followed until every nationality 
from the southern line of the Dominion to Cape Horn has now a 
government republican in form. The British colony of Guiana 
is not a nationality, and there are one or two little other specks 
of colonial possessions, but with that exception the whole of this 
hemisphere south of the Canadian line is dedicated to the cause 
and policy of the government of the people, for and by the peo- 
ple. It is consecrated to that cause and policy, and that principle 
is as dear to every American as his own State and his own coun- 
try. The cause is dear; the cause is precious; the cause is well 
worth maintaining that here on this hemisphere men shall govern 
themselves, and no armed strangers, with whatever force, with 
whatever violence, shall prevent the feeblest people upon the 
Western Hemisphere from regulating their own institutions to 
suit themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, it may be asked and has often been asked, 
will the Government of the United States then assume the guard- 
ianship over all the republics of the American Continent? No, 
Mr. President, we do not assume any such guardianship. The 
nao pace A has been cast upon us. It has come to us by the 

orce of political gravitation, and by reason of our primacy among 
the republics of the American hemisphere and among the govern- 
ments of the world. Our primacy is determined first by the 
t victory of the American Revolution, the seniority of this 
overnment to all other existing republics except one; next, by 
the wealth, the resources, and the territorial extent of the United 
States; third, by her accredited and proven naval and military 
strength. It is this which has drawn to us the guardianship of 
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the other republics upon this hemisphere. We can not avoid it. 
We can not evade it. It belongs to that class of duties indicated 
in private life by the maxim ‘‘ Noblesse oblige.” We are bound by 
this condition to maintain that supremacy, and, as master of the 
situation, as leader in the line of liberty, to repel every assault, 
from whatever quarter, which shall interfere with governments 
by the people established on this continent. 

It is a guardianship, sir, that must continue as long as the pres- 
ent condition of those republics obtains. Ido not think it will 
last very long. Before the middle of the next century Mexico, 
with the lesser republics between her southern line and the Isth- 
mus, will constitute a confederacy, a union; delegates from these 
republics will meet in full accord, and will at a certain predes- 
tined time and place, in imitation of our glorious ancestors, form 
a more perfect union and establish a firmer form of government 
than that which now prevails among them. We shall have the 
United States of Central America. 

I think further, sir, that south of the Isthmus those smaller re- 
publics—I speak not in disparagement—in wealth and population 
will find a similar path to unity, to power, to increased prestige, 
and that there are some even in this audience who may live to 
witness the United States of South America. Then, when we 
have three confederacies of free, independent States in the North, 
in Central America, and in the South, each will have those larger 
means and resources of defense which will enable it to repel the 
attacks of Great Britain or any other European power, and will 
prevent even the menace of injury by any such power. I believe 
also this example of free government will be still further glorified 
and some of those older countries will follow the example, the 
very recent example, of France, that toward the close of the 
next century mankind may welcome the United States of Europe 
to complete the constellation of free republics within the civilized 
regions of the globe. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this question appears to me to pre- 
sent itself to every Senator in this light: The President of the 
United States has informed Congress that the Government of 
Great Britain claims a large portion of the territory of the Repub- 
lic of Venezuela without foundation of right, and appeals to the 
Government of the United States to enforce in aid of Venezuela 
what is known as the Monroe doctrine, with the declaration that 
the territory of the American Republics shall not by force be taken 
from them by any European Government and its policy and form 
of government established over it. The President has informed 
Great Britain that this country desires an arbitration between the 
Venezuelan Government and the Government of Great Britain. 
Great Britain has declined that arbitration, and proposes to insist 
upon her claim of right as determined by herself in opposition to 
the action of the Government of Venezuela. The President has 
declared that the policy of this Government, proclaimed in the 
Monroe‘doctrine, will forbid us from assenting to that action on 
the part of England and will demand of us that we shall use all 
the resources of this country to prevent it. 

Now, we are all in accord to sustain the President of the United 
States upon this proposition. The question is, how shall we do it? 
A bill is brought here from the House of Representatives to ap- 
point commissioners who shall have the authority to do what? 
What are they to do, Mr. President? They can not decide this 
question of the boundary. If they do decide it, will the Congress 
of the United States respect that opinion? And, should they re- 
spect it, is it not an abrogation of the functions of this body? 
Are they merely to collect information? Is there, then, no estab- 
lished method by which that can be done? Why shall we appoint 
commissioners to get documents from abroad, to examine wit- 
nesses? Isit not within the competency of this body and the 
other House to obtain any documents that may be required, and 
will not the action of Congress be embarrassed if these gentle- 
men, either three or more, shall declare that Great Britain is right 
and that the boundary line named by her is the proper boundary 
line? 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpte] says that it is not de- 
sired to have the opinion of these commissioners upon the law, 
but simply as to the facts. Suppose they say that the facts of the 
case are that the boundary line is as claimed by Great Britain, 
what is to be the action of Congress? Are we to adopt that report 
or not; and if we are not to adopt it, will it not be an embarrass- 
ment to the Congress of the United States in ascertaining the 
proposition laid down by the Senator from Indiana that we declare 
that it is our concern what is the boundary line and what is not 
when we appoint a commission to report facts here, and that re- 
port is not to be binding upon the Congress of the United States? 

Iam desirous and willing to do whatever may be thought proper 
to support the President of the United States. Itseems to me the 
suggestion made by the Senator from California | Mr. WHITE] is 
entirely right. Let us declare that the boundary line between 
Venezuela and British Guiana is a concern of ours, that we shall 
taaintain it and appropriate the money necessary or asked for by 
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the President for any investigation he may see fit to make for his 
information in recommending to Congress such action as may be 
necessary and cory eo in the case. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that there is too much dispo- 
sition on the part of Congress to abrogate its functions and invest 
them in persons outside of this body. 1donot see what these com- 
missioners are to do, except to obtain documentary information 
upon facts which are well known now in the State Department. 
Aili the evidence that is necessary to the determination of this ques- 
tion is made public already. It is a matter of history how this 
claim of boundary has been extended from one point to another 
until now it embraces a large portion of the territory of Venezuela. 
We should, I think, sustain the President in his declaration that 
it is our concern where that boundary line is and where we are to 
decide it, andif that information is needed appropriate the money 
to obtain the information. 

I should vote for any amendment proposed by the Senator from 
California to leave the President to his constitutional responsibility 
of recommending to Congress instead of referring to a commission 
of three or any other number of men the question which it is in- 
cumbent upon Congress to decide, for they can have nothing to do 
but to obtain documentary evidence which can now be obtained 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations or by the State Depart- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. President, as to all this talk about war, in my opinion 
there is no possibility of war. There can be, and ought to be, no 
possibility of it. The enlightened sentiment of the nations of the 
world would forbid that there should be a war between this coun- 
try and England upon this question. Nevertheless, it would be 
the duty of this country to maintain by force of arms the propo- 
sition that there shall be no forcible establishment of European 
institutions and European Governments over any portion of this 
territory. Whocan entertain the idea that war can be made with 
Great Britain, and that the people of the British Empire will per- 
mit that Government to engage in war upon a question of bound- 
aries which is not sustained by the facts of the case, but a mere 
aggression, and that the peace of mankind shall be disturbed by it? 

he Kingdom of Great Britain is composed of a ~—— of the 
same bl as the greater part of our own people. They have 
contributed the larger part to the civilization which has been de- 
veloped by the Christian religion. Her ambassadors to this 
country have been men of the same blood with ourselves, and have 
been and are a part of our own race and types of our civilization. 
Her present ambassador is a man of learning and ability. and 
while true to the policy of his Government, has been fair and just 
in a treatment of the contentions between his own Government 
and ours, 

I agree with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that there 
is no necessity for haste in this action, and that it comports better 
with the dignity of Congress for the Senate of the United States 
and the House of Representatives to declare that this Government 
will firmly maintain, as a definite proposition, that Venezuela 
shall not be forced to cede any portion of her territory to Great 
Britain or to recognize a boun line which is not based upon 
the facts of history and upon clear and ascertained proof. It 
seems to me, Mr. dent, that all this discussion about war 
should not have place here, but that we should make a bold and 
independent and firm declaration as to the By =) policy of this 
Government, and vote the President of the United States the 
money necessary, in his judgment, to carry out that declaration so 
far as obtaining information which may be desired. 

As to the appointment of three commissioners, or any number 
of them, to do that which it is the duty of the Congress of the 
United States to do—not to express an opinion, not to decide this 
a to gather information. at kind of information? 

formation already obtainable, documentary information, facts 
of history to be obtained in different portions of the world. What 
necessity is there for it? What we derive from the opinion 
and judgment of these gentlemen, however eminent they may be, 
that the boundary line is at this place or the other place or that 
the facts relating to it are of this ter or the other? TheSen- 
ate of the United States and the House of resentatives _— 
with an authority, in conjunction with the dent, which no 
commission can do, and I fail to see the tical necessity of it. 
Nevertheless, if it is the pleasure of the Senate to vote these com- 
missioners, I think that their pag a ought to be approved 
by the Senate of the United Sta 

The ae that war between these two nations will be the 
result of our defending the right of Venezuela to the in ty of 
her territory against its forced appropriation by England should 
not be ente ed. 

These two nations, the United States and Great Britain, are the 
main pillars of the civilization of the world, neither can afford to 
owe’ of the other anything that is wrong or any injustice to 

other. 

Great Britain recognizes the supremacy of the United States in 
the Western Hemisphere, and it is sufficient for them to know that 


we will maintain this with all the power of the Republic, and that 
this is not an idle menace. 

This is my view of the situation. The President has done his 
duty. He has recommended that the traditional policy of this 
country to protect all people who establish governments of their 
choice against forcible intervention by European powers, under 
whatever pretense, whether by claiming fictitious boundaries and 
enforcing their claim, or by any other means, and that we will be 
the judge of this, but that we are ready to submit the facts to the 
judgment of a fair arbitration. It is sufficient for us to sustain 
this declaration and for us to provide the means of obtaining the 
information necessary for an intelligent judgment on the question. 

It will suffice for the able statesman who represents the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain to know and to inform his Government 
that the people of the United States are united in the determina- 
tion to maintain and defend this policy with all their power, and 
a Se settlement of the question will be made. 

r. TELLER. Mr. President, I regret that the President of the 
United States did not settle this question for himself through the 
regular channel of theState Department. It seems tome that that 
was the appropriate and proper method of arriving at the facts. 
But the President has asked us to oo money and appoint 
acommission. What the number of the commission should be, 
it seems to me, if the commission is to be appointed, ought to be 
left to the President. I fail to see any advantage that can accrue 
to the President, to us, to the country, or to the world in the con- 
firmation of these appointees. They are not to be ‘officers in the 

roper sense of the term. They are not to perform any official 

unctions, legislative, F pees or otherwise, although the Presi- 
dent refers to their finding as a judicial finding. They aresimply 
commissioners for the purpose of enlightening the President of 
the United States as to the facts in the premises. The power of 
the President to appoint a commission for this purpose has never 
been questioned or doubted. It is like a commissioner in a court 
of chancery; he gathers the facts for the information of the chan- 
cellor, and that is all there is of it. 

That being the fact, the President of the United States is en- 
titled to select that commission. Suppose he sends to the Senate 
three names which we think are not such as he might have sent, 
are we to =| through what channel he is to get the facts upon 
which he will base his agus A very awkward condition 
would arise if he should send to us names that we did not care to 
approve, and a still more awkward condition would arise if we 
should reject them, and the President should then feel that we 
had deprived him of the proper agent or agencies that he wanted 
to secure the facts for him. 

It seems to me it is better to leave this matter where the Presi- 
dent evidently intended we should leave it when he simply asked 
us for the commission and an ree to carry out the pur- 

of the commission. I think it would have been better if the 

ouse of erin had sent us a bill simply making an ap- 

propriation, leaving the President to select a commission in any 

manner he saw fit and composed of any number he chose, and to 

call it whatever he saw fit. It would have been none the less a 
commission whether we named it or not. 

Mr. President, we are to have no responsibility in this matter. 
I am free to say that I prefer to leave this matter with the Presi- 
dent. I do not care, so far as I am concerned, to assume any 
responsibility in arriving at a question of fact. I should think it 
very unpleasant if we should assume any right to determine the 
facts in advance of the President's action. It appears to me it 
would be very embarrassing if we should arrive at one conclusion 
and the dent should arrive at another. It seems to me we 
must leave to the President both the number of commissioners 
and the character of the commission that he is to appoint. 

I assume, and I have the right to assume, that in a question of 
such momentous importance, one upon which we are to make our 
declaration to the world, the finding of which is to be our moral 
support, the President of the United States will select the most 
com t men within the boundaries of this country of ours. I 
do not believe that he will select a mere politician. I believe 
every Senator here, if there are to be three commissioners, would 
look most certainly to the same three men in the United States who 
ought to be appointed on the commission. I should think that 
the President ought to — five on the commission, and I 
should have no culty whatever myself in finding five men in 
this country so far removed from the plane of partisan politics 
that everybody in this country would believe when their judgment 
was rendered that it was the judgment not only of honest men, 
but in tandablemen. The President of the United States 
can not afford to appoint any other men. He can not afford to 
appoint any second-rate men; and he will not do so. On this 
great on, where so much is at stake, he will see toit that the 
men will have the confidence of this body and of the American 
people; and if he does not, let the msibility be on him. 

. President, there is a provision in this proposed amendment 
to which I also object. It is a provision which releases the Presi- 
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dent from the inhibition we put on him in 1894 against the appoint- 
ment for such purposes of men holding official position. I think 
that was a wise provision of law. I do not wish to restrict it here, 
because, in my judgment, the men who ought to be Pigeon 
upon this commission, the men most fit to be appointed on this 
commission, the men that the American people will believe the 
most capable and whose judgment will carry the most weight, are 
not in public life to-day, and there is no necessity of removing 
that inhibition. The President does not need to go through the 
public officials to find members of this commission, whether the 
number be three, five, or seven. 

I was in favor yesterday of some delay, and I still believe a 
great question of this character should have been treated with 
more consideration; but it seems to be the sentiment of the Senate 
that we shall proceed to dispose of it now. I do not believe that 
it is at all necessary that we should be in haste to convince Great 
Britain that the American people stand back of the President in 
his enunciation of the Monroe doctrine. The public press every- 
where in this country with one accord, with perhaps two or three 
exceptions in the city of New York, where certain influences 
which are more English than in England even may be felt, have 
been a unit in favor of supporting the President of the United 
States. I will venture to say that there is not a chamber of com- 
merce or a board of trade anywhere outside of New York that 
would not bea unit in favor of supporting him. The public senti- 
ment of all the distinguished governors of this country now in 
office and very many who are out of office, and of very many ex- 
public officials, including the most noted and distinguished divines 
in this country, declare that the Monroe doctrine is an American 
doctrine; that the doctrine is one to be defended and maintained 
at all hazards. 

Mr. President, we are not going to war, we are not preparing 
for war, and I do not think that the suggestions of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILs] are particularly pertinent atthistime. It 
is true that our financial affairs are not in the best condition; it is 
true that the opinion of the Supreme Court, when it struck out of 
the method of raising revenue the income tax, was a blow at this 
country which I think can only be retrieved by a different opinion 
from that court or by an amendment of the Constitution. I do 
not care now to discuss that question. At some other time I pro- 
pose to discuss it, but not now. I donot want to mix, as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] said, any other question 
with this question. I do not care about mixing the financial ques- 
tion with it. It is sufficient to say that if the American people 
feel that their honor requires them to go to war they will find the 
sinews of war, and nobody need be alarmed for fear that, for the 
want of means, we shall not be able to conduct it to a successful 
issue. 

I am not.frightened by the little disturbance in London, nor am 
I frightened at the disturbance which is said to exist in the city of 
New York. Supposestocks do fall; what of it? That is not a mat- 
ter that the American people as a nation care very much about. 
Iam told railroad stocks went off 4 points to-day in New York. I 
do not care if they did. I do not suppose that will affect the price 
of wheat or of corn or of cotton; it will not affect the country gen- 
erally, but only a few speculators; and if the English capitalists 
who hold our securities conclude that they want to return them 
to this country, let them return them. 6 shall not suffer by 
that. They will return them here to be put upon our markets 
and sold, and if they fall 20 points or 40 points or 50 points we 
need not be disturbed about it. Weshall find plenty of money in 
this ay to take them up at those reduced values. Those se- 
curities will not be sent back to this country. That is ‘‘a bluff” 
on their part. The Senator from New Hampshire read of their 
meeting, but he didnot readit all. I want to read a word or two: 

Most of those present refused to believe that the American people would 
seriously indorse his action. They opposed any suggestion of financial retali- 
ation American interests on the magnanimous ground that it would 
be unfair to punish the whole nation on account of the conduct of its deluded 
Chief te. No one believes that any actual danger of war is included 
in the present situation. 

The meeting finally resolved, with practical unanimity, to postpone any ac- 


tion until it became clear to what extent the President's course represented 
the will of the American people. 


Mr. President, when they have gone to the American press and 
listened to the voice of the American people, if their sending back 
their securities depends upon the support we shall give to the 
President, they will send back those securities en masse; but they 
will not come back and they will know that the President has the 
—— support of the American pa I know, as the Senator 
from New Rmshive has said, telegrams are being sent here that 
we must be careful, that our action may affect trade. No consid- 
eration of that kind is going to induce the American people to 
abandon a doctrine which they cherish. No mere question of 
money is going to prevent the people of the United States from 
maintainin, what they think to be the right and the dignity and 
the honor of this nation. : 

We sacrificed one-half of the accumulations of two hundred 
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years to maintain the integrity of this nation. In my judgment, 
the people of the United States, whenever they know the facts, 
whenever they are satisfied there is a violation of the Monroe 
doctrine, whenever they are satisfied that Great Britain, under 
the pretense of fixing a boundary line, is endeavoring to despoil a 
Republic in South America, will be prepared to take the conse- 
quences of the vindication of that doctrine. I do not myself be- 
lieve that there will be any trouble of the kind; I do not think 
there ought tobe. I think there ought to be some way to compose 
this difficulty, and I believe there will be. Ido not care myself 
of talking so much about war. I regret that anybody in this 
Chamber has introduced any bill which looks as if we needed 
now to make some special preparations. I should not be making 
any preparations now that I would not have been making thirty 
or sixty days or six months ago. 

The best thing we can do, in my judgment, is not to adopt the 
amendment of the committee, but take the bill as itcame from the 
other House, and leave the responsibility with the President, so 
that he will be untrammeled by anything we may do, and when 
a decision is arrived at, whatever it may be, if it be that the Brit- 
ish have not attempted to despoil Venezuela, we shall accept it; 
if, on the other hand, it be that they have been intending to de- 
spoil Venezuela of her territory, and England still insists upon 
that spoliation, then the American people will know exactly what 
to do, and Great Britain will know long before that time exactly 
what our determination is, and what it will cost her to continue 
the unrighteous attempt of the spoliation of this our sister Re- 
public. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ihope the Senator from Alabama, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, will forgive me if I 
move, as I do now, to lay the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from New Hampshire has my free 
pardon in advance upon this subject, because it is not my report, 
and I am going to vote with him upon that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make that 
motion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Mora@an] be laid upon the table. The question is 
on that motion, which is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is the bill subject to amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has passed the amend- 
ment stage. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent 
in executive session the Senate resumed its legislative session. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives providing 
for a holiday recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid the resolution before the Sen- 
ate, and it was read, as follows: ; 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 20th day of December, they stand 
adjourned until 12 o’clock meridian on Friday, January 3, 1896. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest as an amendment that 
instead of Friday, the 20th, we fix Saturday,the 2ist instant, and 
instead of Friday, January 3, we fix Monday, January 6, so as to 
read, ‘‘ That when the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, the 21st 
instant, they stand adjourned until 12 o’clock meridian on Mon- 
day, January 6.” Everyone knows that if we adjourn to meet 
on Friday, January 3, there will be nobody here and nothing will 
be done, and we had just as well put the time over to the 6th: I 
suggest those amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution now provides for adjourning 
from to-day until the 3d of January. The Senator from Missouri 
proposes that the two Houses shall adjourn from to-morrow until 
the 6th of January. Iam opposed to adjourning to-morrow. It 
will be the first time in the Eatery of the Senate, I think, when 
the Senate has adjourned a fortnight over the holidays with a 
hundred vacancies on its committees. There has been a great 
deal said within the last few days about the importance of the 
crisis that is now upon the country, and we have had a good deal 
of talk about foreign questions. What will be said of the Senate 
if, for the first time in its history, we adjourn for a fortnight and 
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have not any committees, or have committees that are halt, lame, 
blind, so to speak, with all due deference to the Senators who are 
upon the committees and with all due respect to the Senators who 
are not upon the committees? 

The new Senators who are in this body were elected mainly last 
January. They have had ten months to get ready to come here 
and do business, and the old Senators have had eight months in 
which to get ready to come here and do business; and here we are. 
We have been here three weeks. There never was a time when 
the committees were more in need of organization and of meeting 
for action than now, and it is gravely proposed by Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber that we shall abandon our posts 
and go home, 

I regret, Mr. President, that the members of the Committee on 
Appropriations upon the other side of the Chamber felt compelled 
to take advantage of a temporary party majority to overrule by a 
vote all the Republican members of the committee and undertook 
to set the example to the country which is being set, of ne 
away for a fortnight from our post of duty. I certainly expec 
more forbearance from the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from Maryland, who I see has already taken the floor to reply to 
what I have said, 

Mr. GORMAN. No,I have not. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I thought the Senator was meditating a 


ch. 
os GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly thought that there would not 
be any attempt to divide parties on this question of adjournment. 
It seems to me that we should stay here until next Tuesday; that 
between now and Tuesday we should fill up the committees, as har- 
moniously as we always have filled them up, and then adjourn 
until the 8d day of January. 

Mr. LODGE. Until the 6th. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; until the 38d day of January. That 
would be more than a week. Can it be possible that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is already getting tired of his work at this 
session of Congress? No, let us adjourn until the 3d of January. 
I youre? that we shall stay here until Tuesday; that on Tuesday 
we shall fill up the committees, and then take a week’s holiday 
adjournment. I deprecate very much the attempt on the part of 
the majority membersof the Committee on A tions to force 
an unbecoming and an unseemly adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I regret very much that I can 
not agree with my distinguished friend from New Hampshire. 
On the other hand, I believe that the gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber have treated us with consideration. They 
have allowed us to organize the Senate, so far as they are con- 
no objection at all, notwithstand- 
ing the fact, which ev y knows, that we are not in the ma- 
jority in the Senate. e have taken three weeks or more to 

rame our committees, at any rate since the ing of the ses- 
sion. Now we ask them in two days or three days to do what it 
took us that long to accomplish. ey are confronted with diffi- 
culties; I do not care whether they are serious or not; it is for 
them to decide that. They say to us that they can not complete 
the committees properly in this short time. 1 say, in view of the 
courtesy with which we have been treated on this side, we have 
no right to question that statement atall. If we undertake on 
this side of the Chamber to stay here next week and force the 
other side to organize, we shall make ourselves ridiculous in the 
eyes of the ea Tt is absurd— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me to 
make an inquiry? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says that the other side of the 
Chamber have informed us that they can not be ready. The Sen- 
ator may have relations with Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber thatI — donot now ut [have heard nostate- 
men of that kind made as yet. Shave heard no statement made 

at—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from New Ham will allow 
me, [ will answer that question. I presume itis to state what 
was done in our caucus. I hope Iam not out of order in stating 
that our caucus gave powers to the chairman of our cau- 
cus committee to confer with the chairman on the other side in 
regard to these details, and they have stated to him (which any 
Senator could have known if he desired) that they can not get 
these committees together in that time; and the chairman of our 
caucus stated that to us in our caucus, 


Mr. DUBOIS. Per Iam, but the chairman certainly made 
that statement. It has been stated to me, and to any others who 
have taken an interest in the matter; and it is t on the face 
of it that if we undertake to stay here we shall ourselves with- 
out a quorum next Monday. I think we had better adjourn. If 
there been any fault, it is not due to any action on the other 
side of the Chamber in delaying the creation of the committees. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I will simply st. 
that when the list of the majority portion of the committees y 
handed over to the Democrats, in order that they might fill u) ; 
minority places, I said to them that it was the hope on the part; 
our side that they would be able to finish their work by to-day _ 
on Friday. The chairman of their committee, representing t |, 
stated that they would go to work at once and call their com): 
tee together the next morning and proceed. He thought that \, 

a very short time, but if it was possible to get ready they wo), 
do it. The matter went on until yesterday, and again to-.\ 
when I have been informed by their committee that it is imp 
ble, they think, for them to get ready this week. I then said ; 
them, “‘Is it not possible that you might be able to complete y,),; 
work by next Tuesday, and, if you are willing to say that you oy 
complete your work by that time, I am sure we will remain }).;.. 
so far as Senators on this side of the Chamber are concerned.” | 
was then given to understand that it would be impossible to dv jt 
by next week. That is about the state of the case as I und 
stand it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator when he was so in- 
formed? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was informed yesterday by 
of the committee, and again to-day, within the last hour. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it would be impossible for the other 
side to be ready by Tuesday? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That it would be impossible for 
the other side to complete their work by next Tuesday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Oregon has stated { 
facts. We stzited to him on the very day that we were furnished 
with a copy of the committees that we would do the very best we 
could; that it was doubtful in the condition we were in whether 
it would be possible to finish it to-day or to-morrow or even Tues- 
day, but that we would do the best we could; and we notified him 
yesterday, and again to-day, that we saw no probability of it. 

Mr. CHAND R. This is the first time when I have been in- 
formed that the other side would find it impossible to comp|:to 
their propositions as to committee membership by Tuesday next. 
Ihave always understood the contrary. 

Mr. MI ELL of Oregon. If the Senator willallow me, | will 
state that is the fact and it would have been known to every)ly, 
but I had no opportunity to communicate the matter generally 
because we had no caucus. However, I told quite anumber 1 ir- 
est to me and won who inquired concerning the matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ialso knew the fact that there was a party 
division in the committee of which the Senator from Missouri is 
chairman on the question of adjournment for the holidays; ani | 
ag stand by my until I am satisfied that it is wrong. 

Mr. COCKRELL. at is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, lam somewhat surprised at the 
statement of the Senator from New Hampshire and his criticism 
of this side in regard to delay in the organization of the commit- 
tees. When it was understood that in all probability there would 
not be a clear majority in this body between the two great partics, 
the Democratic and the Republican parties, both sides, after eon- 
ference at the last session, agreed to pass a resolution, for the sec- 
ond time in the history of the Senate, continuing all the comimit- 
tees until otherwise ordered by the Senate, so as to prevent the 
ee of any delay in important public matters. In that con- 

ition the Senate stands to-day. 

Those of us on this side are perfectly well aware of the fact that 
there are only 39 Democrats. There were only 42 gentlemen 
elected as Republicans on the other side of the Chamber. You 
are powerless, as we supposed at the last session you would |v, 
with your own numbers to organize the Senate. e have, how- 
ever, a less number of votes than you have, and, therefore, when 
you desired to assume the responsibility of taking charge of the 
committees of this body we were content that you should do it in 
your own way and by your own combination. Three weeks, 1s 
was well _— disti Senator in front of me, you 
have consumed in trying to make an arrangement of commiti:rs 
satisfactory to yourselves—three weeks of time when there was 
nothing pressing in the Senate, when all day was at the dispo-:! 
of — committee and your caucus to © your adjustment. 
On Wednesday evening last, late in the afternoon, I was informed 
by the distinguished Gooaten from Oregon of the result of your 
deliberations. It was not _ to our committee together 
until the next day at 12 o’clock; members could not be reached. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was it on Tuesday or Wednesday? 

Mr. GORMAN. It was on Wednesday. From that time tlis 
great question, which affects not only the honor of the Senate, |)\\t 
of the country, has been pressing here, and we have been conti!!- 
uously in session yesterday and to-day until a very late hour, 
making it impossible for us to confer. I will say to Senators 01 
the other side that we postponed any minor matter of the mere 
ae on committees of vacant places or the reorganization 
to public good, and now, as with those on the other si(e, 
there are other questions to be adjusted; there are family matters 
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requiring attention. Never in my experience in the Senate be- 

fore have the minority been taken to task because of a delay of 

three or four days in the formation of committees. When we 

were in the mnagory, all the time that was necessary in your 
e 


judgment was accor d you without any public criticism. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator from Maryland a 
question. To-day is Friday. Do I understand him to say that 
la before yesterday he got the notice and that only yesterday he 
called the committee together? 

Mr. GORMAN. Day before yesterday. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The list of committees on the part 
of the majority was delivered to the Senator Tuesday night, about 
3 o'clock. 

; Mr. GORMAN. It was on Wednesday morning that the com- 
mittee wascalled. I stand corrected. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated the correct history of the 

atter. 

“a VOORHEES. Then this side has had the last two days, 
when you have had three weeks. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. While we have been three weeks 
on our part of the work, the fact of the matter is, as we all know, 
that no movement was made by any Senator to take action in re- 
gard to the committees until after we had been here a number of 
days.. After our committee was appointed we did have twelve 
days to do our work. 

r.GORMAN. As has been said before, the chairman of the 
committee on the other side was informed, and informed frankly, 
that we would dispose of this matter just as rapidly as it could 
be done. It could not be done within the time indicated on the 
other side, im view of what has occurred here in legislative mat- 
ters. It will be impossible to do it in the next two on three days. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to say one word 
further. Ido not believe the Democrats have had time enough 
to complete their part of the work between the time that we de- 
livered our list to them, which was last Tuesday evening at 6 
o’clock, and to-day. Perhaps they would not have time by to- 
morrow. ButI have thought, and I still think, that they could 
accomplish their work and that they ought to accomplish their 
work, by next Monday or Tuesday, and that we ought to remain 
here, if that could be done, and organize the committees before 
we adjourn for the holidays. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let me say to the Senator from Oregon, who 
must know the fact as well as I do, that whatever are the delib- 
erations of a caucus committee they must be submitted to the 
main body, and it will be utterly impossible to have a quorum 
here after to-day. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether it is not also true that in filling these vacancies, or in 
attempting to assign or to take from committees, it is the custom 
to consult, to some extent at least, with gentlemen who are inter- 
ested in the matters, and whether it is not a fact that Senators 
have been absent with whom we have desired to consult? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, of course. 

Mr. WHITE. That difficulty will be more apparent the nearer 
we approach the holidays. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I beg to make a disclaimer. 
The Senator from Maryland said he was surprised that I had 
criticised the other side for delaying in preparing their list of 
committees. I made no such criticism. I think the Senators 
should take all the time they need. I am too familiar with the 
grandeur and the sweetness of what is called Senatorial courtesy 
to wish to infringe in the slightest degree upon the privilege of 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber in taking what 
time they say in good faith they need for that purpose. What I 
did criticise was the desire to adjourn. I never have thought 
(the Senator from Maryland knows it very well) that the Senators 
whom he represents would be ready by Friday. I did think they 
might be ready by Tuesday next. I never have been informed 
until this moment that Senators think they need longer than 
Tuesday next. 

Now, then, we had a party division for some reason in the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee yesterday 

rted, by a bare party vote, a resolution to adjourn. 
t. COCKRELL. Does the Senator want to know? I sap- 
posed he knew. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idonotknow. I do not know everything 
that takes place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators desired that the business which 
has been transacted to-day should be disposed of before the ad- 
journment was fixed, and that being dis d of, I understand that 
they interpose no further objection to the resolution. 

. CHANDLER. And it is done with no desire to delay the 
intment of committees? 
r. COCKRELL. With no desire to delay the appointment of 
the committees. Now, I hope that thé amendments which I have 
proposed to the resolution will be agreed to, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. That being the case, if it is stated by Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber not merely that they can 
not be ready to-day or to-morrow, but that they can not be ready 
even on Tuesday next, I am content. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the statement made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now,I hope the resolution will be amended 
and agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendments of the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2 strike out the words “Friday, the 
20th,” and insert ‘‘ Saturday, the 21st;” in the last line strike out 
‘*Friday ” and insert ‘‘ Monday,” and strike out ‘‘ 3d” and insert 
**6th;” so as to read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, the 2lst day of December, they stand 
adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian on Monday, January 6, 1896. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the first amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ond and final amendment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution as amended? 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE ON VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY CONTROVERSY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,00 additional 
copies of the message from the President of the United States relative to the 
Venezuelan boundary controversy and correspondence with the British Gov- 
ernment on the subject, being Senate Document No. 31, present session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object for the moment. I desire to ask 
the leader of the opposition whether it would not be well, before 
the resolution for adjournment that has just been concurred in is 
sent to the other House, that we should wait and see what the 
message is which the President is to send us, for that message may 
create a crisis in public affairs that will make it important for us 
to stay here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, there is no danger of a crisis. 

Mr. GORMAN. This resolution provides for a mere reprint. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How are we to know that there is no dan- 
ger of a crisis? 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the very nature of the condition of this 
country and this people no crisis is possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But howimproper it will be to pass a reso- 
lution providing for the adjournment of Congress to-morrow for 
a fortnight when we are specially requested to remain here in ses- 
sion until His Excellency the President will send us a special com- 
munication, which no one knows anything about. 

Mr. GORMAN. This resolution is only for a reprint of the re- 
cent message. There is nota copy left in the document room, I 
understand. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

PROPOSED RECONSIDERATION OF HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senate will not adjourn. A 
message from the President is now on its way here. I have just 
received a telegram to that effect. 


Will the Senate agree to the sec- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri | 


withdraw his motion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose we shall have to wait a little while. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate agreed to the resolution for adjournment, and I yield the 
floor to the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to 
the concurrent adjournment resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for a division. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table, there being on 
a division—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. May we not take up the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 

The Secretary. A bill (S.236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
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of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Noamendment has been offered 
to the pending bill. The billis open to amendment as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that we are proceeding under 
Rule VIII. Ido not like to proceed to a vote upon this bill to-day. 
I am to blame; I did not listen very carefully, but if I had done so I 
do not think that five minutes would have been time enough for 
the consideration of the bill. I shall not interpose a factious ob- 
jection, but—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut that the bill is not being considered under 
Rule VIL, with beef limit of debate, it being after 2 o’clock; but if 
the Senate proc with its consideration it will be under Rule 
IX, without limit as to debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Has the bill been referred to a committee? 

oe PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been reported from a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GORMAN. From what committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee to Examine the 
Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

Mr. MILLS. The billcontains a provision for a permanent ap- 
an renga Some yearsago Congress undertook to repeal all the 

aws on the statute books that contained permanent appropria- 
tions, intending to keep the copra of the Government in 
the hands of each Congress and subject each act of appropriation 
to the inspection of the Committees on Appropriations. I think 
the bill ought to go to the Committee on Appropriations for their 
consideration, and I move that that reference be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves 
to commit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I ho e tor from Texas 
will not insist upon that motion. bill has been before the 
Senate for some time. It was referred to the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman, and it was reported by authority 
of the committee favorably, without amendment. One day I 
spent about an hour in the discussion of this measure. I had the 
honor of talking to empty benches most of the time; so I do not 
wonder that most Senators did not hear what was said; but the 
remarks made upon that occasion were so full of interest to the 
newspaper people of the country that I have had many comments 
of the press sentme. I would not be surprised, if they were counted, 
if they would foot up as many as five hundred erent news- 

per comments, and not one of them has been unfavorable. I 

ve three of them in my pocket now; one from the Republican, of 
Springfield, Mass., an old-established and a very able paper, com- 
menting hers upon the bill; also one from the Louisville 
(Ky.) Commercial, and a number of others from the best papers 
of the country. : 

But, Mr. Presiden‘, aside from all that, I gave to the Senate a 
history of the proceedings of the Senate and of the other House in 
cases of the deaths of members of these two bodies. So far as the 
Senate is concerned, the record began in 1790, and it comes on down 
until 1894, when the last death occurred in this body. I collected 
the statistical information in connection with all of those deaths, 
the amount of money that was paid out of the public Treasury on 
account of them, and I found t so far as the Senate itself is 
concerned the ate amount was some over $100,000. 
While the amount itself is not very large, yet it appears that 
upon these occasions as they recur the is constantly in- 
creasing, until it has come now to be an average of over $4,000 in 
each case of the death of a Senator during the last ten years. The 
number of deaths occurring during the last ten years cost the 
Treasury more money by several thousand dollars than the deaths 
of all the rest of the Senators who have died d the existence 
of the Senate. These facts have been presented to the Senate, and 
most Senators probably have read the information printed in the 
oe = usual in such cases, the morning after the delivery of 

speech, 

If any Senator wishes delay for the sake of information or for 
the a of consid the bill upon its merits further, I have 
no objection to that course. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will 

ease suspend. The Senate will receive a message from the 

dent of the United States. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
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PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, communicated to the Senate a mes- 


sage in anh 
r. CHANDLER. I ask that the doors of the Senate be opened, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The formal entry will be mado 
that the Senate has resumed the consideration of legislative busi- 
ness, if there be no objection. 
Mr. TELLER. That the doors be opened. 


THE FINANCIAL CONDITION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow. 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 


To the Congress; 


In my last annual message the evils of our present financial system wero 
plainly pointed out and the causes and means of the depletion of Govern- 
ment gold were explained. It was therein stated that after all the efforts 
that had been made by the executive branch of the Government to protect 
our gold reserve by the issuance of bonds amounting to more than $162,000,()), 
such reserve then amounted to but little more than $79,000,000, that abou: 
$16,000,000 had been withdrawn from such reserve during the month nex: 
previous to the date of that message, and that quite large withdrawals for 
shipment in the immediate future were predicted. 

e contingency then feared has reached us,and the withdrawals of gold 
since the communication referred to, and others that appear inevita))le, 
threaten sucha depletion in our Government gold reserve as brings us facc 
to face to the necessity of further action for its protection. This condition is 
intensified by the prevalence in certain quarters of sudden and unusual ap- 
prehension and timidity in business circles. 

We are in the midst of another season of perplexity caused by our danger. 
ous and fatuous financial operations. These may be expected to recur with 
ce ty as long as there is no amendment in our financial system. If, in 
this particular instance, our predicament is at all influenced by a recent in- 
sistence upon the position we should occupy in our relation to certain ques- 
tions concerning our foreign policy, this furnishes a signal and impressive 
warning that even the patriotic sentiment of our people is not an adequate 
substitute for a sound financial policy. 

f course there can be no doubt in any thoughtful mind as to the complete 
solvency of our nation, nor can there any just apprehension that tho 
American people will be satisfied with less than an honest Rgyment of our 
public obligations in the recognized money of the world. e@ should not 
overlook the fact, however, that aroused fear is unreasoning and must be 
taken into account in all efforts to avert possible loss and the sacrifice of our 
people's interests. 

e real and sensible cure for our recurring troubles can only be effected 
by a complete change in our financial scheme. Pending that, the executive 
branch of the Government will not relax its efforts nor abandon its deter- 
mination to use every means within its reach to maintain before the world 
American credit, nor will there be any hesitation in exhibiting its confidence 
in the resources of our country and the constant patriotism of our people 

In view, however, of the peculiar situation now confronting us, I have ven- 
tured to herein express the earnest hope that the Congress, in default of the 
inauguration of a better system of finance, will not @ a recess from its 
labors before it has, by legislative enactment or declaration, done something 
not only to remind those apprehensive among our own — that the re- 
sources of their Government and a scrupulous regard for honest dealing 
afford a sure guaranty of unquestioned safety and soundness, but to reas- 
sure the world that with these factors, and the patriotism of our citizens, 
the ability and determination of our nation to meet in any circumstances 
every obligation it incurs do not admit of question. 

I ask at the hands of the Congress such anes aid as it alone has the power 
to give to prevent, in atime of fear and apprehension, any sacrifice of the 
people’s interests and the public funds or the impairment of our public 
Polls in an effort by Executive action to relieve the dangers of the present 
emergency. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 20, 1895. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I expected some consideration from our Dem- 
ocratic friends of this very serious message. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We want time to consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at4o’clock and 40 minutes p. mm.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, December 21, 
1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 20, 1895. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

George H. Newman, of Fayetteville, Tenn., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Colville Agency, in Washington, vice Capt. John 
W. Bubb, United States Army, to be relieved from duty as acting 
Indian agent. 

POSTMASTERS. 

James L. White, to be ee at Hope, in the county of 
Hempstead and State of Ar , in the place of William P. Pow- 
ell, deceased. 

John R. Mathews, to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the count 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of Henry V. 
Van Dusen, whose commission expires January 6, 1896. 

Fred W. Brush, to be postmaster at Salida, in the county of 
Chaffee and State of Colorado, in the place of Silas M. Jackson, 
whose commission mee December 16, 1895. , 

Charles A. Crane, be postmaster at Colorado City, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of Flora Ever- 
, whose commission expires December 23, 1895. 
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Charles H. Holt, to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the county 
of Chaffee and State of Colorado, in the place of Aaron H. Wade, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

HH. S. McDowell, to be postmaster at Highlands, in the county 
of Arapahoe and State of Colorado, in the place of Frank P. Man- 
nix, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Frank P. Furlong, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Edward B. 
Bennett, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

A. Hewett Hill, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake 
and State of Florida, in the place of Charles B. Hill, deceased. 

John Clark, to be postmaster at Morrison, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois, in the place of John Grierson, 
whose commission will expire December 16, 1895. 

Eben 8S. Clemens, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Illinois, in the place of George B. Allison, 
whose commission expires December 23, 1895. 

Harriet 8. Coffeen, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles F. Core, 
whose commission will expire December 22, 1895. 

John A. Dufield, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 
of McHenry and State of [linois, in the place of Simon Brink, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Nettie Flack, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of Iro- 
quois and State of Illinois, in the place of Eliza Brown, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1895. 

William B. Fleming, to be postmaster at Bement, in the county 
of Piatt and State of [llinois, in the place of Francis A. Jones, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Michael Maloney, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of Benjamin F. Shaw. whose 
commission will expire December 23, 1895. 

John D. Martin, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of 
White and State of Illinois, in the place of William H. Phipps, 
whose commission will expire December 23, 1895. 

David A. Frayser, to be postmaster at Vinita, in the county of 
Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., in the place of Harrison A. Galloway, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

J. J. Eichar, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county of 
Butler and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles B. Nelson, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Edward McCoy, to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Iowa, in the place of Anson Tolman, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Peter Stephany, to be postmaster at Manning, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Iowa, in the place of Edward L. Ives, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1895. 

W. G. Marlin, to be : onmeanage at Florence, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of David C. Battey, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

David A. Adams, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Scott and State of Kentucky, in the place of Edward C. Barlow, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Zelinda Ashton, to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, in the county 
of Fleming and State of Kentucky, in the place of Horace C. 
Ashton, removed. 

Herbert M. Bates, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of 
zoe and State of Maine, in the place of William R. Ker, 
resigned. 

George W. Beal, to be postmaster at Lisbon Falls, in the county 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of George Plum- 
mer, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Edward B. Burr, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of William Spurling, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

John L. Cummings, to be postmaster at Livermore Falls, in the 
county of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of Jon- 
athan F’. Jefferds, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

George L. Beals, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William 
M. Smith, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Frederick H. Fowler,to be postmaster at Walpole, in the count 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Nathan W. 
Fisher, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Henry 8S. Moore, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of W. E. C. 
Worcester, deceased. 

George H. Morgan, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
H. Morgan, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Charles N. Perley, to be postmaster at Danvers, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Gertrude S. 
Kenney, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Samuel E. Walker, to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Samuel E. Walker, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Edward Arnold, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 





Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of May F. Nichol- 
son, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Frank P. Bogardus, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the county 
of Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in the place of P. W. Car- 
penter, whose commission will expire January 6, 1896. 

William Keough, to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of Seth D. Mc- 
Neal, whose commission will expire December 23, 1895. 

A. B. M. Thompson, to be postmaster at Webster Groves, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri, in the place of Sallie H. 
Haley, whose commission will expire December 23, 1895. 

Joseph D. Baker, to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska, in the place of William J. Garvin, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Willis F. Hardy, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of George B. 
Gordon, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Waldo H. Jones, to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Wallace E, 
Woodworth, whose commission will expire December 23, 1895. 

John 8. Ellen, to be postmaster at Willoughby, in the county of 
Lake and State of Ohio, in the place of George H. Sharpe, whose 
commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Mary J. Huntington, to be postmaster at Delta, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio, her commission having expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1895. 

Mahlon Purdin, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Oregon, in the place of James S. Howard, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

James Carnes, to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James D. Caldwell, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Frank Strang, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William N. Hurl- 
but, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Clayton E. Williamson, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Edward K. Fiester, whose commission will expire December 23, 
1895. 

Hambleton P. Wilson, to be postmaster at Altoona, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Albert P. 
McDonald, deceased. 

Frank L. Hanley, to be postmaster at Olneyville, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of James H. 
Waich, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Joshua Downing, to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota, in the place of William 
H. Skinner, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Augustus Huntemer, to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, in the 
county of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
William C. Nisbet, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

John F. Anderson, to be postmaster at Lockhart, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of Texas, in the place of William Kelly, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Eugene A. Ayers, to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Vermont, in the place of George G. 
Blake, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Charles N. Brady, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in the place of Thomas C. Gale, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Oscar McGregor, to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont, in the place of Herbert M. Goff, 
deceased. 

Daniel C. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the 
county of Lamoille and State of Vermont, in the place of George 
F.. Earle, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Felix C. Bennett, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Green and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Robert A. Etter, 
whose commission will expire January 14, 1896. 

Hugh J. Mulholland, to be postmaster at South Kaukauna, in 
the county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
John Hoberg, resigned. 

Edward F. Rakow, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Racine and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William 
A. Colby, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1895. 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF ACCOUNTS. 


Frank A. Branagan, of Ohio, to be Chief of the Bureau of Ac- 
counts in the Department of State of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Randolph H. Miner, late a lieutenant, junior grade, to be a lieu- 
tenant. 
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Maurice B. Peugnet, a graduate of the Naval Acadamy, to be 
an assistant engineer. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Ylayton L. Shimer, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 
James L. White, to be postmaster at Hope, in the State of Ar- 
k 


ansas. 
John R. Matthews, to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the State 
of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 20, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupEn. ; 

The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday last was read and 
approved, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Jnder Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
with accompanying statements of disbursements for the Indian 
Department for the year ended June 30, 1895, and of salaries and 
incidental eageees of each hagency; Which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Com- 
mission, transmitting the ninth annual of the said Commis- 
sion, together with appendixes thereto: which was referred to the 
one on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 

nted. 
letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting a 
letter from the Judge-Advocate-General of the United States 
Army submitting the draft of a bill to establish criminal juris- 
diction over places ceded to the United States for certain purposes; 
which was ee to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication trou tee Attorney-General amending his esti- 
mates for support of the United States Say at Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be ted. 

, transmitting an 


appropriation for 
the enlargement, etc., of the United States court-house and post- 
office at Little Rock, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from -, as i =o of — — 
mitting a copy 0 n 0! case , 
Planche nauk the United States, which was referred to the 
Committee Po he Claims, and tg to be printed. sia 

A letter from the Secretary o' ar, transmi & CO a 

i with aticats of Ava 


letter from the Chief of together 

posed act to regulate the use of the public and improved 

reservations in the District of Columbia; w was referred to 

the Comsniites eae and Grounds, and ordered to | P% 
Pp 


rinted. 
A letter from the Public Printer, to the reprinting of 
Senate Document No. 226, first tee ite Congress ( Venezue- 
lan boundary); which was referred to the Committee on ting. 

Also, letters from the Secretary of War, transmitting of 
Chief of Engineers with examination and survey of the wing 
river and harbor improvements; which were severally referred to 
the Coeenenne on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 
namely: 

Stonington Harbor, Connecticut; Rockland Harbor, Maine; 
Rock Island Harbor, Rhode Island. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, joint 
resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sala- 
ries a the month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of said 
montana. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 27) ratifying the use of i 
for material and miscellaneous expenses for Bureau o ving 
and Printing for fiscal year 1896 for purchase of articles provid 
for in appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of Treasury De- 
pete, and authorizing the continued use of same for remain- 

portion of fiscal year 1896. 
he message also announced that the Senate had to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to joint resolution 
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(S. Res. 13) granting the State of Pennsylvania permission to 1, 
the United States court-houses at Scranton, Pa., and at Willian. 
port, Pa. : 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The bill (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised St,+. 
utes, relative to ports of entry, having been duly enrolled, was 
signed by the Speaker. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, IOWA, 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF., Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill I send to the desk. 

: -EAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2264) fixing the times for holding the circuit and district «> 
for the northern district of lowa and for the southern district of [ow. 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter terms of circuit and district courts of |}. 
United States shall be held in the several divisions of the northern distri: 
townie Oadior ds divisi t Cedar Rapids. the first Tu 

aot 8 on, & r ,on the sday in Apri 
and on the second Tuesday in September. eel 
he cohen division, at Dubuque, on the fourth Tuesday in April and tho 


December. 
division, at Sioux City, on the fourth Tuesday in May a 
the first Tuesday in October. ; 

In the central division, at Fort Dodge, on the second ‘Tuesday in June ») 
the second Tuesday in November. 

Suc. 2. That hereafter terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni: 
eee shall be held in the several divisions of the southern district of [.\ 
as follows: 

In the western division, at Council Bluffs, on the second Tuesday in Mar); 
third Tuesday in tember. 

In the eastern division, at Keokuk, on the second Tuesday in April and tho 
Tuesday in Octo 


y 4 
In the central oan. Be tees, on the second Tuesday in May and 


Tuesday in November. 
Sxc. 3. That no action, suit, proceeding, information, indictment, reco -j- 
other process in any of said courts shall abate or be r 
the change of time in the holding of the terms «? 
courts, but the same shall be deemed to be returnable to and peniin: 
and triable at the terms provided for in this act. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I would like to make a brief statement, 
Mr. , before the request for unanimous consent is pre- 
sented. 

This bill simply changes the time of holding the circuit and (is- 
trict courts of the United States in the district of Iowa, and tlie 
change is made at the request of both judges and at the requist 
of the members of the bar, so far as they have been consult, 
The proposed change has been fully discussed in the State of Iowa 
by the bar and notices inserted in the newspapers to all parties 


B 


interested, and all concur in the desirability of the change. 

Mr. TERRY. Does this impose any additional expense on the 
Government? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Not a dollar. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say that I brought this matter 


to the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILry], who 
was a member of the Judiciary Committee of the House, and |i 
is cognizant of the provisions of the bill. Itis purelya local mut- 
ter to our State, changing the terms of the courts. The mem)crs 
of the bar, the judges, and the entire delegation in Congress ire 
united in asking the —_ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether the courts are already held at tle 

nts which are designated in this bill? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. At all of them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the bill affect anything except the time 
of hol the courts? 

Mr. EGRAFF. Nothing at all except the time of holding 
the courts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


There no x 
The bill was eo to be : -_: a third ~ = 
being , it was accordingly read ird time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. UPDEG F, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
ROPOSED ELECTION CONTEST, FIRST DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read. It pore that J. J. McDonald be 
allowed to contest the right to the seat of W. A. Jones, from the 
First Congressional district of Virginia, and that he be allowed 
thirty days from and after the passage of the resolution in which 
to serve notice of contest. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CRISP. To make the point that I think this resolution 
should go to the Committee on Elections. All questions relatins 
t of a member to his seat and to the election of mem- 
bers should go to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DAL . If the gentleman will permit me, I think there 
is no objection to its going to the Committee on Elections, but the 
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gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas] has a petition that ought 
to accompany the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Michigan desires it to go to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iwill say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] that the only objection to the passage of this resolution 
would be the competency of the reasons why the notice of contest 
was not given within the specified time, and to accompany the 
resolution and as a part of my remarks I send up the following 
statement. : . 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that this 
should be referred without debate, under the rules, to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. There area great many of these cases, as the 
gentleman from Michigan knows. Thereare thirty-two cases just 
like this waiting for reference to the Committees on Elections when 
they are appointed, and, as I understand it, this is a new case. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam perfectly willing that it should go to the 
Committee on Elections, but I desire to have this sworn petition 
accompany the resolution and be printed in the REcorp, and if 
that can be done without reading I will consent to that. 

Mr. CRISP. I think, Mr. Speaker, this ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Elections under Rule XI. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any objection to the peti- 
tion accompanying it to the committee? 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to his referring anything that 
he desires to refer, but not to be printed in the REcorD, because 
that might do injustice to somebody. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will not insist upon that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a concurrent resolution of the Senate 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in paper covers, 6,000 extra copies of the annual report of the 
Board of Visitors to the United States Military Academy at West Point for 
the year 1895, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? ; 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. : 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BELLIGERENT RIGHTS OF CUBA, 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to have read and printed in the REcorD a numerously 
signed petition from the people of my district, asking that bellig- 
erent rights be accorded to the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
for f om, and that the same may be referred to the Committee 
on oo Affairs. 

TheSPEAKER. ThegentlemanfromConnecticut[Mr. Srerry] 
arks to have read a petition which he has described, and that the 
same be printed in the Recorp. It requires unanimous consent. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that it may 
seem to be somewhat ungracious to Bg to this request, but it 
is establishing a wrong precedent. notice that in the other 
branch of Congress some of these documents have been printed in 
the RecorD, but itis not proper. Only two days agoI noticed 
in the proceedings of the Senate for one day not less than six peti- 
tions and memorials. If they are to keep up that practice I shall 
not continue to object to it on this side. The rules of the House 
require that petitions and memorials shall be sent to committees, 
and they are not printed in the Recorp. Itis apparent to all that 
if the Recorp is given up to these matters its volume will be 
swelled to an enormous extent, and its value much impaired, I 
am therefore coustrained to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and the petition will be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, under authority of section 5581 of 
the Revised Statutes, announces the appointment of the follow- 
ing ts of the Smithsonian Institution: 

r. Ropert R. Hirt, of Illinois; Mr. Ropert ADAmMs, jr., of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. JosEPpH WHEELER, of Alabama. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

7 unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

ntil after the holidays: 

To Mr. TRACEWELL, on account of important business, 

To Mr. CLarpy, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Huuine, on account of important business, 
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To Mr. MILLER, of West Virginia, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. BULL, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DayTon, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HARRISON, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CLark of Iowa, until January 38, 1896, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. HALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. KuLp, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. OTJEN, for this day, on account of important business. 

DECEMBER SALARIES OF HOUSE AND SENATE EMPLOYEES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the enrolled joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 26) to pay the officers and employees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the 
month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of said month; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take 
a recess for one hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
20 minutes) the House was declared in recess. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker at 1 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Pending that motion, by unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted— 

To Mr. Hainer of Nebraska, until after the holidays, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. Curtis of Iowa, until after the holidays, on account of 
important business. 

The motion was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock 
and 21 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimburse- 
ment of the expense of constructing a sewer upon the permanent 
gaan at Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 2266) to amend 
section 2275 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 2267) for the erection of a public 
building at Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCKENNEY: A bill (H. R. 2268) to provide for con- 
structing a road from the corporate limits of the city of Peters- 
burg, Va., to Poplar Grove National Cemetery, near Petersburg, 
Va., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2269) for the construction of 
a wooden dry dock at the United States navy-yard, Mare Island, 
California—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2270) ap- 
propriating $15,000 for a statue to General Lafayette, to be erected 
on the battlefield at Brandywine, where Lafayette was wounded— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2271) to authorize a retired 
list for enlisted men and appointed petty officers of the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 2272) approving certain acts of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authoriz- 
ing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 2273) to provide for terms of 
the circuit and district courts of the northern judicial district of 
the State of Texas, to be held at the city of San Angelo, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 2274) to amend theact of August 
27, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes "—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 2275) to construct a road 
from Springfield, Ill., to the national cemetery at Camp Butler, 
adjacent thereto—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 2276) to amend chapter 932 of 
the laws of Congress, and entitled ‘‘An act in relation to the west- 
ern judicial district of Wisconsin,” approved August 5, 1886—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE WITT: A bill (H. R. 2277) to coin silver and main- 
tain the parity between silver and gold—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 2278) fixing the rates of duty 
on importations of wool and manufactures of wool—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H.R. 2 to amend section 2455 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by ‘‘ An 
act to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States,” approved February 26, 1895—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2280) to open the forest 
reservations of the State of Colorado for the location of mining 
claims—to the Committee on the Public Lands. * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) providing for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Leadville, Colo.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H.R. 2282) to provide for tele- 
—_ communication between the United States of America, 

he Hawaiian Islands, and Japan, and to promote commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. YOAKUM: A bill am R, 2283) to create a national cur- 
rency based upon gold and silver, of approximately equal value— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 2284) to establish postal sav- 
ings banks, and to encourage small savings—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 2285) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and 
telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
— approved February 27, 1898—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 2286) to redeem out- 
standing certificates issued by the board of audit and the board 
of public works of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2287) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Fond du Lac, Wis.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 2288) for the improvement of 
various rivers and harbors in the State of Delaware—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 2289) to amend ‘‘An act pro- 
viding for the public printi 
public documents "—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 2290) to provide for the time 
and place of holding the terms of the United States circuit and 
district courts in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 2291) to donate four old 
cannons and cannon shot to the Soldiers’ Home at Orting, Wash.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) providing for a naval training station 
on Puget Sound, in the State of Washington, and for other pur- 

—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2293) to aid the State of Washington to sup- 
port a school of mines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2294) for the organizing 
and ep of the militia of the several States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2295) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Alton, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN:; A bill (H. R. 2296) extending relief to 
Indian citizens, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 2297) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Deadwood, in the State of South ta—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R. 2298) legalizing the assessment 
and levy of taxes on personal property on the various Indian res- 
ervations in Oklahoma, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 2299) to provide for the exam- 
ination and survey of Core Sound and Cape Lookout Harbor of 
Refuge, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H.R. 2300) to incorporate the 
Supreme Council of the Thirty-third Degree of Scottish Rite Ma- 
sonry for the Southern jurisdiction of the United States—to the 
Committee on the J peer 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 2301) to provide for the exam- 
ination and survey of that branch of the Pasquotank River known 
as the Turners Cut, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ' 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2302) for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor—to the Com- 
mittee on the a 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 2303) to incorporate the Pro- 

onal Woman’s League—to the Committee on Labor. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) to amend the act of Congress relating 
to patents, trade-marks, and copyrights—to the Tnitin: on 
Patents. 
By Mr. HARRIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 41) to provide : 
a commission to ascertain the boundary between Canada and tho 
United States in the Northern Lakes—to the Committee on [’,,;. 
eign Affairs. 
’ By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. Res. 42) 
seteeny | for the publication of 75,000 copies of the Special [... 
port on the Diseases of the Horse—to the Committee on Prin: 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 43) to aut 


ize the purchase of the painting by Victor Nehlig represe); a 


Pocahontas saving the life of Capt. John Smith—to the Commit. 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 44) amending 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 45) to provide 
for the presentation of medals of honor to the militia and volun- 
teer troops of the several States who volunteered their seryjces 
for the defense of the States of Maryland and Pennsylvania in t}\o 


year 1863 prior to and after the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 46) providing 
for the publication of 100,000 copies of the Special Report on the 
Diseases of the Horse—to the Committee on Printing. 


By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 47) 
recognizing the Republic of Cuba by the United States Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution calling on the Department of State for copies 
of all correspondence with Spain in relation to warfare which is 
and has been taking placein the Island of Cuba between its inhatit- 
ants and those of Spain, and forall information of the Department 
concerning the formation of the Republic of Cuba on September 16 
last—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A resolution to authorize the 
Deeeeeeer of the House to appoint two overseers of pages and 


eight additional session pages, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund until otherwise provided for—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CANNON of Utah: A resolution requesting the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to furnish certain information in regard t0 the 
Uncom Indian Reservation and commissioners appointed 


relative thereto—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
. By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 2305) to correct the military 
record of Kyrhan Morrissey, of Uniontown, Fayette County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2306) granting 
a on to Jonas J. Boal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 2307) for the relief of the Po- 

tomac Steamboat pangs —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill he R. 2308) for the relief of John 
L. Jeffries, late acaptainin the One hundred and tenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
a, Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2309) to pension 


William. H. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRO : A bill (H. R. 2310) for the relief of Francis 
M. McKinney and Porter McKinney, of McMinn County, Tenn.— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) to complete the military record of Dan- 
iel Cook, deceased, and for an honorable discharge—to the Cv1- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 2312) to grant a pension to 
Daniel ant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Nelson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) to remove charge of desertion from 
the record of Robert Moore—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2315) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2816) for the relief of William Mixon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2817) to increase the pension of Levi T. 5. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. a to grant a pension to William Samuel 
Marion H —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a H.R. 2319) for relief of Elias Cleveland—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of Samuel Burrell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) to increase pension of John J. Cross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) to reimburse Jacob J. Tolbert for per- 
sonal property taken during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2323) to free Elias J. Brown from charge of 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) togrant a pension to Ninian Young—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 2325) granting an honor- 
able discharge to William Miers, late of Company F, Ninth Min- 
nesota Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of John H. Steele—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H.R. 2329) for the relief of Mrs. 
Matilda G. Higbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 2330) for the relief of John H. 
James—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of Pay 
Inspector John H. Stevenson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) for the relief of James H. Cromwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief of J. Floyd Johnston, ad- 
ministrator of John Floyd Johnston, deceased, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2334) for the relief of 
B. F. Moody & Co., or their legal representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ludgate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonna- 
veau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 2337) for the relief of the 
heirs of William T. Hundley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 2338) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Nancy R. Parker, of Parkerville, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) granting a pension to Susan M. Finch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2341) granting a pension to D. W. Mercer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2342) for the relief of John Gibson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of Miss Lou Jahn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) — a pension to Roeanea McMul- 
len—to the Committee on ,Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) for the relief of Mattie Munson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ‘S R. 2346) granting a pension to Mary A. White, 
of Cottonwood Falls, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2347) granting a pension to Martin Seiler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to Matilda Taylor, 
of Yates Center, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) granting a pension to David Roche—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) granting a pension to Joseph W. Dol- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) granting a pension to Henry O’Brien— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) for the relief of Attie Lewis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2353) for the relief of Cora I. Dexter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) granting a pension to Robert Jaeschke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) granting a pension to Phebe A. For- 
num—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to William Murphy, 
of coeeee, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


2 DOWNING: A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of William 
B. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H.R. 2358) for the relief of Arminda 


White, widow of Israel White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) granting a pension to Mary Ryan, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 2361) to grant an honor- 
able discharge and toremove charge of desertion against the name 
of Edward P. Kain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. White— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) to grant increase pension to Louis H, 
Gein, Company F, Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2364) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2365) to increase the pension of James F, 
Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) to increase the pension of John A. Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) granting an increase of pension to Mer- 
rick Y. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) to correct the military record of John 
H. Stearns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) granting a pension to Mrs. Aletha D, 
Plank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) to correct the military record of Syl- 
vester Weaver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) tocorrect the military record of William 
S. Dewyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) to correct the military record of Hiram 
A. Benefiel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Elvin Brown—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) to correct military record of James 
Bates—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) to pension Patrick W. Halloran 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) for the relief of Capt. Robert E. Bry- 
ant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2377) granting a pension to John E. Kirk- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2378) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Bamford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2379) to increase the pension of John Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) for the relief of Frederick Hutton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) for the purpose of correcting the mili- 
tary record of Jonas M. Blankenship, alias Charles M. Smith, 
Company K, Third Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) to correct the military record of Elijah 
Watts, Company K, One hundred and twenty-eighth Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) to correct the military record of the War 
Department relating to one Charles Condon, Company A, Sixty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) to restore Keziah Howard to the pension 
roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 2385) grant- 
ing increase of pension to John P. Bambush—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 2386) to correct the military ree 
ord of John W. Canary—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 2387) for the relief of Benja- 
min Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State lunatic asylum— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2388) for the relief of William 
R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill - R. 2389) for the relief of the widow and minor 
children of John W. Geering, of Vallejo, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 2390) granting a 

nsion to Mrs. Marietta Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 2391) for the relief of Sarah A. 
Moler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) for the relief of Ruth Marshall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Henry Beason, late private of Company E, 
First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) to remove the charge of desertion from 








-to 


| the military record of John Board, late a member of the Twenty- 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to | fourth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery—to the Com- 
erine Zeigenheim, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on | mittee on Military Affairs. 


Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2895) granting a pension to Benjamin F, 
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Young, iate private of Company G, First Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 2886) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook, 
late private in Company G, One hundred and twenty-first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns. 

By Mr. HENDRICE: A bill (H. R. 2897) for the relief of George 
z Prentiss and Maggie H. Stephens—to the Committee on War 

alms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2398) for relief of M. G. Gilbert—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) for the relief of S. R. Lowry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2400) for the relief of Nathan Joiner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of W. H. Vaughn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2402) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Samuel Brown— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 24083) granting a pension to Jack- 
son Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) for the relief of Frederick W. Baker— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting a pension to Frederick Bott- 
jer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2407) ting a pension to Jesse L. Bartoo— 
to es ew = acho on a ae ie 

, & (H.R. nting a on 0) . Craig— 
to the Committee on ain Pualioes. : 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2409) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet E. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


B10NS. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill _ R. 2410) toamend an act increasing 
the pension of Marcus D. Box—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 2411) to pension Amanda F. 
Walter—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) to remove the c of desertion now 
standing against Alcott on rolls of the War Departmenit— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,’a bill (H.. R. 2418) for the relief of Eli Rinehart, of Angola, 
Steuben County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) oe pension to Emily E. Denni- 
son, of Peabody, Whitley County, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2415) grant- 
ing a pension to Nora McLain, mother of Alexander McLain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H.R.2416) for the relief of 
Joseph B. Somerville—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2417) for the relief of A. W. Stephenson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.2418) for the relief of J. M. Sanders, of Gib- 
son eats, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.2419) for the relief of John E. Lewis, of 
Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 2420) for the relief of Na- 
thaniel G. Sanford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Arlington, Alexandria County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 2422) to relieve Isaac G. 
Biglow of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 2423) to remove the cme ota 
desertion from the military record of William Cameron, alias 
ue! C. Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Har- 
riet F, Herrick—to thé Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2425) gas a pension to 
Edmund P. Tierney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) ps a pension to Carrie F. Ander- 
son—to the Committee on ions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 2427) to a effect the fin of the 
Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for 
oe furnished the service—to the Committee on War 

‘aims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2428) for the relief of William J. Bryan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2429) for the 
relief of 8. P. Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of Lucy A. Steinberger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) for the relief of A. Carson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) for the relief of James M. Cornelison— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) for the relief of G. W. Rogers—to {},, 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) for the relief of B. Dudley Miller—to ¢}), 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 2435) appropriating $2,500 ;, 
pay “or the destruction of a brick church, corner of Fifth ayer), 
a East Second street, Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on Wr 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2436) for the relief of James W. Hill, of Gor- 
don County, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 24387) for the relief of C. M. Hall, of Walker 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) for relief of estate of Charles Coulte:— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) to pension Allen Philpot—to the Co1- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) for the relief of the heirs at law of \v, 
L. Barnes, of Cobb County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Clainis, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) for the relief of James B. Bone, of Chulio, 
Floyd er Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) for the relief of James M. Lowry, »f 
Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) for the relief of Elisha Lowry—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) for the relief of Pleasant Grove Church, 
Catoosa County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) for the relief of J.S. McLain, of Whit- 
field County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) for the relief of William B. Quinn, of 
Whitfield County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of the estate of Martin 
Fraliex, deceased, late of Walker County, Ga.—to the Committe 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) for the relief of George W. Hendricks, 
administrator of John Weitinger, deceased, late of Bartow County, 
Ga., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.2449) for the relief of Joel Cross, of Dade 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) for the relief of the First Baptist Church 
of Cartersville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records «f 
the War Department in the case of Capt. Henry 8. Pratt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 2452) for the relief of William T. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) for the relief of George Cobrun—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) for the relief of Allen Maze—to the Cv1- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 2455) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Johnson, administrator of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) for relief of W. B. Pannell, of Mcm- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) for the relief of the Little Rock and 
Memphis Railroad eee the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 2458) for the relief of Nathan “. 
Welch, of aeoee a F, Sixty-sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. Cole— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) for the relief of Daniel Morrissey, late of 
Company F, rors Regiment New York Infantry—to t |e 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2461) to ap- 
point Commodore Edward E. Potter, United States Navy, now on 
the retired list, to the rank and pay of rear-admiral, retired—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 2462) granting increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Showalter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H.R. 2468) to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against Michael F. Newell—‘o 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2464) to remove 
the charge of desertion against the name of John Hanna, deceas', 
late of Company K, First Maryland Cavalry, also known as Mor 
head’s Cavalry, Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Coiumittee on 
Military Affairs. “= 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H.R. 2465) restoring Capt. E. W. 
Ward to active service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill Wee R. 2466) for the relief of John Car- 
ney—to the Committee on War 
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By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 2467) for the relief of O. F. 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2468) for the relief of the Primitive Baptist 
Church at Newport, N.C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2469) for the relief of the Methodist Church 
of Morehead City, at Morehead City, Carteret County, N.C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) for the relief of William E. Bond—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H.R. 2471) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the capture and destruction of the Hawaiian whaling 
vessel Harvest—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) for the relief of Samuel Washington, of 

Also, a bill (H. R.2472) for the relief of the legal representa- | Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims 
tives or assigns of E. D. Morgan & Co.,and other persons—to the Also, a bill (H.R. 2511) for the relief of the estate of William 
Committee on Claims. P. Tanner, deceased, late of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Com- 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2473) for the relief of M. D. | mittee on War Claims. 

Crow—to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) for the relief of Emily Sharp, widow of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) granting an increase of pension to | Joseph Sharp, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Samantha Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh— Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) for the relief of the estate of John T. 
to the Committee on Claims, Yeatman, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) granting a pension to George W. Eve- | War Claims. 














Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of Robert S. McGaha, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) for the relief of Robert S. Norris, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Mahala H. Portlock to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2508) for the relief of William 5. Webb, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2509) for the relief of Dr. Green P. McAfee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





leth—to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) for the relief of Cassa Simpson, of Lau- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton—to | derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims 
the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) for the relief of the estate of Haywood 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh—to Peeden—to the Committee on War Claims. 
the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) for the relief of Mary N. Westmore- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) for the relief of the First Colorado land, of Obion County, Tenn., formerly of Lauderdale County, 


Mounted Militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 2480) for the relief of David C. Also, a bill Se R. 2517) for the relief of W. H. Rice, of Flor- 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. ence, Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 2481) for the relief of James | Claims. 
Healy—to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) for the relief of Mrs. Levina Wesson, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) for the relief of Thomas J. Kelly—to | widow of John Wesson, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Com- 
the Committee on Military Affairs. mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 2483) for the relief of Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) for the relief of A. A. Greenhow, of 
Mrs. Mary B. Hulings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 2484) to place Francis W. Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of R. B. Hausserd, ad- 
Seeley on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Mili- | ministrator of William R. Hausserd, deceased, late of Elkton 


tary Affairs. Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) to refer the claim of Hamlin Caldwell Also, a vill (H. R. 2521) for relief of Thomas H. Streeter, of 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. Leighton, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) to increase the pension of Phebe Sib-| Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) for relief of the estate of Daniel J. 


ley—to the Committee on Pensions. Ray, deceased, late of Rogersville, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Also, a™bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of the heirs of William | War Claims. 

Farmer and Jeremiah Farmer—to the Cosnmittee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2523) for the relief of Robert H. Cook, heir of 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2488) for the relief of the trustees of the | Robert Cook, deceased, late of Spring Valley, Ala.—to the Com- 

Primitive Baptist Church of Huntsville, Madison County, Ala.— | mittee on War Claims. 

to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of David H. Walker, of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) for the relief of William Moseley, jr., | Spring Valley, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

administrator of the estate of Mrs. Temperance Moseley—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) for the relief of J. E. Wright, of Col- 


Committee on War Claims. bert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) for the relief of Rice A. Coffey, admin- Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) for relief of Ann E. Steenson, heir of 
istrator of A. J. Peacock, of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Com- | Arthur J. Turner, deceased, late of Colbert County, Ala.—to the 
mittee on War Claims. Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) for the relief of the estate of F. O. Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Hall, ad- 
Darly, of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. | ministratrix of John W. Hall, deceased, late of Lawrence County 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) for the relief of Samuel Green, of Madi- | Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) for the relief of Mollie Hurley, heir of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) for the relief of Matthew N. Grimmett, | William D. Hurley, deceased, late of Lawrence County, Ala.—to 
of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R.2494) for the relief of Daniel Hindman, of Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) for the relief of William C. Williams, 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. of Center Store, Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2495) for the relief of James A. Heard, of | War Claims. 
Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) for the relief of Juley A. Gargis, of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) for the relief of the estate of James L. | Lawrence County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Clain 
Holland, deceased, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) for the relief of R. H. Bledsoe, of Riv- 
on War Claims. | erton, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) for the relief of John Jones, of Lauder- Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) for relief of Mrs. Clara Word, of 
dale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2498) for the relief of John R. Jones, of Lau- Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) for relief of George Howell, executor 
derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. of George W. Howell, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala. — 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2499) for the relief of the estate of Mills Jen- | to the Committee on War Claims, 
kins, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee Also, a bill (H. R. 2534) for relief of heirs of John Moore, de- 
on War Claims. | ceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) for the relief of Zachariah Jones, of | War Claims. 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H.R. 2535) for relief of H. J. Burns, heirof Robert 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief of Julius B. Litten, of | Wilkinson, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) for the relief of the estate of Alexander Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) for the relief of Eleuder Harvey, of Lan- 





Johnson, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- | derdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


tee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) for the relief of the estate of Vincent 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2503) for the relief of Jane W. Locke—to the | Armistead, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of Ebenezer Cunningham, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of the Masonic lodge of | of Cherokee County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Tuscumbia, Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Also, a bill (H. R. 2539) for relief of estate of Thornton Cox—to 
aims. the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of William R. Beckham, 
of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of Thomas Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2542) for the relief of Giles W. Bass—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2543) for the relief of Susan K. Bennett (for- 
mer Phipps), of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of William Baugh, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) for the relief of John R. Caldwell, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2546) for the relief of the La Grange College, 
of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) for the relief of John C. Carpenter, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 2548) for the relief of Walter O. Carpenter, 
of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) for the relief of the estate of Marius B. 
Cawthon, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. a for the relief of William A. Watkins, 
of St. Florian, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


_ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ae oaccngg and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutionsof the Manufacturers’ Clubof Phil- 
adelphia relating to the tariff—tothe Committee on Maunfactures. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of Missouri, praying 
for an honorable discharge for William Miers, late private, Com- 

y F, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
op Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Patrick Rainey, late of Company K, Fifty- 
eee Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition to remove the charge of desertion 
against Greer Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition to remove the charge of desertion against John D. 
Culp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolution of Board of Trade of Whit- 
com, State of Washington, relative to cultivation of flax fiber in 
certain counties in said State—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions by the Commandery of Iowa, 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion, favoring the establishment of 
a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of H. L. Africa, James Pritchard, Erne 
D. Mock, A. C, Reefsnyder, E. E. Kendig, J. L. Barchus, Alex. N. 
Hast, and 950 other citizens of Blair, Cambria, Bedford, and Som- 
erset counties, of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
mentofalaw (the William A. Stone bill of the Fifty- hird Congress) 
restricting foreign immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Alma Lodge, No. 523, I. 0. O. F., of Johnstown, 
Pa., praying for ge of House bill granting relief to Odd Fel- 
lows’ Hall Association of New Orleans, La,—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution passed by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of St. Paul, Minn., reques Congress to = the people 
of Cuba belligerent rights—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Marcas D, Box, of Davis County, 
Iowa, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. pomariph oe ao me affidavit of — eaar —_ 
ney, in support of his application for ae 'y ial act o 
Congress—to the Onsniutiies on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of sundry citizens of the town of Russell, 
Greenup County, Ky., for relief con an alleged interfer- 
ence with the channel of the Ohio River by aces on the Ohio 
shore, near said point—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition asking for an act to reclassify the 
railway mail clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Connecticut gen- 
eral assembly for investigation of the case of Dorence Atwater— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition to reclassify and prescribe 
salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 
t Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
| Congress to take such action as shall result in the speedy 
ee ee ae 
gle for freedom—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





Also, petition for a pension for John A. Hipkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of F. W. Johnson, John Ojanpera, 
August Flood, and 865 others, of Wright County, Minn., praying 
that Con take no action to restore the greenbacks, and against 
any legislation giving banks greater sa than they now en- 
joy, and for the coinage of silver bullion now in the Treasury— 
to the Committee on Tenking and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of James J. McDonald tothe House 
of Representatives of the United States, praying that he be ad- 
mitted as a contestant for the seat now held by W. A. Jonzs, First 
district of Virginia—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: Resolution adopted by Buffalo 
Tribe, No. 109, Improved Order of Red Men, indorsing the Presi- 
dent’s message on the Venezuelan matter—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

he Mr. WHEELER: Petition of C. McDonald, executor, of 
Madison County, State of Alabama, praying that the Committee 
on War Claims refer his claim, together with all papers and proofs 
relating thereto which were submitted to the Southern Claims 
Commission, to the Court of Claims under act of March 38, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 21, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONGRATULATION OF BRAZILIAN SENATE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of State; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 21, 1895. 

Srr: The Brazilian minister at this capital, oes under instructions of 
his Government, informs me that on yesterday both houses of Congress of 
the United States of Brazil passed unanimously a motion of congratulation 
on the subject of the meen of President Cleveland of the 17th instant, and 
that the Federal Senate of Brazil asks that its motion be transmitted through 
the usual diplomatic channel to the Senate of the United States of America. 

I have, therefore, to ask that the motion of the Federal Senate of Brazil, 
which is in the terms following: “The Federal Senate of the United States 
of Brazil sends its greeting to the Senate of the United States of America 
upon the worthy message of President Cleveland, who so strenuously guards 
the dignity, the sovereignty, and the freedom of the American nations,” be 


laid before the Senate. 
Very respectfully, RICHARD OLNEY. 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States, United States Senate. 
REPORT OF THE COLUMBIA RAILWAY COMPANY, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the report of the 
Columbia Railway Company of Washington, D. C., for the fiscal 
year ended June 28, 1895, together with an abstract of receipts 
and disbursements of the corporation from its organization, Sep- 
tember 1, 1871, to March 1, 1895; which, with the accompanying 
report, was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition, in the form of 
resolutions adopted at the fifteenth annual convention of the 
American Federation of Labor, praying for a speedy recognition 
as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Benjamin J. Berry, presi- 
dent of the Massachusetts Ship Canal Company, praying that 
reasonable aid be afforded by the Government in the construction 
of a ship canal from Massachusetts a, to Nantucket Sound, 
across Cod, at Bass River, Massachusetts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of 374 legal voters and citizens of 
Lancaster County, 8. C., remonstrating inst the abridgment 
of the rights of citizenship in the State of South Carolina; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eufaula, 
Ala., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Apalachicola, Fla., 
praying that an appropriation of $300,000 be made for improving 
and deepening the harbor of Apalachicola, Fla.; which were re- 
ferred to the mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Pueblo, Colo., 
praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
= in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. I present a communication from the secre- 


COCKRELL. 
tary of the board of directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 








1895. 





Louis, Mo., stating that at a meeting of the Merchants’ Exchange, 

held on the 17th instant, it was declared to be the sentiment of the 

members that Congress should grant belligerent rights to the peo- 

ple of Cuba now struggling for their independence. I move that 

the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PROF. 8S. H. WOODBRIDGE, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. [am directed by the Committee on Rules 
to report a resolution, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas on March 2, 1895, it was resolved by the Senate “that the Com- 
mittee on Rules be directed to report at the next session of Congress whether 
any improvement can be made in the ventilation of the Senate Chamber;” and 

‘Whereas in carrying out the provisions of said resolution the said commit- 
tee caused to be employed Prof.S. H. Woodbridge, of the Boston Institute of 
Technology, to make a thorough investigation of the Senate wing of the Cap- 
itol and report to them a,:plan for the improvement of the ventilation of the 
Senate Chamber; and a 

Whereas the said Woodbridge has made said investigation and report to 
the said Committee on Rules: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, That the Sosetery of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay said S. H. Woodbridge, out of the miscellaneous items 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, the sum of $1,022.27, being for the expenses 
incurred by the said Woodbridge in making said investigation and preparing 
said report thereon, and for his services; said payment to be made upon 
youcher to be approved by the Committee on Rules and the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Kentucky that the resolution must, under the rule, go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the resolution provides expressly that the payment 
shall be made upon voucher to be approved by both the Commit- 
tee on Rules ani tae Committee on Contingent Expenses, so that 
tlie resolution, if agreed to by the Senate, will not take effect until 
it has gone through the hands of both the Committee on Rules and 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky for the present consideration of the 
resolution? i ; 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


PUBLICATION QF THE MESSAGES OF THE PRESIDENTS, 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution authorizing the 
Public Printer to employ clerical aid in copying the messages of 
the Presidents of the United States from the Journals of the Sen- 
ate, etc., for the printing thereof, to report it with an amendment; 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. j 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ therefor,” to insert ‘‘ not to exceed $600;” so as to 
make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

blic Printer be, and is hereby, authorized to employ such clerical aid as he 
may find necessary in the copying, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing, of the messages of the Presidents of the United States from 
the Journals of the Senate and House and the Executive Journals for the 
rs thereof, and that the expense therefor, not to exceed $600, be paid 
out of the appropriation for public printing and binding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1140) to permit the Home 
Telephone ays pod of Washington, D. C., to install, maintain, 
and operate a telephone and telegraph ~~ and exchange in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1141) for the relief of Catherine 
Burns, of aa Md.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committeeon Claims. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1142) for the relief of James 
C. McCartney, of Gardiner, Mont.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PETT"GREW introduced a bill (S: 1143) to provide for the 
location and purchase of public lands for reservoir sites, and grant- 

right of way for water ditches and irrigating canals over 

es lic lands in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and 

States of Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyo- 

ming, Utah, and Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to 
Miss Virginia Howland; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1145) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emma L. Kimble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S.1146) granting an increase 
of pension to William Emerson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. . 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1147) for the establishment 
of a bureau of animal industry for the inspection of meat products 
and live stock, suppression and extirpation of contagious and in- 
fectious diseases among cattle and live stock, toregulate the trans- 

rtation of cattle and live stock, and prevent the exportation or 
importation of diseased cattle, live stock, or other animals, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S.1148) granting a pension to 
Celesthia A. Whitney; which was read twice byits title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Sophia 
J. Chilcott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to Lucinda 
S. Twombly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S.1151) providing for the 
construction and equipment of a steam revenue cutter for service 
on the Great Lakes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S.1152) for the 
relief of Henry H. Wheeler, of Crook County, Oreg.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1158) for the development and 
encouragement of silk, flax, and ramie culture, and their prepara- 
tion and manufacture in the United States under the supervision 
of the Secretary of Agriculture; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred tc the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1154) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the capture and destruction of the Hawaiian whaling vessel 
Harvest; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1155) for the relief of 
Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of the United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1156) for the relief of Charles Gal- 
lagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1157) granting a pension to Maria 
L. Carbee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1158) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for 
the payment of all claims.or the use and occupation of church, 
college, and school buildings for Government purposes by the 
United States military authorities, and the value of any such 
building destroyed during such occupation by the United States, 
and all claims for repairs to any such buildings and the furniture 
of same rendered necessary by such occupation by the United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 32) authorizing 
and directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby mak- 
ing said ram a part of the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. SQUIRE. In the early part of the session I introduced a 
bill (S. 334) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast de- 
fenses, and made a brief explanation of it at the time. Since that 
bill was introduced there have been some changes in the condi- 
tion of affairs and in the public mind, and I wish to introduce 
to-day another bill, or rather the same bill with an emergency 
clause included, not changing any of the language of the original 
bill as it was drafted except to put in at the end of the first sec- 
tion the words ‘‘ the whole or any part of this appropriation to be 
immediately available if so ordered by the President,” and in the 
second section, after the words ‘“‘ as follows,” to insert the words 
‘* unless otherwise ordered by the President.” This bill ought to 
be considered in the Committee on Coast Defenses at an early 
date, and I hope that our friends on the other side will consent to 
the prompt organization of that committee. I conceive that the 
condition of public affairs is such that extraordinary powers 
should be vested in the President to provide for public defense in 
case of emergency. If the emergency does not occur, then we 
shall simply pursue the work deliberately, as provided for in the 
bill. Iam advised that we are all ready with our plans for de- 
fense and all that is needed is money to press forward with energy. 
This bill is not the result of any sudden outburst of patriotic feel- 
ing. It is a well-matured measure, proceeding upon systematic 
lines to carry out a great public purpose. 
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The bill (S. 1159) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 





















defenses was read the first time by its title. the rule. 

Mr. SQUIRE. [ask that the bill be read at the desk as now | Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I should like to inquire 
introduced. It will take but a few moments. what became of the resolution of my colleague? 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred tothe | Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It went over under objection. 
Committee on Coast Defenses, as follows: Mr. COCKRELL. Was it objected to? 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the pu of the fortifications and Mr. PLATT. I objected to it. 
other defenses recommended by t ted by the President under Mr. COCKRELL. I am very much astonished that such a 

visions of an act of Co en 


the ‘An act rovisions for ; £48 ‘ 
fortifications and other works of defense and for the armament t. arent for the plain proposition as that was objected to. 


fiscal year ending June oa and for other purpenee. approved March3, PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS, 
ETE ee ee eee ae ee eae ere eo rac” | Mr. BUTLER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 


fortifications are most urgently needed, namely, New York, S : : ; 
Boston, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, New Or Philadelphia, Washing. | 2nd ask for its immediate consideration. 
ton, Baltimore; ons? ¢.; Rhode Island — in Narragansett Bay The resolution was read, as follows: 


bile, New London, Savannah, Galveston; Port : 
, 7 ? 3: San Cal: : Whereas it was the purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver coin at ; 
Oreg.; Pensacola, Fla.; Wilmington, N- i C Lo ayy ; Portsmou parity by investing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion aay. 


Kennebec River at Fort Popham; New Bedford, beeen eieeeed ane a ng the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either met:!: 


the Penobscot River, Maine; at Fort Knox and New Haven, Conn. Therefore 


furth > 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed when liqui- 
tor the defense of Puget and of such other ports as in the judgment dating either the interest or principal of the lhovernmsalte coin Obligati: m3 


of the Chief of Engineers ond the Secretary of War may require . f ) 
ortification, there and is here oF saan _ | to © such payment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.5 grai: 
bes = ey not ome Sa ane is — th. priate aon , 10,000, vow of standard gold is less than the market value of 412} grains of standard a l r ~ 


a) 

: | and to continue to pay in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 grains 
Whole or any part of the appropriation to be immediately available if so or- | Cf'standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 412} grains of standari 
2 riation shall be available only as follows unless silver, but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold shall bo 
otherwise ordered by the t: For the fiscal June 30, 1896 greater than the market value of 412} grains of pure silver he shall pay said 
$1,500,000; for the fiseal year June 30, 1897. oe each fiscal coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay the same 
car thereafter for the Pre pen be years, $8,0 all of said appropria- in silver coin until the market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be 

n to be available until expended. , equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 
Snro.3. That said sum be expended under the direction of the Secretary | _ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 

of War and under existing laws for the of ortificati sideration of the resolution? 


ons 

cand either Cofpmaes oe Tn per teeeeoenien Se She semamnens Saveet and the Mr. PLATT. That is too important a resolution to be con- 
me recommendations of aid poore, wi m as se made in sidered immediately upon its introduction. 

pa . . oe ; es 
oe ee ey Se Wee, approv ramets and | 4: = VICE-PRES T. Is there objection to its considera- 
shall be among the said inaccordance with theconsolidated | “OR 
expodient, and the work shall be a¢near asiaay be,commenced attheaame | ‘Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. Theroisobjection, and the resol 
cxpodent; ont Sean Bae on a ; : reis objection, an resolution 
propriations will admit of, excepting at the lake aes There fortifications | Will go over under the rule. 

not be begun until in } anne of shall CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 

Seseeney 08 Satie Mr. CALL. If the érder of morning business is concluded, | 
and complete statement of such changes and, De reasons therefor shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
laid Pm 


before Congress for its action: , That no part of the | tion which 1 offered relating to the appointment of a select com- 


5 
it 
[ ; 


pe tor bey TS oe ee er ote res | - mittee, and which is now upon the Calendar. 

have caused the survey necessary to a site to be made and a de- Mr. FAULKNER. I was a by the Senator from New 
tailed project to be goepenes oe ae not —, cost the sum ap- | Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to state that he is necessarily absent froin 
Fe atin ort shall have approved the sams. | “PPropriated for | the Senate to-day, and if the Senator from Florida should desir» 


of the above sums to be expended in each year by |'to call up this resolution to request him to postpone it until his 
ot f sites | return, which will be on Monday. 
or, who is char ac te eae potormance of these duties and | Mr. CALL, I desire to have the resolution taken up. I see no 
y on the 2 
the fortifications, performance reason why it should be delayed on account of the absence of the 
of this duty, shall be determined by the of War at Senator from New Jersey, whose views are well known upon the 
of each ‘seal year, and — in strict with | subject. He is opposed to the resolution, and has already sub- 
cuisting awsent epee mitted his observations to the Senate. I should like to have a 
VICE-CONSULS AT ERZERUM AND HARPOOT. vote tino my motion. ; . 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was| Mr. I wish to state for the information of the Senate 
considered by unanimous oe ea agreed to: that Re Genator vom How r Jeceny Dir, SEWwEL, , before leaving 
Resolved, That the President if not incompatible with the | yesterday, told me that he n called away by a matter that 
public interests, to inform the Senate whether the exequaturs of the Ameri | was imperative, and he hoped this resolution, in which he takes a 
ek ort ie tedktRememeae, aiiGcnsaediens great interest and which he opposes, would not be called up dur- 
were granted to the aomsels of her e points. ing his absence. Under the circumstances, if the Senator from 


COAST-DEFENSE ESTIMATES. Florida will not on that suggestion defer his motion, I hope the 


: Senate will vote it down. 
Mr. PROCTOR. J submit e resolution and ask for its present | "'yy, “MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to inquire whether tho 


—_ ee was read, as follows: a —— the rome was committed to the Committee 
on Privi Electi ; ‘dered? 

es Se cet a Eee | The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending question, the 
ae aioe 4. eee " year; ee cee of “en Sanaa et 9 Mr oot I will state to the Senator fr oO that 
ae i ’ . 8 r from Oregon tha 
anaes Wom po et tte se pe eho Tosaisits | When the matter went to the Calendar the pending question was 
number of heavy qune can be onpoiied from the Government upon my motion to refer the resolution and all the amendments 
= the ciency can manufactured by private mmittee on Privileges and Elections. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- | motion of the Senator from Florida to proceed to the consideration 


sideration of the resolution? of the resolution indicated by him. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let the —— Over. Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ution will go over under} Mr,SHERMAN. I expect,as a matter of course, to vote for the 
the rule. resolution of the Senator from Florida when we take it up at an 
COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION. portune time, but in the face of the declaration of a Senator 
Mr. VEST. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate is absent and feels an interest in the question, I do not think 
consideration, it is right for the Senator from Florida to press it. I hope, there- 
The resolution was read, as follows: fore, he will let it go over until the Senator from New Jersey 
Resolved, That the of the Treasury is hereby directed, in 
suance ot ihe xisting lew vesting in him Ful power sotodo tocamestep- | Mr. GALL, Iwill withdraw the motion, in view of the objec- 
72 ep hen et Oy pepe nenpedon y Senators. 
of July 14, 1890, into standard and with dollars to redeem, cancel, 
and retire the notes of the United States of July 1, 1890, issued in PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
the purchase of such and also to redeem the United States notes 
commonly called © greinechs Sa Gaaaare aver dollars as well as in gold 
using whichever may be most abundant or convenient. Mr J 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
of the resolution? ief Clerk that the House had € 


consideration 
Mr. PLATT. Let it go over. 
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trict courts of the northern district of Iowa and of the southern 
district of Iowa; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
nate. 
Sethe message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the printing of 
6.000 extra copies of the annual report of the Board of Visitors to 
the United States Military Academy at West Point for the year 
1895. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 2173) making an appropriation for the expenses of 
a commission to investigate and report on the true divisional line 
between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 13) granting the State of Pennsylvania 
permission to use the United States court-house at Scranton, Pa., 
and at Williamsport, Pa. 

CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. ‘The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Chair whether that bill is not the 
unfinished business and if it does not come up regularly at 2 
o'clock? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is also the first business on the 
Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. FAULKNER. As the unfinished business it is to come up 
ata particular hour; and under the rules it can not properly, after 
having been fixed as the unfinished business, be taken up now. 
Otherwise it would certainly take Senators by surprise. It can 
not be laid before the Senate at this time under a proper construc- 
tion of the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is the unfinished business? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is the unfinished business. 

= of Oregon, Then it does not come up until 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It ought not to be taken up until the hour 
when the unfinished business is properly in order. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ithink the Senator from West Virginia is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 


called. 
WILLIAM B. MATCHETT. 

The bill (8.480) granting a pension to William B. Matchett 
Was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William B. 
tchett, chaplain of the Tenth Regiment of New York Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $20 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Perrer De- 


cember 10, 1895, as follows: 


a pension to William B. Matchett, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report.as follows: 

This case was examined by your committee durin 
gress and its passage recommended. The bill 
reached in the House of Representatives. 

We adopt our former report, which is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 907, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2696) grant- 
a pension to William B. Matchett, have examined the same, and report: 


the last session of Con- 
the Senate, but was not 


© petitioner says in his petition that he was enrolled as chaplain of the 
Tenth mt New York Volunteers (McChesnoy’s Zouaves) in April, 1861, 
after ha’ helped to raise the regiment, and his commission was dated May 
1851. t after a time spent at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, he went 

ith the iment to Fortress Monroe, Va., and encamped at Hampton on 


the Roads” for a few months, and was then ordered to the Fortress, which 
the regiment garrisoned about eleven months. There being no chaplain at 
the post, the petitioner occupied the pulpit of the church where the general 
command attended, first under Gen. B. F. Butler and Colonel Dimick (of 
the lar Army), then General Wool, and subsequently under General 
Mansfield, all now deceased, That whileat Camp Hamilton the command was 
visited by terrific rain and wind storms from Hampton Roads, so that the 
tents werecarried away in the night, the camp fleoded with water, andthe ex- 
posure on malarial fever from which he did not recover for several 
months. The petitioner had a fall, which placed him in the fort hospital, 
under Surgeon-General Cuyle, for several weoks. 

After partial recovery he was called to New York to bury Lieutenant-Col- 
onel Elder, and the funeral occurring in the most inclement weather, he was 
continually wet to the skin, being on horseback. That with the exposure 
consequent he was again attacked with malarial fever, followed by chronic 

and from injuries sustained during the seven days’ fight before 
Richmond and the scant supply of food. He was then taken to General Mc- 
Clelian’s headquarters and attended by Surgeou McClelland for several 
weeks, in June and July, 1862, and by. the ‘hospital —— it isclearly shown 
was treated for chronic diarrhea at rinity General Hospital, at Wi mn, 
D.C., under charge and care of J. W. Hatch, M. D. : d 

Before his entire recovery from this, in April, 1863, and while still suffering 

incident to several previous attacks, and while in Washing- 


from weakness 
ten attending to business in connection with the regiment, the petitioner was 








arrested illegally, and by some authority not disclosed was immt 





Old Capitol Prison, and could not learn the cause and could not get t 






and was held there in close confinement for two months, in May s June, 
1863, in hot weather, in a small back room with a southern exposure, with 
guards stationed at the premises with orders to shoot prisoners appearing at 
the windows, one of whom was shot. He was called in to see the prisoners 
with a surgeon to counsel the sick and go out to the cemetery to bury the 
dead as chaplain. Under the strain and anxiety to get at the bottom of the 
persecution, and prison fare, his system gave way and he became emaciated 
and demented, and not until General Martindale, whom he had assisted at 
the battle of Hanover, Va., and Judge A. D. Olin. and Hon. William S. Hol- 
man, of Indiana, who demanded his release from the prison, which the War 
Department granted and sent him to his home, which action he understood 
was based from evidence of the keeper of the prison, though his own recol- 
lection of it is faint, and he did not recognize his own family, and could not 
walk for weeks. 

General Martindale visited his cell and saw for himself and acted. He has 
not been a well man since, and has not been able to do stated ministerial or 
pastoral work regularly, nor to resume editorial duties, which he did up to 


the breaking out_of the war, owning and editing the New York (city) Bap 
tist Watchman. He is now unable to perform labor of any kind, and is in 
very needy circumstances. 

He has suffered repeated attacks during these years, which would be 
brought on by overexertion of body or the brain, and has failen insensible, 
and scarcely now recovered from one of those attacks, his life being at times 
despaired of on account of nervous prostration and partial paralysis. There 
were two acts of Congress in his behalf, both relating to regulating the time 
when his service expired. 

Your committee also submit copies of the action of the Thirty-eighth Con- 
gress, by certain joint resolutions to be found on page 589 of United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 15, of the first session Thirty-eighth Congress, 
entitled Joint resolutions Nos. 44 and 52: 

“No. 44. Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the Paymaster-General 





of the United States be autherized and directed to adjust and pay to W. B. 
Matchett the amount due him as chaplain of the Tenth Regiment of New 
York Volunteers from the time up to which he was last paid to the time 


said regiment was mustered out of service. 

“Approved June 20, 1564. 

‘No. 52. Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That 
the above-entitled joint resolution shall be construed to adjust and direct the 
Paymaster-General of the United States to adjust the aecount of W. B. 
Matchett, chaplain of the Tenth Regiment of New York Volunteers, and pay 
him the amount of the pay and allowances of a chaplain for and during the 
period that said regiment was in the service of the United States and up to 
the time the same was mustered out of service, deducting the amount here- 
tofore paid him as such chaplain. 

“ Approved June 28, 186+.” 

Your committee having examined carefully all the evidence referred to 
herein in connection with this case, and which seems to fully justify the basis 
of this report, which papers are also submitted herewith, recommend the 
passage of the bill with an amendment, as follows: 

2 out the word “twenty,” in line 7, and insertin lieu thereof the word 
“fifteen. 

We again recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kan- 
sas if the rate specified in this bill is the usual rate allowed to 
chaplains? 

Mr. PEFFER. So I understand, in such cases. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PAYMENT OF PENSION MONEY. 

The bill (S. 242) to require payment of pension money to wives 
in cases where male pensioners desert or abandon their families, 
or are habitual drunkards, or for any reason fail and neglect to 
support their families, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes thatin all cases where male pensioners desert 


| or abandon their families, or where they are addicted to habituz 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (5.480) granting | ea ) ae 


drunkenness, or where, for any reason or cause, they do not use 
their pension money for the support of their families and do not 
support them, and when they have no other sufficient means of 
support, the Commissioner of Pensions, on such facts being made 
to appear by competent testimony and on application of the wife 
of any such pensioner, shall pay the money due him from time to 
time to his wife so long as such conditions of failure or neglect 
to support continue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask the Senator from Kansas whether this 
is one of the bills favorably reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions in the last Congress? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is; I will say to the Senator it was favorably 
reported. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee had agreed to rereport imme- 
diately such bills as the Senate passed at thelast session, and this 
passed at the last session. 

Mr. PEFFER. The bill passed the Senate at the last sessi: 

Mr. PLATT. Iunderstand that thereare amendment 
to this bill according to the report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report refers to the bill of the last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. PLATT. But this bill which is reported by the committee 
needs the amendments which are suggested in the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill, as I understand, is a bill amended 
in accordance with the report made at the last session. 

Mr. PEFFER. And the Senate in the form it is now pre- 
sented. The House of Representatives did not reach it. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps so, but I find on December 10—I may be 
entirely mistaken about this, but I want to be clear—thatthe.Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] reported without amendment 


m. 
5} roposed 
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Senate bill 242. I find also in the Senate report of last session a 
letter from Mr. Lochren, the Commissioner of Pensions—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Referring to Senate bill 1175. 

Mr. PLATT. One moment. Allow me to state,and then the 
Senator will understand. 

The very first suggestion made by the Senate report of last year 
is that in lines 5 and 6 the words ‘or where, for any reason or 
cause, such pensioners” be stricken out, and the word “and” 
inserted. Those very words which it was proposed should be 
stricken out are in this bill. The next recommendation of the 
report was, in line 11, after the word, ‘‘ pensioner” to insert ‘‘she 
being a woman of good character.” Those words are not inserted 
in this bill. The changes proposed by the report of last year have 
not been made. If Senators will examine the bill they will see I 
am correct about it. 

Mr. PEFFER. In order that we may understand this fully I 
suggest that the bill be passed over temporarily without losing 


its place. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I wish to pro- 
test against a provision which would place all the soldiers of the 
Union Army now receiving pensions under the care or surveil- 
lance of anybody. Pensioners may sometimes have unfortunate 
domestic relations; they may sometimes drink too much; but we 
do not put men under subjection or surveillance because they 
drink too much or because they disagree with their wives. This 
would subject every pensioner on the pension rolls to that kind of 
surveillance by a civil officer which would be exceedingly offen- 
sive. Therefore I shall oo the bill whenever it comes up. . 

Mr. PEFFER. Let it ey ow over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
losing its place on the Calendar. 

ANNIE M. GREENE. 

The bill (8.142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Annie M. Greene, dependent and 
invalid daughter of Jeremiah Greene, late a private in Company 
A, First een New Hampshire Artillery Volunteers, at $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. OSGOOD. 

The bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Osgood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
= to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Osgood, 

te a seaman on the U. 8. 8. Circassian, and pay him a pension 
of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JULIA A. HILL, 

The bill (S. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of Julia A. Hill, widow of Charles W. Hill, 

ate colonel of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and ed. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the message of the President of the United 
States which was received last evening still on the table? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on the table. No disposition 
has been made of it. 

a STEWART. Is it in order to make comments upon it at 
is time? 

. Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Nevada. 
We have come so near to doing some real good here this morning 
that I wish he would wait for fifteen or twenty minutes. The two 
last pension bills on the Calendar I am especially interested in. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield for the considerat‘on of pension 
bills, and then I shall take the floor. 

SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 

Tks bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at $15 per month, the name of uel Goldwater, 
late of Company A, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
National Guard. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RESOLUTIONS AND BILL PASSED OVER. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I su that the next three items of business 
on the Calendar be over without prejudice to their position, 
as they will inevitably involve debate. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


ered, 
The resolutions and bill referred to are as follows: 
A resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart, December 12, 1895, 
that the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire what effect 


DECEMBER 21, 


the difference of exchange between gold-standard countries and 
silver-standard countries has upon the agricultural and manufac- 
turing industries of the United States, etc.; 

A resolution submitted by Mr. CALL, December 17, 1895, pro- 
viding for the oe of organized efforts of corporations to 
control the election of members of Congress; and 

A bill (8. 238) to prohibit officers of the Government from re- 
fusing to pay moneys appropriated by act of Congress. 

MARY A. HALL. 


The bill (S. 844) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion roll the name of a Hall, widow of Charles J. Hall, 
ate of Company A, Seventh Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, 
and to allow her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE R. JARDINE. 


The bill (S. 845) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the ole. 

Re ——— Was there not an amendment reported to 
that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was an amendment reported 
by the Committee on Pensions, which will be stated. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 7, 
after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert 
‘* fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine R 
Jardine, widow of Edward Jardine, late brigadier-general of the Army of the 
United States, and pay her at the rate of $50 a month. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was very sorry to have such an amendment 
made to a bill to pension the widow of General Jardine by the Coin- 
mittee on Pensions at the last session. I preferred to have it stay 
at $100 a month, but it was put down to $50 because that was sup- 
posed to be the most we could get from the then existing House 
of Representatives. We think we might get a little more from 
the present House. 

e history of this case is extraordinary, and I shall not under- 
take to give it here. It is all shown in the report upon the bill. 
General Jardine was one of the officers who jumped in in an emer- 
gency to the help of the United States troops against that fearful 
mob at the time of the draft riots in New York City in 1863. In 
the course of his very brilliant and daring behavior on that occa- 
sion he was wounded by aslug made from a piece of gas pipe, fired 
from a musket, the charge going through hiskneeandthigh. The 
good woman referred to here was his tender nurse for many years, 
and it is a wonder that her prolonged and faithful ministrations 
did not kill her also. General Jardine was kept in an office in the 
New York custom-house, I am proud to say, though he was not 
able to do a full day’s work always, and sometimes had to lie abed 
for awholeweekinagony. Iwanthis widow tohave $100 a month, 
and as the bill stands at $50 I move to strike out “ fifty” and put 
in “one hundr~d,” as we originally intended. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. 
I think the members of the Committee on Pensions will agree wit! 
me that nearly every widow of a brigadier-general has been pen- 
sioned at $50 a month, and if the pension in this case is raised to 
$100 a month it will mean that they must all be raised. I think 
it had better stand at the amount which has been agreed upon as 
the amount that will be given the widows of brigadier-generals. 
Itis very hard, it is very difficult and ungrateful to make discrim- 
inations and distinctions, and give one widow $100 a month and 
another $50 a month. I know of two or three cases from Mis- 
souri where I shall have to insist, if this increase is made, that the 
same increase shall be made, and they are cases where $100 was 
the amount originally proposed by the Committee on Pensions. 
If I am not mistaken, the rule of the Committee on Pensions has 
been for years to allow only $50 a month. 

The VICE-P ESIDENT. The Question is on the amendment 

rted by the Committee on Pensions. 

"i. HAWLEY. What is the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tostrikeout “$100” and insert ‘‘ $50.” 

Mr.HAWLEY. I thought that change had been made. There- 
fore I moved to make it “$100.” I have no objection to an in- 
crease to $100 in any case that approaches this in merit, any case 
of such extraordinary injuries and such prolongation of agony 
from the middle of the war until a year or soago. If any other 
widow of a brigadier-general or a colonel—— ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. is is not to pay General Jardine for the 
physical sufferings that he endured. 

r. HAWLEY. I know that. itl 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it is to pay the widow of a brigadier- 
general. That is all there is about it. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is to pay the widow of Ed. Jardine $100a 
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month; I do not care what his rank was for this purpose, but he 
wasa brigadier. I oppose my own committee’s amendment, but 
am willing to take $50 a month if we can not get $100. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | 
reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr. CULLOM. On the 3d day of December I introduced a! 
joint resolution (S. R. 12) to enforce the Monroe doctrine, and I at | 
that time asked that it be laid upon the table to enable the Sena- | 
tor from New York [Mr. HILL] to make remarks upon it, as he | 
indicated his intention to do. I believe he is now determined not 
to speak upon the joint resolution, and even if he wished to do so 
the subject has passed out of the Senate for the time being. I 
therefore move that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in | 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


COURTS IN IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate | 
that the bill from the other House relating to Iowa courts may be 
laid before the Senate at this time. 

The bill (H. R. 2264) fixing the times for holding the circuit 
court and district courts of the northern district of Iowa and of 
the southern district of lowa was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a bill which relates wholly to fixing | 
the dates for holding the several courts in Iowa. I called the | 
attention of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee to its pro- 
visions, and for reasons which he stated to me it is not practica- 
ble to have a meeting of the committee within the next few days, | 
and yet it is important that this bill shall pass before the Ist of | 
January. Therefore I ask unanimous consent that it may be now 
considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEAR. lLintroduced yesterday a similar bill, identical in 
its terms with the bill which has just been passed. I suggest that 
the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from its considera- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the committee | 
will be discharged from the consideration of Senate bill 1110, and | 
it will be postponed indefinitely. 


THE FINANCIAL CONDITION, 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, yesterday the President’s pa- 
triotic course was commended and indorsed not only by the two | 
Houses of Congress, but by the American poceie. The loyal peo- | 
of the United States were resolved and are resolved to stand 

y the President in his patriotic vindication of the Monroe doc- 
trine, in which is involved the safety of the Republic. 

I regret, and I suppose all patriotic citizens must regret, that 
the President, immediately after that grand indorsement, placed 
himself on a lower level. Why this was done is not explained by 
words in the message which he sent to Congress, but it is coinci- 
dent with proceedings on the other side of the Atlantic which | 
were of such a threatening character that they appear to have | 
diverted him from his grand purpose. The meeting in banking 
houses, the financial war made upon American securities, the | 
threat to destroy American credit, reached to the White House, 
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| tions if we could not have issued the greenback? 


| should he fear a bombardment from Wall street? 





and the President has yielded before it. 

What does he command us todo? Tocarry out the reeommenda- 
tions of his annual message. What are those recommendations? 
Five hundred million dollars of gold bonds and five hundred mil- 
lion dollars less money with which to pay them by the destruc- 
tion of the greenbacks. 

He says: 


If, in this particular instance, our predicament is at all influenced by a re- 
cent insistence upon the position we should occupy in our relation to certain 
questions concerning our foreign policy, this furnishes a signal and impress- | 
ive warning that even the patriotic sentiment of our people is not an ade- 
quate substitute for a sound financial policy. 

Of course there can be no doubt in any thoughtful mind as to the complete 
solvency of our nation, nor can there be any just apprehension that the 
American people will be satisfied with less than an honest payment of our 
public obligations in the recognized money of the world. 


What is the recognized money of thé world? There is no recog- 
nizei money of the world. e world does not issue money. 
The only recognized money is the money of nations, and the 
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money of one nation is not money in another. The recognized 
money of the world is a myth! Our duty is to pay our obligations 
according to contract. Our highest duty is to pay our obligations 
in the recognized money of the law and the contract. But the 
suggestion that we now destroy greenbacks and issue gold bonds 
comes too late. It is obsolete. 

If the President means what he says in his patriotic message to 
Congress, he means that if the demands of the United States are 
resisted specie payment will be suspended and that the United 
States will exercise its inherent constitutional right and power to 
clothe any material that may be necessary with the monopoly of 
paying debts and taxes, and with that kind of money to defy the 
world. It should be remembered that no great war has ever been 
fought with gold; that gold is acoward. The suggestion, while 
these difficulties are pending, that we will rely on England to bor- 
row her gold in order to vindicate the Monroe doctrine is absurd. 
It can not be done. We need go no further back than modern 
history to show that our national existence and our national safety 


| depend upon the power to create money and not to borrow it. 


What would have become of Great Britain in the time of the 
Napoleonic wars if she had not exercised the power to make the 
Bank of England notes legal tender for twenty-two years and sus- 


| pended specie payment, during which time she prospered more 


than in any other period in her history? What would have become 
of us in the Revolution if we had relied on borrowing money of 
England or anybody else; if we had talked about the world’s 
money? What would have happened to us in the war of the sec- 
It is true that 
the greenback was dishonored by us in part, because it was not 
receivable for all debts, for all Government dues. But in case 
England will not comply with our demand, the United States has 
no resource to defend itself except by the exercise of the sovereign 
power to issue money and to clothe it with the functions of paying 
debts and taxes. 

The experiment has been tried too frequently to doubt its effi- 
cacy. There never was a time from 1803 to 1861 when there was 
not paper out, either of the Government or United States bank 
notes, which was received for all Government dues, and in no 
instance was that paper below par. Greenbacks did not go below 
par until they were crippled and degraded by refusing to receive 
them for Government dues. We have an example now. The 
best money we have in circulation is the silver certificate, redeem- 
able in silver dollars, and the silver in a silver dollar is worth 
only 50 cents. Nobody asks the redemption of these certificates. 
They have the function of paying debts and taxes, and therefore 
they are good money, the best money. If the President attempts 
to resist English aggressions with English money he will fail. It 
is our duty to stand by the President, to uphold his hands, and 
point him to the American people for assistance. He should with- 
draw his attention from the oder side of the Atlantic. 

We knew very well that if the United States attempted to assert 
her rights as against England, British financiers would make finan- 
cial war. We expected it; it has come. The President should 
not yield to it. We must hold up bis hands in this emergency and 
get him to understand that there is power enough in 70,000,000 
people and resources enough in this country to cope with all the 
wor!d, and that we have also the power, which has been frequently 
exercised and should always be exercised in great emergencies, to 
create money govu at home. There is nothing necessary in the 
way of materials of war that can not be created here and paid for 
with Americanmoney. If that be not so, weare already whipped; 
but itisso. I tell you that the American people are behind the 
President in his patriotic declaration that America will no longer 
submit to insult or aggression from any foreign power, particularly 
Great Britain. He has the American people behind him. Why 
Why should he 
call upon us to rescue nim from that enemy? We knew that that 
enemy would attack him. Weexpectedit. The last clause of his 
message indicates that he is panic-stricken, so to speak. Just 
listen to what he says. He needs support; he needs the assistance 
of a brave Congress. Here is the language of his message: 

I ask at the hands of the Congress such prompt aid as it alone has the power 
to give to prevent, in a time of fear and apprehension, any sacrifice of the 
people’s interests and the public funds or the impairment of our public 
credit in an effort by Executive action to relieve the dangers of the present 
emergency. 

He tells us that his apprehensions are such that he wants Con- 
gress to come to the rescue, lest, by Executive action, he should 
increase the dangers in the present emergency. What does he 
contemplate? I hope and I believe that he does not contemplate 
a submission to the demands of Great Britain. I hope he does not 
contemplate a submission to the demands of Wall street or Lom- 
bard street. I hope he does not contemplate another bond issue 
to placate the enemies of thiscountry. I hope the fears which he 
says he has are not such as to prevent him from executing the 
law. Itis plain. All he has to do in order to save the credit of 
the country is to pay the Government obligations according to 
contract.- If he has not gold, the law says he may pay silver. 
Let him announce that he will do that, and there will be no more 
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raids on the Treasury. We owe no gold obligation. Every obli- 
gation of this Government is payable in silver, except the gold 
certificates, and there is enough gold in the Treasury to meet 
them. There need be no apprehension. 

I hope the President does not distrust himself and fear that he 
will plunge the country into greater distress by reason of the action 
of the money powers. It is true that they have praised him be- 
cause he was their friend, but they have deserted him now because 
he has become the friend of the American people. He must have 
known that if he chose to be the friend of the American people and 
to declare in favor of defending American rights, those men were 
the enemies of this country and wov!/l make war upon us. Let 
them go on with their financial war. We can meet it now better 
than atany other time. We havea st cause and a brave declara- 
tion by the President. Iam glad that Congress is not going to 
adjourn and that it will stay here to sustain the President in his 
Venezuelan message, and tell him that he need not fear. The 
American people are behind him; Con is behind him, and let 
the Wallstreet speculatorsand gold gamblers dotheir worst. They 
will doit anyhow. Let them know that the Government of the 
United States is in favor of the people of the United States and is 
not for the gold gamblers of as: When that declaration is 
made the President will be out of danger. He is now out of dan- 
ger of flattery from the crowned heads of Europe, which has been 

is besetting danger ever since he has been President. Since he 
is out of danger of flattery, let us put him out ¥ er of threats. 
They can not hurt him as rp der acts for the Ameri- 
can people as he did in his bold declaration of principles which 
was discussed yesterday. 

The President knew when he made his bold assertion in favor 
of the rights of the American ple against British ssions 
that he was burning every os between him and money 
powers—that loyalty to 70,000,000 people would be regarded as 
treason in Wall and Lombard streets. He could not if he would 
desert the le and join the bondholders, money changers, and 
gold gamblers of New York and London. Such a desertion would 








expose him to the scorn and indignation of an outr people. 
Hereafter, whatever may occur, the space between him and the 


enemies of the Republic is illumined by the calcium light of his 
patriotic message, and any attempt on his to retreat or desert 
will be seen by all. It can not beco . Hecan not hereafter 
cooperate with gold gamblers without having it known of all men, 
and nobody believes that the President is bold enough, if such was 
his purpose (which God forbid), to desert the American people in 
this crisis and take ref in Rothschild’s army of avarice. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I v much that the 
President has seen fit to send his last i to Con- 

at this time. He must know, as the country , that 

ongress is not going to retire the eeeheds, nor are they going 
to give him a issue gold ds. 

I see in the New York Sun of this morning the statement of 
ex-Governor Flower, in which he says: 

Congress will, in my opinion, pass a resolution in accordance with President 
Cleveland's request, and, if necessary, give him authority to issue $500,000,000 
in short-time bonds. 

President Cleveland must know, and Congress certainly does, 
that no such authority will be given him, and at this crisis all that 


the President accomplishes is suddenly to —- upon the 
country a tariff discussion. If os is ished by 
Congress it will be a revision of the tariff on ublican lines, and 


this the President will veto. Nobody that I know of wants to 
issue bonds. Nobody to speak of wishes to retire the greenbacks, 
and it seems to me that it is extremely unfortunate that the Presi- 
dent has precipitated this discussion at the present time. He 
might have put it off, or he should have recommended something 
that there was some hope of passing. 

The Senate, if they are allowed to vote on it, will pass as soon 
as they can get to it on the next legislative day the resolution 
submitted this morning by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
declaring that outstanding paper obligations shall be paid in sil- 
ver as the lawdirecis. Thecoun — just as well understand 
that. We understand it here. Yet supporters of the Presi- 
dent in this Chamber will probably not let us vote on that propo- 
sition, They surely will not until after considerable debate and 
the consumption of much time. It is utterly, absolutely impossi- 
ble to legislate financially in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the President, because the Congress is not in favor of it, 
and no one knows it better than the President. The sooner the 
people clearly and distinctly understand it the better, it seems to 
me, it will be for the country. 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Imovethat when the Senateadjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 48 minutes 
ee the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, December 24, 1895, at 

° m, 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Ewecutive nominations received by the Senate December 21, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 

John Knewitz, to be postmaster at Williams Bridge, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Elizabeth 
Heilman, resigned. 

Lizzie C. Yates, to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county 
- Fauquier and State of Virginia, in the place of Henry C. Yates, 

ece ; 

Edward E. Miles, to be postmaster at Onancock, in the county 
of Accomac and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1895. 

Peter F. Clark, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington, in the place of Amos F. Stevens, 
whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Gilbert S. Meem, to be postmaster at Seattle, in the county of 
King and State of Washington, in the place of Griffith Davies, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

John Richardson, to be postmaster at Hoquiam, in the county 
of Chehalis and State of Washington, in the place of Jay D. Dean, 
removed. 

Willis M. Dent, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county 
of Fayette and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

James H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Lewis and State of West Virginia, in the place of Granville M. 
Chidester, resigned. 

Lioyd Reed, to be postmaster at Clarksburg, in the county of 
Harrison and State of West Virginia, in the place of Lee H. 
Vance, resigned. 

Griffith B. Thomas, to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the 
county of Mason and State of West Virginia, in the place of Frank 
D. Hoy, resigned. 

Michael J. McNamara, to be postmaster at Cudahy, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1895. 

Charles Reed, to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Curtis Reed, 
deceased 


Marvin L. Bishop, to be postmaster at Casper, in the county of 
Natrona and State of Wyoming, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1895. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 21, 1896. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
John L. Peak, of Missouri, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzerland. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
To be assistant surgeons, with the rank of first lieutenant: 
Thomas Jellis Kirkpatrick, jr., of Pennsylvania. 
John Hamilton Stone, of the District of Columbia, 
oe oe Rand, of New Hampshire. 
Powell Conrad Fauntleroy, of Virginia. 
James Sprigg Wilson, of Maryland. 
To be chaplain of the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
The Rev. George W. Prioleau, of Ohio. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Harry Otis Perley, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. David Du Bose Gaillard, to be captain. 
Second Lient. Spencer Cosby, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. John Stephen Sewell, to be first lieutenant. 
General officers. 
Brig. Gen. Wesley Merritt, to be major-general. ; 
Col. Zenas Ran Bliss, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
To be assistant quartermasters, with rank of captain: 
First Lieut. John Theodore French, jr., Fourth Artillery. 
First Lieut. James Buchanan Aleshire, First Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Isaac William Littell, Tenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Gonzalez Sidney Bingham, Ninth Cavalry. 


Pay Department. 
Col. Thaddeus Harlan Stanton, assistant paymaster-géneral, to 
be paymaster-general. : 
Corps of Engineers. 


Col. William Price Craighill, to be Chief of Engineers, 
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Ordnance Department. 
Second Lieut. Charles Clark Jameson, Fifteenth Infantry, to be | 
first lieutenant. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas Francis Barr, deputy judge-advocate-gen- | 

eral, to be assistant judge-advocate-general. 

Maj. George Breckenridge Davis, judge-advocate, to be deputy | 
judge-advocate-general. 

Quartermaster’s Department, 


Lieut. Col. George Henry Weeks, deputy quartermaster-gen- 
eral, to bo assistant quartermaster-general. 

Maj. Gilbert Cole Smith, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general. 

Capt. John Lincoln Clem, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster. 


Subsistence Department. ' 


Maj. Samuel Tobey Cushing, commissary of subsistence, to be 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence. 
Capt. Wells Willard, commissary of subsistence, to be commis- | 
sary of subsistence. 
Capt. Henry Granville Sharpe, commissary of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence. 
Medical Department. 


Lieut. Col. Dallas Bache, deputy surgeon-general, to be assist- 
ant surgeon-general. 

Maj. David Lowe Huntington, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- | 
general. 

Mai. William Elkanah Waters, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon- | 
general. 

Maj. Justus Morris Brown, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral, 

Capt. William Cummings Shannon, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 

eon. 

Capt. Louis William Crampton, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 

Capt. Louis Stanislaus Tesson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 

Capt. Edwin Fisher Gardner, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 

Capt. William Henry Corbusier, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 





geon. 
Capt. Daniel Mitchell Appel, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
Pay Department. 
Lieut. Col. George Evan Glenn, deputy paymaster-general, to | 
be assistant payimaster-general. 
Maj. Asa Bacon Carey, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- | 
general. 


Corps of Engineers. 
John Moulder Wilson, to be colonel. 
John Whitney Barlow, to be colonel. 
Peter Conover Hains, to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. George Lewis Gillespie, to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Charles Russell Suter, to be colonel. 
Maj. Oswald Herbert Ernst, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. David Porter Heap, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. William Ludlow, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. William Albert Jones, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Andrew Neaf Damrell, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Richard Leveridge Hoxie, to be major. 
Capt. William Louis Marshall, to be major. 
Capt. Joseph Henry Willard, to be major. 
Capt. William Herbert Bixby, to be major. 
Capt. Eric Bergland, to be major. 
First Lieut. William Campbell Langfitt, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Henry Ely Waterman, to be captain. 
First Lieut. James Clark Sanford, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Hiram Martin Chittenden, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Cassius Eric Gillette, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. William Wright Harts, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Robert McGregor, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles Keller, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Herbert Deakyne, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles Summers Bromwell, to be first lieutenant. 


Cavalry arm. 


Maj. Samuel Marmaduke Whitside, Seventh Cavalry, to be | 
lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. Henry James Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Curtis Bushrod Hoppin, regimental quartermaster, 
Second Cavalry, to be captain. 

First Lieut. Loyd Stone McCormick, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
captain. 

irst Lieut. Henry Lewis Ripley, regimental quartermaster, 

Third Cavalry, to be captain. , 

First Lieut. Jacob Garretson Galbraith, First Cavalry, to be 
captain. 


Lieut. Col. 
Lieut. Col. 
Lieut. Col. 





Second Lieut. Alexander Lucien Dade, Tenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. John Sheridan Winn, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Solomon Pervis Vestal, Fifth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Charles Aloysius Hedekin, Third Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Francis John Koester, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 


lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. John Daniel Leinbach Hartman, First Cavalry, to 
be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Perce C. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Portersville, in’ cue 
county of Tulare and State of California. 
Joseph Marks, to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county of 
Butte and State of California. 
Mathew J. Byrnes, to be postmaster at Visalia, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California. 
frank M. Adams, to be postmaster at Forney, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas. 
Webster Wotkyns, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
William S. Staley, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 
Willie M. Compton, to be postmaster at Meridian, inthe county 
of Bosque and State of Texas. 
Abner L. Board, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of 
Baylor and State of Texas. 
Oscar D. Baker, to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of 
Uvalde and State of Texas. 
Samuel A. Hill, jr., to be postmaster at Bellville, in the county of 
Austin and State of Texas. 
Joseph E. Green, to be postmaster at Giddings, inthe county of 
Lee and State of Texas. 
Goldesbery C. Green, to be postmaster at Mineral Wells, in the 
county of Palo Pinto and State of Texas. 
Thomas M. Matthews, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Henderson and State of Texas. 
Edmund R. Manning, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county 
of Shackelford and State of Texas. 
Clarence W. McNeil, to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county 
of Webb and State of Texas. 
Ezra M. Tate, to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the county 
of Hopkins and State of Texas. 
Edward E. Solomon, to be postmaster at Baird, in the county of 
Jallahan and State of Texas. 
Oscar Y. Rathbun, to be postmaster at Whitewright, in the 
county of Grayson and State of Texas. 
Charles W. Willis, to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the county 
of Howard and State of Texas. 
William G. Williams, to be postmaster at Waxahachie, in the 
county of Ellis and State of Texas. 
Sallie West, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of Hill 
and State of Texas. 
Joshua Downing, to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota. 
Augustus Huntemer, to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, in the 
county of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota. 
Mahlon Purdin, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 21, 1895. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cation was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of the report of the Columbia Railway Company of 
Washington, D. C., for the fiscal year ended February 28, 1895, 
together with an abstract of the company’s receipts and disburse- 
ments from September 1, 1871, to March 1, 1895; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the President had approved and signed joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 7) providing for the printing of the 
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Monthly Summary Statement of Importsand Exports of the Bureau 
of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

On December 20, 1895: 

A joint resolution (H: Res, 26) to pay the officers and employees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1895, on the 20th day of said month. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


‘A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 2173) making an mene for the expenses of a com- 
mission to investigate and report on the true divisional line be- 
tween the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 


Resolved, etc., That 6,000 extra copies of Senate Document No. 226, first ses- 
sion Fiftieth Congress, relative to the Venezuelan boundary, be printed in 
paper covers, of which number 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had 
amendment the concurrent resolution providing for the holiday 
recess; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the message of the Presi- 
Sout; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

[For text of message see Senate proceedings of December 20. ] 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following Committee 
on Ways and Means: 

Committee on Ways and Means.—Messrs. Dingley, Payne, Dal- 
zell, Hopkins, Grosvenor, Russell of Connecticut, Dolliver, Steele, 
Johnson of North Dakota, Evans, Tawney, Crisp, McMillin, Turner 
of Georgia, Tarsney, Wheeler, and McLaurin. 


APPOINTMENT OF HOUSE COMMITTEES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also announces the appointment 
of the following committees, which the Clerk will aa 

Committee on Elections No. 1.—Messrs. Daniels, Royse, Cooke of 
Tilinois, Leonard, Moody, Linney, Dinsmore, Bartlett of Georgia, 
and Turner of Virginia. 

Committee on Elections No. 2.—Messrs. Johnson of Indiana, 
Strode of Nebraska, Prince, Tayler, Miller of West Virginia, 
Long, Harrison, Maguire, and Kyle. 

Committee on Elections No, 8.—Messrs. McCall of Massachu- 
setts, Thomas, Jenkins, Walker of Virginia, Overstreet, Codding, 
Bell of Texas, De Armond, and Jones. 

Committee on Appropriations.—Messrs. Cannon of Illinois, 
Bingham, Grout, Northway, William A. Stone, Arnold of Rhode 
Island, Hainer of Nebraska, Blue, Pitney, Hemenway, McCall of 
Tennessee, Sayers, Dockery, Livingston, Robertson of Louisiana, 
Layton, and Bartlett of New York. 

Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. Henderson, Ray, Brod- 
erick, Updegraff, Gillett of Massachusetts, Strong, Baker of New 


assed with an 


Hampshire, Connolly, Burton of Missouri, Brown, Lewis, Culber- | 


son, Boatner, Washington, Bailey, Terry, and De Armond. 

Committee on Banking and Currency.—Messrs. Walker of Mas- 
sachusetts, Brosius, Johnson of Indiana, Van Voorhis, McCleary 
of Minnesota, Fowler, Lefever, Spalding, Calderhead, Hill, Cooke 
of Illinois, Cox, Cobb of Missouri, Cobb of Alabama, Black of 
Georgia, Newlands, and Cowen. 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. Charles 
W. Stone, Hartman, Hunter, Loudenslager, Brewster, Hadley, 
McClure, Southard, Fairchild, Allen, Bankhead, McRae, Spark- 
man, Spencer, Clarke of Alabama, and Cannon of Utah. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. Hep- 
burn, Fletcher, Sherman, Wanger, Doolittle, Settle, Aldrich, Joy, 
Noonan, Corliss, Bennett, Stewart of New Jersey, Price, Patter- 
son, Bartlett of New York, Rusk, and Ellett of Virginia. 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. Hooker, Hermann, 
Stephenson, Reyburn, Cooper of Wisconsin, Burton of Ohio, Bar- 
rett, Reeves, Towne, Dovener, Clark of Missouri, Walker of Vir- 
ginia, Catchings, Lester, Clarke of Alabama, McCulloch, and Berry. 

Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.—Messrs, Payne, 
Perkins, Hopkins, Strong, Griswold, McCormick, Simpkins, Minor 
of ls aa Berry, Robbins, Cooper of Florida, Fitzgerald, and 
Crowley. 

Committee on Agriculture.—Messrs. Wadsworth, Stahle, War- 
ner, Willis, Henry of Connecticut, Sauerhering, Leighty, Baker 
of Maryland, Wilber, Murphy of Illinois, Snover, one Kem, 
Williams, Clardy, Stokes, Turner of Virginia, Shuford, and Can- 
non of Utah. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Hitt, Draper, Adams, 
Quigg, Cousins, Taft, Smith of Michigan, Heatwole, Pearson, Mc- 
e =e of Kentucky, Price, Tucker, Dinsmore, Money, and New- 

ands, 
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Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. Hull, Curtis of Ney 
York, Marsh, Woomer, Griffin, Southwick, Parker, Bishop, F) 
ton, Tracy, Tarsney, Tyler, McClellan, Washington, Lockhart, and 
Catron. 

Committee on Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Boutelle, Robinson o{ 
Pennsylvania, Hulick, Hilborn, Bull, Hanly, Wilson of New York, 
Foss, ayton, Cummings, Meyer, Money, Hall, Tate, and Hart. 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Loud, 
Smith of Illinois, Gardner, Linton, Sperry, Settle, Huff, Lorimer. 
Bromwell, Miller of Kansas, Mahany, Kyle, Swanson, Crain, Ov- 
den, Pendleton, Hall, and Murphy of Arizona. : 

Committee on the Public Lands.—Messrs. Lacey, Stephensvn, 
Meiklejohn, Bowers, Ellis, Barney, Curtis of Kansas, Wilson of 
Idaho, Kulp, Shafroth, McRae, Latimer, Downing, Underwood. 
Jones, and Flynn. 

Committee on Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Sherman, Curtis of Kan- 
sas, Wilson of Ohio, Meiklejohn, Gamble, Doolittle, Fischer, Eddy, 
Stewart of Wisconsin, White, Hyde, Watscn of Indiana, Allen, 
Maddox, Pendleton, Little, Owens, and Flynn. 

Committee on the Territories.—Messrs. Scranton, Perkins, Le- 
fever, Avery, Harris, Hadley, Knox, Taft, Low, Harrison, Turner 
of Virginia, Owens, Cooper of Texas, Catron, and Murphy of Ari- 
zona. 

Committee on Railways and Canals.—Messrs. Chickering, Cook 
of Wisconsin, Leisenring, Warner, Foote, Lacey, McEwan, Calder- 
head, McLaurin, Lockhart, McGann, McKenney, and Otey. 

Committee on Manufactures.—Messrs. Apsley, Coffin, Halter- 
man, Faris, Crump, Stewart of Wisconsin, Kulp, Beach, Sorg, 
Meyer, and McKenney. 

Committee on Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Aitken, Cousins, 
Hartman, Leisenring, Mondell,,Crump, Graff, Eddy, Hardy, Tate, 
Cockrell, Neill, Kendall, and Cannon of Utah. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Milli- 
ken, Morse, Mercer, Hicks, Hilborn, Kiefer, Gillet of New York, 
White, Hyde, Henry of Indiana, Bankhead, Abbott, Skinner, 
Sparkman, and Little. 

Committee on the Pacific Railroads.—Messrs. Powers, Hepburn, 
Wright, Watson of Ohio, Black of New York, Arnold of Penn- 
sylvania, Johnson of California, Hubbard, Faris, Boatner, Kyle, 
Bell of Texas, Harrison, Patterson, and Sulzer. 

Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River.—Messrs. Ray, Adams, Arnold of Rhode Island, Cooper of 
Wisconsin, Milnes, Clark of Missouri, Curtis of Iowa, Hunter, 
Royse, Allen, McDeaymon, Woodard, and Otey. 

‘ommittee on Education.—Messrs. Grow, McCall of Massachu- 
setts, Clark of Iowa, McCormick, Henry of Indiana, Barrett, Pugh, 
De Armond, Bell of Texas, Ogden, Elliott of South Carolina, Law- 
son, and Shuford. 

Committee on Labor.—Messrs. Phillips, Walker of Massachu- 
‘setts, Apsley, Gardner, McCleary of Minnesota, Lorimer, Low, 
Sorg, MeGann, Erdman, Talbert, and Strowd of North Carolina. 

Committee on the Militia.—Messrs. Marsh, Broderick, Burton 
of Missouri, Spalding, Fenton, Woodman, Miller of West Vir- 

inia, Parker, Bartlett of New York, Elliott of South Carolina, 
yler, Shaw, and Yoakum. 

Committee on Patents.—Messrs. Draper, Hicks, Sauerhering, 
Fairchild, Treloar, Sulloway, Cooke of Illinois, Kerr, Tracewell, 
Hutcheson, Strait, Robbins, and Walsh. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Pickler, Thomas, 
Wood, Sulloway, Poole, Kirkpatrick, Kerr, Anderson, Andrews, 
Crowther, Erdman, Layton, McClellan, Miles, and Baker of Kan- 
sas. 

Committee on Pensions.—Messrs. Loudenslager, Coffin, Colson, 
Halterman, Howe, Mozly, Strode of Nebraska, Hardy, Moses, 
ee Baker of Kansas, Black of Georgia, and Elliott of 
South Carolina. 

Committee on Claims.—Messrs. Brumm, Heiner of Pennsyl- 
vania, De Witt, Hanly, Graff, Snover, Watson of Indiana, 
Minor of Wisconsin, fem. Cox, Russell of Georgia, Hutche- 
son, Woodard, Downing, and Denny. 

Committee on War Claims.—Messrs. Mahon, Avery, Wilson of 
Ohio, Hatch, Gibson, Otjen, Hurley, Pugh, Fitzgerald, Cooper of 
Texas, Neill, Buck, and Lester. “a 

Committee on Private Land Olaims.—Messrs. Smith of Illinois, 
Andrews, Bartholdt, Bishop, Black of New York, Cook of Wis- 
consin, Hill, Howell, Hager, Jones, McCulloch, Miles, and Owens. 

Committee on the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Babcock, Har- 
mer, Curtis of Iowa, Hulick, Shannon, Huling, Odell, Milnes, 
Wellington, Richardson, Rusk, Cobb of Alabama, Meredith, Ab- 
bott, and Cobb of Missouri. 

Committee on the Revision of the Laws.—Messrs. Bowers, Huff, 
Gibson, Harris, Dayton, Southwick, McEwan, Otjen, Linney, Mad- 
dox, Bailey, Kendall, and Denny. : 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.—Messrs. Brosius, 
Sherman, Gillett of Massachusetts, Van Voorhis, Tawney, Pear- 
son, Pitney, McLachlan, Meredith, Miner of New York, Dockery, 
Lockhart, and Crowley. 
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Committee on Election of President and Vice-President and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress.—Messrs. Curtis of New York, Baker 
of New Hampshire, Atwood, Arnold of Pennsylvania, Beach, 
Raney, McLachlan, Corliss, Tucker, Crain, Lawson, Stallings, 
and Howard. 

Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.—Messrs. Morse, Daniels, 
Hainer of Nebraska, Kiefer, Burrell, Willis, Livingston, Cooper 
of Texas, Woodard, and Spencer. 

Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Hermann, 
Barham, Wilson of Idaho, Shafroth, Mondell, Gamble, Hyde, 
Hutcheson, Washington, Bartlett of Georgia, and Bell of Colorado. 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.—Messrs. Bar- 
tholdt, Danford, Acheson, Tracewell, Howell, Barney, Mahany, 
Cowen, Wilson of South Carolina, Hendrick, and Buck. 

Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics.— Messrs. Linton, 
Heiner of Pennsylvania, Atwood, Prince, Skinner, Strait, and 
Yoakum. 

Committee on Eapentitures in the State Department.—Messrs. 
Qui g, Hitt, Smith of Michigan, Pearson, Lester, Miner of New 
York, and Jones. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department.— 
Messrs. Grosvenor, Wadsworth, William A. Stone, Miller of Kan- 
sas, Stokes, Terry, and Wheeler. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. 
Grout, Raney, Russell of Connecticut, Loud, Cockrell, Cooper of 
Florida, and Dinsmore. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department.—Messrs. 
Thomas, Stewart of New Jersey, Stahle, Southard, Turner of Vir- 
ginia, Hendrick, and Wilson of South Carolina. 

Committee on Eapenditures in the Post-Office Department.— 
Messrs. mong oeee Griffin, Graff, Sperry, Ogden, Howard, and 
Robertson of Louisiana. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. 
Curtis of Kansas, Poole, Noonan, Mozly, Sulzer, Williams, and 
Harrison. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice.— 
Messrs. Ellis, Moody, Joy, Fischer, Turner of Georgia, Catchings, 
and Kem. 

Committee on Expendituresin the Department of Agriculture.— 
Messrs. Gillet of New York, Foss, Fletcher, Evans, Hall, McDear- 
mon, and Strait. 

Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. Set- 
tle, Updegraff, Leighty, Knox, Underwood, Talbert, and Sayers. 

Committee on Rules.—The Speaker, Messrs. Henderson, Daizell, 
Crisp, and McMillin. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Committee on the Library.—Messrs. Harmer, Quigg, and Cum- 
mings. 

Committee on Printing.—Messrs. Perkins, Chickering, and Rich- 
ardson. 

Committee on Enrolled Bills.—Messrs. Hager, Clark of Iowa, 
Acheson, Crowther, Russell of Georgia, Latimer, and Clardy. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on eas be authorized to have 

rinted and bound all documents for the use of said committee that it may 

eem necessary in connection with subjects in relation to once be- 
ing considered, or to be considered, by the said committee during the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON of Illinois,a motion to reconsider 
oo by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the 
table, 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSION OF THE HOUSE. 


: Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. een I also ask present con- 
sideration for the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such of the subcom- 
mittees as they ey designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions of 
the House during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
bee vote by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the 
e. 
PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 


_Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, [ ask for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
ecg | and bound such papers and documents, for the use of said commit- 
, 48 it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to 
considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
The resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 
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LEAVE TO SIT DURING HOUSE SESSION. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask also for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to sit 
during the session of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the resolution 
providing for adjournment over the holidays, in order to move its 
reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communi- 
cation from the Senate, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, the 20th day of December, they stand ad- 
journed until 12 o'clock meridian on Friday, January 3, 1896 

Resolved, That the foregoing concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be passed with the following amendments: 

Line 4, strike out * Friday, the 20th,” and insert “Saturday, the 2st.” 

Lines 7 and 8, strike out ‘ Friday, January 3” and insert ** Monday, Janu- 
ary 6.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur- 
rent resolution, with the Senate amendments, be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, my colleague. Mr. Clarke, is 

resent and desires to be swornin. The gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. Hutcheson, is also present and desires to take the oath. 

Mr. Clarke and Mr. Hutcheson accordingly appeared at the bar 
of the House, and the oath of office was administered by the 
Speaker. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion the Chair desires to sub- 
mit certain requests of members. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Brown, until December 28, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. McCatt of Tennessee, on account of important business, 

To Mr. LITTLE, until after the holidays, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. BURRELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Ku Lp, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WELLINGTON, for two days, on account of a death in his 
family. 

To Mr. LEISENRING, for the holidays, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Coss of Missouri, for the holidays, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. HatcH (on motion of Mr. STEELE), indefinitely,on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 13) granting the State of Pennsylva- 
nia permission to use the United States court-houses at Scranton, 
Pa., and at Williamsport, Pa., having been found truly enrolled, 
was signed by the Speaker. 

A bill (H. R. 2173)making an appropriation for the expenses of 
a commission to investigate and report on the true divisional line 
between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana, having 
been found truly enrolied, was also signed by the Speaker. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 53 minutes) adjourned until Mon- 
day next. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred ag 
follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2551) to provide revenus 
for the Government, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2552) to con- 
solidate mail matter of the third and fourth classes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H.R. 2553) to increase the pension 
of those who receive $72 per month under act of Congress of 
June 16, 1880—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2554) providing for the man- 
ner of making application for patent on mineral placer lands 
where same are located upon surveyed lands of the United States— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) providing for proofs of the discovery of 
mineral on placer mining claims—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Aiea, a bill (H.R. 2556) to amend the fourth section of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” 
approved August 18, 1894—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2557) to provide for 
settlement of titles and disposition of public lands in the Arre- 
dondo grant in Columbia County, Fla.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 2558) making 
appropriation for a statue of the late Maj. Gen. John Sedgwick, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R, 2559) for the relief of the Ken- 
tucky State Militia and Provisional Kentucky Militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 2560) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. BR. 2561) to establish.a court of 
appeals for the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H.R.2562) fixing the rates of 
duty on importations of vegetable ivory buttons—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R.2563) to provide for the 
enrollment and organization of naval reserve forces—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 2564) to amend the judiciary 
act of August 13, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H.R.2565) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes”—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 2566) to approve an act of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico entitled ‘‘An 
act to create a county court ”’—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2567) to enter on the 
pension roll all officers, noncommissioned officers, soldiers, sailors, 
and marines awarded medals of honor for gallant and distin- 
guished service under the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1863—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 2568) authorizing the construc- 
tion of aroad from the Mills Springs National Cemetery, in Pulaski 
County, Ky., to the town of Somerset, in said county—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 2569) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 2570) to increase the circulation 
of national banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2571) to prevent the carrying 
of obscene literature and articles designed for indecent and im- 
moral use from one State or Territory into another State or Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 2572) to limit 
the redemption of United States notes, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) to empower the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to control sleeping cars, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 2574) to provide for the payment of certain 
duties in gold, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CODDING: Joint resolution (H. Res. 48) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Watkins 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Towanda, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 49) concerning 
completion of breakwater and dredging of the Housatonic River 
in Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALL: Joint resolution (H. Res. 50) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief of Chester 
B. Sweet, of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) for the relief of A. Berding or A. Berd- 
ing & Co., of California-—-to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr, BLUE: A bill (H.R. 2577) for the relief of Mary Ma- 
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tilda Flanigan, late widow of Moses Waters, deceased—to | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 2578) to refer the claim of 
owners of the brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims—to the « 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 2579) for | 
relief of Isaac W. Busey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2580) for the relief of the es 
of John Deady, deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.—. 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) for therelief of O. H. P. Wayne, of H 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2582) for the relief of Martin Van Burer 
Reynolds, of Warren County, Tenn.—to the Committee on ) 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) for the relief of Matilda Witt, of \ 
roe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bin (H. R. 2584) for the relief of the estate of J. 
J. Bryan, deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the ( 
mittee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2585) for the relief of Joseph Ruohs, of 1 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 2586) for the relief of Mrs. 
tha Noe, née Blanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) for the relief of Mrs. Edward Lu 
of Cumberland City, Clinton County, Ky.—to the Comiitt: 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) for the relief of William Hobbs 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) for the relief of L. D. Hutchison—t 
Committee on Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) for the relief of Mrs. Mary C. Stok 
Edmonton, Metcalfe County, Ky.—tothe Committe on War Cini 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2591) for the relief of Mrs. Parmelia S: 

of Casey County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie R. Pi 
of Cane Valley, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on \ 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) for the relief of W. B. Estes, of R 
holds, Whitley County, Ky.—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CODDING: A bill (H. R. 2594) to remove the charg 
Se against David G. Lamb—to the Committee on Mil 


airs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 2595) granti: 
ension to Mary H. Woodward, widow of Commander Edwin 
oodward, late of the United States Navy, retired—to the ' 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2596) for the reli 
John 8. Friend, of Eldorado, State of Kansas—to the Commit 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of the heirs of the lat 
R. Wasson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) granting a pension to Ayers Coch 
of Lebo, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of Mrs. John D. Gibs 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) to define the status and for the reli 
the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the I 
teenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers who were killed at Lawi 
Kans., August 21, 1863, by guerrillas—to the Committeo on M 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of D. E. Kelsey—t 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H.R. 2602) for | 
relief of Solomon Hyams—to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2603) for the relief of Wi 
Stephenson Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pens 
Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough—to th 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. c 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) granting pension to Henry V. Andi 
of Fulton County, Ill.,a survivor of the Black Hawk war—to 
Committee on Pensions, ; — 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2606) for the relief of ‘ 
Martin Hammer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 2607) to pay to Blue 
grain and stock taken from him by United States troops in Ju 
1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 2608) for the relief of Jai 
O. Bryant, of Johnson County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invi! 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) removing charge of desertion from John 
Ward—to the Committee on Miliy Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) for the relief of A. H.Sympson—to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) to place on the pension roll the nam 
of Mrs. 8. A. Farley, of Newcombe, Ky.—to the Committee ob 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) for the relief of B. L. Davis, of Johnson 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2613) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of John T. Faulkner—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
a Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H.R. 2614) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish 
and others for supplies furnished the Indian service—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H.R. 2615) to place William 
T. Dodge on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. , : 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2616) for the relief of Cornelia 
De Peyster Black, widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel in the 
United States Army, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

a By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to 
Nicholas H. Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 2618) granting 
honorable discharge to Andrew V. Sende—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 2619) to correct the record 
of muster and discharge of Francis A. Kitchen—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 2620) to place the name of Lan- 
retta S. Prince on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) toincrease the pension of Jane Webster, 
widow of Joel Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 2622) to increase the 
pension of William Shelley—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of the Massachusetts Ship Canal 
Company, asking an appropriation for a ship canal from Massachu- 
setts Bay to Nantucket Sound—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolutions in favor of uniform hours of labor throughout 
the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of California pioneers, in favor of 
bill granting a pension to Carrie F. Anderson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of the Central Association of Congre- 
gational Churches in the State of New York, expressing their pro- 
found sympathy with the Armenian people—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of William F. Good, Company L, 
Tenth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers, for pension, to go with his bill 
for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 23, 1895. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, ETC, 


Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cation, etc., were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker, as follows: 

Letters from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting copies of the findings filed by the court in the following- 
named cases; which were referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

Henry Field against The United States. 

William McDaniel against The United States. 

C. E. Hall, administrator, against The United States. 

Lamoureux N. Kennedy, administrator, against The United 
States. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a report 
on the auditing and adjusting of the claim of the Richmond Loco- 
motive and Machine Works for damages and losses incurred in 
the construction of the armored battle ship Teaas, accompanied 
by certain reports, etc., relating to the case; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A concurrent resolution relative to printing extra copies of Sen- 
ate Document No. 226, first session Fiftieth Congress, relating to 
the Venezuela boundary; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence waa granted as follows: 
Zo Mr. Morss, for one week, on account of important business. 
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To Mr. SHurorpD, for ten days, on account of sickness 
family. 

To Mr. Cup, until after the holidays, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for two days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Sore, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DOCKERY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 


in his 


DUTIES ON WOOL, COTTON, ETC. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill to 
levy and collect duties on wool, hair, sheep, and cotton. This is 
substantially the bill of the National Wool Growers’ Asso 
[ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; but the Chair understands that under the 
rules of the House these bills should ordinarily be handed 
Speaker’s clerk. 

The bill (H. R. 2623) was read twice, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS OF ¢ 


Mr. DANIELS. I have a resolution which I desire to « 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS, 








Res ?, That each Committee on Elections shall be authorized t 
a clerk; also, that each of said committees be auth d and al 
during sions of the House; also, that the chairmen of such comm ; 
shall have power to divide the contested-election contests as neat iS may 


between the several committ 
The SPEAKER. 
of this resolution? 
Mr. CRISP. There is no objection to its consideration, 
should like to ask the gentleman from New York a question. 
Does he not think that in the distribution of cases among these 
several committees some of the minority mem!} zht to be 
consulted. The ordinary method has been, there having been 
only one committee, for the Speaker to refer these cases to the 
Committee on Elections. But now we have three divisions of the 
committee; and it is proposed that the assignment of the « ; 
shall be determined by the chairmen of the respective committ 

I ask again, does it not occur to the gentleman from New York 
that some member of the minority of the committee, as well as a 
member of the majority, should have some voice in determinir 
the reference? 

You will observe, Mr. Speaker, that this is not like a case where 
you make the reference, because you do not pass upon the case at 
all. After referring a case to a committee you have no voice in 
deciding it. But this proposition is to let three members of the 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


but I 


ers ou 





majority who are to decide the cases determine which cases each 
division of the committee shall take—how the cases shall be dis- 
tributed up among the different branches of the committ Now, 
if the distribution is to be made by the committee or any member 
of it, ought not some one of the minority to be consulted or have 
some voice in the matter? 

This is a question of considerable substance. I will say with 
the utmost frankness that one of the contestees—it is not nec uy 
to mention his name in public—objects to having his « : 
before that committee of which a certain gentleman is chairman. 
For the reason that he has had in the Committee on Elections 
heretofore a personal controversy with that gentleman, and that 
he has been assailed on the floor of the House by that gentlema , 
he does not believe that if his case should go before the section 


presided over by that gentleman he will have justice accorded to 
him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Isuggestthatin justice tothe mem- 
bers of the committee the name of that member should be stated. 
Mr. DANIELS. I will say in answer— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that if there is objection 
to this part of the proposition of the gentleman from New Yor 


the matter be left where it is by the rules, under which, a 
Chair understands (subject to correction) , the Speaker would make 


the selection. 
Mr. CRISP. 
der the rules. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think that would be, by all odds, 
the best plan. I want to say—— 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, then, to that modi- 
fication, the question is on the remainder of the resolution. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that this modification elimi- 
nates the provision that the chairmen of these committees cesig- 
nate to what division or branch certain cases shall go. 
The SPEAKER. It does. 
Mr. BAILEY. My understanding is that without any action 
by the House, the Speaker having referred certain cases to the 
committee, the chairman of that committee always refers those 


Undoubtedly that is where the selection r un- 
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cases, as his judgment may direct, to the various subcommittees. 
Will the resolution of the gentleman from New York vary the 
present practice? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no objection to leaving out the clause 
referred to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was trying to ascertain if it would alter the 
present rule. The Speaker, under the rule as it nowstands, would 
refer these cases to these respective committees as his judgment 
might dictate, and when the cases have been thus referred the 
chairman of each committee would subdivide the work, and allot 
to each of the subcommittees the cases of which it should take 
charge. That is the present practice, I believe. 

Mr. DANIELS. Let that part of the resolution be struck out, 
and let the rest be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York, before that, if he intends that each of these clerks shall be 
a per diem clerk, receiving the salary of $6 per day, or is it pro- 
posed to make the appointment an annual one? 

Mr. DANIELS. | understand from the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that these would be per diem clerks, under the practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That, Isuppose, Mr. Speaker, would 
be a matter to be determined hereafter. This resolution simply 
authorizes the appointment of the clerks, and the question of their 
compensation would be a question for consideration at some 
future time, and not necessarily now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It might be better to determine it now. If it 
be desired to have per diem clerks, you can insert in the resolution 
such language as will accomplish that purpose and provide for 
their pay. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
deficiency anyway. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, on the deficiency bill. Well, the com- 
mittee can determine that hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is already pro- 
vision for one clerk for the Committee on Elections. This reso- 
lution, the Chair understands, would be a substitute for that. 

Mr. DANTELS. That is the idea. 

The resolution was adopted. 

REFERENCE OF ELECTION CASES. 

-The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer the first nine of the con- 
tested-election cases to the first branch of the Committee on 
Elections; the next eleven to the second committee, and the re- 
mainder to the third. In dividing the cases in this way the 
Chair is governed simply by a desire that the cases from each State 
shall go to the same committee, inasmuch as the members of such 
—, would naturally familiarize themselves with the State 
aw. 

Mr. CRISP. What does the Chair mean by the “‘first nine?” 

The SPEAKER. That is as the Clerk has designated them. 
The Chair does not know on what basis the Clerk made that 
arrangement, but takes it precisely as made up by the Clerk, since 
it covers the question of the distribution of the cases by States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if the reference, as 
indicated by the Chair, is designed to take them as they appear in 
the Recorp of the first day’s preceedings? 

The SPEAKER, So the Chaii intended. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at this time 
for consideration a resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to designate the committees of the House to which the clerks provided 


for by the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1896, should be allowed and assigned for the present 


Congress, and report by resolution to the House for its action thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, before the question is submitted, 
I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois if this reso- 
lution is intended to indorse the action of the House taken at the 
last session of Congress? In other words, when the appropriation 
bill passed to which reference is made in the resolution there 
were a certain number of annual clerks taken off, a certain num- 
ber of committees were deprived of the use of clerks, and certain 
other committees had clerks assigned to them. Does this allow 
that arrangement to stand, or does it propose to revise the whole 
committee list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not so understand the resolution. It is 
customary at the beginning of each Congress to introduce a reso- 
lution of this character, have it referred to the Committee on 
Accounts, and let that committee determine which of the various 
committees of the House are entitled to per diem clerks, or session 
clerks, as the case may be, under the appropriation bill referred 
to in the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The per diem clerks are appropriated for, I 
understand, in the aggregate, a lump sum being given for that 


It would have to come up in the nature of a 
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urpose. The annual clerks are specifically provided for in the 
egislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

r. ALDRICH. I do not understand that this has anything jo 

do with the annual clerks. - 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I have no objection to it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. , 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement 
which will be of interest to the members of the House. The cop- 
current resolution for the holiday recess, which passed the House 
some time ago, and which was sent tothe Senateand returned with 
an amendment, and then referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, has been considered by that committee, and in view of the 
message which the President has addressed to the two Houses, and 
in view of other circumstances, the committee have unanimously 
determined that it is not appropriate at present that the two 
Houses of Congress should adjourn until they shall have consid- 
ered the questions which have been brought to the attention of 
Congress by the President. In view of the urgency which has 
been presented, the committee are already entering upon the prep 
aration of a bill or bills to provide a remedy for the situation which 
has been indicated; and while I am notable at this moment to say 
at what time the committee will be prepared to report, yet I am 
prepared to say that the committee will be prepared to report as 
soon as members who are absent on the supposition that we were to 
have the usual holiday recess shal! have had an opportunity to re- 
turn, and they hope to be able to present matters for the consider- 
ation of the House at the opening of the session on Thursday next. 
I will say, in justice to members who are absent under the expecta- 
tion of the holiday recess, that it is appropriate that we should wait 
until they can have an ory to return. Members having 
this information before them who are being telegraphed to by ab- 
sent members will see from this that it is exceedingly desirable 
that all the members of the House should be present in the House 
at the opening of the session on Thursday next. 

I shall ask the House to have a session to-morrow, simply for 
the purpose of distributing the President’s message, when prob- 
ably an adjournment will be taken until Thursday morning. We 
hope on Thursday morning to proceed to make some response to 
the urgent request which the President has made upon Congress 
to take some action with reference to the condition in which the 
country now finds itself, This is all I think I desire to say. 
{[Applause. ] 


LEASE OF PREMISES FOR USE OF FOLDING ROOM, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts de- 
sire to submit a report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, directed to con- 
tinue for the use of the folding room of the House the lease of the brick stable 
owned by the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, the rent, $10 

»er month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House from and after 
anuary 1, 1896, and until other provision is made therefor. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, directing the Doorkeeper of the House to continue for the use of the 
folding room of the House the lease of the brick stable owned by the Wash- 
ingtos and Georgetown Railroad Company, the rent, $100 per month, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House from and after January 1, 14°, 
and until other provision is made therefor, beg to report that after due inves- 
tigation they respectfully recommend the passage of the same. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say in connec- 
tion with that report that the old lease of these premises will 
expire on the ist of the coming month, and that the committee 
have not been able to find space elsewhere toaccommodate the large 
number of publications which are stored in that building. At 

resent there are 400,000 volumes of new matter in that building. 
here is no room in this building for them. The lease is a low 


one—- 
Mr. McMILLIN. We are unable to hear the statement of the 
, by reason of the confusion in the House. 
R. The House will be inorder. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, I will repeat that the lease of these prem- 
ises will expire on the ist of the a mo, and that no other 
space has been found which could be substituted for that purpose. 
The committee therefore recommend the adoption of the report, 
believing that the rent is low and that the room is absolutely nec- 
essary for the transaction of the business of the folding room. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is being used for the storage of documents 
now, I believe, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; itis. . 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Before the gentleman sits down, I wish to 
suggest to him that if I read the newspapers aright the name of 
that company has been changed to the _— Traction Company, 
so that if this resolution is passed with the name of the old com- 
pany in it it might be void. 








1895. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The point may be a good one, Mr. Speaker; I 
have no objection to amending the report to conform to the new 
title of the company. 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made, without objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It can be made by inserting the words “ or 
its successors.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will add the words “or its suc- 
cessors,” in the absence of objection. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CoLson, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Cox, for ten days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 12 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 2623) to levy and collect du- 
ties on wool, hair, sheep, and cotton—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2624) for the erection 
of a public building at Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee on Pub- 
liv Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 2625) to provide 
for the use and occupation of reservoir sites reserved 7 the Geo- 
logical Survey—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) for the protection of agricultural sta- 
ples and American ships in the foreign trade by authorizing the 

yment of bounties on exports of agricultural products of the 
Tnited States conditioned on their carriagein American or foreign 
vessels—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 2627) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Fresno, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) to restrict tne disposition of public 
lands to citizens of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Visalia, in the State of 
California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) to extend the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 8, 1891, to in- 
clude certain claims presented to the Secretary of State for the 
State of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 2632) to relieve the United 
States Treasury and to familiarize the people of this country with 
the advantages of a silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2633) to increase the 

nsions of widows and minor children, and for other purposes— 
% the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) to appropriate the sum of $75,000 to erect 
a public building at Emporia, Kans.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2635) authorizing and directing the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, upon rejection of a pension claim, to explain 
fully upon what evidence and for what reason said claim was 
rejected, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) for enlarging the — building at 
Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 2637) to increase the compen- 
sation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 2638) directing the coinage of 
the silver bullion held in the Treasury-—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 2639) to increase the pensions 
of those who have lost limbs in the military or naval service of 
the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2640) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania 
for money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military serv- 
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ice by the governor under the proclamation of the President of 
June 15, 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H, R. 2642) granting leave of ab- 
sence for one year to homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian 
Reservation in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) to provide for the appointment of In- 
dian agents—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) toamend the lawrelating to final proofs 
in timber-culture entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) to amend the homestead laws—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2646) to provide revenue for the Government 
by an increase of the duties upon imported wools and agricul- 
tural products—to the Committee on Way and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 2647) relating to 
the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2648) to license billiard tables. and 


| for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2649) to provide for continuing 
the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, for com- 
pleting the system of sewage disposal and protection against 
floods, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2650) to amend an act entitled 
‘*An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved 
March 2, 1893—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2651) to secure uniformity in 
the names of minor streets of the city of Washington—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2652) to regulate the practice of 
medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to 
punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2653) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a public administrator in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2654) to amend an act entitled 
** An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of the Met- 
ropolitan police force and fire department of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2655) to amend sections 720, 721, 
722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia, in relation to marriages—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2656) to provide for the incor- 
poration and regulation of medical colleges in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R.2657) providing penalties for 
charter violations by corporations operated in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2658) to provide for a municipal 
building and court-house in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2659) to regulate the practice of 
veterinary medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H.R. 2660) to regulate the prices 
which may be charged by individuals or companies operating a 
telephone plant and exchange in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) to permit the Home Telephone Company 
of Washington, D. C., to install, maintain, and operate a telephone 
and telegraph plant and exchange in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2662) to provide for the adjudi- 
cation of the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians, 
arising upon the failure of certain treaty stipulations—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H.R. 2663) to amend the 
laws relating to navigation—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2664) concerning sail vessels over 
700 tons—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by. request), a bill (H.R. 2665) to encourage American 
shipbuilding—tothe Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2666) to encourage American 
shipping—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2667) to encourage American 
shipping— to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2668) to amend sections 7 and 8 
of the act of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes”— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2669) to promote repair work in 
ipensens shipyards—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 

isheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2670) to prohibit advances and 
regulate allotments of wages to seamen—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2671) to abolish imprisonment of 
seamen in the common jails of the United States for desertion—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2672) concerning tonnage tax— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (11. R. 2678) to remove discriminations 
against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 51) authoriz- 
ing and directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby 
making said ram a part of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 52) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to contract for projectiles for a reserve 
supply for the Navy and for auxiliary cruisers—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 53) 
to compile and publish the laws relating to street-railway fran- 
chises in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 54) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States authoriz- 
ing the election of Senators by the qualified voters of the several 
States when the legislatures thereof shall so provide—to the Com- 
miitee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution providing for the employment of 
three assistant clerks by the Committee on Invalid Pensions—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A resolution to refer claim of Patrick G. 
Meath to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution relating to the Order of 
Business—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill Sa R. 2674) for the relief of E. L. 
Ross—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) for the relief of assignees of Augustus 
Haraszthy, a bankrupt—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 2676) for the relief of James 
Gillice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2677) for the rehef of Charles H. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) for the relief of Thomas Corcoran—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) for the relief of Jesse Johnson—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2680) for the relief of Jerome Kunkel—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 2681) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Watkins, of Quenemo, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H.R.2682) grantinga pension to Ralph 
Whitehead, of Wheeling, W. Va.—tothe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H.R. 2683) for the relief of J. D. 
Golden—to the Committee on an Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 2684) for relief of S. W. 
Peel, for services rendered the Old Settlers Cherokees—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2685) to increase the pension of 
Jeremiah V. Pinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. an the relief of Marion Mar- 
tin, late second lieutenant Co ny E, One hundred and seventy- 
third Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2687) for the relief of B. J. 
Van Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vieck, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2688) granting a pension to Mrs. 
see og —- —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bi 


. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Weirer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) for the relief of Edward Calahan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 2691) to correct the military 
recordand grant an honorable discharge to Michael F. Dearmitt— 
to the Committee orn Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 2692) for the relief of William 


Oe Aye Sl de 2693) ting. a pension to 
y . a: i ‘ a 
Martha A. Cornish—to the Sommittes on tavaill ons, 


By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 2694) for the relief of 
Charles Springer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Bomberger, Company C, Twenty-second United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R. 2696) for the relief of William 
W. Crissinger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, as to improvement of Delaware River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

, memorial of Pennsylvania State Millers’ Association, in 
favor of legislation to extend the milling industry—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, rel- 
ative torevenue legislation—to the Committee on Waysand Meuns. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition to remove the charge of desertion 
against Adam Borden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Martha A. Cornish, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Memorial of the Poplar Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Ohio, asking Con- 
gress to place a tariff on imported lumber—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Three petitions of J. E. Ab- 
bott and 50 others, together with J. A. Craig and 51 others and 
W. C. Pratt and 57 others, to reclassify and prescribe the salaries 
of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 








SENATE, 


TUESDAY, December 24, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 


approved. 
TRADE WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to aresolution of the 20th instant, astatement showing during each 
of the last five years and for the whole period the gross amount 
of the imports from ports of Great Britain and her colonies and 
dependencies, together with the amount of the exports to such 
ports; also the number of entries of British vessels into American 
ports and their gross tonnage; which, with the accompanying 
statement, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the report 
of the operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1895, together with a statement of disburse- 
ments from the appropriation for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1895; which, together with the accompanying statement, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RAILROAD TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 20th instant, a report 
respecting an agreement of common carriers of interstate traffic 
between the Western States and the Atlantic Seaboard to form a 
joint traffic association; which was read. 

. PEFFER. I rose to ask that the report of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission be read, but I observe that it is longer 
than I thought it was. I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF SEED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the 12th instant, a statement of expenditures from 
the appropriation for the ‘“‘purchase and distribution of valuable 
seeds,” made by the act approved March 2, 1895, and a copy of 
each “bid or offer made to the said Department to furnish it 
with seeds, bulbs, cuttings, etc.,” in response to its advertisement 
dated April 27, 1895, or otherwise submitted for its consideration, 
etc.; whi es with the accompanying statement, was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

CLAIM OF RICHMOND LOCOMOTIVE AND MACHINE WORKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the of the Navy, tting, pursuant to the au- 
thorization con in the act making appropriations for the 
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naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, a report as 
+5 the claim of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works 
against the Government for damages and losses sustained by that 
company; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of the find- 
ings filed by the court in the claim of A. P. H. Stewart and Charles 
A. Weed, formerly partners under the firm name of Stewart & Co., 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Merchants 
and Manufacturers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating 
against hasty action in regard to the Venezuelan question, and 
praying for arbitration and a peaceful settlement of all interna- 
tional controversies; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Aberdeen, the Board of Trade of the city of 
Hoquiam, the Business Men’s Club of the city of Montesano, the 
Board of Trade of the city of Cosmopolis, the Merchants’ Club of 
the city of Elma, and the Commercial Club of the city of Ocosta, 
all of Chehalis County, southwestern Washington, urging the 
need of improvement at the entrance of Grays Harbor. The me- 
morialists call attention to the facts respecting the tributary coun- 
try, the —— industries, the commerce, and benefits to shipping; 
also to the great increase in the wealth of the nation that will re- 
sult from such improvement, and from the harbor of refuge that 
will be created in the North Pacific Ocean. I move that the me- 
morial be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the action of the 
President in regard to Venezuela; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Bushnell Club of 
Logan, Ohio, indorsing the action of Congress as to Venezuela 
and expressing sympathy with Cuba and Hawaii; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 21, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, praying for the 
speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the petition of Rufus L. B. Clarke, 
a citizen of the United States, praying for the reception and ref- 
erence to the proper committee for consideration and report of the 

rotest presented by him against his removal as examiner in chief 
in the Patent Office. I move that the petition, with the accompa- 
nying brief, be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, 
N. J., praying that belligerent rights be granted to the Cuban 

triots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for a speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in 
their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, expressing to Congress and the President its 
hearty approval of the steps they are taking to preserve the na- 
tional dignity and honor in connection with the question of the 
Venezuelan boundary lines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 103, Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows, of Elyria, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be 
made to reimburse the Odd Fellows’ Hail Association for destruc- 
tion or loss of personal property at New Orleans, La., during the 
war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present house joint memorial 
No. 2, adopted at the eighteenth regular biennial session of the 
legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, praying for the early 
construction and control of the Nicaragua Canal by the Govern- 
ment. I ask that the memorial be read and that it lie on the table 
for the present. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

{House joint memorial No. 2.] 
To the Congress of the United States: 


Whereas the Pacific Coast, and particularly the State of Oregon, would be 
greatly benefited by the opening up, at the earliest possible date, of the Nica- 


einer iey : 
the people of the United States, and especially of the coast, have 
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shown much interest in the project, realizing the great benefits to be derived 
therefrom by shortening the route by sea from coast to coast: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, That by the 
showing made in the above-recited facts, such project should be under the 
control of the United States of America, and we therefore recommend that 
the same be constructed by this Government to be operated and owned exclu- 
sively by it. 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial, as soon as adopted, be presented to 
our Senator, who is now in Salem, and one each to our Senator and Repre- 
sentatives in Washington. 

Adopted by the house January 30, 1895, 

CHAS. B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House. 
Concurred in by the senate February 12, 1895. 
JOSEPH SIMON, 
President of the Senate, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Oregon: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., December 16, 1895. 

I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon, and custodian of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of house joint memorial No. 2, adopted at the eighteenth regular 
biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, has been 
by me compared with the original copy of the said house joint memorial No. 
2, now on file in this office, and that it isa true and correct transcript thereof, 
and the whole of said original house joint memorial No. 2. 

In testimony whereof | have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895, 

H. R. KINCAID, 


Secretary of State, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of the legisla- 
ture of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation reim- 
bursing volunteers who were called to assist the regular soldiers 
of the United States in the years 1855-56, when war was made 
upon the white settlers of the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington, and known locally as the Yakima and Rogue River wars, 
respectively; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as follows: 


[House joint memorial No. 6.] 


By the house of representatives of the legislative assembly of Oregon, the 
senate concurring. 


To the Congress of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, respectfully represent that during the years 1855 
and 1856 war was made upon the white settlers of the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington, which, though known locally as the Yakima and Rogue 
River wars, respectively, was in fact a collusive effort on the part of the na- 
tive race to exterminate the American settlers of the North Pacific Coast, 
during which volunteers were called out to assist the regular soldiers of 
the United States, and men and prepenty were furnished by the settlers 
of Oregon and Washington (as found by a commission appointed by act of 
Thirty-fourth Congress, chapter 129, section 11) to the aggregate amount of 
$6,011 459.36. 


That this sum,found due by the commission, consisting of Gen. Rufus 
Ingalls. United States Army, Capt. A. J. Smith, United States Army, and 
L. F. Grover, since governor of Oregon and United States Senator, was 


sealed down arbitrarily and unjustly by the Third Auditor of the United 
States Treasury the fuli difference between the prices of labor and property 
on the Pacific and Atlantic sides of the continent at that time to the scales of 
the latter, thus withholding the sum of $3.206,643.81 lawfully and justly due 
the people of Oregon and Washington for the services rendered and pri »yperty 
furnished. 

The following is section 4 of an act passed by the Oregon Territorial legis- 
lature at its session of 1855-56, fixing the rate of pay for the volunteers called 
for, showing the local valuation of the service and property: 

“Sec. 4. Whenever such volunteers are called and received into the service 
of the Territory by virtue of this act, each noncommissioned officer and pri- 
vate shall be entitled to receive $2 per day and rations, and $ per day 
for the use and risk of his horse and equipments, except for horses actually 
killed in action, unavoidably lost, or reported unfit for service and turned 
over to the quartermaster, in which case the owner shall receive the ap- 
praised value thereof. And all commissioned officers shall receive the same 

yay as officers of the same rank inthe Army of the United States: Provided 
That commissioned officers shall receive the same pay for use and risk of 
horses as noncommissioned officers.”’ 

The act of which the above is an extract, contained an emergency clause, 
and the men who responded to the call were mainly of the patriotic frontier 
class, to whom the wealth winners of the nation are much indebted. They 
are now nearing the end of life and only ask at your hands what was found 
to be justly due and arbitrarily and unjustly withheld. 

‘The men thus served are many of them old and needy and can therefore 
add necessity to their plea for justice. Moreover, they do not understand 
why, as soldiers, they are not as well entitled to pensions and land warrants 
for services rendered and risks incurred as any other soldier of the Republic. 

We would also submit that the soldiers who served in the Cayuse war of 
1847 and 1848 under the provisional government of Oregon should receive 
pension on the same basis as the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

In the preparation of a bill in accordance with the prayer of this memorial 
our delegation in Congress is respectively to make provision for the pay- 
ment of any sum of money that may be awarded by this act direct to each 
individual for whom it is intended by the issuance in each case of a ‘Treasury 
warrant payable to the order to each person above named or their assigns, 
said warrants to be forwarded to the treasurer of the State of Oregon, to be 
handed to such persons upon satisfactory proof that he or she is the person 
for whom the said warrant is intended. 

Whereas the sabject of the foregoing claim is preferred by men widely 
scattered and are therefore unable to present their claims as individualsin 
the Court of Claims; Therefore, 

Resolved, That our representatives in Congress be forwarded each a copy 
of this memorial and their earnest service in securing the justice herein 
prayed for. 

Adopted by the house January 30, 1895. 





CHAS. B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House, 
Concurred in by the senate January 31, 1895. 
JOSEPH SIMON, 
President cf the Senate. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Oregon: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., December 16, 1895. 
I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of 
the State of Oregon, and custodian of the seal of said State; that the fore- 
going transcript of house joint memorial No. 6, adopted at the eighteenth 
reguiar biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, 
has been by me compared with the original copy of the said house joint 
memorial No. 6, now on file in this office, and that it is a true and correct 
transcript thereof, and the whole of said original house joint memorial No. 6. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
geal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895. 
H. R. KINCAID, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a memorial of the legis- 
lative assembly of the State of Oregon, urging the Congress of 
the United States to place purchasers of even sections within the 
limits of forfeited nellvenh land grants upon an equality with other 

urchasers of such lands within the limits of said grants. I ask 
hat it be read and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Oregon if it would not 
be quite satisfactory to him to allow the memorial to be printed 
in the Recorp, instead of taking the time to read it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; 1 am entirely satisfied 
with that course. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


¢ Your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, hereby 
respectfully represent: 

Whereas the even sections of public lands within the limits of the Con- 

jonal land grants in aid of the construction of railroads were sold by the 

overnment at $2.50 an acre on account of the supposed increase of their value 

which would be caused by the construction of the roads in aid of which the 
grants were made; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has forfeited all of the unearned 

rtions of railrc land grants, has fixed the price of the forfeited odd sec- 

jons at $1.25 an acre, and has reduced the price of the even sections within 
aaid grants to $1.25 an acre, and the consideration to purchasers of said even 
sections for the increase of their price paid by them has failed; and 

Whereas simple justice demands that the Government should refund to 
purchasers of the even sections within the limits of all forfeited land grants 
who have paid the maximum price of $2.50 an acre $1.25 an acre of such pur- 
chase price: Therefore, 

Resoived, That gear memorialists urge the Con of the United States 
to place said purchasers of even sections within the limits of forfeited rail- 
road land grants upon an equality with other parehenere of lands within the 
limits of said grants and to pass the Dolph bill, which has been favorably 
reported from the Senate Committee on Public Lands and is now upon the 
Omendar of the Senate, providing for the repayment to such purchasers of 
even sections of $1.25 an acre. 

Passed by the senate February 2, 1895. 

JOSEPH SIMON, 
President of the Senate. 


CHAS. B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed by the house February 4, 1895. 


Unirep States or America, State of Oregon; 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., December 16, 1895. 


I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon. and custodian of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of senate joint memorial No. 5, adopted at the eighteenth regular 
biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, has n 
by me Sommparen with the original copy of the said senate joint memorial No. 
5, now on file in this office, and that it is a true and correct transcript thereof, 
and the whole of said original senate joint memorial No. 5. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol,at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895. 

H. R. KINCAID 
Secretary of Slate. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of the legis- 
lature of Oregon, urging the enactment of legislation granting a 
yension to Mrs. Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late Dr. Wil- 
iam ©, McKay, of Portland, Oreg.; which was referred to the 
sommittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 
{Senate joint memorial No. 2.] 

Memorial to the Congress of the United States praying for the passage of 
an act of Vongress granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Pendleton, Oreg.: 

Whereas Dr: William C. McKay, late of Pendleton, Oreg., was in 1851 instru- 
mental in securing the surrender of the Indian murderers of Dr. Whitman; 


and 

Whereas at the trial of said murderers at Oregon City the Indian chiefs 

resent incited Dr. McKay to establish a eding pom in their country, which 

© did, near the site of the present city of Pendleton, Oregon, and said post 
became a rendezvous of traders and travelers and was a powerful factor in 
restraining the restless tribes of the Northwest; and 

Whereas in June, 1855, Dr. McKay was secretary in behalf of the United 
States at the great Wallawalla Council called by Gen. L. I. Stevens, Gen. Joe 
cuper. one others, and was instrumental in securing a cession of Indian 

Os; anc 

Whereas in the autumn of 1855 the sudden influx of whites into the Indian 
eountry brought on a war, in which the Indians singled out Dr. McKay as a 
scone object for their revenge and totally destroyed his post and propery; 
ene 

Whereas Dr. McKay was a prominent scout in the war of 1855-56 and his 
services were of oprenordinas? value to the commanding generals, who were 
enacquainted with Indian methods of warfare; and 

Whereas in the fall of 1856 Dr. McKay acted as a guide for the expeditions 
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of Generals Wright and Steptoe, and it was at his suggestion that the site for 
Fort Wallawalla was selected and a garrison established there; and 

Whereas in 1866 the Snakes began to commit depredations, massacreing 
settlers and cutting off supply trains, and by act of the Oregon legislature 
Dr. McKay was asked to organize a company of Warm Spring Indian scouts 
to take the field against the hostile Snakes, which he did, and the Doctor and 
his saan were sworn into the United States service in October, 1866, en- 
tering the field in midwinter. In one year’s time the Snakes and Pi-Utes sued 
for peace, openly attributing their defeat to McKay and his scouts. The 
amount of life and pesperty saved to the whites by the Doctor's heroism in 
this hazardous campaign is beyond estimate; and 

Whereas the Doctor did during his lifetime try to secure compensation for 
his losses, but enqucstnernny and 

Whereas though of mixed blood, he was always a friend and helper to the 
whites; and 

Whereas Margaret C. McKay, the widow of said William C. McKay, is a 
“ee in old age and straitened circumstances; 

Yherefore, in view of these many and valuable services to early Oregon 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Oregon (the house of representatives 
concurring), That our Representatives and Senators in Congress be, and they 
are hereby, requested to exert their influence to secure the passage by Con- 

ess of an act granting a suitable and adequate pension to said Margaret 0, 

cKay, widow of said William C. McKay. 

Adopted by the senate January 29, 1895. 

JOSEPH SIMON, 
President of the Senate, 


Concurred in by the house February 8, 1895. 
CHAS. B. MOORES, 
Speaker of the House, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Oregon: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., December 16, 1895. 
I, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that Iam the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon, and custodian of the seal of said State; that the foregoing 
transcript of senate joint memorial No.2 adopted at the eighteenth regular 
biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon has been 
by me compared with the original copy of the said senate joint memorial No, 
2 now on file in this office, and that it is a true and correct transcript thereof, 
and the whole of said original senate joint memorial No. 2. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895, 
H. R. KINCAID, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of the legisla- 
tive assembly of the State of Oregon, praying that Congress reim- 
burse the Port of Portland in the full sum or the amount expended 
by that port in sone Sete improvements; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[Senate joint memorial No. 1.] 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Whereas by an act of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, filed 
in the office of the secretary of state February 16, 1891, a corporation known 
as the Port of Portland was created embracing within its limits certain 
portions of Multnomah County; and 

Whereas the object of the creation of said corporation was to improve the 
Willamette River at the cities of Portland, East Portland,and Albina (now 
consolidated and embraced within the city of Portland, Multnomah County, 
Oreg.) and the Willamette and Columbia rivers between said cities and the 
sea, so that there should be made and permanently maintained in said Willa- 
mette and Columbia rivers from said cities to the sea a ship channel of good 
and sufficient depth at all points at mean low water; and 

Whereas said act incorporating said Port of Portland provides for the issu- 
ance of $500,000 in bonds or notes for a certain term of years, said bonds to 
bear interest at the rate of 5 "ong cent per annum, payable semiannually all 
in United States gold coin; an 

Whereas said act gives said corporation the authority to assess and collect 
taxes on all property within its boundaries which is by law taxable for State 
and county purposes at a certain specified rate sufficient to pay the interest 
on said bonds and to provide a sinking fund for the redemption of the same; 


an 
Whereas the said ne so created was organized and commissioners 
e 


appointed to exercise powers conferred upon it; and 
hereas since the creation and organization of said Port of Portland the 
said corporation has realized $310,000 from the sale of the bonds author- 
ized by said act, which said money has been expended in the improvement 
of the said Willamette and Columbia rivers under the supervision of the 
officers of the United States Government and which said sum the said Port 
of Portland commission is now obligated to pay, and 

Whereas $37,729.77 has been paid by said Port of Portland in interest on 
said bonds; and 

Whereas the said sum, to wit, $310,000, has been expended in the improve- 
ment of said rivers by dredging and constructing permanent dikes beyond 
the limits of the said district embraced within the limits of said corporation; 


and 

Whereas the remaining portion of said money has been expended in the 
necessary improvement of said rivers and the harbors thereof; and 

Whereas the money so expended by said corporation inures to the benefit 
of the State of Oregon and the country at large and the improvements ac- 
complished thereby are of a nature generally and properly undertaken by 
the General Government: Therefore, i 

Be it resolved by the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, That Con- 
gress be requested to reimburse the Port of Portland in the full sum of the 
amount expended by said Port of Portland in peonieg he improvements 
aforesaid, and in paying interest on the bonds heretofore issued for such 
purpose, and that provision be made by the General Government for the pay- 
ment of the interest yet to accrue on said bonds now outstanding. 

Be it further resolved, That the Government of the United States assumo 
full charge of the work heretofore completed and now being performed by 
said Port of Portland, and provide for the maintenance of the same. 

Passed by the senate January 26, 1895. 

JOSEPH SIMON, 


President of the Senate. 


b 25, 1 
Passed by the house January 25, 1895, CHAS. B. MOORES. 
Speaker of the House. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Oregon: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Salem, Oreg., December 16, 1895. 


1, H. R. Kincaid, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon,and custodian of the seal of said State; that the forego- 
ing transcript of senate joint memorial No. 1 adopted at_the eighteenth 
regular biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon 
has been by me compared with the original copy of the said senate joint 
memorial No. 1, now on file in this office, and that it is a true and correct 
transcript thereof and the whole of said original senate joint memorial No. 1. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
oe Sa ioe itor at Bal xm, Oreg., this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895 

Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., y y Cece ATE. 895. 

Secrétary of State. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Oregon, praying that certain lands now included in the 
Cascade Forest Reservation in that State be released from the 
effect of the proclamation of the President of September 28, 1893, 
and that oni lands be thrown open to settlement; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a resolution adopted at a stated meet- 
ing of the Washington Commandery of the Military Order of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States held at Seattle, Wash., on the 
20th of November. Iask that this resolution, whichisin the form 
of a memorial to Congress, be read at the desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that a memorial of citizens or of a legislative 
assembly? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is a memorial of the Loyal Legion of the 
State of Washington, and is very brief. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to its reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask that the memorial be printed in the 
RECORD, since objection is made to its reading. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am constrained to object to it. Memorials 
and resolutions of legislative assemblies have a right to be either 
read or ordered printed in the RecorD, but the memorials of pri- 
vate citizens can not be printed in the REcorD or read at the desk 
except by the unanimous consent of the Senate. Iam constrained 
to object to filling up the REcorD with various memorials. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I beg to state that this is not a memorial from 
private citizens, but it is from an organized body of officers and 
ex-officers of the Army constituting the Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion of Washington. In this memorial it is set forth that the 
Commandery of Washington of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, in recognition of the conspicuous 
ability and distinguished services to the nation during the late 
war for the preservation of the Union of Maj. Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles, now in command of our national armies, and in further 
recognition of the loyalty and valor displayed by the volunteer 
forces of the Union cause during that war, of which General Miles 
was and is an eminent representative, earnestly recommends to 
the Congress of the United States the revival of the grade of 
Lieutenant-General of the Army, to continue at least during the 
present incumbency of the Army commandership. 

I think as a matter of respect tothat body it should be published 
in the RecorD in the form in which it is stated by the com- 
mandery—but the exact form is not important. 

Mr.HARRIS. Itisamemorial of a classof citizens, but citizens 
still. My objection will stand. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Imovethatthe memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Friday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 420) for the purchase of the oil portrait of 
pee a Madison by E. F. Andrews, reported it without amend- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1160) for the nae of 
the statue of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1161) for the relief of Joseph T. 
Vincent; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying ey referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1162) making 
an appropriation for the pure of Fairbanks & Co.’s Infallible 
American gold and silver coin scale and counterfeit-coin detector 
for use in the post-offices throughout the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1163) for the relief of Charles 
T. Trowbridge, George D. Walker, and John A, Trowbridge 
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which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to 
Aaron B. Page; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1165) granting a pension to Robert 
N. Pollock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1166) for the relief of Dorence 
Atwater; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr.PLATT. I desire to say with reference to the bill, that the 
legislature of the State of Connecticut passed a resolution asking 
its Senators to endeavor to secure the passage of such a bill as I 
have now introduced. I think the resolution was presented by 
my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY]. If not, I shall present it hereafter, 
that it may be referred to the committee to accompany the bill. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the Ber- 
dan Firearms Manufacturing Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1168) for the relief of the heirs of 
Erskine S. Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Com- 
pany, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1169) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War toissue Springfield rifles toeach State and Territory 
for the National Guard thereof in exchansre for other rifles now 
held; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lest evenso small a bill should add to the idi- 
otic war scare, I wish to state that this is merely a matter of cur- 
rent business. In some Statesthe National Guard have rifles that 
are antiquated, that are no longer manufactured, and for which 
they can not obtain spare parts for repairs. The Government has 
adopted the Krag-Jorgensen gun, and there is now a large collec- 
tion of Springfield rifles on hand. The National Guard in some 
States wish to bringin their old useless Peabodys or other arms 
and have Springfield rifies issued to them instead. Itisa privilege 
they have tried to get for several years, and the Ordnance Bureau 
now asks for clear legal authority to grant it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And it.is to cost the Government 
nothing? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nothing except the cost of the Springfield 
rifles, minus the value of the old rifles that are turnedin. I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S.1170) for the relief of Mor- 
gan Everts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1171) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Hannibal S. Soule; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1173) to increase the pension 
of James McCormick, of Vancouver, State of Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S.1174) for the relief of J. A, 
Towle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S.1175) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to appoint an examining board of medical officers of 
the United States Army, for the purpose of examining officers 
upon the retired list who may have made application for restora- 
tion to active service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S.1176) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River, between the State of Oregon and the State of 
Washington, and to establish it as a post road; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S.1177) to pay S. W. 
Peel for services rendered ‘‘ Old Settler” Cherokees; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael 
Seguro, of Iberia Parish, La., the right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to certain lands in said parish of Iberia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 


MERCHANT MARINE SERVICE AND NAVAL RESERVE. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1172) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the mer- 
chant-marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the 
efficiency of the Naval Reserve; which was read twice by its title. 
UIRE: Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in 


Mr. 
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reference to the bill before moving that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. President, this bill is in furtherance of justice toward the 
American merchant marine service. Engineers residing in vari- 
ous parts of the country,some of them, I am informed, in my 
own State and city, have had the renewal of their licenses to 
be engineers refused by the local boards under circumstances 
that savor strongly of rank injustice and favoritism. Thus it 
would appear that these men have been unjustly deprived of their 
means of livelihood. 

It is one of the objects of this bill to put a stop to this injustice 
and furthermore to build up a still greater degree of efficiency 
among these important servants of commerce. 

Mr. President, still another most important feature of the bill 
is to increase the efficiency of our Naval Reserve. When, a few 
years ago, a bill was passed granting, under certain conditions, a 
subsidy to American steamers for carrying the mails to foreign 
countries, there was a stipulation in that bill that these ships 
should be “ officered by American citizens.” When this bill was 
passed I am sure that it was the belief of every Senator that this 
meant that, in all parts of the ship upon which her movements 
and her navigation depended, the responsible men in char; rall 
them what you will—should be American citizens. When the 
steamers of the American line were accorded the privilege of car- 
rying the American flag, and thus taking advantage of the provi- 
sions of the postal subsidy act, the managers of this great line of 
steamers openly and successfully contended that the provisions 
regarding citizenship did not apply to the engineers, because, for- 
sooth, in the eyes of the people who controi this great line, an 
engineer was not an ‘‘officer;” and so it goes to-day. The ships 
which we are annually paying & large subsidy for carrying the 
mails, under the supposition that they are officered by American 
citizens, actually have only afew real American citizens on board. 
The rest are foreigners upon whom we could not count in an 
emergency; men who have no interest in the ships save that which 
comes from their —— in time of peace. And thus is lost 
to us the very thing for which we are paying a subsidy—the build- 
ing up of an American merchant marine and the officering and 
manning of these ships by truly American citizens, so that in the 
event of the services of these steamers being required by the Gov- 
ernment in case of war with a foreign government, they would 
be in a condition to at once be p into service. As itis now, 
the ships of the American line are officered in their engine rooms 
rent a few 
days ago, when the papers gave an account of a sad catastrophe 
on the American liner St. Paul, where most of the engineers 
are not citizens of this country. 

When this bill comes up for discussion I shall have something 
more to say on the subject, and shall endeavor to ascertain why 
it is that we are paying a subsidy to the steamers of this line for 
an ocean § which I have heard stated they have never yet 
maintained in a voyage across the Atlantic—to a line which ap- 
— to be American only in name, and which for its own greed 

as seen fit to cry out to the civilized world that the engineers of 
their steamships are not “ officers,” and that therefore they need 
not be American citizens, a contention as humiliating as it is un- 
American. If the steamship companies which are getting subsi- 
dies from the Government do not consider their engineers officers 
I want Congress to make them officers in the eyes of the law, so 
that in case of trouble with any country requiring the services of 
these steamers to supplement those of the Navy, we shall have 
them already with their officers and crew as the act contemplated, 
and not as they now are, olficered in their engine rooms by for- 
eigners. Another thing which I want to see enacted into law is 
that these men shall be bona fide American citizens, and not 
merely men who have taken out their first papers and who may 
have no intention of going further in that direction. 

I believe that wherever and under whatever circumstances 
Americans have served, they have acquitted themselves most 
creditably, and I can not believe that the engine rooms of these 
big steamers are such mysterious places that the American marine 
—- would be a stranger there. 

Our American engineers are serving creditably on vessels en- 
gaged in Oriental commerce and along the shores of Asia. I claim 
that they are equal to the Scotch or any other engineers. They 
get the best pay and perform as good service asany. Our country 
can depend upon them in its commerce in time of peace, and can 
depend upon them, if need be, in time of war. 

As I said before, I shall have more to say on this subject when 
the bill is reported from the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Orgad, Fut the rs in the case of Philip Hawk be withdrawn from 
the files Eales ctaltlen tacntaaaticatiodae 


almost entirely - foreigners, and this fact was ap 


DECEMBER 24, 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the adoption of the resolution J 
send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 600 copies of the annual report of the Secretary of the 


Treasury on the state of the finances for the year 1895, without a dices 
be printed for the immediate use of the Senate. . ppendices, 


Mr. COCKRELL. It will take probably three or four weeks 
anyway before the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
the accompanying documents, can be printed, and this is simp] y 
a resolution to provide for printing 600 copies of the report proper. 

Mr. PLATT. Does not the new printing act provide for the 
printing of reports proper, so that they can be laid before the 
Senate and House? know we have had great difficulty in get- 
ting the —— of heads of Departments here because they were 
not printed for weeks and sometimes months. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there is any such provision. 

Mr, PLATT. If that be not the law now, certainly such action 
ought to be taken not only with reference to this report, but with 
reference to the reports of other heads of Departments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send to the Senate any 
information in au peeneemen with reference to the continued improvement 
of the Columbia River between the mouth of the Willamette River and the 
city of Vancouver. 


PAN-AMERICAN UNION, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas recent events have shown that European nations are making an 
cqgpetave attempt to obtain a greater foothold on the American Continent; 
an 

Whereas such an attempt shows the necessity of a closer union of the 
American Republics: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States of 
America should, as speedily as possible, invite all American Republics to enter 
into a closer union, to be known as the Pan-American Union, for the purpose 
of promoting the general, industrial, and commercial welfare of the members 
thereof, and secure respective Republicsfrom European or other foreign 
encr ent. Such union should be made of lasting benefit to the people 
of the several Republics forming it and a unit of value should be established 
and maintained therein, which shall bea full legal tender and circulate freely 
between the various Republics and the people thereof. 


CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CALL. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask that it be printed and lie over under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be char; with the duty of investigating 
the subject of the efforts of corporations in the State of Florida, or of the 
president and directors thereof, to control the election of members of Con- 
gress from the State of Florida, or to influence the legislation of Congress; 
also to investigate and report to the Senate whether corrupt means, bribery, 
or free transportation have been or are being used to influence such elections 
in the State of Florida; also to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
use of such influences or means is consistent with the preservation of the Re- 
public of the United States and the — and liberties of the people, and to 
report a bill for the prevention of such practices. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule and be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AFFAIRS, 


Mr. CALL. I havea resolution in my hand, sent to me by the 
Knights of Labor, with a request that I shall present it. I ask 
re submit the resolution, and that it lie on the table and be 
printed. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, directed to furnish, as soon as practicable, for the information of the 
Senate, a statement oe 

First. The names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations in the 
limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown which are partially or 
wholly unpaved, and the total length thereof so unpaved; also the length 
thereof unsewered; also the len thereof without water mains, together 
with the estimated cost of full proving the same. a 

Second. Anestimate of thefullamount required tocarry out the provisions 
of the act of March 2, 1893, to provide a permanent system of highways in the 
District of Columbia outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown; 
the total number of feet of land in streets, avenues, and reservations required 
to be condemned in each subdivision or piece of land and the value of the 
same; thenumber and estimated value of buildings required to be condemned 
eS provisions of said act in such districts as are prepared by the 

rs of the District of Columbia; the total number of feet of land 

in streets, avenues, etc., in each subdivision or piece of land that will be 
aband and the amount and nature of improvements of such streets, ave- 
nues, etc., the amount of said improvements at public and private expense. 
an estimate of the cost of fully improvin id streets, avenues, and res- 
ervations by grading, paving, sewering, and laying water mains, building 
culverts, etc., in su avenues, and reservations as are to be 

by the provisions of said highway act. Anestimate of the value of 








1895. 
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roperty held by the United States. 
Pete held in the county, outside of Washington and Georgetown. 

Third. A statement showing the amount of taxes collected in the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown and the county, respectively, by years, from 
1878 to 1804, both inclusive, and in like manner the amount expended in each 
of said sections by the District of Columbia for the same period. 

Fourth. The amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia applied 
by the Treasurer of the United States to liquidate any undue debt of the 
District of Columbia to the United States or other parties from 1878 to 1895 
and from what fund taken and to what debt applied, and if any of such rev- 
enue has been refunded and the amount and time of such refunding; an esti- 
mate of the amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia that will 
remain above the appropriation asked for at the end of the years 1895 and 
1896. 


and the assessed value of private prop- 


REMOVAL OF MILITARY DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I introduced the other day a bill in 
reference to the employment of officersin the Army of the United 
States. The title of the bill is ‘A bill (S. 1034) to repeal section 
1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by 
chapter 416 of the laws of 1884,” the provision which I desire to 
have repealed having been incorporated into the statutes and then 
afterwards amended. 
bill, nor did I place in the bill itself a copy of the section proposed 
to be repealed. I desire to call up that bill now and supply those 
two defects by offering the bill I send to the desk as a substitute, 
which simply changes the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to repeal sec- 
tion 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended 
by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, relating to appointment of officers 
in the Army or Navy of the United States.” hen I desire to incor- 
porate in the bill itself a copy of the section referred to which is 
proposed to be repealed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say a word about the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Let the bill I have now introduced be first read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The bill (S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, 
relating to appointment of officers in the Army or Navy of the 
United States, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should vote for a bill accomplishing the 
object which the Senator desires, to remove the discrimination 
which has been made against those who were engaged in the Con- 
federate service during the war. The time has for such 
discrimination. I think it ought to be repealed, but I think it 
would come with much more effect and in much better form and 
manner to have the bill referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and let that committee report it to the Senate in the regu- 
lar way. Thatis my opinion. The Senate can pass a bill of this 
kind, if it chooses, without a reference; but it does seem to me 
that the ordinary formal way is the better way, especially in a 
case like this, where a stigma is sought to be removed from a 
great mass of people. 

Mr. HILL. The bill is unusual in its character, it is true, be- 
cause the law now existing is itself unusual, and I thought the 
bill might be permitted totake an unusual course. There is noth- 
ing in it requiring special consideration by any committee. It is 
a simple proposition, which is to take from the statute books the 
old proscriptive statute which forbids the employment in the 
Army of the United States of those who formerly held commis- 
sions in that Army and who subsequently joined the Confederate 
army. I thought that it would bea good thing just before Christ- 
mas to give this present to the old Confederates. Iconsulted with 
several members of the Military Committee, all of whom seemed 
to favor the proposition. 

The objection made the other day was simply to the form of the 
bill, that there was not recited in its title or in the bill itself the 
statute proposed to be repealed. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I have some recollection of this proscriptive stat- 
ute on a former occasion in the Senate of the United States, but I 
do not now recollect whether the prohibition of certain citizens 
from fighting in the armies of the United States applied only to 
those who had formerly been officers in the Army of the United 
States and had resigned their commissions and taken service in 
the Confederate cause or to all who held commissions from the 


Confederate States. Iam asking for information. 
Mr. HILL. The present law only applies to those who held 


formerly commissions in the Army of the United States and sub- 
sequently joined the Confederate army, the previous general re- 
striction having been changed in 1884; and now my proposition is 
simply to wipe out the remaining restriction. : 

r. COCKRELL. How old were those men in 1861 who held 
commissions in the United States Army and went into the Con- 
federate army? 

Mr. HILL. They were young lieutenants, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They must have been over 21 years of age. 

Mr. HILL. gage es they were. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And this was thirty-four years ago. That 
would make them at least 55 years of if they were only 21 
years old at that time, and, as su by the Senator from 





I did not recite in the title the object of the | 


— [Mr. MILLs], a great many of them were 25, 30, and 40 years 
old, 

Mr. HILL, Then that objection would only restrict the num- 
ber to which the statute would apply. 

I have received numerous letters from various parts of the 
South saying that their people approved this bill, and would 
regard it as a most generous act on the part of Congress to pass 
it. LIreceived this morning a copy of resolutions passed by the 


Virginia house of delegates upon this very question, expressing 
the hope that such a bill may pass. 

It is a simple proposition. It requires no deliberation. I con- 
cede the general propriety of the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer all bills about which there is any 
question to committees. The Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLATT], who objected to the immediate consideration of the bill 


the other day, is entirely satisfied, as I understand, with the propo- 
sition in its presenti form, and [hope the Senator from Ohio in this 
one instance may be willing to depart from the usual order and 
allow the bill to be nowconsidered and passed as a Christmas pres- 
ent to these old officers. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, when this bill wasintroduced 
a few days ago by the honorable Senator from New York I con- 
curred with the Senator from Connecticut in thinking it had 
better lie over a day, especially as it needed an amendment in 
the matter of form, which amendment has now been made by the 
Senator from New York, so that the bill is in accord with the 
views of the Senator from Connecticut as to its propriety in that 
respect. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are two Senators from Connecticut, 
and the Senator, I suppose, refers to my colleague. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I refer to the Senator from Connecticut 
who sits near me [Mr. PLaTT]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I mention that because he was the one who 
made the objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was the Senator from Connecticut who 
sits near me who made the suggestion. It would have satisfied 
me quite as well if this bill had been referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and reported from that committee; but now 
that it is before the Senate, it seems to me it ought to be passed, 
and it ought to be passed to-day. It is simple in its character. 
Whatever disabilities there were upon citizens who, having held 
commissions in the Union Army, afterwards aided in the war of 
secession, have been removed. This bill proposes a simple repeal 
of whatever disabilities there are upon the statute book, and from 
the time of this repeal the old Confederate soldiers and oflicers 
will stand, with no disability upon them whatever, the equals in 
all respects before national law of Union soldiers and citizens 
who adhered to the Union cause. 

Mr. President, thirty years having elapsed since the close of the 
war, there is no reason for keeping the disability provision upon 
the statute books; there is abundant reason for removing it there- 
from, and as we the other day, unanimously, without distinction 
of political party, came to the support of a Democratic President 
when he announced national principles in reference to foreign 
affairs, so 1 hope that to-day, without delay, without criticism, 
without amendment, and freely and generously, this bill may be 
passed by the affirmative voice of every Senator in this Chamber. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, ordinarily I should be in accord 
with the Senator from New York in his motion to consider at once 
the proposition to repeal this provision of the statutes, which it is 
high time should be effaced from the face of the statute book of 
this country; but I am inclined to think that the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that this proposition should go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs is a proper one, because I 
have been in the Senate long enough to remember with some dis- 
tinctness that a few years ago, when the proposition was made in 
the way of an amendment to a bill reported from the Committee 
on Miltary Affairs by its then distinguished chairman, Senator 
Logan, of Illinois, to repeal this provision, although the general 
sentiment on this side of the Chamber was to acquiesce in the in- 
crease of the Regular Army, which was proposed by that bill, that 
amendment was voted down with a degree of unanimity on the 
other side of the Chamber which was somewhat surprising to me 
then, as I was new in the Senate. That brought about the defeat 
of what I then thought was a very wise proposition for the increase 
of the Regular Army. Therefore I think that this bill perhaps 
had better go to the committee,in order that we may find out 
whether that sentiment still continues in the Senate, or whether 
a sentiment that so emphatically disapproved the removal of this 
prohibition in the “‘ piping times of peace” has been reversed in 
these more warlike times. At all events, it seems to me that, 
without some evidence that there has been some real change of 
sentiment and heart in that direction, we had better have the de- 
liberation of a committee upon the bill, so that sentiment may 
have a chance to be heard. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am not exactly satisfied with 
the temper displayed here by a noncombatant. There wasa great 
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deal of ‘unanimity of feeling” on both sides of Appomattox and 
Gettysburg and other pase but that was some time ago, and a 
dozen years ago we had probably not got over all our feeling on 
that subject. Neither was this statute proscriptive. It wasa per- 
fectly just law at the time it was originally passed. I personally 
know many of the men to be affected by this bill and have noth- 
ing to say against their personal honor. I hold for many of them 
a very warm personal affection; but a government that respected 
itself could not, upon the close of a terrible war like that, take 
into its Regular Army men who were educated at the expense 
of the Government to be our champions in defense of the country, 
but after serving for a time in honorable and high places went off 
almost in the night, some of them, to engage in the great rebellion. 
The country simply said that no person who had served in any 
capacity in that war should hold an office, etc. That was in 1866. 
Some years after that, in 1884, the statute was modified. That I 
may be precise in my statements I will read the statutes. The act 
of July 20, 1866, said: 

Sno. 1218. No person who has served in any capacity in the military, naval, 
or civil service of the so-called Confederate States, or of either of the States 


in insurrection during the late rebellion, shall be appointed to any position 
in the Army of the United States. 


That was when there were hundreds of thousands of men who 
had just laid down their arms—compelled to do so by superior 
force. It was one of the reasonable things done at that time. 

Before that statute was passed we were in the habit of freely 
enlisting into the Regular Army as a men who had not got 
cold in their desertion from the Confederate ranks. I know it, be- 
cause I forwarded some men from the line who came about 800 
yards and joined us, and in some cases were exceedingly anxious 
to go into our Army, making only one condition, that they should 
be sent out to the plains, so that they should not be captured in 
the South and be hanged. There was no objection in our laws to 
taking them to help put down the rebellion. These were private 
soldiers, and after the war and after the passage of the aforesaid 
statute they could not have been enlisted. 

But in 1884 the statute was modified to read in this way: 

No person who held a commission in the Army or Navy of the United 
Btates at the beginning of the late rebellion and afterwards served in any 
capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate 


States, or of either of the States in insurrection du the late rebellion, 
shal! be appointed to any position in the Army or Navy of the United States. 


That excluded only officers who were graduates of West Point 
and Annapolis before the war and held office in the Regular Army. 
The time has passed—— 

Mr. FRYE. The statute of 1884 repealed the former law? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, distinctly. Itis entitled ‘‘An act amend- 
ing the Revised Statutes of the United States in respect of official 
oaths, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HILL. “So as to read as follows”—taking the place of the 
other statute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘Soas to read a 
of the sections. There were one, t 
this amendatory act. Ihave read th , that confines the 

rohibition to United States ex army . y Officers who went 

nto the rebellion. The Senator from Dei. ware says that a propo- 
sition to remove the disability came before us some years ago and 
was rejected, all the Republican Senators so voting. 

Mr. GRAY. What year was that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not remember when it came up. 

Mr. GRAY. 1887 or 1889? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It certainly did not hurt my feelings very 
much or I should have remembered something about the occasion. 
Probably our people thought it was a littie early to be taking off 
all marks of disapproval of the rebellion. By and by somebody 
will want to strike the word ‘ rebellion” out of the Constitution of 
the United States. There is such a thing as going too far in this 
matter. But as for pardoning, and removing of this restriction, 
or yrs that these old fellows who went from West Point or An- 
napolis into the rebellion may fight now if they can, I have not the 
slightest objection; for, so far as I know, they would all fight for 
the flag if they could. If there be any man who is still so sore 
that he would not do so under any circumstances, may the Lord 
*send him repentance and a better mind.” 

I think the formal, forceful way to do things of this character is 
to do them in response to a committee report; but I am not par- 
ticular eo about that to make an objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire in this connection, Mr. President, to ask 
that there may be associated with this bill—if it shall be referred, 
and if not, that it lie on the table—a resolution adopted by the 
house of delegates and the senate of Virginia indorsing the mes- 
sage of the President, and also expressing “ the wish that the stat- 
ute pares that no person who held a commission in the Army 
or Navy of the United States at the beginning of the late war be- 
tween the States and who afterwards served in any ca’ = the 
military, naval, or civil service of the Confederate S be 
appointed to any position in the Army or Navy of the United 


‘and that was one 
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States, should be repealed,” and heartily indorsing the bill offered 
for that purpose. 

I beg leave to say in this connection that I have heard with 
gratification the sentiments expressed by the Senators who have 


approved of the passage of this bill at this time. have for suc- 
cessive years, as a member of the Senate, taken the liberty to intro- 
duce a bill of like import, and I have regretted that it has not 
received the early attention and action of the committee of this 
body to which it been referred and of this body. 

I beg leave further to say that those of us who am the honor 
to represent portions of the South in this body and those of us 
who were in the Confederate army have never realized the neces- 
sity or expediency of any such statute upon the statute books of 
this nation. When we were soldiers of the Confederate States, 
we were its soldiers and loyal to it. When the Confederate sol- 
diers laid down their arms, they laid them down and were done 
with fighting; and it has been their desire ever since to obliterate 
the disagreeable memories of the war and that we should be in 
act as we are in fact one people with a common country. 

I shall make no disagreeable allusions on this occasion, for I do 
not feel the sentiments which might inspire them, if they still 
lurk in other breasts; but I hope I may be indulged to say that as 
to the West Pointers and Annapolis men,I have never seen that 
any difference existed between them and any others who took up 
arms for the Confederate States. The basisupon which all classes 
in the South took up arms to defend its cause in the late fratri- 
cidal war was that their loyalty was due to the States which sum- 
moned them into service, and that principle comprehended the 
men who had been educated at one place as well as at another. 

Besides, sir, it is not to be forgotten that if young men of the 
South were educated at Annapolis and at West Point their States 
contributed to this Government the means which supplied the funds 
for their education proportionately with all other States of the 
Union who educated their sons in like manner, and at the end of 
the ar, ent the fact existed that the community to whom the 
West Pointers and others gave their services themselves supplied 
the means of those services according to the Constitution and laws 
of the country, which distributed taxation proportionately and 
justly upon all sections. 

I say thus much, sir, simply to call attention to that fact; but it 
is hardly necessary to go into the minutia and detail of arguments 
which have applied to former times and to former conditions, 
‘*All’s well that ends well,” and if this matter shall end in induc- 
ing a more patriotic and friendly sentiment, North and South, 
East and West, it will have accomplished a good purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire now to submit the motion to refer 
the bill introduced by the Senator from New York to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

I look upon this simply as a form, a manner of doing a gracious 
and proper thing. ter this long period of time I shall not even 
stop to debate the proprieties of the measure, but I prefer to have 
the bill referred to the committee in the ordinary way, rather than 
to have it brought in in an unusual way and sought to be put 
upon its passage without even having been read. I think it will 
be much more pleasant to the people who will be affected by the 
bill if, upon the proposition submitted by the honorable Senator 
from New York, we should have a report by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], who was himself a distinguished 
Confederate soldier and who is chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, andin the ordinary course of business that would 
be done. Why we should make any difference in our mode of 
procedure I can not see. I wish to vote for the bill, but I wish 
to see it take its re; r course in the progress of our business. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I am inclined to think with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that it would add weight 
to the measure if it should be referred to and regularly reported 
back by the Committee on Military Affairs. Having said that, I 
desire to state that I am ready to vote for a measure of this kind 
in any form. I attach no great importance to it now except as an 
expression. It is an expression of nationality, of brotherhood, of 
total reconciliation, and the last process of healing all that has 


P . 

In rising, however, I desired more than anything else to call the 
attention of the Senate and of the country toa few points of history 
which perhaps have been overlooked, to show how little the men 
of the South who went into the Confederate army have been dis- 
trusted by this Government, and how much of pretense there is 
in the legislation which has been read to us and in the statement 
that we have feared to — them. I desire to call attention to 
the fact that long years e Senate of the United States, when 
very strongly isan—I say it with great r t—confirmed 
General Longstreet as collector of the port of New Orleans—a 
West Point man, a hard fighter, and a Confederate soldier. No- 
body was afraid and no y. got hurt. It may be answered that 
that was a civil office, but I belong to the school of men who_be- 
lieve that a man who is fit to hold a civil office can be trusted in 
any office, can be trusted in a military office, 
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Mr. GRAY. And can be trusted to fight for his country. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And can be trusted to fight for his country. 
I have never for a moment, and the world has never for a moment 
believed that those men would be false to the Government under 
any circumstances from the time they surrendered in good faith 
at Appomattox. I do not believe there is a Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber who in his heart entertains any such feeling. 

We confirmed here that great military leader, second only to 
Lee on the Southern side, Joseph E. Johnston, as Commissioner 
of the great Pacific railroad system. We have confirmed in the 
Senate within the last two or three years, or less than that, I 
believe, a gentleman who is in my mind. He was a West Point 
cadet, a West Point graduate, and in the Army, though very 

young, and went to the other side and fought all the way through. 
obody has ever impugned his honor. 

I remember General Maury, who was an officer of the old Army. 
I was reading his book the other day when I was down at Hot 
Springs, and a most charming book itis. It details the frontier 
history of the army movements when he was with it, and then 
continuanda in the shape of history gives an account of proceed- 
ings while he was in the Confederate army. We confirmed him 
to some foreign mission. I do not now recall what it was, but I 
think it was one of the South American missions. I have no 
doubt that if I took a little more time I could recall a dozen in- 
stances within the last thirty years where West Pointers in the 
Regular Army, who went into the Confederate army, have been 
confirmed by this body. Theinstances I have mentioned occurred 
to me as I sat in my seat, and I do not speak of them to reproach 
anybody. On the contrary, it has been highly creditable— 
creditable to this body, creditable to the manhood of the United 
States, creditable to American sentiment everywhere. 

The law on the statute books hasbeen adead letter. If the serv- 
ices of those men had been needed in military affairs the law would 
have vanished. Their services are not needed now, and they never 
will beneeded. Themenare beingmustered out. I suppose there 
are not fifteen living onthe shores of time. Theyare going. Itis 
a pleasant thingtodo. Let us bid them good-bye inthis way, and 
say to them that the last vestige of a prejudice—no, it was not 
born of that, either, it was a pretense of distrust that never ex- 
isted, and the record of this body shows it—is removed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it is perhaps proper that I should 
say a word with reference to the objection I interposed the other 
day when the bill was first introduced. A bill was introduced by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. H111] repealing section 1218 of 
the Revised Statutes as amended by chapter 46 of the act of 1884, 
The bill did not state what it was that it was proposed to repeal, 
except by giving the title of the act in the Revised Statutes and 
in thestatutesof 1884. It wasread amidst considerable confusion, 
so that it was difficult to understand from the reading at the desk 
what it was proposed todo. I suggested that it was a novel thing 
to ask for the passage of a bill upon its first reading, and it was 
soon suggested, I think by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
that the bill was not in the form required by ourrules. There- 
fore I objected to further proceedings on the first reading of the 
bill, insisting tpon the observance of the rules and the order of 
the Senate with reference to the passage of bills. 

The Senator from New York [ Mr. HILu] also explained that he 
thought it was a very opportune timeto pass the bill. It was when 
the Senate was laboring under considerable excitement caused by 
the sending here of a message by the President, and I took occasion 
to say that I did not think there was going to be any war until 
after the recess of the Senate, certainly. I felt then, as I feelnow, 
that all this war talk throughout the nation had been unwise and 
I will say almost insane. I did not think there was any occasion 
for the immediate hurrying of the bill through the Senate be- 
cause there had been a message sent to the Senate with reference 
toa ible difference between this country and Great Britain. 
I said then that very probably we should all vote for the bill when 
we had an opportunity toexamine it. I certainly have been ready 
tovote for it. I should prefer that it came in the ordinary way 
and took the ordinary course of bills in the Senate. 

This country has forgiven a great deal, Mr. President, and it is 
ready to forgive more. We all believe that those officers of West 
Point and Annapolis who held commissions in the Army at the 
breaking out of the rebellion and who joined the Confederate 
forces are now loyal to the flag, and if they were not too old, as 
they are, would fight for it if it became necessary to fight. So the 
suggestion of delay or of reference which was made was not made 
in any spirit of bitterness; it was not the result of a prejudice felt 
an ere against those officers; nor was it with the intention of 
objecting to the removal of their disability. We have removed 
this disability from the privates who fought against us. We have, 
I think, removed political disabilities from every man who fought 
in the Confederate army against us, and there remain under dis- 
ability only those officers who, holding commissions in our Army 
and Navy at the time of the breaking out ‘of the war, joined the 
Confederate forces. We have removed those disabilities cheer- 
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fully and not grudgingly, and yet everything that we have done, 
as well as everything that we are ready to do, is misunderstood 
and is not received in the section of country in which the rebellion 
started in the spirit in which it is offered. 

The fact that on the day when the bill was presented I suggested 
that it ought to take the regular course seems to have stirred once 
more the Southern heart. The newspapers from one end of the 
South to the other have taken occasion to laud the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILu] as a patriot, and to condemn me as want- 
ing in every attribute of patriotism. They have applied all sorts 
of epithets to me, and then have been very careful to send mea 
marked copy of each paper containing the articles. oem 

Now, Mr. President, I have examined the bill; I am satisfie 
that it is in proper form; that it effectuates the purposes the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILu] has in view; and I am so full of 
forgiveness this morning, on the day before Christmas, that I am 
willing to join with the Senator from New York and present this 
Christmas zift to the officers who fought in the Confederate army 
and who, I believe, would rejoice to fight in our Army, the Army 
of the whole country, under the flag of the United States, if the 
opportunity presented itself, of which I believe there is no pros- 
pect, present or remote. 

Mr. AIL.LEN. Mr. President, I believe that I am the only Sen- 
ator on this side of the Chamber who served as a private soldier 
in the Union Army during the war and carried a musket during 
the entire time. My experience was with the grandest soldier the 
world has ever seen, inmy judgment—the late George H. Thomas. 
If I have any prejudices coming to me from youth or from early 
association, those prejudices would be against the passage of the 
bill, but I have none. 

To indulge in a little ancient history, Iremember distinctly that 
on the 9th of April, 1865, when Lee surrendered at Appomattox, 
the branch of the Army in which I served had the honor of as- 
saulting the fortifications of Fort Blakely, Ala., of which my hon- 
orable friend, the Senatorfrom Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], was in 
command. My distinct recollection is that we captured the hon- 
orable Senator and his entire command. There are on this side of 
the Chamber five or six gentlemen who were in command of Con- 
federate troops whose forces, Iremember, were confronted by the 
branch of the Army in which I served. 

I think if such a bill had been presented to the Congress of the 
United States ten or fifteen years ago it would have been the 
proper thing to have passed it. 





Mr. GRAY. Such a bill was presented seven years ago. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ifa measure of this kind had been presented ten 


or fifteen years ago it would have been the proper thing to have 
enacted it into alaw. Thiscountry has lived upon prejudice ever 
since the close of the war. There has never been a Presidential 
campaign since that time in this country in which the “bloody 
shirt” or the questions arising out of the war have not been resur- 
— and fought over and analyzed and reduced to their last re- 
sults. 

The trouble is that there has been too much of this kind of talk 
Northand South. Appeals have been made to prejudice for party 
sake. I knowit has beensoin the North. Ihave heard it since the 
days of the close of the rebellion. In every Presidential campaign 
the issues growing out of the war have been presented to the peo- 

le, and the ignorant, and the vicious, and the suspicious have 
n appealed to to follow the fortunes of the Republican flag. 
Iam told that the same thing is true or has been true to some 
extent in the South; that the fires of sectional prejudice have been 
fanned into a flame from time to time there, too. Is it not sur- 
prising that thirty years have elapsed before a scene of this kind 
should be witnessed in the United States Senate? Here are men 
who are bound together, members of a common race, speaking a 
common language, with acommon inheritance, and isit not strange 
that a third of a century should elapse after a great event like the 
war for the Union before a slenple measure like this can pass 
without objection? 

What would our country have been if after the days of recon- 
struction we had had the statesmanship and the manhood and the 
common sense to bury the issues growing out of the war and had 
all united in giving our strength to building up the waste places 
and to making this the grandest country upon the face of the earth, 
as I believe it is? Why should we have waited until now, just at 
a time when the country is in a condition, as it would appear, 
where we are likely to engage in a foreign war, before we are 
willing to relieve these men from this restriction? It seems to me 
that it is cowardly. It seems to me that we have waited until 
apparently we are in need of the services of these gentlemen, and 
then at the last moment we say to them, ‘‘ We will make you a 
Christmas present of a release from the restrictions which have 
been placed upon you.” I suppose if war had not been threatened, 
if Mr. Cleveland had not twisted the English lion’s tail so vigor- 
ously within the last week or so, we would never have heard of a 
measure for releasing these soldiers from this restriction. 

In fact, it has passed through my mind, and if I am wrong desire 
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the senior Senator from New York to correct me, that possibly this 
measurecame upon the heels of the Venezuelan message to forge the 
lightningin Washington inorder that it might thunder throughout 
the South. Why did not this measure come before? If Senators 
upon the other side are so anxious for the measure to pass, if they 
believe it to be just, and I certainly believe it to be just, why was 
it not introduced in this Chamber and passed through Congress 
at a time when there was no threat of a foreign war? No, meas- 
ures like this have been held back for the purpose of dividing the 
people of this country, lining them up on one side as Republicans, 
appealing to their passions to follow the flag which came success- 
f ally through the rebellion, and upon the other side appealing to 
the passions of the more ignorant portion of the South. 

It would have been an act of justice, Mr. President, to have 
assed such a bill years ago. While I do not approve of placing 
ack in the public service a man who has once violated his oath 

of allegiance to this country, if there had been that statesmanship 
at the head of the affairs of this country that there should have 
been, if there had been that disposition in public life that there 
should have been to heal up the scars of the war, such a meas- 
ure would have passed here years ago. Those men would have 
been released from their disabilities and the country would have 
been united in sentiment from North to South and prepared for 
this or any other emergency. But now, at the last moment, at a 
time when it may seem that the country is liable to be plunged 
into a foreign war, then comes this tardy measure to those men. 
They are invited at 60 and 70 years of age to take their places in 
the Army if the exigencies of the times should require it. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senator from Ohio . SHER- 
MAN] can be induced to withdraw his motion, and that the bill 
may pass without further consideration. 

Mr. HILL. I donot quite understand whether the Senator from 
Ohio — SHERMAN] has actually made a motion to refer the bill. 
I ask for information whether he has done so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Surr- 
MAN] entered a motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. That is the pending motion. 

r. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say just a word. I did 
not suppose that my simple suggestion would have occasioned 
this lengthy debate. I had hoped that the bill might be taken up 
and passed. The discussion we have had, however, illustrates one 
of the peculiarities of doing business in the Senate of the United 
States. Everybody has heard the bill read, everybody understands 
it, everybody is in favor of it, for divers reasons, and yet nobody 
wants to have it passedto-day. It must be referred to a committee 
that knows all about it; the committee must take time to consider 
it and then report it to the Senate, and we must go through these 
useless forms. . 

I labored under the idea that if only last week the Senate of the 
United States could afford to take up a great measure affecting 
the welfare and honor of the country, and which in its conse- 
quences might involve us in peace or war, and pass it unani- 
mously without its reference to any committee at all, the Senate 
would not scruple over a little bill to give to the old Confederates 
this Christmas present. Strain at a gnat and swallow a camel is 
the spectacle presented. I recollect that the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. panel the other day made a motion to refer that, the 
most important bill which has passed the Senate for many a year, 
and then failed to press his motion. He failed even to vote for it 
himself, so far as the REcorD shows. Others whospoke in favor 
of the reference of the bill did not desire to put themselves on 


record, 

Now, the other day the objection was raised that there was 
something the matter with the form of the bill which I introduced, 
and Senators on the other side very quickly suggested that it was 
not in accordance with the rules—the same old rules about which 
we hear so much. They said there was a rule mae that the 
statute proposed to be repealed should be set forth. I said that I 
doubted the existence of such a rule. There is no such rule, 
Mr. President. There has not been anysuchrule. The Senators 
looked atit subsequently and became convinced that there was not. 
The Senator from Connecticut — Piatt] then made an objec- 
tion to the bill on the ground of propriety, saying that the statute 
proposed to be repealed should be set forth in full, and I agreed 
to it. I regret that there has been any criticism upon his con- 
duct in any Southern papers. I have only onecomplaint to make 
of him, and that is that if he has received a lot of notices compli- 
mentary to myself and in condemnation of himself he ought at 
least to have sent them to me, in order that I might have seen the 
complimentary notices, as I receive so few of them nowadays in 
the press. [Laughter.] 

r. President, I think the Senate would vote almost unan- 
imously for the bill to-day and would vote down the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. There is some question as to whether a quo- 
rum would appear on a vote, as there are so many pairs. I do not 
care tohave a division upon the bill. I should have preferred that 
we should have passed it after a few remarks been made. 
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But the Senator from Ohio, who now seems to be absent, has | 
withdrawn his motion, and probably finds the task of taking } 
lunch more agreeable than discussing the bill. I think tha; 
reason of the situation Ishould not press the billatthis time. | 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio prevail. Let the bill ; 
the ordinary and usual course, and Senators will then be sati: 
when it comes up again. It will be safe in the hands of the 
mittee on Military Affairs, as at present constituted, or i), ; 
hands of the new committee, of which I understand the ¢.)] 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is to be chairman. 
that course be taken, and when we return after Christmas w. 
take up and pass the bill, I presume, in the same way that 
other bill was passed a few days ago—unanimously. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihope that course will not be taken. <A 
the discussion which has taken place it seems to me it would r: 
the question whether there is a unanimous desire in the Senat 
pass a bill of this kind. I think everyone now ought to put 
end to this whole matter, and inasmuch as there has been dj 
sion with regard to a reference of the bill, if it should be referp.. 
it would look like a controverted question. I do not like to ji, 
the Senate put in that position. Ithink, underthe circumsta) 
we ought, by unanimous consent, to pass the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be referred and be done with it. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that course will not be taken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I heard from several the , 
pression just made by the Senator from Missouri. I think ; 
self that now the bill might as well go to the committee. [ ws 
entirely willing to take it up and pass it. 

I wish to say in justice to my colleague [Mr. PLatr], wh 
temporarily absent, that whatever objection he made the ot! 
day wns purely technical, as I suppose he has explained. [ thin! 
that of course there is no rule that requires in a repealing 01 
modifying statute a repetition of the whole of the old law, |) 
think my colleague had in mind that whether it be a rule or no 
it is a frequent criticism in the Senate when a bill is introdu 
that it fails to indicate in the title the subject-matter thereof, 
which it always ought to do, and if it repeals or modifies anot 
statute it ought to refer to that statute. That is what I suppose 
my colleague had in mind. 

It isin a certain sense a mortifying thing that we could not 
have discussed this matter this morning without observations t})! 
brought back the condemnations and disabilities of the Confeder- 
ates during and after the war, or indicated that now we have 
yielded on our side, and consented to repeal an act of injustice; 
that we are just beginning to do justice to our friends on the 
other side; that we were proscriptive at that time, and things of 
that sort. When we have made up our minds that we are friends, 
and that we are willing to brush away these things, willing to 
clear the table, now that the thing is well over with, the short 
and cordial way to do it is to say, ‘‘ Yes; shake.” 


Mr. GRAY and others. Question. 
The bill will be referred to the Com- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS. 1 do not wish it to appear that the bill goes to the 
committee by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say that I am opposed to a reference of 
the bill to the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall vote — its reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that the bill be referred to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorer]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired wit) 
the Senator from New Hampshire {[Mr. GaLuincer!. If he w 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.” I do not know how the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). [am 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas]. | 
should vote ‘‘ nay” if I were not paired. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). 
tor from Indiana [Mr. TurpPIr] recorded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I voted “nay,” but Iam compelled to withdraw 
my vote, being paired with that Senator. 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


Is the Sena- 








1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 299 








Mr. ALLEN. I think I ought to state that my colleague [Mr. 
THURSTON] is necessarily absent from the Chamber to-day. 
Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Gorpon]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 
Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington | 
[Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
Mr. CarFERY]. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—8. 





acon, Elkins, Gray, Teller, 

eeeall, Frye, Sherman, Walthall. 
NAYS—30. 
en. Daniel, Murphy, Squire, 
= ~ Harris, Nelson, Stewart, 
Bate, Hawley, Peffer, Vest, 
Brice, Hill, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wetmore, 
Cameron, Lodge, Pritchard, White. 
Chandler, Martin, Roach, 
Clark, Morrill, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING~—47. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
‘Allison, Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Berry, Gallinger, McBride, Quay, 
Blackburn, Gear, McMillan, Sewell, 
Blanchard, George, Mantle, Smith, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mills, Thurston, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Tillman, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Carter, Hale, Morgan, Vilas, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Palmer, Warren, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Wilson. 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent to state that Idelayed 
giving my vote until the end of the call to see if I could ascertain 
what was the choice of the ex-Confederates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


| 


PRESENT. 
Allen, Chandler, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Clark, McBride, Pugh, 
Baker, Cockrell, Martin, Roach, 
Bate, Daniel, Mills, Sherman, 
Berry, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 
Brice, Elkins, Morrill, Stewart, 
Burrows, Frye, Murphy, Teller, 
Butler, Gear, Nelson, Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Harris, Peffer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Carter, Hill, Platt, White. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desireto statethatmy colleague [Mr. Tur- 
PIE] has been cailed home to Indiana on matters of importance, 
and is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If 
the Senator from Minnesota desires to do so, he can vote on this 
measure. I feel certain thatit would not interfere with the terms 
of his pair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will again 
call the roll on the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa majorityof the Senate arerather desir- 
ous of passing the bill before Christmas Day, as evidenced by the 
vote, I will withdraw my motion to refer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
his motion to refer. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, which section is as fol- 
lows: “No person who held a commission in the Army or Navy of the United 
States at the beginning of the late rebellion, and afterwards served in any 
capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate 
States, or of either of the States in insurrection, during the late rebellion, 


shall be appointed toany position in the Army or Navy of the United States,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 1034) to repeal section 
1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by 
chapter 46 of the laws of 1884 will be postponed indefinitely. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 27) rati- 
fying the use of the appropriation for materials and miscellaneous 


expenses for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the fiscal 
year 1896 for the purchase of articles provided for in the appro- 
priation for the miscellaneous expenses of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and authorizing the continued use of the same for the 


remaining portion of the fiseal year 1896, and it was theretipon 
signed by the Vice-President. 
COAST DEFENSE ESTIMATES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], coming 
over from a previous day. 





The resolution submitted by Mr. Procror on the 2ist instant 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
amount of money can be advantageously used for the purpose of coast 
fense prior to July 1, 1897, and what portion of said amount should b i 
available during the present fiscal year; also an estimaté of what portion 
the amount would be required for sites for fortilications, and how mu 
engineering, and how much for ordnance work, and whether the requisite 
number of heavy guns can be supplied from the Government shops, and if 
not, whether the deficiency can be manufactured by private plants in this 


country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihope that resolution will be passed over for 
_ present. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] is not 
1eTe, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 23d instant approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 13) granting the State of Pennsylvania permission to use 
the United States court-house at Scranton, Pa., and at Williams- 
port, Pa. 

COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], coming over 
from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Vest on the 
21st instant, as follows: 





Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, in pur- 
suance of the existing law vesting in him full power so to do, to coin as rap 
idly as possible the silver bullion in the Treasury purchased under the act 
of July 14, 1890, into standard dollars, and with such dollars to redeem, cancel, 
and retire the Treasury notes of the United States of July 14, 1890, issued in 


the purchase of such bullion, and also to redeem the United States notes 
commonly called “‘ greenbacks” in standard silver dollars as well as in gold, 
using whichever may be most abundant or convenient. 

Mr. VEST. I ask leave to modify the resolution by presenting 
a substitute for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted as a sub- 
stitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to coin as rapidly as possible the silver bullion in the Treasury pur- 
chased under the act of July 14, 1890, into standard silver dollars, and with 
such dollars to redeem the Treasury notes issued for the purpose of pur- 
chasing said bullion when offered for redemption, such notes to be destroyed 
so soon as they are redeemed. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall also redeem the Treasury notes, 
commonly called greenbacks, when presented for redemption, in standard 
silver dollars or in gold, using for redemption of said notes either gold or 
silver coins or both, as the condition of the Treasury m:.y require. And said 
notes, commonly called greenbacks, when so redeemed, shall be reissued as 
provided by the act of May 31, 1878. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution just read. 

Mr. HILL. What course does the Senator from Missouri desire 
concerning the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have a vote upon it, if thereisa 
quorum here. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Is it a joint resolution? 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Missouri has changed it toa 
joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was a simple Senate resolution, 
the Chair will state, but it has been changed to a joint resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to make some remarks to the Senate upon 
this general subject, about which the Senate has heard so little 
lately. Ido not suppose that a vote can be had upon the resolu- 
tion to-day, and I do not know how long the Senate intends to re- 
main in session. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether he 
desires to speak upon the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senatcr from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont torefer the pending resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
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Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resolution read again. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 
The Secretary again read the joint resolution, 

Mr. MORRILL. Obviously most Senators supposed, on leaving 
the Chamber a few moments ago, that the Senate was about to 
adjourn. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, December 27, 1895, at 12 
o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, December 24, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M, CoupeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a reply 
to the resolution of the House relating to the allotment of Wichita 
Indian lands in the Territory of Oklahoma, and also transmitting 
accompanying documents; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Upper White 
River, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A. letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cases of 
James T. 8S. Greenfield and others against the United States; which 
was — to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting the re- 

ort of the operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the 

scal year ended June 80, 1895, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in —— the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 

uested: 

A bill (S. 480) granting a pension to William B. Matchett; 

A bill (8. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 


A bill (S. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill; 

A bill (8. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 

A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 845) grantinga pension to Catherine R. Jardine, widow 
of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2264) fixing the times for holding the 
circuit court and district courts of the northern district of Iowa 
and of the southern district of Iowa. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and is aareey authorized to employ such clerical aid as he 
may find necessary in the copying, under the direction of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing, of the messages of the Presidents of the United States from 
the Journals of the Senate and House and the Executive Journals for the 


printing thereof, and that the expense therefor, not to exceed $600, be paid 
out of the appropriation for public printing and binding. 


PALM BEACH, FLA., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of a bill which I send to the Clerk to 


— 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, Fla.,a subport of entry and delivery. 

Be it enacted, ete.— 

SEcTrIoN 1. That Palm Beach, in the State of Florida, shall be, and is hereby, 
made a tuhgart of entry and <n and a customs officer, or such officers, 
shall be stationed at said subport with authority to enter and clear vesse 
receive duties, fees, and other moneys and perform such other services an 
receive such compensation as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary the exigencies of commerce may require. 


usa ee I would like to make an inquiry as to the nature 
is bill. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. I will state to the House that the bill 
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has been submitted to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heprsu RN] 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerco’ 
and the original was drawn under the direction of Mr. Hamlin’ 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, to meet present exigencies’ 
The necessity for the bill is this: Mr. Flagler, the owner of tho 
East Coast Railroad and the great Florida hotels, has just put on 
an American steamship line to run between the Bahamas and 
Palm Beach, and the first of the steamers will arrive at Palm 
Beach on the morning of the 17th. 

It has been discovered that Palm Beach is within the bounda- 
ries of the port of entry of Key West, which is on the other sido 
of the State, and not of St. Augustine, as was supposed. It would 
take a week to enter and clear these steamers from Key West by 
having to send the papers around through the northern pari of 
the State by Palatka and Jacksonville and down to Tampa, and 
by triweekly steamer to Key West; so that it renders it practi- 
cally impossible to get a prompt entry and clearance, and it wil] 
prevent the accommodation of a great deal of commerce which 
will be brought to Florida by this line unless we empower tho 
Treasury to. authorize a deputy collector or other officer to enter 
and clear these vessels there. This bill will merely authorize tho 
stationing of a deputy or inspector to enter and clear these vessels 
at Palm Beach as a subport of entry. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will it require any new official or render neces- 
sary any additional or new expense? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It will not require an expenditure of 
probably more than $3 or $4 a day for a deputy or inspector; but 
the expense will be more than offset by the receipts from customs 
dues from this line. It is necessary that it should be got through 
this House, through the Senate, and signed by the 17th. Itisa 
matter of great importance to the State of Florida, and important 
to American marine interests in the way I have stated, and there- 
fore I trust there will be no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think a matter involving the creation of a new 
official ought to go to the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I beg that the gentleman will not 
object. I submitted the bill to the gentleman from Iowa [\Mr. 
HEPBURN], the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and, as I stated, the bill is drawn under the 
direction of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. The Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is not organized, and 
will not be in a condition to consider business until after the holi- 
days, and therefore the vessels which are to land at that place 
will be unable to transact business unless this authority is given. 
It is a very meritorious measure, and it affects practical business, 
and for that reason I ask that the bill may be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CLERKS TO CHAIRMEN OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk and ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairmen of the following committees, to wit, the Com- 
mittees on Ways and Means, Appropriations, Judiciary, Banking and Cur- 
rency, Colones Weights, and Measures; Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Rivers and Harbors, Agriculture, Foreign Affairs, Military Affairs, Naval 
Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Public Lands, Indian Affairs, Public 
Buildings and Grounds, Invalid Pensions, Pensions, Claims, War Claims, and 
District of Columbia, are hereby autho: to appoint a personal clerk, who 
shall receive the same —— and for the same period, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, asis received by the clerks of other mem- 
bers of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks to introduce 
this resolution and to have it referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. Without objection, it will be referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

There was no objection. 


BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the enrolled copy of the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 27) ratifying the use of the appropriation 
for materials and miscellaneous expenses for the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing for the fiscal year 1896 for the purchase of 
articles provided for in the appropriation for miscellaneous ex- 
penses of the Treas Department, and authorizing the con- 
tinued use of the same for the remaining portion of the fiscal year 
1896; when the Speaker signed the same. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CaTRON, Del- 
te from the Territory of New Mexico, to be a member of the 
mumittee on Private d Claims. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Buck, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WoopMAN, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Money, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
OPENING OF WICHITA RESERVATION. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
lution of inquiry was introduced by the Delegate from Oklahoma 


{Mr. FLYNN in regard to the delays which he alleged had occurred | 


in the opening of the Wichita Reservation. The Chair will remem- 


ber that some debate took place upon that matter, to which there | 


was scarcely any reply on this side. But the Secretary of the 
Interior has sent to the House a letter in answer to the resolution, 
couched in very temperate terms, and I ask, in justice to him, that 
his letter, omitting the exhibits, may be printed in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [l{r. TURNER] 
asks unanimous consent for the printing in the Recorp of the 
reply of the Secretary of the Interior to an inquiry made by the 
House some time ago. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Dele- 
gate from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] is not here, and that that mat- 
ter should go over until he returns. Therefore I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 
objects. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will suggest that the printing of 
the letter can do no injustice to the Delegate from Oklahoma, but 
will rather furnish him with matters in printed form to which he 
himself may want to refer. It is but common justice to print in 
the RecorD the answer of the Secretary required by the House, 
as the RECORD was the medium of attack upon him. 
hitherto been no answer to the strictures made by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN], and this paper merely gives the 
official facts. Of course there will be no objection on this side 
to any debate which the gentleman from Oklahoma may see fit to 
invoke when he returns. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. I will withdraw my objection. 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker,I ask that the matter 


go over until the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. FLYNN] is | 


resent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Has it occurred to the gentleman 
that perhaps the gentleman from Oklahoma himself would like to 
see this in print? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. 
before giving my consent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
man’s objection. 

Subsequentiy, 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. Is there fur- 
ther objection to the printing of the Secretary’s reply in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY NEXT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that when the House adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to report a resolution distributing the 
reference of the President’s annual message to the various com- 
mittees, and to recommend the adoption of the resolution. 

I will state that under the rules this resolution would go to the 
Calendar, but I ask unanimous consent for its present considera- 
tion. It is the ordinary resolution for the distribution of the 
President’s annual message. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolu- 
tion distributing the President’s message. That will give consid- 
eration in the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the 
United States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session as relates 
to the national finances, the public debt, including bond issues, to the public 
revenues, to treaties relating to revenue questions, to our trade relations 
with foreign countries, and to the wants and condition of the Treasury be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much as relates to foreign affairs, the consular and diplomatic 
service, including appropriations therefor, together with the accompanying 
correspondence and documents, the revision of treaties, and the enlargement 
of extradition treaties be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the appropriation of the public revenue for the 
support of the Government, as herein provided, namely, for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, for fortifications 
and coast defenses, for pensions, for the District of Columbia, and for all 
deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


I should like to have him so state 


I am powerless to resist the gentle- 





Mr. Speaker, a few days ago a reso- | 


There has | 
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That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, tothe admin- 
is@ation of justice, and the organization of courts be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

That so much as relates to banks and banking and currency be referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to the mints of the United States and to the coin- 
age of gold and silver bullion be referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

That so much as relates to the commerce of the United States, domestic 
and for: .gn, intercolonial railways, and to the Nicaragua Canal be referred 


| to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


That so much as relates to rivers and harbors and their improvement be 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries and to ton- 
nage dues be referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

That so much as relates to agriculture and forestry, to the destr i 
and eradication of diseases of domestic animals, and to the inspection of ca 
tle and pork products intended for shipment to foreign countries be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the na’ral establishment and to the construction 
on vessels for the Navy be referred to the Committee « Naval 
Affairs. 

That so much as relates tothe post-offices and post-roads and to the carry- 
ing of the foreign mails be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates to the public domain be referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the relations of the United States with the Indian 
tribes be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the Territories be referred to the Committee 
the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the protection of life on railways be referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

That so much as relates to the manufacturing industries of the United 
States be referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

That so much as relates to mines and mining be referred to the Committee 
on Minesand Mining. 

That so much as relates to public buildings and grounds be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

That so much as relates to the Pacific railroads be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroads. 

That so much as relates to levees and improvements of the Mississippi 
River be referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi. River. 

That so much as relates to education be referred tothe Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

‘That so much as relates to labor be referred to the Committee on Labor. 

Thatso much as relates to the militia of the United States be referred to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

That so much as relates to patents be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

That so much as relates to pensions for service in the civil war be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the District of Columbia, other than appropria- 





i 


on 


| tions therefor, be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


That so much as relates to the civil service be referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to quarantine regulations and foreign immigration 
be referred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Maine to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means and of the House to the fact 
that the resolution as reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means sends all matters relating to the Nicaragua Canal to the 
Committee on InterstateCommerce. I would suggest to the House 
that that is not a proper reference. After a canal is once built 
its control and all legislation affecting it would go to that com- 
mittee, but until it is built it would go, under -the rules, to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, or else there is no necessity 
for the existence of that committee at all. It would have nothing 
to do, it would have no jurisdiction of any kind, if it had not the 
consideration of such propositions. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Maine that he permit that modification to be made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have simply to say in response 
to the gentleman from lowa that in that respect we have fol- 
lowed the action of the last Congress. It is true, as said by the 
gentleman, that strictly speaking the Nicaragua Canal matters 
might be said to belong to the Committee on Railways and Canals; 
but the committee did not have its attention called to the sub- 
ject—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Maine permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr.SAYERS. Has notthe phraseology of the rule been changed 
in regard to the jurisdiction to the Committee on Commerce, so as 
to make it embrace foreign commerce as well as domestic? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals has always been confined to canals 
constructed within the limits of the United States. It has no 
jurisdiction over foreign matters. The gentleman from Iowa is 
entirely mistaken in supposing that that committee would have 
jurisdiction, or could possibly have it, over this subject. The mat- 
ter in question belongs to the Committee on Commerce, and can 
belong to no other committee, and the precedents are all in har- 
mony with the suggestion I make. 

The SPEAKER. Bills relating to the Nicaragua Canal have 
heretofore been referred by the Chair to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 
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Mr. LACEY. I know it has been done, there having been no 
question presented to the Chair upon it. But I nowcall attention 
to the fact and ask that this matter be referred to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals, where it properly belongs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rimply stated that as a matter of 
fact, the question not having been discussed heretofore. 

Mr. LACEY. That committee, it seems to me, was organized 
especially to have jurisdiction of the construction of any railway 
or canal that is to be constructed under the direction or by the 
assistance of the United States, and the location of the canal, 
whether in Nicaragua or anywhere else, or whether in the United 
States or outside its limits, is immaterial. 

But to bring the matter to the attention of the House, I move to 
strike out so much of the resolution reported by the Committee 
on Ways and Means as refers the Nicaragua Canal matter to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and move its 
reference to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit his resolution in 
writing. 

The proposed amendment was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the 
remainder of the resolution be acted upon, and that this portion to 
which the amendment is offered be permitted to stand over until 
the chairman of the Committee on Railways and Canals is present, 
so that it may be considered in his presence. Let the nce of 
the reference be without prejudice. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
pr “ee by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
a there were—ayes 8, noes 80. 

Mr. LACEY. No quorum. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope, in view of the decided ression of 
sentiment in the House, that my friend from Iowa withdraw 
his point of no quorum, 

r. LACEY. I would like to have the resolution withdrawn, 
and let the whole matter stand over by unanimous consent until 
Mr. CHICKERING returns. It is only a matter of justice to him 
that this should be done. I am not disposed to be captious, but I 
think the chairman of the committee ought to be here. 

Mr. HEPBURN and others. lar order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the yeas 
and nays, demanded by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpsurN]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.8 er, at the instance of gentlemen around 
me, I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

So ~ further count being demanded) the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The original resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. WALKERof Massachusetts. Mr.S er, l offer the usual 
resolution in reference to printing matter for use by the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be authorized to 
have printed and bound such ome and documents for the use of said com- 


mittee as it may deem necessary ion with subjects considered or to 
be considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 
SOUTH PLATTE AND PLUM CREEK FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the following resolution; and 
before objection is made I desire consent to make a brief statement. 

The resolution was read at . It provides that the South 
Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in Colorado, be opened to 
the location of mining claims, 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Mr.Speaker, I wish to state concerning these 
reservations that they were never intended to be for the use of the 
United States Government itself. They were set aside for the 
preservation of timber, so that the snows in the mountains should 
not melt until midsummer, so that a copious supply of water would 
be assured for the a of the lands in the valleys and on the 

lains below. The bills for the setting a of these reservations 


id not except mining, ee they should have done so; and 


there is a unanimous sentiment in our State that these reserva- 
tions should be opened to the location of mining claims thereon. 
There have been some very moe arg gold discoveries made on 
these reservations, and the people in that vicinity are flocking upon 
them, and they ought to have the right to title to these 
claims. I do not think there should be any objection to this reso- 
lution, as I have submitted it to the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, and also to one or two other members that I 
could find. They seem to have noobjection tothesame. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
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Mr. LACEY. I should like toask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether-—— ; 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to appear ungracioy 
but the gentleman on this side who was chairman of the Comm): 
tee on Public Lands in the last Congress [Mr. McRAE}], who is 
familiar with these questions, is absent, and to most of us the 
public-land laws and public-land questions are a sealed book. 
matter how long we have served. We hardly think it just a) 
proper that matters of importance like this should be deterini) 
without the examination of a committee and without some ex) 
sion from the head of the Department. This has not been refer: 
I think, to the Interior Department. The gentleman spoke to 1 
about it, and when I asked him he said there had been no refere;, 
of it to that Department. We hardly think that is fair, so tha 
shall have to object. 

“9 SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman, if he will per- 
mit me 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I hope he will not insist. 


CLERICAL ASSISTANCE FOR THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for a Senate concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That t 
Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized to employ such clerical aid a 
may find necessary in the copying, under the direction of the Joint Com 
tee on Printing, of the messages of the Presidents of the United States { 
the Journals of the Senate and House and the Executive Journals for tho 
printing thereof, and that the expense therefor, not to exceed $600, be paid 
out of the appropriation for public printing and bi ding. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will make a statement which will re- 
quire only amoment. The last Congress directed the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing to have printed all the annual, veto, and special 
messages, inaugural addresses, and proclamations of the Presi- 
dents of the United States from 1789 down to date. There is no 
appropriation for it, except that it be done by the Public Printer 
out of the appropriation for printing and binding. There is no 
money the joint committee can use in having the work done. 

That committee met and considered this resolution. They know 
that it would be an exceedingly valuable compilation, as the Goy- 
ernment has never made any such publication. The committee 
hesitated for some time, as they had no authority to employ any 
one to do the work, however great the desire to do it. But, to 
make a long story short, they finally, with my consent, put tho 
labor on myself. y will state that in the effort to do the work put 
upon me I have compiled enough to make about two volunes, 
having spent three or four months of hard labor upon it. 

In carrying out the order, I found it necessary to have print«| 
certain Executive messages which are not printed in Senate anid 
House Journals, but in what is called the Executive Journal. ()f 
that there are only a few copies in existence. One copy is in t! 
hands of the Clerk of the Senate, who will not permit it to go to 
the Printing Office in order that the messages therein may be copied 
and printed. The printers could not very well set up the mati 
from this Journal anyway, and therefore it becomes necessary 
that there shall be some clerical work done in the copying of th 
messages. ‘This resolution does not make any appropriation. It 
simply directs the Public Printer to do what he possibly has a right 
to do anyway in carrying out the order to have the work printed. 
It mony authorizes him to make use of the appropriation already 
made for public amma and binding, to such an extent as may 
be necessary in the compensation of two or three copyists to copy 
these messages. It does not require any new appropriation, but 
limits it to $600. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Isit limited in theresolution? I was 
just going to ask the gentleman the estimated cost. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It will probably not exceed three or four 
hundred dollars, but the limit is fixed in the resolution at $6\). 
The — is being delayed, and I want to advance it as rapidly as 
possible. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I send forward a reso- 
lution and ask for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 2 be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents, for the use of said commit- 


tee, as it deem a = connection with subjects considered or to 
be Sonsidevall by said commi during the Fifty-fourth Congress. : 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I raise this question, that 
under the law neither House can authorize printing to an amount 
exceeding $500; and inasmuch as the Committee on Elections is 
now divided into three, or three subcommittees, as they may be 
termed, the printing authorized by the Committee on Elections 
could not exceed $500, or $166.66}; for each committee; andI doubt, 
therefore, whether a House resolution would cover the purpose of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
the view I take of the matter is that the original Committee on 


| 
| 


° x | 
Elections has gone, that there are now three Committees on Elec- | 


tions, and that each committee would be entitled to expend $500 
in printing. I do not, of course, know what the understanding of 


the other gentlemen, chairmen of the Committees on Elections, | 


may be, but if this resolution pass I should deem it within my 


right to order that amount of printing. Atthe same time I would | 


restrict the printing ordered to the lowest possible amount for the 
proper performance of the duties of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object, because if it amounted 
to more than $500 I do not think it could be had under this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It would require a joint resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


CONGRATULATIONS OF BRAZILIAN CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES. 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair will lay before 
the House, although it has reached the Chair in a somewhat irreg- 
ular form, the following telegram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Received at Washington, D. C., December 21, 1895.) 
PRESIDENT CHAMBER OF THE REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C.: 


The Chamber of Deputies of the Republic of the United States of Brazil 
congratulates the Chamber of the Representatives of the North American 
Union for President Cleveland’s worthy message, which so nobly and highly 
defends the rights and liberty of the American nations consecrated in Mon- 


ee ROSA E. SILVA, Presidente. 
EU PRAKER 
he SP . The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 40 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, December 26, 
at 12m. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2697) to amend sec- 
tion 31 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction 
of the United States courts in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 2, 1890—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing 
the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, T1l., and the southwest 
line of said county—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2699) to secure a uniform 
bank-note circulation and to provide for the redemption thereof— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 2700) to authorize the Secretary of 
ae to issue arms to National Guards—to the Committee on the 

ilitia, 

_ By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 2701) to repeal joint resolu- 
tion No, 21, March 3, 1893, authorizing the employment of clerks 
by Members and Delegates in Congress—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 2702) providing for the recipro- 
cal interchange of products between the United States and other 
nations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2703) authorizing the President of the United 
States to call an international conference—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

“ aa ’ ae es Ragman = — R. 2704) for the erec- 
a public ding at Green is.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds.” 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2705) constituting Green Bay, in Wisconsin, 
& port of delivery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2706) to 
a to the city of Charleston, S. C., the old post-office lot and 
ilding for the use of the commercial bodies of the city—to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and ‘ 





By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H.R.2707) to prevent the stopping 
or reduction of pensions without an investigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H.R. 2708) to constitute a 
new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms.of court at Beaumont, Tex., and 
for the appointment of a clerk for said court—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) to establish a customs collection dis- 
trict at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2710) to provide for 


| the erection of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2711) for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Clinton, lowa—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 2712) to amend an act entitled 
‘“‘An act to grant to the (Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory”—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2713) to increase the pensions of 
all helpless soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2714) to grant apension to all Union soldiers 
and sailors in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 2715) to supply public revenues— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2716) relating to the re- 
tired officers of the Army or Navy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 2717) to amend the pension laws 
by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an 
arm or leg, or been totally disabled therein, while in the service— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 2718) for the erection of a 
public building at Mayfield, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
3nildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON of Ulinois: A bill (H.R. 2719) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Joliet, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. WHEELER (by request): A bill (H.R. 2721) to incorpo- 
rate ‘‘The Independent Order or Colored Men and Women of 
Honor in the United States”—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution providing for a change in the 
rules of the House—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A concurrent resolution to permit the 
location of mining claims on certain forest reservations in the State 
of Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution providing for the appointment 
of personal clerks by chairmen of certain committees, the services 
of whom to be paid for in the same manner as are the clerks of 
other members of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A concurrent resolution directing the 
Public Printer to furnish correspondents and the press galleries 
of the Senate and House a copy each of the Daily CoNGRESSIONAL 
REcorD—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of 
Louis Levy, of Jefferson County, State of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2723) granting an 
honorable discharge to James Coughlin, of North Topeka, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2724) granting a pension to Samuel E. Mar- 
tin of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension 
to Henry Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 2726) for the relief of 
S. Hodge, of Caldwell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2727) for the relief of the executors of the es- 
tate of ~——— Watts, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2728) for the relief of H. Wilhite—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) for the relief of J. C. Peebles—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2730) for the relief of the estate of S. M. Grace, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2731) for the relief of the estate of Aman Price, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2782) authorizing the 
President to place the name of Julius R. Frederick on the retired 
list of the Army, with the rank, pay, and perquisites of second 
lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2733) to increase the pension of 
James Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) to increase the pension of Gustavus M. 
Cowger-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

= Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 2786) for the relief of the estate 
of Hugh Montgomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2787) for the relief of Peter F. Kendall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2738) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Michael Baker—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Mlinois: A bill (H. R. 2789) for the relief 
of Michael A. Dace—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect finding 
of the Court of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, 
poe of Independence County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

- Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H.R. 2742) granting a pension 
to J. J. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 2743) for the relief of Mary Fer- 
guson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief of Thomas 8. 
Lutterloh and Cape Fear Steamboat Company—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 2746) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to settle the claim of Abner Welch and pay him $100—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the service record of John R. Killingsworth—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 2748) to pay the claim of the estate of Green 
— of Polk County, Mo., $1,620—to the Committee on 

aims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 


paiicns and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of A. W. Wheeler and 65 others, 
merchants and professional men of Chicago, Ill, asking for a 
hammond Government loan—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, congratulations of Abram Poole and 58 others, members 


of Chicago Board of Trade, to Congress, for prompt action in 
~— to relieve the Treasury—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis merchants, asking 
that belligerent rights be granted to the people of Cuba—to the 
Committee on Foreign airs. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, in favor of 
the passage of a town-site law for the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition to the Congress of the 
United States in the matter of the imprisonment of Hon. John L. 
Waller, signed by the governor, State officers, and 6,748 citizens of 
Kansas—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Kansas for the relief of Hon. 
John L. Waller—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition for a bill to secure pension for 
Anapies 8. Ramey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of W. L. Scott and 990 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, asking the enactment of a law restricting 
eee the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of James Mass, for increase of pen- 
sion—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Gustavus M. Cowger, for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of the heirs of Jane A. King, de- 
ceased, late of Polk County, Ga., eying her war claim be 
poered to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MEYER: Memorial in favor of fast railway mail serv- 
ice between Cincinnati, Ohio, Louisville, Ky., and the South, by 
Andrew Stewart, president New Orleans Cotton Exchange, 


DECEMBER 26, 
Alfred Le Blanc, president Maritime Exchange, and others—+ 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACY: Petition of Ozark County Home Guards. to 
placed on a pensionable status—to the Committee on Inyalid Pp 
sions. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition to pension George W. Dewald— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December 26, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey 
H. M. Coupen. r 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker ag 
follows: 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to James HH. (s- 
good; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and ordered to be printed. i 

A bill (8. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill; which was 
— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordere: 
to be printed. 

A bill (8. 844) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; which was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 

A bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A bill (8. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A bull (8. 480) granting apension to William B. Matchett; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1178) to repeal 
section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended 
by chapter 46 of the laws of 1884, relating to appointment of offi- 
cers in the Army and Navy of the United States; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 


REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker,I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to report, with a favorable recommenida- 
tion, a bill (H.R. 2749) ‘‘ to temporarily increase revenue to mect 
the expenses of Government an oe against a deficiency.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill and report will be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CRISP. I understood the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
make a report from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been made and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRISP. In explanation of the fact that the views of the 
minority are not presented on this occasion, I desire to say that 
we have had no opportunity of preparing a statement of our views, 
because at fifteen minutes before 12 o’clock to-day we saw for the 
first time the views of the See in regard to this measure. I 
make this statement, Mr. S er, in justification of the minority. 
On yesterday, Christmas Day, we were called to meet with the 
other members of the Committee on Ways and Means, and were 
then shown the bill which has just been reported by the gentle- 
man from Maine. Then, for the first time, we saw that bill, a 
measure affecting every one of the tariff schedules. We asked for 
time to submit the bill to the Treasury Department and obtain 
estimates as to its probable effect upon the revenue. That was 
refused. We asked the gentlemen of the majority if they had 
any estimates upon which they had based this bill—any expert 
testimony—and we were informed that they had not. We then 
asked for a reasonable time to prepare the views of the minority, 
and that was refused. So the minority desire the House to under- 
stand the course that has been pursued by the majority in respect 
to this matter and to understand that the views of the minority 
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are not presented now only because we have not been accorded 
that courtesy which is usually extended to minorities of commit- 
tees in cases of this character. é 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to report the resolution which I send to the desk 
as a substitute for one introduced by me on Monday, December 
23, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order in the House to call up for debate, the previous question being con- 
sidered as ordered, a bill reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, en- 
titled “A bill to temporarily increase revenue to meet the expenses of Goy- 
ernment and provide against a deficiency;” that at 5 o'clock, without delay or 
other motion, the voteshall be taken. General leave toprintis hereby granted 
for ten days. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the pre- 
vious question. 
The question being taken, the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is not going to make an explana- 
tion of this rule. 
Mr. HENDERSON. It is my purpose to do so. The effect of 
the adoption of this rule isto permit debate upon the bill just re- 
orted ty the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
or raising revenue, the debate to continue until 5 o’cluck to-day, 
when a vote is to be taken upon the bill. I refer tothe bill chang- 
ing the tariff rates in some particulars, for members of the House 
will understand, I think, that another proposition will be brought 


in later. That other bill, however, will not be brought up until | 


to-morrow, so that this day until 5 o’clock will be devoted entirely 
to the discussion of this tariff bill. The provisions of the bill we 


will not now stop to discuss. The discussion of them will come | 


on when the forty minutes allowed for debate upon this rule are 
exhausted. Imay say this, however, at the present time that the 
bill is in no sense a general revision of the tariff law, but is legis- 
lation designed to promptly and efficiently provide sufficient rey- 
enue for carrying on the Government. The Chief Executive of 
the nation has by a special message called our attention to the 


financial condition of the country. He has sent us two messages, | 


in fact, which have produced a high degree of excitement through- 
out the country, and we are given to understand that the business 
centers are staggering under the weight of the consternation that 


has followed what I may call two feverish declarations from the | 


White House. The object of the bill just reported to the House 
is to exercise the judgment of Congress, to which the President 
referred the subject of his message. The President has stated 
the conditions as he sees them, and has referred them for action 
to the wisdom of Congress. The Executive and the majority of 
the members of this House may perhaps differ as to the causes 
and the nature of these troubles, but these bills are designed to 


meet the existing difficulties as the majority of the House seethem. | 


With this brief explanation I reserve the balance of my time until 
we hear from the other side. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. Culberson appeared at the bar of the House and the oath 
of office was administered to him by the Speaker. 


REVENUE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
recognized to control twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the House 
for a few moments in order that members may know exactly what 
the pending proposition is. Of course each Representative should 
vote in accordance with his own sense of propriety, but before he 
casts his vote he ought to know the effect of it. He ought not to 
blindly follow others who prescribe a rule for him, but he ought 
to follow the dictates of his own conscience, ascertain what the 
rule is, and determine whether he apenas or disapproves it. 

This rule relates to a tariff bill—the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] says not a general, but a temporary bill. Sir, a bill 
may be general although temporary. This is a general tariff bill 
that affects all the schedules on the list. As to some it prescribes 
a specific rate of duty; as to others it prescribes a horizontal in- 
crease. Now, under the rules of the House (and I refer to those 
rules because there are many members here who are not yet ac- 
quainted with the rules)—under the rules adopted by this body 
“all motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 

ple shall have their first consideration in Committ-s of the 
hole.” The special rule now reported deprives the House of 
that right. In Cosnentbtes of the Whole a bill is first read for de- 
bate under what is called the hourrule. This oo deprives 
the House of that right. In Committee of the Whole a bill, after 
debate under the hour rule, is considered under what is known as 
the five-minute rule, when amendments arein order. This special 
rule deprives the House of that right.: So that every single right 
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which was intended tu be reserved to the representatives of the 
people by the rules established under the Constitution of our coun- 
try is taken away by this special rule now reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Do gentlemen understand that if this rule be adopted no amend- 
ment will be in order? What authority is it that is so powerful, 
so omnipotent on the Republican side of the House that it can say 
to you, ‘* Hereisa general tariff bill affecting the interests of every 
district and community in the United States, and you must take 
it without the right to offer asingle amendment”? You may dis- 
approve some parts of it; it may injuriously affect interests in 
your locality; yet under the operation of the ‘‘ machine”—under 
| the crack of the party whip—you are not to be allowed to criti- 
cise it and you are not to be allowed to offer an amendment to it, 
but you are to be required on yourfealty to your party to vote not 
only to pass it, but to pass it without any sort of consideration. 

We hear a greut deal said about the justice of the rules of the 

Fifty-first Congress. We on this side have never complained so 
much of those rules as we have of the practices underthem. Here 
we find a return, a prompt return, to the practices of the Fifty- 
first Congress. Icould point you—I have no doubt our friends 
on the other side will do so—to some cases since the Fifty-first 
Congress where the Committee on Rules have presented a report 
providing for the consideration of a bill and limiting it to a very 
short period of time for consideration. But I defy any gentleman 
| to point to any rule reported by any committee of any Congress 
heretofore in the history of the country whereby a general tariff 
| bill was to be disposed of in the House of the people’s representa- 
tives in about four hours, without the right to offer a single 
| amendment. 
The Constitution of the United States declares that this House 
| shall originate measures of taxation. A committee of this House 
has originated a measure of taxation. The body of this House has 
not been consulted or conferred with respecting it. It is brought 
into this House; and you are told that you must vote for it just as 
it is, without the crossing of a ‘‘t” or the dotting of an “i.” And 
that is what you call Republican methods. That is Republican 
| independence of thought and idea. All individual judgment is to 
be subordinated; and those who crack the party whip on the other 
side are to be obediently and respectfully followed. You are to 
| be chained to their chariot and to follow wherever they lead. 

Now, this is the very first opportunity we have had to see what 
is the composition of that side of the House. Here is a great 
question. There is no necessity for this bill. This bill is not de- 
manded by any Department of the Government. There is nosug- 
gestion from any source that there is an insufficiency of revenue, 
Yet, under whip and spur, without giving members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, as I have said, an opportunity even 
to send this bill to the Treasury Department and invite the judg- 
ment of an expert as to its effects, it is to be driven through. 
You are required to vote yeaor nay. You are required to take 
it or reject it, depriving yourselves by the adoption of this special 
rule of that ancient right that has always existed since Congress 
existed, the right of the people's representatives to consider and 
offer amendments, to have them voted upon, to know the effect of 
the bill when passed. All those things are taken away from you 
by the adoption of the present resolution. It remains to be seen 
whether the other side of the House will in this way, as a body, 
surrender their independence and their manhood as Representa- 
tives. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpEerson 
has sixteen minutes, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp 
twelve. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield ten minutes to my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there is no gentleman within the 
sound of my voice who does not know that we face to-day asa 
people a peculiar exigency. Since the 4th day of March, 1893, 
when the Democratic party came into power, we have been issuing 
bonds, borrowing-money, and day by day, month by month, year 
by year, our revenues have been showing a greater and greater 
deficiency. The President of the United States and the Secretary 
of the Treasury have both becomealarmed. The President of the 
United States, appealing toa party that is not his own in the House 
of Representatives, has asked them with all the solemnity that 
pertains to his high office to come tohisaid. He has said: ‘* Gen- 
tlemen, will you not forego the pleasures even of a holiday season 
and address yourselves to legislation that shall aid the Govern- 
ment?” Under these circumstances, in this most extraordinary 
emergency, the Committee on Ways and Means have addressed 
themselves for the last three or four days, and I may say nights, 
to the solution of the problem—to ascertaining the best solution 
possible under the circumstances. 
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T agree with my friend from Georgia that a tariff bill, if it were 
now presented in the first instance as a new one, ought to be con- 
sidered and prepared with great care and proper deliberation, 
after due hearings upon the various schedules. But the gentle- 
man knows, as every member of the House knows, that if the 
House responds at all to the Executive call, it must respond im- 
mediately, and must content itself with such deliberation only 
as is possible under the existing circumstances. But this is not a 
tariff bill; it is not a revision of the tariff at all, in any general 
sense of the word. It is not an attempt to correct the many mani- 
fest absurdities, incongruities, and injustices of existing law. It 
is merely an emergency revenue measure, intended to bring relief 
to the suffering Treasury of the country. 

The gentleman from Georgia says that we are to be driven into 
the support of this measure to-day under the party whip. It is re- 
freshing to hear from the gentleman from Georgia about the 
“party whip” and “ironclad rules.” engnter on the Repub- 
lican side,| Is his memory so short that he forgets the act which 
I hold in my hand, with over 600 amendments, not one of which 
was ever considered by this House, and which was passed through 
the House with but two hours’ debate pursuant to a rule framed 
by the gentleman from Georgia himself? [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] Does the gentleman from Georgia for- 
get that, in violation of all precedents and of parliamentary de- 
cency, bills were introduced in this House, and, without reference 
to any committee, passed under a rule framed by the tle- 
man from Georgia with but fifteen minutes’ debate on each side? 
Does he forget that a bill which dealt with the great coal interests 
of this country, a bill that dealt with the a sugar interests of 
this country, and a bill that dealt with the ore interests of this 
country, each and every one of them never deliberated upon in 
the Committee on Ways and Means at all, were presented in open 


House and passed in thirty minutes under a gag by the 
rentleman from Georgia himself? [Laughter and applause on the 
yublican side.] Is it not re’ ? 


ow, gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, what are we 
called on to do? You are called on to-day to answer, as best you 
can, and to answer under the circumstances existing, the request 
of the President of the United States. It is not in answer to the 
party whip; but rising, as the Republican party always rises, 
above the plane of party consideration or yap oe pee we to the 
high level of patriotic purpose, we propose to afford to the Presi- 
dent of the United States and to the Treasury of the country the 
wae} that he has asked. [Prolonged applause on the Republican 
side, 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. 8 er, I yieid the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Tennessee - MCMILLIN}. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr.§ , I shall wish to occupy only one- 


half of the time, as I desire my colleague on the Committee on 
Ways and Means [Mr. Turner of Georgia] to occupy a portion 
of it. 

The gentleman from serene [Mr. anne ae very ap- 


eee asked what this House is called upon todo. And I 
will give the answer that he failed to give. You are called upon 
to pass upon a 


meral tariff bill —— without the right to amend; 
a bill which affeets every item on the dutiable list, I believe, in 
the tariff schedules, except sugar, amoun to more than 4,000 
in number, and you are asked to come blindly ya cross your 
hands and let the gentleman from Maine and his coll es tie 
you hand and foot, hard and fast, and surrender your right even 
to present an amendment to the bill. ‘You are called upon to take 
such a course in connection with this bill as has never taken 
in connection with any revision of the tariff in the history of the 
House of Representatives since the organization of the Govern- 
ment, 

The gentleman from [eerne attempts to confound the 
action taken by the House on the Senate bill in the last Congress 
in connection with the Wilson bill, and to offer that as a compari- 
son to this proposed rule. But the gentleman fails to tell you, 
Mr. Speaker, that on that bill we had elaborate hearings in the 
Committee on Ways and Means, where he had a right to bring 
his friends, We had ample arguments and = opportunities 
for hearings before that committee. He should also remember 
that after the time that bill had been agreed upon an opportuni 
was given to him and his colleagues to preset ont have consid- 
ered the views of the minority. But how different is it here. 
Yesterday, a holiday, when the Departments of the Government 
were closed, when the Tre was closed, when even the Library 
of this Capitol was closed, and no man had an opportunity to get 
the bill proposed by the tleman from Maine, that measure was 
brought in to the Committee on Ways and Means, never havin, 
been introduced in the House at all, never having been conatared: 
was never read before the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
even amended materially after it was brought there, and in thirty 
short minutes we are asked to take and swallow it whole, without 
even an opportunity for amendment! 
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They announce to us that no time will be given for the consid- 
eration of the different schedules; that no time will be given to 
call upon the See of the Treasury to know whether or not 
this measure is needed. No time-will be given to call upon him 
to know whether he needs the revenue; but they come in here 
this morning, when the bill has never been read co. and when 
not ten men on this floor understand fully its provisions, and ask 
you on that side to surrender your right even to offer amend- 
ments. Ah, Mr. Speaker, when Esau surrendered his birthright 
and his heritage for a mess of pottage he at least had hunger as a 
pitiful excuse. These gentlemen have not even their Christinas 
turkeys in front of them as an excuse for their peculiar manner in 
dealing with this measure and their surrender of their rights. 

Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] When they get it 
into the House they propose to impose $44,000,000 of taxes on more 
than 4,000 different articles in less than four hours, or $11,000,000 
an hour. They announce to us that they have seized the reins 
again; that they are going to drive the old chaise of state over the 
same old track to the same destructive terminusagain. Go ahead, 
gentlemen. There was a power that checked you once before. 
There is a power which will check you again—the masses of the 
American people. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. CRISP. Unless the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrenper- 
SON] desires to use all his time in conclusion, will he let some one 
on that side address the House, and then this side will follow? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desireto conclude thedebate, Mr. Speaker. 
How much time has the gentleman from Georgia remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has 
eight minutes remaining. ; 

CRISP. How much time has the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON]? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has eleven min- 


utes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Georgia will please 
conclude his time. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield that time, Mr. Speaker, to my colleague 
[Mr. et. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is idle, pirhae, on 
this occasion to ind in epithets. Perhaps it would be unprolit- 
able to make comparisons. But it may not be amiss to ask gen- 
tlemen to pause and consider the situation. 

The President on Friday morning sent to Congress a message 
informing us of the gravity of the financial situation. In his an- 
nual m he had suggested the remedy which to him seemed 
wisest, and our able Secretary of the Treasury—as able as ever 
occupied that high position since the days of Alexander Hamilton — 
had given to Congress his frank and manly statement of our finan- 
cial condition. Ineachof those greatcommunications to Congress 
the assurance was not only given that the Treasury had ainple 
funds to meet all its expenditures and all its ordinary demanis, 
but that it had a surplus which would reach over two or three 
years; that above the gold reserve there was over seventy millions 
of dollars in the Treasury available for the current expenses of 
the Government. And, according to the very nature of the case, 
gentlemen on our side, the great party to which we belong, though 
momentarily in defeat, have believed during all the agonizing ex- 
perience of the last two or three years that it was not a question 
of revenue, but that it was a question which struck higher and 
concerned our entire financial policy. And when the President 
and the Secretary recommended to gress the consideration of 
that view, aye, sir, when they asked for bread, you give them a 
stone. When they ask you to relieve the stress on the Treasury, 
that particular stress which every man understands and el 
ates, you reply by putting in front of all your remedial legislation 


the proposition to still further bleed and tax the American people. 


And, Mr. open let gentlemen remember that this is dono 
with the m extraordinary haste ever known in the history of 
the American Congress. This bill, although laid on our desks as 
a print of the House of Re tatives, could not have been 
printed and sent here since this bill was introduced a few moments 
ago. Neither could this report of the Committee on Rules have 
been ted here on the basis, as it says, of a bill reported to 
the House, because the Committee on Rules have had no meeting 
since this bill was submitted to the House. The bill has not been 
—— in the orderly course. The report of the Committee on 

ays and Means has not been printed in the orderly course, as my 
colleague, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], has shown. 
The report of the Committee on Rules has not been presented in 
the ly course, and coming to the rule itself, I say that it is 
unprecedented and unheard of that a rule should be o ‘ered con- 
templa a general revision of our entire tax system without the 
power of the le’s representatives to be heard even in the five- 
minute debate. Here is a proposition to tax the American people 
$40,000,000 or $50,000,000, more or less, in one broad sweep of pro- 
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tection, and yet we have scarcely time for the members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to enter their protest against it. 
They have had no time to formulate and embody their views in a 
minority report, and if we, on this side, are heard at all in opposi- 
tion to this measure, it will be in such brief and limited speeches 
as we can make by eee arrangement among ourselves 
within about two hours or two hours and a half. 

Reference has been made here, Mr. Speaker, to what took place 
at the heel of the last Congress. Gentlemen who were members 
of that House understand fully the condition which then pre- 

ailed. 
bs The House had sent to the Senate a bill embodying the view of 
my party. The Senate put upon that bill a great number of 
amendments, and with reference to their course upon it I dare not 
offer my sentiments in stricture. I can not do that without violat- 
ing parliamentary proprieties. After two or three months’ con- 
sideration of the pill in the Senate it went to a committee of con- 
ference, and was there considered for two months; and, as a last 
resort, in order to get a measure in some form of the nature we 
desired upon the statute books, it went through the House in some 
such way as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLZELL] has 
stated. Then, after the question of coal had been discussed through 
weeks and months, incidentally, in both Houses; after the sugar 
question had been considered in both Houses, and after the ore 
question had been debated for a long and almost indefinite time in 
both Houses, then, in the closing hours of the session, when there 
was no hope or opportunity for consideration and deliberation, we 

assed those measures to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ioe referred. Ours is not now that situation. We areat the ve 
beginning of the session, or at the opening of a Congress of whic 
the friends of the gentleman have the majority. Why is it that 
they do not give us an opportunity for the discussion of this great 
question? If they are actuated by any spirit of deference to the de- 
partment of Government which now holds our fortunesinits hands, 
why do not they put some other measure in front instead of seek- 
ing in this Christmas time to tax the American people to the 
amount of $40,000,000 or $50,000,000—an imposition against which 
the Treasury itself protests? 

Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more to say. 
the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has one-half 
minute left. 

Mr. CRISP. Ireserve that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is the half minute reserved? 

TheSPEAKER. The — from Georgia claims toreserve 
a half a minute. aughter. | 

Mr. HENDE IN. Mr. Speaker, this is a business matter, for 
a business people, and should be met in a business way. A few 
days ago, when this House was considering the Bayard resolution, 
we were taunted the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
that we dared not responsibility. We will show him to-day 
whether the Republican party is afraid to take responsibility or 
not. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] ether this 
country is pen over by a Republican or a Democratic Execu- 
tive, whether it is threatened with bullets or ballots, whether by 
deficiency or surplus, the blican party never shirks its dut 
to this country. [Rene applause.] We are taunted wit 
working on a holiday. I want to say to my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McoMILLIN] that if the Democratic ass falls into the 
ditch with a national load upon its shoulders we will even work 
on Sunday to take the national part of it out of the ditch. 
[Laughter and great applause. ] 

The gentleman from rgia tells us that this is for the purpose 
of taxing the people. M , there is no power in Congress to 
put back in the pockets of the American people that ehdeh Dem- 
ocratic policies have robbed them of since the Democratic Admin- 


[Loud applause on 


istration went into power on the 4th of March, 1893. [Renewed 
applause.] They _of = in behalf of the Treasury. Do 
they forget the with which Democratic policies have emptied 
the Treasury? 


ls _They have emptied it, and we pro- 

pose to put money there. Since this Administration came into 
power it has — this nation oscillating between chilis and fever. 
a ony € propose to stop these diseases and let the Amer- 
can regain a normal condition. We will do our part of it. 

Talk about war; as one Democratic statesman said, the Presi- 
dent comes in here one day and makes a declaration of war, and 
in three days afterwards files his petition in bankruptcy. [Laugh- 
ter.} Weare not for war. The i party is against war. 
It has made no declaration in this House for war. Let the coun- 
try take observation of that. True, the President demanded 
money to pone out his constitutional functions, and the Repub- 
lican party it would supply him with the money; but we have 
not declared for war. If war becomes necessary the Republican 
party will be ready; but we have not yet exercised the judgment 
of the Republican party on that question. Let not the business 
interests of this country run before this ‘tem in a teapot.” 
This country is solvent. It has the assets; it the integrity. 
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Give to a nation assets and integrity and the business interests of 
the nation need not be afraid. We have returned to power here, 
and we will look after the solvency of the nation, and never again 
will the American people find our integrity put in question. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining, 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 want to reserve one minute of my time, 
and I ask the Speaker to keep his eye on me, so that I will not run 
over it. [Laughter. | 

Now, the claim has been made in debate just now that the 
Wilson bill had been considered here in the late Congress, and that 
ample opportunity had been given to consider it. After the House 
bill went over to the Senate it came back so completely covered 
with patches that the original pantaloons could not be recognized 
by Mr. Wilson himself, and these amendments we never had op- 
portunity to examine and pass upon. When you consider that on 
the final home stretch in that great tariff discussion and legislation 
the gag was put upon this House, that all the declarations of Jef- 
ferson’s Manual and other authorities on rules were overturned 
by a single rule emanating from the committee of which my dis- 
tinguished friend from Georgia — CRISP] was chairman, and 
that it was lashed through this House without chance of amend- 
ment, does it lie in the voices of those gentlemen to complain now 
about ‘“‘ whip and spur” and “the gag”? 

The statement is made that the Secretary of the Treasury says 
there is plenty of revenue. Mr. Speaker, that is not true. I join 
issue with that statement, but will leave the discussion of it for the 
proper time, after this rule shall have been adopted. Then we will 
demonstrate that the Treasury has not sufficient funds. Then we 
will demonstrate, by proofs that can not be refuted, that thiscountry 
is suffering for want of revenue to pay its legitimate expenses. 
Greenbacks and gold are being taken out of the Treasury to pay 
current expenses; yet the gentleman from Georgia last on his feet 
[Mr. TURNER] dares to sustain the statement of the Treasury De- 
partment that we have sufficient revenue. 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, this is a business 
matter. The pending bill is nota general tariff measure. It rep- 
resents neither the aggregate judgment of the Republican side nor 
of the Democratic side on the tariff question, but the President of 
the United States has laid before us the condition of the Treasury 
and the business interests of the country. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Notatthismoment. The business inter- 
ests of the country say that financially we are in a crippled con- 
dition. Now, we all know that if we were to go into a general 
revision of the tariff every member would feel bound to investi- 
gate details and to stand up for his localinterests. That has been 
done by both sides of the Chamber whenever there has been a gen- 
eral revision. To enter — such a course now would be to tie 
our hands for months, and that would bring about a crisis in this 
country compared with which the Democratic crash of 1893 was 
a holiday entertainment. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman yield now for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LINNEY. Asa Republican I am with the gentleman, of 
course, in this matter; but under the rule as it now stands, can 
we not extend to our Democratic brethren the opportunity of offer- 
ing amendments, and then, under the operation of the previous 
question, pass the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, that can not be done. 
in the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, our friend on my left [Mr. emer 
is not so new a member that he has not discovered the kernel o 
this controversy. [Laughter.] This rule is brought in not only 


It is not best 


for the purpose of preventing this side of the House from offering 
amendments, but to prevent gentlemen on the Republican side 
from voting for amendments. It is not necessary that you should 


tie us up by this rule, because, if you all agree to this bill, you 
have a majority far more than sufficient to vote down every amend- 
ment that we might offer. The purpose of the rule, Mr. Speaker, 
is to prevent any gentleman on your own side from voting for any 
amendment which he might conceive to be in the interest of his 
constituents. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That is the 
real. object of this rule. it is designed not only to gag us, but also 
to gag gentlemen on the Republican side who might be disposed 
to rebel against the party whip which is being applied in this sum- 
mary manner. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia 
wholly misconstrues my statement. It was upon the ground of 
want of time alone that I called attention to the fact that differ- 
ences are dangerous in dealing with this subject. As to Demo- 
cratic amendments, of course we would vote them down, for no 
Democratic tariff proposition would justify any patriot in voting 
for it. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 


The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. CRISP. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 208, nays 90, not 
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I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


voting 57; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aitken, - 
Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Andrews, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R.1L 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Md. 
Baker, N.H. 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Black, N.Y. 
Blue, 
Bowers, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 
Burrell, 
Burton, Mo, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Clark, lowa 
Clark, Mo. 
OCodding, 
Coffin, 
Colson. 
Cook, Wis, 
Cooke, ILL. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, lowa 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N.Y, 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Dayton, 

De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 


Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, N. ¥. 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 


Buck, 
Catchings, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Connolly, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowen, 
Oox, 

Crain, 
Crisp 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 


Allen, 
Atwood, 
Barrett, 
Beach, 
Berry, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bull, 
Burton, Ohio 
Chickering, 
Cla: 


y 
Cockrell 
Cooper, Wis. 
Danford, 
Ellett, Va. 


So the resolution reported by the Committee on Rules was 


adopted. 


Doolittle, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Ellis, 
Evans, 
Fairchild, 
Faris, 
Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Fletcher, 
Foot 8, 
Foss, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Griswold, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Neb 
Halterman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Ind. 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howe 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 
enon 
uling, 
Hull, 


Cummings, 
De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Downing, 
Elliott, 5. C. 
Erdman, 
Hart, 
Hendrick, 
Hutcheson, 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Linney, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 


YEAS—208. 


Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Hyde, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Joy, 
Kerr, 
Kiefer, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 
Kulp, 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Leighty, 
Leisenring, 
Leonard, 
Lewis, 
Linton, 
Long, 
om 
szoudensiager, 
Low, ger, 
ahany, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McClure, 
McCormick, 
McLachlan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Milnes, 
Minor, Wis. 


y; 
Murphy 
New ands, 
Northway, 
Odell, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pickler, 
Pitney, 
Poole, 


NAYS—90. 


McClellan, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McKenney, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miles, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Neill, 


Owens, 
Patterson, 
Pendleton, 


ce, 
Richardson, 
eee, 


NOT VOTING —57. 


Fitzgerald, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hanly, 
Harrison, 
Hartman, 


McEwan, 
McGann, 


McRae, 
+ a 


Otey, 

Otjen, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Robertson, La. 
Sauerhering, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 


The following pairs were announceds 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Soutuwick with Mr, Litt.e. 

Mr. WiLson of Ohio with Mr. STALLINGS, 
Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. McRAgE, 


Mr. Powers with Mr. Orry, 
Mr. Loup with Mr. Berry, 


Prince, 
utoe 

uigg, 
Raney, 
Ray, 
Reeves, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Royse, 
Russel], Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, IL. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Southard, 
eyensing, 

erry, 

Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulloway, 
Taft, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracy, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 


Walker, Mass. 


Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
White 


Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wood, 
Wright. 


Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Sorg, 


Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Bie won 
nderw 
Walsh, 


Stallings, 
Etephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong 
Talbert, 
Tracewell, 
Tucker, 
Washington, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 


DECEMBER 26, 


Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. Money. 

For this day: 

Mr. HARTMAN with Mr. FiTzGERALD. 

Mr. PEARSON with Mr. LocKHaArrT. 

Mr. McCa.u of Tennessee with Mr. CockRELL, 

Mr. HANLY with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. OTJEN. with Mr. ELLET? of Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE with Mr. Layton, 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BoatNer. 

Mr. Rosinson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. WooMER with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. TALBERT, 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I should like to have my vote recorded 
in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and did he 
fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. : I was not in my seat. I was called out 
and did not get back in time to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under those circumstances the Chair can 
not ask consent that the gentleman's vote be recorded. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If permitted to do so I should vote “no.” 

Mr. TERRY read a telegram stating that his colleague, Mr, 
McRaAkg, was detained from the House by sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill referred to in the 
order just adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act, and until 
August 1, 1898, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported wo.! 
of classes 1 and 2, as defined in the act hereinafter cited, apecove 1 Oct 
ber 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limitations thereof, and on 
all hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, except as ier 
after provided, and on all noils, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste. slul) f 
waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, and all other wastes composed 
wholly or in part of wool, and on woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, a duty 
equivalent to 60 per cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles ly an 
act entitled “‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im 
and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the eon- 
ditions and limitations of said act; and on all wools and Russian came!'s h:air 
of class 3, as defined in said act approved October 1, 1800, and subject to all 
the conditions and limitations thereof, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid the several duties provided by such act approved October 1, 188). And 
paragraph 279 of Schedule K, and also paragraph 685 in the free list of an act 
entitled ‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes,” which became a law August 27, 1894, are hereby 
pended until August 1, 1898. 

Sec. 2. Thatfrom and after the passage of this act and until August 1, 1408, 


there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all Spanpee articles mad 
whole or in part of wool, worsted, or other materials described in sectio 


I 
of this act, except as hereinafter provided, 60 ~~ cent of the specific pound 
| 


or square-yard duty imposed on each of such articles ‘by an act entiil: 
“An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
urposes,” approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and 
imitations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty now imposed on each 
of such articles by an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provido 
revenue for the Government, and for other aupows,” which became a law 
August 27, 1894; and on carpets, druggets, skings, mats, rugs, screens, 
covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and other portions of carpets or car 
oe eae in whole or in part of wool, the specific square-yard duty im- 
on each of such articles by said actapproved October 1, 1890, and subject 
0 all the conditions and limitations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem 
duty imposed on such articles by saidact which became alaw August 27, 15‘)4. 
Sec. 3. That from and after the of this act and until August 1, 159s, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported lumber and other 
articles designated in paragra hs 674 to 683, inclusive, of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
pu .” which became a law August 27, 1894, a duty equivalent to 60 por 
cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled * An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other porposes,” 
approved October 1, 1890, and subject toall the conditions and limitations of 
said last-named act; but pale wood shall be classed as round unmanufactured 
timber exempt from duty: ided, That in case any foreign country shall 
ae ge an export duty upon pine, spruce, elm, or other logs, or upon stave 
bolts, shingle wood, pulp wood, or heading blocks exported_to the United 
States from such country, then the duty upon the lumber and other articles 
mentioned in said phs 674 to 683, inclusive, when imported from such 
country, shall be the same as fixed by the law in force prior to October 1, 1590. 
Sec. 4. That on and after the passage of this act, and until August 1, 1595, 
there shall be levied, collected, and_ paid on all the imported articles men- 
tioned in Schedules A, B,C, D, F,G, H, 1, J,L, M,and N,of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
ae which became a law August 27, 1891, a duty equivalent to 15 aor 
cent of the duty im on each of said articles by existing law in addi- 
tion to the duty provided by said act of August 27, 1894: Provided, That the 
additional duties imposed by this section shall not in any case increase tho 
rate of duty on any article beyond the rate im d thereon by the said act 
of October 1, 1890, But in such case the duty shall be the same as was imposed 
by said act: And a further, That where the present rate of duty on 
any article is higher than was fixed by said last-named act, the rate of duty 
thereon shall not be further increased by this section, but shall remain as 
provided by existing law. 


The SPEAKER. The debate on this question will be limited to 
three hours and a half, which will give to each side an hour and 
three-quarters. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DrnaLEy] to control the time on 
one side, and the tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] to control 
the time on the Saar. The Chair hears no objection. 








CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, when there was read at the 
Clerk’s desk on Saturday last a special m from the Presi- 
dent of the United States informing Congress that there existed a 
serious condition of the finances of the country and of the Federal 
Treasury requiring immediate relief, and appealing to the Senate 
and House to take no recess until relief should be afforded, every 
member of this House, I take it, felt that there was imposed — 
us a special responsibility—not only a special responsibility, but 
also that there existed an urgent demand for immediate relief on 
the highest patriotic grounds. So thoroughly did the Committee 
on Ways and Means feel the urgency of this appeal that it was 
unanimously decided without distinction of party that it was the 
duty of this House to remain in session, omitting the usual recess 
for the time being, until there should be some measure or meas- 
ures of legislation passed that would afford relief to the exigent 
condition of the Federal aeeey. 

The Committee on Ways and Means immediately took up the 
subject and proceeded to consider what measures of relief could 
be proposed. The first thing that attracted the attention of the 
committee—the first in order because the most important and lying 
in large measure at the very foundation of the difficulties through 
which the Treasury had passed—was the fact that for two years 
and a half there has been a constant deficiency of revenue—an in- 
sufficiency of current income to meet the ordinary expenses of the 
Government—until that condition has become chronic. 

Gentlemen have said in the debate upon the rule which was pre- 
sented that there is no demand for more revenue, that the rey- 
enue is sufficient. I remember that in the last House, almost a 
year ago, when I presented upon this floor what seemed to me the 
urgent demand for an increase of revenue, it was replied by gen- 
tlemen on the other side that ‘‘next week,” ‘‘next month,” there 
would be revenue sufficient. And so we have gone on with this 
cry of hope all through this year up to thishour; and almost every 
month from the ist day of July, 1893, up to to-day there has been an 
insufficiency of revenue to meet the current expenditures of the 
Government, amounting now tothe enormous sum of $132,000,000. 
And in the present fiscal year, commencing on the 1st day of July 
last, up to night before last, there was, as shown by the official re- 

ort in my hand, a deficiency of eighteen and a half million dol- 
8; and in this very month of December, as shown in the same 
way, there has been a deficiency approximating $3,000,000. 

Now, gentlemen tell us that there is revenue enough to meet 
the expenditures of the Government. What dothey mean? What 
does the Secretary of the wore mean when he says that we 
need no more revenue? What did he mean one year ago when he 
communicated to one of the Houses of Congress that there was 
no need of additional revenue? His own reports presented from 
day to day show that there has been a deficiency all through this 
fiscal year, and never larger than at this moment. He means 
simply this (and I ask the attention of the House to the manner 
in which this issue is being avoided, for I wish to show the evil 
results which flow from it)—he means that after he has borrowed 
gold under the resumption act of 1875 for the purpose of redeem- 
ing United States legal-tender notes as they are presented for re- 
demption, and after those notes have been thus redeemed by the 
proceeds of bonds sold, he has taken the very United States notes 
thus redeemed and immediately paid them out to meet a deficiency 
of revenue from day to day, from month to month, and from year 
to year. I ask, gentlemen, if so plain and practical a matter as 
this is to be met in this manner, what difference does it make if 
the Secretary of the Treasury sells bonds and immediately uses 
the proceeds to pay a deficiency in the revenue, or, having first 

the proceeds of the bonds to redeem greenbacks, then to turn 
around and use the greenbacks to pay the necessary expenses of 
the Government and meet the deficiencies of the revenue? I ask 
gentlemen to point out the difference. Is not this in effect prac- 
tically sellin, mds to pay the deficiency? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this policy is to be pursued, if we are to 
go on with insufficient revenues to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and then when bonds are sold for gold to redeem out- 
standing legal-tender notes those notes are to be immediately used 
to Seon as of revenues, then I say to you that the ‘‘end- 
less chain” of which the Secretary of the Treasury complains is 
fully established, and he may continue selling bonds without 
limit to 4 eae gold into the Treasury, taking the — to pay 
the deficiency in revenue, and never stop the raids upon the Treas- 
— gold. Isthere any doubt of this? Canitbequestioned? And 
yet gentlemen say to us that because we have ay $75,000,000 of 
cash above the redemption fund in the Treasury—$25,000,000 bein 

uired for a working balance, leaving $50,000,000 of free Unite 
States notes—gentlemen tell us that we may proceed to use those 
notes to meet a ae in the Treasury, placing the notes so 
that they ma arene y presented for a second redemption in 
gold, an still n no more revenue. Is there any doubt that if 
we are to stop this run on the Treasury, to stop the issue of bonds 
to be sold for gold to maintain the redemption fund, that the first 
thing in order, the first step, is to provide sufficient revenue to 


1895. 
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meet the daily and monthly and yearly expenses of the Govern- 
ment? It is admitted that we do not have sufficient revenue for 
these purposes, and that the deficiency must be made up by tak- 
ing the redeemed notes and immediately paying them out again. 
This is practically using the proceeds of the bonds to meet the de- 
ficiency of revenues of the Government. 

Now, how did it happen that from 1879 up to 1893 there was no 
serious run on the Treasury gold? We had the greenbacks existing 
during that period, and preferred everywhere to gold. But why? 
Because, in the first place, the revenues of the Government were 
equal to or greater than the expenditures; and there was no 
necessity for creating an ‘‘endless chain,” which must exist as 
long as there is insufficient revenue; in the second place, because 
there was maintained a redemption fund up to the minimum of 
$100,000,000, which created confidence every day and every hour; 
and third, because there was existing such a policyin the country 
as put all the people at work, all the spindles turning, and all the 
machinery moving, while consumption was up to the highest 

oint, and prosperity existing in all directions. These conditions 
rave been set aside since 1893, and insufficiency of revenue is a 
potent cause of existing <listrust. 

As long as this condition exists I contend that you may con- 
tinue to sell bonds to maintain the redemption fund indefinitely, 
and yet, unless you furnish sufficient revenue to carry on the Gov- 
ernment without a deficit at the end of each month and each year, 
that you are making simply an endless chain which will sustain 
the run on the gold in the Treasury—a run inaugurated by dis- 
trust. 

I contend, further, that the fact that the Government has for 
two years and a half had insufficient revenue to pay its expenses 
has cast a cloud over all the business of the country and is an im- 
portant factor in creating the distrust prevailing everywhere. 





Now, in view of these facts, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, and it 
seems to the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, that 
the first thing to be done—and on that must depend the success 


of all measures of relief—is so to legislate as to provide sufficient 
revenues for the expenses of the Government. And believing 
this, appealed to by the President of the United States to furnish 
a remedy for the existing situation, and to furnish it at once, has 
excused and even made necessary what would otherwise seem to 
be something of haste. But when the country is in danger, when 
such a message as that sent to us on Saturday by the President of 
the United States is brought to our attention, it becomes the duty 
of this House, charged with the constitutional duty of inaugu- 
rating revenue measures, to provide such a measure at the earliest 
possible moment in view of the great urgency that exists. 

The first duty, then, that confronts the House is to provide 
sufficient revenue to meet the expenditures. How much revenue 
is required? Up to the 1st of January, the close of the first half 
of this fiscal year, the deficit will reach nearly $20,000,000, and 
assuming that that condition will exist during the next six months, 
for it is hardly reasonable to syppose that there will not be a de- 
ficiency during that period, it wi!l bring the total up to at least 
$30,000,000, probably $35,000,000, and this may be increased to a 
much larger sum in certain contingencies. 

Now, the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, in 
view of this situation, have felt it to be their duty immediately— 
first in order because first in importance, upon which everything 
else depends—to provide about $40,000,000 of additional revenue 
annually during this exigency. We do not know how long this 
exigency may continue, but we believe that it is safe in any event 
to provide $40,000,000 additional revenue annually for two years 
and a half. Hence the measure which has been reported by the 
committee is limited in its operation to two years and a half, the 
additional revenue to begin on the passage of the bill which has 
been presented and to terminate on the Ist day of August, 1898. 
It is exigency legislation which we have presented. It is legisla- 
tion demanded by the special condition of. the Treasury, to which 
our attention has been called by the President of the United States. 
It is demanded in the interest of the people of the United States. 

The majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, in look- 
ing around to see where this revenue could be obtained, have 
agreed that it should be obtained from the customs side of our 
revenue system for two reasons: First, on the excise side we already 
raise over $150,000,000, which is all that should come from internal 
taxes. Second, it was always the intention of the founders of 
this Government to raise revenue for the support of the National 
Government from duties on imports. You well remember the 

ition taken by the founder of the Democratic party, Thomas 
efferson, who raised the issue in 1800 against the Administration 
of John Adams because it had introduced excise taxes and intro- 
duced them because there was a threat of a war with France. 
Now, it has been the traditional policy of the old Democratic party, 
from its foundation even up to 1884—when in its national platform 
it adopted a resolution to the effect that the expenditures of the 
Federal Government should be raised quubeubvels from duties on 
imports—I say it has been the traditional policy of that party to 
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have the Federal Treasury rest on duties on imports, and to leave 
all other forms of taxation to the several States. 

We have held, therefore, that it was our duty, especially in view 
of the fact that the balance of trade during this fiscal year has 
turned against us—and having turned against us has created a 
demand for gold for export—to raise additional revenue by increas- 
ing duties at some points in order that we might thereby increase 
the volume of goods to be made in this country, incidentally, and 
at the same time diminish the imports of that class of goods, and 
thus turn the balance of tradein our favor, instead of against us. 
Yor it must be remembered that solong as the balance of trade is 
against us, gold must be exported to pay that balance, or else se- 
curities payable in gold, which are precisely the same ~. 

Therefore it seemed to us that for these reasons we should look 
to the import side for the purpose of raising $40,000,000 additional 
revenue. Lookingin that direction, with the urgent demand upon 
us for instant action, we have, of course, found it impossible to 
revise the tariff, especially upon our ground; and looking at the 
fact of the great necossity, we have decided, by the simplest pos- 
sible measure, to raise $40,000,000, or thereabouts, of additional 
revenue and to stop this deficit that is causing such serious injury 
to the finances of the country. In raising revenue in this way we 
have been obliged to turn, in large part, to a horizontal increase 
of duty. 

N “4 I admit that under other conditions, when there was no 
urgency, this would be an improper way to modify the tariff for 
the purpose of obtaining more or less revenue. But there is no 
time to go through the tariff and to examine the condition of each 
industry and adapt legislation to the wants of each and make a 
thorough revision of the tariff. Whatever is done, if it is to 
accomplish any good, must be done at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, and it must be done in a way which will not provoke the 
aggressive hostility of others who differ with us on the point of 
the tariff in order to bring it into law. And for that reason we 
have proposed, as toa large number of schedules—all the schedules 
except the sugar and woolens eee ne to increase the 
duty 15 per cent during the next two years and a half. It is esti- 
mated that from this increase of duty, on the basis of the imports 
of last year under the existing tariff, we shall secure an additional 
revenue of $16,500,000 or thereabouts; but that even 
this slight raise of duty, amounting really to an addition of only 
about 8 per cent ad valorem, may ee ee as to those arti- 
cles which this country can make for itself without any climatic 
disadvantage—somewhat of a decline in im , we reduce the 
estimate of revenue from this part of the bill to $15,000,000. 

Now, turning to wool, the great revenue producer. Wool was 
placed upon the free list by the act of 1894, unjustly, as it has 
always seemed to me, to the farmers of this country. We pro- 
pose to take wool from the free list by the bill which has been 
presented, and to give clothing wool—that is, wool of classes 1 and 
2—a duty of 60 per cent of the duty given by the act of 1890, 
which is 6.6 cents per pound as to most clothing wool. 

It has been thus slightly reducéd from the act of 1890 for two 
reasons. First, we felt that if the same duty was selected, in 
view of the opposition which has been made in certain geht 
to the wool duty, and especially that if we raised it to the point 
that this opposition had taken position i .s might furnish 
an excuse for those whose aid we must obtai order to secure 
legislation to refuse to sanction what we have done. 

lieving this, we dealt with wool in the manner the exigency 
seemedtodemand. This dutyrunsonly about two anda half years. 
The duty of 6.6 cents _ pound will be a benefit to the woolgrow- 
ers of this country. tis notall that we desired to do, nor is it all 
that the Republican paw proposes to de when they shall come 
into full possession of the Government of this country; but it is 
believed that for the present, with this exigency u us, with 
men of hostile views standing in other depart: ...>ts of the Govern- 
ment, it is the wisest present disposition of the matter in order to 
secure legislation and the needed revenue. 

But as to carpet wools we have retained the same duty (32 per 
cent) as provided by the act of 1890, simply for the fact that carpet 
wools are not produced to any general extent in this country, and 
therefore that the duty on a is essentially a revenue 
duty. When there is a duty p on wool, to make it of any 
advantage to the woolgrowers of this country, there must at the 
same time be given a compensatory equivalent duty to the manu- 
facturers of wool, for the reason that when a duty is im upon 
wool, in view of the fact thatas yet we have not been able to raise 
ali the wool that is wanted in this country, the price here will be 
substantially the extent of the duty in excess of the price abroad. 

Now, in order to make that of any advantage to the farmer and 
woolgrower, you must maintain the manufacture of wool in this 
country, because there can not be a market opened abroad for 
wool under such conditions except at free-trade prices. There- 
fore those interested in woolgro have for many yuars recog- 
nized the necessity, in order te furnish a demand for wool in this 
country, that there should be put upon imported cloth a compen- 
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satory duty equivalent to the duty on wool. For that reason we 
have placed upon imported manufactures of wool a duty of 60 per 
cent of the specific eran and pound duty of the act of 1890, 
in order to conform to the reduction of the duty on clothing 
wools, and the same specific square-yard duty on carpets as was 
imposed by the act of 1890, for the reason that carpet wools have 
the same duty in this bill as in the act of 1890. 

Now, it is found by computation that should there be an impor- 
tation of wool during the next fiscal year equal to the importa- 
tion of the last year we should obtain a revenue of $12,000,000 on 
wool alone. We imported last year about 100,000,000 pounds of 
carpet wool. Carpet wool is valued on the average at 94 cents a 
— which gives substantially a — of 3 cents per pound, and 

cents per pound on 100,000,000 pounds gives us $3,000,000 reve- 

e imported last year about 138,000,000 pounds of clothing 

. Now, if there should be as much imported next year under 

this tariff, if it should become law, there would be, as I have al- 
ready said,an increased duty of about $9,000,000, making about 
$12,000,000 revenue from wool. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will, although I prefer not to be interrupted 
until I close. 

Now, the suggestion has been made thatif we place a duty upon 
wool, there not be so much imported during the next fiscal 
year. I agree that after two or three years there will not be so 
much imported; but I think there must be as much for the next 
two years. You must bear in mind that the farmers during the 
last two or three years, since it was understood wool was to be 
placed on the free list, have been Suaatecing ite sheep because 
of the low price of wool. According to the Bureau of Statistics 
the production of wool in this country in the year 1894 was 54,- 
000,000 pounds less than it was in the year 1892. Now, that has 
been caused by the fact that woolgrowing has become unprofitable 
since wool was put on the free list. ow, if we lost 54,000,000 

unds in the production of wool for 1894, as shown by the returns 

or the fiscal year, I think that when the returns of the present 
calendar year are made the loss will be found to exceed 100,000,000 
pounds for the two years. 

Now, you must bear in mind that as the farmers have been for 
the last two or three years slaughtering their sheep, it will take, 
even with a duty on wool, two or three years for them to again 
supply the deficiencies in their flocks. If this bill should become 
law, with a duty of 6.6 cents per pound on wool, the effect of it 
being to increase the price which the farmer obtains for this wool, 
in view of the fact that we only raise a part of the wool we consume, 
I have no doubt that the effect would be, first, to stop the further 
killing of flocks by the farmers of this country; second, the in- 
auguration of measures looking to the increase of their flocks. 
Though we may not consider the duty imposed by this bill as the 
ultimate duty, yet even this would be an encouragement to wool- 
a to hold on to their flocks. They would speedily stop the 

illing of their sheep, and while there would not be an increase 
during the next fiscal year, there would be no further decline, and 
in a few years there would be an increase. It is more than prob- 
able, therefore, that in each of the next two fiscal years we shall 
be obliged to import as much clothing wool as we imported in the 
last fiscal year, and that being the case, we shall obtain $12,000,000 
additional revenue from this source during that period. 

From woolen goods, on which is to be laid a compensatory duty 
eres to the duty on wool, there would be a further increase 
of revenue to the extent of $16,000,000 if the importation should 
continue as large as it has been since the new tariff on woolen 
goo went into operation last January; but I assume that when 

is duty shall be laid, being specific, its effect will be to cut off, 
to some extent, the importations of foreign manufactures of wool 
coming into this market, which have already seriously injured 
that ee in this country. Nevertheless, supposing such an 
effect should result from the passage of this bill, with a reduction 
even to the extent of one-third of our current imports of woolen 
goods, we should get about twelve millions additional revenue from 
this source. It must be remembered that in 1892 we imported 
only $36,000,000 of woolen goods, while in the present calendar 
year the importations will exceed $60,000,000, and that on an 
undervaluation, because the duty now is exclusively ad valorem, 
which has a resulted in the importation of goods 
that on a fair of valuation would come nearer to $90,000,- 
000. Now, weshall get from the imposition of the proposed duty 
on wool an increased revenue of twelve millions, and we shall get 
at least twelve millions more upon g' i making twenty-four 
millions increase of revenue from these two sources; and if we 
obtain fifteen millions from the horizontal increase on the other 
schedules, added to the twenty-four millions, will make 
thirty-nine millions. In addition to that, it is estimated that 
there will come about a million dollars’ increase of revenue in 
consequence of the transfer of certain lumber from the free list 
to the protected at a rate of duty only 60 per cent of that 
which was imposed by the act of 1890. 
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So, Mr. Speaker, it is well-nigh certain that this measure, if en- 
acted into law, would give us additional revenue of not far from 
$40,000,000 during the year following its enactment, and it is just 


this $40,000,000 that we need to make our revenue equal to or 
slightly more than our expenditures, to restore confidence, and 
to give to the business of the country the moral influence of a 
government that is solvent, that is paying its bills from its reve- 
nue, and that has a credit second to that of no government upon 
the face of the earth. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Speaker, I have occupied more time than I intended, and yet 
there are many other things that I should like to say with refer- 
ence to this measure. It seems to me, sir, that its importance can 


not be overstated in view of the omy which exists. It is no 
time for us to talk about what would be logical or illogical, or 


what we should or should not do underother circumstances. We 
are seeking to put something ery into law that will give us 
the revenue that is needed, and then, by and by, when there shall 
have been another Presidential election, and when every depart- 
ment of the Government shall be in harmony with this House of 
Representatives [applause on the Republican side], we may pro- 
ceed to investigate all the questions relating to the tariff and to 
carry out by legislation the principle which the Republican party 
believes so nec to the prosperity of this country, and under 
which, during the thirty years preceding 1893, the United States 
enjoyed a measure of prosperity never known to any other coun- 
try in the world. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. } 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take up any more time, 
in view of the fact that the situation is so serious that urgent ac- 
tion is required. Iwas in hopes that gentlemen on the other side, 
with whom we have differed in the past upon questions of tariff, 
would welcome this opportunity to Increase the revenue on reve- 
nue grounds, for whatever protection may come from this pro- 
seen legislation will be only incidental. eare not seeking at 
this time to pass a protection bill. We are seeking to raise more 
revenue, and to raise it in a way which may tend as far as it goes 
to restore the stricken industries of this country and give pros- 
rity to our people. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but little of the time 
that has been assigned to this side for the discussion of this bill. 
I shall not attempt to follow my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
along the devious path which he has trodden. I shall not under- 
take to reply to his first argument, that this is a bill purely for 
revenue, aan then to his last argument, that this is a bill to protect 
the woolindustry. Thoseinconsistenciesanswer eachother. But, 
sir, I do desire to call attention to certain facts which controvert 
the position assumed by the gentleman. The gentleman from 
Maine says that this extraordinary spectacle, this extraordinary 
haste, this extraordinary bill is all caused and all justified by a 
message of the President of the United States. I suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, that in making that statement the gentleman from Maine 
does not practice his habitual candor. If this bill is intended to 
be msive to any suggestion from the President of the United 
States, then the action proposed ought to be in line with the sug- 
gestion made. The excuse the gentleman from Maine gives for 
the hurried manner in which this bill is presented and proposed 
to be rushed through is that there is a deficiency of revenue and 
that therefore the Government can not live without some such 
legislation. Now, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his report 
made to the House the other day, says: 

The cash balance in the Treasury on the Ist day of December, 1895, was 

77,406,386.62, being $98,072,420.30 in excess of the actual gold reserve on that 

y, an .62 in excess of any sum that it would be necessary to use 
for re lenishing that fund in case the Secretary should at any time be able 
to ex currency for gold. There is, therefore, no reason to doubt the 
ability of Government to discharge all its current obligations during the 
rae fiscal year, and have a large cash balance at its close, without impos- 

g additional taxation in any form upon the people. 

This great fiscal officer, charged with the duty of making esti- 
mates and setting before us the condition of the Treasury, says 
that there is absolutely no necessity for ea additional bur- 
dens in the shape of taxation upon the people. But the gentleman 
from Maine cites what he calls a deficiency, and claims that this 
demonstrates the necessity for an immediate increase of revenue. 

Mr. Speaker, that gentleman knows—no man knows better— 
that there isin the Treasury to-day over and beyond the gold reserve, 
largely more free money by three times over than any deficiency 
that can occur during the fiscal year. It is not a question, Mr. 
Speaker, of borrowing money to meet expenditures; the money 
is already borrowed; the money is in the Treasury; butitisa ques- 
tion whether you will use anasset which you now have, or whether 
you will run posthaste to impose additional burdens upon the 
—_ in order to pile up money in the Treasury of the United 


Now, let us understand this matter. There has been a defi- 
ciency. Why? Whatlaw caused it? I listenedin vain tothe gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DincLEy] to hear some confession that 
the deficiency and the withdrawal of gold began under what is 
known as the McKinley law. Not one breath did we hear indi- 


cating there had been any financial disturbance under that cele- 
brated law. Yet, Mr. Speaker, the receipts under the McKinley 
law had fallen until during the four months next preceding the 
ist of March, 1898, the expenditures exceeded the receipts by 
$4,094,021.30. That was before the inauguration of the new Ad- 
ministration, and of course it was years before the passage of 
what is known as the Wilson tariff bill. 

The first deficiency, therefore, we find arose under what is 
known as the McKinley law. That law was then peculiarly the 
pet of the Republican party. In that day there was none on 
that side to criticise or arraign the supremacy of the gentleman 
whose name had been given to that bill. It was the typical Re- 
publican idea of imposing taxation; that is, to reduce the receipts 
going into the Treasury by increasing the receipts going into the 
pockets of the protected manufacturer, to put at the water's 
edge of our country a tax collector with rates so prohibitory that 
no goods could come in in competition with goods mace at home, 
thus reducing the revenue coming into the Treasury aad thus in- 
creasing the profits of the domestic manufacturer by putting a 
burden upon his competitor. That is the Republican idea, and 
that was the idea embodied in the McKinley bill. Under that 
bill, Mr. Speaker, the revenues fell. 

My friend from Maine, so far as I could understand him at this 
distance, stated that there were no withdrawals of gold until 
after the advent of the Democratic Administration. I will not 
say that I apprehended his statement correctly, but that is what 
I understood him to say—that the withdrawals of gold did not 
begin until after the inauguration of the present President of the 
United States. Whatis the fact? During the nine months next 
preceding March, 1893—the date when the Democratic President 
was inaugurated—the withdrawals of gold were $58,746,000. That 
was under the McKinley law and under a Republican President. 
You gentlemen recollect very well the apprehension that existed 
in the Treasury Department as the time for the inauguration of 
Mr. Cleveland approached—the apprehension that there might be 
a necessity to issue bonds before that event took place. You recol- 
lect the stories that went through the press—I do not vouch for 
them—that already in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing they 
were preparing bonds to be issued to build up the gold reserve. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Secretary Foster actually gave the order, 
— is on file in the Treasury Department, for preparing the 

ates. 

F Mr. CRISP. My friend from Missouri states that the Secretary 
of the Treasury—Secretary Foster—actually issued the order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ill the gentleman from Georgia allow 
me? 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not want to be interrupted in the middle of a 
sentence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply want to challenge the statement 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman will have an opportunity to do 
that in his own time. This statement, Mr. Speaker, will not be 
controverted—that the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury 
under the Administration of Mr. Harrison urged in his last re- 

ort the importance of an increase in the revenue, thereby show- 

ing that the much-vaunted McKinley bill, which was built upon 
the Republican idea, had accomplished that which, though they 
do not often confess it, they always desire—prohibition of impor- 
tations, so that the domestic manufacturers had the monopoly of 
the home market. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CRISP. I am only going to occupy a few minutes, and my 
friend must excuse me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no additional taxation needed. We 
have that information from the Secretary of the Treasury. We 
ought to be candid with each other. Suppose you passed this 
bill; suppose it increases taxation $40,000,000, and that $40,000,000 
goes into the Treasury each year. How will that help the existing 
condition? The President’s message to which my friend from 
Maine has referred does not appeal for more revenue. It appeals 
for a particular kind of money. If you agree with him that that 
particular kind of money ought to be piled up in the Treasury, 
then you ought to provide some method by which it may be ac- 
cumulated. The method now suggested, as stated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, will be wholly inadequate to prevent or 
remedy that condition of things which alone prompts the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury to appeal to Congress for 
relief. They ask for a particular kind of relief; and you offer 
them a supposed measure of relief which you know they do not 
want. 

You pretend that this action must be hastily taken; and yet you 
know that can not be done because you know there yet remains 
to the people of the United States a legislative body where matters 
can be examined and considered, where amendments are in order, 
where the rights of the people can be somewhat preserved and 

rotected. It is a strange commentary, Mr. Speaker, upon our 
institutions that the House, composed of representatives elected 
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immediately by the people, is unable to give any sort of careful 
consideration to a bill imposing $40,000,000 of taxes upon them, 
but that they must depend upon the other branch of the Congress 
to obtain a hearing and to secure consideration. [Applause. 

With reference to the bill, Mr. Speaker, I can not go into details. 
Friends on this side will dothat. This is a “‘ horizontal rise,” not 
a ‘horizontal cut.” You recollect, perhaps, afew years ago hear- 
ing a great deal about a horizontal bill, and you remember how 
our Republican friends ridiculed that idea at that time. And yet 
you find them now favoring a horizontal rise. You find them in 
favor of a 60 per cent increase of the rate of the act of 1890— 
that is, the McKinley bill. The Republican platform indorsed 
that bill. Now you say McKinley and McKinleyism is only 60 

reentright. [Laughter onthe Democratic side.] What change 
ie come over the spirit of your dream? Why is he not now so 

ytential in the minds of the Republican ew as he was in that 
Ray? Are there those in the household who are concerned in be- 
traying McKinleyism? [Laughter and applauseon the Democratic 
side.] You have 60 per cent of McKinleyism in this bill. What 
has become of the other 40 per cent? [Laughter and cries of 
**Reep!” “Reep!”)] Itisapparentin framing the present bill that 
the Republican party, or the Committee on Ways and Means at 
least, have undergone a change of heart as to the high rates of the 
act of 1890. 

But let me read what opinion Mr. McKinley has of the method 
and plan adopted by the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of this House. [Laughter.] In 1884 there was a proposi- 
tion for a horizontal cut. April 30 of that year Major Mc- 
Kinley, addressing this House on the Morrison bill, said a 
horizontal revision ‘‘was a revision by the crosscut process.” 
ee) That was his opinion of the system at that time. 

urther he says: 

It gives no evidence of expert skill. 


Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
he majority here are amenable to all these characterizations, 
Again he says: 
It is the invention of indolence and the mechanism of a botch workman. 


Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
r. CANNON of Illinois. Did the gentleman vote for it? 

Mr. CRISP. I am calling to the attention of the majority of 
the House the view as to horizontal revision expressed by their 

reat tariff leader—he whose bill was not rg approved by the 
Republicans on this floor, but was indorsed by the Republican 
platform. Thatisall. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have used more time than I expected. 
Friends on this side who are to follow me will go further into the 
details of this bill. I confess to the House that from the notice I 
have received—or rather from the want of notice—I have not been 
able to obtain statistics from the Treasury Department. But I 
know we are considering a law providing for a general revision of 
the tariff. It is limited, it is true, to two and a half years. Why 
that limitation was made I can not tell. I knowwhat its framers 
say on the subject. They say they expect to be in full possession 
of all the ———- of the Government before the expiration 
of that period, and when so in —— they will again revise 
the tariff. There is to be a continued agitation of this question 
and no cessation thereof. The business interests, it seems, are 
never to find the time when they shall have peace. This is a 
‘temporary expedient,” my friend from Maine says; and when 
the Republican aby again secures control of the Government we 
are to have another bili, 

When that time comes, we hope, of course, to be prepared to 
meet them. On that issue we are ready togotothepeople. Tariff 
for revenue or tariff for protection; give the people a chance to 
choose, and I have no fears that in the future, as in the past, when 
fairly submitted, they will decide the question in favor of lower 
taxation, which, being interpreted, means in favor of themselves. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] Ireserve the remainder of my 


time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would ee to the gentleman from Geor- 

gia that, as I have used about forty minutes of my time and he 
as used probably twenty or more, some other gentleman on that 
side shall follow him. 

Mr. CRISP, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. WHEELER}. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, while the ink is still wet upon 
it there is being railroaded through the House by the Republican 
party a bill violating —— every principle which has ever been 
insisted upon by the Republican ey. First, it is a horizontal 
bill, which, as our distinguished leader tells you, was so keen! 
denounced by the king of protection, Major McKinley, in 1884. 
It will be remembered that at that time Mr. Morrison re a 
bill to this House providing for uniform reduction of the tariff 
upon the necessaries of life, the purpose being to relieve the people 
from unnecessary and onerous burdens. r. McKinley made a 
carefully prepared speech on that bill on April 30, 1884, It is 


a in the Appendix to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 134. 
is criticism of the Morrison bill was largely devoted to the re- 
duction being uniform, or, as he called it, horizontal. In referring 
to this feature of the bill, on page 136, Mr. McKinley says: 

What can be said of the woaty of the mpafority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means as evidenced by the bill now before us? It isa confession upon 
its face of absolute incapacity to grapple with the great subject. [Laughter 
and saan on the Republican side.} The Morrison bill will never be sus- 

3 of naving paased the scrutiny of intelligent experts like the Tariff 

Jom mission. is isa revision by the crosscut process. It gives no evidences 
of the expert’s skill. It is the invention of indolence. I will not say of igno- 
rance, for the gentlemen of the matority of the Committee on Waysand Means 
are competent to prensre a tariff bill. I repeat, it is not only the invention 
of indolence, but it is the mechanism of a botch workman. 

And, on page 40, Mr. McKinley says: 

No man on this floor can determine its consequences or predict its results, 
It is a leap in the dark. 

I beg to ask, if the uniform or horizontal bill was so vicious in 
1884 and was so bitterly denounced by Republicans at that time, 
how can they be justified before the country in now insisting upon 
the same character of legislation? 

INCREASE OF REVENUE NOT NEEDED. 

Second. It is a bill to raise revenue, when no revenue is needed, 
and such measures have been denounced by the best and most 
conservative leaders of the ee party. 

The distinguished head of the Committee on Ways and Means 
ray DinGLEyY] had us in session during a great part of Christmas 

ay preparing and perfecting this measure, which he informed 
the committee and the House was in response to the demand of 
our eminent Secretar of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle; and this state- 
ment is made in the face of the fact that Mr. Carlisle’s report, so 
far from containing any request for legislation which would give 
an increase of revenue, especially states and repeats that no such 
legislation is desired or needed. On page 53 of his report, Mr. 
Carlisle says: 

The cash. balance in the Treasury on the Ist day of December, 1895, was 

177 406,386.62 being. $98,072,420.30 in excess of the actual gold reserve on that 

ay, and. $77,406, .62 in excess of any sum that it would be necessary to use 
for replenishing that fund in case the Secretary should at any time be able 
to exchange currency for gold. 

This shows that instead of a deficiency there is an actual excess 
of over $77,000,000. 

The Secretary then says: 

There is, therefore, no reason to doubt the ability of the Government to 
discharge all its current obligations during the present fiscal year, and have 
a large cash balance at its close, without imposing additional taxation in any 
form upon the people. 

In order to emphasize this statement Mr. Carlisle repeats his 
objection to legislation of this character. On page 54 he says: 

While the situation does not uire any legislation for raising additional 
revenue by taxation at this time, it is such as to require the strictest economy 
in appropriations and public expenditures. 

Now, in the face of these statements and recommendations by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Republican party roceed to 
do exactly what Mr. Carlisle asks them not to do, and yet they 
say they are doing this in-response to his request. The Repub- 
lican leaders boldly assert that. the falling off of customs receipts 
has been due to the Wilson bill, in the face of the statements of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which show precisely the contrary. 

INCREASED REVENUE UNDER WILSON BILL. 

The Wilson bill did not become a law until August 28, 1894, and 
therefore the customs receipts for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1894, were all collected under the McKinley rates, while the cus- 
toms receipts for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, were nearly 
all collected under the Wilson bill rates; and Mr. Carlisle tells us 
that the receipts for one year under the Wilson bill rates exceeded 
those collected under the McKinley bill rates by $20,340,086.83. 1 
read his language from page 52 of his report: 


The revenue derived from customs during the fiscal year 1895 exceeded the 
revenue derived from the same source in 1894 by the sum of $20,340,086.83. 


THE BILL INJURES BUSINESS BY USELESS AGITATION OF THE TARIFF. 

Third. The action of the Republican party in insisting upon 
this bill is astonishing for another reason. During the last year 
the Republican side of the House were loud in their assertions 
that nothing was so detrimental to the business interests of the 
country as tariff agitation. They asserted that the worst kind of 
a tariff bill was better than frequent changes or frequent propo- 
sitions to change the tariff. They asserted that what the business 
a0 of the country needed was quiet and an assurance that the 

riff laws were stable and permanent. To-day they reverse that 
position, and the entire power of the Republican party is exer- 
cised in a most uncalled-for and injudicious agitation of this sub- 
ject. They inform the — that this bill is to pass the House 
to-day, and that it will speedily become the law, and that in a 
short time the tariff on every imported article will be materially 
changed, thus doing all in their power to disturb trade, to inter- 
fere with commerce; yet every member who votes for this bill 
knows that its requiem will be sung as it passes from the doors of 
this House to that deliberative body on the other side of the Capitol, 
where the rights of the people will receive mature consideration. 
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Before I leave this subject I want to call attention to the fact 

that had not the decision of the Supreme Court cut off the income- 

tax feature of the Wilson bill the revenue from that measure would 

by this time have exceeded our expenses by nearly $100,000,000. 

TO HOARD GREENBACKS WOULD BE AS DETRIMENATL AS THEIR CANCELLA- 
TION. 

The Republican leaders tell us that they desire this additional 
revenue in order that the money thus received for customs may 
be used to pay the running expenses of the Government, and thus 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold greenbacks and 
Treasury notes and thus retain them in the Treasury. The advo- 
cates of ‘this bill especially disclaim any desire to destroy the 
greenback and Treasury notes, but I beg to ask if the effect upon 
the people to permanently hoard them in the Treasury would not 
be just as detrimental as it would be to enact a law providing for 
their cancellation. 


SECOND SECTION ESPECIALLY OBJECTIONABLE. 


There is one feature of this bill to which I ask your especial 
attention. It is lines 17 to 25 of the second section of the bill. It 
will be seen that in that clause the McKinley bill is being restored 
in toto, up to the very extreme of that measure, which three years 

0 was so bitterly denounced by the American people. 

Mr. HARDY. How was it last year? 

Mr. WHEELER. The election last year could not have been 
materially affected by anything resulting from the Wilson bill, 
and.especially not by the woolen schedule, because that did not go 
into effect until nearly two months after the election took place. 
The criticisms, as I recall them, were that we were slow in enact- 
ing our billintolaw. The depression, which was due more than 
anything else to Republican profligacy, seemed to impress the 
people. [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Since the Wilson tariff law has become understood by the peo- 

le it has certainly received their approval. Manufactories have 
increased all over the country, wages are increasing, and manu- 
facturing industries are again becoming prosperous. 

Mr. HARDY. That is, in England. 

Mr. WHEELER. [hold in my hand an authenticated state- 
ment that under the provisions of that wise measure which passed 
this House in August, 1894, all the manufactures of our country 
were increasing, that wages in some thirty of the largest estab- 
lishments of the country were being raised, and general prosperity 
pervaded all our manufacturing industries. 


M’KINLEY BILL REDUCED AND WILSON BILL INCREASED WAGES. 


The first column in the following table shows the reduction of 
wages and the closing of factories which took place just after 
October, 1890, the date that the McKinley bill went into operation. 

The second column shows the increase of wages and the re- 
opening of closed manufactories which took place just after the 

ilson bill became operative. 


BETHLEHEM IRON WORKS, BETHLEHEM, PA. 


December 6, 1890, works closed; 1,000 May 30, 1895, wages advanced 11 per 
men out. cent; 2,000 men affected. 

January 29, 1891, wages reduced 10 June 15, 1895, 5 per cent to 10 per 
per cent after February 1. cent second increase. 


WASHINGTON WOOLEN MILLS, LAWRENCE, MASS. 
December 13, 1890, mills closed. | April 5, 1895, wages of 4,000 men ad- 
vanced. 
ACUSHNET MILLS, NEW BEDFORD, MASS. 


December 20, 1890, mill No. 1, spin- January 4, 1895, wages increased. 
ners and back-boys struck because 
wages had been reduced. 


JOHN CHASE & SONS, WEBSTER, MASS. 
December 25, 1890, mill running on April, 1895, wages of 300 men ad- 
three-quarters time. | vanced 10 per cent. 
CARNEGIE BROS’. STEEL WORKS, HOMESTEAD, PA. 
January 1, 1891, wages reduced 9 May 14, 1895, wages advanced 10 per 


r cent. cent. 
February 21, 1891, 4,000 men out. 
April 9, 1, wages reduced 5 per 


cen 

August 15, 1991, open-hearth depart- 
ment closed; 300 men out. 

July 1, 1892, 3,800 men strike against 
heavy wage reductions; several weeks 
of riot and bloodshed. 


ILLINOIS STEEL WORKS, CHICAGO, ILL. 


January 8, 1891, works, except blast June 20, 1895, wages of 7,000 men in- 
furnaces, closed; 1,500 men out. creased 10 per cent. 
August 11, 1892, for Milwaukee 
works, 10 per cent reduction in finish- 
ing de ment accepted. 


SANITARY WARE MANUFACTURING (POTTERY), TRENTON, N. J. 
January 10, 1891, reduction of 38} per June 16, 1895, 10 per cent to 40 per 





cent proposed. cent increase. 
April40, 1891, pressers reduced 22 per 


cent; men have been on strike many 
weeks. 
May 14, 1891, reduced 7 per cent. 
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MAHONING AND SHENANGO VALLEY IRON FURNACES, YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO, 


January 22, 1891, fifteen blast fur- | June 7, 1895, wages of 2,000 men in- 
naces closed; 10,000 men out. | creased 10 to 15 per cent 

June Ll, 1891, average reduction of June 15, 18%, 10 per cent; second in- 
10 per cent. crease. 

April 10, 1892, wages reduced 10 per 
cent; several thousand men con- | 


cerned. \ 
LAUGHLIN & CO., PITTSBURG, PA. 


January 15, 189, Elizafurnaceclosed | April, 1895, increase of 10 to 15 cents 
down. per day. 

January 17, 1891, another furnace 
closed. 


May 14, 1891, one stack idle. 
BELLAIRE NAIL AND STEEL COMPANY, BELLAIRE, OHIOo. 


January 15, 1891, idle several months.| June 18, 1895, wages of 1,000 men in- 
August 25, 1892, steel plant idle since | creased 15 per cent 
July. |} June 18,10 percent; second increase 


| promised August 1. 
IRON WORKS, SHARON, SHARPESVILLE, AND WEST MIDDLESEX, PA. 


January 17, 1891, six furnaces out of May 9, 1895, wages of 1,500 men in- 
blast; 200 men idle. creased. 


April 2, 1891, rolling mill No. 2 closed 

November 1, 1891, mill idle some 
months. 

May 5, 1892, two furnaces to be closed. | 


PENNSYLVANIA STEEL WORKS, STEELTON, PA. 


January 17, 1891, after February 1| June 4, 1895, wages of 4,000 men in- 
will reduce wages 8 and 10 per cent. | creased 10 per cent 
CAMBRIA IRON COMPANY, JOHNSTOWN, PA 
January 22, 1891, wages reduced 10 June 1, 1895, wages of 5,000 men in- 


per cent; 5,000 men affected. 

May 30, 1891, wages to be based on 
2,600 tons instead of on 1,800. 

COCHECO MILLS, DOVER, N. H. 

January 24, 1891, reduced wages 4 October 15, 1894, wages increased 6 

per cent. per cent. 
CRANE IRON COMPANY, ALLENTOWN, PA. 
February 2, 1891, reduced wages 10 June 12, 1895, wages of 200 men in- 


| creased 10 per cent. 


per cent. creased 10 per cent 
WEYBOSSET WOOLEN MILLS, OLNEYVILLE, R. I. 
February 21, 1891, wages decreased | April, 1895, an increase in wages, 


by achange of schedule of allowances. | 
IRON FURNACES, NEW CASTLE, PA. 


February 26, 1891, allemployees ac-| May 2, 1895, wages of 500 men in- 
cept reduction of 10 to 15 cents per | creased 30 per cent. 
day. 


ILLINOIS STEEL COMPANY, JOLIET, ILL. 


March 6, 1891, 2,500 men idle; refuse | June 18, 189, wages of 7,000 men in- 
to accept reduction. creased 10 per cent. 

July 2, 1892, reduction of 45 per cent; 
entire plant shut down. 

August 3, 1892, men accept a cut of 
23 per cent. 

ugust 11, 1892, reduction of 10 per 
cent in finishing department ac- 
cepted. 
COTTON MILLS, ADAMS, MASS. 
March 7, 1891, two mills closed. | May 6, 1895, wages increased. 
RIVERSIDE IRON COMPANY, WHEELING, W. VA. 


March 12, 1891, nail factory idle May 10, 1895, wages of 2,200 men in- 
some time. creased 10 per cent. 
EDGAR THOMSON STEEL WORKS, BRAPDOCK, PA. 
March 19, 1891, works closed. | May 14, 1895, wages increased 10 per 
October 25, 1891, scrapers’ wages re- | cent; 5,000 men affected. 
duced over $10 per month; ladelmen’s 
30 cents per day. 
April 10, 1892, 50 workmen dis- 
charged. 
August 6, 1892, two furnaces closed. 
LUCY FURNACES, PITTSBURG, PA. 
March 19, 1891, one furnace closed. | May 14, 1895, wages increased 10 per 
May 14, 1891, two stacks idle. | cent. 
September 15, 1892, one furnace idle 
some time. 
LOCHIEL IRON WORKS, HARRISBURG, PA. 


March 28, 1891, works closed. | June, 1895, wages increased 10 per 
cent. 
LOWER UNION MILLS, PITTSBURG, PA. 
May 1, 1892, wages of 150 men re- May 14, 1895, wages increased 10 per 


duced, 75 blacksmiths accepted cut of | cent. 
20 per cent, 75 hammermen struck. 
August 11, 1892, reduction of 10 per 
cent aecepted. 
READING IRON COMPANY, READING, PA. 
April 2, 1891, wages of 2,000 puddlers | June 5, 1895, wages of 500 men in- 
reduced $2.25 per ton. creased 10 per cent. 
February 25, 1892, mill No.5 idle; 300 
men affected. 
April 17, 1892, general reduction of 
from 5 per cent to 10 per cent. 
July 18, 1892, two furnaces closed, 
150 men idle. 





MOSES T. STEVENS & SONS, ANDOVER, MASS. 
May 7, 1891 working on halftime. | April 1, 1895, wages of 1,200 men im 
creased 15 per cent. 
JUNCTION IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, MINGO JUNCTION, OHIO. 
_May 14, 1891, only one stack in opera- June, 1895, wages increased 10 pes 
tion. cent. 
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ISABELLA FURNACE COMPANY, PITTSBURG, PA. 

May 14,1891, two stacks idle. a. 1895, wages increased 10 per 

nt. 
NELSON MILLS (RUN BY D. WHITE & SONS), WINCHENDEN, MASS. 
May 28, 1891, mills closed. June 15, 1895, reduction of August 
restored. 

JAS. H. WINCHELL & CO., HAVERHILL, MASS. 

August 8, 1891, closed probably for | March 6,1895, wages of 700 men in- 

three months; 600 men out. | creased 5 cents per case. 
LACKAWANNA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, SCRANTON, PA. 


August 20, 1891, lower mill _— June, 1895, wages of 4,000 men in- 
down. creased 10 per cent. 


COTTON MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATION, FALL RIVER, MASS. 
September 3, 1891, wages reduced 10 April 22, 1895, reduction of 1894 re- 
per cent. stored. 
OLIVER IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, PITTSBURG, PA. 
September 3, 1891, plant to be closed April, 1895, wages increased to $4 
until tron business improves. r ton. 
March 19, 1802, 250 furnaces idle. July 1, second increase, the two 
August 11, 1892, 10 per cent reduction | amounting to 18 per cent. 
in finishing department accepted. 
ROWLAND PAPER COMPANY, MECHANICS FALLS, ME. 
October 8, 1891, closed part of the | April, 1895, wages increased 12} per 
time. cent. 
EEAVER AND ECLIPSE MILLS, NORTH ADAMS, MASS. 


October 15, 1891, cotton mil) closed. | Apeil, 1895, wages increased 12 per 
cen’ 


UNION MILLS, PASCOAG, R. I. 
ae 12, 1891, running on short | aan 1895, wages increased 5 per 
e. cent. 


JONES & LAUGHLIN, PITTSBURG, PA. 


November 12, 1891, reduced wages May 16, 1895, 4,000 men receive an 
10 per cent; 500 men affected. increase of 5 per cent to 10 per cent. 
‘ebruary 29, 1882, 200 puddlers dis- 

missed, 

March 5, 1892, 37 posting furnaces 
closed; 200 men ont. 

August 13, 1892, closed; 4,000 men 
out. 


MOORHEAD BROS. & ©O., PITTSBURG, PA. 
March 17, 1892, puddlers’ wages re- May 13, 1895, 350 men receive an in- 
duced from $5.50 to $5 per ton. crease of 15 per cent. 
STEWART IRON COMPANY, SHARON, PA. 
~ April 7, 1892, furnace No. 1 out of | May, 1895, wages increased. 
Sv. 


IRON FURNACES, NEW CASTLE, PA. 

April 10, 1892, notices of reduction May 2, 1895, w 
in all furnaces. creased 30 per cent. 
NATIONAL TUBE WORKS COMPANY, M'’KEESPORT, PA. 


April 25, 1892, works idle some May 8, 1895, wages of 5,000 men in- 
months, creased 10 per cent. 

August 11, 1892, reduction of 20 per 
cent n finishing department accep ‘ 


SLIGO IRON WORKS, PITTSBURG, PA. 
April 26, 1892, mill closed; 300 men | May, 1895, wages increased 40 cents 
idle. per ton. 


of 500 men in- 


PENNSYLVANIA BOLT AND NUT WORKS, LEBANON, PA. 


May 4, 1892, 10-inch mill idle. June, 1895, 1,000 men receive 10 per 
cent increasy. 


KKOXVILLE IRON COMPANY, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 
May 15, 1892, idle some time. J - 12, 1895, wages increased 10 per 
cent. 


CALUMET AND HECLA MINING COMPANY, CALUMET, MICH. 
July 15, 1892, three and possibly five | May 27, 1895, Sage of 2,500 men in- 
smelting furnaces closed. creased 10 per cent. 
TILDEN IRON MINES, GOGEBIC RANGE, WIS. 
August 8, 1892, all mines, save the | June1, 1895, 700 men receive old rates. 
Ashland mine, under control of Wis- 


consin Centra! Compan. 
closed; 2,000 men out. nis 


CARNEGIE STEEL WORKS, BEAVER FALLS, PA. 
August 11, 1892, reduction of 10 per May 14, 1295, wages increased 10 per 
cent accepted. cent. 
AMERICAN WIRE NAIL COMPANY, ANDERSON, IND. 


August 11, 1892, reduction of 10 per June 5, 1895, w of 1,000 men in- 
— = finishing department ac- | creased 10 per cent. 
cepted. 


SALEM WIRE NAIL COMPANY, FINDLAY, OHIO. 

August 25, 1892, closed; 400 men out. May 18, 1895, several thousand men 

August 27, 1892, Bellaire, Ohio, fur- | receive an increase of 10 per cent. 
nace banked down; steel works 
closed. 

These statements conclusively show that a tariff law which 
cuts us off from the markets of the world is disastrous to the 
wageworkers in every vocation, and is also disastrous to manu- 
facturing interests of every character. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. I beg my friend to excuse me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Just one question. Do you state that seri- 


cusly? 
Mr. WHEELER. I state it 
than does the gentleman himself the co: ess of the statement. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. The incorrectness of it, you mean. 


tively, and no one knows better 
rrectn 


DECEMBER 26, 


Mr. WHEELER. Inreply to what the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Harpy] said about England, I would respectfully call his 
attention to incontrovertible truths that I incorporated in a 
ge which I made on this floor May 4, 1888, by which I showed 
that, especially in cotton goods industries, England had, prior to 
that time, paid higher wages to operatives than were paid any- 
where in the United States or in any other part of the world, and 
the reason was that our extreme protective tariff had prevented 
our supplying the world with cotton goods, and this had given 
England the full control of the markets of the world outside of tho 
United States and enabled English manufacturers to supply 
the world with some $400,000,000 cotton goods, while we supplied 
the world with but about $12,000,000. 

The demand by foreign nations for English cotton goods being 
nearly forty times the demand for American goods, there was 
necessarily a demand for cotton operatives in England nearly 
forty times as great as it was in the United States, and this of 
necessity had an effect upon the wages. 

Now, the second section of the bill we are discussing, the para- 
graph to which I ask special attention, includes articles which are 

ound in the home of every poor man in ourcountry. It includes 

articles which we are now manufacturing more cheaply than they 
are made anywhere else in the world. We are supplying the 
world with carpets, and the only purpose in restoring the Mc- 
Kinley figures is to restore that system by which the manufac- 
turers can have the entire control of the American market, and 
by combinations close up such factories as they choose, raise 
prices to the highest degree possible, and reduce the weeping, 
starving operatives to the lowest possible figure of wages. That 
method followed the passage of the McKinley bill, and the state- 
ment which I have read shows that the manufacturers who have 
increased v7 under the Wilson bill reduced them under the 
McKinley bill shortly after its passage. 


REPUBLICANS FINALLY ACCEPT DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLES. 


The Republican leaders state that this bill is a bill for revenue. 
I am very glad indeed to see that the Republican party have at 
last ae one of the cardinal principles of Democracy. When 
the tariff bills were discussed fourteen years ago, the question of 
revenue from tariff was not considered. Leading Republicans 
contended that a tariff bill should be for protection, not for rey- 
enue. 

In 1882 Mr. William A. Russell, of Lawrence, Mass., in his 
speech on this floor, went so far as to contend that a tariff which 
produced any revenue at all was not satisfactory to the interests 
which he represented. He said: 

There is no protection in a strictly revenue tariff—that is, to an American 
manufacturer; for if a revenue is to be deri from an imported article it 
must aoa. which certainly involves its manufacture elsewhere, and 
the rate of duty must be so fixed as to invite its importation. Therefore, a 

can not be adjusted on a —— article to serve the double purpose of 
revenue and pro on. It must be either at a point to check importation, 
and thus protect, or it must be at a point low enough to admit importation, 


and thus produce a revenue. That is, when fixed ata revenue point it ceases 
to protect, and when fixed at a protective point it ceases to yield a revenue. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the arguments in favor of this mad theory 
of protection are the old arguments that were made fifty years 
ago when the manufacturers of the United States were insignifi- 
cant as compared to those of Europe. Now the condition is en- 
tirely changed. To-day we produce more than one-third of the 
staple products of the earth. We produce 80 per cent of the corn 
and 80 to 35 per cent of the wheat. We produce from 32 to 39 
per cent of the steel, from 30 to 35 per cent of the coal, from 25 
to 35 per cent of the iron ore, from 30 to 35 per cent of the pig iron, 
from 26 to 30 per cent of the finished iron, and from 80 to 86 per 
cent of the raw cotton. The iron and coal figures I take from the 
reports of the American Iron and Steel Association and the cot- 
ton — from the last report of Messrs. Latham, Alexander & 
Co., New York. On page 157 they state that the world’s supply 
of cotton last year was 14,050,000 bales of 400 pounds each, of 
which the United States supplied 12,050,000, which shows that last 
year the United States supplied from 85 to 86 per cent of the cot- 
ton of the world. We have but 4 per cent of the world’s popula- 
tion, and certainly no one will contend that 4 per cent of the 
world’s population can consume 40 per cent of the world’s prod- 
ucts. 

American toil is now demanding the markets of the world, and, 
in the language of Mr. Blaine, I ask, How can this bill aid in get- 
ting a market for a barrel of pork or a bushel of wheat? Our 
changed condition in the last fifty years demands a change of pol- 
icy. Our increasing productions onish us to increase in every 
way possible the markets which consume the products of Ameri- 


can toil. mit re 
Mr. D. as A a will the Chair please inform me 
what time remains on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore >. Hopkins). One hour and 
seven minutes remain to the gentleman from Maine and one hour 
and fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CrisP]. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Republican party in this House 
is ready to meet the responsibility that is upon it to-day, and pre- 
sents a bill for the purpose of increasing the revenue. Two years 
from now, I want to inform the gentlemen upon the other side, 
the Republican party will again meet the responsibility of that 
hour, and will present to this House and the Senate, and to a Re- 
publican President, a bill for the protection of American labor 
and American agriculture, and will write that bill on the statute 
books. [Applause on the Republican side.] The gentleman from 
Georgia—— 

Mr. LESTER rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not be interrupted, Mr. Speaker. I only 
have ten minutes. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
says that there was a deficiency of revenue under the tariff act of 
1890. Mr.Speaker, the tariff act of 1890 produced sufficient revenue 
to meet the expenses of the Government down to the Ist day of 
November, 1892. Not only that, it put into the Treasury a sur- 

lus of over $38,000,000. I can not stop to describe the other 

nefits that are known and read of by all men that followed from 

the tariff act of 1890 into every nook and corner of the United 
States of America. 

In November, 1892, there was a deficiency in the revenue. 
There was not quite enough to meet the expenditures. But the 
gentleman from Georgia seems to have forgotten what also oc- 
curred in 1892, when the Democracy was placed in power in the 
White House and in both ends of the Capitol, and their destruc- 
tive hand was cast like a shadow over every industry in this broad 
land of ours. [Applause on the Republican side.] It was that 
shadow of destruction that brought a deficiency of revenue in 
November, 1892. It was followed by their acquisition of power, 
on the inauguration of their President in March, 1893, and by the 
events which followed, until the Wilson-Gorman bill was written 
upon the statute books; and from the very day and hour that you 
placed that bill upon the statute books there has been a deficiency 
in the revenue of the Government. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that 
for two months the Treasury De ent figured out a surplus; 
but it is equally true that in each of the months that followed 
there was an excess of ¢: ditures over the expenditures of the 
month preceding of from $7,000,000 to $10,000,000. Your deficit in 
the revenue brought further distrust among the people. 

When we assembled in the summer of 1893, the President of 
the United States informed us that all that was necessary to bring 
prosperity to this country was the repeal of the so-called Sherman 
silver act. The ublican y united with a few of you who 
voted for it on the other side and repealed that silver act; but we 
told you then that if you wanted to bring prosperity back to the 
country you should follow it by the further declaration that you 
would not have any tariff legislation; that you would not inter- 
fere with the industries of this country. And we predicted to 
you then that if you persisted in your agitation, that if you per- 
sisted in the ge of your bill, evils would come upon the 
country; and they have come since that time, and have followed 
as surely as night follows the day. We have had this run upon 
the Treasury. Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
says that there is $175,000,000 in the Treasury—$100,000,000 of re- 
demption fund and $75,000,000 more—and that is true; but you 
have borrowed $181,000,000 since you came into power; and if you 
had not borrowed a dollar of that money the $175,000,000 would 
be gone and the Treasury bankrupt by a sum of over $6,000,900. 
Do you want to continue that state of things? Do you want to 
deal with syndicates that charged a premium of $10,000,000 upon 
& $60,000,000 loan? Does not your cheek blush with shame at 
even the suggestion in a newspaper, whether it may be true or 
not, that one of the powers of Europe was coming to America 
with her gold to help us out of the difficulty. Is it not about time 
that the American people shall cease to be placed in the position 
of a mendicant and su em going to the Governments of Europe 
= to the syndicates of Europe begging them for gold to replenish 

e 


Two remedies are pro The President says it is necessary 
to a a loan of $400,000,000 or $500,000,000 to retire the 
green and Treasury notes. There is not a business man but 
what says that any such operation as thatin the present condition 
of the financial affairs of the country would bring ruin and dis- 
aster to the country. Are any of you in favorof carrying out the 
es a, - the —— < =~ able ae, of the 
ury, to retire the green Ss an easury notes by issuin 

$400,000,000 or $500,000,000 in bonds? . . 

Another remedy is proposed. The Republican party has lived 
long enough to be able to deal with financial questions, and long 
enough to observe that no business man or business corporation, 
or even a great government, can exist unless its income is suffi- 
sotnhtton It did not take us two and a half years 
to find out. e told you so two years ago. The samething 
is true to-day. You have been running along here and calling it 


a temporary deficiency. Why, I remember that a leader on your 
side, in the last hours of the last Congress, in his optimistic way, 
marched down the aisle and proclaimed that a surplus was almost 
in sight. Yet we have lived nine months, andthe surplus and the 
sight of it have been growing less every day. Something must 
be done to relieve the Treasury. We propose a business method. 
We propose that the income shall equal the outgo. Now it lacks 
nearly $46,000,000 or $50,000,000 per annum. We offer it to you. 
We offer it to you in the shape of your own tariff bill, with a hori- 
zontal increase of 15 per cent. The gentleman from Georgia has 
read what a former member of Congress has said of thisas a **‘ cross- 
cut method.” Gentlemen, this is a ‘‘ crosscut method.” Weare 
going bythe “crossroad,” using the swiftest way to go to the relief 
of the Treasury and your Administration. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] It is not our idea of a tariff bill. We are not 
satisfied with your Wilson-Gorman bill, as no one was satisfied 
with it, even on your side. We are offering it as a question of 
revenue, and not as one of protection of a single industry of the 
United States, and yet incidentally there is not one industry that 
had been laid open to destruction by that bill , 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two more minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is not such an industry but that will receive 
some protection from this bill. 

Iappeal to you, my Democratic friends from the Northern States. 
How can any of you refuse to vote for it? Why, you often cry 
that you favor a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. This 
is your kind of a tariff. We give it to you as a temporary meas- 
ure. We give it to you to increase therevenue. We giveit your 
President and your Secretary of the Treasury to help lift the busi- 
ness of the country and the Treasury out of the bankrupt condition 
which seems to be the result of every Democratic Administration 
that ever had full control of the country from the time of Monroe’s 
inauguration down to the time of Grover Cleveland. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 


[Mr. McMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix. } 


Mr. DINGLEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition or inten- 
tion to enter into any discussion of the schedules of this bill. I 
merely wish to contribute a few remarks toward the avoidance of 
any misunderstanding, either in this House or elsewhere, of the 
character of the pending measure. 

As I have had occasion to say, it is in no sense a protective tariff 
bill. It is in nosense a revision of the tariff. Itisnot an attempt 
tocorrect the inequalities of the tariff. It is not such a bill as the 
Republican party would pass if it were dealing with the tariff as 
such. It is simply an emergency revenue measure, matured in 
haste, under the whip and spur of a pressing and cruel necessity. 
When passed it will be—and history will record it as such—a con- 
spicuous tribute to the patriotism of the Republican party. Rising 
above party prejudice at the summons of a Democratic President, 
at the sacrifice of our own personal convenience, resisting the im- 
portunities of our constituents, who would have us pass a bill 
that we apprehend could not become a law, we offer the country, 
in this hour of its dire extremity, a measure which, though to some 
extent a concession of principle, will, we think, to some degree 
afford relief. 

The President of the United States,in his official capacity, has 
advised us that the Republic stands in peril, peril of such a char- 
acter that he begs us to forego our personal convenience and to 
aid him by such legislation as we may be able to mature in the 
present difficulty surrounding the National Treasury. 

We know well why it is that this dire calamity has come upon 
us. It is because our expenditures exceed our revenues, and be- 
cause of the consequent distrust that succeeded to the universal 
feeling of confidence that had hitherto prevailed up until the 
accession of the Democratic party to power. Under the act of 
1890, up until to the time that Democratic tariff legislation was 
threatened, our revenues exceeded our expenditures by $38,000.000. 
Our commerce, foreign and domestic, wasincreased. The balance 
of trade was in our favor. No person found any fault with our 
currency then. No person attempted a raid upon the gold reserve. 
Now, under this tariff law and a Democratic Administration, pre- 
cisely the reverse of this condition exists. Our revenues are not 
equal to our expenditures; we are borrowing money on bonds 
issued in time of peace. We import more than we export; the 
balance of trade is against us. Under all these circumstances, I 
submit, is it not plain to any intelligent man that the seat of our 
difficulty, the cause of our trouble, is lack of revenue? 

We believed, when we came to our response to the appeal of the 
President of the United States for aid, that there was but one 
honest course open to an honest Republican Congress, and that 
was to proceed to raise revenue through the custom-houses. 





See 
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Now, I have doubts as to whether any gentleman who has not 
had the experience appreciates the difficulty that confronted the 
Committee on Ways and Means when they came to mature a rev- 
enue bill. We would have liked to have picked out from the vari- 
ous schedules those items the increase of the duty on which would 
bring us additional revenue, and in the first instance we made an 
attempt to deal with the matter in that way. A very few hours’ 
discussion made it perfectly patent that no bill upon that line of 
policy could be presented to the House within such a time as to 
afford the relief called for by the President. We were compelled, 
then, to deal not with items, but with schedules, and that is a mat- 
ter about which no man can have greater regret than I. I would 
like to have repealed that wicked, sectional piece of tariff legisla- 
tion that puts cotton ties on the free list and northern hoop iron 
on the dutiable list. I would like to have increased the duty upon 
that splendid American industry, built u by the law of 1890, that 
keeps so much of our capital at home and gives to so many of our 
laborers employment upon their own soil, the tin-plate industry. 
{Applaase on the Republican side.] I cast my vote for this bill, 
not Sone it embodies what I would like to have in it, but be- 
cause it is the best we can have under the circumstances, and 
because I believe that it is a high, patriotic duty to answer the 
demands of the President. I trust that when it comes to that 
other body that has to am on it sane? with us we shall find that 
what my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] says is true, that 
it is a Republican Senate, and that when it comes to the Executive 
he will make the concessions that patriotism may demand of him, 
and let the bill become a law, to the immediate relief of the 
country. And then, repeating what my friend from New York 
{Mr. PAYNE] suggested a while ago, two years hence, when the 
successor of the two tidal waves that already have swept the land 
from ocean to ocean shall sweep some oa Republican leader 
into the White House and give us a Republican Senate and House, 
we will frame a tariff bill which will be in the interest of America 
for Americans. oa on the oe side. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman now yield 
time on that side? 

Mr. CRISP. a ten minutes to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELL. r. Speaker, the Populist members, while few in 
number, believe that they are not less sincere in their convic- 
tions on this subject than the great Republican rv on our right 
or the great Democratic party on our left. Well do we remember 
that for many years the American people as a mass believed in 
remaining colonies of the mother country while the few pro- 
claimed, ‘‘ Give us liberty or give us death.” 

Well dowe remember that the t Republican party, with its 
little coterie, for years proclaimed to the American ee ** Let 
us emancipate the black man,” while the great ph es repre- 
sented on the ublican side throughout the North, as well as 
on the Democratic side throughout the South, said, ‘‘ Nay, nay; it 
is the Divine will that they should serve their white brethren.” 

Our friends say that this difficulty is located in the tariff sched- 
ules. The little bunch that represents the Populist party says, 
‘Nay, nay; we have tried this in vain for, lo, these many years; 
that it is a fundamental error in the financial system that has de- 
stroyed the prosperity of all nese countries; that the 
true remedy is not in taxing the impoverished people more, but 
it will be found in an increase of their money supply and in mak- 
ing money a servantof the people instead of their master.” The 
Populist party believes that the necessary expenses of operating 
this Government should be a distributed over every in- 
dustry that may be incidentally benefited thereby. We discard 
the doctrine of raw material. It is a device, a delusion, and a 
snare in the interests of the manufacturers of the world. 

There is no such thing as raw material. Wool is the finished 

roduct of the farmer and the raw material of the spinner; the 
read the raw material of the weaver and the cloth his finished 
product; the cloth is the raw material of the tailor and the suit 
of clothes his finished product. And so it runs through the evo- 
lution of an industry. Therefore,as a Populist, I would cheer- 
fully vote for a tariff on wool in proportion to that now existing 
on woolen age if you would sto re, but your methods are 
such that they are not tolerable. You come into this House with 
a combine and deal and say that in order that the farmer shall be 
given a tariff upon wool that the manufacturers’ present a 
iff must be greatly increased. You say to the West that by 
virtue of giving us a tariff on wool we must forego the silver 
issue. You shackle the Republican members, then tell them to 
take the little pittance of tariff on wool and to be quiet on silver, 
the overshadowing industry of their country, or to take ne 
Some of us prefer nothing to this bagatelle on your hard condi- 
tions. Our forces believe the way to make up the deficiency is to 
coin the seigniorage in the Treasury and pay it out on the Govern- 
ment obligations. We know you disbelieve in this, because you 
have learned from the Eastern press that it is in the sole interests 
of the silver miner. 
I respectfully refer you to Japan, Russia, Mexico, and to every 
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other country using silver while we are scrambling for gold. Th, y 
are building up manufacturing plants and thriving beyond prece- 
dent with the exclusive use of the very money you so scornfully 
reject. The farmers in England are now proclaiming from this 
housetops everywhere that the only possible success for the English 
farmer in the future is to reinstate silver or to establish a par of 
exchange between the two metals. They tell their Governmen: 
that in England, if silver was reinstated, not a bushel of wheat 
could be imported from the Orient. A British consul from one of 
the islands of Japan informs the English people that Japan is ono 
of the most prosperous countries upon the globe; that she can man- 
ufacture goods, take them to England, and sell them at 50 cents 
on the dollar of the home price, take the gold, buy silver bullion 

return to Japan, have it coined, and recover the apparent shortave. 

He tells his people that Japan owes no public debt, buys every- 
thing but a little machinery and a few other indispensable artic|..s 
with silver, = her laborers, taxes, insurance, home-grown raw 
material, and domestic debts in silver. 

We say as me if you will come back to American princi- 
les, if you will come back to our national currency, that the 
‘armers will yet regain their old markets and the manufacturers 

will have customers that can buy at home, and they can compete 
with silver-using countries abroad, and the people at large will be 
prosperous. There will be no deficiency, no occasion for bond 
issues, no paralysis of business. What the country demands is 
cures, and not palliatives. Yourtariff measure can only help a few 
classes at the expense of many others. We are not suffering for 
the want of an abundance of products. We are suffering from 
the want of consumers, or, rather, from their inability to buy. I 
want to say to our friends in the East, when you destroyed the 
American farmer and silver miner in the West you struck a death 
blow to your manufactories. Your remedy will be at furthest 
but a temporary relief and unquestionably a permanent injury. 
What the country wants is something to prevent deficiencies and 
to cure the structural defects of our false system. When you de- 
stroy the miners and the farmers you destroy every industry, 
including your own. 

One of the reasons why I will not vote for this bill is that I, with 
many other Populists, have determined never to vote another dollar 
to the manufacturers until they conclude to vote the people some 
money with which to buy their goods. I knowour friends will not 
study this question while we submissively yield to their demands 
without requiring some reciprocation. Our Eastern friends think 
that the sum of the American ple are embodied in the great 
money centers. This House has long thought that it performed 
its whole duty when it obtained their plaudits. a are always 
referred to as the business men of this country. The dealers in 
ready money and securities have for —— years completely con- 
trolled this House or the other, as they determined, when any 

t governmental measure was involved. You have, I think, 
a since concluded that the chief industry of this country is 
carried on by brokers and stock gamblers; they have been favored 
so long and you have made the per cent of the entire game so much 
in their favor that they now have all of the ready money of the 
world. They have long since ceased to put a dollar into open 
enterprise or into any development of the country that tends to 
employ a day’s labor or that incurs a possibility of loss, The bal- 
ance of the people are submissive borrowers. 

When the farmer is considering the —— of feeding his crops, 
the banker says to him, ‘‘If you will give me a mortgage upon 
your cattle, upon your grain, and upon your hay, I will lend you 
the money with which to feed.” He says the same to the manutfac- 
turer; he says the same to every other man who puts a dollar into 
a private enterprise. He takes no chance upon building up the 
country in which he lives, but he enjoys the very best in the land. 

Now, I am not ane to bankers. I believe in a banking sys- 
tem, but I do not believe in this Congress turning this country into 
a rendezvous for all the gold gamblers of earth. 

Ido not believe in substituting the specialists in the art of 
handling money and securities so as to make the largest possible 
private gains at the expense of the public, thereby making tho 


public depend upon them for its financial life and li rty, for the 
8 


unselfish and patriotic governmental financier who works for an 
independent constitutional money to be made for and by the 
Government for all of the people. There is no question but that 
such a change has taken place. I do not believe in making money 
superior to other property. Now, can any Western Representa: 
tive t the little benefit to one industry upon these hard 
terms? You propose to pull through your bonding system with 
the same machinery; you will oe the West a little wool tariff; a 
— recompense, indeed, for the advantage you gain, and then 

emand your portion of bonds in addition to the heavy increase 
neral tariff duties. 

ause of the fact that the rules of the House only allowed a 
fraction of a minute for each member to express himself on this 
all-important question, if each one could have obtained the floor, 


and I being awarded only ten minutes for the whole Populist 


in 








1895. 


and received this through the kindness of Judge Crisp, I | 


feel inclined to take advantage of the leave to print and give some 
reasons why an individual Representative can do so little for his 
constituents as against the great majority. 

The rules of the House by long usage give the Committee on 
Rules and the chairmen of the different committees practical 
control of the measures in the House and of the time for debate. 
This autocratic rule is fully exposed upon a casual examination 
of the committees. 

It will be seen that the little State of Maine, the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, and the State of Iowa have more power in directing 
the business of the House of the American Congress than all of the 
other States in the Union. This is an offspring of the rule that 
they must be advanced according to their seniority on the commit- 
tees, and the people of these favored States have seen fit to return 
the same members consecutively for a great many years. Under 
this unrepresentative rule the little State of Maine, with less than 
700,000 ixmabitants, has Mr. DINGLEY, chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means; Mr. BouTELLE, chairman of the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs; Mr. MILLIKEN, chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and the Speaker, who also has the 
first place on the Committee on Rules. This little State has four 
Representatives in the House and four chairmanships and the 
Speakership, being far more than have all of the States from Colo- 
rado to California, inclusive, and yet California has nearly twice 
the population and more than four times the area and wealth. 

The population of Iowa is about two million, and she has eleven 
Representatives. There are seven good places to the credit of the 
State, being as follows: HENDERSON, chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, who also has the second place on the Committee 
on Rules, next to the Speaker; HEPBURN, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate oat Foreign Commerce; HULL, chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs; LACEY, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands; PERKINS, chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, and HAGER, chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. New York has ten, Pennsylvania has nine, and Massachu- 
setts has six, and so it runs, while twenty-six of the States have 
no chairmanships at all. 

These favorite States not only have the chairmanship of the 
Ways and Means Committee, but they have the Judiciary, the 
Banking and Currency, Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
Riversand Harbors, which controleverything of substantial benefit 
to the people at large. The rule also prevails in the House that 
the Speaker selects whom he will recognize as entitled to the floor, 
not according to the person who first rises to his feet and addresses 
the Speaker, but according to his simple desire. If the member 
desires to present a measure to the House, he goes and sees the 
Speaker and has to tell him or show him his proposition and then 
the Speaker will inform him as to the probability of recognition 
for such a measure. 

While the House was meeting and adjourning simply, the Popu- 
list members agreed in their conference to introduce a resolution 
in the House and Senate inviting the Finance Committee in the 
Senate and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures in 
the House to investigate and report what effect on the industrial 
condition of the country, if any, the divergence between gold and 
silverhad. Senator ALLEN promptly introduced the resolution in 
the Senate, and it passed by a good majority. I was appointed to 
secure recognition from the Speaker and have him ask the House for 
unanimous consent for its consideration there. Upon approaching 
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| beneficial effects. 





theSpeaker, he very thoroughly examined my resolution, and firmly 
but kindly replied, ‘I oad not care to recognize you for this 
resolution,” though the House was then in idleness. Had it been 
some little local measure or something that the Speaker approved 
he doubtless would have extended the courtesy. 

I mention this simply to show the complete dependency of in- 
dividual members on the will of the Speaker and the committees. 

All of the committeemen in the House have the first right to 
the floor on matters coming from their respective committees, and 
those holding different chairmanships also rank high on the im- 
portant committees of which they are not chairmen and getthe 
additional right to the floor, sothe individual whois not on an im- 
portant committee must, by the courtesy of some one else, beg the 
ereriy to address the House, and can get recognition in no 
other way. New members or members of a new party are practi- 
cally ostracised in the House and have no power under the rules 
to a any of their principles. 

a further discussion of the silver question, I append a short 
interview published in the Philadelphia Evening Item of Decem- 
ber 23, 1895; 

The Item man asked Mr. BELLif he would give some of the reasons why his 


constituents favored the free coinage of silver, outside of their interest as 
silver miners. The answer is one of the very strongest arguments that could 
phsoup ot wer on sehen both gpentt tified by confusing special 

of mone n y mys y confu - 

ists in so handiin gouee ond securities as to make the greatest possible 
private 3 at the expense of the public, and rendering the Government 
wholly dependent upon them for its financial life and ores with the unsel- 
fish patriotic economist who attempts to evolve a finan system for the 
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greatest good tothe greatest number and tomake the Government financially 
superior to and independent of the professional money dealer. 
or the past two decades the deakere in ready money and securities have 
been complete masters of the Government. The economic theory of money 
is that it shall be a servant of the people in facilitating their exchanges. The 
practice now prevailing makes the people its complete slave. The world has 
gone mad on the desire for money to lend for interest. The professional 
money lender and municipal bond dealer never put adollarinto development 
or open enterprise, but procure enterprising neighbors, who can doubly se- 
cure them, to take all of the chances of loss. The banker says to the farmer, 
“ Now, I will advance you sufficient money with which to buy beef cattle if 
you will give me a good interest and a mortgage on your hay, corn, and cattle. 
know there is good money in it for you to feed your crop.” The farmer 
takes all the chances of loss, as do the manufacturers, builders, and every 
other vocation that tends to employ aday’s labor or develop a public or pri- 
vate enterprise. 

The per cent of the whole game has been so long in favor of the banker and 
bondholder that they now have all of the money in their end of the box. 
The balance of the world are submissive borrowers. These classes care no 
more for gold than they do for silver. They are adverse to any form of 
money that furnishes an ample supply without theintervention of banks. It 
is interest-bearing bonds and bank paper they want. 

The reason they favor a single gold standard is that it furnishes the people 
only one-half as much full legal-tender money as the double standard. The 
owners of ready money are as much interested in the limiting of money as 
the owners of horses, hogs, wheat, or cotton are pleased with the limited sup- 
ply of these articles. The scarcer the article, whether money or property, 
the dearer the price. These dealersare struggling for dear money and cheap 
property. 

No logical attempt has been made toestablish the gold standard on the mer- 
its of the system. The gold votaries have held up the single silver standard 
of Mexico and warned the public to beware of Mexicanizing ourmoney. The 
bimetallists never advocated a silver standard ora gold standard, but sup- 
plicate for both metals, because this would double the volume of full legal- 
tender money, and when one metal becomes scarce or a scramble for one 
metal takes place the other will come to our rescue and keep our domestic 
finances healthy while the money kings fight over the coveted coin. If we 
are compelled to have a single standard, then by all means give us the metal 
that our great trade competitors use and the one notin the great interna- 
tional scramble. 

A most important factor not generally considered is the domestic ex- 
changes among ourselves, which constitute ninety odd per cent of all our com- 
mercial transactions. We wantanabundant national currency for this trade. 


| When our banks were suspending in every quarter, when wreckage and in- 


voluntary insolvency were rife everywhere in 1893, José Maximillano Damen, 
of Durango, Mexico, contrasted his own country with ours while visiting the 
World's Fair at Chicago. He declared that instead or its being a “silver 
trouble’ it was a genuine “‘ gold trouble”; that the United States was trying 
to do business on a substance it could not get—gold; that its paper, which was 
supposed to represent gold, was a swindle; that it only represented * credit 
and confidence,’ which were worthless in times of panic, as the gold could not 
be had with which to pay; that the banks of Mexico were in excellent condi- 
tion; that the interior trade of Mexico did not depend upon the price of sil- 
ver in New York or London, as inside of Mexico a silver dollar was worth a 
hundred cents, and that its depression in New York and London simply 
caused the ‘people of Mexico to reduce their foreign purchases to the most 
indispensable articles, which wus a real benefit in disguise. 

The same may be said of Japan and all other silver-using countries. In fact, 
history probably has shown no such increase of trade and manufacturing in 
so short a time as has been developed by Japan, while the Caucasian nations 
have been scrambling among themselvesfor gold. Thisscramble has been in 
the exclusive interest of the money brokers. We have permitted all of our 
domestic industries to be paralyzed and formidable competitors to become 
thoroughly intrenched in our great marts of trade through the exclusive use 
of the very money that our Government has been trying to destroy. 

There is not and never can be such a thing as an international legal-tender 
money. The precious metals by weight, whether in coin or bars, by common 
consent have been accepted and treated asa kind of international medium 
of exchange, but so little metal is required to pay these balances, as com- 
pared with our domestic commerce, that it is an insignificant incident merely 
of our monetary necessities. Immediately upon the destruction of silver in 
the United States India, Russia, and other silver-using countries felt the 
For many years last past an ounce of silver would ex- 
change for a bushel of wheat in Liverpool both before and since demonetiza- 
tion inthis country. If England had to pay $1.29for an ounce of silver, her 
wheat cost her $1.29. If she paid 70 centsan ounce, her wheat cost her 70 
cents a bushel. The mints of India remained open to the free coinage of sil- 
ver at the ratio of 15 tol up to June 26, 1893, and were then closed because 
the Indian manufacturers were controlling the markets for manufactured 
goods. England and other countries would buy silver at from 80 cents to $1 
— ounce and have it coined into rupees at par and buy her wheat and cot- 

onin India. This benefited England in obtaining wheat and cotton, but it 
made India the manufacturer. ‘To meet this competition we had to sell our 
products for enough less than the India price to make good the profits made 
on these silver bullion purchases. This impoverished the American farmer. 

India, Japan, and other oriental countries followed this up by establishing 
great manufacturing plants, through the aid of enterprising English, Ameri- 
can, and other Caucasian citizens, and they are now invading every civilized 
country with their manufactured products. 

All labor, transportation, raw material pretnnes on the ground, living ex- 
yenees, taxes, insurance, and domestic debts, etc., are paid in silver money. 

Inder present conditions they can sell their products to any gold country for 
60 per cent of the home prices in gold, buy silver bullion, take it to their 
mints, and recover all of their shorts where their mints remain open, as in 
Japan. The same force that destroyed the profits of American farming is 
now sapping the life out of American manufacturing. 

According to Joseph Nimono, former statistician of the Government, the 
imports from other States into the arid regions of the West in 1892 were 
$200,000,000; exports from Western States into the other States, $240,000,000, 
$100,000,000 annually more than the trade of the whole country with Central, 
and South America and the West India islands. He declared that this trade 
was worth more to the Eastern manufacturers than the whole trade with 
South America and Europe combined. 

Every silver mine of the West used engines, boilers, steel, cars, iron, pip- 
ing, a great line of all kinds of manufactured goods, caused the building and 
equipping of railroads, opened coal mines, built up towns and all kinds of 
new enterprises. These people were content to mine while silver would pay 
and allow the East to do their manufacturing, but with the destruction of 
this industry, manufacturing plants are now going up all over the Rocky 
Mountain States and they are making steel rails, paper, cotton and woolen 
goods, etc., and it is now, as shown by Mr. Henry Clews & Co.’s Folder of 
recent date, one of the most prosperous portions of the country. The manu- 
facturers of the East, by their blind policy in catering to the money lenders, 
surely killed the goose that laid the golden egg when they destroyed the 
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prosperity of the farmers and miners—their best customers of their own 
country—and built up a destructive competition abroad. 

In 1792 Congress fixed the United States ratio at 15 ounces of silver to 1 
ounce of gold. In 1803 France fixed her ratio at 15} ounces of silver to 1 of 
gold. Both countries threw their mints open to the free and unlimited coin- 

eof both metals. The United States ratio being more favorable to silver 
than the French and other European countries, it freely coined and circu- 
lated silver at home and =ree its gold, in coin and bars, abroad in pay- 
ment of balances, foreign de etc. France freely coined and circulated 
gold at home and shipped her silver abroad for like pespeses. In 1834 Con- 
gress changed the United States ratio to 16 tol. This reversed conditions, 
and we then freely coined and circulated gold at home and our silver 
abroad in payment of balances and forei wee my and France freely 
coined and ci ted silver at home and shipped her gold for the same pur- 
poses, without material harm to either country. These c were caused 
solely by favors shown by statute by one country and then by the other. 

Under ordinary conditions the eo of all necessary substances is con- 
trolled by supply and demand. proved by a successful experience of 
eighty years, the Government stamp and the nent eoneee quality given to 

ver by a great trading nation, with the ht of unlimited e, will 
create such a demand as to hold it to the most favorable ratio fixed by any 
one of them. When the United States and French mints were closed silver 
stood at the ratio of Et 1, and the ratio of weight in the world to-day is 
about 15} tons of silver to 1 ton of gold, and four-sevenths of the commerce of 
the world is done on the double standard or soa silver standard. 

Ever since the closing of our mints every P: ent and every Secretary of 
the Treasury have refused to obey the statute under the Bland and Sherman 
acts for its purchase, have refused to Pay it out, have declared officially and 
privately in and out of season that it was cheap, dishonest, and dangerous 
money, and z= the disinherited bullion stands to-day at 67 cents an ounce, 
and not an idle or surplus ounce in the world. Cheng the ition of silver 
with gold, and could latter metal excel this standing? It has been phe- 


t refuses to pay out silver in common with gold, as the 

of the Treasury say, to maintain the parity of the 

This directly destroys the oe. It increases the demand for 

and appreciates it, decreases the demand for silver and depreciates it, 
under the universal law of supply and demand. 

The American _eouuse owe national, munici and private debts estimated 
at about $30,000, , a to 
pay the annual interest. portion of when 

-tender money, and all national bonds and 


and silver were both 
y payable either. The gold oe 


Teukies ese and is trary to 

se ons con every 
common and mak income class 
America. The specialists contr our 


finances 
international money with which to pay our debts and do our home 


business, 
hich our internal ty in the interest of the for- 
Here the hammer fell. } 
. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockErry}]. 

Mr. DOC Y. Mr.S er, the adverse business conditions 
vailing in 1892, under McKinley law, contributed largely 
the overwhelming defeat of Mr. Harrison. Gentlemen will re- 

member the cyclone of disapproval which swept over this country 
from Maine to California. Why, even the eminent Speaker of 
this House, with his distinguished from Maine, only 
escaped the wreck made by that cyclone use - over 
the bridge ” before it went down in November, 1892; the bridge 
went down largely because of adverse trade conditions. It was 
the paralysis prevailing in business circles which compelled the 
Republican y toe d $25,000,000 of Government 
bondsand © $54,000,000 of trust funds belonging to holders of 
national-bank notes and cover them into the general Treasury. 
All this occurred long before the election of Mr. Cleveland. 

I quote from the debate which took here just a few 

moments ago, using the official reporter’s pt: 


Mr. Crisp. You recollect the stories that went the I do not 
in the Engraving and Printing they 
build up 


reserve. 
order, now on file in the 


. tleman from Georgia allow me? 

Mr. Crisp. I do not want to be in 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Voclawle eins be adios Ge aketemah of ate aeablo- 
man from Missouri. 
ont — = a to wee challenge of the — a 

rio, ve obtai special messenger from Secretary o 
the Treasury the official order of Secretary Foster under date of 
February 20, 1893, in these words: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1393. 
Sir: You are hereby authorized and to 


directed for the 3 
por eee pore in a Senate amendment 00 the aunaey 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are $100 
sae BY of the coupon bonds and $100, $1,000, and $10,000 of the registered 


8s. 
This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of pressing 
contingencies, zi on directed to hasten the preparation of the designs 
and plates in every possible manner. 


I inclose a memorandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 


y of the bond. 
Respectfully, yours. CHARLES FOSTER, 
Secretary. 


Tho Carer or THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Not only this, Mr. S a ee ee 
No, 2621, made to the House of ves . Springer, 
then chairman of the Ways and Means , is a state- 
ment by Secretary Foster, of date February 25, 1893, in answer to 
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questions by the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. TURNER. It dis- 
closed an unsatisfactory Treasury situation: 


Mr. Turner. Taking into consideration all these conditions which you 
anticipate, what, in your judgment, would be a fair conjecture of the condi- 
tion of the Treasury at the end of the next fiscal year? 

Secretary Foster. I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit 

Mr. TURNER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all ti 
data accessible to you? ; 

Secretary Foster. I will only say this, that if [ was to have the manaeo. 
ment of the Treasury I should insist upon an increase of revenue to the cx- 
tent of $50,000,000. : 

Mr. TuRNER. In order to meet those conditions which you anticipate? 

ees Foster. Not only those conditions, but the gold conditi ns ag 
well. 


In the same report, page 64, Secretary Foster said that the un- 
favorable conditions as to gold were so severe under the Sherman 
Act and from other causes that he gave the order to Mr. MacLenna 
(aow chief of the division of bookkeeping and warrants, then chic 
of the division of warrants, bookkeeping, and estimates) to hold 
back for a day or two requisitions amounting to five or six millions 
of dollars. 1 have not time to read his testimony, but append it to 
my remarks. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we find that the original outflow of gold from 
the Treasury of the United States was the effect of untoward 
trade conditions and of the passage of the Sherman Act, which, 
under the Treasury construction, resulted in an issue of $150,(0vv,- 
000 of gold obligations, with no gold in the Treasury to redecin 
them. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. | 

Extracts from testimony of Secretary Foster, February 25, 189°: 

Mr. TURNER. But could you not bring that statement down for the ba 


ongueeted by Mr. McMIL.In to include the year 1894? 
tary Foster. He wants to see the difference in the manner of making 
the statements now and what formerly prevailed. 

Mr. TURNER. And how the condition of the Treasury would appear cach 
year since then on the basis of the former mode—— 

Secretary Foster. And how it would appear now onthe basis of the former 
method of making up the accounts. 

Mr. WILSON. at items in the Treasury are now covered in as available 
cash assets which were heretofore set apart as not under that heading? 

Mr. McMi.u.i1n. And also what they amounted to when turned in? 

Foster. Of course there is nothing turned in. Under the law 
we off as a liability against us about $5,000,000 on hand for redemption 
of national-bank notes which come in mutilated,and we charged that oi! as 
ie ag A ae charged off o ae = ee ont standing 
chec Ww. we call agency accounts, W are largely post-office account 
— in actual cash is always better off than a statement would 

e 

Mr. McoMIL.1n. I would suggest, Mr. Secretary, without some of my cv!- 
leagues would er a different date, for you to make the statement cover- 
ing the 3ist of mber, and then we will have it in unison with the balance 
of the reports here. 

Secretary Foster. All right. Under Mr. Manning the bank deposits were 
not considered as money in the Treas ; subsidiary silver was not, but if I 
eliminated those items now there be a showing of deficit. 

Mr. Payns. I understand you are keeping books according to law, and that 
this statement they used to make was not apoeetng tolaw. 

eae? Foster. I do not want to say that; I do not want to say that in 

my 


predecessors. 
r. W1Lson. As I understand, Mr. PAYN®, according to law means when I 
get Se Sas pee, I can take trust funds and pass them to my account 
and take some of my obligations I have got on hand for sale and count them 


as sold. 
Secretary Foster. It is not that; but the changes in the keeping of tho 
statement are simply this: ‘There were two items, one of money in banks anil 
the other coin, which were eliminated from the cash and were 10 
got to a point where if I did notinclude them in my cash 

my statement would show a deficit. I thought they were cash. I can tako 
every dollar out of these banks in a minute, and I believe I have reduced tho 

t to about $10,000,000. ; 

coin is now at a point where it is not a large factor, it is gradu- 

ally coming down. In my time it was $23,000,000, and when we get the Chicago 
Fair tions paid it will be down to $9,000,000, perhaps just about a 
fair working balance, and in the course of about three years — will have 
to su some more. But when my predecessors were handling it it was 
$5, or $30,000,000, and the real ficance of these statements is what 
Secretary at the time wants to show. My predecessors had a great 
deal of money and 2 to show it was as small as possible. | had 
little money and wan to show it was as large as possible, and I did just ox 
actly what brother Springer and you would have done if you had been in my 

. There is no juggling of figures at all. 
Mr. Payne. You went on to a point where, if 
a 
‘or 
Foster. 


Mr. Payne. The was easy at that time? 

Secretary Foster. Yes. difficulty with the Treasury has not been any 
lack of money. It to have more money, but by the act of July 14, 15), 
Joubert waste’ an liability upon the in the Treasury of $150.- 

,000. That was setapartasa redemption fund for $46,000,000 and 
it is now near 000. 


Mr. McoMILur. Four hundred and seventy-six million dollars, I believe. 

ee yd Foster. Now, there is a demand for this gold from abroad, and 
the truth is we owe the money and it is natural. My best information is that 
our securities are not coming here; we are shipping securities abroad, 
but when you takeinto account the eof the balance of trade as shown 
upon the custom-house books compared with former years, and then deduct 
from that the balance of what our people spend abroad, say $120,000,000; $50),- 
000,000 balance freight; $25,000,000 undervaluations (and I think it is probable 
we are cheated that much); $12,000,000 servant-girl funds sent abroad; (the 
balance on postal money orders is $12,000,000 us); the Chinese send 
what money they have back to China; most of the money of the Italians goes 
; American citizens goabroad every year in the steerage who spend 
; all of these elements must be considered in determining 

When you take all these elements into account you w! 

find we owe money abroad. 


these the felt that we should keep all the mone 
Be bout Se TOR DOD ean the limit he could pay for. Ho had 
no trouble to get gold if he the money to get it with. ° times, 


ou continued the old state 
had plenty of money in the 


more or less mone 
the balance of 
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or six or seven millions of requisitions would come in ina day, for 

when ho would have to pay gold if all were paidin a day, I probably have sug- 
ted to Mr. MacLennan that he had better wait a day or two until we got 
fs better shape, because I did not want to pay out gold for current liabili- 
ties. I knew just as well as I was living that this thing was going to come, 
and I wanted to be as strong as I possibly could. So you see in my report I 
made as good a statement as I could of our condition, and asked you to give 
the Treasury more money, so this gold reserve might be increased. ow, 
since $21,000,000 of this gold has gone and I have but $4,000,000 left, I can pay 
any requisitions which come in promptly, because I have currency in the 


d. 
Taos ae this explanation so you may know what the situation has 


on. This has not been for the want of money. Onceina while, when large 
cee ee come in and pileup together, I do not want to pay them, because 


e ) » we would paddle along for a day or 
tom Shen waeeon Saeekd ear Wes iveunery wer toe t and all that Sort 
of thing. Now, Icommenced with $25,000,000 in gold in the Treasury when 
gold exports commenced in December; $35,000,000 have gone out of the coun- 
try and we have $4,000,000 left. UN ow, more gold is going, I have nodoubt. If 
the Secretary could have had $50,000,000 more money on the Ist of December 
he could have increased the gold to $150,000,000 and kept his reserve at about 
$125,000,000, but not having the money, he could not do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HopKrys}. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, thescenes that are being enacted 
here to-day illustrate in a marked manner the difference between 
the two great political parties of this country. Less than a week 
ago the President of the United States sent to this Congress a mes- 
sage stating that a great crisis was impending and recommending 
that the members of this House remain in session to provide some 
means or some method to avert the financial dangers that, in his 
opinion, were so imminent. Upon the reception of that message 
in this House the Republican members went into consultation as 
to the best means to aid the President in his effort to maintain the 
financial integrity of the country. Where, I ask you, is the Dem- 
ocrat in this House who by his voice or his vote has come to aid 
the Republicans in their patriotic effort? 5 

If this measure, Mr. Speaker, that has been presented to this 
House is not such a measure as will meet the emergency, then I 
ask you, in the name of justice, why is it that the ex-Speaker of 
the House, the acknowledged leader of the Democratic party in 
the House, has not suggested some remedy of his own? hy is it, 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] finds so many 
defects in the bill presented here by the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee, that he, with all his great experience in legis- 
lation and his ability from a Democratic standpoint, has not been 
enabled to offer some amendment in the committee or to make 
some suggestion upon this floor which would meet the emergency 
which the President says exists? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No amendment is allowed under the rule 
you have adopted. That is one thing that we complain of. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why, Mr. 8 er, the gentleman was in 
committee with the Republican members yesterday; he had an 
opportunity to make some suggestions, if he had any to make. 

is it that gentlemen on that side have waited until the Re- 
ublican party formulated the bili which has been presented 
fore ing any action in the premises? If they are patriots 
instead of partisans, if they desire to uphold the arms of their 
President in this great emergency, why have they waited until 
this time? Why did they not get together and formulate some 
measure? Why did they not come to the Republicans and say, 
“ This isan emergency where Ss open should be sunk and 
atriotism should control”? Not a is heard from them. 
‘hey remain in the quiet of their rooms until the Republicans, 
sinking their party prejudices, formulate a bill not in accordance 
with the views entertained by the party to which I belong, and 
then they assume their old réle of critics. They are in their 
proper place to-day, Mr. Speaker. The — from Ten- 
nessee never appears so well as when he is kicking against some 


proposition or criticising some argument that is made on the o 
site side. [Applause.] ra 
aunt 8 er, I am not entirely satisfied with the measure pre- 


ere for the consideration of this House; and it is only 
under the shadow of the great crisis which the President of the 
United States in his official to us has stated to exist that 
I am willing to give it my approval. In an emergency like this, 
brought to our attention in so solemn a manner by the President, 
I feel that my convictions as a oo should be modified, 
and I meet him more than halfway to avert the dangers that he 
— overhang the country. The measure that is presented here, 
while it is nota Republican measure, will, in my judgment, if it 
becomes a law, bring in —— additional revenue to the Treasury 
of pow United oo to ma = our revenues equal or exceed our 
expen b en i 

an a ecu anal diess chain that takes our gold 


will restore confidence to our le. 
Mr. Speaker, this condition which confronts us y was not 
t upon the people of this country by the or party. 
to which the people have been subjected for the last two 
or three years are not the creation of the Republican members of 
this House or the Republican of the country. When the 
Wilson-Gorman bill was first formulated in the ittee on 


Ways and Means the Republican members of that committee pro- 
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tested against its being reported to the House. They pointed ont 
to the then leader of the House, Mr. Wilson, of West Virginia, 
its many inequalities, its many features of injustice to the great 
interests of the country, and its inadequacy to supply sufficient 
revenues for theGovernment. But the Democratic leaders of the 
House, regardless of the protests that were made by the members 
of that committee, overriding the prayers and entreaties of the 
manufacturers, the laborers, and producers who appeared before 
the committee and sought to have that bill modified, brought it 
in and passed it under their party whip and lash. 

They were told at that time of all the evils that would come. 
As I have said, it is only necessary for us to recall the peaceful 
condition of affairs under the McKinley law and the Administra- 
tion of President Harrison to realize the marked change that has 
been brought about in this country by Democratic inefficiency and 
blundering legislation. When the McKinley law was upon the 
statute books of this country we had peace, contentment, and 
prosperity throughout the land. Our manufacturing industries 
were successful beyond compare. America in those days was the 
paradise of the laboring man. Farmers and other producers re- 
ceived for their rich harvests and for their abundant products 
prices that made that a golden period indeed for them. This brief 
description of the condition of our country at that time portrays 
inadequately the facts. How is it now? The Wilson-Gorman 
bill, which we seek to amend in the interest of all alike, made 
**tramps” of a million of honest, industrious workingmen. It 
sent the wolf of hunger and want into the homes of our laboring 
classes. It destroyed the manufacturing industries of the country. 
It put out our furnace fires. It stifled the noise of the loom and 
the spindle. Not only that, but it nearly bankrupted our Treas- 
ury. This is what has been brought upon us by the legislation 
which we seek to remedy in the manner proposed by the bill before 
us. While, as I have said, J do not approve the bill in all its pro- 
visions, yet I do know that if it is adopted it will be one step in 
advance toward repairing the ravages under which the country 
and the American 7 have suffered by reason of Democratic 
incompetency and the Democratic reform legislution. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. 1 will ask the gentleman from Maine, inasmuch 
as my colleague, Mr. TURNER, will conclude the debate on this 
side, if he has reached that stage where the remaining time is to 
be used in closing by one individual? If so,my colleague will go 
on now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is my purpose, I will say to my friend from 
Georgia, to yield to another gentleman, a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee, before concluding the debate on this side. 

Mr. CRISP. My colleague will close on this side, and therefore 
if there are other gentlemen to speak on the side of my friend from 
Maine I hope he will allow the debate to continue on that side. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do you intend to give all of the time to 
your colleague? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, all the remaining time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has thirty-three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much time remains on this side? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-seven minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman propose to consume all of 
the time? 

Mr. CRISP. My colleague proposes to consume it himself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, the conclusion is to be retained on 
this side? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. LIyield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my support to the 
measure pending before the House because it is, first, a revenue 
measure demanded by the President of the United States, or else 
the President of the United States is guilty of assault upon the in- 
tegrity of the Treasury, which I can not lay at the door of an 
American President; and second, because in raising the sum of 
something like $40,000,000 which will be theproduct of this bill, 
that proportion of protection to the American producers will be 
gained by this legislation. 

I will not stop here to discuss the direct and necessary effects of 
the bill upon the several branches of industry to be affected. I 
will leave that either to a future occasion or to such an extension 
of my remarks as I may see fitto make. Iam unalterably in favor 
of protective duties. I believe that the products of the farm, the 
products of the mines, and the products of the factories of this 
country should all be protected by ample provision of law against 
the incursion of cheap-labor products into this country. And rep- 
resenting, as I do, an agricultural district, and especially a wool- 
growing district, I greatly regret that something more substantial 
and more beneficial for those interests can not be obtained in this 
session. But I am oneof those who believe in doing the best that I 
can under existing circumstances, and in recognizing the practical 
rather than the theoretical in politics. The woolgrowing interest 
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of Ohio has been practically ruined by Democratic legislation. 
The producers of wool have become discouraged, and in large lot 
have sacrificed their flocks. 

If this bill can be passed, which carries nearly 7 cents a pound 
duty upon the wools of Ohio, I have confidence to believe that 
it will be beneficial in two respects. First, it will be protective 
in itself to the extent of this duty, and second, it will encourage 
our sheep owners to hold on to their flocks with the assurance of 
better times in the near future. 

Furthermore, the action of the House in favor of this bill will 
be admitted as a guarantee that protection to wool and agricul- 
tural products throughout is the settled purpose of the Republican 

rty. The repeal of the McKinley law carried destruction to the 
at interests of the American people. If we can add to all the 
schedules of the bill that destro those interests an increase of 
15 per cent and put a this Schedule K of wool and wool prod- 
ucts 60 per cent of the McKinley law, it certainly will be bene- 
ficial in both directions—beneficial in its immediate effects and 
beneficial in the assurance of our action in the future. So I take 
this as a mere tentative measure, and one that is a harbinger of 
the future. 

lam delighted, Mr. Speaker, that the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia, the leader of the Democratic side of the House, is 
anxious about the McKinley bill and the fortunes of that great 
leader of this American sentiment. He asks, if 60 per cent of the 
McKinley law was right, what has become of the 40 per cent? If 
the gentleman from Georgia should happen to straggle through 
the mazes of Georgia politics, and does not become engulfed in that 
rising tide that seems to be sweeping him off the field of future 
possibilities, and will come back here to the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
we will try to show the gentleman, and the people as well, where 
the 40 per cent of the law of 1890 is. [Applause on the Republican 
side.| It may be that we shall not want the whole 100 per cent on 
some items, for in the distress sweeping over the country under the 
Democratic rule changes have come, and it is likely that the inter- 
ests of the country will demand that the measure which will be 
adopted in the Fifty-fifth Congress shall be builded upon new lines 
of taxation and not on the ancient landmarks which were neces- 
sary in the bills that have preceded. 

The enemies of protection in this country have sought from 
time to time to see discord among the Republicans talking about 
McKiniey schedules and McKinley rates. When the proper time 
comes I will call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Crisp] to the fact that the Republican party will show it- 
self not only loyal to protection and true to wisdom and good 
sense, but will frame its protective bill of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress upon lines incident to the conditions then, always, however, 
upon the basis of the true policy of protective tariff. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DockERy]—the gentleman from Georgia 
used language that brought about the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri—to the true history of Republican financiering so 
far as any proposed issue of bonds in 1893 is concerned. The 
gentleman from Georgia was very cautious, but he used language 
which in fact was a statement that there was made necessary 
by the condition of affairs in the closing months of the Repub- 
lican Administration, an issue of bonds, and thereupon the gentle- 
man from Missouri states that which has been so often said and 
so often exploded, that an order had been issued by Governor 
Foster, Secretary of the Treasury, to make a plate for the use of 
a bond in February, 1893. 

First, let me point out to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER], who has attempted a comparison between the two Ad- 
ministrations, that it is an unfortunate suggestion of his that we 
should now institute a comparative statement between the two 
Administrations. During the Administration of Benjamin Har- 
rison we paid off nearly $250,000,000 of the national debt and de- 
stroyed the bonds, and put an end to the necessity to relieve the 
country of that burden. Under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration 
we have already increased the national debt, first, by one hundred 
and sixty-two and a half million dollars of bonds, bearing a high 
rate of interest, added to an additional floating debt or deficit, 
which present the sum total of about $2000,000, and within the 
next ten days it is safe to predict that that sum will be increased 
by another hundred million dollars of bonds. All these are the 
true elements of comparison which the gentleman from Georgia 
has entirely omitted to refer to. 

Now, what was the truth in regard to the issue of bonds pro- 
pont by Secretary Foster? So soon as Mr. Cleveland was elected 

ident of the United States in 1892 symptoms of distaess which 
then spread over the country made themselves manifest. Confi- 
dence was shaken, wages fell, enterprises took fright, business 
subsided, and the gold reserve began to be diminished and began to 
fall, and the danger line wasreached. Shortly after, the Pw, 
for some reason that the human intellect can not understand, af- 
flicted this country with a Democratic victory in 1892. [Applause 
and laughter on the Republican side.] The high-water mark of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 26, 


prosperity in this country in every branch of industry was on tho 
day when Grover Cleveland was elected President of the Unit, d 
States, and all branches of re began to depreciate at once 
The gold reserve began to fall. It kept pace with the fall of iy, 
dustries. It kept pace with the fallof wages. It kept pace with 
the fall of enterprises, and it became apparent to the people of the 
country that something had to be done, and the Republican part y 
in 1893 was the same patriotic party that it is to-day, and sec}, 
the exigencies of the country, and seeing that the very presence 
of Mr. Cleveland, his very election, had stricken a deadly blow at 
the Treasury, Mr. SHERMAN introduced and tacked on—I stato 
this from public rumor—at the request (and Istate without quali- 
fication) by the acquiescene of the incoming prospective Secretary 
of the Treasury—a proposition to allow the issuance of certifica{cs 
of indebtedness at a low rate of interests, to-wit, at 3 per cent, so 
that the incoming Democratic Administration might be enabled 
to sell a 3 per cent bond. The proposition, as I remember it, was 
practically and, I think, exactly the proposition now involved jy, 
the second section of the bond bill which will be brought before 
the House, perhaps, to-morrow. 

I quote from a speech of Secretary Foster in the opening of tho 
campaign at Senecaville, Ohio, this year. Governor Foster said: 


WHAT THE HARRISON ADMINISTRATION DID. 


Besides paying all the expenses of the Government, including enormous 
payment for pensions, payments much larger than have been paid before or 
will be paid hereafter, ageregatin an excess of pyerentnnte y) $100,000,000 
more than was paid by the first Cleveland or will be paid by his second Ad 
ministration. It paid, also, all the extraordinary expenses for rivers and 
harbors and new Navy, and the other expenses of the “ billion dollar Con 
gress;” and in addition paid, including premiums, about $290,000,000 of the 
»ublic debt. On the 4th of March, 1893, we turned over to the new Adminis 

re eney $125,000,000 in cash, more than one hundred millions of which 
was gold. 

Nccwithstandin that Carlisle’s statement shows the facts just stated, true 
to their habits and instincts, which have abided with them in the past and 
will no doubt continue in the future, they make these false allegations in the 
face of their refutation over the signature of their own Secretary. 


THE TWO FALSEHOODS MOST PLEASING TO DEMOCRATS. 


The two falsehoods that the Democratic leaders persistently publish, and 
in which they would take fiendish delight if true, are that American genius is 
incapable of producing tin plate and the Treasury under Harrison was bank- 
rupt. 

ORDERING PLATES FOR BONDS. 


Now, as to the cha’ that the Secretary was so straitened for cash that 
he ordered plates for bonds to be prepared. I believed at that time that the 
gold reserve of one hundred millions should be maintained, and 1 would have 
sold bonds had this reserve fallen below the $100,000,000 limit to replenish it 

I believe now that much of the trouble that came to the Treasury could 
have been avoided if Secretary Carlisle had promptly announced that hoe 
would maintain his gold reserve at all hazards. I feared such a contingency 
might occur in my time. To fortify myself and be ready for such an emer- 

ncy I conferred with capitalists and found I could sell bonds for gold on a 

is of 3 per cent interest. The only bonds available were those authorized 
by the resumption act of 1875, none bearing interest at a less rate than 4 per 
cent. The plates for these bonds had been prepared while Mr. Sherman was 
Soepenanes and quite a supply was already printed and ready for final exe- 
cution. r. Carlisle, I suppose, used this class for eT to the purchasers 
of bonds sold by him. About the 20th of March, 1893, the Senate, with the ap- 
proval of Mr. Carlisle, who was then known to be the incoming Secretary, 
an amendment to anappropriation bill authorizing the issue of a pcr 
cent bond by a practically unanimous vote. I no doubt then that the 
House would concur, and that a 3 per cent short-term bond would be author- 
ized. The emergency was such that I thought it prudent to direct the prep- 
aration of plates for these anticipated new 8 per cent bonds, which were in 
all ts a better bond than those authorized, for the use of myself or my 
successor at the earliest date possible. ve 

The House failed to concur with the Senate amendment providing for a 
8 per cent bond, and on the 4th of March I revoked the order for the prepar«- 
on s plates; the plates were not completed and were not used by Secretary 

Jarlisle. 
THE ONLY PURPOSE FOR WHICH BONDS WERE TO BE SOLD. 

The fact that my only purpose in contemplating a sale of bonds was to 
maintain the gold reserve at more than one hundred millions, and not in 
any sense to provide for current expenses, must be borne in mind. Tho 
revenues were ample, and continued so until July 1, three months after 
President Cleveland's Administration began. As the gold reserve did not fall 
below one hundred millions during the Administration of President Harrison 
(and did not for six weeks afterwards), there was no occasion for selling 
bonds, even upon the id views I held and still hold as tomy duty. There 
uae mo occasion for the intervention of the President to prevent the sale of 

my 


This is the history of the whole affair, and proves that all there 
was of it was an honest effort on the part of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Governor Foster, a patriotic effort, a wise effort, the 
effort of a patriotic man to jeave himself in such shape as that the 
crumbling credit of the United States, falling beneath the blows 
of Democratic accusation and power, might not be without remed y- 
aoe there is of it. ae is all peg of it. = 
Republican party, going out o wer, saw the storm coming up 
and, like a wise seaman, ‘rimmed its sails to meet the coming 
storm before it struck thecountry. The Republican Administra- 
tion of 1893 placed the financial ship of state in a position to 
weather the . Their efforts were futile. The storm struck 
the ship and we lost the country by the election of Cleveland and 
the Democratic Administration, and the cost to the country 1n 
money value has far exceeded the cost of the great rebellion. And 
80 our proposition now is to raise only forty millions extra to sup 
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plement the falling of the Treasury, and we propose to make a 
provision so that the bond act of 1875 shall be no longer used in 
the reckless manner that it has been heretofore. 

Referring again to the bill under consideration, it may not be a 
protective tariff bill; it certainly isnot. Yet there is protection in 
it, and, best of all, there is protection against Democratic ineffi- 
ciency, Democratic incompetency, Democratic blundering in all 
that they have done. 

Gentlemen on the other side speak of the estimates of the Treas- 
ury Department and the hope they-have that it will not be neces- 
sary to raise more money. I ask the gentlemen to point out to me 
one estimate made by the Treasury Department since 1893, be- 
ginning with the very first utterance of this Secretary of the 
Treasury, whether it related to the estimates of receipts or tothe 
estimates of expenditures, and tell me when it was right, and tell 
me when it was that in a single instance his estimates have been 


found to be true. [Applause on the Republican side.] Look at 
the estimates of expenditures. They have all failed. Look at the 
estimates of receipts. See how he has divided them up. Not one 


of them has met theestimates. Not one of them was ever accurate. 
How can you ask the Republicans on this floor to take his estimates 
as the basis of anything which we shall do or fail to do? So far I 
have simply replied to the gentlemen on the other side. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] tells us that 
we are going to walk the plank again in obedience to the demands 
of the American people. I remember in the first session of the 
Fifty-third Congress how the gentleman gloried over the defeat 
of 1892, and told us that upon the passage of the Wilson-Gorman 
bill we should again walk the plank. The election came in 1894, 
and I heard a great many splashes in the water from the planks 
of political destruction. I heard our friends walking the plank in 
ever 
the drowning was the music of November, 1894. But the unfor- 
tunates were not Republicans. The unfortunates were Demo- 
crats, and were men who voted for the Gorman-Wilson bill. 
And indeed, I heard some clutching at a political plank in the 


State of Tennessee, not far from the district of my distinguished | 


friend [Mr. McMituin}. I I 
the flying of the splinters in the air, and I learned that he had 
been barely saved. I advise him to be very careful that the plank 


which he has been talking about shall not be the plank upon which | 


his everthrow in politics will take place in 1896. 
the Republican si mh 

Mr. DINGLEY. r. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. JoHNsoN]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


[Applause on 


State, and the screams of the dying and the gurgle of | 


I heard the clutching at the plank and | 
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to imagine that at this hour of the debate, when the ground has | 


been so thoroughly covered by the distinguished gentlemen who 


have preceded me, I can, in the short time allotted tome, addany- | 


thing that will be very striking or original; but I shall take ad- | 
vantage of the opportunity so kindly accorded to me to express | 
my individual views with respect to the matter under discussion; | 


and possibly I may be able to state briefly some of my reasons for 
supporting this measure, as well as to answer some objections that 
have been urged against it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has informed us in his recent 
report that there is no necessity for legislation of this character, 
that the skies are brightening, that the receipts of the Govern- 
ment are gradually increasing, and that the expenditures are 
slowly decreasing. He informs us further that there is in the 
Treasury of the United States about $50,000,000 of free money to 
bridge the chasm which he admits exists between the actual 
receipts and expenditures of the Government, and which he also 
concedes will probably exist at the end of the current fiscal year. 
Gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber, who seem to 
have no remedy of their own to suggest in the emergency by 
which we are confronted, taking their cue from the Secretary, 
repeat this argument of his upon this floor; but they do not see fit 
to inform us whether they are willing to follow him to the full 
extent of the reasoning in his report and vote to-morrow for a 
law to issue gold bonds with which to retire all of the greenbacks 
and all of the United States Treasury notes now in existence. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we must be pardoned if we listen with in- 
credulity to the Secretary of the Treasury in the predictions 
which he makes with reference to the future of the Treasury. 
We have tried him in the past and found that he was inaccurate. 
He told us that there would only be a deficit of $20,000,000 in the 
fiscal year 1894, and the deficit turned out to be $69,000,000. He 
et or that there would be a surplus in the year 1895, and it 

ned out that we had a deficit of $42,000,000. 

He concedes now that there is a deficit of some $17,000,000 to 
date in the revenues for the current year. He tells us that his 

ihecy for the fiscal year 1895 would have been fulfilled but for 

e fact that the income tax was declared to be unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court and that the receipts from intecnal-revenue 
sources unexpectedly fell off; and-so the receipts from internal- 

‘Tevenue sources may fall off in the future, Mr. Speaker, just as 
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| Republican side. } 
Mr. Speaker,I am not vainenongh | 
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they have fallen off in the past, and the Secretary’s present fore- 
cast turn out to be a bitter disappointment to those who put faith 
in it. 

We are also told by the Secretary that there is enough money 
in the Treasury, which is free and unpledged for the redemption 
of any outstanding indebtedness of the country, with which to 
bridge over the chasm between the receipts and expenditures of 
the Government in the future; but,as has already been well ob- 
served on this floor, everybody knows that this balance consists 
of greenbacks, and that the moment they are paid out they can 
be at once presented again to the Treasury and used as the means 
by which to drain it of its gold; and yet, sir,it is this very thing— 
the draining of the gold reserve from the Treasury by means of 
our paper money—which the Secretary informs us is our greatest 
menace and to prevent which he urges the issue of bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, large as the deficit is, it would have been still larger 
but for the fact that there has been niggardliness practiced in Con- 
gress in the appropriation of money with which to carry on the 
legitimate operations of the Government. For the last two Con- 
gresses scarcely a cent has been appropriated for the construction 
of public buildings, although many such have been needed, and the 
work upon public improvements already in course of construction 


has in many instances been suspended for lack of funds. Not 
daring to attempt the open repeal of the beneficent pension act of 
1890, it has nevertheless been so administered, through narrow, 
technical, and unjust construction atthe Pension Office, that many 
brave, patriotic, and deserving men have been deprived of the pen- 
sion to which, under a proper and liberal construction of that law, 


they were entitled, and thereby the deficit has been diminished in 
amount. [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

Sir, while I am not in favor of prodigality, while Ido not believe 
a surplus ought to be created simply to invite extravagant schemes 
of public plunder, yet I do insist that there should not be in the 
conduct of public affairs such parsimony as will cripple the Gov- 
ernment, but a just and reasonable expenditure, and for this 
reason I believe there should be an endeavor made to put money 
into the Treasury to meet such expenditure, asis contemplated by 
the pending measure. 

I will vote for this bill, too, sir, because it will tend to restore 
confidence. Much of the anxiety and confusion which has arisen 
in our financial affairs has grown out of the fact that there was 
known to be a deficit every month in the National Treasury. When 
there is no further deficit in the revenue you will likely restore 
confidence not only at home, but also abroad. [Applause on the 
Let it be known to-morrow morning that the 
House has refused to come to the relief of the Treasury and you 
will find that the public anxiety will increase and the financial 
embarrassment will rapidly develop. The passage of this measure, 
sir, will turn the balance of trade in our favor, and thereby dimin- 
ish to this extent the gold now drawn from our resources with 
which. to liquidate the balance which is against us. To my mind, 
sir, the pending bill is a salutary one, and I shall therefore give to 
it my unqualified support. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now yield to the gentleman on the other side. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Before I proceed, Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask the Chair whether in any way this bill is amendable in 
its present condition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that no amendment is eligi- 
ble under the rule. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, a few historical facts 
which relate to our present condition may not be amiss on this 
occasion. When the party of President Harrison came into pos- 
session of the Government in all its branches his Democratic 
predecessor turned over to that Administration of available cash 
over and above the gold reserve $230,348,916.12. After four 
years of that Administration, and when again the party to which 
I belong succeeded to power in the White House, in this House 
and nominally in the other branch, or rather on the ist day of 
March, 1893, we found in the Treasury, exclusive of the one hun- 
dred million reserve, a surplus of $62,450,575.18. And in order to 
show that balance there was a sort of jugglery with the figures. 

Under the act known as the Sherman Act a trust fund of $54,- 
000,000 and over deposited in the Treasury for the redemption of 
the national-bank notes was seized to make this balance. Taking 
the form of statement such as had existed before that time, or 
taking from this balance this bank-trust fund, we found in the 
Treasury when we succeeded to power in March, 1893, scarcely 
any surplus at all over the gold reserve. The surplus was gone 
and the bank-trust fund was converted intoadebt. The previous 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and expressed the opinion that there 
should be added to the resources of the Treasury $25,000,000 in 
gold to replenish the redemption fund. 

My friend from Missouri {[Mr. DockEry] has just read a state- 
ment establishing the well-known fact that Mr. Foster near the 
close of his term prepared to supplement that gold reserve with 
an issue of a large amount of bonds. At that time we had bad 
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the full fruition of the McKinley Act. We had had the beneficent 
influence of protection under the leadership of that undaunted 
man, Mr. McKinley. We had had that system at the highest rate 
ever known in the history of this country, and yet the revenues 
ran down and the surplus had nearly disappeared, as was admit- 
ted by Mr. Foster in my presence. 

With this empty Treasury, with the state of alarm existing in 
the country as to the integrity of our currency system, growing 
outof the Sherman silver act, with gold withdrawalsalready going 
on at a rate which gave Mr. Foster the greatest concern, and with 
the approach of that season of our commerce when these gold with- 
drawals were necessarily bound to increase—in that state of things, 
Mr. Speaker, we peiel to power. Thenew Congress, which was 
elected with Mr. Cleveland, revised the tariff in the interest of the 
Treasury as well as of the taxpayer. The revenue the McKinley 
Act had promised had run down, because that great measure of 
protection was a restriction upon importations and a prevention 
of revenue, as it was designed to be. 

In the midst of a panic which threatened the credit of the Gov- 
ernment itself and in the face of a depleted Treasury the party of 
which Iam an humble member courageously went forward and 
said, ‘‘ The remedy for the situation is not to raise taxes, but to 
lower them.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] We said that 
we could increase the revenues of the Government by taking off the 
restrictions wpon cur commerce and at the same time lessen the 
burdens of the oy How have our anticipations been realized? 
Even after all the tribulations of the long session of the last Con- 
gress we finally passed a tariff measure which was not acceptable 
to me and not acceptable to many of my friends upon this side, 
but which we said would produce ample revenue for all the neces- 
sities of the Government. If the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that highest tribunal in the land, had not reversed its ap- 
parent attitude upon the questiori of the income tax and nullified 
that feature of the law, we would have had no deficiency at all at 
the beginning of next year. 

Now, what has been going on under the customs features of 
that bill? Furnaces whose fires had been banked have resumed 
operations throughout the country, and they stand as witnesses 
to the correctness of the Democratic view. In every town, in 
every community, in every place where men manufacture Amer- 
ican goods, almost without an exception, under the operation of 
that act, styled a “ free-trade” act, w have gone up, and at 
the same time one of its most glorious effects is that in spite of all 
the prophecies of ill, in spite of the desolating effects which were 
predicted for it, our exports of manufactured goods going out to 
sea and contending with our competitors in the markets of the 
world have actually increased by more than $17,000,000. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the gentleman permit one question? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Ihope my friend will not interpose 
here. I have but a brief time. - 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The gentleman says that wages have 
gone up all over this country, from Maine to California. I want 
to remind him—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman can not remind me. 
I know as much about the matter as the gentleman does, [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me add to this brief statement another 
fact. The defeat of the income tax made a deficiency, but there 
is actually no deficiency in the According to the last 
printed statement, which I received this morning from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, there is in the os over $170,000,000 of 
surplus, including the gold reserve. Why should we, in the face 
of these facts and in view of the history which I have briefly re- 
cited, reverse our policy and take from the people, by taxation, 
still more of their hard-earned money when the Treasury does not 
need it? I heard my ingenious friend from Maine [Mr. DiIneLEy]} 
when he attempted just now to justify that course, but I confess 
I have not yet been able to understand his contention. 

We have more moneyin the Treasury than we need; why, then, 
should we want to put more of thesame kind of money there? I 
have here a statement from the Treas showing the form in 
which our customs duties have been id darth the last few days. 
From this statement it appears that not a cent of gold has been 
paid into the Treasury, not a gold certificate has been paid into 
the Treasury, not a cent of anything has been paid into the Treas- 
ury under our customs laws but nbacks and Sherman: notes. 
Why, I ask, should gentlemen seek by another tax levy to pile up 
in the Treasury forty millions more of this same kind of money, 
which will no more re!‘eve the situation than the money of which 
we have a a surplus of over seventy millions? 

But, sir, gentlemen to commend this bill claim for it magna- 
nimity on their part. They assume that they are coming to the 
relief of this Administration. The Administration declines it. 
[appiene on the Democratic side. 

r. Speaker, there lies behind this measure a motive which is 
not apparent on its face or in the avowals made by its friends and 
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champions on the other side. My friend from Tennessee adverted 
briefly to the motive which directs this measure. It is proposed 
vy this measure to put the tariff question behind for the session. 
hat has come over the “grand old party” that its chieftains 
dare not meet responsibilities on their own account? What is it 
that has induced them to tent on our abandoned camp grounds? 
[Laughter.] This is a bill which treats in a special way, with a 
sort of popgun policy, one or two articles; and you ought to send 
by express an apology to William M. Springer, among the savages 
in the Indian Territory. [Laughter.] You denounced that great 
Democratic statesman, William R. Morrison, for a horizontal bil), 
as has been said here; yet you have to-day simply adopted his 
— and you ought to send a resolution of thanks to him for 
aving instituted a policy which you are copying here in a great 
emergency. 

And, sir, as was also stated by my friend who preceded me, this 
is a bill which is claimed by the gentlemen advocating it to be a 
bill “‘ for revenue only.” In view of the history of this country 
since 187), you ought to apologize to the Democratic party and 
the whole world. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] I again ask you what has come over the spirit of the 
*‘ grand old party”? When I first came to Congress I heard one 
of the gentlemen, now supported by his friends for the highest 
office in the gift of the American people, declare that he was for 
a tariff for protection with incidental revenue. He afterwards 
gave tothe tariff which was constructed strictly on that principle 
the benefit of his name. You say you can not afford to enter now 
on general legislation. Why can you not follow his lead? He 
was once a doughty champion in your cause. 

If, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said, the existing 
law is wicked and iniquitous, why did you not in two or three 
sentences provide that the existing law be repealed and the Mc- 
Kinley Act reinstated? It would have taken but afew words, and 
it would have brought into the ranks all the followers of protec- 
tion. But you do not do that. You see fit not to adopt the poli- 
cies of —— own distinguished men. You repudiate their leader- 
ship. You go back on all your own traditions, and you misapply 
and pervert devices of ours that we have long since repudiated. 
If you did not see fit to repeal the Wilson Act and reenact tho 
McKinley law, why did not my géod friend from Maine, the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, offer 
here a bill to tax beer $1 a barrel more—a proposition which he 
favored during the last Congress? On this one item alone he 
could have raised nearly all the money which he now expects to 
raise by a tax on the necessaries of the American people; and it 
would not in any degree have disturbed the business of the 


country. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that after distinguished Democrats havo 
been by Republican orators here and elsewhere accused of drea- 
ful crimes and combinations in connection with the sugar-trus 
scheme in the present law, the gentlemen on the other side havo 
simply passed over that so-eaiied iniquitous feature without 
touching it up or touching it down? [Applause.] They have 
simply followed their denunciation of that scheme by letting it 
severely alone. Senators were put under investigation on account 
of it, and the President also came in for some share of abuse in 
this connection; but this bill stays its hand at the sugar schedule! 

Why is it, if the Wilson tariff act is bad, that this bill does not 
attempt to correct its wickedness? Where is the courage of that 
great party? Even during the last Congress, as during all my 
service here, there sat on that side a man from whom a stern look 
was like the frown of offended majesty. There was on that 
side acourageous hand the mere motion of which could put down 
or put up every member on that side. Thatsame hypnotic hand, 
once so_potent in action, now silences associates and represses 
their ardor while it wields the gavel of this House. [Laughter 
and applause.] I think itis wisein him. I think he will rejoice 
still more at the end of two years from now than he did at the end 
of the last four years if he can congratulate himself on having 
suppressed a reagitation of the tariff during his primacy in this 
Con . But the country will take up this battle. ; 

y, Mr.8 er, so far as I remember, during my entire career 
in Co I have never before seen that rev decline the gage 
of battle. I never before knew them to deliberately turn their 
backs when we challenged them to the old breastworks. [Ap- 

lause.] They are scarred and maimed in the cause of protection. 
ey have carried its flag on ahundred hard-fought fields; but in 
this, the culminating hour of their fate, instead of hoisting again 
the old flag of the old , they run in here a popgun, horizon- 
tal, revenue-only bill. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, among the stout- 
hearted champions of protection hitherto I have seen courage, con- 
fidence, ability, and all the qualities that constitute sunageancontt 
leadership. “But the age of chivalry is gone; that of sophis- 
ters, economists, and calculators has su ed.” [Laughter and 
applause.] Mr. Speaker, this horizontal bill adopts, except in one 
schedule, the Wilson bill, with all its alleged iniquities, as its base. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania stood up just now and re 
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vived that old contention about cotton ties. I have fought on 
that field with him many atime. It is an old issue. It is a mat- 
ter about which I have had deep convictions. Hecalls the present 
provision on that subject a greatiniquity. Iwant to tell him that, 
while the Wilson bill put cotton ties on the free list, the manu- 
facturers of this country are still able to hold the cotton-tie mar- 
ket against the world. [Applause.] And in my opinion so it 
would be if we were to put almost everything in the iron schedule 
upon the free list. These enterprising Yankee manufacturers—I 
use the word not as a term of reproach—would under free trade 
be able not only to hold this market against the world, but to in- 
vade, not with the horrors of war, but in the pursuit of peaceful 
commerce, the mother country, and to take charge of her markets 
with very many of our iron and steel products. ee) 

Mr. Speaker, I have been informed that this bill is not now 
amendable. That means, of course, that nobody here can offer 
any proposition to change a single feature of it. I for one would 
be especially glad to amend a few iniquities. [Applause.] And, 
Mr. Speaker, I would be glad if revenw> were needed to again 
show that we can supply it abundantly, not by raising rates, but 
by lowering them {applause on the Democratic side]; and in that 
manner bring to the Treasury more than the gentleman from 
Maine contemplates in this bill. [Continued applause on the 
Democratic side.] But it can not be permitted to-day. ; 

Now, I tell you that you yourselves have adopted a measure which 
you will be glad to amend before you vote for it. We can not, 
and you will need to have our unanimous consent before you will 
be able to do it yourselves. The bill presented by the gentleman 
from Maine in several sections refers to the act which it avers be- 
came a law on the ‘27th day of August, 1894,” As the basis of 
the bill, it specifies in the first and second sections ‘‘ An act which 
became a law on the 27th day of August, 1894.” The next section 
concludes with the same reference. , 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit to the House that no tariff act ever 
becaine a law on the 27th day of August, 1894. ouarene and 
laughter on the Democratic side.] Pass it, then, if you will; but 
it refers to a fact which did not exist. The so-called Wilson Act 
became a law on the 28th day of August, 1894. [Renewed laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] And this is but a fair 
sample of the rash and inconsiderate way of treating so important 
a proposition as a tariff bill. You do not even correctly cite the 
law you propose to supersede. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But thisisan “emergency” law. [Laugh- 

ar, 

itr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend from Mississippi on my 
right suggests that this isan emergency law. I beg to add that a 

bill which proposes to inflict a burden of seventeen millions more 
to the general list of taxes and twenty-seven millions more upon 
the clothing of the plain people of the United States, a measure 
which adds more than $44,000,000 to our load on the basis of our 
last year’s imports, and still more to the burdens that we are car- 
rying for the benefit of protection, ought to receive at least some- 
thing like deliberate consideration in committee and upon the floor 
of the House; and while we are called upon to vote for or against 
it, we ought to have some opportunity to propose and consider 
amendments in this House, which has the sole power to lay taxes 
upon the people. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic — 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the gentleman from Georgia exhaustec 
his time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PaynE in the chair). The 
gentleman from Georgia has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I believe there was an agreement 
that I was toclose the debate. Isuppose the time might be consid- 
ered as exhausted. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the remainder of my time to my col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. ARNOLD]. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, we in support- 
ing this measure are only performing a patriotic duty. There is 
no *‘ party whip,” as stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp]; the crack of the lash was always a discordant and repul- 
sive sound to Republican ears. TheRepublican party knows no 
master but the American people; neither have we any ‘“ cuckoos” 
in our ranks. On another occasion (in the Fifty-first Congress) 
the gentlemen on the other side said we were ruled by a czar; but 
soon thereafter the gentleman from Georgia and his associates 
wove the wreath that crowned the alleged czar as the peerless 
prince of parliamentarians. [Applause. | 

A very few days ago the President sent us the message pertain- 
ing to the Venezuelan question, and all Republicans, joined by 
our Democratic friends on the other side, promptly, without a 
dissenting voice, passed the bill to provide for the expenses of the 
commission suggested by the Executive. This measure grew out 
of the reassertion of the Monroe doctrine. In this the President 
only recognized the patriotic spirit of the American people, which 
he has so slowly learned. By passing that measure we all, Repub- 
licans and Democrats, voted to call a halt on the selfish aggression 
of England. Now, Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration 
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demands the support of all of us again, because it is another blow 
at English interests. Be consistent, my Democratic friends, and 
vote with us. ene 

But the gentlemen on the other side say there is no deficiency 
and no need of revenues. I refer them to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, page 52, wherein he states that the expendi- 
tures exceed the receipts from July 1, 1893, to December 1, 1895, 
over $130,000,000. How the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. CRISP] 
can arrive at the conclusion that there is no deficit it is difficult 
to understand, and it can only be explained by believing that he 
calculates from the Treasury reports with the same peculiar sys- 
tem of mathematics which he applies to the silver question, 
namely, that the one-half of one hundred cents is one dollar, - 
{Laughter and applause.] For months and months and many 
months the deficit has been millions per month, and this is known 
to all people who read. Your Wilson-Gorman bill of the Fifty- 
third Congress is not one of ‘‘ tariff for revenue only,” but a tariff 
for deficit only. So your revenue and financial measures are ab- 
solute failures, and you are continuing in that pathway, which has 
all along been strewn with the wrecks of your failures and with 
the evidences of your incompetency. All this now being history, 
you on the other side should thank and support us when we pro- 
pose to help you in your extremity of threatened bankruptcy. 

When the revenues are sufficient the financial question will set- 
tle itself, and therefore let us address ourselves to our plain duty 
and _ this bill. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] has said to-day in his remarks that this is a tariff measure, 
and threatens that, if passed, ‘‘ there is a power who will stopit.” 
This threat will not deter us from our duty to the country; we 
will pass this bill, and with it we will pass the responsibility to 
the President. But this is not a tariff bill—it is only a revenue 
measure; after March 4, 1897, he will know what a Republican 
tariff bill really is, and then there will be no danger of the Execu- 
tive vetoing it. [Applause. ] 

Then we will, in truth, provide a home market for our products 
and for the laboring man, and though he may be required to pay 
1 cent more for a dinner bucket, he will have plenty to put in that 
bucket. Amid the sweet harmony of roaring furnaces, whirling 
looms, hammering forges, and buzzing sawmills happiness wiil 
then come to the home of the laborer, who will be fully employed 
at fair wages, and peace and plenty and prosperity will be con- 
stant guests at every fireside throughout this land. | ——_- 
But the deficit, great as it is, would have been much greater ha 
not the Democratic Administration used every ingenuity to keep 
itdown. Think of the many pensions which have been cut off en- 
tirely in grossest injustice; the many pension claims, wherein the 
testimony has long since been complete, which are held back and 
not granted; and the many granted at a much less rate than the 
testimony shows them entitled to. Think of it, my countrymen, 
that the brave ‘‘soldier boys” of this nation, who gave most that 
life is worth living for that this Union might be preserved, are 
thus deprived of their just dues—many in the clutches of disease 
and want—that some excuse may be made for the free-trade De- 
mocracy. The soldier’s pension is not a charity or gratuity, but 
rises to a higher plane of earned compensation and patriotic duty. 
God pity the party which thus denies, and not only denies, but 
forgets, the ‘“‘ brave boys in blue.” [Applause. } 

This measure will repair a little of the great evil that has come 
upon us; it will aid the laboring man some, and he needs all we 
can give him. We must not forget that a long step is taken to- 
ward communism, if not anarchy, when you deprive a man of 
the opportunity of earning bread for his family. The sons of toil 
of this land ask not for charity, but only for the opportunity of 
labor at fair wages, and these we demand they shall have. The 
Wilson-Gorman Democratic bill has signally failed, and it would 
degrade our labor to that of European pauper labor. 

The Republican party stands committed to the protection of 
American labor, and will not follow England’s free-trade policy 
which is protected at the mouth of the cannon. England has 
ever been a robber; she opens foreign markets by extending her 
commerce, and holds those markets by physical force. Might is 
right with her,and weaker peoples have often been required to 
yield territory to her because of her brute force. It is high time 
a halt were called. Let us have no more legislation in her inter- 
est, such as the Wilson-Gorman bill. 

It is pleasant to know that the end of Democratic rule is near 
at hand—consistent in their inconsistencies, and most competent 
in their incompetency. Butincompetency is a failing, not a fault, 
and it were, indeed, cowardly to attack the present Administra- 
tion. [Applause. ] 

That knowledge is most valuable which is distilled over the fire 
of experience, and with such knowledge the American people will, 
in November, 1896, make provision to hand over to the Repub- 
lican party—the party of principle, prosperity, and protection— 
full control of every department of thisGovernment. Then will 
the Wilson-Gorman bill be repealed; that measure which can be 
fairly designated, with authority, as the child resulting from the 








And no wonder, 
e child is disgraced and dis- 


anion of ‘ party eed and pore dishonor.” 
with such degraded parentage, t 
graceful! [Laughter. | 

And the financial methods of the Cleveland Administration are 
as discreditable as the revenue lawit placed upon the statute books. 
Think of its selling $62,000,000 of 4 per cent gold bonds at $1.04 
to a syndicate which made $10,000,000 profit in the transaction. 
Mr. Speaker, up in my State, in that city of brotherly love, busi- 
ness integrity (and I may add, parenthetically), beautiful women— 
Philadelphia—Mayor Warwick issued and sold to his own people 
$1,250,000 of bonds at 3 per cent interest, at par, and no syndi- 
cate or other person gotone penny incommission. And the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company negotiated lately a large loan at 34 per 
cent interest at par. All this was accomplished by competent 
business management, while this great nation must pay 4 per cent, 
and in addition give $10,000,000 to negotiate $62,000,000. And with 
this fact in his possession the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] a few moments ago compared the present Secretary of the 
Treasury to Alexander Hamilton, the most versatile genius our 
country has ever produced, Shades of Hamilton, what profana- 
tion! ‘‘Pigmies are pigmies still on mountain tops, and pyramids 
are pyramids in vales.” 


Here the hammer fell. 
fr. MEIKLEJOHN. take this eee under leave of 
under consideration, to 


the House to print remarks on the bil 
state that had amendments to the bill been allowed I should have 
offered an amendment inserting the following as a sugar schedule: 


That from and after the passage of this act and until August 1, 1898, there 
ghall be levied, collected, and paid on all sugars and on all tank bottoms, 
sirups of cane juice or of best juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concentrated molasses, a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem, and upon all 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all sugars which have 
been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of one-eighth 
of Lcent per pound in addition to the said duty of 50 per cent ad valorem; 
and all sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, or of beet juice, melada, 
concentrated melada, concrete or concentrated molasses which are imported 
from or are the product of any country which at the time the same are ex- 
pense therefrom applies, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export 

hereof, shall pay a duty of one-tenth of 1 cent a pound in addition to the 
foregoing rates: Provided, That the importer o: anger produced in a foreign 
country the Government of which grants such direct or indirect bounties 
may be relieved from this additional duty under such regulations as the Sec 
retary cf the Treasury may prescribe, in case said importer produces a cer- 
tificate of said Government that noindirect bounty has been received upon said 
sugar in excess of the tax collected upon the beet or cane from which it was 

yroduced, and that no-direct bounty has been or shall be paid: Provided fur- 
Sher, That there shall be paid from the duties collected on sugar under the 

srovisions of this act the sum of one-half of 1 per cent per pound on all sugar 

esting above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, to any person or persons who, 
from sugar manufactured by him or them from beets, sorghum, or sugar 
cane grown in the United States, shall cause such sugar to test as aforesaid, 
under rules and ropuiations as to license, bond, supervision, inspection, and 
manufacture which shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or in any 
manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of commercial reciproc- 
iy concluded between the United States and the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act of 
Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on molasses testing above 40° 
and not above 56° polariscope a duty of 2 cents per gallon; if testing above 
56° polariscope, a duty of 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar can By all confectionery made wholly or in eg of sugar, and on 
sugars after being refined, when tinctured, colored, or in any way adulter- 
ated, 35 per cent ad valorem; gm men or grape sugar, 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem; saccharine, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

That so much of the act entitled “An act to reduce revenue, 
duties, and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890, as provides for 
and authorizes the issue of licenses to produce sugar, and for the payment 
of a bounty to the = of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane 

rown in the United States, or from maple sap produced within the United 

tates, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and hereafter it shall be unlaw- 
ful to issue any license to produce sngat or to pay any bounty for the pro- 
duction of sugar of any kind under said act. 


This is the only schedule under the present tariff law which is 
omitted from the proposed bill as reported from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and I am at a loss to understand how a 
revenue-producing article like sugar should be omitted from a 
revenue measure, conceded by all to be an emergency bill. 


ualize 


When we consider that this Government, from its foundation, . 


has relied upon sugar as an article from which liberal revenue can 
be quickly and certainly realized, and that prior to the tariff act 
of 1890 the revenue from sugar exceeded $50,000,000 annually, and 
the fact that this bill is based on a horizontal increase of rates on 
every schedule except that of sugar, I can not comprehend why it 
is not included in this measure. 

The amendment proposed by me increases the rE ut duty of 
40 per cent on all sugars to 50 per cent, which is a decrease of 5 per 
cent below the rate of general increase provided by this bill. 

The only further change in the present law suggested by this 
amendment is as follows: 

Provided further, That there shall be paid from the duties collected on sugar 
under the provisions of this act the sum of one-half of 1 cent per pound on all 
sugar testing above No. 16 Dutch standard in color to any person or persons 
who, from sugar manufactured by him or them from beets, sorghum, along 
cane grown in the United States, shall cause such sugar to test as af: id 
under rules and regulations as to license, bond, supervision, inspection, and 

sanufacture which shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
venue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
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The present duty of one-eighth of 1 cent a pound on refined sugar 
and the one-tenth differential additional thereon from forei gncou n- 
ene an export bounty, remains unchanged by my amend 
ment. 

Briefly stated, the effect of this amendment, as a whole, woul 
be an additional revenue to the Treasury of about $10,000,000. legs 
the amount which would be paid our domestic producers who 
manufacture and refine their own product. This would approxi- 
mate $2,000,000. 

There could have been but one objection to my proposed amend- 
ment, and that would probably have come from the sugar trust. 
It would operate to deprive the trust of about $8,000,000 of its 
annual sneha, which would find its way into the Treasury. 

The cost of foreign raw sugar for refining purposes is under 2! 
cents per pound, which, with the present duty on it of 40 per cen 
ad valorem (1 cent) and ene-eighth of a cent cost of refining. 
makes refined sugar cost the trust 83 cents a pound, the selline 
quotation for which is 48 cents per pound, showing a profit to tho 
trust of 1 cent a pound on the 3,500,000,000 pounds which it 
refines annually, giving it $35,000,000 of profit. 

Under my proposed amendment, to the cost of foreign sugar for 
refining, 24 cents, add duty on it at 50 per cent ad valorem (1; 
cents) and one-eighth of 1 cent for cost of refining, making the tot.| 
cost of refined sugar to the trust 3) cents per pound, which, 
deducted from the quoted New York price of refined sugar (4 
cents), leaves the trust a profit of only six-eighths, instead o! 
1 cent, a pound. 

On this (six-eighths) basis its profit on its refined product, 
3,500,000,000 pounds, would be $26,250,000 annually, instead 
$35,000,000. The two-eighths or quarter of a cent a pound differ- 
ence amounts to $8,750,000. 

From the duty paid on sugars under my proposed amendment 
the one-half cent a pound will be paid to our domestic producers 
and farmers, amounting to $2,000,000, leaving a net revenue to t 
Treasury of nearly $8,000,000. 

I am unable to perceive why this proposition in favor of revenue 
for the Government and protection for our domestic sugar pro- 
ducers and farmers should not have the favor of this Congress. 

Mr.DANFORD. This billis possibly alittle better than nothing, 
and with that view of it I will give it my support. 

I would have been greatly gratified to have had the privilege of 
testing the sense of this House upon an amendment to the wou! 
schedule on the lines of House bill No. 2623; also, an amendment to 
the pottery schedule increasing the rate of duties and correcting 
errors in the schedule; also, an amendment increasing the taritf 
on tin, so as to make the schedule conform more nearly to the 
present iron and steel schedule; but these amendments are prv- 
cluded by the rule under which we are considering this bill, and, 
while the bill is far from satisfactory to me in its present form, | 
will not for that reason vote against it, believing that it is bettcr 
to pass the bill in its present form than to pass no bill. 

ir. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this bill, which fixes (0 
per cent of the duties under the McKinley law, is not such a 
measure as meets my entire approval. It seems to me that the 
Republicans are not called upon to yield their convictions co 
cerning a protective tariff to the end that the President, who is 
recognized opponent of protection, may be induced to give thie 
measure his approval. If Mr. Cleveland is unwilling to approve 
of a properly constructed tariff bill on the lines of protection, then 
leave the results with him, and he should bear the responsibility o! 
an insufficient revenue to meet the demands of his Administration 

The greatest danger, in my opinion, which threatens the country 
from the passage of this unsatisfactory tariff bill is that it may fix 
the measure upon the industries which need greater protection 
than this bill affords, a permanency which is not contemplated in 
the minds of a majority of the Republicans who will vote for tis 
bill. After the-bill goes into operation and business shall be ai- 
justed to it, many reliable protective tariff men in all parts may 
doubt the propriety of another change in the duties imposed upon 
imported commodities. 

n my opinion we ought to tender Mr. Cleveland a just and sat- 
isfactory tariff bill and leave the results with him. The people 
of the United States have three times since his election repudiated 
Democratic theories and practices; and I firmly believe that noth- 
ing contributed so much to the complete overthrow of the Demo- 
cratic party as did its position on the tariff question. 

But whether I approve of this bill or not I think I shall vote for 
it. I am unwilling to even seem to oppose any measure which 
may ibly afford any benefits to the vast industries of the peo- 
ple of this country. The suffering and distress which have been 
so general throughout the whole country since the Democratic 

rty came into power in 1893 appeal to our patriotism, and there- 

ore [ shall vote for this insufficient protective tariff measure in 
the hope of increasing the revenues of the Government and afford- 
ing some in protection to American industries and opening 
up additional avenues of employment to workingmen. And al- 
though this bill tends to place the Republican party in a false 








1895. 


osition concerning protection, I am glad to hear gentlemen who 
one in this oi Gpealy declare on the floor of this House that 
the bill in no sense represents the views of the Republicans of this 
House. They inform us that this bill is only a temporary meas- 
ure, and that when the Republicans get control of the executive 
and legislative departments of the Government we shall enact a 
tariff law which will afford adequate protection. 

Accepting the statement of these eminent gentlemen, I shall ex- 

.ct a wiser and more acceptable measure in the near future, 
one that will meet the demands of the times as effectually as the 
McKinley bill did the needs of the people in 1890. . 

Give the country such a just and comprehensive bill and there 
will be another period of prosperity which will afford relief to the 

roducers, manufacturers, and laborers in all branches of our in- 
Sostriee. This is the one great object which should command our 
very best efforts. j 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. os the contention of the Re- 
ublican party on this floor is that the present bill has been intro- 
Socet for the purpose of raising additional revenue to supply an 
alleged deficiency. The short space of time allotted to the minor- 
ity in which to examine the provisions of the bill has prevented 
us from examining the rates of each article upon which a change 
is proposed. The present duty on pig iron is $4 a ton. I repre- 
sent ike principal manufacturing district in the Southern States, 
and in that district within the last year pig iron has been sold by 
our manufacturers free on board the cars at Birmingham for $5.75 
aton. This is nearly $2 less than the tariff duties levied under 
the McKinley bill. With iron selling at $5.75 or $6 a ton, the pres- 
ent duties amount to a prohibitive tariff, and an increase of rates 
on an article that is at present almost entirely prohibited from iim- 
rtation into this country can not increase the revenues derived 
rom that article. This may not be true of otherarticles on which 
the increased tariff taxis levied, but it shows that the hasty prepa- 
ration of this bill may reduce the amount of income derived from 
many articles from which we now derive some revenue, instead of 
increasing them, and that the real purpose of the billis to increase 
taxation by a protective tariff system, and not for the purpose of 
relieving the deficit in the Treasury. 

It has been contended on the floor of the House that the Wilson 

bill has caused great loss to our manufacturing interests through- 
out the country and loss of work to those persons engaged in man- 
ufacturing inthis country. As far as the district that I represent 
is concerned, the opposite has been the case. During the summer 
of 1894, before the repeal of the McKinley tariff bill, a large ma- 
jority of the manufacturers in the Birmingham district were ‘‘ out 
bi ast” andalargenumber of men were out of employment. After 
the repeal of the McKinley bill and the enactment of the Wilson 
bill, during the fall of 1894 and the winter of 1895, the furnaces in 
the Birmingham district commenced to go into blast, until at the 
present day instead of there being a large number of men out of 
employment all of the furnaces of this district are in operation 
except six, and four of these six are prevented from going into 
operation by reason of litigation in which they became involved 
prior to the enactment of the Wilson bill. Instead of a reduc- 
tion of wages, as is claimed by the Republican members on the 
floor of this House, the wages of the laborers employed in the coal 
mines, iron-ore mines, and furnacesin the Birmingham district have 
been increased 25 per cent. These are facts an 
go to show that where manufacturin 
advantageous points a protective tari 
prosperity. 

Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that while this bill does not go as far as I should like upon some 
of the schedules, such as wool, lumber, coal, and pottery, and I 
should like also tosee tin plate included and all of these articles pro- 
tected by the provisions of this bill as provided by the act approved 
October 1, 1890, known as the McKinley Act, yet as this has been 
calledan emergency bill, and no amendmentsallowed under the pro- 
visions of the rule governing the consideration of the bill, and be- 
lieving something should be done at once under the ap al made 
by the President in his message, as a patriotic duty, lieve in 
sustaining him and providing revenue sufficient to meet the current 
expenses of the Government, trusting that later on we shall have 
the privilege of voting on a measure of revenue which shall come 
up to my ideas of tariff, which will not only furnish revenue to 
pay the current expenses of the Government, but pay the interest on 
and pay off annu ly a part of the bonded debt, as well as protect 
American labor and every American industry in the land needing 
the same. Therefore I shall vote for this ili. 


industries are located at 
is not necessary for their 


p — WATSON of pa ne shall support this bill as 
mporary means of replenishing our National ee 
President has warned this H 2 . - 


ouse by special message that the 
Treasury of the Government is in a dangerous comdiitioas, and that 
immediate relief is necessary to prevent, perhaps, another dan- 
gerous financial panic. To afford the relief which the President 
= had the duty of bere = -_ a end I am willing to vote 
5s measure and contribute w can to prevent what might 
result in financial disaster to the nation, P 4 
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As a tariff measure, I do not think the bill meets the require- 
ments of the country or that it will bring the relief to the pros- 
trated industries of the nation which they deserve or which they 
have the right to expect from this House, or that it fully and 
sufficiently meets the demands of the Republican party or the 

romises made to the people by the representatives of that party 
in this House. As an emergency revenue measure, I support the 
bill. As a tariff measure, it does not meet my full approval. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield three.minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Russe. ]}. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I desire to occupy some time 
in the debate on the bond bill which is expected to be reported to 
the House to-morrow. I yield the time allotted to me this after- 
noon to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Knox}. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, itis apparent from the debate on this 
bill that it chiefly concerns the wool and woolen interests. 

The district which I have the honor to represent is more largely 
interested in the woolen industr: than ary other in the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, and there are corporations there which 
individually consume more wool and produce more worsted goods 
than any othér single corporation in the United States. 

It is with a good deal of hesitancy that I vote for a bill relating 
to such important interests and which affects them to such an ex- 
tent as this bill does. I should prefer time for consideration and 
thought. Why, then, am I called upon to vote for this bill, and 
why am I going to vote for it? It is because there is a financial 
exigency in the affairs of this Government that calls for relief. 

Who says there is a financial exigency existing? The President 
of the United States. Who created that exigency? The Demo- 
cratic party, whose representative he is. And itis because of that 
exigency that I am going to vote for this bill. 

The woolen industry was prosperous under the McKinley bill, 
but those engaged in that industry shared that prosperity with 
the whole country. It was not asectional prosperity. All others 
were prosperous. Under the present bill the chief prosperity has 
been enjoyed by the men who import foreign goods and export 
American gold. 

Having shared in the general prosperity, Mr. Speaker, we have 
shared very seriously in the adversity. With that adversity upon 
us, what do we wish? We should like to have a general revision 
of the tariff. We should like to have it revised in the interest of 
the whole country and all its industries. But we know we must 
wait for about two years, and what do we desire in the meantime? 
We desire peace, commercial repose, a chance for the business 
industries of the country to adjust themselves to the changed 
conditions. But we can not have this peace, we can not have this 
repose, for the reason, it is said, there is an exigency now for more 
revenue for the Government. Aside from that, we are going to 
look for the increase where the loss was made, to the tariff which 
was destroyed by Democratic legislation. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

_ the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. I prefer to yield the time back to the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now ask the other side to conclude what 
they have to say in the discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAynr). The Chair under- 
stood the gentleman from Georgia to surrender his time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the whole time on that side been used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the Chair indicate how much 
time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. To this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; it was stated when the gen- 
tleman from Georgia concluded that he had two minutes remain- 
ing. Hestated that he was to close the debate upon that side, and 
that he surrendered the time, So there is no time remaining on 
that side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield fifteen minutes, or the remainder of 
the time on this side, to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. DoLLiver}. 

Mr. CRISP. There can not be fifteen minutes remaining on 
that side, for we take a vote at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very well; at 5 o’clock the vote 
will be taken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, there is much in what the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] has said as to the hurry and 
anxiety with which this bill has been prepared. He ought not, 
however, even in the midst of such remarks as he has made to 
the House, to lay upon the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means any responsibility for such a blunder in the date of the 
act of 1894 as that to which he has called the attention of the House. 
The act of 1894, for reasons which the Democratic party at least 
ought to appreciate, was not signed by the President of the United 











— 


States, and it appears upon the statute book without his signature, 
with the annotation at the beginning of it that the date of it is 
August 27, 1894. Ace on.tke mblican side.} If that is 
not the true date of the act of 1894, it only indicates that the State 
Department is mixed up with the general incompetency that has 
eee | present Administration. [Applause on the Repub- 
ican s81d0e. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. It only shows that my friend did 
not thoroughly investigate the subject for himself. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand that. If we can not rely upon 
the Statutes at Large published by a Democratic Secretary of 
State, where on God’s footstool ought we to go for information? 
[Langhter. 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not make any difference, anyway. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It makes little difference, anyhow, and I am 
sorry that my friend [Mr. TurNER of Georgia], whose argument 
is usually respectable at least, should have descended to a criticism 
of that character. 

My friend starts out with the proposition that all the misfor- 
tunes that have come u the country since the election of 1892 
came by reason of the law that was in force at that time. He 
does not deny that instantly after ths election of that year the 
American people found themselves in the midst of bankruptcy 
and poverty and business calamities the like of which was never 
visited upon an American community before. He says to this 
House and the country that all these evils came from the tariff 
law of 1890; that is to say, he asks us and the American people to 
believe that we had been plundered and robbed and burdened for 
s0 many years by the Republican policy that we put ourselves 
into the hands of a receiver the very moment it became certain 
that relief was at hand, a situation which will not, according to 
my judgment, commend itself to the common sense of the Ameri- 
can people. [Applause.] 

Now, the gentleman says that, notwithstanding all we have seen 
and know, we are in the midst of a general revival of pomeertte; 
that wages have increased in all of the country, and that all 
these blessings we owe to the tariff law of 1894. 

I do not propose to enter into a controversy on the subject of 
protection. Everybody must judge that for himself; but I do say 
that my Democratic friend from rgia [Mr. TURNER] ought to 
be very careful about —— any very t amount of Ameri- 
can prosperity to the operation of the lawof 1894. If the American 
people can be persuaded of that it will do more to popularize 
perfidy and dishonor than anything that has ever happened in this 
world. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

My friend asks the Republican majority why we,do not bring 
in a general tariff law, and he refers to the leadership of this 
House as wanting in courage; but the leadership of this House 
can always be relied on not to “fight as one that beateth the air.” 
But we know, and everybody knows, that a Republican tariff law 
can not be enacted by this Congress. We do not know that the 
President of the United States would not sign the present bill. 
Does my friend speak by some commission when he says that the 
Administration declines this relief? We have the best reason for 
knowing that this law will please the + ac oa Chief Magistrate. 
We had a letter from the President in the last session of Congress 
which contains evidence that he will sign this law, restoring a 
reasonable revenue duty upon wool; and if my friend will listen 
to me I will read exactly what he says. He says: 

In these remmeas it may well excite our wonder that Democrats are 
willing to d&part from this most Democratic of all tariff principles and that 
the inconsistent absurdity of sucha Pay teen: departure should be hasized 
e er be p 


em 
by the suggestion that the wool of ut on the free list and the 
protection of tariff taxation be placed around the iron ore and coal of corpo- 


rations and capitalists. 
The present law leaves a duty upon iron ore and coal substan- 


tially equivalent to 60 per cent of the law of 1890. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will it interrupt the gentleman if 
I make as ion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all. 


aa of Georgia. I would say that he misconstrues 
e r. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have not read it all. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The President meant to say that 
the duty on woolen goods should be reduced. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I beg the gentleman’s on. He spoke of 
the wool of the farmer; and now I want to impress on the Demo- 
cratic side what he said: 

How can we f - 
nations and 3 won ne AE Se ee 

[papeen on the Republican side. ] 

all his eloquence and all his ability the gentleman from 
Georgia can not explain how this agricultural interest of the 
country was put on the free list, 60 per cent of the McKinley 
rate was retained upon iron ore and coal.. So I say that there is no 
man who knows the heart of the President as it has been revealed 
to us in these delicate communications we have had from the 
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throne. iamnaies.) Who is authorized to say that he will put 
the signature of nis Executive disapproval upon this bill for the 
relief of the Treasury? [Applause on the Republican side. } 

My friend says the Treasury is in no danger and in no difficulty, 
On a question like that facts are more serviceable than mere opin- 
ions. From the day the act of 1890 went into effect up to and 
including October, 1892, there was a surplus of receipts in the 
Treasury over current expenditures. There has not been a quar- 
ter from that time until this hour when the receipts of the Treas- 
ury, compared with expenditures, have not shown a deficit. Tho 
shortage has averaged four millions and a half a month, more 
than seventy millions in aggregate, and if there is any man who 
believes that the Treasury of the United States can be perma- 
nently maintained upon a basis like that he may get the reputation 
of being a great statesman, but I doubt if he will be recognized as 
an authority in the science of modern business. 

What do we propose to do? Wepropose—camping sorrowfully 
and ately upon Democratic ground for the purpose of giving 
final efficacy to what we do—we propose, by modifying certain 
provisions of the act of 1894, to put at the disposal of the Treasury 
annually nearly $40,000,000; and then we propose by an authority 
of law which ought always to exist in this country to permit tho 
orderly, economical use of the public credit to maintain the re- 
serves of the Treasury and to provide against temporary deficien- 
cies in the revenue. Now, in order to do that, we have to do a 
thing which we have got quite accustomed to in these later years, 
Ever since the Democratic party has been in charge of the Gov- 
ernment I have been politically embarrassed every now and then 
by the duty that has been laid upon me of ‘‘rising above party.” 
fr aughter.] About once in three months there comes a demand 

this House for the Republican party to rise above its principles 
and its a and do something to meet the exigencies of the 
public asury. 

To-day we come and offer to the uneasy Treasury of the United 
States an increment of revenue of $40,000,000 annually, and then 
we propose to clothe the Secretary with discretion to make a legal, 
salutary use of the national credit to protect the solvency of the 
Government and to maintain the value and parity of all the out- 
standing currency of the United States. There can be no perma- 
nent disaster in a country like this. As my friend from lowa 
[Mr. HenpERson] has said, a country with assets and integrity 
is always safe in the business world. There is one thing that we 
—_ all to be agreed upon, whatever else we are divided about, 
and that is that the Treasury of the United States should no 
wae be left at the mercy of the organized avarice of the world 
without money to pay or power to borrow or means for increasing 
the public revenue; and so, Mr. Speaker, closing this debate, I ap- 

to the patriotic sentiment that may still be supposed to reside 
in the Democratic breast to meet the Republican party halfway 
when we offer upon your own party a a@ measure to re- 
lieve the embarrassment and distress of the Treasury of the United 
States. crags ap lause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as but two minutes of the time 
remain, I ask unanimous consent that the order for the previous 
question be considered as now made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will put the 
question. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
engrossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the passage of the 


bill. 
Mr. CRISP. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The — was taken; and there were—yeas 228, nays 83, not 
’ 


voting as follows: 
YEAS—228. 
Acheson, Brosi Danfo Griswold, 
a Denise” Grosvenor, 

tken, Brumm, at on Grow, 
Aldrich, Ball, i De itt, Hadley, 

nderson, urrell, ey, er, 
Andrews, Burton, Mo. Dolliver, einer, Nebr. 
Apsley, Calderhead, Dooli Halterman, 
Arnold, Pa. Dovener, Hanly, 
Arnold, R. L Chicke . Draper, Hardy, 
Avery, Clark, eve Eddy, Harmer, 
Ba’ Clark, Mo. Ellis, Harris, 
Baker, Ma Codding, Evans, Hartman, 
Baker, Coffin, Fairchild, Hatch, 
Bar! Colson. Faris, Heatwole, 
Barret Connoll > Fenton, Heiner, Pa. 
Bartholdt, Cook, Wis. Fletcher, Hemenway, 
Beach, Cooke, Ill. Foote, Henderson, 
Bennett, , Wis. Zon Henry, Conm 
Bingham, Cor Fowler, Henry, Ind. 
Bish Cousins, Gamble, Hermann, 
Black, N. ¥ Crowther, Gardner, Hicks, 
Blue, Crump, Gibso Hilborn, 
Bowers, Curtis, Iowa @ ow. Hill, 
Brewster, Curtis, Kans. Gillett, Mass. Hit 
Broderick, sa ¥. Graff, Hooker, 
Bromwell, Griffin, Hopkins, 
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$ Loud, Pearson, Steele, 
qpowars. Loudenslager, Phillips, Stewart, N. J. 
Howell, rey: — | coaeag? haa 
’ ahany, ney, e, 0. W. 

pomerd, Mah« “4 Poole, Strode, Nebr. 
Hulick, Marsh, Prince, Sulloway, 
Huling, McCall, Mass. Pugh, Taft, 
Hull, McCleary, Minn. uigg, Tawney, 
Hunter, McClure, aney, Tayler, 
Hurley, McCormick, Ray, Thomas, 
Hyde, McEwan, Reeves, Towne, 
Jenkins, McLachlan, om Tracy, 
Johnson, Cal. Meiklejohn, Robinson, Pa. Treloar, 
Johnson, Ind. Mercer Royse, Updegraff, 
Johnson, N. Miller, Kans. Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, 

oy Miller, W. Va. Scranton, Wadsworth, 
Kerr, Milliken, Settle, Walker, Mass, 
Kiefer, Milnes, Shafroth, Walker, Va. 
Kirkpatrick, Minor, Wis. Shannon, Wanger, 
Knox, Mondell, Sherman, Warner, 
Kulp, Moody, Shuford, Watson, Ind. 
Lacey, Morse, Simpkins, Watson, Ohio 
Lefever, Mozly, Skinner, Wellington, 
Leigbty, Murphy, Smith, Il. ite, 
jveisenring, Newlands, Smith, Mi Willis, 
Leonard, Noonan, Snover, Wilson, Idaho 
Lewis, Northway, Southard, Wilson, N.Y. 
Linney, Odell, Southwick, Wilson, Ohio 
Linton, Overstreet, Spalding, Wood, 
Long, Parker, Sperry, Woodman, 
Lorimer, Payne, Stahle. Wright. 

NAYS—83. 

bbott, Culberson, Maguire, Sorg, 
6. iley, Cummings McClellan, Stokes, 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bankhead, Denny, McCulloch, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, Ga. Dinsmore, McDearmon, Sulzer, 
Bartlett, N.Y. Dockery, McKenney, Swanson, 
Bell, Colo. Downing, MeLaurin, Tarsney, 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, S.C. McMillin, Tate, 
Black, Ga. Erdman, Meyer, Terry, 
Buck, Hart, Miles, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hendrick, Miner, N. ¥. Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Hutcheson, Neill, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Ala. Jones, Owens, Tyler, 
Cobb, Mo. Kem, Patterson, Underwood, 
Cooper, Fila. Kendall, Pendleton, Walsh, 
Cooper, Tex. Kyle, Price, Washington, 
Cowen, Latimer, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Cox, Lawson, Robbins, Williams, 
Crain, Lester, Rusk, Woodard, 
Crisp, Livingston, Russell, Ga. Yoakum. 
Crowley, Maddox, Sayers, 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Allen, Fitzgerald, Meredith, Sparkman, 
Atwood, Grout, Money, Spencer, 
Barney, Hall, Moses, Stallings, 
Berry, Harrison, Ogden, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Hepburn, Otey, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Layton, Otjen, Strong, 
Burton, Ohio Little, Perkins, Talbert, 
Clardy Lockhart, Powers, Tracewell, 
Cockrell, McCall, Tenn. Robertson, La, Wilber, 
Ellett, Va. McGann, Sauerhering, Wilson, S.C. 
Fischer, McRae, Shaw, Woomer. 


So the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. LOCKHART, 


Mr. HANLY with Mr. Berry. 


Mr. ODELL with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. ATwoop with Mr. MEREDITH. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
TRANSFER OF UTAH TERRITORIAL OFFICES, ETC. 


Mr. CANNON of Utah. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 


sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A resolution to transfer certain offices of the United States in the Territory 
of Utah to the officers of the State of Utah 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate 

governor and secretary of the Territory of Utah be, 
; authorized and directed, upon the issuance of Execu- 
eclaring Utah a State, to deliver to the then 


concurring), That the 
and they are hereb 
tive proclamation 

and secretary of the State of U 
safes, desks, and all furniture and 
all property of like character belon, 
of the secretary, including that he} 


mission. 


The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent 
consideration of this resolution? 








tah = i a nes of said State, the 
xtures o eir respective o and 

g tothe United States, under control 
by the board known as the Utah Com- 


for the present 


Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask 
whether this is the usual form of resolution adopted on the admis- 
sion of a State, and whether the property designated in the latter 
part of this resolution is needed by the State. The Commission 
named, if I remember correctly, was a sort of extraordinary com- 
mission. 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. The property enumerated in the reso- 
lution is needed by the State, This resolution is not in the usual 
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form for the reason that we have had in that Territory an unusual 
condition. Only in Utah has there existed any such board as that 
known as the Utah Commission. Its offices now contain all the 
necessary machinery for the proper conduct of the State govern- 
ment. he enabling act did not make provision for this transfer. 
My attention was called to the matter this morning by the present 
Territorial governor, and with the approval of the Treasury De- 
partment this resolution has been prepared and introduced. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is this a concurrent resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. It is. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me it ought to be a joint 
resolution. I suggest that it be so modified, 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. Then I propose the necessary amend- 
ment for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to inquire the meaning 
of the words ‘“‘like property,” embraced in the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. Those words refer to the fixtures of 
the offices under the control of the secretary of Utah, who is also 
the secretary of the board known as the Utah Commission—the 
election board, in other words, provided by the Edmunds Act of 
1882. 

In accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cannon], I now ask unanimous consent that the form 
of the resolution be changed, so that it may be a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, that change will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. COX. I object. 


COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a substitute which I desire to offer to-morrow (if Iam 
permitted to do so by the rule) for the bill which the Ways and 
Means Committee have reported, authorizing the sale of bonds 
and the issue of certificates of indebtedness. 

Mr. WELLINGTON objected. 


TRANSFER OF UTAH TERRITORIAL OFFICES, ETC. 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, 
Cox] has withdrawn his objection to the resolution which I de- 
sired to have acted on. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee, as the Chair 
is informed, withdraws his objection. Is there further objection 
to the consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The questionison the engrossment and third 
reading of this joint vesolation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read, as a part of my 
remarks on this bill, a substitute which I desire to offer to-morrow 
for the bill reported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report this as a part of the 
gentleman's remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and 
for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statea 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to coin as rapidly as possible the silver bullion in the Treas- 
ury purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, entitled “‘An act directing the 
purchase of silver bullion, and the issuing of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes,” into standard silver dollars, which shall be held in the 
Treasury for the redemption of the Treasury notes issued in the purchase of 
the said bullion. 

Sec. 2. That whenever any of said notes may be redeemed or be received 
into the Treasury from any source whatever, and shall bélong to the United 
States, they shall be canceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the coin in 
the Treasury derived from the coinage herein provided for, and the notes so 
canceled aad destroyed shall be replaced by the standard silver dollars herein 
directed to be coined. 

Src. 3. That any holder of said standard silver dollars may deposit the 
same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in 
sums not less than $10, and receive therefor certificates as now authorized 
by law, and the standard silver dollars used to replace Treasury notes as 
herein provided for may be held in the Treasury and certificates issued in 
lieu thereof. The coin deposited for or representing the certificates herein 
authorized shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the same 
on demand, and said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and 
all public dues, and when sc received may be reissued 

Sec. 4. That whenever any of the United States notes commonly known as 
“*ereenbacks,” or any of the notes issued under the act of July it, 1800, en- 
titled “‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issuing of 
Treasury notes, and for other purposes,” are presented for redempti 
shall be redeemed in gold or silver coin, as the convenience of the Treasury 





may require, but in no case shall they be redeemed in gold when the gold in‘ 
the Treasury above the amount held for the redemption of gold certiticates 
is less than $100,000,000: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to alter or repeal the act of May 31, 1878, entitled “An act to forbid the fur- 


ther retirement of Unite States legal-tender notes.” 
Sec. 5. That a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated, out of any 
noney in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the 
provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. If thereis no further debate [laughter], the 
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the Chair will put the question. The question is on ordering 
the joint resolution to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Utah 
what has become of the State of Utah—whether the enabling 
act passed by Congress and signed by the President has been car- 
ried into effect by the action of the people of Utah; and where, 
along the line somewhere, the whole business has been lodged; 
and whether the law has been executed or violated, so far as he 
knows, by the Executive of this Government? 

Mr. CANNON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, the law, so far as the 

»ple of Utah could execute it, has been fully carried out, as has 

n the fashion in Utah now for some years past with reference 
to all of the laws of the United States. The bill provided for a 
constitution to be framed by the people, which was presented in 
due form to the President of the United States, and we are now 
awaiting his issuance of a proclamation announcing its adoption. 
Iam informed by officials at the Department that the proclama- 
tion has been prepared, and will be issued by the President on the 
4th of January next. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an 
amendment excepting from the operation of this joint resolution 
such property as shall be required for the use of the United States. 

My object is to prevent the turning over of libraries and other 
valuable personal property, which may be required for the use of 
the United States Government, to the State. 

Mr, CANNON of Utah. If the gentleman from New York will 
allow an explanation, I think he will withdraw his amendment. 
There is no such property in the offices to be turned over of the 
character he has described. The United States courts and the land 
offices and other offices of that character will continue in the pos- 
session of the property they now possess. This resolution refers 
merely to the Territorial conveniences which would naturally pass 
to the officers of the State, and would not include libraries or any- 
thing of that sort. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. On that statement I withdraw 
the amendment. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ed. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Burton of Ohio, until January 2, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Wit.iam A. Srong, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ODELL, until Monday, on account of important business. 

To Mr, SPENCER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr, Orry, for one week, on account of a death in his family. 

To Mr. ALLEN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr, Harrison, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in 
his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DiInGLEy (at 5 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. the following titles were introduced and severally referved as 

cliows: 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 2751) to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge or tunnel across Niagara River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 2752) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Moscow, in the State of Idaho—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CATRON; A bill (H. R. 2758) to limit the operation of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in 
the Territories to American citizens, and so forth,” approved 
March 8, 1887—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) to authorize irrigation and live-stock 
corporations to hold land in the Territories, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2755) to authorize the lo- 
cation of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sail- 
~ in the State of New York—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2756) for the restoration to active 
service of certain officers now on the retired list of the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 2757) to fix the compensa- 
tion of district superintendents and of the crews of life-saving 
stations—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 2758) to fix the standard of 
weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


DECEMBER 26, 


By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 2759) to incorporate the 
National Capital Gas Light, Heat and Power Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 2760) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 2761) to grant title 
to certain lands in the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ; 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2762) to authorize and encourage 
the establishment of an international permanent exhibition com- 
pany in the city, county, and State of New York, and making an 
“re therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2763) to establish a postal 
telegraph system and to enlarge the postal facilities of the people 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 2764) reguiating the issuance of 
te for the sale of intoxicants—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 2765) to amend an act entitled 
‘*‘An act to establish a court of private land claims, and to provide 
for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and Ter- 
ritories,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 2766) empowering and directing 
the Secretary of War to furnish two pieces of condemned cannon 
to Forest Lawn Cemetery, Saginaw East Side, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY (by request): A bill (AH. R. 2767) for the 
development and encouragement of silk, flax, and ramie culture 
and their preparation and manufacture in the United States under 
the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2768) to authorize the exten- 
sion of the Columbia Railway, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize 
the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Arizona—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) to provide for an additional justice of 
the supreme court of Arizona—-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 2771) to authorize the Attorney- 
General to bring suit in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia against the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians, the 
Comanche, Kiowa, Apache, Choctaw, and Chickasaw tribes, to 
determine and settle the legal or equitable interest of said Indians 
in certain lands located between the ninety-eighth and one hun- 
dredth degree of west longitude, in Oklahoma Territory, and lo- 
cated within the territory leased from the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
tribes in the year 1855 and ceded in 1866, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 2772) to appro- 
— money for the construction of works to impound mining 

ébris, and thereby to protect the navigable streams of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2773) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
create the California débris commission and regulate hydraulic 
mining in the State of California,” approved March 1, 1893, by 
— ing section 22 thereof—to the Committee on Mines and 

ining. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2774) to provide for ascertaining and determin- 
ing the character of certain lands in the State of California—to 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R.2775) to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and mining re- 
sources—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H.R.2776) to further increase 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 5 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H.R. 2777) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to certain posts of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 2778) to light and_ improve 
= ic thoroughfare between the northwest section of the city of 

ashington and the Zoological, the Rock Creek, and Soldiers’ 
Home parks—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2779) authorizing Isaac 
M. Yeas and Webster M. Samuel, and their associates, to im- 
prove the channel of the Mississippi River between St. Louis, 
and Cairo, Ill., and between Cairo, Ill., and Vicksburg, Miss., 
upon certain conditions and for certain considerations to be paid 
by the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H.R. 2780) extending the 
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Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H.R. 2781) providing for the return to 
the War Department of obsolete or unserviceable arms or military 
supplies by any State or Territory or the District of Columbia and 
the crediting of the respective States, Territories, or District there- 
for—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 2782) to codify and arrange the 
laws relating to pensions—to the Committee on Revision of the 


ws. 
a Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 2783) paorng condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to McLouth Post, No. 279, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at McLouth, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 2784) to amend sections 720, | 
721, 722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District 
of Columbia, in relation to marriages—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 2785) to provide for the redemp- 
tion of the legal-tender notes of the United States and the substi- 
tution therefor of other legal-tender notes, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) to provide for the appointment of a 
permanent commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
and its practical operations, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 2787) to establish 
a gold currency and a silver currency on a basis of interchange- 
able value throughout the world—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. a om 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2788) to fix the denominations 
of gold and silver coins to be issued by the United States and to 
establish the free coinage thereof—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. ; 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 2789) to amend section 1754 of 
the Revised Statutes, giving preference to soldiers for civil offices— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2790) to appro riate the sum of 
$60,000 to purchase a site and erect a public building at Shamokin, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 2791) for the purchase of the oil 
portrait of Maj. Gen. William Smallwood—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 2792) to define and regulate the 
— in the Pension Department—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MAHANY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 55) to extend as- 
surances of sympathy and friendship to the Republic of San Ma- 
rino—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Joint memorial of the Oregon legislative as- 
sembly, praying for the early construction and control of the 
Nicaragua Canal by the United States of America—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, joint memorial of the legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, asking Congress to reimburse the Port of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, for the sum expended in making certain 
river improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint memorial of the legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation by Congress to 
reimburse volunteers who were called to assist the regular sol- 
diers of the United States in the Yakima and Rogue River wars 
with Indians—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the legislative assembly of the State of Ore- 
gon, urging Cee to place purchasers of even-numbered sec- 
tions within the limits of forfeited railroad land grants upon an 
equality with purchasers of other lands within the limits of such 
grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, joint memorial of the Oregon legislative assembly, urging 
the enactment of legislation granting a pension to Margaret C. 
McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Pendleton, 
Oreg.—to the Committee on Pensions, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


_Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 2793) for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria McMurdie—to the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 2794) to correct the military 
record of John E. McCollough, of Florence, Washington County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) to correct the military record of David 
P. Kelley, of Connellsville, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 2796) for the relief of Henry 


Kortzendorfer—to the Committee’on Military Affairs, 
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benefits of the act of June 27, 1890, to certain persons—to the | By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter 
B. Palmenteer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


d2h 


— 





By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 2798) for the relief of John 
Birkett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting a pension to Henry Demuth— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2801) for the relief of Jacob 
Mann, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) for the relief of the estate of Isaac East- 
erly, deceased, late of Grundy County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2803) for the relief of the estate of John C. 
Gillespie, deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) fo: the relief of John J. Lowery, of 
Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
W. Corbin, deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 2806) for the 
relief of the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H.R. 2807) granting a pension to Phebe 
B. Colton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) granting a pension to Hiram Hopson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) granting a pension to Anna K. Rodell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H.R. 2810) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) for the relief of the estate of John C. 
Thompson, deceased—to the Comntittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2812) granting 
honorable discharge to Thomas J. Allen—to the Committ 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine, 
amounting to $20 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting an honorable discharge to 
Jacob W. Demoy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H.R. 2815) for the relief of William 
Lock and James H. Tinsley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H.R. 2816) to grant a 
pension to Fordyce R. Melvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. Shirley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy 
Beard, widow of Edmond C. Beard, late a soldier in the Indian 
war of 1836—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 2819) revoking sentence of court- 
martial and granting honorable discharge from military service 
to William G. Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Jones, 
of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) for relief of James A. G. Winston, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) for the relief of Burks Fitzgerald—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ann M. Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 2825) granting a pension to 
Peter Wild, teamster for Second Regiment West Virginia Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) granting a pension to George W. Schach- 
leiter, Company G, Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2827) to correct the military record 
of James S. Staggs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of William J. 
Murtagh, late proprietor of the National Republican, of Washing- 
ton, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) for the relief of James W. Snyder—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of David F. Hood—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H.R. 2831) for the relief of John 
Stull—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2832) to authorize the investiga- 
tion by the Attorney-General of certain claims alleged to be due 
the late proprietors of tne Knoxville Whig for advertising, and au- 
thorizing the payment thereof—to the Committee on Claims, 


an 
ee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, 
Fighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix 
of the last will of Dr.C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
B, Houk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) for the relief of W. R. Price—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 2837) granting a pension 
to Lovina Woodcock, widow of Caleb L. Jackson, late of Com- 

any D, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment of New York 
olunteers, war of 1861—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 2838) for the relief of Samuel 
H. Sentenne and Paul Boileau—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2839) for the relief of Daniel 
V. Sevier, of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2840) for the relief of William B. Owens, of 
Cherokee County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims un- 
der the act of March 8, 18883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) for the relief of the estate of A. Under- 
woot late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. > lace the name of Mary A. 
Fowler upon the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 2843) for the re- 
a of William M. Boyd—to the Committee on Private Land 

aims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha 
McNeil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 2845) granting a pension to Emily 
Grove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension to William Cromie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R, 2848) for the relief of Archi- 
bald P. OR the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to James M. Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) for the relief of George W. Case, of 
Mount Sterling, oo the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2851) for the relief of George W.Case—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) for the relief of Lewis C. Dils—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 2858) for the relief of Samuel May, of Floyd 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2854) for the relief of James L. Kidd—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 2855) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to remove the charges of desertion — the military 
record of Frederick Stewart and to issue to said Stewart an honor- 
able discharge for services rendered—to the Committee on Mili- 





tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 2856) to pension George W. Graves—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
remove the charges of desertion against the military record of 
James H. Deal and to issue to said Deal an honorable discharge 


for services rendered—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Also, a bill Sow R, 2858) for the relief of Lewis Miller Bennett— 
to the Committee on vee Affairs. 
By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 2859) gran a pension to Har- 


riet F. Herrick—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of Ed. 
8. Carl Lee, administrator of Cora C. Bancroft, deceased, of Wood- 
ruff County, Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill meng for the relief of James C. peppan, - 
ministrator of Samuel T. Sutton, deceased, of Phillips County, 
Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, & bill (H. R, 2862) for the relief of James M. Humphreys, 
of Phillips County, Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a po R. 2863) for the relief of the heirs of Mark W. 
Izard, dece —to the ttee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Thomas Wallace, of 
Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 2865) for the relief of W. 
H. ie, of Gibson County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 8, 1888—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) for the relief of John A. Roe, of Gibson 
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County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) for the relief of A. W. Stephenson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) for the relief of Joseph B. Somervil)o— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) for the relief of Jesse L. Branch, of 
Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) for the relief of Julia Holbrook, 5 
Haywood County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) for the relief of Humboldt Female (\)). 
lege—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2872) authorizing and direc: 
ing the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and 
pay the claims of certain laborers in the custom-house at S.) 

rancisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 2873) for the relief of Tandy 
Duval, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on \ 
Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill 
Sanderson, administrator of 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of John R. Elliott, of Now 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2876) for the relief of Pierre Garrot, of Or- 
leans Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of heirs of David and [},:r- 
bette Carb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2878) for the relief of Louis V. Porche, of 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Car- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. —_ for the relief of Francis Massich—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2881) for the relief of Alexis Leduff—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill or R. 2882) granting an increase of 


r 


es for the relief of W. F. 
. W. Sanderson—to the Committes 


pension to James Cushing Phillips—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

"T Mr. NEILL Py coaeent): A bill (H. R. 2883) for the relief 
of J. 8. Murrell, of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2884) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas J. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 2885) for the relief of J. S. Sid- 
dall, of White County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill R. 2886) for the relief of L. G. Bow- 
ers, of Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 2887) for the relief of Lawrence 
Tobin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of D. W. Price—to thie 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of James Miller, of Bour- 
bon County, .—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 2890) for the relief of I. A. 
Beaumont, administrator of Claiborn Deloach, of Memp)liis, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 2891) granting 
an honorable discharge to George A. Daniels—to the Comuitive 
on Military Affairs. 

- Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 2892) for the relief of the estate 
of John C, McNeill, of Cumberland County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 2893) for the relief of E. \W. 
a leter, of Carteret County, N. C.—to the Committee on \\ ir 

aims. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H.R. 2894) to correct the military 
record of A. M. Dittmore, of Pennsylvania—to the Committee ou 
ae Affairs. s 
By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 2895) for therelief of George W. 
Wood—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Jane Elizabeth Owen, 
legal oe of John Young, sr., late of Elizabeth City 


County, Va., deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
, . WOOD: A bill (H.R. 2897) to remove charge - a 
on airs. 


ainst Thomas ee the Committee on Militar 
By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 2898) for the relief of C. “. 
Holt, administrator of Wile olt, deceased, of Wayne County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill & R. 2899) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Flowers 
and Sarah E. Bridges, of Wayne County, N. C.—to the Committee 


on Claims 
B (by request): A bill (H. R. 2900) 
a the relief of the estate of R. M. Ely—to the Committee on War 


Mr. WALKER of Virgi 
By Mr. WHEELER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2901) to au- 
thorize the purchase of an oil painting now on exhibition in the 
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office of the Architect of the Capitol—to the Committee on the 
ibrary. 

<<. bill (H. R. 2902) granting a pension to Ira Davis—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2903) to provide for the restatement, readjust- 

ment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain 

cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of C. A. Gurney, J. F. Widal, T. S. 
Gurney, J. K. Flood, and 86 others, residents of Hart, Mich., ask- 
ing for the recognition of the Cubans as belligerents—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. : ro ae 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Macon 
County, Mo., relative to the paying of pensions to the Enrolled 
Militia of Missouri—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of 326 citizens of Glov- 
ersville, Fulton County, N. Y., in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 58 of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled ‘‘An act for the 
inspection of immigrants by the United States consuls”—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. GARDNER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of John Stull—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition in behalf of Capt. 
Edmund C. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of John R. Cummings, H. E. Luke, 
B. F. Varner, S. S. Paul, W. M. Salkeld, and 85 other citizens of 
South Fork, Pa., praying for the passage of the William A. Stone 
bill, restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. : : 

By Mr. HOWARD: Papers relating to the claim of David N. 
Patterson, of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Wilkinson C. Bowen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of C. G. Mendenhall and others, of 
Greenville, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1) to 
reclassify and prescribe the salaries of rai ee clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., 
protesting against Turkish outrages in Armenia—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Quinn, of Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the clzim of Smith B. Sale, of Floyd 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to theclaimof George P. Burnett, of Floyd 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War ims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Peter Hammond, of Stites- 
boro, Barton County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition in favor of granting 
an honorable discharge to George A. Daniels—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of a meeting of 
citizens of Grand Valley, Warren County, Pa., in favor of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting any State from granting the 
right of franchise to any person not acitizen of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Eleven petitions, severally of George T. 
Hudson, George M. White, I. J. nagan, of Limestone County; 
Mrs. Nancy Williamsand James G. Porter, of Lauderdale County; 
H. C. Armistead, Mary H. McReynolds, and others, of Colbert 
County; Robert D. Nelson, agent, of Hillsboro, Lawrence County; 
D. L. Carmichael, of Franklin County; James Thompson, of Mad- 
ison County, all of theState of Alabama; and Mary A. Abernathy, 
of Giles County, Tenn., praying that the Committee on War Claims 
refer their claims to the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
= the Committee on War Claims. 

SO, six petitions, severally of Mrs. M. E. Hall, administratrix 
of John W. Hall, deceased; George Howell; H. J. Burns, heir of 
Robert Wilkinson, deceased, all of Lauderdale County; Thomas 
H. Streeter; Ann E. Steeson, heir of Arthur J. Turner, d » 
all of Colbert County; and James H. Bulls, heir of D. D. Bulls, 
deceased, of Livingston, all of the State of Alabama, asking that 
their claims be referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of 
facts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Fp a a Se ee others, of Jackson County, 

‘ ng reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John D. Tanner, of Madison County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Josiah Springer, of Madison County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ” 


Also, petition of Robert Kent, of Lawrence County, Ala., for 
$1,167.50, property taken by United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Lorenzo D. Armstrong, of Marshall County, 
Ala., for a claim of $445—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition for the relief of Richard Compton, of Winston 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Martha A. Streets, administratrix of Reuben 
Streets, deceased, of Madison County, Ala., to the Congress of the 
United States, requesting a rehearing of her case—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 27, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the resolution of the Senate authorizing the Public Printer to 
employ such clerical aid as may be necessary for copying the 
messages of the Presidents from the Journals of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives and the Executive Journals. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, Fla., a subport of entry 
and delivery; and . 

A bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
axpenses of the Government and provide against a deficiency. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CLEAR WATER RIVER, IDAHO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 3d instant, calling for information in his posses- 
sion relative to the improvement of the Clear Water River, Idaho, 
begun under the project submitted by Maj. J. M. Wilson, Corps 
of Engineers, in 1878, a report of W. P. Craighill, Chief of Engi- 
neers, dated December 19, 1895, together with a report from Capt. 
W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, dated December 10, 1895; which, 
with the accompanying reports, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REBUILDING OF THE SHIP CONSTITUTION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, in response to a resolution of 
the 18th instant, transmitting estimates of the cost of thoroughly 
rebuilding the old ship Constitution, now stationed at Portsmouth, 
N. H.; which, with the accompanying estimates, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
transmitting, in further response to a resolution of the 20th in- 
stant, a statement respecting an agreement of common carriers of 
interstate traffic between the Western States and the Atlantic 
Seaboard to form a joint traffic association; which, on motion of 
Mr. CuLLoM, was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, Fla., a subport of 
entry and delivery was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and I ask that committee to report it immediately, 
as it is a matter of very great urgency. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase the revenue to 
meet the expenses of Government and provide against a defi- 
ciency was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the New York 
Produce Exchange, praying for the enactment of legislation in 
accordance with the recommendation contained in the recent mes- 
sage of the President, to relieve the present financial condition of 
the Treasury; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of To- 
ledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation, without re- 
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gard to party bias, relieving the present financial condition of the 
reasury; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of John B. Moulton, late private 
Company K, Twenty-fifth aoaiee Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying that certain relief be granted him for services ren- 
dered during the late war; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the senate and 
house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
relative to the claims of Massachusetts against the United States 
for the removal of wrecks in tide water. I ask that the resolu- 
tions be read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


[Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1895.] 


Resolutions relative to Massachusetts’ claims against the United States for 
the removal of wrecks in tide waters. 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in general court assembled, request the members of 
Congress from this Commonwealth to use their best efforts to procure from 
the General Government an wee to reimburse the Commonwealth 
for removing wrecks from navigable channels in tide waters in cases where 
the necessary 7 on the part of the United States authorities incident to 
fulfilling the requirements of the acts of Congress in such case made and 
provided have made it necessary for the Commonwealth to act in order to 
avoid the impairment of freedom of a for an unnecessary nest of 
time, and also to amend existing acts of Congress, to the end that the United 
States authorities may be able to remove wrecks in navigable channels of 
tide waters forthwith upon their discovery. 

Resolved, Thata eopy of these resolutions, properly attested, be transmitted 
by the secretary of the Commonwealth to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

In house of representatives, adopted March 21, 1895. 

In senate, adopted, in concurrence, March 26, 1895. 

A true copy. Attest: 

. WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. HOAR. I present another resolution of the legislature of 
Massachusetts which was passed just about the close of the last 
Congress. It relates to a matter which was acted upon by Con- 

ess—the lottery matter. I suggest that the resolution be printed 
in the Recorp instead of being read at the desk, and that it lie 
on the table. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


[Commenwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1895.] 
Resolutions relative to national oe for the suppression of the lottery 
raflic. 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in general court assembled, res fully urge upon 
Congress the enactment of legislation which will prevent, so far as possible, 
the introduction of lottery matter into the United States from foreign 
countries and its transportation from one State to another. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions property attested, be trans- 
mitted by the secretary of the Commonwealth to the Piontins officers of 
both branches of Congress and also to the Senators an 
Congress from this Commonwealth. 

In senate, adopted March 1, 1895. 

In house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, March 6, 1895. 

A true copy. Attest: : 


Representatives in 


WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Associate Reformed 
Presbyterian Congregation, of Newburg, N. Y.; a petition of 
Rev. A. P. Van Gieson, D, D., Hon. Charles N. Arnold, mayor, and 
sundry other citizens of — sie, N. Y.; a petition of the 
Reformed Church of Jersey City, N. J., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Haverhill, Mass., praying that the President make 
known to the Government of key the strong feeling of regret 
with which the people of the United States have heard of the in- 
juries inflicted upon Christians in Turkey, and approving the 
steps already taken by the United States for the protection of the 
lives and property of American citizens in Turkey; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding full and active protection to the woolgrowers of the 
United States, and duties compensatory on the manufactures of 
wool upon the lines and principles of Schedule K of the act of 

890; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM, I ene a series of resolutions adopted by the 
Farmers’ National of the United States, composed of 
delegates appointed by the governors of the various States, in an- 
nual session at Atlanta, Ga., held October 10,11, 12, 14, 15, and 16, 
1895, 36 States being represented by 328 delegates. The resolutions 
relate to the protection of agricultural ucts, the free coinage 
of gold and silver, the restoration and rehabilitation of the mer- 
chant marine, the construction of a continuous deep waterway 
from Lake Erie or Ontario to the deep waters of the Hudson at 
Albany, the improvement of the ee Hes wo of the ports on the 
Atlantic, etc. The officer of the congress in sending me these 
resolutions asked me to — the Senate to print the memorial 
as a public document, and I hope that it may be so ordered. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the memorial wil] 
be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Ilinois State Grange 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting option dealing in grain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation extendine 
the free mail delivery to the rural districts; which was referred {, 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dlinois State Grange 
Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against the issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds and the retirement of greenbacks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presefited a petition of the Illinois State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the abolishment of the veto power and 
the submission of acts of Congress to the people through the ini- 
tiative referendum; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois State Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation 
equalizing and reducing freight and passenger rates on all inter- 
state railroads; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
citizens of Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts, approving tlie 
recent action of the United States in demanding of Turkey pro- 
tection to the life and interests of American residents in that 
Empire; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Furniture Ex- 
change, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on tho 
Judiciary. 


Mr. BACON. I present a petition of the Savannah Board of 
Trade, calling the attention of Congress to the necessity of in- 
creased defenses for the harbor of Savannah and other seacoast 


cities, and praying for the enactment into law of the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] providing 
for the improvement of seacoast defenses. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions of citizens of Plain Grove, Pa., 
favoring the intervention of this country to suppress outrages upon 
Christians in Turkey; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Hon. Charles A. Rus- 
sell and 24 other citizens of Killingly; the petition of Ebenezer J. 
Hill and‘20 other citizens of Norwalk; the petition of R. W. H. 
Jarvis and 61 other citizens of Hartford, and the petition of Hon. 
Arthur D. Osborne and 20 other citizens of New Haven, all in the 
State of Connecticut, en the purchase by the Government 
of certain lots adjoining old Fort Griswold, in the town of Groton, 
Conn.; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. On Tuesday I introduced a bill (S. 1166) for the 
relief of Dorence Atwater, which was referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. I now present a joint resolution of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Connecticut in reference to the mat- 
ter. As a soniler resolution has already been presented by my 
colleague . HAWLEY], I do not ask to have it read or that it 
appear in the RecorD, but let it be referred to the Committee on 
Miit Affairs, in connection with the bill which I introduced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred as 
indicated. 

MR, FIELDS’S PAPER ON FINANCES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand a communication from a 
worthy gentleman, Mr. John T. Fields, of St. Louis, Mo., giving 
a financial plan and a few lines in explanation of it. It is short, 
and I move that it be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ACCEPTANCE OF RAM KATAHDIN. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
back, with an amendment, the joint resolution (S. R.32) author- 
izing and directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby 
ma the vessel part of the United States Navy. I ask that the 
joint resolution may be considered now. 

The VICK-P ENT. Is there objection to the present con~ 
sideration o: the joint resolution? 

Mr, PETTIG. . Lobject. 














Mr. HALE. Will the Senator, before he objects, listen to the 
reason for the passage of this joint resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will withhold my objection to hear the 
reason stated. 

Mr. HALE. This measure is recommended by the Navy De- 
partment for the reason that technically the Department could not 
accept the ram, which had not made the speed required in the 
contract. But all the reports from every board of examination, 
from naval officers, and from the Secretary declare how complete 
aship it is. The Secretary recommends acceptance, taking the 
ground that the technical right to accept does not exist in the 
Department, but that it exists inCongress. I have the Secretary's 
letter here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from South Dakota ob- 
jects I hope he will hear the Secretary’s letter. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Secretary to read that part of the letter 
which recommends acceptance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NAvy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., December 23, 1895. 


* * * Jn answer to your request “for information as to the grounds 
which prevented the acceptance of the ram by the Department and a state- 
ment of the facts as to the manner of construction, and whether the ram 
does not furnish to all intents and purposes a substantial compliance with the 
contract, and whether in your (my) judgment it is not desirable that the 
ram be accepted and put upon the list of commissioned vessels of the United 
States Navy,” I have to state as follows: ; 

The ship is well built and has been completed in accordance with the con- 
tract save in a few minor particulars, and is a desirable vessel for the Navy, 
being designed for harbor defense. The construction of the Katahdin was 
authorized as an experiment, and inasmuch as the oo method of spply- 
ing the principles of naval architecture to a vessel of her type had never been 
demonstrated, the results that would be obtained were by no means ascer- 
tainable, and it was, therefore, largely open as to what performance 
she would be capable of. The Bath Iron Works accepted the contract for 
this vessel upon faith in the Department's designs of hull and machinery; 
they complied with the letter of the contract and endeavored in good faith to 
carry out the desires of the Department in regard to particulars that had 
not been fully prescribed. They performed their part of the undertaking in 
the most satisfactory manner and did everything that it was possible to do 
to make the vessel fulfill the purposes of Congress in authorizing her con 
struction and prove successful and efficient. Their success is evidenced by 
the fact that the power which the engines were designed to develop was ex- 
ceeded, but it seems that the good workmanship applied on the hull could 
not offset the resistance to be met with on account of the peculiar lines of 
this type of vessel, and her failure to develop the required speed can in no 
wise be attributed to fault on the part of the contractors. Owing to the way 
the ram behaved on the trial when her engines were exerting their full 
power, the Department is of opinion that it would probably be impossible to 
make a ship of this kind run at 17 knots an hour with engines of any horse- 
power that could be put into her. 

The vessel was sent tothe navy-yard, New York, to remain there at the 
risk and expense of the contractors until the question as to her acceptance 
should be decided, and she is still at that yard. 

The Department recommends that it be given authority to accept the ves 
sel under the contract for her construction, the contractors to make good all 
uncompleted work necessary to put the vessel in the condition required by 


the contract. * * * 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. EuGENE HAL, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know whether the con- 
tract provided for an additional bonus in case of greater speed 
than that required by the contract? 

Mr. HALE. The contract is the only ironclad contract that 
was ever made, calling for a specific speed, with no provision for 
a right to accept it if less than that were attained. The Secre- 
tary had no right to give premiums. The truth is that the con- 
tract ought not to have been made in that way. It ought not to 
have been ironclad, but when the contractor made it he was at 
the mercy of the Department. He built entirely on the plans of 
the Department; and as is shown, and as the Secretary shows, it 

vas probably a literal impossibility to get that amount of speed 
out of that kind of a ship as designed by the Navy. 

So strong is the case that it went both to the Secretary and to 
the President and they both recommend, in effect, that Congress 
authorize the Department to accept this ship. They have no au- 
thority now to accept it. I may say to the Senator that I do not 
think a stronger case can be made than this. I can notimagine a 
stronger case. I thought that perhaps the Department would 
have the authority to accept the ram by the act of. the Secretary or 
of the President, but I recognize the force of their reasoning that 
technically they have not that power, and that it could only be 
ag by an te ' 

e contractor has gone on, I will say, and has nt ,000 or 
$50,000 in trials additionally, and he ues that, eae 

I should be very glad if the joint resolution could be passed be- 
fore the first of the year. 

Mr. FRYE. It only lacked half a knot, did it not? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, a fraction of a knot. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is an exceedingly bad precedent 
when we pay great commissions to secure greater d and then 
accept a vessel that falls below the required without any 
reason whatever. Further than that, a vessel that will not make 
the required speed under a test of speed will fall several knots 
behind the speed required in actual servicé, because in these tests 
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they secure the most skillful and able firemen they can obtain, 
sometimes sending a great distance for them; they select every 
pound of coal by hand, and then they put the vessel to the highest 
possible strain. So if this vessel is required to make 17 knots and 
falls short one-half a knot, it can be expected to make from 13 to 

14 knots in actual service. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator right here that the offi- 
cer who is to take command of the ram has been examined by the 
committee, or members of it, and he states, what will be apparent 
to the Senator when I state it, that the 17-knot speed was not by 
any means required. In ramming a vessel of a hostile fleet, as 
Captain Leary says, he would never require more than a speed of 
12 knots, which is 4 knots less than this ship can make. The Mer- 
rimac, which committed such devastation in 1861, never got up to 
a speed of 10 knots. The impact, the blow, is more destructive; 
and Captain Leary says he should never put the ship to the speed 
even of 16 knots when she strikes the blow. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine one 
question, if he will allow me. Suppose there were not any con- 
tract and this vessel were offered to the United States at the 
price, would it not be a good bargain to buy it? 

Mr. HALE. So the Secretary says, and so the President says. 
Let me say further to the Senator from South Dakota—I see the 
point about premiums—there is not a provision for premiums in 
the late bills, and in no future bill will there be any such pro- 
vision. I should be very glad if the Senator could let this meas- 
ure go through, because it is important that it should be passed 
before the Ist of January. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Inasmuch as there are peculiar conditions 
surrounding this matter, and inasmuch as the responsibility is 
upon the Secretary of the Navy, who recommends that the vessel 
be received, I will withdraw my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. There is objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraskaybjects. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
there is to be any reduction in consequence of the failure of this 
vessel to reach the required speed? 

Mr. HALE. No; the Department, in consideration of the reason 
as given by the Secretary that the ram has been built under their 
design and under their plans and is in every respect a better ship 
than was agreed to be furnished and furnishes a larger horse- 
power, does not claim any deduction. Thecontractor has already 
suffered a penalty of near $40,000 in the trials, which were at his 
expense. 

Mr. ALLEN. What was the contract price? 

Mr. HALE. About $1,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. How far does this vessel fall short of reaching 
the required speed? 

Mr. HALE. Only a fraction of a knot. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is under a test something like the Senator 
from South Dakota has indicated? 

Mr. HALE. Itis the test that is applied to all of continuous 
§ eed. 

PM. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine (who 
is entirely familiar with these matters, and I myself am not) 
whether this vessel in actual service can make anything like the 
time that it would make on one of the exhibitions or tests? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I have no doubt that in any emergency she 
can make the 16 and odd knots, but I have just stated—the Sen- 
ator perhaps was not listening—that the officer who is to take 
charge of her says that in actual use as a harbor defender he 
would never need 17 knots. The ram is not to pursue and over- 
take, but is to meet and oppose and strike, and 14 or 15 knots are 
just as good as 16 or 17 knots. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator believe that 17 knots would 
be better? 

Mr. HALE. No, Ido not; not for ramming. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, if the vessel had a capacity of 17 knots 
and then used such speed as might be necessary? 

Mr. HALE. If I were framing a contract for another ram I 
should not ask for over 14 or 15 knots. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ithink the bill ought to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not press his objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: If the Chair will lay the joint res- 
olution again before the Senate, the Senator from Nebraska will 
not, I think, object to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the joint resolution which was 
reported by the Senator from Maine. Thetitle will be read by the 


Secretary. 
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The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R.32) authorizing and 
directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby making said 
ram a part of the United States Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in line 
4, after the word ‘‘ make,” to strike out ‘‘her” and insert ‘‘ said 
vessel;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved,etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
directed to accept the ram Katahdin, and to © said vessel a part of the 
United States Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand it to be true that the coast defense 
vessels do not —— the speed of either the cruisers or the battle 
ships in order to be efficient for the principal object of their con- 
struction, which is to assist in the defense of our harbors. For 
example, I have learned from experts of the Navy Department 
that it is not »pecially important that the s of such vessels as 
the Monterey should be 16 knots per hour for the purpose of har- 
bor defense. While I have no objection to this rate of speed or 
even greater speed if it can be obtained in this class of vessels, con- 
sistently with other essential qualities, yet I do not regard this 
rate of s as being essential. Hence, if there be proven only a 
slight falling off from the speed required in the specifications for 
the Katahdin, I am a to have the full purchase price paid 
for her if she is right in all other respects for the purpose for 
which she is built. Accordingly, as at present informed, I favor 
the pea of the joint resolution of the Senator from Maine. 

r. HAWLEY. I want to make a suggestionjustthere. It is 
very convenient for such a vessel to have a speed of 16 or 17 
knots an hour, and I had rather say instead of that it is not 
desirable to have such a —_ that it is not absolutely indispen; 
sable. In case of a vessel haying to cross a harbor to meet an 
enemy, a speed of 15 or 16 or 17 knots may be very convenient 
sometimes. As to the effect of a moving mass of iron weighing a 
thousand tons, there can be no doubt that at a speed of 5 miles an 
hour it would enter the side of any ship in the world. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PALM BEACH (FLA.) PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, F'la., 
asubport of entry and delivery, to report it favorably without 
amendment. 

Mr.CALL. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of that bill. I will state that there has been established 
at the terminus of the railroad a line of steamers to the Bahamas, 
commencing on the 17th of the month. It is a long way to any 
port of entry; there will be considerable inconvenience and a very 
great delay unless some Be nse islation is had creating a sub- 
port for the entry and di rge of vessels at that place. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


; ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill - 1180) to pay the heirs of the 
late John Roach, deceased, $48,858.03, for labor and material fur- 
nishedfor the gunboat Dolphin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill = 1181) oper the heirs of the late 
John Roach, deceased, $330,151.49-for and material, dockage 
and detention, and occupation of yards and shops for the gun- 
boats Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta; which was read twice by its 
“—: = oe ae - oe 18) 0 Claims. calentiia 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1182) granting a n ry 
E. Tyson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1183) for the relief of Frank J. 
Burrows; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1184) for the relief of mine oe op- 
erators who served during the war of the rebellion; which was 
ee by ite title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1185) for the relief of 
Henry E. Rhoades; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1186) ae a — to Mrs. 
Rebecca 8S. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 1187) to provide for the re- 
organization of the consular and diplomatic service; which was 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. fe 

Mr, PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1188) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battle- 
field of Guilford Court-House; which was read twice by its tit]o 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1189) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Sandford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1190) for the relief of Lizzie \, 
Sibley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1191) granting a pension to Francis 
Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1192) granting a pension to Danicl 
Cooledge Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to William 
Bradshaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (5.1194) granting a pension to Ezra J, 
Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1195) granting a pension to Sarah 
M. Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1196) to authorize Charles 
E. Fenner, executor of George E. Payne, deceased, to prosecute 
his claim before the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Marcellin 
Gillis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill 1198) to provide for the restate- 
ment, readjustment, settlement, and a of dues to army 
officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHEKMAN introduced a bill (S. 1199) to place Francis A, 
Field, late captain, Eleventh United States Infantry, on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1200) for an additional cir- 


| cuit judge in the sixth judicial circuit; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1201) for the 
relief of Joseph Reise, alias Julius Rosier, late of Company D, Sec- 
ond Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1202) to establish a Univer- 
— of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
- erred to the Committee to Establish the University of the Unite: 

tates. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1204) for the relief of John 
C. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1205) for the relief of the persons 
who sustained damage by the explosion of an ammunition chest 
of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 


_— Affairs. 

¢ also introduced a bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to John L. 
Kirk; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pe , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. PASCO introduced a bill (5.1207) to provide for the com- 
plete execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between 
the United States and Spain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ae 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1208) for the relief of 
Riley Moutrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL Oy request) introduced a bill (S. 1209) for the re- 
lief of William eeler Hubbell; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by. eee a bill (S. 1210) to pay just com- 
pensation William i eeler Hubbell for his invention of high- 
power steel guns and improvements in other guns made and 
adopted by the United States for its military service and Navy at 
the t time; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to ee oe Sale aoe , . 

He also introduced a bill (5. 1211) authorizing and directing the 
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Secretary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of land 
opposite to the Gosport Navy-Yard; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1212) to carry out the findings of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to 


the Court of Claims and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, ad- | meet the expenses of the Government and provide against a defi- 
ministrator of Henry Fitzhugh; which was read twice by its title, | ciency. The amendment proposes to increase the duty upon im- 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ported leaf tobacco to the rate provided for by the McKinley Act. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1213) to provide for the erection of | I move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


a post-office building at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (8.1214) to appropriate funds 
for investigations and tests of American timber; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. ; : : 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (8S. 1215) granting a pension to 
Ellen Kingsley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1216) for the 
relief of John W. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1217) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a bill to amend the act 
creating the circuit courts of appeal, and for other purposes, and 


The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill (S. 895) for the relief of Ohristopher Ellis 
was erroneously referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I ask that that committee be discharged from its further consid- 
eration and that it be referred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of A. J. Tinsley, of Florida, now in 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate. 


SALE OF BONDS, 

Mr. HILL. I introduce a joint resolution, which I desire to 
have read in full, after which, with the consent of the Senate, I 
shall submit some remarks upon it. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 34) to extend the authority of the 


a bill in relation to suits against railroad corporations in Federal | secretary of the Treasury in relation to the sale of bonds under 


courts. 


1 wish to say that the bills were prepared at the Department of | time at length, as follows: 


Justice, in accordance with the recommendations of the Attorney- 
General’s report. They have my approbation, except that they 


may require some slight amendment. I ask that they be twice Secretary of the Treasury, be made payable in United Stat ; gold 


read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PUGH, I desire to state to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the bills which he is about to introduce were sent to me 
in his absence, and I introduced them and had them referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I was not aware of that. I withdraw 
the bills. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 1218) to facilitate the collect- 


existing laws was read the first time by its title and the second 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That any bonds 
hereafter issued under the laws now in force may, in the discretion the 
present standard weight and fineness or in standard silver dolla he 
option of the holders of such bonds, but no bond containing h oj ull 





bear a rate of interest exceeding 3 per cent per annum, payable quart 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire at this time to explain the 
purpose and effect of this joint resolution. 

Under our existing financial system, for which candor compels 
me to say both of theprincipal political parties of the country are 
largely responsible, there are outstanding to-day about $346,000,000 


ing of revenue, to provide for the construction and equipment of of legal-tender United States notes, which this Government is con- 


sasnpling works for the sampling and assaying of imported silver 
ores and other ores containing lead, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1219) to amend 
the pension laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors 
who have lost an arm or aleg in the service; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 33) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to coin as rapidly as possible the silver 
bullion in the Treasury purchased ea the act of July 14, 1890; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance: 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 35) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS. [introduce a bill, and if I may be indulged 
a word in explanation it will avoid the necessity of reading the 
bill in extenso. 

= the tariff act of 1893 a large number of articles were placed 
on the free list hitherto dutiable. By the measure which has just 
= the House of Representatives the rate of taxation on the 

utiable list as it now exists has been increased, but the articles 
made free by the Wilson Act, with the exception of wool and 


lumber, remain on the free list. The bill I propose is to restore be 


to the dutiable list the articles taxable under the law of 1890, im- 
posing upon them a rate of duty in harmony with the bill just 
passed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Michigan to the fact that this body has no right to originate 
a bill imposing duties on imported 
revenue bill. Therefore the bill shoul 
an amendment to the House bill. 


sidered obliged to redeem in gold whenever presented for redemp- 
tion, and when redeemed these notes—which are demand debts of 
the Government—can not be retired or canceled, but must be reis- 
sued and paidout. Asaredemption fundforthis purpose the Goy- 
ernment is obliged to maintain a ‘‘gold reserve,” so called, of 
$100,000,000. That fund to-day is only about $68,000,000, and is 
rapidly disappearing by reason of thelarge amount of greenbacks 
being daily presented for redemption. In a few days this fund is 
likely to be less than $50,000,000. The honor and credit of the 
Government require that this fund shall be restored to the full 
sum of $100,000,000. 

How is the Government with reasonable dispatch to procure this 
necessary gold? Every avenue of securing it is blocked, except 
the one method of borrowing it. The revenues of the Govern- 
ment are not paid in gold, and while the Government itself must 
pay in gold, it can not compel, under existing laws, its revenues to 
be paid in that coin, and it has, therefore, but one practical re- 
course left, and that is to borrow the gold upon the best terms 
possible. 

It can not refuse toredeem the greenbacks whenever presented. 
It can not regulate their presentment. The law requires it to 
pay, redeem, and then reissue them. Any other course is repudia- 
tion; anything less is national dishonor. 

The question which now confronts us—the practical question, 
the condition, not the theory—is, in what manner shall the gold 
revenue fund be restored? 

Its prompt restoration is the duty of the hour. Itcan not safely 
postponed. It is the duty of the coming week, not of two weeks 
hence. 

As gold must be borrowed, and borrowed at once, it follows that 
the Government should be permitted to make the best terms pos- 
siblefor the people. If it was unhampered and unrestricted—if it 
could negotiate and borrow the same as an individual—the task 


oods or in any measure a | would be materially lessened, but it is restricted by laws passed 
be offered in the nature of | years ago which if must observe and respect. The law which 


especially controls and regulates the method of borrowing gold to 


a BURROWS. I intended to offer the bill that it might be | supply the gold reserve is the resumption act of 1875. That stat- 
referred to the Committee on Finance and considered by thatcom- | ute, taken in connection with the act of July 14, 1870, regulates 


mittee, with the hope 
on the revenue bill. Of course I was aware of the fact that reve- 
nue measures can not originate in the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It iscontrary to the Constitution for the Sen- 
ate to ae such legislation, except in the way of an amend- 
yr oe a ouse bill. I think it had better be introduced as an 

endment, 


Mr. BURROWS. I will offer if as an amendment. 


that it would be ingrafted as an amendment | and prescribes what bondsmay be issued for such purpose. I know 


that it has been claimed that this statute furnishes no authority for 
present redemption, but that contention does not seem to be very 
seriously insistedupon. The poweris alleged to exist, and has been 
repeatedly exercised. No court has decided against its existence 
nor is likely to. The Secretary of the Treasury will continue to 
exercise the power and may safely do so. It is the only feasible 
method left by which to protect the credit of the Treasury. 
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That statute (taken in connection with the law of 1870) author- 
izes the issue of coin bonds as follows: Ten-year bonds, interest 
payable semiannually at 5 per cent; fifteen-year bonds, at 4} per 
cent; thirty-year bonds, at 4 per cent. 

There is no authority to issue any other kind or form of bonds 


for redemption fer ge No less rate of interest can be secured 
upon the face of the bonds. A less rate must be secured by the 
exaction of premiums or not at all. There is no authority to 
issue gold bonds, even though a less rate of interest might be se- 
cured thereby. The provisions of this statute hamper, restrict, 
and embarrass the Government, so far as the securing of favorable 
termsis concerned. Unless this statute should be modified, what- 
ever bonds are now to be issued must be issued thereunder. There 
is no other alternative. While the existence of this old statute is 
the sole reliance and protection of the Government at this time, 
my criticism of it is that its provisions are not sufficiently elastic— 
not broad or liberal enough—to fully and adequately meet the pres- 
entemergency. More discretion should be vested in the Secretary 
of the Treasury. He should be permitted to issue gold or silver 
bonds as may be deemed most expedient. The rates of interest 
should be seluesd. The conditions which existed in 1870 and 1875 
do not now exist and are aes to the present situation. 

The joint resolution which I have introduced simply enlarges 
the discretion vested in the Secretary of the Treasury, enabling 
him to issue bonds payable either in gold or silver at the option 
of the holders, but reducing the rate of interest to be exacted on 
any bonds which may be issued — such option. I can 
see no objection to this modification. I do not know whether 
this change would be acceptable to the Secretary of the Treasury 
or not, and it is somewhat immaterial tome. I donot see how he 
could well oppose it. He may desire other modifications, more 
sweepingand radical; he undoubtedly desires legislation in accord- 
ance with the full recommendations of his annual report—many 
of which I fully concur in, and with others of which Ido notentirel 
agree. But be that as it may,it is unpracticable to enact mah 
legislation to meet the crisis which now especially confronts us, 
and which must be speedily met. 

Let us be srestienl Unless this old statute shall be changed 
unquestionably bonds must be issued thereunder within the next 
ten days. 

It matters not that as a general principle we may be opposed to 
the further issuing of Government bonds and to the further in- 
crease of the national debt. The power exists to issue them—it 
is theonly authority now provided by which to sustain the national 
credit; and they will inevitably be issued, whether we approve or 
not—issued at a high and unnecessary rate of interest. Why 
should we refuse to simply change the rate of interest and to en- 
large the discretion of the Secretary so as to enable him to make 
the best bargain possible for the Government? Will we refuse to 
amend a statute so as to render it more acceptable and less bur- 
densome simply because we may not like the original statute, or 
do not approve other provisions of the statute as amended? 

An opportunity is here presented to us to save the people mil- 
lions of dollars in the shape of interest, and why should we not 
avail ourselves of it? 

If those who have money to loan are willing to charge us alesser 
rate of interest if the bonds to be issued are made payable in gold, 
it is difficult to see what reasonable objection can be urged to 
making them so payable at the option of the holders. 

Everybody believes that we should always pay our bonds in the 
best money in use—always pay them in gold if any difference ex- 
ists in the real value of gold and silver, and if that be the case why 
not declare our purpose on the face of the bonds—our pa to 
permit the holders to have either currency they desire. If that op- 
tion shall enable us to negotiate our bonds at a less rate of interest, 
why not avail ourselves of it? 

It isa business proposition which is presented to us. It does 
not involve, neither does it antagonize, any question relating to 
the free coinage of silver. That question is wholly foreign to the 
proposition submitted. There are three hun and forty-six 
millions of greenbacks afloat, which are being constantly presented 
to the Government for payment, for redemption, and the gold 
must be forthcoming, or else te ensues; there is no ade- 
— time to retire these greenbacks, because the question of re- 

emption is actually upon us; bonds must be issued under this 
_ old statute, and the only question involved is whether we shall 
by our inaction, by our refusal—by our obstinate refusal, 1 might 
say—to modify its provisions so as to permit greater discretion 
to be exercised and so as to permit the bonds to draw a less rate 
of interest, coinpel the Government to pay an enormous unnec- 
essary sum of money for interest. Is not such refusal virtually a 
wicked waste of the os money, a virtual squandering of 
public funds, for which we will surely be held responsible? 


Have Senators reflected upon whst amount of money we have 
now an opportunity to save? The change wi — 
r cent in- 


= on an issue of fifty millions of bonds at least 1 
, which on thirty-year bonds will amount to $15,000,000. 


If the bonds issued shall be one hundred millions, the interest sayo.) 
will be double that sum. This estimate assumes that coin bonis 
can notin the presentemergency be floated for less than 4 per cen; 
I hope they can. There are many who seriously doubt whet): 
they can be floated for less than 5 per cent; and if so, the loss 
the people will be 2 per cent annually, amounting in the ager. 
gate to $30,000,000, 

Besides, if no legislative relief shall be agreed upon between tho 
two Houses, or between the two Houses and the President. «< 
the permanent disposition of the greenback currency or the ma 
tenance of the gold reserve, then numerous future issues of }o 
must occur and similar losses must continue, ad infinitum, so ]0))-- 
as the Government under existing laws is compelled to maintain 
at par with gold a credit paper currency and required to be 
stantly able to redeem it. 

The question is often asked, why does not the Government issn 
a ‘popular loan,” so called, to ae the gold reserve? And it 
intimated that such’a loan would naturally draw from its hid 
places vast quantities of gold now hoarded by the people and pr. 
vent the necessity for seeking gold abroad. The answer is plain; 
the very statute which I am criticising and am virtually pro; 
ing to amend practically makes sucha loan very difficult. 1 
high rate of interest which the present statute compels the bonds 
issued thereunder to draw upon their face, and which is higher 
than the Government ought really to pay, practically requires the 
bonds to be sold at a premium in order to reduce theactual inter- 
est to a reasonable market rate, and the exaction of such premium 
——- a popular disposition of bonds. Premiums are liable to 

uctuate in the market, and the average man wants to know 
actly what he is purchasing and what he is likely to receive when 
he sells. He does not want the real value of his bonds to be de- 
termined by an uncertain premium which he may or may not 
thereafterrealize. Heprefersto purchase bonds at their face valu, 
with the true rate of interest which he is certain to realize c 
rectly specified thereon, rendering the whole transaction one of 
easy calculation. 

he amendment here proposed would make a popular loan feasi- 
ble. If investors loan gold to the Government they wish to je 
sure that gold will be repaid. They prefer to retain the option 
themselves—to retain the privilege of determining for themsel\ 
whether they will accept gold or silver, and in consideration : 
that option are naturally willing to accept a lower rate of inter 

What business man desiring a loan of money, and intending to 
repay it in gold or its full equivalent, will hesitate to agree in tho 
contract itself to pay in gold if the lender so desires, if the | 
rower can thereby secure a material reduction in the rate of in- 
terest? 

Why should any prejudice against gold, if any such exists, bo 
permitted to interfere in such a transaction? Why should any 

eneral theory about money—any question about independent or 
international free coinage—be allowed to prevent the consuinia- 
tion of a favorable bargain for the Government and the people? 

No free-silver man—no honest and intelligent free-silver man— 
desires this Government to pay its obligations in silver or to com- 
pel its creditors to accept silver, if any difference in market valu 
should exist between the two metals at the time of such payment. 
As has been repeatedly said by the ablest of silver advocates o 
this floor, we desire and intend to pay in the best money in use. 
If that be so, then why not virtually so declare by permitting tho 
holder of our bonds hereafter issued to retain the option as to the 
kind of money they will accept? If gold and silver shall be k 
at a parity, as we all hope and expect will be the case, holders 
bonds will not care in which coin they shall be paid; and as we 
are pledged to maintain that parity and expect to be able to 
accomplish the task, it becomes really immaterial to us in w)' 
coin our bonds shall be made payable in—it becomes a question of 
no practical importance—except so far as it affects the rate of 
interest we are forced to pay and the ease with which they cau 
be negotiated. If we can save to the people millions of dollars, 
what terrible objection can there be to yielding to the caprices, 
the prejudices—if you so please to term them—the timidity, an‘ 
lack of confidence which prevail among those from whom we must 
borrow, and specify in the bonds themselves exactly what coin 
they are to be paid in, or, what is better still, confer an option on 
the holder, as suggested in my joint resolution. 

Why stand contending about conflicting theories when borrower 
and lender all mean substantially the same thing and desire the 
same result, but differ simply asto the precise form of expression— 
differ as to which party, the borrower or the lender, shall have 
the option as to the kind of money the bonds shall be payable in, 
when the Government expects to pay in the best money in use 
(if any difference in value exists) and can save millions by simply 
Saying SO? é 

dividually, as a mere matter of personal choice, I should pre- 
fer our bonds to be payable ‘in coin,” but I do not regard the 
question as a very important one—certainly not a vital one. I 
have no gold to lend to the Government, and I presume none of 


) 


con- 





1895. 





us here has, and hence we do not share in the timidity which 
affects lenders, especially lenders in other countries. We have 
greater confidence in the stability, the integrity, and the capacity 
of our Government than they naturally have, and hence we would 
not insist, as a condition of alow rate of interest, upon guaran- 
ties as to which kind of coin the payments are eventually to be 
madein. Butasthe Government must have gold, and as it is pref- 
erable for divers reasons to draw it from other countries if _— 
ble, we can not expect foreigners to share our confidence, and rence 
they desire an explicit understanding; and they preferring bonds 
to be payable in gold I can see no insuperable objection to grati- 
fying them, so long as nobody is harmed and no real principle is 
jeopardized. : 

The fact should not be overlooked that the bonds to be issued 
are not revenue bonds. They are not desired to supply a de- 
ficiency in revenues, but are issued for the sole and specific pur- 

s0se of supplying gold for a gold reserve which we are bound in 
nonor to maintain. Revenue bonds, if any such are necessary to 

be authorized to be issued, a fact most strenuously denied, how- 

ever, can still be made payable in coin; but bonds to realize gold 

to supply a diminishing gold reserve can with propriety be made 
yayable expressly in gold, or contain an option permitting the 
olders to insist upon that coin if they prefer it. 

The difficulties which confront the Treasury and are now em- 
barrassing it do not arise on accountof any deficiency in revenues. 
Those difficulties would still exist even if the present revenues 
were ample to meet all the expenses of the Government. The 
Treasury to-day has a cash surplus on hand, over and above the 
remaining gold reserve, of $100,000,000. : 

One of the difficulties is that our revenues are not payable in 

old, and were they ever so ample they would not supply the gold 

or the goldreserve. The Government under our financial system 
must pay out gold—not for the ordinary expenses of Government, 
it is true, but for the redemption of the greenbacks whenever and 
as fast and as often as they are presented, and it can only secure 
that gold in one practical way, to wit, by borrowing it. If the 
Government did not absolutely require gold, it would easily be 
obtainable, and would ordinarily be exchangeable for other money. 
But financiers know the exact situation, and know that the Gov- 
ernment, in order to maintain its credit, must redeem these green- 
backs in gold, and hence they take advantage of the situation and 
will not exchange their gold for greenbacks or silver, but, upon 
the other hand, insist upon requiring gold for greenbacks. This 
difficulty can not be obviated so long as greenbacks are permitted 
to be circulated and are bound to be redeemed on presentation, 
in fact, so long as the Government, under existing laws, is bound 
to maintain and preserve on a parity with gold a credit paper 
currency. 

New tariff laws will not cure the difficulty, increased greenback 
and silver revenues will not relieve the embarrassment to any per- 
ceptible or material extent; new gold loans will alleviate present 
conditions, but not permanently. A lasting cure can only be ef- 


fected by the retirement and cancellation of the entire greenback | 
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currency, and the Government thereby relieved from the great | 


burden of supplying @ paper credit currency always to be kept at | 
| assertion that has been made 


a par with and redeemable in gold. 

he able arguments upon this point presented by the President 
in his annual message and by the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
annual report leave nothing to be added. In my humble opinion 
their contention has not been answered and can not be success- 
fully answered. They have clearly demonstrated that it is our 
vicious financial system—the evil of our enormous paper circula- 
tion, which is a constant drain upon the gold of our Treasury—that 
has produced the present crisis, and not merely because our an- 
nual revenues do not quite equal ourannual expenditures. Their 
facts, their figures, and their illustrations seem conclusive of the 
question. : 

The distrust of investors, especially foreign investors, is not of 
the ability of the Government to increase its revenues by increased 
taxation, which it can do at any time, if deemed desirable or 
really necessary—that is a matter of a few millions, comparatively, 
because they know as well as we know that a surplus is easily ob- 
tainable, a surplus, however, of silver and paper currency—but 
the distrust arises as to whether the Government is able or desirous 
of maintaining its five hundred millions of paper currency and its 
more than four hundred millions of silver currency on a parity 
with the standard money of the world, and hence our paper green- 
back currency is constantly being presented for redemption, and 
lenders insist upon gold bonds, and if they accept merely coin 
bonds they demand a much larger rate of interest. 

These are the plain facts. We may say that they ought not to 
exist, but still they do exist. We may say that investors ought to 
have more confidence in our financial ability and honesty, but 
they must be permitted to be the judges of that, and not we our- 


selves. We must accept the situation as we find it, and deal with 
it accordingly. 


XXVITI—22 : 


| nent relief. 
| retirement of the greenback currency. 
| do that within the next thirty days. 
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As a measure of permanent relief it is reasonably clear that all 
the United States notesand Treasury notes should be redeemed and 
then canceled. 

Let me anticipate some of the arguments against this proposition. 

It will be said that to accomplish this end there must be an in- 
crease of the bonded debt to the extent of the amount of such 
notes. That is true, because it would not be feasible to raise the 
necessary money by taxation, at least not immediately. If it can 
not well be raised by taxation, and as the Government has not 
sufficient money on hand for that purpose, of course it must be 
raised by loans. 

3ut itis also true that the bonded debt is necessarily and una- 
voidably increased under the existing system, and increased with- 
out at all diminishing the greenback debt. If no adequate relief 
is afforded, if no change is made in the present financial system, 
then it is possible that the bonded debt may be increased to the 
full amount of our whole greenback currency and yet there will 
still remain the whole greenback debt. This is so, because un- 
der existing laws redemption does not really mean redemption, 
because it is immediately followed by a reissue of the notes re- 
deemed. 

We have already incurred a bonded debt of one hundred and 
sixty-two millions to redeem outstanding notes to that amount, 
but not a single note so redeemed has been actually extinguished, 
but all may be used again for the purpose of creating additional 
bonded indebtedness. 

Why is it not the part of prudence and wisdom to create a 
bonded debt for the whole amount of these notes and then cancel 
and extinguish them? That sensible course would stop the crea- 
tion of any further bonded indebtedness. Otherwise the process 
of borrowing and bonding must continue—to what extent no one 
can foretell. 

Mr. President, I have not introduced any measure for perma- 
I have not introduced a measure providing for the 
There is time enough to 
The joint resolution which 
| have introduced is simply presented for the purpose of relieving 
the present emergency and relieving the exigencies of the Treas- 
ury. Wecan now within the next ten days substantially prevent 
the issue of bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury under the old 
statute by giving him the discretion permitted under the joint res- 
olution, and thereby reduce the rate of interest to be paid. 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President-— 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New York will allow 
the joint resolution to lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the joint resolution is referred I wish to 
say a few words upon it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska asks me to allow the 
joint resolution to lie on the table, and I consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to refer is withdrawn, 
and the joint resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 
financial question now, but I wish to enter my protest against the 
repeatedly through the executive de- 
partment and now in the Senate of the United States that the 
Government is bankrupt. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] says we understand now that we can not sell any bonds 
under the existing law, or words to that effect. I reply that 
that statement is an error, in my judgment and in the judgment 
of a great many men who, in my opinion, are better qualified to 
judge than either the Senator frora New York or I. The United 


| States Government can sell at 3 per cent anv amount of bonds it 


| chooses to put on the market. 


It can sell in any market in Europe 
as many bonds at 3 per cent as the American people are willing it 
should sell, and a hundred times more. Itcan sell those bonds at 
3 per cent in this country to the extent of $500,000,000, if it wants 
to do so. 

In 1894, a little more than a year ago, the Government of the 
United States asked for bids for bonds under the existing law. 
The existing law provides for a 4 per cent bond, but it was thor- 
oughly understood that the Government would not allow a loan 
to be made that exceeded 3 per cent. Under that proposition 


) 
tor 


only thirteen months ago $178,000,000 of bonds were bid in 
this country. It was desired to issue $50,000,000 of bonds, and 
$178,000,000 of bonds were bid for. The contract was made for 
$50,000,000 at 2.88 per cent, or a little less than 3 per cent. What 


has happened in a year which justifies any American Senator in 
saying that the American credit has been destroyed to the extent 
that you can not sell a 3 per cent bond in the United States with- 
out making ita gold bond? Those were not gold bonds; they were 
coin bonds which were bid for. 

In February last the President of the United States made a con- 
tract with a syndicate in New York that willever stand as a lastin; 
disgrace, either as to the dishonesty or the imbecility of the Ad 
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ministration under which it was made, puting upon the market 
at $1.0449 $62,000,000 of American bonds, the best bonds in the 
world and the highest bonds that are sold in any market under 
the sun. There was a panicin New York the other day and there 
was a panic in London, and the very best stocks in this country 
went off from 4 to 10 points. But the American bonds which sold 
for 1044 less than a year ago maintained in the face ef that ic 
a quotation of $1.19. Yet the Senator from New York tells us 
that the American credit is so low that we can not sell a 3 per 
cent bond at par. I repudiate that statement. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I may or may not reply when the Senator from 
Colorado is through, but I can not permit that statement to go 
unchallenged. I have made no such statement as he says I did. 

Mr, TELLER. The Senator from New York said we can not 
sell bonds under existing law, as I understood him. 

Mr. HILL. That we can not sell bonds under existing law? 

Mr. TELLER. That is, we can not find a market for the bonds, 
as I understood the Senator. 

Mr. HILL, I have not said so, 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that the whole address of the 
Senator from New York was based upon the theory that we have 
now reached a point where, under existing law, we can not dis- 

of bonds. If that is not the case, what does the Senator from 
Sew York want this relief for? 
of having the 


Mr. HILL. I want this relief for the purpose 
fy exactly what the interest is; and I said 


face of the bonds 
that those who had money to loan, financiers, doubted the 


ability of the Government to float a loan at 4 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, that is it! Mr. President, nobody doubts 
it. We are told—I do not know whether it is true or not, and I 
do not role ag to go into any sensational statements—that there 
has recently been invited to this city a t banker from the 
State of New York to consult as to how the Government should 

t out of the dilemmaitisnowin. Whatisthedilemma? What 

the trouble now? There is $70,000,000 or thereabouts of gold in 
the Treasury; there is a — of money in the Treasury to pay 
expenses, and enough to fora year. What is the emergency 

resented to the American people that requires the Administra- 
on to call here a great banker who was concerned in, I repeat, 
the former disgraceful operation, financially at least? 

We are told by the public press that we are to have another 
bond issue and that it will not be so favorable this time as before, 
because the Government of the United States is in greater dis- 
tress than it was a year ago. Against all this I . Ipro- 
test because I know, and so does everybody else here, that the 
securities of the United States in every market of the globe are 
the gilt-edged securities of the world, and to-day bring more than 
those of almost any other nation. They have never been dis- 
credited by any banker nor have they ever been discredited by 
anybody, save it is by the executive ent of the Govern- 
ment under the present Administration and members of the y 
in sympathy with the Administration, who appear as its cham- 
pions in the Senate. 

I do not intend to diseuss the financial question. Weshall have 
plenty of time to do that on the bills that are here and those 
which it is said are coming here from the other body, but I do 
want to enter my protest against this 4 tion of our credit. 
I repeat that there is not a financier in country who will not 
tell you that we can put our bonds upon the market at 8 per cent 
and sell all we want. Now, because we can do that I do not say 
it might not be well to amend existing laws, but I ee are not 
required to amend existing laws because of our inability to get 
sag Si our waged ss seed oi 

t the p r time express m nion upon e 
utterances of the Administration, from the dent down to the 
tidewaiter who now assumes to speak on financial matters. 
There was a flurry in New York the other day, a bank flurry, 
brought about, it is said, by the utterances of the President con- 
cerning our foreign affairs. Stocks fell, and it was stated that a 
great quantity of American securities held in Europe were to be 
returned to this country. The United States assistant treasurer 
in the city of New York, if the a are correct, announced 
to the public that in all probability a dred millions of Ameri- 
can securities would be thrown upon our market—a statement 
well calculated to quiet and maintain the market, was it not? 

Every man connected with this Administration, whether it be 
the Secretary of the , the Director of the Mint, the as- 
sistant treasurer at New York, or a subordinate in office of those 
officials, has been talking in the newspapers within the last month 
or two about the lack of American credit. The only way we 
should knew that there is a lack of American credit is through 
the markets of the world, and the markets do not show that there 


is any lack of American credit. If any utterances are to come to 


us or to the public concerning financial affairs, they should come 
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through the Executive and not through the subordinates in any 
department of the Government. 

t is time that the American people resented these repeated at- 
tacks upon their credit by the men they have intrusted with power 
and whom they have put in place to maintain the credit of the 
Government. If our credit is in danger to-day it is in danger be- 
cause of the intemperate and uncalled-for utterances of the execu- 
tive department concerning financial matters. I do not refer to 
foreign affairs at all. I propose when the time comes to take up 
the subject and to show that there is not the slightest reason why 
any man should be afraid of the American credit. I wish to show 
that, no matter what a man may believe upon financial matters, 
there is not a man in public life outside of the executive depart- 
ment who has ever suggested that we would not maintain our 
credit to the highest possible degree. There ought to be no more 
talk in the country about the lack of our ability to maintain our 
credit, and it is disgraceful for anybody to suggest that there is 
not a universal sentiment in this country to maintain the credit 
of the United States at the highest possible point. The American 
people intend that it shall be done. They may have their ideas 
about how it shall be done, but they intend that it shall be done, 
and any party or any set of men who for a moment advocate any- 
thing but the strictest honesty in public affairs in this country 
will go to the wall, as they ought to do. 

I have said this as a protest to what I think is a slander upon 
the people, a slander upon the Government, and a false statement 
as to our ability. Who hasever doubted our ability? The richest 
country in the world, with more untaxed and untouched resources 
than any five nations on the earth, will maintain its integrity and 
pay its debt as it has come oe 

A Democratic President, truc ing for Democratic support in 
the city of New York, fearful that his utterances on another 
subject may have brought him into disrepute with the class of 
men with whom he has always been in accord, will not make the 

le of the country nor the world believe that we have not both 
he ability and the inclination to maintain our credit equal to that 
of any oy under the sun. 

Mr. LS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

HILL. I ask the Senator from Texas to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has asked 
me to yield to him for a few moments, which I will do, and then 
I desire to take the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of entering 
my feeble protest against the remarks of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hrtu], especially against the conclusions he has 
reach We have in this country three forms of paper money 
issued by the Government. We have practically $346,000,000 of 
the old legal-tender notes, known to the world as greenbacks; we 
have about $348,000,000 of certificates issued under the Bland- 
Allison Act of 1878, and we have $151,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
issued under what is known as the Sherman Act of July 14, 1890. 

The Senator from New York oe utterance to a statement 
which has been going the rounds for the last three weeks, to the 
effect that all those notes are redeemable in gold. The President 
of the United States, in his annual message to us on the convening 
of the ese Congress, stated that the nback was redeemable 
in gold. I rise for the purpose of entering my protest against the 
correctness of the President’s statement and the correctness of 
the statement of the senior Senator from New York. When the 
— was issued, in 1862-68, silver was money of final re- 

emption in this country equally with gold, and those notes 
were redeemable in coin and are redeemable in coin to-day, and 
there never has been a minute or an hour or a day when they were 
redeemable in anything else. 

In 1878 Congress passed a law known as the Bland-Allison Act, 
the third section of which is as follows: 

That ong, Weheee of Ge coin authorized by this act may deposit the same 
rer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums 

and ve therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, 
with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin 
a for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treas- 


ury for the payment of the same on demand. Said certificates shall be 
= —- customs, taxes, and all public dues, and, when soreceived, may 
re! 


ons act provides especially for the redemption of those notes in 
co . 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
— to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to offer an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the joint resolution introduced the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hitt]. The Senator from Nebraska can 
just as well address his remarks to the substitute. 














. ALLEN. Very well. 
whe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


reas it was the purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver at a parity 
Py the Becrstary of the Treasury with the discretion of paying the 
coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either metal: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ess assembled, That the Secretary, when redeeming Treas- 
ury notes, commonly called greenbacks, and when lic uidating either the in- 
terest or principal of an of the Government's coin ob oe to make such 
gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 
gold is less t the market value of 412} grains of stan rd silver, and to 
continue to in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 grains of 
standard i's shall be equal to the market value of 412} grains of standard 
silver; but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold shall be 
greater than the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, he shall pay 
said coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay the 
same in silver coin until the market value of 412} ns of standard silver 
shall be equal to the market value of 25.8 grains o standard gold; and said 
notes, commonly called greenbacks, when so redeemed, shall be reissued, as 
provided by the act of May 31, 1878. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York says there is no 
need for revenue, that the bonds to be issued are to enable the 
Treasury Department to keep = the gold reserve. I have been 
looking for some law for the gold reserve and have not found it. 
It seems to be an arbitrary matter. The resolution I have intro- 
duced is intended to interpret the law as it stands now and as the 
people of this country understand it, and it directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to obey the law. In the opinion of a large num- 
ber of the people of this country, if the law had been obeyed in 


payment in i ains of standard 


letter and spirit as it was dec | by Congress on the 28th of Feb- 
ruary, 1878, that all our coin obligations should be paid in gold 
and silver, the emergency m of the President would not have 


been sent in and there would have been no crisis. The answer I 
wish to make now to the message and to the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New York is to offer this resolution and ask the Senate 
to pass it, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to obey the 
law as we now understand it. I not only to enter a protest, 
as the Senator from Colorado says, against message and the 
statement that we are bound to pay in gold and that our credit is 
not good, but I wish to protest against any statement that the 
coin obligations of the Government must be paid in gold and the 
Government must borrow gold to do it when we have other re- 
sources to pay our debts according to the letter of the law. 

Mr. ALLEN, According to the section I have just read, the 
certificates issued under the act of February 28, 1878, are specific- 
ally redeemable in silver coin. The act requires that coin shall 
be a ited in the Treasury Department for the specific purpose 
of redeeming the notes issued under it. Any Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States who would undertake to redeem 
those notes in anything but silver coin would violate the statutes 
and violate his oath of office, and would justly be subject to im- 
peachment, 

Now, turn for a moment to the act of July 14, 1890, known as the 
Sherman Act. The second section, in speaking of notes issued 
under that act, proyides— 

That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, it 
being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals 
on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may 


be provided by law. 

The old greenback issued during the days of the war, the notes 
or certificates issued under the Bland-Allison Act of 1878, and the 
notes issued under the Sherman Act of 1890 are the only forms of 
paper money this Government has or has ever had since the days 
of the war. When the President of the United States said in his 
annual message to us that any of those notes were redeemable in 
gold he falsified the hi of this country. Iam not prepared 
to say that the President of the United States knew that the state- 
ment was false at the time it was made. The Senator from New 
York s ts to me that I had better ‘‘ go the whole hog,” as he 
calls it. I do not want to impugn the motives of the President of 
the United States. I want to believe that he is the President of 
the entire United States and not of Lombard and Wall streets 
alone. But I say when the President of the United States said 
that the gretnbacks were redeemable in gold he gave utterance to 
that which all history pet to be false. They were specifically 
redeemable in coin, and gold and silver were coined terms 
of equality at that time and for several years ‘ 

en the Senator from New York says these different forms of 
money are redeemable in gold, that statement is not true except 
as to the notes issued under the act of 1890. The old greenback 
was redeemable in either metal orin both. The certificates issued 
under the Bland-Allison Act were specifically redeemable in silver 


and in nothing else; and acco to the terms of the Sherman 

Act of 1890 it is made the duty of of the Treasury to 

the notes issued under that act in or silver coin at his 

lack tatencaer of ie Onceey mein So 
ref 

the of these notes; 
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The Senator from New York would change the whole law of 
legal tender. The very element of the law of legal tender is a 
power or right on the part of the debtor to choose the money in 
which he shall pay. It has been so thronghout the entire history 
of the common law. There is not a State in the Union where the 
law is to the contrary to-day. Yet the Senator from New York, 
by this resolution, would change that common-law rule and invest 
in the holder of the bonds of the United States the right to demand 
a specific kind of money. 

Mr. President, if there be needed any proof of the money power 
that controls the affairs of this Government, we have but to turn 
back to the scenes transpiring in London and New York a few 
days ago. When the President of the United States sought to 
volbenl his lost fortunes in the estimation of the people by the is- 
suance of his Venezuelan message and precipitated a panic in 
London, immediately there was a threat of sending back our 
securities here; and $375,000,000 were lost in the city of New 
York in one day, according to the report in the New York World 
of recent date. 

Is it not a burning shame that a great nation of 70,000,000 people, 
of continental magnitude, of exhaustless resources, should have 
its financial fortunes held in the grasp of a few foreigners? We 
os American when we come to the Monroe doctrine, 

Vhen our Republican friends come to the policy of protection 
they say we must be protected against Great Britain and other 
foreign countries by a protective tariff; and yet we voluntarily 
permit the British Empire to dictate to us our financial policy. 

Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury had followed ont the re- 
quirements of this law, suppose when these notes had been pre- 
sented for redemption he s+ + poe be them in gold and silver or 
in silver, according to an option that would have been in the in- 
terest of the Government, how many times does the Senator from 
New York suppose the notes would have been presented at the 
Treasury Department for redemption under those circumstances? 
Not more than once. When these gentlemen understood that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, following out the interest and wishes 
of the people of this country, would redeem the notes in silver, 
they would not have been presented the second time for redemp- 
tion. And yet, sir, this has been made an excuse for the issuance 
of $163,000,000 of bonds within the last eighteen months. I sup- 
pose that within the next ten or twelve days we shall be invited 
to the feast of a new issuance of Government bonds to the amount 
of $100,000,000 or more. The President of the United States and 
his. Secretary of the Treasury have issued $163,000,000 of bonds, 
every dollar of which is void and was void when issued. There 
was no more authority in John G. Carlisle to issue the bonds of 
this Government than there was in me. There is not a statute 
upon our statute books, there is not a line or syllable of law that 
confers upon him authority to issue Government bonds. They were 
void and are absolutely void to-day; and while the people of this 
country as a matter of honor will protect them now, as I believe 
they should be protected in view of the fact that we have had their 
money, I believe the time is coming when the people of this coun- 
try will rise up in their might and hurl from power every man 
who undertakes and does usurp power such as has been usurped 
in this case. The Secretary of the Treasury issued those bonds 
without authority. The act of 1875 was repealed by the act of 
May 31, 1878, and yet I am told that the Burean of Engray- 
ing and Printing is at work getting out more bonds, bonds to be 
issued without any limitation whatever, bonds to be used in ex- 
tending the national banking system over this country and fasten- 
ing upon the institutions of this country that system of banking 
which takes from the Government the sovereign power vested in 
it to coin and issue money and invests it in private corporations 
and private individuals. 

I simply rose, Mr. President, not to review at length, as I shall 
have occasion to do before the present session is over, and care- 
fully, the utterances of the President and his Secretary of the 
Treasury upon this question, but I did not propose that the senior 
Senator from New York should put his speech in the Recorp with- 
out some kind of a contradiction of the facts upon which its rests, 
There is not now, there never has been in the history of this coun- 
try to this moment, a note or a bond redeemable in gold—not one. 
Yet the President and his Secretary of the Treasury, by violating 
the a of this country, have made these notes redeemable in 
rold. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thehonr of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair 1: ys before the Senate the unfinished business, which 


| will be state 


The SecrETaRY. A bill (S. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during sessions of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate 


ong. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate consent tothe unfin- 
business beine laid aside? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. 


I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
tion. 

Mr. HILL. There have been three distinct protests entered 
here to-day against the remarks which I had the honor to submit 
to the Senate, and it is not a very good day for protests either. 
The first came from the distinguished Senator from Colorado 
{| Mr. susan), who protested that the proposition which I sub- 
mitted, as well as the remarks which I made, in some way, shape, 
or manner, were an attack upon the public credit of this country. 
The Senator is entirely mistaken. e proposition which I su 
mitted was for the very purpose of the maintenance of the credit 
of the United States. 

I do not intend to detain the Senate with any elaborate argu- 
ment upon the question whether the bonds to be issued in the 
future should be payable in gold or silver, but I have simply the 
suggestion to make that the provision that they should be paid in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury in either metal is 
in aid of the public credit at this time, and not against it, and I 
think no one knew that better than the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado. But the difficulty with the Senator seems to be that 
every time a suggestion is made upon the subject of gold it inter- 
feres, as he thinks, with his favorite theory upon the silver ques- 
tion, and therefore he must necessarily antagonize it. 

This proposition can stand, and when the Senator comes to ex- 
amine my remarks he will find that they were carefully made, 
and I am willing to stand upon every line of them. The proposi- 
tion submitted is not the proposition or recommendation con- 
tained wholly in the President’s message or in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. There are some views which I ex- 
pressed which are the same as theirs. I am not going to disavow 
them because I entertained them years ago. I pressed them in 
this Chamber a year ago in January last, upon this very point, 
before either the President or the ag nap | of the Treasury had 
made any suggestion whatever upon the subject. 

Mr. President, I do not know precisely what the Senator from 
Colorado means, unless he intends to be offensive, by his state- 
ment that in the propositions and suggestions I have made some- 
body was a tidewaiter. I hardly think the Senator in his cooler 
moments—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. The allusion I made to a tidewaiter certainly 
had no reference to the Senator. What I meant to say was that 
under this Administration there has grown up a system by which 
every fellow who stands at the door of the Treasury Department 
seems to understand that he is connected officially with the De- 

artment and is authorized to instruct the American ple on 
inance, and so we get it from the Secretary down, I said, to the 
tidewaiter. I had no reference whatever to the Senator from 
New York. 

If I may interrupt him a moment further, I will say that even 
the officer whose duty is purely or almost mechanical—to fabri- 
cate coin—is daily in the public press, telling us what ought to be 
the policy of the United States, and various subordinates of the 
Treasury Department have been from time to time enlightening 
the Senate and the country upon what should be the proper finan- 
cial policy and criticising the policy of all who did not agree with 
their chief. That is what I referred to, and it had no reference 
at all to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I, of course, am not responsible for the utterances 
of the Director of the Mint, who I assume to be the gentleman to 
whom the Senator refers. I am oneof those, I think, who doubted 
the policy of his appointment; but Ican not now go into the secrets 
of executive sessions. I suppose he has a right officially to discuss 
the financial question. He is Ss as competent to do so as 
gentlemen who hail from the wilds of Colorado. The President has 
given him an important office, and he is discharging his duties, I 
assume, satisfactorily. Ihave heard no particular complaint upon 
that subject. 

Mr. President, I do not know of anyone especially who is hang- 
ing around the Treasury Department. The Senator said he did 
not refer tome, I think possibly I am the only Senator here who 
can say that I never but once entered the Treasury Department, 
and that was upon a simple errand—to accompany another Sen- 


ator there. 

I am not authorized to s for the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Iam not authorized to speak for the President of the United States. 
I speak for no one except myself, and I utter my own sentiments, 
and because the Secretary of the Treasury and the President of 
the United States have seen fit to make certain recommendations 
in accordance with views I expressed here a year ago they can not 
crowd me off my own platform. 

I have made an attack upon the public credit, says the distin- 


It will be so ordered, without objec- 


ished Senator from Colorado. The Senator from Nebraska pro- 
tsagainstit also. The Senator from North Carolina also &ntered 
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another protest, and there is still room for more. The Senator 
from Colorado puts words into my mouth which I did not utter, 
I said I thought it would be wise to change this old law under 
which bonds could be issued, and finally he said he did not know 
but possibly that might beso; it might be wise enough to amend it, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator explain—— 

Mr. HILL. One at a time. When I get through with the 
Senator from Colorado and his remarks, I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted the Senator from New York to 
state what the difference is, so far as the rate of interest the peo 
ple pay is concerned, between selling a bond at a big premium 
and selling a bond at a lower rate without a premium. There is 
not a particle. 

Mr. HILL. Of course there is none; but for the purpose of a 
popular loan taking bonds at a premium is not as feasible nor as 
practicable as to have the precise interest specified upon the face 
of the bond. Everybody knows that. Every practical financier 
will tell you that you can not negotiate bonds at a premium among 
the people with the same facility as bonds which specify on their 
face the true rate of interest which they bear, and where you do 
not have to rely upon a so-called premium in order to determine 
the particular interest allowed. Thatisthe pointImake. Every 
Senator here can understand it. It is easier to float Government 
or other bonds where, in order to compute the amount of interest 
they wiil pay, it is not necessary to take into account the pre- 
mium. Therefore the suggestion I made was a proper one for 
that purpose, if for no other. It was proper for another purpose, 
namely, for the purpose of investing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury with discretion to issue gold or silver bonds. Senators may 
not agree with me upon that proposition. I submit it simply for 
their consideration. I assail no man’s motives because he dis- 
agrees with me; but whether he disagrees with me or not, this is 
not an attack upon the public credit; far from it. 

The Senator from Nebraska seems to supplement the remarks 
of the Senator from Colorado. His complaint against this propo- 
sition is that the Secretary of the Treasury should pay silver not 
only for Sherman Treasury notes, but also for United States green- 
back notes. That is the way he would protect the Treasury of 
the United States. Undoubtedly that is precisely what the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina means. That is undoubtedly what the 
Senator from Colorado means. They would protect the Treasury 
and the credit of the United States by attempting to pay not only 
the Sherman and United States notes, but these bonds in silver 
coin. What kind of protection would that be in this emergency? 

Mr. MORGAN. , 

Mr. HILL. My suggestion was in the line of the protection of 
ee credit, and not to undermine it. 

r. ALLEN. Iask the Senator from New York if it is not true 
that the greenbacks were redeemable in gold and silver or in coin, 
and at the time they were issued were not both gold and silver 
coined and capable of redeeming those notes? 

Mr. HILL. There was very little silver, indeed, being coined at 
the time those notes were issued. 

Mr. ALLEN. Greenbacks were issued in 1862 and 1863? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Silver was money of final redemption equal to 
gold until 1873. Will the Senator not only answer that question, 
but answer this question: Where a statute imposes upon a public 
officer a discretion, is not that discretion always to be exercised 
in the interest of the public? The Sherman Act investing in the 
Secretary of the Treasury the power to redeem the Sherman notes 
in either gold or silver coin at his discretion, is it not, according 
to all precedent, the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
deem in silver when that becomes necessary for the protection of 
the Treasury ee ey one 

Mr. HILL. e difficulty with that proposition is simply that 
in the same law to which the Senator refers it is stated further on, 
and as a part of it, that it was the duty of the Government to 
maintain the ee of the two metals. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the way to maintain it. : 

Mr. HILL. With the present condition of the silver market, in 
my humble judgment, it could not be done by the payment of 
those bonds in silver, irrespective of any legal question. I am not 
going to discuss the abstract question here or enter much into it. 

simply desire to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the fact that we understand precisely what these Senators want 
and what their grievance is against me because I offer a counter 
proposition. They want to pay off the United States Treasury 
notes in silver and thereby help the credit of the country! Be- 
cause I have a different proposition, or one that varies 
from that, namely, the issuing of bon pa able in gold or silver, 
at the discretion of the holders, it is said I have made an attack 
upon the credit of the Government. , 

Mr. President, Senators attack Mr. Carlisle. They complain of 
his doing what has been done by every Secretary of the Treasury 
for the last fifteen years, and they know it, or should know it. 
There was no criticism made of previous Secretaries of the Treas- 
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ury because they maintained the gold reserve. I suppose the next 
thing we shall hear is that there is no authority for a gold reserve 
at all. I hold in my hand the statute which speaks of the gold 
reserve, and refers to it as ‘‘the gold reserve.” It has become a 
part and parcel of the statutes of the United States. The precise, 
technical authority under which the gold reserve was first estab- 
lished is perhaps difficult to ascertain, but it has grown up with 
our system ma is a part of it; itisa legal gold reserve, so consid- 
ered by the Government and so considered by every official of 
the Government; and now these Senators do not wish that gold 
reserve protected. That is the idea. $ 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that the statute to which he refers—section 12 of the act of 1882, 
extending bank charters—simply incidentally in three or four 
lines recognizes a gold reserve. I want to call the Senator's atten- 
tion to the fact that that gold reserve wasestablished in 1879, when 
there was not a statute upon the statute book authorizing it, and 
there never has been one since. . 

Mr. HILL. We shall next hear that there is no Secretary of 
the Treasury and no Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Practically that is true. : 

Mr. HILL. The gold reserve has been established by law and 
by recognition of the authority of the Treasury. Itis interwoven 
in the statutes of the United States; it is there; it is to be pro- 
tected; and, without intending to be offensive, I will suggest to 
Senators if they destroy that, they must admit that to a large 
extent the =i iniene the credit of the United States. 

It would be an idle waste of words for me to argue here now 
about the propriety of the preservation of the gold reserve. I sup- 
yosed that was elementary, and that no Senator at this date in the 

istory of our finances would rise and argue that the gold reserve 
should not be preserved. I supposed that the only difference be- 
tween us was as to the precise method of maintaining it, not as 
to the real fact itself. 

Mr. President, the other day the Senator trom Colorado ap- 
peared as the champion of the President when the great war mes- 
sage was sent here for the action of this Congress, and so anxious 
was the Senator to have the bill passed which was then intro- 
duced, for an appropriation of money, that he was willing to have 
it acted upon without even a reference to a committee. He then 

raised the loyalty of the President of the United States and used 
Sne-spen words about his patriotism and his keen discernment of 
his duty. The Senator then assumed to be the champion of the 
present Administration. It does not make any difference whether 
the President of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or any other official is or is not in favor of this precise proposition. 

I sustain these ofnciels when I think they are right. I oppose 
them when I think they are wrong. That is the precise platform 
upon which I stand. I do not oo to keep up a constant fire 
against these officials because I do not always agree.with them; 
but upon this question of the retirement of the greenback cur- 
rency | think they are correct, and I propose to express my opinion 
as freely as the Senator from Colorado or other atorshere. I 
have heard no real argument in answer to the proposition. We 
may probably hear one next week, but it would ignifying the 
opposing remarks made here to-day to say that they were an answer 
to the proposition which has been submitted by me for our con- 
sideration. 

This question must be met, and of course there will be ample 
time to discuss it. The country must have some relief. In my 
judgment the best relief to be afforded at the present time is to be 
found in this resolution. It may or may not meet the approval of 
the Senate; it is immaterial to me. I discharge my ay by its 
presentation. It is no attack on the credit of the United States. 
On the contrary, it is an effort to maintain it, and I think it marks 
out the true and correct course which this Government ought to 
pursue, 

INCOME TAXES, 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call up the joint resolution that I in- 
troduced this morning, recalling its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee, with the t partie of the Senate. I ask that the 
joint resolution be read. ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A joint resolution (8. R. 35) toamend the Constitution. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of R sentatives of the United St 
America in Congress assembled ( troo- thirds of each fous coneurren therein}, 
That the owing proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States shall be submitted to the legislatures of the several States for ratifica- 
tion or rejection, to wit: 

ARTICLE XVI. 


The provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to direct 
taxes and the apportionment thereof among the several States in proportion 
to the census enumeration shall not apply to income taxes; but the Con 


Sea ave poeee to by and oa os on all eee rdless of the 
rom ic e income erived or uired: Provi however, t 
allincome taxes which the may lap and collect shall be ion 


throughout the United States. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I should like to request that the resolution lie 
on the table for a few days. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will be printed, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be printed, under the rule, 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the substitute which I offered to the joint 
resolution of the Senator from New York be printed also? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An order to print will be entered. 

BATTLE SHIPS FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. QUAY. Ioffer a resolution calling for information from 
the Navy Department. I suppose there will be no objection to it, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether in his opinion it would be advantageous to the 
naval service to now contract for six battle ships, instead of for the two at 
present authorized, on the basis of the bids now before the Navy Depart- 
ment, modified as might be in the opinion of the Department to the public in- 
terest 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the 
rule. 

INCREASE OF COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP. 

Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be read, 
printed, and lie over under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryer in the chair). The 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I give notice under the rule of an amendment in the Senate rules in para- 
graph 9, line 9, page 153, Rule XXV, by striking out the words in the lines 
“A Committee on Commerce, to consist of thirteen members,” and inserting 
the following: 

_“* Resolved, That the Committees on Naval Affairs, Military Affairs, Judi- 
ciary, Foreign Relations, Appropriations, and Interstate Commerce shall each 
consist of fifteen members. 

“Second. That until each of the Senators shall be assigned to one of the 
before-mentioned committees no Senator shall be a member of more than one 
of the said committees. 

“Third. That five members shall constitute a quorum of the said com- 
mittees. 

_“A Committee on Commerce created, which shall be charged with all ques- 
tions which concern the foreign commerce of the United States and the im- 
provement of the tide-water harbors of the United States 

““A Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which shall be charged with the con- 
sideration of all bills for the improvement of rivers and inland lakes and 
harbors, which shall consist of fifteen members, of which five shall constitute 
a quorum.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless the Senator from Florida desires to 
submit some remarks upon the resolution, I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that it be printed and lie over, and after- 
wards I shall be willing that it be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. I do not know that I shall have a word to say upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed 
and lie over under the rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 56) to transfer certain offices of the 
United States in the Territory of Utah to the officers of the State 
of Utah; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Monday next at 
the conclusion of the morning business, with the permission of 
the Senate, I desire to address to them a few remarks on the joint 
resolution which I introduced on the second day of the session, 
affirming the Monroe doctrine. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to, 


TRANSFER OF OFFICES TO THE STATE OF UTAH. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the immediate consideration of House 
joint resolution No. 56, which passed the House of Representatives 
unanimously and is now on the table of the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a a resolution from the House of Representatives, which will 
be read. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 56) to transfer certain offices cf the 
United States in the Territory of Utah to the officers of the State 
of Utah was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks 
— consent for the present consideration of the joint rego- 

ution. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read at length. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I see no objection to the joint resolution. 
It is strictly in accordance with all former resolutions in relation 
to the admission of States. 
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Mr. BERRY and others. Let it be read. 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Idaho explain what is to 
be accomplished by it? 


Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator will understand the object of the 
resolution when it is read. sch ‘ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The _— resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the governor and secretary of the Territory of Utah 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed, upon the issuance of Ex- 
ecutive proclamation ae Utah a State, to deliver to the then governor 
and secretary of the State of Utah, for the use and benefit of said State, the 
safes, desks, and all furniture and fixtures of their respective offices, and all 
poeperey of like character ——— to the United States, under control of 

me Sees, including that held by the Board known as the Utah Com- 
mission. 

By unanimous consent, theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. , 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. = the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 
80, 1895, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 27, 1895. 
CHIEF OF CONSULAR BUREAU, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Rebert 8. Chilton, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be chief 

of the consular bureau of the Department of State of the United 
States, to fill a vacancy. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Henry B. Anderson, to be postmaster at Co mn, in the count 
of Newton and State of Georgia, in the place of Samuel M. Sulli- 
van, deceased. 

Lyde A. Keagy, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois, in the place of Swan J. Chilberg, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

George W. Blair, to be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Iowa, in the place of Lucy L. Lyons, whose 
commission a December 16, 1895. 

Jonathan L. Pettyjohn, to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas, in the place of Kate Shaw, whose 
commission expired December 17, 1895. 

D. F. Ayer, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of Piscata- 
quis and State of Maine, in the of Nathan C, Stowe, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Alfred R. Huston, to be postmaster at Woodfords, in the count 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of William H. 
Motley, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

William M. Pennell, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of Charles 
E. Townsend, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Winfield 8. Reed, to be postmaster at Orono, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the of les C. White, 
— a 7 December $ 1895. leeik tc tie 

Julius Meredith, postmaster eee et Ie ie 
county of Baltimore and State of land, in the of Fred 
L. Webster, whose commission e December 16, 1895. 

Charles F. Reed, to be postmaster at Whitman, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the plece of James 
E. Bates, whose commission me ate ene 16, 1895. 

Charles D. Johnson, to be at Brainerd, in the county 
of Crow Wing and State of Minnesota, in the of William 
Durham, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Frank R. Matthews, to be postmaster at Raton, in the coun 
of Colfax and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Emma C. 
McPherson, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Charles Morgenstern, to be postmaster at Attica, in the aney 
of Wyoming and State of New York, in the place of : 
Gardner, whose commission December 17, 1895. 

Darby O'Malley, to be at Valley City, in the smn 
of Barnes and State of North Dakota, in of Peter J. 
Pederson, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Webster W. Lewis, to be at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio, in the place of Isaiah B. Jones, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

William L. Diehl, to be tmaster at Lansdale, in the coun of 
ontgomery and State of Pennsylvania, ‘ 
Heebner, whose commission December 1895. 

H. A. Noeckel, to be at Lansdowne, in the coun of 
Delaware and State of Feseptennta. in the age of John C. Hil- 
bert, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

John M. Woodburn, to be postmaster at Newville, in the county 





s 


of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James 
T. Dunfee, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

James M. Portwood, to be postmaster at Amarillo, in the county 
of Potter and State of Texas, in the place of Martha H. Ingerton, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Sallie Spivy, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of 
Rusk and State of Texas, in the place of John M. Hickey, whose 
commission expired December 17, 1895. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Daniel W. Blake, of Mississippi, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
O. N. Turner, placed on permanent waiting orders. 

Horace D. Glover, of the District of Columbia, to be a second 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed J. B. Coyle, promoted. 

Urban Harvey, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Eu- 
gene Vallat, jr., promoted. 

Theodore G. Lewton, of Virginia, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed Henry O. Slayton, promoted. 

Herman Kotzschmar, jr., of Maine, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Harry L. Boyd, promoted. 

Albert C. Norman, of Kentucky, to bea second assistant enginecr 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
H. U. Butler, promoted. 

be W. Ross, of Indiana, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed D. F. 
Bowen, promoted. 

Henry F.. Schoenborn, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be a 
second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed R. W. Champlain, promoted. 

Henry K. Spencer, of Wisconsin, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed ee placed on permanent waiting orders. 

Milton W. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed H. W. Spear, promoted. 

Robert E. Wright, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engincer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
F. R. Falkenstein, promoted. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Lieut. Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, vice Col. Charles R. Suter, relieved. 

Maj. William Henry Heuer, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, vice Lieut. Col. William R. King, relieved. 

Maj. Thomas Henry Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, vice Maj. Charles J. Allen, relieved. 

. MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Maj. Thomas Henry Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 

States Army, vice Col. Charles R. Suter, relieved. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 27, 1895, 
a TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 
Hi , of Utah Territory, to be associate justice of 
the eemas een the Territory of Utah. , 
POSTMASTER. 
Zelinda Ashton, to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, in the 
county of Fleming and State of Kentucky. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, December 27, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CoupEn. 
ne of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Trinity River, Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination 
of Colorado River, Arizona; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors eee en 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the case of Cornelius Boyle and Thaddeus Sny- 








1895. 








der against the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. _ 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLaTt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill 
= R. 2720) making Palm Beach, Fla., a subport of entry and 

ivery. 
on PROTECTION OF THE COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to make a favorable report on a bill 
(H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, 
and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet 
temporary deficiencies of revenue; which I ask to be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be so referred. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 56) to er certain offices of the United 
States in the Territory of Utah to the officers of the State of Utah. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 32) authorizing and directing the acceptance of 
the ram Katahdin, thereby making said ram apart of the United 
States Navy; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, M’GANN VS. BELKNAP. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent to report 
from Committee No. 1 on Elections the action of the committee 
in the case of Belknap against McGann. The report cites the 
fact that the committee took up the case this morning, the parties 
being before them, and an oral statement was made by Mr. 
McGann to the effect that Mr. Belknap was duly elected. The 
committee, therefore, unanimously adopted a ution that Mr. 
McGann was not elected, and Mr. Belknap was, and have signed 
a rt recommending that a resolution to that effect be adopted 
by the House. We commend the action of Mr. McGann 
and his fairness and justice in appearing before the committee 
and making the statement he did, and the committee desire the 
House to add their commendation of the conduct of Mr. McGann 
in this respect. I present the unanimous report, signed by all the 
members of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the report to be 
read? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


The Committee No. 1 of Electi at a regular meeting of said committee, 
at the committee room in the Capitol, on the 27th day of December, 1895, 


were eee ee R. Belk nt, and his counsel, and by 
Lawrence E. M m in person, and eontest between the said contestant 
and contestee ty came on for hearing and the contest being presented 
on the papers and briefs furnished on 


of said contestant and contestee 
and on the oral statement of the contestee, who conceded the election of the 
contestant as a member of the Fifty-fourth Congress from and for the Third 

onal district of the State of Ilinois, and with the assent of the 
contestant and the contestee resolutions to that effect were unanimously 
adopted by the said committee. The committee unanimously add their 
cumanondialion of the fairness and justice of the action of the contestee and 
recommend that it shall be cordially approved by the action of the House as 

character ana standing and 


very high e nce of his fairness. All of which 
is respectfully submi 
December 27, 1895. 
. CHARLES DANIELS, Chairman. 
L. W. ROYSE. 
ROMULUS Z. LINNEY. 
8. 8. NER. 


Ww. D. 
HUGH A. DINSMORE. 
CHARLES L. BARTLETT. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Danrexs] presents the following resolutions, 
which will be reported to the House. 

The Clerk as follows: 


Resolved, That Lawrence E. McGann was not elected a Representative to 

ele ana contre apes the Reina Congrensonal district ofthe Stat 
p e a D sa) as the r tati 

of that district, and agreeably to the recommendation of the committee the 


conduct and cter of the said contestee are hereby com- 
mended as eminently just and proper by this House. ee 


Resolved, That Hugh R. Be was elected a Representative toand in the 


Fifty-fourth ss from the Con district 
Mllinois, and that he is ent‘tled toa seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as the 
Representative of the Third Congressional district of the State of Tilinois. 
Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of these 
resolutions. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 


SWEARING IN OF MR. BELKNAP, 


Mr. DANTELS. I move now that the contestant be sworn in 
The SPEAKER. The inoi ' 
will p ie. gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Belknap, 


came forward and took the oath of office. 
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PRINTING FOR ELECTIONS COMMITTEE NO. 3. 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I offer the reso- 
lution which I serid to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 3 be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of that committee 


as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be con- 
sidered during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to report the following resolution as a substitute 
for one introduced and referred to that committee on Decem- 
ber 23. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this rule it shall be in or- 
der in the House to call up for debate a bill reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means entitled “A bill to maintain and protect the coin-reServe 
fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet tem- 
porary deficiencies of revenue,” the previous question being considered as or- 

ered; that at 5 p. m. this day a recess be taken until7 p. m., when the session 
shall continue until 10 p. m.; that debate shall be resumed immediately after 
reading the Journal Saturday, December 28; and that the vote shall be taken 
at 3 p.m. on the bill without delay or other motion, separate votes being taken 
on each section, if demanded; and that leave to print be granted for ten days. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. If there isno objection, the previous question 
will be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from Iowa desire 
to explain the resolution? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have nodesire to at present. 
tleman from Georgia does, I will reserve my time. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the 
House again to the impropriety of the course pursued by the ma- 
jority, and to appeal to committees, in justice to themselves, to 
have a little more care and consideration in preparing bills to pre- 
sent to the House. Now, I understand, Mr. Speaker, that nothing 
Ican say in opposition to any bill reported from the committee 
would have any effect upon that side. I understand that. And 
yet I want to say that your own experience as to the two bills 
which have already been reported ought to induce you to make 
haste a little more slowly. Let us see what has been done. You 
have disposed of a general tariff bill in one day. There are very 
few, if any, members on that side or this who understand the sco 
of the bill, or the effect it will have on particular industries, the 
amount of importations affected by the bill, and what amount of 
revenue it would produce; and then, as I understand, you have 
passed a bill referring to an act as going into effect on a certain 
day, when that act did not go into effect on that day. This may 
or may not be true; that question ought to have been determined 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, and would have been but 
for the unseemly haste observed by that committee. Then we 
considered the bill under a rule which prevented the amendment 
of the bill in any particular; so that no errors, however apparent, 
could be corrected. 

At the session of the Ways and Means Committee at which this 
bill was agreed upon there was a bond bill authorized to be reported. 
I had supposed until this morning the bond bill had been reported 
to the House. I had supposed so, because the fact was stated in 
the newspapers, and from the newspapers the minority of the 
committee have obtained most of the information they have re- 
ceived as to what is to be done and what has been done. But we 
learned this morning that bill had not in fact been reported to the 
House, although its report had been authorized. When members 
read the reports in the papers and saw what report the Committee 
on Ways and Means had authorized to be made there began to 
be murmurs on that side. There began to be criticisms on that 
side, and when that side murmurs, and the murmurs are suffi- 
ciently numerous to endanger the passage of the bill, a pause is 
had. In this case it was discovered, whether so intended or not, 
the bill reported from the Committee on Ways and Means might 
result in the retirement of the greenbacks. 

We had criticised the bill; we had suggested to the gentlemen 
that its effect would be to retire the greenbacks. What we say 
has no weight, but when murmurs came from that side the com- 
mittee is called to correct the error. They claim it was an error, 
and I give them credit for the statement. They assembled to cor- 
rect an error which by reason of great haste they had committed, 
and now they report a bill providing expressly against the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks. ow carelessly and negligently are we 
proceeding! 


If the gen- 


g 
How much time have I used? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used five and one-half 
minutes and has fourteen and one-half minutes remaining. 











Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask the gentleman from orgia 
[Mr. Crisp] whether there are to be any further observations 
made on that side? 

Mr. CRISP. I wish to yield five or six minutes to my friend 
from Texas [Mr. a mee 

Mr. HENDERSON, t him be heard, then. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if it is his purpose to yield to anyone else on his side, 
or to consume the time himself in closing the debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iwas going to ask for a vote; what Imay 
do after the gentleman from Texas made his observations I do 
not yet know. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, whatever may have been the jus- 
tice of our criticism against the general methods of procedure 
which prevailed in the Fifty-first Congress, it is certain that the 
sober judgment of the country has approved the effort to expedite 
the public business which it inaugurated and which the Fifty- 
second and Fifty-third Congresses completed. Personally I do not 
grudge any man or any party proper credit for this achieve- 
ment, though itis my judgment that the credit is mainly due to 
the American people, whose common sense, without distinction of 

yarty, had long before condemned the practice of continuing the 
Rebate upon public questions simply to postpone the decision of 
them. Our constituents were quicker than their representatives 
to perceive the folly of a legislative body adopting rules which 
rendered it powerless to legislate; and after the first irritation, 
which innovation always excites, had passed away, all of us were 
ready to agree that the ee of debate had been grossly abused 
and that the abuse ought to have been corrected. But, sir, while 
we have remedied one evil, we are about to fall into another which 
is still more serious. 

Having adopted rules under which a vote can be reached, we 
are verging upon an opinion that a vote is the only desideratum, 
and that debate is a useless waste of time. This error, sir, is more 
mischievous than the one which we have abandoned. It was 
foolish, J grant you, to debate without deciding; but it is danger- 
ous to decide without debating. There is a happy mean, where, 
after a full discussion, there can be a prompt conclusion, and it 
is that happy mean which it is the duty of every member on this 
floor to earnestly assist in establishing. If the rule which we 
adopted yesterday and the one which we are asked to adopt to-day 
are to become precedents, this House of Representatives must 
soon sink to a level with the infamous Corps Législatif. We will 
soon be required by practice, as it was by law, to accept or reject 
the bills which our committees present to us without the right of 
expressing our opinions or of proposing amendments. 

esterday the majority forced through this House a bill raising 
the tariff upon every article except one now subject to a customs 
duty, and which assessed an ‘additional tax of $45,000,000 against 
the consumers of this country. That, sir, is more than 80 per 
cent of all the taxes collected by the Federal Government in the 
year which immediately preceded the civil war; and yet, with less 
than four hours’ debate, and without an ee of amend- 
ment, you have imposed this enormous burden upon an already 
overtaxed constituency. To-day you propose to authorize an in- 
crease of the public debt which the youngest among us will prob- 
ably not live to see extinguished, and you to spend the 
energies of the next generation without allowing a reasonable time 
for debate, and without giving any opportunity at all for amend- 
ment. Mr. Speaker, I admonish gentlemen on the other side of 
this Chamber that this country will no more tolerate their un* 
seemly haste than it did the inexcusable delay of our predecessors. 

There is nothing, sir, that justifies this precipitate action. ‘‘ The 
seriousness of the situation” about which we have heard so much 
has been exaggerated, as well by the special message of the Presi- 
dent as by the ill-considered measures of the majority. The con- 
dition which has been thus unduly accentuated as a grave national 
crisis consists mainly in a disturbance of the New York stock mar- 
ket. It ought not, sir, to arouse either surprise or apprehension 
in the mind of any man who will give it a second thought that 
recent events should have influenced some foreign holders to sell 
their American securities. The possibility of a war between the 
United States and Great Britain would inevitably dispose British 
subjects to sell, because such a war would erobabiy mean con- 
fiscation to them in the end. I can easily understand that these 
sales would tend to depress the price of similar offerings, but I do 
not understand that this is necessarily an evil. If foreign credi- 
tors, either through timidity or in the hope of coercing this Gov- 
ernment, see fit to sacrifice their debts against us, the loss is theirs 
and the profit is ours. Some of our own citizens, it is true, have 
suffered in the decline, but few of them deserve any sympathy, 
because, with rare exception, they are mere gam , whose trade 
it is to tuy what they never e to receive and to sell what they 
never intend to deliver; and it isa monstrous outrage that the 
great commercial, ind , and agricultural interests of the 
country should be imperiled by the fear of a panic simply because 


the stock jobbers are at each other's throats. 


I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a protest, 
though I know that it will be unavailing, against the method by 
which these exceedingly important matters are being considered 
and disposed of by this House. Yesterday, with only a few hours’ 
debate and no opportunity to amend, you forced through a hastily 
constructed, ill-advised, and blundering tariff bill which affected 
all our industries, and imposed $44,000,000 taxes annually. With 
equal precipitancy, with as little excuse, you propose to go for- 
ward now and increase fhe bonded indebtedness of this country 
without giving the representatives of the people any opportunity 
to amend the bill by which it is to be done. I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the rule adopted yesterday 
and the one proposed aren ae peculiar in their phraseology, 
Instead of providing that after 3 o’clock to-morrow the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered, this rule provides that the 
previous question shall be ordered when the rule is adopted, so 
that members vote in advance that even if debate gives out they 
will not use whatever remaining time there may be in offering 
amendments. They vote to make amendments utterly impossible. 
Why is it thata 5 amg Committee on Rules and a Repub- 
lican Committee on Ways and Means are afraid of a two-thirds 
Republican majority? If they can not trustsuch a majority, how 
dare the people trust them? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the Committee on Rules and 
the Committee on Ways and Means are both learning a little by 
experience. They both confess to-day that they blundered yester- 
day. On the day before ne allowing us to offer 
amendments in the Committee on Ways and Means, they prepared 
the measure that has been reported to-day. This morning, in hot 
haste, we are assembled in committee, after it is ascertained that 
a great blunder has been made by which all the greenbacks would 
be destroyed. Yet the committee stood ready yesterday morning 
to force that bill through the House to-day. Why not allow mem- 
bers an opportunity to amend if they desire to do so? There are 
still many defects and crudities. r. Speaker, I have noticed in 
some of my reading that a celebrated Indian chief who roamed the 
plains of the West had a very peculiar and appropriate name, 
‘**Young man afraid of his horses.” I wonder, sir, whether we 
have any such chief here on this occasion, and whether those in 
authority on the other side dare not trust the majority in whose 
hands they find themselves? [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] It is a poor commentary on a majority of over one 
hundred that it can not be trusted to even offer an amendment, 
that it can not be trusted to participate in a five-minute debate, 
that it can not be trusted to deliberate, that it can not be trusted 
to do anything but vote; and then the motion to be voted on must 
be cut and dried and offered to them in toto before they can do 
anything with it. And passing strange it is that the majority 
itself confesses the fact by every act. If gentlemen on the other 
side are willing to accept that as a proper measurement of their 
qualifications as legislators, the country will look out and see that 
others are sent here in their places who have different qualities. 
(Agee on the Democratic side. } 

. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] used all his time? 
on meme The gentleman from Georgia has three min- 
utes left. 

Mr. ORISP. I do not care to use the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then I ask a vote. 

The ny being taken on the adoption of the resolution, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The —— was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 102, not 

7 





voting 57; as follows: 
YEAS—196 

Adams, Burton, Mo. Fenton, Hicks, 
Aitken, Burton, Ohio Fischer, Hilborn, 
Aldrich, Calderhead, Fletcher, Hill, 
Anderson, on. Foote, Hitt, 
Andrews, Chickering, Foss. Hooker, 
Apsley, Clark, Iowa Fowler, Hopkins, 
Arnold, Pa. k, Mo Gamble, Howe 
Arnold, R. I. ding, Gibson, Howell, 

very, Coffin, Gillet, N. Y. Hubbard, 

beock, , Wis. Gillett, Mass. Huff, 
Baker, Md Cooke, Il. aff, Hulick, 

tt, , Wis. Griffin, Hull, 

Bartholdt, > Griswold, Hunter, 

* Cousins. Grosvenor, Hurley, 
Belknap, Crowther, Grow, Hyde, 
Bennet: Curtis, lowa r, Jenkins, 
Bingham, Curtis, Kans. Hainer, Nebr. Johnson, Cal. 
Bishop. Curtis, N. Y. Halterman, Johnson, Ind. 
Black, N.¥ li, Hanly, Johnson, N. 
Blue, Danford, Seeds, Joy, 
Boutelle, ls, Harmer, Kerr, 
Bowers, ley, Kiefer, 
Brewster, ver, Hatch, Knox, 
— Dovener, Heatwole, Kulp, 

Draper, Hemenway, Lacey, 
Brosius, Ellis, Henderson, Lefever, 
Brown, Evans, Henry, Conn. Leighty, 
Bull, Fairchild, Henry, In Leisen 
Burrell, Faris, ermann, Leo ; 
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Lewis, 
pong, 

rimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 


Ww. 
Mahany, 
Mahon, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCall, Tenn. 


McCleary, Minn. 


McClure, 
McEwan, 
McLachlan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Milrs)s, 

Minor, Wis. 


Abbott, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, N. Y. 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Buck, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Jobb, Mo. 
Connolly. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Cummings, 


Acheson, 
Allen, 
Atwood, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Berry, 
Boatner, 
Brumm 
Cockrell, 
Coulson, 
Crump, 
De Witt, 
Dooiittle, 
Eddy, 
Fitzgerald, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
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Moody, Scranton, 
Morse, Settle, 
Mozly, Shannon, 
Murphy, Sherman, 
Noonan, Simpkins, 
Northway, Smith, fl. 
Overstreet, Snover, e 
Parker, Southard, 
Payne, Spalding, 
Phillips, Sperry, 
Pickler, Stahle, 
Pitney, Steele, 
Poole, Stewart, N.J. 
Prince, Stewart, Wis. 
Pugh, Stone, C. W. 
uigg, Strode, Nebr. 
eeves, aft, 
Reyburn, Tawney, 
Royse, Tayler, 
Russell, Conn. Thomas, 
NAYS—102. 
Dayton, McCormick, 
De Armond, Saeeery« Ky. 
Denny, McCulloch, 
Dinsmore, McDearmon, 
Dockery, McKenney, 
Downing, McLaurin, 
Ellett, Va. MeMillin, 
Elliott, S. C. Meredith, 
Erdman, Meyer, 
Hart, Miles, 
Hendrick, Miller, Kans. 
Howard, Miner, N. Y. 
Huling, Mondell, 
Hutcheson, Neill, 
Jones, Newlands, 
Kem, Otey, 
Kendall, Owens, 
Kirkpatrick, Pearson, 
cyle, Pendleton, 
Latimer, Price, 
Lawson, Richardson, 
Lester, Robbins, 
Linney, Rusk, 
Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
Maddox, Sayers, 
McClellan, Shafroth, 
NOT VOTING—457. 
Gardner, Money, 
Grout, Moses, 
Hadley, Odell, 
Hall, Ogden, 
Harrison, Otjen, 
Hartman, Patterson, 
Heiner, Pa. Perkins, 
Hepburn, Powers, 
Layton, Raney, 
Linton, Ray, 
Little, Robertson, La. 
Lockhart, Robinson, Pa. 
Maguire, Sauerhering, 
Marsh, Smith, Mich. 
McRae, Southwick, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. Wi.uiaM A. STONE with Mr. LAYTON, 
Mr. OTJEN with Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. WoomeErR with Mr. LirtLe. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. FirzGERALpD. 
Mr. Situ of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Money. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. ALLEN. 


For this day: 


Mr. Crump with Mr. LockHartT. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. OGDEN. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. RopertTson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Rowrinson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Mosgs, 


Mr. TRACEWELL with 
Mr. Ray with Mr. McRag, 


r. SPENCER. 


Mr. Linton with Mr. Maacurirr. 
Mr. Strona with Mr. HA of Missouri. 
Mr. GARDNER with Mr. CocKRELL. 


CHANGE OF MEMBERSHIP,COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that Mr. GRAFF 
of Illinois wishes to be excused from service on the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. Without objection, he will be excused. 


sage} There being no objection, the Chair appoints as a me 
r of that committee Mr. Hatcu of Indiana. 


Tracy, 
renee, e 
Tpde : 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
White, 
Wilber, 
Willis, 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wood, 
Woodman, 
Wright. 


Shaw, 
Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Sorg, 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Underwood, 
Walsh, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, 
Wilson, S.C. 
Woodard, 
Yoakum. 


Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Talbert, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Woomer. 


BONDS AND CERTIFICATES OF INDEBTEDNESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill which is now be- 


fore the House for consideration. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and 
authorize the issue of certifi 
ciencies of revenue. 


Be it enacted, etc., That in additi 
oftee S$ on to the authori 


the act approved January 14, 1875, 





[A 
m- 


protect the coin redemption fund, and to 
cates of indebtedness to meet temporary defi- 


ty given to the Secretary 
entitled ‘An act to pro- 
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vide for the resumption of specie payments,” he is authorized from time to 
time, at his discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in 
coin, coupon or registered bonds of the United States, toan amount sufficient 
for the object stated in this section, bearing not to exceed 3 per cent interest 
er annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable at the pleasure of the 
Jnited States, in coin, after five years from their date,and payable in fifteen 
years after their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions pro- 
vided in said act for the bonds therein authorized. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof for the redemption of United States 
legal-tender notes, and for no other purpose: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to repeal or modify an act approved May 31, 1878, en- 
titled ‘An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal-tender 
notes." Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds 
authorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, he shall ad 
vertise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the 
Treasury Department and 2t the subtreasuries and designated depositories 
of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That to provide for any terhporary deficiency now existing, or 
which may hereafter occur, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized, at his discretion, toissue certificates of indebtedness of the United States, 
to an amount not exceeding $50,000,000, payable in three years after their date 
tothe bearer in lawful money of the United States, of the denomination of $20, 
or multiples thereof, with annual coupons for interest at the rate of 3 percent 
per annum, and toselland dispose of the same for not less than an equalamount 
of lawful money of the United States at the Treasury Department and at the 
subtreasuries and designated depositories of the United States and at such 
post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have the like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions provided in said resumption act for the bonds 
therein authorized. ‘And the proceeds thereof shall be used for the purpose 
prescribed in this section and for no other. 


Mr. DINGLEY took the floor. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Before the gentleman from Maine 
proceeds I suggest that he occupy during his remarks some posi- 
tion nearer to the center of the Hall than where h e now stands 
At this distance we have difficulty in hearing him from his pres 
ent position; and if it is agreeableto him to make the change sug- 
gested, he would oblidge us by doing so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As mypapersare right here, I prefer to speak 
from this place. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will be in order, the gentleman 
from Maine can be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before the debate opens, let me 
say I take it for granted the time is to be distributed by the Speaker, 
there being no other arrangement. Ishould like to know whether 
that is the understanding, because gentlemen are coming to me for 
time and I have referred them to the Speaker, supposing that 
would be the arrangement to-day. In the absence of any other 
arrangement that, of course, will be the mode of proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill contains two 
simple propositions. Section 2 (reversing the order in which the 
sections are placed in the bill) authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue certificates of indebtedness to an amount not 
exceeding $50,000,000, to be paid within three years, bearing 3 
per cent interest—to be used for one purpose and one purpose 
only—to meet temporary deficiencies in revenue—temporary 
deficiencies—deficiencies that may occur not only now, but at any 
future time, for this second section is to be permanent law. 

I have only to say in respect to that section that it is in sub- 
stance the exchequer-bill system which prevails under many Govy- 
ernments, and is intended to be a form of loan for temporary pur- 
poses, of a popular nature, that can be paid out even by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for current objects of expenditure. The 
committee have provided that these certificates of indebtedness 
shall be used only for that purpose. Our object in so limiting 
their use is to separate as far as possible in the accounts, the cash 
in the Treasury available for current expenses, and the reserve 
that is retained for redemption purposes. 

One great difficulty we have had in maintaining the redemption 
fund in the past, as I suggested yesterday, arises from the fact 
that the reserve or redemption fund has been used not exclu- 
sively for the purpose for which it was established, but in part to 
meet the deficiency in the revenue; and therefore it seemed to 
the Committee on Ways and Means desirable that there should be 
two forms of obligations—one temporary in its character, in the 
form of certificates of indebtedness to meet merely temporary de- 
ficiencies, and to be set aside and to be devoted to that purpose 
entirely; and another to maintain the redemption fund with a 
provision that the proceeds of that obligation should be set aside 
as a reserve and so maintained, in order that if we are to continue 
to use circulating notes of the Government as currency—as we 
have been doing for thirty ee may maintain the same 
financial condition that a bank does in permanently maintaining 
its reserve and not allowing it to be encroached upon for merely 
current expenditures. 

This section, as I have said, is intended to present a remedy not 
simply for present exigencies, but for any possible exigencies that 
may arise in the future, and in the judgment of the Committee 
on Ways and Means it ought to be on the statute books without 
reference to the existing situation. 

Passing now, Mr. Speaker, to section 1 of the bill, it simply 
proposes to add another description of bonds to those already au- 
thorized by existing law for the maintenance of the redemption 
fund. Under the resumption act of 1875 two descriptions of 
bonds are authorized, namely, ten-year bonds bearing 5 per cent 
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interest, and thirty-year bonds beaming 6 per cent interest. These 


y 
are the only two Tesertations of bonds authorized and that have 
been anal under the resumption act. 

Under that act the Secretary of the Treasury during the past two 
years has issued one hundred millions of 5 per cent ten-year bonds 
and sixty-twoand one-third millionsof 4 per cent thirty-year bonds, 
realizing from the sale about $182,000,000 in gold. He has the 
authority to continue to issue such bonds for the purpose of main- 
taining the redemption fund under the resumption act to-day. 
He has been exercising that authority, and has indicated in his 
report that if there is no further authority given to hina—no other 
description of bonds authorized—if the mcy arises, which it 
will, ney ina very short time, he will proceed to issue, sell, 
and dispose of additional bonds bearing interest at 4 per cent, with 
thirty years to run, or bonds see erase at the rate of 5 per 
cent, with ten years torun. With that authority on the statute 
books to-day, this bill simply provides for the authorization of the 
issuance of another description of bonds for the same — 
and that is a 3 per cent bond, redeemable five years after date and 
payable after n years from date. 

The only practical qunstion involved, then, in this first section 
of the bill is simply , Shall we, in the interest of the Treas- 
ury—in the interest of economy—authorize the issuance of bonds 
bearing a lower rate of interest, to wit,3 per cent, when we know 
that if we have no legislation the Secretary of the Treasury will 
proceed to issue either a ten-year 5 per cent bond or a thirty-year 
4 per cent bond? 

ow, it seems to me that in this situation, as practical men 
representing the interests of the taxpayers of this country, when 
the simple question is presented whether or not we will issue the 
lower rate bonds, in the face of the fact that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has the right to issue a higher rate of bonds, we ought 
to act as legislators here isely as we would act in our own 
business, and to that extent defend and protect the interests of the 
people, and thus authorize the lower rate bond. 
ere are two points of legislation presented in the first section 
of the bill that relate not only to the proposed issuance of 3 per 
cent bonds, but which also relate to any other issue that may be 
made hereafter under the resumption act of 1875 of either of the 
other descriptions of bonds that I have referred to. The first 
provision is that whatever bonds are sold, or offered for sale, 
whether they are the bonds authorized under the resumption act 
of 1875 or those to be authorized by the bill now pending, they 
shall be first offered to the people of the United States by adver- 
tisement, and that our own perme seen have an opportunity to 
purchase such bonds if they so It seems to me that some 
such provision ought to accompany this legislation, and not only 
that it should accompany this | tion, but it ht to also 
apply to the resumption act of 1875. The loans, whether issued 
under the resumption act or under this bill, should be of a char- 
acter; for I believe that when a 3 per cent bond of this character 
shall be offered, as is proposed by this bill, to the of the 
United States, they will respond from the Atlantic 6 Pacific 
and from the Great Lakes to the Gulf. 

I believe that the e of the United States, with the opportu- 
nity thus offered, will come forward with mi upon ns 
of gold which is now hoarded, for there can be little doubt that 
$500,000,000 of gold is in this country outside of the Treasury fund 
and bank reserves, and hence I should deprecate beyond measure 
the defeat of a bill like this, which proposes simply to authorize 
the issue of a lower description of bond, and at the same time pro- 
poses to require that all bonds issued shall first be offered to the 
people of the United States. 

Second, There is another provision of legi on in this first 
section, and that is that the proceeds of the thus sold under 
this act and under the resumption act of 1875 shall be devoted, as 
was intended when the act was passed, and as ought to be made 
clear, exclusively to redemption purposes. 

It was su’ that in using that it would not be 
understood that it authorized in any way ent and can- 
— of the fay! — nee ae but to — 

at clear, to put yond dispute, carrying ou’ y the 
object that the committee had when they first araheed thee bill, 
the committee have placed in the bill itself, immediately after 
this direction that the shall be used for this one pur- 
pose, a proviso that nothing in this act shall be construed to re 
or to modify the act of May 31, 1878, which forbids the r 
retirement and cancellation of United States legal-tender notes. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN], who spoke a 
short time ago, informed the House, as I un him, that the 
Committee on Ways and Means had been hastily assembled this 
morning to correct a blunder, as he said, and that it was announced 
that it had been ascertained that the ‘Janguage used in the first 
draft of the bill would authorize the retirement and cancellation 
of the greenbacks. There was no such announcement or thought. 

Mr, McMILLIN. If my friend from Maine will permit an in- 
terruption, Mr. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman mistook my remark. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. I did not say that it had been ‘.». 
nounced,” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood the gentleman to use the wor, 
‘*announced.” - 

Mr. McMILLIN. No. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I accept the explanation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not say that. There was no such ay. 
nouncement made so far as I was concerned. On the other ha. 
it is but fair to state that I failed to get my notice of the meet 
of the committee, and was not there, and could not have mad 
statement that the gentleman attributes to me. Isaidit had } 
ascertained. I suppose it has been ascertained. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, Mr. Speaker, it is well underst 
that that provision was put in because gentlemen on the other 
and some others had given a construction to this provision ne 
intended, and one to which it was not justly susceptible. Havin. 
ascertained this fact, the committee, in order to carry out their 
own original intentions, have put in a proviso which renders t}.:ir 
purpose beyond any question. So much for that. 

lt is not the intention of this legislation to do anything moro 
than to provide that the proceeds of bonds sold under the resum)- 
tion act, or the proceeds of the additional description of bonds 

rovided for here, shall be used for the one purpose for which the 

aw authorizes them; and I think there can be no one present who 
does not realize the propriety of such legislation as this. Bonds 
that are sold in the markets of this country and the world oste 
sibly for the purpose of maintaining the redemption fund should 
not have their proceeds used forthe purpose of meeting deficien- 
cies in revenue. Let us have the reserve maintained asa reserve, 
and whenever bonds or certificates of indebtedness are sold, the 
oon of which are to be used for the pw e of meeting de- 

ciencies in the revenue, let them be sold for that purpose, so that 
there can be no evasion of the point as there was during the dis- 
cussion yesterday, when it was stated that we have not been bor- 
rowing money to meet the deficiency in the Treasury. Let the 
proceeds of the bonds sold to maintain the redemption fund |) 
separated from the proceeds of certificates of indebtedness sold to 
meet any deficiency, which is what is intended to be done by the 
operation of the bill which is pending. 

There can be no more fatal policy than that which calls upon 
the people of this country to contribute the proceeds of loans .s- 
tensibly made to maintain the resumption fund on which the 
credit of the Treasury stands to meet current deficiencies of reve- 
nue. Sucha spots promotes distrust. Capital is always timid. 
If it obtains the impression that what we call the reserve is not a 
reserve, but that it is to be drawn upon, asit has been drawn upon 
during the past two and a half years, to meet current deficiencies, 
capital at once takes alarm. A reserve is a distinct thing, and it 
is of the utmost importance that it should be maintained without 
any attempt to divert it to other purposes; and the most impor- 
tant part of this legislation, I want to say to my friends on this 
side of the House, lies in the fact that if this bill shall pass it will 
compel the separation of the accounts, and the reserve will and 
must be treated as a reserve, not to be trenched upon to meet cur- 
rent deficiencies of revenues. And when there is any necessity to 
have money to meet a deficiency of revenue, then the resort must 
be had to another source to supply that deficiency of revenue. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there, for information? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will. 

Mr. MARSH. Under the provisions of this bill, if it becomes 
law and the greenbacks shall be redeemed with the proceeds of 
these bonds, what becomes of the greenbacks? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely what became of them all the timo 
from 1884 upward until 1898, when we had a large surplus reve- 
nue. If there had been a run upon the Treasury, it could havo 
temporarily held them for the purpose of protecting the reserve 
But if there was not a run upon the Treasury, then the surp!'s 
a would be used justas they were from 1884 until 1893, for 
, rower of paying off a portion of the public interest-bearing 

ebt. 

Mr. MARSH. Iam very glad to hear that answer from the gen- 
tleman from Maine. Will you allow me to ask you one further 


q ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr.MARSH. You have stated in your speech here that during 
the last two and a half years the proceeds of the sales of bonds 
under the en law of 1875 have been used by the Secretary 
of the Treasury “os ordinary expenses of the Government. 
Now, one moment. you mean to voy Soong the gold received a3 
the proceeds of the sales of bonds has m paid out for the ex- 
ore of the Government, or do you mean to say that the grecn- 

redeemed by that gold have been paid out? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I mean to say this—— 

Mr. MARSH. I want to know the facts. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). The Treasury has redeemed 
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,000,000 of greenbacks by paying out gold obtained from these 
ote of which I have ken, and has immediately taken these 
$133,000,000 of greenbacks and paid them out to meet the defi- 
ciency, and thus has furnished a second time to persons who 
wanted to draw gold from the Treasury the means of drawing 
from the Treasury another $133,000,000 of gold. That is what I 


ean. 

Mr. MARSH. And hence the law which we passed yesterday 
to supply the deficiency in the revenues? 

Mr. INGLEY. Certainly. 

Now, Mr. er, this seems to be-—— : 

Mr. COX. ill the gentleman yield to me for a question? — 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; although I do not care to use time 

hich others ought to have. . s 
bo Cox. Mow, why do you provide in the first section of this 
bill that the bonds that shall be issued shall be paid in coin? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, that has been the —" in all laws 
which have been enacted for the issuance of bonds. _ 

Mr. COX. Why do you provide in the issue of certificates that 
they shall be paid in lawful money? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because they will be paid out for current ob- 
ligations and only be used for a short time. : 

Mr. COX. Then you provide two kinds of redemption money 
in the same bill? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. No. The certificates of indebtedness are not 
redémption money. They are not legal tender. : 

Mr. COX. They will have the same qualities as the greenback? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No. A greenback is a legal tender. 

Mr. COX. Then you are’yoing to issue certificates that are not 
a legal tender? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. They are interest bearing, and, 
being interest bearing, they will be used the same as —— 
interest-bearing obligation, namely, as an investment. ere is 
a great difference between a certificate of indebtedness which is 
simply an interest-bearing obligation and a noninterest-bearing 
demand note, which is a legal tender and therefore passes from 
hand to hand as a medium of exchange. 

Mr. MARSH. In the same connection and for the purpose of 
eliciting information, not for the rm of annoying the gentle- 
man, I will ask him to state to the House a enna these 
bonds for on purposes can — up in the ry? What 
is there in this bill to prevent them from being used for the — 
of the ordinary expenses of the Government just as the Treasury 
has used such funds in the last two years and a half? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If thesecond section of this bill should become 
a law, then only the proceeds of th2 certificates of indebtedness 
can be used to meet deficiencies of revenue, and the proceeds of 
bonds sold for the redemption fund can not be used to meet such 
deficiencies. When there is no deficiency few greenbacks will be 
presented for redemption, and those that are so presented can be 
used, just as they were from 1879 to 1893, to redeem and pay the 
interest-bearing debt. The intention, of course, is not to have any 
permanent deficiency of revenue. The second section is intended 
to apply re temporary conditions which ay arise and which 
do arise in all Governments; it is not intended to apply to a per- 
manent, chronic deficiency that shall run two years and a half, 
as the present one has done. The purpose is simply to do what 
other Governments do under like circumstances. 6 intention 
is to avoid deficiencies by providing revenue. That is the normal 
condition of every Government. t is the policy which is con- 
peg me by the legislation which we have a - inaugurated 
in this House. But accidentally, through some unforeseen condi- 
tion, there may be for ashort time, when is not in session, 
a deficiency of revenue, and at such atime the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have the means of laying hold pase some form 
of obligation that he can issue for a of obtaining funds 
to meet that temporary condition. t is the intention of the 
second section. 

Further, it is intended that obligations that are issued for the 
urpose of meeting ee iencies of revenue shall run 
or only a short period; we limit the amount to $50,000,000. 

It is expected that such obligations will be paid by surplus reve- 
nue within a brief od, for the section provides that these cer- 
tificates of indebtedness must be paid within three years. It is 
precisely the same thing that is done, for example, by Great Britain 
under certain conditions. She authorizes the issue of exchequer 
bills, which are almost exactly the same as what are here denomi- 
nated certificates of indebtedness. Those bills are issued, under 
the British system, not for permanent loans, but to meet any tempo- 
rary deficiency of revenue that may occur, and are in a com- 
paratively short time from surplus revenues which Parliament is 


r. i ill the gentleman on one further in ? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I will yield for the gentleman’s » 


though I am occupying time that I ought not to use. 


Mr. COX. When you issue one of these certificates bted- 
mess, what is it to be redeemed int : — 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Lawful money. 

Mr. COX. Now, why make that “lawful money” in tue cer- 
tificate and ‘‘coin” in the bond? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because we require a coin fund for redemp- 
tion purposes; the law so provides. But current obligations of 
the Treasury we can pay in any kind of lawful money that may 
exist at the time. 

There has been no bond issued by this Government up to this 
hour but that provides that it shall be paid, both principal and 
interest, in coin, and we are simply meeting the euuiiliens of pre- 
existing legislation. We have heretofore contracted these obliga- 
tions, and we propose to meet them as an honorable people. But 
as to temporary deficiencies of revenue, where there has been no 
such previous obligation, they canalways be paid inlawful money. 
How is the gentleman paid his salary as a member of this House? 
In lawful money, whatever that may be. But whenever you un- 
dertake to make a loan, and especially to borrow coin, you can not 
expect to obtain it unless you are ready to pay in the same kind 
of money that you borrow. We have always borrowed gold, and 
hence coin as used in our bonds means the same kind of coin that 
we have borrowed. It is because we have preserved good faith 
with our creditors that we have beenable, up to within two years, 
to borrow on so favorable terms. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit a question in con- 
nection with the first section? That section provides that the 

roceeds of redemption of United States legal-tender notes shall 
used for the solaatian of legal-tender notes, and for no other 


purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, after they are thus redeemed and the notes 
get into the Treasury, does the gentleman think that this bill 
guards sufficiently against their being paid out to meet current 
expenses? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, if the Secretary of the Treasury 
desires to so use them and finds that there is a necessity, there is 
no absolute provision otherwise in this bill. But the suggestion 
here, and it is a suggestion which is exceedingly important, is 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall adopt the policy of sepa- 
rating the two funds and shall use the greenbacks or any other 
forms of currency precisely as they were used from 1879 up to 1893. 
At one time during President Cleveland’s first Administration 
there was in the Treasury of the United States $130,000,000 of 

eenbacks. They were the result in large part of deposits of 

nited States legal-tender notes by banks retiring their circula- 
tion or going into liquidation. Those were gradually drawn out, 
but it took several years, and it was not until the act of July 12, 
1890, was passed that those funds were turned into the Treasury. 
The same policy that prevailed from 1879 to 1893, provided we 
can have revenue sufficient to meet expenditures, will be repeated 
by the operations of the bill which is now before the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to enter further into the 
discussion of collateral questions, because the points covered by 
this bill are exceedingly simple. 

We need not enter into any discussion of the silver questio. 
We need not enter into any discussion of any of the collatera! 
questions relating either to finance or tothecurrency. They have 
no bearing here. We need not enter into a discussion of the pro- 
priety of establishing and maintaining a coin re.!emption fund for 
the purpose of maintaining United States legal-tender notes at par, 
as was done, under the operations of the act of 1875, in 1879. 
That is the established policy of the Government of the United 
States. That policy being established, and the law providing the 
requisite means for maintaining the redemption fund by a sale of 
bonds—and it was by asale of ninety-five and one-half millions of 
bonds in 1878, in time of peace, that the redemption fund was first 
created—it is obvious that there is no other way of replenishing 
this fund when it is drawn upon by the presentation of United 
States legal-tender notes for redemption than by the sale of bonds, 
two descriptions of which, bearing 4 and 5 per cent interest, are 
now authorized to be issued and sold. 

The only question really for us now is whether, in the interest 
of the people of this country, we shall not authorize the issue of a 
lower rate bond, and thus have the lower rate bond sold in prefer- 
ence to the higher rate bond, with the provision that when sold it 
shall be first offered to the people of this country, and the further 
provision that the proceeds shall be separated from ordinary cash 
in the Treasury and maintained as a reserve. That is all there is 
in this bill. 

The provision as to certificates of indebtedness is a matter of no 
serious importance except in certain contingencies that may hap- 
pen to any Government. There is not a Government on the face 
of the earth, except our own, which has not a provision for some 
form of certificate of indebtedness or exchequer bill to meet tem- 
pocaty and accidental deficiencies of revenue. We propose in this 

ill sumply to give that authority which has been asked by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which the Senate once unanimously 
gave, and which it seems to me ought to be on the statute book. 
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But at the same time we contemplate no deficiency, after a short 
time, if the legislation which this House has inaugurated shall be 
put upon the statute book. 

It ought to be the policy of this Government, certainly, to main- 
tain its revenues equal to and somewhat larger than its expendi- 
tures, but there should be at the same time a provision for the 
sale of some short-term obligations in case by accident or through 
some unexpected contingency there should be for a short time a 
deficiency of revenue. 

We have adopted the policy of issuing and maintaining in our 
circulating medium $346,000,000 of United States legal-tender 
notes. They have been in our currency for a great many years. 
There is no intention at the present time, so far as I know, to take 
them from our currency. But being there, in order to make them 
as good as any other money you must do precisely what was done 
in 1879—maintain a coin redemption fund that shall give confi- 
dence not only to our own people, but to the whole world, that 
these Government notes will be redeemed in full-value coin when- 
ever presented forredemption. And the maintenance of this fund 
lies at the very basis of the credit of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, no more fatal policy could have been inaugurated 
than that which was inaugurated in April, 1893, of allowing this 
coin redemption fund to fall below the minimum of $100,000,000, 
which public sentiment had marked as the line of demarcation 
between safety and danger. If that coin redemption fund had 
been maintained, and when there came up in April, 1893, the cloud 
of distrust over this country, if it had been increased by the sale 
then of $50,000,000 of bonds, our credit would have been safe; it 
would not have been disturbed, and the sale of bonds since that 
time, amounting to $113,000,000 in addition to the $50,000,000, 
would not have been necessary. 

You must bear in mind that confidence in the credit of a gov- 
ernment which issues its notes as currency is like confidence in a 
bank, It must rest upon something substantial, and that must 
be a coin redemption fund. So long as the people believe that 
there is behind the notes of a bank or behind the deposits of a sav- 
ings bank or behind the notes of a Government a safe reserve, 
sutticient means that may be availed of atany moment for the pur- 
pose of meeting its obligations, there is no call on bank of issue 
or savings bank or on the treasury of the Government for the re- 
demption of its notes. But let distrust come over the country, let 
it be believed that that redemption fund or that reserve fund is 
being trenched upon and allowed to fall below the line of safety, 
and at once distrust, inaugurated perhaps by some other cause, 
strengthens and grows from day to day on the failure to maintain 
the reserve. Could you expect, Mr. Speaker, that anything else 
than distrust, strengthening as the days and the months went on, 
would prevail when the people of this country and the capitalists 
of the world have seen the coin redemption fund upon which our 
credit rests greatly depleted, falling below the line of safety of 
$100,000,000, to $90,000,000, to $80,000,000, to $70,000,000, then to 
$60,000,000, and then to $50,000,000? Is it any wonder that alarm 
seized upon capital? . 

How is it with any bank of your own city or town, gentlemen? 
I remember a few years ago there was a run on a savings bank in 
a city not a thousand miles from my own residence. Some little 
distrust arose, and I remember that during the progress of that 
run (which continued but a single day) an excellent Quaker, a 
friend of mine, drove into town lashing his horse, and rushing 
into the bank, threw down his deposit book, saying, ‘‘I want my 
a There was the treasurer sitting before him with a large 
roll of bills and a large pile of coin, and he immediately counted 
out the amount of my friend’s d t. Theold Quaker looked at 
him a moment and exclaimed, ‘‘ Thee has the money, has thee?” 
‘Why, of course we have an abundance of money; we would be 
glad to have you take your money.” ‘ Well,” said the old Quaker, 
‘if thee has the money I don’t want it, but if thee hasn’tit I want 
it right off.” [Laughter.] Now, that illustrates the basis of con- 
fidence. Solong as — redemption fund is preserved, so long as 
it is maintained at the line which public opinion regards as the 
safety line, so long nobody wants your gold. But let that fund 
run below the limit of safety, as it been running for two years 
and a half, and everybody wants his gold. If we can have proper 
care in the management of this redemption fund, and sufficient 
revenue, this reserve can be maintained and this distrust stopped. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman indulge me a moment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUIGG. Iam trying to catch the meaning which the gen- 
tleman attaches to the words ‘‘and for no other purpose.” Of 
course that language does not interfere, as the gentleman has ex- 
plained, with the continued use of the greenbacks? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, does the gentleman conceive that it will 
have the effect of maintaining the reserve at any ~ fi; ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will have just this effect: It will have the 
effect of taking away part of the means by which the assault is 
made on the Treasury gold, and will have the effect of creating 


that condition of the market which will make the greenbacks more 
desirable than gold and stimulate the return of gold to the Treas 
ury. Mr. Speaker, from 1879 to 1893 there was no run upon { 
Treasury gold. We had $100.000,000 of gold in the redempti 
fund all the time, and we maintained this fund all the time at th: 
figure, the revenues being more thaa the expenditures, the co 
try in a prosperous condition through the economic policy thon 
prevailing, and when the industries of the country were prosper- 
ous nobody wanted gold. [Applause on the Republican side. 

We can return to the same condition only by a return to {) 
same economic system which then prevailed. [Renewed applause 
on the Republican side. | 

Mr. QUIGG. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not true also 
that considerable gold was exported at the time to which he ref 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. For several years there w. 
large — of gold, and then large importations. ‘T'}).:; 
depends largely upon the balance of trade, which from 1876 to 18) 
was in our favor every year except two. But even when we e 
ported gold it came from the banks and not from the Treasury, 

Mr. QUIGG. They simply did not use the Government as tlie 
conduit for getting the gold out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. Whatever gold was required for 
export up to 1893 came from the banks of the country and not 
from the United States. It came through business channels in 
the regular legitimate way. The Government received nearly :l] 
gold for its duty on imports and paid its balances at the clearing 

ouse in gold. 

Now, I say to you gentlemen, especially to gentlemen on this 
side of the House, that one of the rémedies for the present wn- 
fortunate condition of the Treasury, next to the remedy which 
passed the House yesterday providing for more revenue, is tht 
or which will maintain the redemption fund intact, in order 
that the people of this country and the capitalists of the world 
may have ocular evidence of the fact that we have the wherewith 
to maintain our Government notes at par. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does the gentleman from Maine think 
that the issuance of the Sherman notes, which became an aidiii- 
tional charge on the one hundred millions of gold reserve in the 
Treasury, had anything to do in bringing about the condition of 
affairs to which he has alluded? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to hear the gentleman on 
that point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam notdiscussing that questionnow. When 
those notes were issued the coin reserve ought to have been in- 
creased. I am frank to say that. But I want to discuss this 
question as a business proposition, and not from any partisan 
standpoint whatever. I am not talking of who is responsible for 
the condition that prevails. Iam simply counseling a return to 
the sound methods which prevailed from 1879 to 1893. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] And this bill contemplates a return to 
the practicaland satisfactory policy prevailing then so far asit govs. 

r. MARSH. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MARSH. The advantage of the first section, as I under- 
stand the gentleman, is that it provides for the issuance of 3 per 
cent bonds—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is one of the advantages. 

Mr. MARSH. Letme concludemy question. The sale of 3 per 
cent bonds to maintain the reserve, instead of the sale of a 4 or 5 
per cent bond; and you have told us that it would be a great sav- 
ing of interest to the people if we could negotiate a 3 per cent 
bond instead of a 4 per centbond. Now, that argument is signi! 
cant if true, but I ask the gentleman from Maine if it is not true 
that when a 3 per cent bond can be sold at par, a 5 or a 4 percent 
bond will sell at a rate of premium that will be less than 3 per 
cent? In other words, when a bond runs for ten years, is it not 
worth more than one that runs for five? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. What I say is this, that when 
you offer a bond to the people of the country—to the plain people, 
who do not stop to make calculations as to premiums—you will 
find that a large proportion of them would prefer to purchase a 
— cent bond at par ratherthana 4 percent bond on which they 

li have to payapremium. People donot like to pay a premium 
on their investments. But when they can get a 8 per cent bond 
at its face, the plain people of this country will take that in pref- 
erence to paying what would be less than the equivalent for a 4 
= oe cent bond at a premium. That is the practical work- 

ng o 
. BREWSTER. That is true. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, for what were our thirty-year 4 per cent 
bondssold last winter? For 1044, to the syndicate, and at that very 
date a 8 per cent bond. could have been sold to the people of this 
country, unquestionably, at par. And a sale of 3 per cent fifteen- 














1895. 


year bonds at par, in lieu of 4 per cent thirty-year bonds at 1044, 
would have saved many millions to the Treasury and the people. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes. ra 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Cleveland said not. He said if you would 
make it a gold bond you could sell it for 3 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course my friend does not adopt the argu- 
ment of President Cleveland, I take it. There is not a gentleman 
acquainted with financial matters in this House who does not 
know that a 3 per cent bond would have sold at par at that very 
moment to the people of this country and brought out gold. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And yet we disposed of thirty-year 4 per cent 
bonds at 1044. I believe that if we had had the authority, under 
this act, at that time, to issue a 3 per cent bond, and had offered 
them to the people of this country, every dollar of it would have 
been taken at par [applause], and I want that authority to sell 
bonds to the people of this country to maintain the redemption 
fund alone and to preserve the credit of the country. _ at 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must not be further interrupted in this dis- 
cussion, because I am trespassing upon the time of other gentle- 
men, 

Mr. Speaker, with this practical question before us, I think we 
ought to set aside all collateral issues. This has nothing to do 
with the silver question. It has nothing to do with any of the 
outside problems which gentlemen have been inclined to discuss. 
It is a plain, practical question. Is it not better for us to author- 
ize the issue of a 3 per cent bond that may be sold to the people 
of this country, sold, I have no doubt, to any extent, and that will 
bring out gold, too, than it is to leave the law as it is and have 
long-term bonds sold for 4 and 5 per cent interest, as they are cer- 
tain to be sold unless we authorize bonds at this lower rate of 
interest? E 

It seems to me that this is a plain proposition and that we 
ought to lay aside all prejudice, that we ought to look at this 
matter as plain, practical men and adopt the plan proposed by 
this bill, and having, so far as the House of Representatives is 
concerned, taken measures to increase the revenue until it equals 
expenditures, if the House bill shall become a law, then we can 
look the people of this country in the face and say that so far as 
the majority of this House is concerned, we have met the exigen- 
cies of the day, the exigencies forced upon this country, in a 
plain, practical, and patriotic way. And I doubt not, if such a 
measure as was inaugurated yesterday by the House and as is 
proposed by the pending bill shall become laws, and the redemp- 
tion fund shall be constantly maintained, that we shall find the 
distrust gradually passing away, and when this legislation shall 
be supplemented by such other legislation as is possible only with 
a Republican Senate and President we shall find prosperity again 
coming over this country as it prevailed from 1861 to 1893, [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.) 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, having so recently 
adcressed the House, I apprehend that my strength will not be 
adequate to any extended discussion of the bill which is now under 
consideration. I beg the Chair to admonish me when I have 
spoken half an hour, if I shall be able to do so, in order that I may 
then yield the floor to some other gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, our financial situation has given rise to many 
strictures on the party in power and the present Administration. 
It ought to be remembered that the present Administration is con- 
ducting our financial affairs under laws made by our political 
adversaries, and the present embarrassment does not arise from 
any deficiency of funds in the Treasury. The fault lies in vicious 
currency legislation that comes down to us from a time when my 
party scarcely had any voice in the framing of the laws. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, would it interrupt the 
gentleman if I should ask him a question? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I wish the gentleman from Illinois 
would allow me to finish my statement, and I will try then to 
oblige him, as I have always endeavored to do. 

_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Oh, certainly; I will not seek to 
interject a question. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. - I do not deny that at some subse- 
quent stages of our financial system the statesmen of my party 
have participated more or less in changes of policy, some of which 
I believe were blunders. But, in my opinion, the fundamental 
error in our finances was committed in the creation and perpetua- 
tion of one vast volume of uncovered paper money, which by legis- 
lation has been declared to be a legal tender, and which by the 
Supreme Court has been validated as constitutional money. 

The party that confronts me from the other side has shifted and 
changed its attitude not only on the tariff, as you saw yesterday— 
I say it respectfully—it has made the most shameful’ tergiversa- 
tions on the subject of our currency. They claim to have con- 
ducted the Government through the great civil war; and the en- 
ergy and endurance and the lavish way in which resources for 
the success of that great struggle were accumulated will com- 
mand the admiration of mankind. Following the war that party 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


0—HjtRHRL  E_—_S_—SESE—_—_—_ 


er 


319 


of the Union, realizing the dangers of an irredeemable currency, 
passed the resumption act. In the modification of that act in 
1868 Democratic representatives participated, I admit. By the 
action of the Republican party all of our obligations were made 
payable in coin. At that time we had very little silver, and the 
little we had was substantially demonetized; in fact, it did not 
circulate at all. The obligation to pay our debts in coin was in 
reality an obligation to pay in gold. 

On the face of this record for sound money, how does the Repub- 
lican party stand to-day? Their representatives are paltering with 
this crisis and cowering with fear. They dare not say a word 
against this legal-tender paper. They dare not say a word now 
against the perils of silver payments to our creditors who do not 
wish silver. How have the mighty fallen! 

Mr. Speaker, it is unpleasant to occupy the réle of a mere critic 
and censor in this business. We have allmade mistakes. But the 
policy of the House under the rule under which we acted yesterday, 
and under the rule now pending, leaves us un this side no recourse 
but strictures. We can not offer amendments. We are not per- 
mitted to help you perfect this measure. 

I now venture to suggest to my friends on the other side that 
either they have not been entirely candid or they themselves do 
not understand this measure. It is said that out of abundant 
saution a proviso was added to the first section to prevent the 
retirement of the legal-tender notes. Gentlemen who are the 
friends of all these notes may find themselves unwittingly en- 
trapped. There is in the first section of the bill a provision to 
this effect: 

And the Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof— 


That is, of these bond sales— 


for the redemption of United States legal-tender notes, and for no other 
purpose. 








And to that is added this morning a proviso, which I will now 
read: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify 
the act approved May 31, 1878, entitled “An act to forbid the further retire- 
ment of United States legal-tender notes.” 

Now, in the first place, Mr. Speaker, what is to become of the 
United States legal-tender notes into which this gold reserve may 
glide by the process of redemption? ; 

My friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] in the outset of his re- 
marks, which I failed to hear distinctly, seemed to hold that by 
the operation of this bill the Treasury will have to open two ac- 
counts and segregate the proceeds of this redemption into a sepa- 
rate fund and a separate account. Idenyit. There is nothing, 
absolutely nothing, in this bill which would have this effect. It 
would in no way change the Treasury policy in this respect. The 
proceeds of these bonds when they reach the Treasury in the form 
of gold or coin and are converted into legal-tender notes by re- 
demptions will take their place side by side with such legal-tender 
notes as are already there for any lawful purposes to which the 
Treasury can devote them. This provision, therefore, is not even 
a suggestion to the Treasury, as the gentleman has said. ‘The 
proceeds thereof” are the gold procured on the bonds, and not the 
legal-tender notes that may be redeemed with the gold. 

But I take a step further. The proviso just quoted, out of 
abundance of caution, to save the power to reissue legal-tender 
notes thus accumulated, takes care of that class of these notes 
which are specified in the act of May 31, 1878, commonly called 
United States notes, or greenbacks. Let me read it again: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify 
the act approved May 31, 1878, entitled “‘An act to forbid the further retire- 
ment of United States legal-tender notes.” 

What, then, becomes of the Sherman notes under the act of 
1890, the power to reissue which depends not on the act of 1878, 
but on the provisions of the Sherman Act of 1890? There is no 
reference whatever to this latter ect. Hence this bill may be con- 
strued by the Secretary of the Treasury in accordance with strict 
law to authorize the retirement of the Sherman notes. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I ask the gentleman whether, if the proviso 
were not in the bill, it would not have the same effect on the 
United States notes as if the proviso were there? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, my friend from New York 
asks me a pertinent question. Iam not sure that the proviso was 
necessary for the professed object. I think that the Treasury 
without this proviso would have had to reissue all these notes 
received under the process of redemption under this bill, becanse 
both the act of 1878 and the Sherman Act of 1890 would then 
apply; but when Congress puts in a proviso which saves the re- 
issue of greenbacks and says nothing about the others, the Secre- 
tary and the courts would probably enforce the maxim, ‘‘ The 
expression of one is the exclusion of the other.” Now, what are 
you gentlemen on the other side going to do with the explanation 
of my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 

Mr. DinGLEY], who has endeavored so adroitly to avoid the 

actious differences in his party? The pretext of ‘abundant 
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caution” in this proviso seems to have been ired by no caution 
at all. I endeavored to show yesterday that there was a fatal 
lapsus or omission in the bill then . I show to-day that 
the gentlemen who are railroading this bill through are doing so 
regardless of the fatal effect it will have on the Sherman notes. 
Now, I am not in favor of the Sherman notes. I voted against 
the act authorizing them. I believe that they contributed greatly 
to our present difficulties. I have shown you that I a regret 
the perpetuation of the greenback notes; but I am in favor of 
letting every member of this House and every man throughout 
the country know what is contained in this crude bill which none 
of us are permitted to touch. 

I may be asked what. would be our policy on this side. I have 
not the power to es for this side; but I can speak for myself 
and for a few gentlemen who agree with mein opinion. But first 
let me say to gentlemen on the other side that when they claim 
that this measure isa response to the demands of the Treasury and 
of the Executive eo sailing under false pretenses. 

In the first place, the bill does not contain a single provision or 
a single policy which the Administration or the Treasury recom- 
mends. If gentlemen mean to meet the emergency which the Ad- 
ministration depicts in urgent sentage, why do they not at least 
allow some of us the poor privilege of offering such provisions as 
= sea desires? Yet we are cut off from that oppor- 

nity. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and the President of the United 
States believe—and there aresome of us who believe the same way— 
that there ought to be provision made for the retirement of all 
our paper money, so called. Gentlemen on the other side, who 
have now the laboring oar, felt that way at one time, but now 
they will not even allow us the 2 to offer such a provi- 
sion in response to the demand of a Democratic Administration. 
It is also a part of the policy recommended by the Administration 
that these ds w are to be offered on the market shall be 
made payable in that sort of coin which it receives for the protec- 
tion of our legal-tender money; but we are not allowed to offer 
that amendment. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINa@LEy], 
when that proposition was offered in the last Congress, when we 
on this side had the apportunity vo pro on, voted for 
it. Why is it that the gentleman and those with whom heis now 
associated do not allow members on his own side an opportunity 
to vote for such a ition? The present Speakor himself sup- 
ported that proposition. 

Now, I do not speak for all my political associates. There is an 
honest difference of opinion between us on this side. So far as I 
am concerned, I have endeavored, conservatively and with great 
forbearance, to avoid inflaming that difference of opinion. I do 
not in any wise impeach the honesty or patriotism of those who 
differ with me. Far from it. I have deprecated some of their 
views, but I have done it with the utmost toleration and respect. 
Speaking only for myself, I believe that this unfortunate differ- 
ence of opinion in my own y and in the other has done a great 
deal to prolong and inte our financial difficulties, Any set- 


‘tlement, sir, on the basis of sound money would have a restorative 


effect on the country such as mankind has never before witnessed. 
And, sir, its effects would not be confined to this country alone. 
It would tend to reassure the tottering credit of our securities in 
other countries from which they are sent back to us on every im- 
pulse of fear and apprehension. 

I would to-day be glad to offer So aeriens for the retirement 
of every one of our legal-tender of every kind; and I would 
provide at the same for such an unfettering and extension 
of banking facilities and privileges as would restore to the people 
the power to regulate the volume of their currency and to manage 
their own fiscal policies and the redemption of their own money. 

Not a single one of these ee ees exchequer certificates 
or 3 per cent bonds payable in can be sold at par in any mar- 
ket in this country or anywhere else, in my opinion. Why, sir, 
on the 26th of the present month United States fours maturing in 
1925 were bid for at 116, which, when ciphered out, makes a rate 
of income of over 3 per cent—three and one-tenth and a fraction. 
With the market in that condition—with a bond already on the 
market which is bid for at a rate which would produce a larger 
rate of interest than the bond you offer, having ama nee time 
to run, do you suppose you can hold up a 8 per cent at par 
which is itself an addition to the supply of our bonds? 

Now, as to these certificates of in , itis true, as said by 
the gentleman from Maine, that almost every Government in the 
world of any dignity and power except our own has authority to 
supplement deficient revenues by these short bonds or exchequer 
certificates. And I admit that the granting of such authority to 
our Government has been recommended by the ; Seprpaees A as onal 
ment for years, because it was sw it would be a power 
in case our revenues should run short. But I insist, Mr. er, 
that the condition of things which justifies these exchequer bills 
in other countries does not exist in ours. I believe ou can 
not dispose of these obligations in a popular way, as this pre- 
supposes, in amounts of $20 and multiples thereof. 


The people of this country have no strong boxes, as have the peo. 

” in nce and elsewhere, They do not keep their money 
hem. They have no way to secure their valuables. On the « 
trary, they go to banks, and where savings institutions exist t} 
go to them to deposit their money, and they take a pass book, |); 
which arrangement they are not only saved from any risk as 
the keeping of their funds, but their pass book is itself a thi). 
which is equal to the cash whenever they choose to sell it, and «1, 
their deposits g receive interest. What need have they for ..<. 
chequer bills? ill they take them and put them in their hoa: 
at home? Their habits and tastes and previous experience ar 
against any such arrangement. 

Inthe next place, there isat this time a large surplusin the Tr. 
ury available for the current expenses of the Government. [| re- 
gret to have to say that that large surplus itself isa peril. [ot 
us suppose, if you please, that our friends on the other side show|\). 
by some inscrutable providence, realize their hopes next year, ; 
that they should come into power witha largesurplus inthe Tr, 
ury and an added revenue under the bill which they have j\\.; 
passed. I ask (if we may judge by experience), onl they not 
repeat the budget of the Fifty-first Congress andso make exche: 
bills necessary? The power to spend, coupled with the power io 
supply deficiencies with these certificates, would be dangerous in 
the ds of oueney devoted to large expenditures. 

The SP pro tempore (Mr. RussEtu of Connecticut), 
The Chair understood that the gentleman from Georgia desire: to 
be reminded when one-half hour of his time had expired. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I thank the Chair. Iwill occupy a 
moment more, and then yield the floor;to my friend from Tenn«: 

Under our present system, Mr. Speaker, we have what is ¢:.1)«\1 
the ‘‘ endless chain” operating in the Treasury. That is a me: 
by which persons who have gold can use it and at the same tiie 
recover it at their pleasure. By this arrangement you can eat 
yous cake and keep it, too. [Laughter.} Any man or any bank 

hat has gold by which large store is set can go to the Treasury 
and offer it in exc for bonds when these calls are made, and 
as soon as he receives his bonds, if he is a man of means or a bank 
with resources, he can return and take out his gold, and there yy 
have both bonds and a (Laughter. ] 

It is a system, Mr. Speaker, which imperils the entire integrity 
of our currency system. If it is perpetuated it will continue over 
our heads the menace under which we have been conducting our 
business for the past four or five years. I ask gentlemen whet)+r 
this is not a convenient time to stop this process and to substitute 
some better system? It has been said that it can be stopped at 
once by the exercise of the option which the law confers on thie 
Secre of the Treasury to redeem notes in silver. I candily 
admit, Mr. Speaker, that I once had that opinion myself to sciuo 
extent, and perhaps such a policy, if it had been inangurated |.- 
fore the fear of silver became general, might long have becn 
safely administered by the Treasury. But further reflection «:'- 
isfies me that a change from gold to silver in these times of p:iic 
and confusion would precipitate a panic which would be almost 
as bad as if you were tocry ‘‘ havoc” and let loose the dogs of wav. 
pee.) 

ut, sir, [ have already occupied more time than I had intend), 
and I yield the remainder of my time to my friend from Tennes=:+ 
[Mr. PATTERSON}. 

Mr. PATTE N. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the time 
allowed me by my friend from Georgia until the members 0! | 
eee on Ways and Means have had an opportunity to |) 

eard, ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that no other gent!e- 
man is ready to proceed now. 

Mr. PAT N. I would like to hear from somebody on 
the other side before proceeding myself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to occu) 
the time of the House to-day, but it has been suggested that )- 
haps it would be better to add my contribution to the discussivn 
at this time. 

The advisability of the passage of this bill must be considered 
in the light of events that have called it into existence. If ! | 
lieved it to be true, as has been proclaimed in the mesyage of the 
President of the United States, and as it has been reiterated in 
the report of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, and «s 
insisted upon in the discussion on yesterday by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], that there is no deficit of a perm 
nent character in the revenues of the Government, and that ther: 
is Soapee Tey and beyond all reasonable doubt sufficient reven\: 
cin to the Treasury, so that no extraordinary means need |" 
resorted to te protect the integrity of the Treasury, I would no! 
favor the passage of either of the sections of this bill. But when. 
after an experiment of nearly three years of Democratic admin- 
istration, we find, in the first — t there are no words in th» 
English language capable of describing the bad effect of this ba‘! 
Administration on affairs of the country; and secondly, that 
no estimate, or promise, or prophetic utterance of this Adminis- 
tration has the smallest value from the standpoint of truth, 


iS- 











I am bound to assume that the necessity has arisen which calls 
such a measure. 

7 defy gentlemen on the other side of the House to show me a 
single utterance, from either the President of the United States or 
the Secretary of the Treasury, or a of the distinguished 
leaders of the Democratic party in either branch of Congress that 
has not utterly failed of fulfillment. So, Mr. Speaker, we are com- 
pelled to take things as we find them, and proceed to administer 
the Government as though there were no Democratic party on the 
face of the earth. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. ; 

The gentleman from Georgia, and I may say the Democratic 
minority on this floor, come here now and criticise the bill reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, and yet that same body of 
men, both in the majority on this floor during the last Congress 
and in the minority on the floor now, have wholly failed to suggest 
asingle remedy for the troubles and the crushing evils that we are 
laboring under. . 

The President of the United States during the last Congress ap- 

led to this House of Representatives to afford him some sort 
of relief, and his proposition was the issnance of a gold-bearin 
bond. His pr ition was to revolutionize the entire financia 
system of in Uprsenienet so far as the borrowing of money was 
concerned. And yet his party, his Administration, could not mus- 
ter on this floor one-half of the Democratic vote to stand by him: 
and while the President was proclaiming and notifying Congress 
that unless some relief was offered there would be an early sus- 
pension of ie payments, this Democratic majority on the floor, 
with more than one hundred nes were absolutely unable to 
offer to the country and to the Administration any sort of relief 
whatever. And to-day the President has no party behind him 
or for him in the country. . 

The differences of opinion were as vital and were as bitterly 
fought out then as they are being fought out in the country now 
in the Democratic States, or as they are on this floor here and 
now. Sowehavetoassume that the Treeaaey of the United States 
is without funds.. 

Gentlemen talk about there being money enough. What do we 
hear in the organization of our committees as to enforced economy 
in expenditures? What do we discover, looking back over the 
history of the appropriations of the last Congress? They were 
large in the te; but they did not meet the necessities of 
the people. e demand for theerection of public buildings was 
almost totally ignored. The improvement of the rivers and har- 
bors of the country was practically abandoned. And when we 
made appropriations, probably most of them judicious ones, we 
found the Secre’ of the Treasury figuring how not to meet the 
appropriations of Congress. 

he repeal of the McKinley law had deprived the — growers 
of the country of that on which they had a right to depend; and 
when a Democratic Congress had appropriated upward of $5,000,- 
000 for the relief of those people we suddenly discovered that 
there had come a iferous growth upon the administration of 
the laws and the Constitution of the United States, and a bureau 
officer of this Government, actuated possibly by his own self-con- 
ceit, actuated possibly by the general demand for the curtailment 
of appropriations, repealed the law of Congress and refused to 
execute it. We find stalking through these Departments a total 
disregard of law. A petty head of a Department, after having 
been rebuked by the Congress of his own party upon the same 
question involved later, dared to repeal the act which made appro- 
a for the Department of Agriculture, dared to violate the 

w of his country just as viciously as any mob in the whole coun- 

try ever dared to doit. The troops of the y were 

led out to suppress the insurrection of Debs in Chicago; and 
yet Debs and his followers no more flagrantly violated the law 
of the country than did this Seer of Agriculture when he 
refused to carry into effect the law of gress, a law inst the 
passage of which he had protested and which was over his 
protest. 

So we come to find these things ha: ing, and 


tlemen 
tell us that there is ee Yioee i 


edo not believe it; and, 


kindly as we would trea implicitly as we would rely u 
their statements as tlemen, we can oon believe their sehen 
as members of the ocratic 


What, then, is to be done? fn ety Set bes ene 
stood by the Treasury, always defended the honor of this Govern- 
ment, always seen to it that the appropriations of Congress should 
be met, shall we hesitate to pro necessary revenue? 

What is the bill before us? If this was an original tion 
to borrow money upon bonds, there might bea great of ground 
tleman on the other side yesterday under- 


for our ition. A 
tive Administrations 
0 c , and he admitted the 
on, but undertook to say that the Admin- 
this Democratic Administration had also 
Thatlearned gentleman, 


this 
istration thathad 
been a failure in its financial 
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that able exponent of Democracy, forgot to state that during the 
Administration of Harrison we paid over $250,000,000 of the bonded 
national debt, and that up to this time this Administration has sold 
$162.500,000 of the bonds of the Government, and now conies back 
for more authority and threatens this country with $200,000,000 
more. That is the difference between the two Administrations. 
One decreases the debt by $250,000,000, the other increases it by 
nearly a like sum. 

But let me go rapidly forward. If this was an original propo- 
sition to borrow money, it would not be herein a Republican House 
of Representatives. We have not had to borrow money. It is 
something new tous. We have been enabled to run this Govern- 
ment without any oppression upon the people, and constantly pay 
the national debt. At theclose of the war the bonded debt of the 
country was nearly $3,000,000,000, and when we turned it over to 
Mr. Cleveland it was only about $700,000,000. During his Admin- 
istration he has succeeded in adding to the national debt over 
$250,000,000, and the Lord only knows in what shape it will be 
turned over to us again. It is new business for the Republican 
party to borrow money for any other purpose than to protect and 
make possible specie payments by the Treasury Department. 

And now what is happening? We have a lawin Congress that 
no man proposes to repeal. Gentlemen on the other side have not 
offered any proposition, either in this Congress or in any other 
that I know anything about to repeal the act of 1875, called the 
resumption act. That act authorized the President of the United 
States to borrow money for resumption purposes only, and that 
law has never been violated by a Republican President. Whether 
that law has been violated by a Democratic President I leave to 
the gentleman from Texas Mr. BAILEY] to discuss, if he sees fit 
to do it. That law authorized the President to borrow money 
upon bonds at 4 and 5 per cent interest. If at 4 per cent, he 
might make the bonds for thirty years; if at5 per cent, for a lesser 
term; but he could borrow money upon no other bonds. And so 
stands the law of this country to-day. 

So, Mr. Cleveland’s proposition to Congress having failed in the 
last session, he proceeded to borrow under that law. I do not 
care to stop now and discuss the results of that loan. It was the 
most unfortunate blot upon the record of American financiering— 
done in a night; done in a secret chamber somewhere; done with- 
out the knowledge of Congress; done without the knowledge of 
the people; done in the interest of a speedy relief of the Treasury, 
and it cost the Treasury not less than $10,000,000, that went into 
the hands of men who ought not to have had a dollar for all they 
did, above a reasonable commission—in striking contrast with the 
record of the Republican administration in 1873. 

Now, what do we say by this bill? We say that if this thing is 
to go on we will here and now divide this scheme of finance. One 
shall be a scheme for the redemption of outstanding notes of the 
Government. The money raised for resumption purposes shall 
be kept separate and apart from the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. We will not have the statutes and laws of the country 
trampled under foot in spirit if not in letter by the Treasury De- 
partment any more. We will not have money borrowed for re- 
demption purposes used in the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. So we say that in the event the Treasury of the United 
States shall become unable to pay the current appropriations of 
Congress, then and in that case the 3 per cent certificates of in- 
debtedness may be issued by the Treasury Department, and that 
only in case of emergency; that bonds shall not be issued for cur- 
rent expenditures without necessity, but only to relieve the Treas- 
ury from the bungling of incompetent administration and from 
the violation of the spirit if not the letter of the law of 1875. 

Then we say that in order to protect the gold reserve, which all 
concur is a necessary adjunct toa sound financial system, we will 
authorize the President to change the mode of operation under the 
law of 1875, and that he may sell 3 per cent bonds instead of 4 per 
cent bonds. Hemay make them payable in fifteen years ‘anton of 
thirty years, and redeemable after five years if the Government 
shall be able to do it, and Ithinkit will. I think the signs of the 
times all indicate that the old party that knows how to pay the 
national debt is coming back into power, and it will pay the na- 
tional debt again and give the Democracy of some future genera- 
tion, if again it comes into power, an opportunity to pile it up, 
as it has always done. [Laughter.] 

Then wesay just this much further: You shall make these bonds 
payable in fifteen years; you shall make them redeemable in five; 
and then you shall never again—never again—enter into a finan- 
cial conspiracy to harm the people of the United States by any 
more secret syndicate contracts. Not only shall you sell this new 
3 per cent loan, if necessary, so that all the people of the country 
shall know what is going on—shall have an opportunity to take 
them, have an opportunity to bid for them—but under that changed 
law of 1875 we say, even if you resort to that law and want to 
sell a 4 per cent or a 5 per cent bond, you shall do that by public 
outcry, as it were, through the Treasury and every depository of 
Government throughout the country. That is all there is in 








de 


It is not to enlarge the power to issue bonds, 
except when the Treasury is in default for money to pay its obli- 


this proposition. 


ations. If the statement of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

URNER] be a true one, if he is a correct prophet, andif he rightly 
foretells the future, there never will be one of these certificates 
issued in the country. I think if there is one of them issued it 
will be during the term of Mr. Cleveland or very soon thereafter, 
for the Republican party does not issue certificates of indebted- 
nese—they pay cash as they goalong. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

Why, my countrymen, what is there here that any man shall 
object to on the score that he is not willing to issue any more 
bonds? You do not propose to repeal the act of 1875? You do not 

yropose to take away the barrier that all this time has stood 

bet ween the greenback dollar and depreciation for want of a re- 
deemer? Surely not. Then what objection is there in changing 
the law in the interest of a lower rate of interest and in the inter- 
est of a more public if not a more honest administration of the 
Treasury Department? 

So, Mr. Speaker, waiving no jot or tittle of my opposition to the 
general idea of increasing the public debt of the country, I am 
willing to vote for this measure as a measure of relief to the 
Treasury Department, and I am willing to do it even though it 
be to rescue a Democratic Administration from bankruptcy and 
disgrace. Behind the pe ay of the public places by the 
Democratic party there stands my country; behind the Adminis- 
tration, the most unutterable in its total failure of perfection of 
any Administration that this country ever had; behind it all, and 
underneath it, is my country, a country which the Republican 
party has saved in war and saved in peace; a country that will, 
in the hands of the Republican party, again rise from the ashes of 
Democracy and go forward to ultimate glory and perfection. 
{Loud a — on the Republican side. } 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to recite to the House 
a very few historical facts. Under the act of 1878, known as the 
Bland-Allison Act, $383,000,000sil ver dollars were coined and placed 
in circulation, every one of which is to-day a partof our currency. 
On the 14th of July, 1890, the Congress of the United States passed 
what is known as the Sherman law, which required the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase monthly 4,500,000 ounces of fine 
silver. That amounted to 54,000,000 ounces every year, or 540,- 
000,000 ounces rt ten years. This extraordinary legislation, 
legislation enacted by the Republican party and approved by a 
Republican President, was the beginning of the distress which 
now fills our country. 

No wonder that such legislation should have alarmed the com- 
mercial world. You can trace financial disaster from that hour, 
just as you can trace the track of a cyclone. The customs receipts 

lainly indicate the —— of the disaster. In the month of 
Tae. 1890, the month preceding the enactment of that law, 94.6 
per cent of all the revenues of the Government received at the 
custom-house in New York—and that is where the great bulk of 
our revenues from importation is collected—94.6 of all the reve- 
nues there received, I say, was paid in gold. Gold then was freely 
in circulation. It was upon the counter of every bank, and im- 
porters preferred paying gold to any othercurrencyin discharge of 
customs dues. Ninety-four and six-tenths per cent of the customs 
revenues received at the New York custom-house was paid in gold 
in that month of June, 1890, and that was about the rate for other 
months preceding. 

Passing on, now, one year, we find that in the month of June, 
1891, only 12} a cent of the customs dues were paid in gold, 
showing that the want of confidence in our financial system had 
become fixed in the mind of the commercial world. The returns 
for June, 1892,show that of the entire revenue collected at the 
custom-house at New York only 8.3 per cent was paid in os. 
showing that there had been an increase in the want of confidence 
between June, 1891, and June, 1892. Coming down another year, 
the record shows that for the month of June, 1893, not one cent, 
not the millionth t of a cent of the revenues collected at the 
port of New York were paid in gold. Gold ceased to flow into 
~ — ury. The gold currency of the United States was then 

oarded. 

The country was in the throes of a great panic, and our extreme 
distress was upon us. Then, in the month of October, 1893, Con- 
gress repealed the Sherman law, and what was the result? Inthe 
month of October, 1893, 37.6 per cent of the customs dues were 
paid in gold, Then it was that a renewed attack was made upon 
the reserve, poms out of afurther want of confidence in our 
currency, and, as I believe, largely on account of the action of the 
Fifty-third Congress. So it happened thatin the month of Octo- 
ber, 1894, again not one dollar of gold entered the Treasury of the 
United States through our custom-houses. Again—and this isthe 


last report which is accessible to me—in the month of September, 
1895, not one dollar of von came into the Treasury through the 
custom-house at New York. 


This, Mr. Speaker, is a strange, an extraordinary condition of 
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affairs. It shows that the commercial world has no confidence: jy 
our financial system, that confidence has not been restored, .),j 
that to-day there is still a want of confidence in the currenc, 
our country. Is that very remarkable, sir, when we have jy 
circulation 423,000,000 of silver dollars, the metallic value of wi)i.-) 
is about 50 cents on the dollar, and about $500,000,000 of le +a). 
tender paper money outstanding against a reserve of less t)i,y 


$100,000, in gold? Is it atallremarkable that there should |). a 
want of confidence when such a condition of affairs exists? 
Mr. Speaker, I have reached the conclusion, which is firj)|y 


fixed in my mind, that the great and paramount duty of Coie 

is to restore confidence in the currency of our country. A si1)))), 
resolution d by Congress that it is the purpose and policy of 
this great Republic to maintain inviolate its standard of vilye 
would be worth a great deal more to the American people ani to 
the prosperity of the country than a bondissue. What the Aimer- 
ican people demand, what the commercial world needs, is a de|,- 
ration of that kind. The thing that stands in the way of our 
prosperity and of the entire recuperation of the business of {|e 
country is the absence of an effort to remove all doubt from the 
mind of the commercial world and from the minds of our own 
people as to the absolute stability and safety of our currency, t)e 
absolute fixedness and certainty of our standard of value. 

In 1875, when the act was passed for the issuing of our coin bonis, 
there was not a million silver dollars in circulation, and their 
coinage was suspended. To-day, as I have already said, we hiaye 
$423,000,000 of them and five hundred millions of uncovered })aper 
money, making over $900,000,000 in circulation, all dependent 11))0n 
a low Treasury reserve. And that, too, with our ple divided in 
opinion on the question. I unite with my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] in saying that I have no word of cen- 
sure for gentlemen who do not agree with me. I concede to gen- 
tlemen who differ with me honesty of opinion, but I do invyit 
investigation and honest discussion in respect to the existing con- 
dition of affairs and the causes of it. What is the apprehension 
of our own people? What is the apprehension of the commercial 
world in respect to our financial condition? It is that it may at 
any time be precipitated to a silver basis. A very large propor- 
tion of the membership of the two great political parties is to-day 
advocating free coinage of silver at a ratio of 16to 1. Those ven- 
tlemen with whom I agree on that subject, no matter of what po- 
litical party they may be, are absolutely of the opinion that free 
coinage would result in silver monometallism in the United 


States. 

This being the state of mind of the country, this being the sen- 
timent of the commercial world in respect to our currency, are we 
discharging our duty to the American people when we propose to 
— such a law as this? The proposition is to sell a coin bond. 

uppose that our free-silver friends should succeed two years 
hence in passing an act for the free, unlimited, and independent 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, what would be the result? 
These bonds would be payable in coin and could be discharged in 
silver dollars worth much less than 100 cents on the dollar com- 

ared with our present currency. Now, this is the apprehension 
in the minds of people at home andabroad. What is the purpose 
of this bill? It is to sell bonds for gold to replenish the gold re- 
serve. No member who joined in reporting this bill has ever con- 
ceived it — that these bonds, would be sold for anything else 
than gold; yet the bill provides that they shall be redeemed in 
coin—that is, in either gold or silver; and if the country should 
come to asilver basis they could be discharged in depreciate! 
money. I appeal to the House whether this meets the wants of 
the country. Does this answer to the situation of the hour? 

I am satisfied that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinctry], 
does not contemplate anything else than that these bonds shall be 
sold for gold and that they shall be paid in gold. If that is true 
why not say so upon tne face of the bonds? There is not a mem- 
ber in this House, there is not a citizen in the land, who would 
not regard it as honorable and right to return that which he had 
borrowed. The authors of this bill know that gold is require | to 
maintain the gold reserve. The object of this bill is to provide 
gold for that purpose. Yet these bonds will go out into the 
markets of the world with the vm ger en upon their face that 
they can be discharged in any kind of coin which happens to be 
standard money when the bonds falldue. I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that this does not meet the exigencies of the situation. It may 
meet the exigencies of the political situation, it may meet the ex- 
igencies of the Republican party, but it does not meet the 
requirements of the country; it does not meet the requirements 0! 
commerce; it does not restore that confidence which the Amer- 
ican people so much desire. 

These bonds are redeemable after five years. They are required 
to be sold in this country to the highest bidder; and all that the 
bidder need dois to reach his hand into the Treasury reserve, tae 
out the gold, buy the bonds, and the Treasury is where it bega". 
No unity eee to strengthen the gold currency of the 
United States. No opportunity is given to negotiate for gold 
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abroad. The powers which the oe of the Treasury now has 
under cuteting tone are taken from him by this bill. 

So, Mr. Speaker, Ican come to noother conclusion from my stand- 

int than that this bill is a miserable makeshift. The President 
Soe asked Congress for bread for the people and the Republican 

rty has given himastone. It isnoimprovement onexisting con- 
Fitions. fixisting conditions are preferable to the conditions that 
will occur under this legislation. ; 

I can not for one give this billmysupport. If itsframers would 
simply deal with this proposition can idly, and say that the Gov- 
ernment would pay that which it borrowed; if they would say 
what I believe they really mean—that it is their purpose and the 

urpose of the Congress of the United States to maintain inviolate 
the parity of all our money and to maintain at all hazards the 
fixedness and stability of our standard of value—I would vote for 
this bill, come from what quarter it might. ; 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party has disappointed the coun- 
try. The Republican party has turned the head of its columns 
toward Sedan. The American people will not be satisfied with 
this proposed legislation. I know that men who agree with me 
are perhaps in a minority on this side of the House. I know that 
they are in a minority of a minority in the Committee on ae 
and Means, the Committee on Banking and Currency, and the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; yet I verily believe 
that the Executive who has appealed to this Congress to maintain 
the public credit and the national honor represents more com- 
pletely the better thought of the country and the American peo- 
ple than any man living to-day. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I take consolation in standing with those whom I believe 
to be right. The Republican party is making this great blunder; 
it is not responding to the necessities of the country. There will 
be a coxival ad democracy in these United States. The spirit of 
Andrew Jackson, who restored the gold currency to this country 
in 1834, still walks the earth to inspire patriotic men in this emer- 
gency. You may rely upon it that ultimately the country will 
come to the position that it is the duty of the American people 
and that it is absolutely necessary to their welfare and prosperity 
to maintain inviolate their standard of value. 

I am not here, and never have been, toadvocate striking down a 
silver circulation. There is not to-day a gold country in the 
world that does not largely use silver in its circulation. There is 
not a silver country in the world that uses gold at all. I wish, so 
far as I am concerned—and thatis the opinion of those with whom 
T agree—that we may have the very largest silver circulation con- 
sistent with the unquestioned maintenance of our standard of 
value. This is our position, and, in my humble judgment, this 
will be the position of the Democracy in 1896. And when that re- 
vival comes, when there is recurrence to the time-honored princi- 
ples taught by Jackson and Benton and Calhoun in 1834, when the 
gold currency was restored to the country, and again proclaimed 
in Congress in 1853, when it was made secure, the Democratic 
party will regain and hold the confidence of the American people, 
for it will stand for the liberty of the citizen, the liberty of the 
State, the liberty of commerce, honest government and sound 
money, the prosperity of the people, and the triumph of constitu- 
tion vernment. — applause. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SwANson]. 

Mr. PATTE N. Before the gentleman from Virginia pro- 
ceeds I desire to return the time which I have remaining to my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

The SPEA pro tempore (Mr. Hopkins). In whose time 
has the tleman spoken? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Inthe time of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has exhausted the time of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I had ten minutes accorded me by the 
Chair, which I have not exhausted, and I desire to yield that time 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I am indeed grateful to my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] for yielding me time to 
address this House upon the pending proposition. 

The ne has 9 a yerane —_ : the a’ A this Con- 
gress to ascertain w were the policies of the ublican 
in dealing with the great difficulties which to-day Gente oe us— 
what measures this party would offer to relieve the present dis- 


Last Monday the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
the Republican leader of this House, stated that y and 
er his party would present measures which they conceived 
would relieve the country and answer its present wants. 

Two bills have been presented by this party for this purpose. 
You have, by the adoption of the rule of yesterday ro to-day, 
deprived the House o all right to offer or vote upon any amend- 
ments to th ——— This House is compelled to either 

em. 


Before proceeding to a discussion of these measures, I desire to 
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enter my protest against any such method of procedure. It isthe 
first time since the organization of this House that measures of 
such magnitude as these of to-day and yesterday have been pre- 
sented and the House deprived of all right of amendment. It is 
depriving this House of its most sacred right, the right to perfect 
legislation in accordance with its ideas and convictions. Deprived 
of this right, this House ceases to be a representative or a deliber- 
ative ; 

If I mistake not, when the great Napoleon, as first consul, reor- 
ganized the Government of France he created a legislative body of 
500, whose duties were confined to the consideration of such meas- 
ures as he presented to them, and these measures could only be 
accepted or rejected, they could not be amended. They were com- 
pelled to partake of the viands spread before them or starve. They 
had no privilege of selection. 

The Speaker of this House, the first consul of the Republican 
party, has transformed this House into a pretended legislative body 
the very counterpart of the one organized by the French despot to 
serve his ambitious purposes. We can only consider such meas- 
ures as the Committee on Rules, of which heis chairman, reports, 
and the measure thusreported must be either accepted or rejected, 
the House can not amend them. The pretended legislative body 
of France was only a refiex of the imperial will of the first con- 
sul. This House by this tyrannical method becomes only a reflex 
of the imperial will of the Speaker. Wecan only get legislation 
fashioned by his hand. This House ceases to represent the coun- 
try, but becomes only an instrument to give approval to the de- 
signs of the Speaker. It destroys the freedom of this assembly. 
which should be the model representative body of the world. You 
Republicans, by adopting these rules, say you owe your allegiance 
to the Speaker. I recognize my allegiance alone to my constitu- 
ency. As you Republicans have nearly unanimously voted for 
these rules, which prevent all amendment, I presume you consider 
that these measures are perfection, so far as Republican thought 
and policy can make them. They contain all the country may 
expect from you. They embody all the hopes and promises of 
your party. It is your method of dealing with the present diffi- 
culties. Your bill passed yesterday did not receive a Democratic 
vote. The present one will not receive any Democratic support. 

I shall state frankly and candidly my objections to your bills, 
I shall discuss them fully so that this House and the country may 
understand your designs and purposes. 

If your measures become law, instead of lessening they will 
greatly aggravate the present difficulties. 

I announce, and it can not be successfully contradicted upon 
this floor, that the design and the ultimate effect of your meas- 
ures will be to take out of circulation and retire the legal-tender 
Treasury notes and greenbacks, amounting to $500,000,000, about 
one-third of the entire money of the country, without substituting 
any thing in their place. 

Your bills accomplish this in two ways: One by collecting a 
large surplus in the Treasury by taxation; and the other by pro- 
viding for the sale of bonds to add to this surplus, until you have 
collected in the Treasury and withdrawn from circulation all the 
notes redeemable in coin. 

Yesterday, under a pretense of a deficiency in the revenue, you 
passed a bill which you admit will collect in taxes from the peo- 
ple $40,000,000 a year. You provide that it shall continue in force 
until the 1st of August, 1898. Thus, under this bill, by your own 
admission, you will collect in money and put in the Treasury 
about $105,000,000. 

On the ist of December last the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury showed that there was in the Treasury $177,406,386.62. 
He estimates that next year there would be, under the present 
law, a deficiency of $17,000,000 and the-succeeding year a sur- 
plus of $7,000,000. Thus, under your bill of yesterday, you make 
the Government stretch forth its hand by taxation and collect 
from the a overtaxed and impoverished people $175,000,000 
to lock up in the Treasury. But, as this would still leave out 
in circulation about $325,000,000 of coin notes, you come to-day 
and supplement your bill of yesterday by providing for the sale 
of bonds to get gold enough to redeem this amount of coin 
notes, which, when redeemed, will be kept in the Treasury and 
out of circulation. With a surplus of revenue over expenses, as 
you provide, there is no way of getting this amount of money in 
circulation again. Your bill does not provide for cancellation, 
but as this vast amount will be locked up in the Treasury, out of 
circulation so far as the people and business are concerned, it 
will be the same thing, equally as ruinous and disastrous. Thus 
this legislation means the destruction, so far as the people are 
concerned, of about $500,000,000 of the present currency without 
substituting anything in its place. I believe that this would re- 
sult in untold disasters to the vast majority of the people. I be- 
lieve it would precipitate a panic more frightful than any we have 
yet witnessed. I believe it would reduce the supply of currency 
so as to paralyze all business and manufacturing enterprises. I 
believe it would still further depress the prices of all products and 
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property. I believe it would add double burdens on the debtors 
and benefit only our foreign creditors and a few money lenders 
and speculators in this country. [Applause.] 

IT am not one of those who believe in contracted currency. Iam 
not one who believes that we have at present a redundant currency. 
I think we should increase instead of decrease our currency. 
Those who advocate the gold standard and claim that we have too 
much currency at present are mistaken and base their conclusions 
on the per capita theory of money. They claim that we have more 
money per capita now than we ever had before, but there is no big- 
ger humbug in the world than the theory that money should be in 
proportion tothe population. Wedonottradein people. Men are 
not bought and sold. Wetradein property. As money isa stand- 
ard of value and a medium of exchange, itshould bear a proportion 
to the property and businessof the ee The best measure of 
the business of a country is the value of its property. 

Let us ascertain what was the relation between property and 
money under normal and natural conditions. The census of 1860 
is the last census by which we can ascertain this. In 1860 we had 
the free coinage of both gold and silver. In 1870 we were ona 
greenback basis and had neither gold norsilver. In 1880 and 1890 
we had demonetized silver. Thus the last census which can give 
us the proper relation, under normal and natural conditions, be- 
tween property and money is the census of 1860. 

In 1860 our property amounted to $16,159,616,068, and our cir- 
culation to $485,407,252. Thus we then had $1 for every $37 worth 
of property. In 1890 we had $65,087,091,197 of property and only 
$1,429,251,270 of currency. About the same proportion exists to- 
day. Thus at present we have only $1 for every $45 worth of 

roperty. 
. we should make our currency bear the same proportion to 
property that it did in 1860, ins of decreasing our currency by 
retiring the greenbacks and other coin notes, we would have to 
increase it about 21} per cent, or about $305,000,000. If we re- 
tired the greenbacks and coin notes, we would have only $1 to 


every $69 worth of peepee 

Now, the force of a dollar is limited. It can only give value to 
@ certain amount of property and answer certain demands. Un- 
less our currency is increased, the natural results will be that $45 
worth of property will be reduced in value until it is only worth 
$37. The shrinkage in value of produce and rty of all kinds 
shows that this inexorable law is working and depressing prices. 
Unless we reform our financial system, there will be a further and 
greater fall in prices. 

To retire $500,000,000 of the currency, as here , would 

oduce a fall in prices frightful to contemplate. Values of all 

inds of property would be swept away so surely and quickly that 
2 a —— he a an was ar _ ol 
on in country n greatly exaggerated. ovem 
1 the Secretary of the Treasury estimated that the entire circula- 
tion amounted to $1,598,859,316. He fails to deduct from this the 
amounts held by the banks as a reserve. 

On the 28th of September, 1895, all banks in the United States 
had in their vaults, in cash, $568,783,783.61. Their deposits on 
that day amounted to $4,886,899,331.28. Thus the banks owed on 
demand eight times more had in their vaults. Thus 
they had loaned far below the mit and would be compelled 
to keep that amount locked up in their vaults out of circulation. 
Deducting this from the amount given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it would leave about $1,030,000,000 in circulation. 

Now, the census of 1890 shows that the annual taxes collected 
in the United States for State city, county, and Federal er 
amounted to $1,040,478,018. us we have the amazing fact that 
the taxes collected in the United States each year are about $10,000,- 
000 in excess of the real money in circulation. Weareconfronted 
with the fact that each year yen ear of money in circulation 
must through either the F 
uries before it gets out again into circulation. 

Retire the greenbacks and coin notes, as here proposed, and the 
taxes of the country each will be.double the actual circulation. 
The censusof 1890shows that the minimum indebtedness 
of the United States amounts to ,170,546. Thus the indebt- 
edness is twenty times in excess of the real circulation. Retire the 

backs and coin notes and it will be forty times in excess of it. 
e annual interest charge in the United States, by the census of 
1860, amounts to $1,166,101,803. Thus, at t, the annual in- 
terest charge of this country is about $130,000,000 in excess of the 
real circulation. Retire the greenbacks and coin notes and it will 
thus, if this legislation , 
“hus, if this here to-da the blican 
eet peeves the taxes and interest paid ~ hae mame 
will be four times more than the real circulation among them. 

This would mean such a frightful sacrifice of property as in many 
cases would amount almost to confiscation. 

A comparison of the censuses of 1870 and of 1890 will exhibit the 
great loss sustained by the farmer on account of a contracted cur- 


rency and the partial introduction here of the gold standard. I! people. 


, State, city, or county treas- | session of 
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will only make the comparison in my own State, yet those of 
every other State are similar. " ° my 

In 1870 the capital invested in farming in Virginia amounted 
to $246,132,550,and the value of the productions were $51,774,801, 
In 1890 the capital invested in farming in Virginia amounted 
to $294,488,569, and the value of the products to only $42,244 45x. 
Thus in 1890 the farmers had invested in farming $48,356,019 
more than in 1870, yet received $9,530,343 less for their products, 
In other words, the farmers, with an investment of 19 per cent 
more of capital, made 24 per cent less in profits in 1890 than in 1870, 
In these dry figures can be read the distress, the poverty, and the 
wretchedness that has overtaken the farmer. They portray more 
vividly than eee how each year his profits have disappeared 
in falling prices until he is confronted with a load of indebtedness 
which he is powerless to remove. 

My vision stretches far beyond these dry figures of the census 
and I see the actualities of life which they indicate. In the aggro- 
gate of taxes in excess of money I see the difficulties of the people in 
meeting taxation. Isee a great sacrifice of property or else the tax 
collector’s sale. In the vast pile of indebtedness, standing out on 
the census report like some large mountain peak, I see an accumu- 
lated mass of woe and wretchedness. I see mogk homes, 
the occupants expecting each day to be turned adrift, without 
house or shelter. I see large business houses, profitable to the 
country, overshadowed with debt and tottering on the verge of 
ruin. I see, as the collection of this vast indebtedness proceeis, 
further fall in the prices of all property, and that men who think 
themselves rich, in disap values, will find themselves bank- 
= [Applause. ] 

hese conditions exist to-day. Retire the greenbacks and the 
coin notes without substituting saree in their place, as is here 
eee. and all these evils will be doubly intensified. 

e currency of a country must bear a proper Sprig to its 
property, taxes, indebtedness, and business. Unless it does, low 
prices, bankruptcy, and general ene of business must follow. 

The trouble with us to-day is that our currency is too small in 
comparison with our oe business, taxes,and debts. When 
measured by these it is smaller to-day than ever before known in 
our history. If the greenbacksand Treasury notes are retired, you 
will next witness an assault upon the standard silver dollars in our 
circulation, amounting to nearly $450,000,000. The same powers 
to-day seeking to destroy the greenbacks and Treasury notes have 
declared war upon these. No currency has their approval except 

d and national-bank notes redeemable in gold. When they 

ve destroyed the Treasury notes and greenbacks and silver, as 
is now contemplated, there will remain nothi oe gold to re- 
deem the national-bank notesin. The national banks can never 
bring = relief to the South and West, for every bank organized 
there decrease instead of increasing the currency. 

lf permission were given the banks, as sug , to issue notes 
up to the face value of the bonds, it would result in putting a still 
higher um on United States bonds. A bank organized in 
the South or West would have to send $120,000 North to purchase 
bonds and would then only receive $100,000 back in currency. 
Thus there would be $20,000 less in money in circulation after 
than before the bank was organi There is no relief in this for 
us, yet this is all the Republican party has to offer. It has ever 
stubbornly and ee refused to extend any financial relicf 
to the great South and West. The Republican party demonetized 
silver in 1873, when it was at a premium, withoutcause and witlh- 
out excuse, In 1875 it passed the —— act, which provided 
for retiring and destroying the ks. 1890, when it 
again came into power, it the Bland-Allison Act, passed 
by a Democratic ' was coining 2,000,000 silver dol- 
lars per month ae the Sherman Act, which bought 
silver and paid for it with gold without coining the silver. Last 

Congress the blican party voted almost solidly 
——— coining the $200,000,000 of silver bullion in the Treasury. 
o-day you have adopted a rule which prohibits us from offering 
as an amendment to your bill a proposition to coin this silver bul- 
lion in the Treasury. The of this would give all the re- 
lief claimed as necessary It would coin $55,000,000 of 
silver seigniorage, which would more than supply any imaginary 
ae of revenue. The currency would be increased to that 
amoun 

Out of the other silver bullion could be coined enough to retire 
all the Sherman coin notes which daily raid the Treasury for gold. 
This would reduce the coin notes ing the aaemee © such 
an extent as to relieve it of all difficulties. Thus by method 
the present troubles could be settled safely, and by an expansion 
instead of a contraction of the ee. But you Republicans 

bi to can party in both tho 


H 
in es the cancellation of the and requir- 
i a S00 in currency to the 
It was a Democratic House ves that passed 
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the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 and gave the people over 400,000,000 
standard silver dollars. When the effort was made in the last Dem- 
ocratic Congress to retire 3500,000,000 of greenbacks and Treasury 
notes, it was defeated by a large majority, and this money was 
preserved to the people. This bill, destroying this vast amount of 
money, to-morrow will pass this House bya large majority. The 
first act of legislation of the Republican party is destructive of 
the best interest of the people. 

You Republicans have utterly failed to respond to the wishes 
and desires of the country. You have turned a deaf ear to every- 
body except the greedy and avaricious bondholders and money 
lenders. The country in the next election will hold you toa 
strict accountability. Many who have hitherto aided you with 
their suffrages will desert you, as your intention is now manifest 
to put this country upon a contracted gold basis. Your advent 
to power in all the departments of the Government will mark the 
complete establishment here of the gold standard. 


The country now recognizes that the only hope for an enlarged 


currency, for the creation of a local currency to supplement the 
national currency, for a cessation of tariff agitation, for the re- 
monetization of silver, is with the Democratic party. This party 
alone has saved them their present currency against your destruc- 
tive hands. But for the — efforts and success of the Demo- 
cratic party we would have no greenbacks, no standard silver 
dollars to-day. The country now recognizes that, instead of 
expecting an increase of currency from the Republican party, it 
must save its present currency from the destroying efforts of this 

We are prepared for the conflict. The people of this 
country are determined to have financial relief, and they will bury 
with their condemnation this party and these men who, after being 
commissioned to come here, falsify their pledges and instead of 
being an aid are great hindrances in the consummation of this 


end. Lope scee- Y 
Mr. DY. ill the gentleman yield to me for one question? 
Mr. SWANSON. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. HARDY. I desire to ask if you have read the bill before 
the House, and if it does not state emphatically that this bill is not 
to retire the greenbacks? 

Mr. SWANSON, Yes, it does state that; but I would like the 
gentleman to tell me how he is going to get the greenbacks out in 
circulation again if they are not used to meet the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government. 

Mr. HARDY. We will do it as we have done before, by taking 
them and sending them out again—— 

Mr. LACEY. By buying Democratic bonds. 

Mr. SWANSON. Is that your proposition? Then your propo- 
sition is to sell bonds on Monday and pay a premium for them on 
Tuesday. That is oe financiering. 

Mr. HARDY. e gentleman stated in his opening remarks 
that there was a surplus in the Treasury to-day of $70,000,000, as 
stated ie ge? | of the Treasury. 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARDY. Iwill ask the gentleman if that surplus is a part 
of the $182,000,000 that Mr. Cleveland has borrowed? 

Mr. SWANSON. Itis, and I will say to the gentleman if he 
had listened to my statement he would have learned there would 
have been $182,000,000 locked up in the Treasury, out of circula- 
tion to-day, but for the necessity of issuing it to meet current 


expenses. 
7. HARDY. If ithad not been for the Democrats there would 
not have been any deficit. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SWANSON. I will tell you the difference between you and 
Mr. Cleveland, You come here by taxation, in addition to a sale 
of bonds, and try to retire all the greenbacks, while Mr. Cleve- 
land wishes to do so only by the sale of bonds. 

Mr. HARDY. No, sir; I came here by votes. 

Mr. SWANSON. I suppose that is what you came by. 

Mr. HARDY. There were 38,000 votes polled in my district. 
a — foamy get | your district? . 

r, e ot over 10,000 and beat my opponent b 
Mr. HARDY. H ; meals 
r. - tow many votes were cast in your district? 
— SWANSON. Ido not know,sir. I think there must have 


Mr. HARDY. There were more votes cast in three districts 
in my State than in all Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the gentleman 
on his shrewdness in talking about the number of votes cast in 
his district_instead of about the question before the House. 

I will tell you gentlemen on the other side the difference be- 
tween your plan and the President's, You say: “ We will get all 
the chickens in a coop, but we will not clip off their heads; ” the 
President wants to get them in the coop and clip of their heads. 
[Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

oe the hammer fell. ] 

r. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, as long as the present Administra- 
tion is in power it seems that we must be constantly confronted 


with the question of issuing bonds. It is not a pleasant thing to 
contemplate. In former days the Republican party provided for 
the issuance of bonds to maintain the necessary reserve for the 
redemption of our Treasury notes. 

No one then thought that the funds thus provided for would be 
used for anything except the keeping up of the reserve, and as 
long as the revenues of the Government equaled or exceeded its 
current expenditures there was no reason for arly apprehension as to 
the misuse of the law of 1875. But now dear-bought experience 
has taught us that some more convenient formof bonds should be 
provided for, and at the same time the Government should be 
restricted in the sale of all bonds, so that private and scandalous 
contracts may not again startle the country. 

I would be glad to be able to vote for the repeal of all laws au- 
thorizing the issuance of Government bonds, and I would do so if 
it were not evident that from time to time the issuance of such 
bonds may become necessary. 

When under Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration, under the 
tariff laws then in force, bonds were called in and paid off, and 
when during Mr. Harrison’s term an immense amount of the 
national debt was paid off and extinguished, we gave but little 


thought to the question of what kind of interest-bearing obliga ; 


tions we should issue in the future. 

But under the mismanagement of the present Administration, 
with the new revenue law in full force, it is plainly evident that 
more money may be needed in the future from the same source, 

To-day the balance of cash in the Treasury is $175,452,183.80, 
including the shattered remains of the gold reserve. Mr. Cleve- 
land has already issued $162,400,000 of bonds, which realized 
about $178,000,000. If this money had not been borrowed, instead 
of having a balance of cash in the Treasury and a part of the re- 
serve, the whole of the reserve would have been gone, the cash 
balance would all have disappeared. and there would have been 
$3,000,000 of unpaid warrants. In fact, every pretext has been 
made use of to stand off and delay claims against the Government, 
or the showing would be even worse than this. 

The sugar bounty of $5,000,000 has been tied up by the ruling of 
Comptroller Bowler, and by the delay in the payment of the law- 
ful claims against the Government the balance in the Treasury is 
made to appear larger than it would have been had we paid current 
bills as our national honor requires. 

Notwithstanding the tender of relief by a revenue bill from this 
House, it is evident that before relief could come from that quar- 
ter another bond issue is exceedingly probable under existing law. 
The Republican party is in no wise responsible for this condition 
of things, but as we are now in power in this body, it becomes our 
duty to make such improvements in the system of bonds that a 
bond-issuing Administration may do as little harm as possible. 

The proposed bill provides two additional kinds of bonds at 
lower rates of interest than those provided for by the existing law; 
one kind to replace any loss in the coin reserve, and the other to 
supply any deficiencies in the current revenues. 

And in addition to these provisions the Secretary of the Treasury 
is forbidden to sell any bonds under the present bill or under the 
resumption act of 1875 except at public offers. 

The bill will give a more convenient and cheaper form of bonds 
than those provided for under the act of 1875, and will prevent 
any more private bond sales. If the tariff bill which we have just 
passed should become a law, we may have good reason to believe 
that not many bonds will become necessary hereafter. Butin the 
impending probability of some further issues by Mr. Cleveland it 
is necessary that some such measure as the one now before the 
House should be enacted. 

The Republicans are not favorable to bond issues. Such issues 
are a sign of financial disease. When an individual’s expenses 
exceed his income he issues his promissory notes for the deficiency. 
To maintain his credit he must increase his income or decrease his 
expenditures or reform his financial condition in both directions. 

Nations are amenable to the same laws. With un-American 
legislation we are met with an adverse balance of trade by the 
purchase of foreign —_ in excess of our exports, and by an in- 
adequate tariff the Treasury is met with a monthly deficit in the 
revenues. 

Under this condition bonds will be necessary from time to time 
until by Republican policy the country can again resume its for- 
mer prosperity. 

However averse we may be to bond issues we must recognize 
the fact that under this Administration they will be a necessity. 
We may not like the remedy, but disease can not be abolished by 
the destruction of all medicine. , 

The proposed bill puts this bond-issuing Administration under 
bonds to the public. It forbids the secret and devious methods of 
the last bond sale. 

If this bill should fail because of the votes of some of our Re 

ublican friends the result will be that the President will call in 
Ris favored syndicate for another inroad upon the Treasury, His 
remedy is to apply the leech. 


Nii 
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When you go before the people in the next campaign and criti- 
cise the next bond issue your constituents will ask you if a bill 
was not introduced to change this method of selling bonds and if 
you did not vote against it. 

It is argued by our Democratic opponents that the President 
does not want this bill to pass. This is a most excellent reason 
“— we should vote for it. 

ntlemen upon the other side seem to be very much divided 
we this question, and they also seem to be in great apprehension 
of a surplus in the Treasury. My friend from Virginia who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. Swanson] has been questioning us as to 
what we will do if a surplus arises from the revenue bill which 
was passed on yesterday, and from the redemption of the green- 
backs and their accumulation in the a nt? de The answer is 
very simple. We have never had any difficulty with a surplus. 
We bought bonds from time to time, as a surplus accumulated in 
the Treasury, and thus kept the money out among the ——. 
But the question before us now is not as to whether bon all 
be issued, but as to the character of the bonds that the Treasury 
may issue under the exigencies of the circumstances that surround 
us. Iam not one of those Republicans who have been inclined 
to criticise Mr. Cleveland merely for the issuance of bonds, I 
have never blamed him for the mere fact of the issuance of any 
bonds, but I have been inclined to criticise him and his party for 
having enacted legislation which rendered the issuance of bonds 
moony: and also for the manner in which those bonds were is- 
sued, r. Speaker, the bill now before us, if it had no other 
merit, ought to a Republican Congress because of the pro- 
vision which I will read, and to which I will briefly ask the atten- 
tion of the House: . 

Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds author- 
ized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, he shall advertise 
the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the Treasury 
poperens and at the subtreasuries and designated depositories of the 
United States. 

No such course was adopted when the last issue of bonds was 
made. Those bonds were sold secretly. A thing was done in the 
negotiation of those bonds that oe to be prohibited by law. 
Our Democratic predecessors in the — Con were in- 
vited, by a bill framed by the present Speaker of this House, to 
provide that the shady sort of transaction which had already taken 
place should not be repeated, but they refused to do so. 

This House will not do its duty if it does not enact legislation 
substantially embracing the provision which I have just read. 
Bonds were issued by the Administration under a secret contract 
at 1044, and they were a few days after put up and sold oo 
sale to bidders who were required to take them at 113}. mtle- 
men will remember that the President told us in his message that 
those bonds would not bring more than $104} under the existin 
condition of the market unless we would strike out the wor 
**coin” and insert ‘‘gold.” Co refused to do that, and the 
bonds were issued with the word ‘‘coin” instead of the word 
‘*gold.” They were offered at public sale af 1134, and the whole 
amount of those bonds was subscribed twenty times over in 
twenty minutes, showing that the F gs put no such low esti- 
mate upon the nation’s credit as Mr. Cleveland and his favored 
syndicate pretended to. 

On the ist day of last October the syndicate published their re- 
pee intended to defend the Administration. ey claimed that 

hey had made only about $4,000,000 upon the transaction, but 
gentlemen will remember how that computation was made. This 
estimate was made by figuring the difference between 104} and 
113}, and by deducting certain expenses which they claimed to 
have incurred in ee gold into the Treasury. But in that 
report the syndicate neglected one very ——— item. That 
was the fact that in the distribution of the bids they gave the in- 
dividual members of the syndicate the preference to take all those 
bonds at 113}, so that when the bonds were afterwards sold to 
the public at 1214, and even as high as 122, the individual mem- 
bers of the syndicate got the benefit of the rise, so that the real 
amount of their profit would run up to ten or twelve million dol- 
lars, instead of four millions, as 7 reported it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is time that we should call a halt upon 
transactions like that. We read in the morning papers of the 
last day or two that Mr. Stetson, a former law er of the Pres- 


pe and Mr. Morgan, the chief of the syndicate, have been 
ng a 
a bon 


° id 
rtentous visit to the — of the United States, and That 
issue is imminent. e visit of these gentlemen to this 

city bodes no good to the nation. We ought to provide as speed- 
ily as possible that no other bond issue shall be made on any such 
basis as that which disgraced the administration of the Treasury 
last time, and this bill which is now before the House will cover 
that t, and cover it fully. The bill provides, for a bond 
at a low rate of interest, 3 per cent, in order to the gold 
reserve. The existing law authorizes the issue of bonds at 4 and 
5S percent. Someshorter term bond, redeemable at five and matur- 


ing at fifteen years, as this bill vides, ought to take the place 
of the Soartheen bonds of the act of 1875, iscmnsinien might 


arise rendering it impossible to float a 3 per cent bond at par, and 
therefore it es necessary, in the opinion of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that the old law shall be retained. The sec- 
ond section of this bill provides a method of raising funds in case 
of a temporary deficiency in the revenues. 

That, it seems to me, ought to be passed. It is not proposed by 
this bill to retire the greenbacks, but to maintain them. I, for 
one, believe that the retention of the greenback is essential to the 
maintenance of the parity of the money of this country; that if 
the Government ‘‘ goes oui of the banking business,” as has been 
so often suggested, the result would be that the duty of maintain- 
ing that parity would fall upon the bankers alone, and I fear that 
they would not be equal to the task if it should involve any loss. 

Tn 1893, when the ury came into the breach and sold bonds 
and maintained the parity of all our money—if that duty had 
fallen on the bankers would they have maintained that parity at 
a loss to themselves? Banks are not eleemosynary institutions; 
they are organized to make money; and instead of helping to 
maintain the parity in the panic of 1893 they even failed to pay 
their ordinary certificates of deposit in coin, silver, copper, or paper 
of ae kind. Idonot blamethem for this, but it shows that we can 
notrely upon the banks to maintain the quality of our paper money 
if to do so would involve them in any loss. The greenback, on 
the other hand, has been maintained by the Government. The 
amount of the issue has not been excessive; and although it has 
cost something to maintain this currency, the result has been to 
equalize all the different kinds of money, and the saving of in- 
terest greatly exceeds any expense in which the Government has 
been involved by the issuance of these notes. 

That condition of things has been recognized in this bill. The 
last Congress, the Republican side of it at least, voted almost 
unanimously for substantially the same proposition which is be- 
fore the House at the present moment. When that proposition 
was offered there was ngage: Be dissenting voice in regard to it 
on this side of the Chamber. Now that we have the power in this 
body to strengthen the —— credit by tendering to the Treasury 
these two forms of bonds, it seems to me we ought to do so frankly 
and fully, and at the same time tie the hands of the Secretary as 
against any more such sales, Let us have no more dark-lantern 
bond syndicates. 

Yesterday we sent over to the other end of the Capitol a reve- 
nue bill—a bill in regard to which the only complaint from the 
other side is that it may produce more revenue than the country 
will need at this partic time. We know full well that if we 
have a surplus we can get rid of it by the purchase or payment 
of bonds in carrying on the Government, but when a deficiency 
comes that deficiency is not merely a danger to the Government, 
itis a danger to every institution that has credit in the United 
States. If the Treasury is sick the whole body politic will also 
suffer. Our entire financial system is so interwoven that the 
credit of the nation is essential to the credit of its people. 

We have been told that we should not stir up the tariff again in 
this Congress; that the American people needrest. Mr. Speaker, I 
deny that. It is not rest that the American people need; it is 
work; it is employment; and they have been out of that since the 
Democratic en came into power more than two years ago. 

Mr. MILES. Who was it that suggested that the country 
needed a rest from tariff agitation? as it not the man who is 
responsible for the measure pending before this House and the 
one which ote 

Mr. LACEY. To whom does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. MILES. To the Speaker of this House. 

Mr. LACEY. AsI understand, the gentleman to whom refer- 
ence is made has been charged with having some connection with 
the passage of the bill which went through the House yesterday, 
he edn | oO the ‘‘conspiracy” in the Committee on Rules 
by which that bill passed through this House. Now, if he is 

with saying that the country needed entire rest from 
tariff agitation, he certainly gave a full answer to that charge 
yesterday by aiding in the passage of that bill, which will give 
work to some portion of the American people. 

Mr. MILES. Do you deny that he did say what I have stated? 
Mr. LACEY. He did not say it in the sense in which my friend 


would im Ze 
Mr. MIL . Explain, then, the sense in which he used the lan- 
guage if it was not in reference to the tariff. Was the language 
d ckian sense, as a friend near me suggests? 
Mr. LACEY. The nan was simply this, that the tariff 
question should not beagitated in the present Congress in the form 
of a general revision, with a hostile President of the United States 
and an uncertain body at the other end of the Capitol. In this 
House, thanks to the people, there is Republican strength enough 
to pass such a bill as ought to be passed in the interests of the 
American le by a two-thirds majority. But that situation 
does not el elsewhere. An agitation such as would open up 
the entire question is not, therefore, now desirable. ThatI under- 
stand to be the full scope of the remark to which the gentleman 
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Maryland . Mixes] refers. But on the other hand it is 
eae to oS revenues, and this side of the House has de- 
cided to do that in the line of a tariff bill which will a at least 


partial relief tothe Treasury on the one hand and to the peo- 
Sie out of employment on the other. There will be some protec- 
on in its added revenue. 

Mr. HYDE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. HYDE. Is there anything in this bill to prevent or arrest 
the continuance of the scandalous bond transactions which have 
been carried on in the past by the President, Mr. Stetson, and Mr. 
J. Pierpont Morgan, as referred to by the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not understand that under the Constitution 
we can pass an act for the punishment of anything which may 
have been done in that connection; such an act would be an ex 
post facto law. That act was committed last year. 

Mr. HYDE. I ask whether this bill does anything to prevent 
the continuance of such transactions. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill prevents any such wrong in the future, 

- because it requires that hereafter bonds shall only be sold by 
being offered to the public. — : a ; ; 

Mr. HYDE. Does this bill contain any provision which will 
prevent those men from continuing to do as they have done? 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman has not read this bill very closely 
or he would understand that it provides that whenever the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds authorized by 
this act, or by the resumption act, they must be offered at public 
sale. In this way the bill provides against the recurrence of the 
evils which even our friends on the other side must concede have 
existed in the last bond transaction. No one on either side ought 
to be proud of that transaction. No one on either side, I appre- 
hend, will be found to advocate it. 

Mr. COX. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. When you provide in one part of this bill for the re- 
demption of the greenbacks by the issue of bonds which are to be 

aid in coin, and at the same time provide for meeting deficiencies 
in the Treasury by the issue of certificates which are to be paid in 
lawful money, what do as mean? What are you driving at? 

Mr. LACEY. I think I heard my friend ask that question a 
while ago of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy], the 
framer of this bill, who certainly gave the gentleman a very full 
and satisfactory answer. 

Mr. COX. The answer was not at all satisfactory. I hope I 
shall get from the gentleman from Iowa a better one. I am 
happy to say I did not get much information on that subject. 

r. LACEY. If my friend did not understand then, I fear he 
will not understand now. But I will give him the suggestions 
which occur to me as to the purposes of the bill. There are two 
purposes of the bill. The first is to provide for the redemption of 
greenbacks in order to maintain them on a parity with gold and 
to keep ae he necessary reserve fund of the Treasury—— 

Mr. COX. I understand that. 

Mr. LACEY. Thesecond is—andit is a circumstance not likely 
to arise if the tariff bill of yesterday becomes a Jaw—but if it does 
become necessary to borrow money to pay the expenses of the Goy- 
ernment, there will be no jugglery, no hocus-pocus about it; no 
sale of bonds for = and the payment of gold out for greenbacks 
and the reissue of the greenbacks in the running expenses of the 
Government. But if there is a deficiency the money will be bor- 
rowed straight out with the certificates from the people, by issu- 
ing small-sized exchequer bonds, and when they are issued they 

1 create a fund in the Treasury to be used for the current gov- 
ernmental e we vy Ihave made it clear and plain to my 
friend from Tennessee at last. 

Mr. COX. Now, you say you issue a certificate to pay the def- 
icit of the Government expenditures. What will you pay them in? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave already answered my friend. ese bonds 
are payable—— 

r. COX. Will you pay in gold, silver, or greenbacks? 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). n the lawful money of the United 
States—gold, silver, or greenbacks. 

Mr. COX. Why not make the Suen pavehte the same way? 

Mr. LACEY. use they are issued to raise coin. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. You mean gold bonds, then? 

Mr. LACEY. They are payable in coin, and are issued for the 
pepe of getting coin. tis the identical thing they are is- 
— procure. one —_ be paid in the ame way, - ile the 

expenses of the Government are paid in the mone 
of the United States. = , 

This bill — to the people in the hour of need. It is safer 

to rely upon the patriotic citizens of the United States than upon 


any speculatin dicates of foreign capital. 
France appealed ¢ to her people in her hour of need when the 
ublic was only a few months old, and did not appeal in vain. 
We can as safely trust the people of this country. 


Whether this bill shall become a law or not, it will meet with 
the approval of the sober judgment of the country. 

It will furnish relief to the Treasury until a different Adminis- 
tration and a different policy shall relieve a depleted exchequor 
and a suffering people. 

It forbids the retirement of the greenbacks and strengthens, 
without contracting, the currency. 

It answers Mr. Cleveland’s message in a practical and straight- 
forward way. He demands the issuance of gold bonds, and insists 
that all efforts to maintain silver as money shall be abandoned. 
This bill returns a positive negative to his demand. 

He asks for the contraction of the currency to the amount of 
$5v0,000,000, without even suggesting any circulating medium 
to take its place. To this extraordinary demand the bill gives 
answer. 

The representatives of the people should recognize the difficul- 
ties of the situation, and the danger of another syndicated assault 
upon the Treasury and promptly pass this bill, which will render 
such methods impossible in the future. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
the reasons why I, as a Republican, oppose this bill. [Applause.] 
I went over my district in California recently, and upon every 
stump in that district I proclaimed the undying hostility of the 
Republican party to the issuance of bondsin the time of peace. 
[Applause.] I proclaimed the undying hostility of the Republi- 
can party to the action of the President of the United States and 
the Becrslery of the Treasury in issuing bonds in time of pro- 
found peace to defray deficiencies in the revenues, caused by their 
own conduct, in making contracts with a bond syndicate, that 
would not bear investigation by a hostile Congress. [Renewed 
applause.] And I regard this bill as giving the lie to everything 
we said before the elections in reference to the issuing of bonds; 
and for one I can never by any act or vote of mine condone what 
I believe to be an error not merely of the heart, but of the head; 
not merely of general policy, but an error arising almost to the 
dignity of an offense against the commonwealth, of allowing the 
bonds of the United States Government to be taken and controlled 
in the manner they were by the Treasury of the United States 
and a bond syndicatein a time of profound peace. [Applause. } 

This bill, in my judgment, stamps the seal of approval by the 


Republican party upon the action of these officers and upon the: 


issuance of these bonds in the manner I have stated. It continues 
in force the laws which now authorize the selling of bonds at 4 
per cent and at 5 per cent, and in addition to that gives authority 
to the Treasury to issue bonds at 3 per cent. 

Butah! the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says we ought 
to be patriotic, and that the American people will rise equal to 
the occasion and take the bonds at 3 per cent when they would 
be willing to give a foreigner 5 per cent on them. Iam in favor 
of the protection of American industries, and if a man is rich 
and is willing to loan his money to the Government, I want 
him to have as good a rate of interest as would be given to the 
Rothschilds or to that great power across the ocean which is will- 
ing to aid us in the war which we may perhaps have with the 
once mother country of this nation. I am opposed to it also be- 
cause it does attempt to retire the greenbacks—because it does re- 
tire the greenbacks, as I look at the law. Iam one of those who 
believe the greenbacks to be the best currency we have ever had 
in the United States. I am old enough to remember the days be- 
fore the war, and I remember that then when you went out of 
your own town, your own county, or your own State, into any 
other county or State in the nation, you were obliged to take a 
Thompson’s Bank Note Reporter with you and change it every 
week in order to know whether you were getting good money or 
bad. 

Now, the greenback goes current in any State of this American 
Union, and it ought to be protected and not injured in the house 
of its friends [applause], for we Republicans originated it. I be- 
lieve this bill will retire the greenbacks because of the second 
section of the bill, which suvtion that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall have the right to issue short-term certificates with which 
to pay the necessary expenses of the Government. If he issues 
those certificates to defray the necessary expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and at the same time if he issues bonds and redeems the 
greenbacks, as he has a right to do, emphasized and_ almost de- 
manded by this bill, what is to become of the greenbacks? He 
will not need them to defray the expenses of the Government, be- 
cause he will have these short-term certificates, and the green- 
backs will remain locked up in the Treasury vaults of the nation, 
and the currency will be contracted to that extent and nothing 
given in lieu. [Applause. ] 

I am opposed to this because it contradicts all the Republican 
latforms and all the Republican conventions and all the Repub- 
ican speeches that ever Il heard or made or wrote upon the ques- 

tion of the finances. 

Yesterday, against my will, against my protest, I voted for a 
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bill which in my judgment was unnecessary, which in my judg- 
ment was not a Republican measure, which in my judgment did 
not meet the case, which in my ju t was not what we were 
sent here todo. [Applause.] Because I believe thatthe verdict of 
the nation, in 1894, was that we should have a protective tariff, 
and not a tariff for revenue only [applause]; that the election of 
1894 stamped the seal of approval upon the McKinley bill and 
upon Bill McKinley himself, to the extent of indorsing the pro- 
tective policy by him advocated. [Aageenee.3 Therefore I was 
opposed to the bill which passed this House yesterday. I voted 
for it because the men who claimed to be the leaders of the Repub- 
lican party said that it was right; for I am one of that unfortunate 
class called new members. I am simply kneeling at the feet of 
the political Gamaliels who run and control the Republican party 
here. [Laughter.] Iam wg wf swallowing the drippings of the 
sanctuary, not the sweets of the inner table. [Laughter.] I ad- 
mire the courage and revere the ability of these men, and yester- 
day I voted for that bill because they said it was right; but I was 
in the condition of the Irishman who had never seen any peaches 
before, who was given some to eat. He ate ravenously, and then 
he was asked how they tasted. Said he: ‘Sure, sir, they tasted 
very good, but the seeds scratched my throat going down.” 
[Langhter.] And so, sir, my throat was scratched yesterday in 
voting for a Democratic bill for revenue only. [Applause 
and laughter.}] And if I know myself, never again during the 
short time that I occupy a seat upon this floor will I vote for any 
Democratic bills to help a Democratic President out of trouble. 
Fen, soe 
ow, we are called upon to undo all the work we did 
yesterday. To-day we are called upon to contradict everything 
that we said, everything that we did, and every vote that we cast 
esterday. We were told yesterday by speeches upon the Repub- 
ican side that the tariff bill which we then passed would give the 
necessary revenue to carry on the Government, that it made $44,- 
000,000 in addition to that which we now receive. We were told 
by the distinguished gentlemen upon the Democratic side that we 
dnot need the bill, that we have $70,000,000 in the Treasury 
already to pay the expenses of the Government. But we passed 
the bill, and now we were either wrong yesterday, and the Demo- 
erats were right, or we are in attempting to pass 
this bill; for after having passed the tariff bill to give $44,000,000 
more of revenue, we now propose to pass a bond bill to give them 
$50,000,000 of certificates, and God knows how many hundred 
millions of dollars of short-time bonds, to build up a Treasury 
that we said yesterday—and also—a horizontal raise would 
fill up inside of a few months. ause and laughter. ] 

Now, Iam not in favor of ind of legislation. Iam in 
favor of taking a stand and abiding by it. I am in favor of stand- 
ing by what we believe to be right. In deciding this question I 
thank the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that 
he opened the debate by —— that this should not be decided 
upon a partisan basis, but s d be regarded as a business prop- 
osition, I thank him for that, because it enables us Republic- 
ans—and I feel that there are many who agree with me—it 
enables those Republicans who feel as I do to vote this 
bill and not fear that we shall be read out of the party by those 
who seek to control it. LA pplense. As a Republican I am 
againstit. Itis nota Repu It is not ublican 
pap that we ~—_ to drink at the present time. [Laughter and 
applause.] It is something which will do us no ps t is some- 
thing which will do us harm. It can only be justified upon the 
ground that there is an emergency. 

Every gentleman upon this floor who has spoken in favor of the 
bill has undertaken to tell us about a crisis. rome as I listened 
to these gentlemen and heard them talk about the crisis they 
struck me as being men who wake up in the morning and look out 
of the window and see a nasty oriee right there in their front 
dooryard. [Laughter.] And when they go to bed at t, fol- 
lowing the example of women, will under the to see 
whether they fin any such crisis facingthem there. [Laughter. 
I deny for one that there is any crisis in the land. I ve tha 
the wheels of industry are commencing to revolve again. I be- 
willing to vote for 4 bill thon ‘ielaten eveny analy UREN oad 

ing to vote for a every le, an 
— of the Republican y because some eloquent gentlemen 
ave conjured up crises right under their bed, out of their own 
heads, and without facts to justify them. fAprae.) 

Iam opposed to this bill owen tag is absolutely unnecessary. 
Why? Because whether we tell the truth or do not, we might as 
well believe we tell the truth, even if we have a doubt about it. 
{Laughter.] We said yesterday, those Republicans who 
upon the revenue bill, so called, said by their speeches, and those 

us who silently followed our leaders who have taken us into 
trouble [laugiter}—those of us who said by our votes that we in- 
dorsed those speeches said when you this tariff bill which 
raised the revenues it gave $44,000,000 more revenue, and that 
was enough. All right. If we were correct yesterday, in the 


name of common sensewhat has occurred in twenty-four hours to 
change our minds? ([(Laughter.] Is it possible that anybody can 
see the shadow of the silver questiou arising upon the Scieen to 
complicate this question and create this crisis of which we hear so 
much? I want to say to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Parrrr- 
son]—I know him not except officially, but trust we will be 
friends Cope of greater intimacy in the future—I say that for 
one, speaking only as one man, there is absolutely no fear comes 
into my mind at the use of the silver dollar by the people of these 
Uni States. [Loud applause on the Democratic side and by 
part of the Repu ne 

But there is nothing of silver in this. It is a pure, simple ques- 
tion of business, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinaLry] 
said—pure and simple. Do, we need it? If so, why? We do not 
need it for pure principles of patriotism. No man can exceed me 
in devotion to this country. No man will answer more quickly 
to the springs of patriotism when touched by the master hand of 
any man on this floor, Republican or Democrat. But what is 
there cies in this? Nothing—absolutely nothing, except 
the privi of loaning money at a decent rate of interest. I lis- 
tened to the gentleman from Ohio i GROSVENOR], learned, * 
distinguished, and able as he is, and I heard him say that it is a 
patriotic duty to vote for this bill. Why? He gave no reason, 
except to say that it was a patriotic aw I do not believe it is 
the patriotic duty of any man to increase his debts, either private 
or public. I believe it is the duty of the individual to keep his 
expenditures inside of his receipts. As Wilkins Micawber, him of 
almost historic fame, and the financier in the world, accord- 
ing to his own lights-—as Wilkins Micawber said: 

Income, £20 annualiy; expenditures, £19 19s. 114d.—result, happiness. 
Annual income, £20; ann expenditures, £20 4d.—result, unhappiness. 


enghne.) 
let us keep our revenues equal to or not in excess of our 
expenditures, and there will be no need of any bond issue in time 
of . [Applause.] 

ut there was one ar, ent presented by the gentleman from 
Ohio that I think ought to be udiated by every Republican. 
He says that we ought to vote for this bill because the Democrats 
did not suggest anything better. Is that a business way of look- 
ing at a proposition? Let us look at the proposition itself regard- 
less of everything else. Now, I do not regard it as the duty of 
the Democratic party on this floor to present anything. God 
knows they present themselves, and that is bad enough. [Great 
laughter. ] e want no help from them. Our party is large 
enough and strong enough and great enough to evolve out of the 
wisdom of its own members measures that are sufficient to help 
the country. [Applause.] We ask no assistance from them, 
except to silently submit to the rules we adopt and the laws we 
pass. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, I think that this bill should be beaten. I think particu- 
larly the first section of the bill should be beaten. There is no 
party whip cracking here; every man can vote for himself and 
vote his own sentiments, either as a Republican, a Democrat, or a 
Populist. I ask all Republicans who believe in Republican he 
ciples, who believe in doing something because it is right, and not 
because it is expedient, to vote in favor of the motions that will 
be made against this bill, and to vote against it. 

The blican ty always triumphs when it stands for the 
right. e Republican party always fails when it attempts to 
wrestle with the right and to let party expediency be brought to 
the front instead of decidingin favor of the right. We have been 
always t the issuance of bondsin time of peace. Let usail- 
here to the ancient landmarks of the ty. Let us support Re- 
publican principles. Let us support a lican doctrines. Let 
us vote this bill. In that way we will be assuming the 
responsi ro the occasion, and it is better for us to assume 
the responsi and be right than to attempt to play peanut 
politics with the dent of these United States and pass bills be- 
“cause they are expedient and may put him inahole. [Laughter. | 

Iam not anxious to put the dent of the United States or 
anyone else ina hole. I want to do that which is right. I want 
to do that which may pert believes to be right. I want to do that 
which is for the benefitof the country. I want no politics in this 
— of finance, because there ought not to be any. I believe 

t every Republican upon this floor will be standing firmly by 
the landmarks of his and will be deciding in favor of the 
right if he votes against bill, and thereby announces now and 
forever that the Republican m7 of the House of Represertatives 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress will not denourice the Democrats for 
issuing bonds in time of peace, and then immediately turn around 
as soon as it comes into power and vote for the issue of bonds iu 


time of peace. [Applause. 
Cah ck enamel ie eaitey eocort. Let us stand by 


the rule which we adopted many years ago, that we will not issue 
bonds in time of — but that we will Ei e up révenue and tariff 
rates, even if we have to reenact the McKinley tariff bill, until the 
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receipts of the Government exceed its expenditures. [Applause. ] 
Gentlemen ask us what we can do under the circumstances except 
to pass this bill. Why, sir, to me, a poor, suffering, new member, 
it seems the easiest thing in the world to correctly answer this 
question. [Laughter.] Just strike out the words ‘‘four” and 
“five” in the existing law and insert ‘‘ three,” if there isany magic 
in a 3 per cent bond, and that gives you exactly this bill. What 
is the objection tothat plan? You have alaw on the statute book 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds at 
4 and 5 per cent, but you say that that is wrong, and you say you 
do not want to retire the greenbacks. Very well, strike out 
‘‘four” and “five” and insert ‘‘ three” and you have accomplished 
all that you desire, and have not even by indirection attacked the 
greenbacks. : : ; 

There is another way. Enact a bill which has been introduced, 
I believe, by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker] 
requiring the customs dues to be paid in gold wherever imports 
are made from any country that requires gold upon its imports. 
That will give relief. Or, if you wish to do that which in my 

judgment will also give great relief, do what the gentleman from 

ennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] says we must not do—provide for 
the free coinage of silver. [Laughter.] That will relieve your 
difficulties. 

Mr. DOVENER. I thought the gentleman would come to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman says he thought 
I would come to that. Of course he did, because he knows that 
it is right, and that is why I have come to it. [Laughter.] 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I have to say that as a citizen I am opposed 
to this bill, as a humble taxpayer I am opposed to this bill, as a 
humble member of the Republican party I am opposed to this 
bill, and I hope that all Republicans here will vote against it, in 
order that we may all have the satisfaction of saying that we 
voted once this session in favor of the principles of the Repub- 
lican party and not in favor of expediency. [Laughter and pro- 
longed a oe) 

Mr. J 5 SON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend 
that my friend and namesake from California who has just ad- 
dressed the House has to some extent lost sight of the spirit of 
Republicanism in following too closely and too faithfully the let- 
ter of a formula of his own making not warranted by any party 
platform or tradition. We paid as we went and made both ends 
meet in the national housekeeping. 

The general idea which my friend announces is correct, but the 
language in which he clothes it is misleading. It is not true that 
the traditional policy of the Republican party forbids the issuance 
of bonds in time of peace. That is not a correct statement. The 
Republican party has issued bonds in time of peace. It author- 
ized the issuance of bonds for the resumption of specie payments 
in time of peace. The doctrine of the Republican party on that 
subject is this: It is not thecustom orthe policy of the Republican 

arty torun the Governmentin sucha way asto make it necessary to 
issue bonds to pay the current expensesof the Governmentin time of 
peace. The law authorizing the sale of bonds for the resumption 
of specie payments was placed upon the statute book by a Repub- 
lican Congress and signed by a Republican President (General 
Grant) in 1875, and for four years we endured the hostility and 
the ridicule of our opponents, who said that it would be utterly 
im ible to resume specie payments in 1879; but, plodding faith- 
fully and steadily in that direction, another Republican Congress 
and another Republican President, in 1878, in time of peace, mind 
you, actually sold the bonds, established the gold reserve, and re- 
deemed our pledge of coin resumption on the 1st day of Janu- 
ary, 1879. e did issue bonds in time of profound peace, and 
have never apologized for it. We have never been either repudi- 
ated by our friends or successfully assailed by our enemies for 
that action. 

We do not make the point of extravagance in public expendi- 
tures, although there is much more ground for it than there was 
— they used it with such effect against us after the Fifty-first 

mgress. 

Our first complaint is that the Democrats repealed a law which 
afforded both protection and ample revenue, and substituted for it 
a measure that failed either to protect theindustries and wages of 
the people or to produce sufficient revenues for the public Treas- 
ury. 

Our second complaint is that when the policy of tariff for rev- 
enue only had done its natural work and produced its inevitable 
result, when a deficit had succeeded a surplus, when the reserve 
was encroached upon and confidence shaken, then we complained, 
not in the abstract against selling bonds in time of peace—every 
State and municipality in the country does that—but, first, against 
selling bonds ostensibly to maintain the redemption fund and then 
diverting the proceeds to pay current expenses; and our third com- 
plaint is that the bonds were sold secretly to a mixed syndicate of 
American and foreign favorites for about $10,000,000 less than they 
were worth in the open market, 





The syndicate delivered 3,500,000 ounces of gold at $17.80441 per 
ounce, which is .80024 per ounce less than the Government rate, so 
that it paid a premium of 4.494 per cent for the bonds. It received 
bonds amounting to $62,315,400, and paid the Government $65, 116,- 
275in gold atits valuation. Immediately the new and larger syn- 
dicate offered the bonds to the public at 112.25; or $69,949,075 forthe 
whole issue, making a profit of $4,832,800, including the commis- 
sion to the management above stated, so that the final profits 
divided among the members who did not take any of the bonds 
themselves was 6.675 per cent on their investment. But many of 
them—it is not known how many—took part of the bonds offered 
to the public, and those who did so shared the further profit in 
the advance of the bonds from 112.25 to 120 in less than two 
months, and 122.5 in less than three months. These latter, there- 
fore, realized in three months 18 per cent on their advance, or 
6 per cent a month. If they held a little longer, the bonds were 
still going to the public in July at 123.75 to 124.12. At the high- 
est point the profit over the price at which the Government sold was 
19.63 per cent, or $12,557,461, and at 1224, at which price or higher 
the bonds were sold for several months continually, the profits 
were $11,720,929. 

My friend from California hopes especially that the first section 
of the bill will be defeated. Let me read to him a part of that first 
section and ask him whether he seriously wishes to go upon record 
as voting against the proposition: 


Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds au- 
thorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, hx ull adver- 
tise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the Treasury 
Department and at the subtreasuries and designated dep ries of the 


United States. 

Is my friend prepared to say that he denounces that part of this 
bill? 

A vote against that section of the bill is a vote against amend- 
ing the resumption act so as to compel the present Secretary of 
the Treasury to do what the Republican Secretary did as a matter 
of course in 1878, viz, to sell the bonds—if bonds must be sold— 
publicly in the open American market. 

We are not honored with the confidence of the President or a 
special message on the subject. But everybody knows the Admin- 
istration is about to sell more bonds, variously estimated at from 
$100,000,000 to $200,000,000. The papers are full of it. Hereisa 
sample, which I read from the New York Tribune of this morning: 


TALK ABOUT THE BONDS—WALL STREET THINKS ANOTHER SYNDICATE HAS 
BEEN FORMED—NEITHER AUGUST BELMONT NOR J. PIERPONT MORGAN 
WILL CONFIRM OR DENY THE REPORT—IT IS BELIEVED THE ISSUR WILL 
BE PLACED IN THIS COUNTRY—EFFECTS ON STOCKS. 

All the talk in Wall street yesterday was about the forthcoming issue of 
Government bonds. It was believed that a contract had been e1 | inte 
for the sale by the Treasury Department to a syndicate hea I. Pier 
pont Morgan and August Belmont of $100,000,000 thirty-year 4 ; t coin 
bonds. 

When Mr. Sherman, as Secretary of the Treasury, in 1878, cre- 
ated the gold reserve, large discretion was given to him (as it is 


given to the present Secretary); but he advertised the bonds for 
sale and sold them at market price, so that the Treasury got the 


benefit of every centthey brought. Heplaced them for salein the 
United States and gave our own citizens thirty days’ preference 


before any of them were offered for sale elsewhere. If the present 
Secretary had pursued that course in his issue of bonds there would 
have been little or no criticism of the way in which it was done, 
if the necessity for any bond sale were once admitted. 

The strife between parties is not so much as to the amount of 
money to be collected as how it is to be collected. In the Fifty- 
first Congress and in the campaign following we were roundly de- 
nounced upon every stump as an extravagant, wicked, and utterly 
abandoned party; we were charged with being ‘‘a billion-dollar 
Congress.” And upon that and other cries we were for the time 
being swept from power. Our opponents came in and took charge 
of the Government. They tried as conscientiously and as ear- 
nestly as men on this floor ever did to redeem the pledges of retrench- 
ment, economy, and reform which they had made on the stump, 
to keep within the billion-dollar limit; but they could not do it. 
The real strife is not as to how much money we shall expend, but 
as to how that money shall be collected. In the early history of 
our party we took charge of this Government. It had then a 
bankrupt Treasury; its credit was so low that its bonds and other 
obligations were selling at a rate of discount which made the in- 
terest 12 percent. In the course of thirty years of Republican 
supremacy we quadrupled the value of that credit; we reduced 
interest to 3 per cent; we paid over $2,000,000,000 of the public 
debt; and we did it in such a way that instead of impoverishing 
the people and reducing the amount of available property we 
quadrupled the wealth of the people of this country. We never 
made any of those advances by refusing to pay our honest obliga- 
tions. No matter how they were incurred, no matter how they 
were forced upon us, if the debts were once made, if the bills were 
once incurred, we walked up manfully and either paid them, if we 
had the money,or gave our bonds, and thus pledged the public 
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faith of the nation for future payment. When a private individ- 
ual or a nation has lawfully incurred expenses, no matter whether 
blunders or crimes, there are only two ways to meet the condi- 
honorably—either to pay cash or else to give a proper obliga- 

tion to pay when able. 

The facts of the situation now are that by circumstances over 
which we have no control, by the verdict of the American ple, 
lawfully rendered on that fateful November day in 1892, the pol- 
icy under which we prospered during a whole generation was 
reversed, and what was dearest to us as the corner stone of Repub- 
licanism was severely condemned as the ‘‘ culminating atrocity ” of 
legislation in the Democratic platform of 1892, and, for the time 
being, overthrown by the tariff act of 1894. 

From that day to this the Government has been constantly run- 
ning behind in its expenses, the amount reaching $133,000,000 in 
the course of about two years and a half. We find now that our 
revenues are not sufficient to meet our ordinary expenditures. 
Such has always been the result of Democratic policy, and never 
the result of Republican policy, as the following table will show: 





Customs Excess of rev- | Excess of ex- 
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The excess of expenditures from 1861 to 1865 were war expenses, 
and the excess of revenue over —— during Cleveland’s first 
Administration was because we held the Republican Senate, 
so that the Democrats had to govern the country according to 
ublican laws. 
1e same contrast between Republican and Democratic policies 
stands out in its effects on the public debt. They increase debt; 
we reduce it, ‘ 
The reduction of the national debt by four-year periods is given 
on March 1 of each fourth year as follows, cents omitted: 
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Then there was a change of policy and also a change of results. 
On March 1, 1895, the national debt had been increased by $105,- 
828,774, and on December 1, 1895, ee making the total 
increase since March 1, 1893, $162,602,245. 

The 2 ey Administration, in the exercise of a lawful author- 
ity which we placed — the statute book, has sold bonds to meet 
those deficiencies. e complain only of the manner in which 
those bonds were sold; and we are now to prevent a recur- 
rence of such abuses. We are p nga measure which, instead 
of allowing bonds to be sold secre rs a foreign syndicate with- 
out advertisement and at a price $10,000,000 more than they were 
worth at that time in the market, requires our bonds to be sold in 
our own market at public sale—first to our own citizens, 

This is not a question of bonds or no bonds. This Administra- 
tion has already decided to issue more bonds no matter what action 
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this House may take. By defeating this bill we in effect tell the 
President to $0 on selling bonds in the manner his Secretary of 
the Treasury has been doing under existing law. By passing the 
bill we say that these scandals must stop, and that if bonds must 
be sold to meet the obligations of the Government they must be 
short-time, low-interest bonds, and that they must be sold pub- 
licly at places convenient and accessible to our own citizens. 

In the President’s annual a to Congress this year there is 
no discussion of the tariff. He only refers toit incidentally when 


he expresses his satisfaction at the enormous increase of imports 
of South American wool since wool was put on the free list. 


It never occurred to him to grieve over the corresponding de- 


crease in our own wool product. 


The difference between free trade and protection is well illus- 


trated in our wool and woolen imports: 
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This turn in the tide of our commerce had three effects: 

First. It cut off from the Treasury a stream of gold in the shape 
of duties heretofore paid. 

Second. It sent to South America and Australia a stream of gold 
that should have gone to North Dakota, Arizona, Ohio, and other 
localities within this Union. 

Third. It compelled us to find gold, and only gold, with which 
to pay the foreigner, instead of the paper and silver which are 
taken just as readily as gold in all commercial transactions among 
our own citizens. 

The same drain on our wealth, and especially on our gold, to 
pay for one oe and the same destruction of home indus- 
tries, as we have seen in wool and woolens, has operated in the 
other schedules. 

Nothing short of a reversal of this policy and a return to the 
Republican policy of living within our income—selling more than 
we buy, and not importing so extensively what can advanta- 

eously produced at home—will ever bring permanent relief. 
hat will do it. It has done it before and will do it again. 

For thirteen years—from its creation in 1879 until we lost con- 
trol of it in 1892—there was no run on the gold reserve. There 
will be none when the same conditions are again restored under 
Republican supremacy. That day can not come too soon to suit 
the American people. 

Mr. WHEELER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the ee from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] desire to address the House? 

Mr. W LER. I will take the floor now, if the Chair will 


recognize me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how much time has 
been occupied, but the gentleman is a member of the committee, 
and is entitled to the floor if he asks it. The gentleman will pro- 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I should not have felt called 
upon to address the House upon this question had the discussion 
been confined to the propriety of the of the bill now before 
the House, which is so manifestly objectionable with its incon- 
sistencies and unwise provisions, but the debate has taken a very 
wide range, involving the entire currency and coinage question. 
The on this side of the House who have spoken upon 
the vill this morning are among the very few Democratic Repre- 
sentatives who are avowed advocates of the gold standard and 
currency contraction, and as the oy of the Democrats on 
this side believe that such legislation will be detrimental to the 
producing and industrial classes of our ple, I feel that some- 
thing should be said in the interest of this most numerous and 


vt body of citizens. 
There isno one in this House who regrets more than myself to dif- 
fer from our distinguished President and Secretary of the Treasury 
upon any subject; but in a question like this, so entirely one of 
business and which so differently affects the people of different 
sections and different vocations, we must obey the admonition 
which in many of the messages which President Cleveland 
has sent to this body, that the duty of every member of Congress 
is to seek to advance the interests of the constituents he represents 
on this floor. ; 
MONEYED MEN MADE RICHER BY THE GOLD STANDARD. 

Not only do we not criticise, but we expect the gold or single 

standard to be advocated by those who represent constituencies 


: 
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which largely include the creditor classes, money lenders, or those 
receivin ies, annuities, or any character of fixed incomes. 
Their sole purpose is to reduce the amount of money of ultimate 


redemption and thus increase the purchasing power of the money. 


e possess. 

When the vast gold discoveries in California and Australia were 
made known, these same people demanded the demonetization of 
gold, and they were very earnest in their arguments that as silver 
was the harder of the two metals and less liable to abrasion, it 
should be adopted as the standard. 

Holland, a great money-lending country, was the first to move. 
Gold was demonetized and silver was adopted as the standard in 
that country. , s : 

I read from the Encyclopedia Britannica, page 736: 

The result of the gold discoveries in Australia and California was to greatly 
increase the supply of that metal, and, under the action of Gresham's law, to 
change the French currency from silver to gold, while Holland, to avoid the 
evils which were anticipated from the reduced value of that metal, adopted 
silver as the standard. 

These astute people saw that the relative production of gold 
would rapidly increase as compared to that of silver, and they 
therefore hastened to demonetize the metal which promised the 
largest yield; but in 1873 the production of silver largely increased, 
ca the moneyed people, solely for the purpose of decreasing the 
amount of money of ultimate redemption and increasing their 
own power, demanded the demonetization of silver. 


UNSCRUPULOUS EFFORTS OF MONEYED MEN. 


Money and moneyed people are ee in the extreme in 
efforts to carry out their purposes. This was appreciated by 
Macaulay, who often referred to the cupidity of the creditor class. 
This great writer said: 

If large financial interests were interested in denying the law of gravita- 
tion that proposition would be ably disputed. . 

This expression of Macaulay’s has been most forcibly exempli- 
fied by the action of the moneyed class for the past few years in 
this country and in England. They first induced the Executive, 
without regard to party, to advocate their views, and then pro- 
ceeded to bring their power to bear upon Congress and the people. 
They have established a bureau in the city of New York, which 
has flooded the country with millions and tens of millions of docu- 
ments advocating the gold standard. In addition to this they have 
arranged to print supplements to newspapers in cities of the South 
and West, which supplements are sent free to any papers which 
will circulate them with their issues. Thesesupplementsare filled 
with ably written, misleading, and, in many instances, utterly 
unwarranted assertions. 


GOLD STANDARD BRINGS DISTRESS TO THE FARMER. 


I repeat that while we do not criticise the gentlemen from New 
York and New England for advocating legislation which will 
double the fortunes of their constituents, they must not criticise 
the representatives of the producing classes for insisting _— 
legislation which is absolutely essential to their prosperity. While 
legislation reducing the amount of money in the country benefits 
those who own money, its inevitable result is to injure the great 
producing class. It is but natural that Mr. Cleveland should ad- 
vocate the gold standard, because nearly all the — with whom 
he is associated would be benefited by such legislation. In his 
annual message the President said: 

Everyone who receivesa fixed salary would find the dollar in his hand ruth- 
a — down to the point of bitter disappointment if not to pinching 

Mr. Cleveland has always lived in a city, his business relations 
have always been with people in cities, and he has had very little, 
if anything, to do with the millions of farmers and farm laborers 
throughout the country. 

Secretary Morton, in a recent interview, also expressed the same 
idea, and added that he wanted the American dollar “‘ to have the 
largest possible purchasing power.” 

e can understand why Mr. Morton takes this view. For the 
last two years he has been surrounded by people who draw fixed 
salaries, and it is plain to see that their comforts would be in- 
creased just in proportion as the purchasing power of their sal- 
aries is enhanced. Secretary Morton seems to forget that for 
money ‘‘to have the largest possible purchasing power ” inevitably 
means that the wheat, cotton, corn, and all other products of the 
farm shall be sold at the least price possible, which means the 
utter de; tion and ruin of the most valuable interests in our 
land, and that it would finally result in the absolute inability of 
the Government to 7 these officials at any salary whatever. 
And he also forgets that the history of the world shows that Gov- 
ernments which eg mc for the great producing classes become 

werful, rich, an happy while those which legislate in favor of 

© creditor and salaried classes deteriorate and decay. 

The house of the Rothschilds has always striven to reduce 


a. At the monetary conference at Brussels Baron Roths- 


d urged that the United States demonetize silver, and when 


reminded that such a course would produce a fall in the price of 
commodities, which would be followed by distress, this great cap- 
italist of the house of Rothschild said: 

T hold that wheat at 30s. a quarter instead of 45s. is rather a blessing than 
otherwise. 

The distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], for 
whom during the last fourteen years I have learned to entertain 
the most profound respect, tells us that silver coinage will reduce 
the value of everything in this country. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman from Alabama is 
entirely mistaken as to my statement. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will take 
back what he said. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. On the contrary, the “‘ gentleman 
from Georgia” reiterates his statement with all due submission to 
the better judgment of his friend from Alabama. My statement 
was that if the Treasury paid out silver now on coin obligations it 
would precipitate a panic. 

SECRETARY CARLISLE'’S SUGGESTION. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I accept the gentleman's cor- 
rection, but I can not agree with the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia that any such effect would result from a proper ex- 
ercise of the authority given by law to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. When it was proposed last winter to sell bonds to raise 
$65,000,000 in gold I prepared an amendment to the bill, which 
reads as follows: 

That after the $65,000,000 in gold secured by this contract has been received 
by the Treasury the payment of all obligations which are payable in gold or 
silver at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury shall be paid partly 
in gold and partly in silver, in the proportion in which the two metals are held 
by the Treasury on the day the payments are made. 

This is substantially what has been done and is now being done 
by the Bank of France and other European banks, and no panic 
has ever resulted and it has never disturbed the parity between the 
two metals. 

On the 21st of last January Secretary Carlisle admitted the pro- 
priety and advisability of such action. Ina printed report of that 
date he said: 

If the policy of reserving to the Government. at the beginning of the re- 
sumption, the option of redeeming in gold or silver all its paper presented 
had been adopted, I believe it would have worked beneficially and there 
would have been no trouble growing out of it. 

If it would have been judicious to have adopted this course at 
that time it would be judicious to doit now. I believe that Mr. 
Carlisle could well have added that no serious trouble would arise 
from such action now, and certainly no trouble would come from 
it compared to the serious trouble and distress which is inevitable 
if we continue the present system. At least we ought to try the 
experiment. Were it not that the rule adopted by the House pre- 
vents the possibility of proposed amendments, I would suggest 
one similar to the amendment which I proposed last winter. If 
the plan works well in France, where the ratio of silver to gold {s 
154 to 1, why would it not work well here where the ratio is 16 
to 1? Such was the plan contemplated by the legislation by which 
the currency obligations were created, and I am thoroughly con- 
vinced it would stop the presentation of currency obligations for 
the purpose of drawing gold from the Treasury. We would, 
therefore, prevent any further menace to the Treasury, and it 
would be done in a way most beneficial to the industrial and pro- 
ducing class of our country. 

WHAT CAUSES A PANIC? 

A panic in the commercial world is an effort on the part of 
numerous people to sell stocks, bonds, or other property for money. 
The reason why they do this is that they believe that the property 
they have will fall in value and they desire to change their prop- 
erty into money, which they believe will, at a future time, buy 
more of the same property. Itis simply avery general belief that 
property will fall and that money will rise in value. In times of 
panic people who have money refuse to lend it, because they 
think it to their advantage to hold the money until values reach 
their lowest point, when it will be profitable for them to invest. 
At all times when money is withdrawn from commercial or manu- 
facturing enterprises, it is simply because the owners of the money 
believe that that money is about to increase in value; in other 
words,.that its purchasing power is about to be enhanced. They 
also fear that the property offered as security forthe money which 
is sought for will fallin value and in a short time the security 
will be insufficient. 

SUFFICIENT MONEY INCREASES PRICES. 

The most potent elements in regulating values are supply and 
demand. When money is abundant the tendency is for it to fall 
in value, or, what is the same thing, for property to rise in value. 
This law is as certain and inevitable as the rising and setting of 
the sun. The history of the world shows that whenever any leg- 
islation is had which tends to decrease the amount of money 
prices of all kinds of property fall in value, or, what is the same 
thing, money rises in value; and, on the contrary, the history of 
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the world shows that all legislation which tends to increase the 
amount of money tends to increase the price of property, or, 
what is the same thing, decrease the value of money. 8 prin- 
ciple is asserted in every work on money and political economy 
which has ever been published, and I believe up to this date has 
never been denied or questioned. The reason of this is that man- 
kind has but one purpose and one use for money, which is, to pur- 
chase either property or labor. 

The report of the Monetary Commission, dated March 2, 1877, 
page 49, says: 

At the Christian era the metallic money of the Roman Empire amounted 
to $1,800,000,000. By the end of the fifteenth century it had sunk to less than 


= 600,000, During this period a most extraordinary and baleful change 


k place in the condition of the world. Population a , and com- 
ae arts, wealth, and freedom all disappeared. The peop! 

7 poverty and misery to the most degraded conditions of serfdom and 
slavery. © disintegration of was complete. The conditions 
of life were so hard t individual se ess was the only thing consistent 
with the instinct of self-preservation. All public spirit, all generous emo- 
tions, all the noble aspirations of man shriveled and disappeared as the vol- 
ume of money shrunk and as prices fell. 

While other causes are in a measure responsible for the fearful 
conditiéns of society during the Dark Ages, there is no doubt that 
it was largely due to the shrinkage of money and the fearful de- 

reciation in value of property that followed. The rt of 

he Monetary Commission seems to concur in that view “It says 
(page 49): 

His records no such disastrous transition as that from the Roman Em. 

ire to the Dark Ages. Various explanations have been given of this entire 
Breaking down of the framework of. society, but it was certainly coincident 
with a shrinkage in the volume of money, which was also without historical 
parallel. The crumbling of institutions kept even step and pace with the 
éhrinkage in the stock of money and the fal prices. 

This view is sustained from the fact that this almost barbarous 
condition of Europe continued until after the discovery of Amer- 
ica and the development of the rich silver mines of Potosi during 
the ten years following 1546, when the average annual production 
of silver was about $17,000,000; and this inflow of the precious 
metals in Europe was the dawn of the new civilization. The 
Monetary Commission, in referring to the energizing influence 
caused by the reception of silver in Europe, says: 

It needed the heroic treatment of rising prices to enable society to reunite 
ite shattered links, to shake off the les of feudalism, to relight and 
uplift the almost extinguished torch of civilization. 

The commission most forcibly emphasizes this view of the sub- 
ject in these words: 

That the disasters of the Dark Ages were caused by decreasing money and 
falling prices, and that the recovery therefrom and the comparative a ros 
le — on —= eoeey of America A gas _— to an increasing 
Bu , the ous me prices, not seem surprising or 
wnrensaneble when the noble functions of m are considered. 
the great instrument of association, the very 


vitalizing force of industry, the ci 
‘e ombant Without money civiliza: 


to its existence as oxy is to 
not have had a ; with a diminishing supply it must languish and, 


unless relieved, finally perish. 
On page 51 the commission says: 


i ok f k with advanci lati 
etd Somanaren, ama in ten teaitiogs commltongs of prison, tee te Plecloneine 
nutriment of a healthy vitality is to be found. 

I also read from page 53: 

While the volume of =e is dremmeating, even although slowly, the 
valuc of each unit of money corresponding ratio, and prop- 
erty is falling in price. Those who have cont: to pay money find that 
it is constantly becoming more difficult to meet their e ents. mar- 

ins of securities melt rapidly away, the confiscation the creditor of 
the property on which they are based becomes only a q' on of time. 

The report from which these extracts are taken is that of the 
monetary commission which was created by act of Congress, and 
consisted of three Senators, three members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and three secretaries. 

{The hour of 5 having arrived, the Speaker announced a recess 
until 7 o’clock.] 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the 
House stands in recess until 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. WHEELER. I suppose my time is reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House took a recess until 7 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House at 7 p. m. resumed its ses- 
sion, and was called to order by the , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] 
is recognized for thirty minutes, ten minutes in the time of the 

ntleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and_twenty minutes in 

time of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who 
had the floor when the House took the recess. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker,a great issue is before the American 


geome. nae every effort is being to obscure and counteract it. 
appeals and personal ambitions, individual antagonisms 
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and local prejudices, avarice, greed, bigotry, and Perscription, 
and every other sentiment repugnant to the spirit of true democ- 
racy is invoked to deaden real patriotisra and to sacrifice every 


man who, in the trying hour, has dared to stand true to the rights 
ple. 


‘of the American peo 


An amazing spectacle is | meagre by what is being done in pub- 
lic affairs to-day. A few days ago the President sent in to Pon 
gress a m which rang like a bugle call, summoning th, 
representatives of the American people to resist the aggressio)s 
of the British flag, and now we have presented in this House a 
bill for the perpetuation of a British standard that has destroyed 
more values and brought more destitution and misery than «|! 
the rav of war. And yet we are asked to fight the one and to 

lorify the other, and to surrender to national banks one of 1}, 

ighest functions of National Government! And the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PatrERsoN] has invoked the mighty spiri: 
of Andrew Jackson to consecrate a surrender to British gol. 
Yesterday we a bill to bring about high prices in all pro- 
tected industries, and to-day we are asked to a a bill to perpet- 
uate low prices in all industries not protected. 

Mr. rs the American people are vas the proceedings 
of this gress. They are tired of being made the puppets of thio 
miserable policies that are being pursued, and the time is comin 
when they will say so in terms and tones that can not be mistaken. 
Politicians are inventing makeshifts, but the people will mars)i,! 
their mighty columns upon the line of living issues, and the con- 
flict that will be fought to a finish is the battle of the standards. 
That is the mighty question that sooner or later will tower above 
all others, and I feel that I owe to my country and to my party to 
keep it before the people— 

1. That the great issue now before the American people is the 
battle of the standards and not simply a question of circulation 

The question is, Shall we continue under the single gold stai1- 
ard, fraudulently foisted upon us by the Sherman Act of 1873, or 
shall we return to the bimetallic standard given us by the fathers 
of the Republic in 1792? 

2. That bimetallism does not mean the concurrent circulation 
of the two metals, designated as the standard of value, but simply 
the free coinage of both on equal terms, so that the debtor shall 
have the right to pay his debt with either. 

3. That, with this option upon the part of the debtor, if at any 
time the law-designated amount of one of these metals should be 
worth slightly less than the other, the option exercised by debtors 
to pay in the less valuable would increase the demand for that 
metal and decrease the demand for the other, and thereby con- 
stantly tend to bring and keep the value of the two upon a parity, 
at the ratio designated by law, 

4. That the three important functions of money are first, as 4 
medium of exchange; second, as a measure of value; third, as a 
standard of value or standard of deferred payments, and that in 
7 eons issue its most important function is that of a standard 
of value. 

5. That the standard of value is that amount of precious metal, 
designated by law, either gold or silver, that the holder of every 
dollar of representative money is ultimately éntitled to receive, 
and with which all deferred payments can be made and future or 
es contracts be pertorsiel, and have their present value esti- 


mated. 

6. That silver was made a standard of value by the act of 172, 
declaring that dollars of the value of a Spanish milled dollar, con- 
taining 371} grains of eo silver, should be the unit of value. It 
was that declaration of the law, and not the mere coinageor circu- 
lation of silver dollars, that made silver a standard of value. Tht 
provision of the act of 1792 remained in full force until the Sher- 
man Act of 1873 made gold the sole standard of value by declar- 
ing that the gold dollar ‘‘at the standard weight of 25.8 grains 
shall be the unit of value.” 

7. That consequent!y thegold advocates, who argue upon the one 
hand that silver was really demonetized long prior to 1873, because 
the coinage and actual circulation of silver dollars had practically 
ceased, and on the other, that silver has not been demonetized at 
all, because more silver dollars have been coined since the act of 
1878 than ever before, either do not understand what they assuiie 


to . or else are trying to deceive the people as to the real 
If s the coinage or cessation from circulation of the unit 
of value d have the ical effect of overturning the stand- 


ard of value set up by an act of Congress, what has become of 
a standard the act of September, 1890, forbidding auy 
t — of gold dollars and their virtual retirement from 


8. That so far from bimetallism meaning the current circulation 
of the “ unit of value” coins of both metals, it is not necessary that 
there should be an actual coinage of either of such units; and to 
show how entirely distinct is a question of circulation from that 
of a standard of value I have only to refer to Lord Hershell’s 
report of the Indian currency committee of 1893, now before me, 











which points out that Scandinavia, Holland, and Canada have the 
gold standard, with little or no goldcoin in circulation; that Canada 
and the Dutch East Indies have the gold standard, without even a 
mint or any gold coinage at all, and that Ausiria then had a gold 
standard, with mints closed against the private coinage of gold as 
well as silver, and a currency of inconvertible paper; and the West 
Indies a circulation based on gold, but consisting of token silver 
made legal tender to an unlimited amount. 

9. That in order to estimate value, time, weight, or extension 
there must be a standard. Our standard of weight is the Troy 
pound of the mint. Our standard unit of all measures of exten- 
sion is the yard, and is adjusted to the old bronze yard measure 
obtained from England in 1856, and kept at Washington. Our 
standard unit of dry measure is the Winchester bushel, contain- 
ing 2150.42 cubic inches, and so on. : 

For all these things there has to be astandard, and with respect to 
all but money the idea of the standard is easily understood, as it 
simply measures the weight, extension, or capacity of things, but 
is not given or taken in exchange for what it measures. Money, 
however, is not only the measure, but also the equivalent of values, 
and is given and taken in exchange for what it measures. Among 
all civilized nations value is estimated by its price in money. 
Money is therefore a standard of value, and our law provides that 
the dollar shall be the unit of that standard. 

10. That the standard of value is also the standard of deferred 
payments for all future or time contracts. To illustrate: As it is 
competent for an individual to say, ‘‘ For this horse you now sell 
me r will pay you, one year hence, 50 bushels of wheat or 100 
bushels of corn,” so it is competent for the Government to say 
what shall constitute its ‘‘ dollar,” or standard of value, or deferred 
payments, so that all contracts for future payments shall be pay- 
able in so many grains of silver or so many grains of gold, desig- 
nating the number of each to constitute adollar or be the equiva- 
lent of its unit of value. 

In the individual contract just referred to, one bushel of wheat 
was fixed on as equivalent to two of corn, or, in other words, the 
ratio was 2 to 1 as between the two things in which the deferred 
payment might be made. When payment became due, if it was 
easier to pay in 100 bushels of corn than 50 in wheat, the debtor 
would pay in corn, and if there was a large number of such con- 
tracts that would increase the demand for corn and tend to bring 
it upon a parity with wheat at the ratio of 2 to 1. 

11. That the Sherman Act of 1873, having deprived silver of its 
function as a standard of value, the whole burden of the functions 
of primary money was thereby devolved on gold alone, thereby 
largely enhancing its purchasing power with respect to all com- 
modities, including silver. This is clearly shown in the article en- 
titled ‘‘Silver,” in volume 22, Encyclopedia Britannica, page 81. 

12. That at the very time that silver was degraded by being de- 
prived of its function as a standard of value, the silver in a silver 
dollar was worth 3 cents more than the gold in a gold dollar. 

It was demonetized then because it was too dear. It must be 
kept demonetized now because it is too cheap! 

18. That so far from silver having decreased in value on account 
of its increased production and not from its demonetization, as 
claimed by the advocates of gold monometallism, carefully pre- 
pared tables of the world’s production of gold and silver show that 
at no time in the history of the world has the output of silver as 
compared with gold been so small as it has been since 1852. 

14. That from the discovery of America the output of the two 
metals was 31 per cent of gold to 69 per cent of silver. 

That from 1801 to 1840 the output of silver to gold was more 
than $71 in silver to $28 in gold, and yet during all the time above 
referred to the principles of bimetallism kept them upon the 
average commercial ratio of less than 16 to 1. 

That at present the comparative output is about $20 in silver 
to $15 in gold; so that it is perfectly evident that the widening 
in the difference of the commercial ratio between them has not 
been due to any increase in the output of silver. 

15. That the old stock-in-trade argument that the movement in 
favor of the free coinage of silver is ‘‘in the interest of Western 
mine owners” is the same asif men interested in the unduly high 
price of bread wére to denounce a movement to open the mills to 
corn as simply ‘‘in the interest of corn growers.” 

16. That from the earliest periods of history gold and silver have 

nm money metals, just as wheat and corn are now food products, 
and closing the mints against the free coinage of silver depreciated 
its value and enhanced the value of gold just as naturally as it 
would decrease the price of corn and increase the price of wheat 
to close the mills against corn. 

17. That with the mills open to both, and corn selling at 40 cents 
and wheat at 80 cents a bushel, if the mills were closed against 
corn its functions and value as bread material would be largely 
devolved on wheat, thereby lowering corn to about 20 cents and 
—< wheat to $1. 

Such was the effect upon silver of the Sherman Act of 1873. It 
sent gold up and silver down. . 
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18. That closing the mills against corn would not only injure 
every corn grower but every being that had been using cornmeal 
for food, and every such person would have to give more of his 
labor and more of his products in exchange for wheat, flour, or 
any form of bread. Closing the mints against silver has injured 
every man who exchanges his products or labor for gold or any 
form of money based upon gold. 

19. Suppose it was proposed to repeal a wicked law that closed 
the mills against corn and made wheat the single standard or sta- 
ple for food, what would be said of the men interested in keeping 
up the unnatural price of wheat who would fight the proposition 
for repeal and denounce it as simply a ‘‘measure in favor of corn 
growers”? They would simply be laughed to scorn or branded as 
extortioners and enemies of the people! 

20. That with the mills open to both, the commercial ratio of 
corn and wheat would be 2 to 1. With the mills closed against 
corn, that ratio would be 5 to 1. Would it be just to say that 
before a law should be passed to open the mills to corn the 
Government should declare that so far as it was concerned and 
its influence could reach it should take five bushels of corn to 
equal one of wheat? 

21. That, if opening the mills to corn would naturally lift it back 
to 40 cents and lower wheat to 80, and thereby restore the old 
ratio of 2 to 1. there is stronger reason for saying that reopening 
the mints to silver would restore it to the old ratio of 16 to 1, for 
no man in his sober senses would take 50 to 60 cents for silver 
which he could take to the mints and get 100 cents for by simply 
having it coined into a dollar. 

22. That the argument so often advanced by the goldites that 
free coinage at 16 to 1 would make this country simply a “‘ dumping 
ground for silver,” and that we would have a perfect ‘‘ deluge of 
silver,” is utterly preposterous. The greatest part of the silver in 
the world, outside of the Unietd States, was coined at the ratio of 
154 ounces of silver to 1 in gold. Why would the owners of that 
silver pay the expense of shipping it here, having it melted and 
refined to our standard, and then give up 16 ounces of it to obtain 
what they could get for 154 ounces in their own country? As to 
the danger of a ‘‘ silver deluge,” it is sufficient to say that the en- 
tire annual output of silver from the whole world, available for 
use as money, would barely suffice to pay the annual pension roll 
of the United States. 

23. When goldites say that if we have free coinage our gold 
will leave us, ask them if itis not already doing that under the 
single gold standard, although we have paid a syndicate over 
$8,000,000 to watch over the Treasury for about six months and 
keep their friends from raiding it? 

24. That when goldites say, if we have free coinage, bankers 
would buy up silver at 50 cents, and in that way pay off their de- 
positors in ‘*50-cent dollars,” ask them where they would find the 
fool to sell them silver for 50 cents when he could get a dollar for 
it at the mints? 

25. That when they say that at present the silver in a silver dollar 
is worth only 50 cents, ask them to tell you, if gold were demone- 
tized like silver, what would be the bullion worth of the gold in 
that thin disk of yellow metal now called a‘‘dollar”? With a 
supply of nearly four billions on hand, and an annual output of 
nearly twice the amount required for use in the arts, where would 
be the demand to make gold worth even 50 per eent of what it 
sells for now? Ask them also,if the silver in a silver dollar is 
only worth 50 cents, why do they propose to add to it 50 cents of 
fictitious value and make it equal to gold by mortgages upon the 
American people in the shape of Government bonds and the costly 
wages of a syndicate to act as watchmen for the Treasury? 

26. When goldites argue that the single gold standard is already 
a fixed fact in our financial system, and that a change would in- 
jure ‘‘ our business interests,” tell them that no legitimate business 
should expect to prosper upon the sacrifice of the interests of the 
many to the few, and that the maintenance of the gold standard 
has already cost the American people many billions of dollars in 
reduced prices received for their exports and increase in their 
indebtedness. 

27. When they talk about free coinage being simply ‘‘in the in- 
terest of mine owners,” tell them that carefully prepared tables 
of the approximate annual losses caused by the decline in silver 
and the enhancement of gold show that such losses on cotton alone 
amount to $87,500,000, and on wheat alone, in sixteen States, 
to $68,050,000, aggregating on these two products $155,550,000, 
against $13,000,000 sustained by ‘‘ Western mine owners.” 

28. When goldites point to Mexico and China as silver-stand- 
ard countries, ask them what about gold-standard Egypt and 
Turkey and Liberia. Ask them alsoif itis not the standard of 
manhood and race and climate rather than the standard of value 
that makes the difference between all those countries and ours. 

29. When they ask you if you want cheap dollars, tell them that 
any dollar is dear enough to you, and that acheap dollar is simply 
one that you do not have to give up such a large amount of labor 
or products to get your hands on. 


< 


i 








Raa: 
ae : 





nee 


‘ 
H 
ee 

oat 
at 
i, 

ys 

hee 


4 


: 
H 
wm 


a as) 






“hk, te eet ey 2 Ne peal ad eed 
asa SLA ee ca see oy bicerege 


‘ 
ee 
i 
a 

eo) 











Tell them also that while silver dollars may be bulky, very few 
gf us will need wheelbarrows to carry around what we get of 
them, and that a gold dollar is so little that it gets lost in a poor 
man’s pocket, and its legs are too short to go around the corner to 
pay an honest debt, and it always runs and hides in time of need. 

$0. That as it is only the real or primary money whose free coin- 
age is provided for by law that constitutes the ‘‘ measure of val- 
ues” by which is determined the price of labor and all its products, 
and as the amount of the ous metals in the whole world, 
available for use as money, is, in round numbers, $8,000,000,000, 
about equally divided between gold and silver, at 16 pounds of 
silver to 1 pound of gold, the natural effect of the demonetization 
of silver would be to lower the level of general prices about 50 per 


cent. 

81. That gold being the standard and sole “ unit of value,” what- 
ever increases the value of gold necessarily increases the value of 
25.8 grains of gold, which constitutes the ‘unit of value,” and 
whatever enhances the purchasing power of a gold dollar necessa- 
rily enhances the purchasing r of every dollar of representa- 
tive money based on gold, or silver dollar artificially held up to 

old by mortgages upon the people in the shape of Government 


nds. 

82. Thatit therefore follows that no plan that looks to an increase 
of circulation by means of State-bank or national-bank notes, or 
by an “enlarged use,” or the ‘‘ freest ee use” of silver, with- 
out restoring its ancient functions as standard money and a “ unit 
of value,” can be of any real and permanent benefit to the people. 

If you want to benefit the people you must increase the volume 
of real money or broaden the base of your money of ultimate re- 
demption, and that can only be done by the free coinage of silver 
or restoring its ancient function as a ‘ unit of value.” 

88. That gone Sr bought and sold the same as commodities, and 
its value or purchasing power is determined by the law of supply 
and demand, with the difference, however, that money, being the 
universal medium of er and standard of value, without 
which men can not procure what they want nor pay their debts, 
is always in a state of constant demand, such as nothing else is. 
Consequently, the smaller the supply of real or primary money 
in proportion to the amount of debts to be paid and labor and 
commodities to be —— for it, the greater becomes the pur- 
chasing power of every dollar and the lower the price of labor and 
of all commodities. 

84. That business investments derive their profits from the 
— obtained from their products or output, and that as dollars 

ncrease in value and products fall in price as dollars decrease in 
number, whatever diminishes the volume of real money or pre- 
vents it expanding to keep pee with the growth of the country 
and the demands of trade tends to stop investments and induce 
the hoarding of money and a plethora of it in the money centers 
to seek investment in Government bonds or stock gambling rather 
than in the channels of legitimate enterprises. 

35. That with dollars constantly increasing in value, and other 
things decreasing, a man will not lend on or invest in land or a 
business plant, for fear that he will not be able to get his money 
back or realize on his investment. He would rather invest in 
Government bonds at a low rate of interest, or lock his money up 
and profit by its enhancing value than to take the risk of losing 
any part of his * fattening dollars.” 

86. That with not enough gold in the whole world to pay the 
interest on the amount of debts owed, and most of the great 
nations all grabbing for what there is, the value of gold is con- 
stantly enhancing, and therefore the single gold standard not only 
wrongs every debtor, but inflicts injury _— every productive 
-_ rise and - _— the deman oes - mata at 

° at earnings, not wages, are e 0 
labor, and that as earnings are wages multi by days of em- 
ployment, plus number of those employed, there may be an in- 
crease in w to those employed and yet a decrease in earnin 
on account of reduced hours and number of those employed, and 
such has been one of the results of gold monometallism. 

88. That the same thing is true of the products of labor, the 
test of prosperous condition being the price obtained, multiplied 
by the amount of products sold. 

A financial system, therefore, which forces a decrease in output 
or acreage in order to obtain an increase in price for articles of 
general necessity is both a blunder and a crime, and such is 
another one of the actual results of gold monometallism. 

89. That there is no such thing as overproduction of cotton 
when millions of human beings are ragged for want of sufficient 
clothes; and there is no overproduction of grain when thousands 
are starving in sight of the elevators. 

Let the farmers po tem have a reasonable profit upon all 
they can raise and produce, and there will be plenty of bread in 
the mouths of the hungry, and the eS have t clothes. 

40. That prior to the present A tion, no one ever heard 
of any real and prominent Democrats attempting to justify the 
Sherman Act of 1873, or bowing down to praise and g the 
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single gold standard then set up, but many millions of honest 
ocrats have been denouncing it for years. 

41. That when goldites talk about ‘‘ruinous inflation” and 
‘*panics” to result from free coinage, tell them that nature itself 
having imposed a limit to the output of gold and silver, there can 
be nosuch thing as an undue inflation from their coinage into rea] 
money, and that while panics may result from an undue inflation 
of bank notes or paper currency issued upon an insufficient me- 
tallic base, no one ever heard of a panic resulting from having too 
much real money of either silver or gold. 

42. That when they say, on the other hand, that free coinage 
will cause a ‘‘ruinous contraction,” by driving your gold out of 
circulation, tell them that your gold already gone, and that 
the rest of ee in this country is mostly locked up in vaults, 
and is practically out of circulation now, and that so far as free 
coinage causing gold to leave us under the operation of the 
‘Gresham law” or the principle that ‘‘cheap money drives out 
dear money,” tell them that so-called law simply amounts to this, 
that gold or silver—either one—like any commodity, will go where 
it can get the most for itself, and the gold we have now on hand 
we got here by paying more for it than anybody else would under 
the same circumstances, As gold goes where it can get the most 
for itself, it always gravitates to the level of lowest prices, and as 
‘contraction ” produces a fall in general prices, our goldite friends 
should explain the inconsistent idea of a ‘‘ruinous contraction” 
going on in this country and gold going out at the same time. 

48. That Mr. Carlisle, in speaking of free coinage in his Mem- 
sy speech, said, ‘‘ The immediate effect of such a policy would 

a contraction to the extent of fully one-third of our present 
volume of currency by theexpulsion of about$625,000,000 in gold,” 
but in a few sentences afterwards he virtually contradicted that 
by saying, “The introduction into the currency of a country of 
any kind of money about which there is the least doubt will 
always operate to drive out the same amount or about the samo 
amount of better money.” This latter statement contradicts the 
first, but is nearer the real truth, and is based on the so-called 
‘Gresham law,” already referred to. 

44, That the answer to the ‘‘Gresham law” sophistry is— 

First. That as the opening of the mints to silver on equal terms 
with gold would naturally lift up silver and lower gold, the legal 
ratio would be established, and a — dollar would not be any 
‘* better money” than a silver dollar, and the ‘“‘Gresham law” 
would have nothing to work on. 

Second. That granting the correctness of Mr. Carlisle’s proposi- 
tion that free coinage would not put silver and gold upon an exact 
parity, and that gold would be a little the “ better money,” still 
as the ‘cheaper money,” silver, could only drive out about the 
same amount of gold, no contraction could take place. 

45. That no gold dollar would leave without a silver dollar to 
take its place, and to whatever extent free coinage had lifted silver 
and lowered gold its SS g power would fall, and general 
prices would rise, and the American people would get the benetit 
of it right here at home. ' 

Not only this, but the very gold that went to Europe, leaving 
real money here to take its place, would increase the volume of 
real money there, and cause a rise in the very markets where our 
yoo have to sell their surplus cotton, wheat, and other products. 

. That when so-called “‘ bimetallists” or ‘“‘sound-money ” men 
tell you that we can not have independent silver coinage at 16 to 
1, that we must wait for other nations to join us, that we are not 
big enough to walk alone, tell them that for seventy years France 
virtually walked alone, and held gold and silver upon a parity at 
the ratio of 154 to 1, and according to Mr. Carlisle himself, drew 
our silver to her standard. What was France, and all the aid she 
got from the so-called ‘‘ Latin Union,” compared to the mighty 
energies of this t ublic? 

47. That in addition to all our vast volume of business and 


gs | mighty productive energies we uce more silver than any other 


nation under the sun, and outside of Mexico and South and Cen- 
tral America we produce more than twice as much silver as all 
other nations of the earth combined. Why, then, should we ex- 
pect any of them to join in, unless we shall take the lead, and 
raise the standard, and strike the first blow ourselves? Why 
should we stand halting and hesitating in the shadow of England, 
whose interests in this matter are diametrically opposed to ours? 
Her financial policy has controlled us too long already. 

So That whoever controls the purse will in the end control the 
sw 

That no nation can be entirely free that permits its financial 
policy to be controlled or dictated from without. 

"9 would be free, themselves must strike the blow.” 

Let us strike the blow for financial freedom. 

Let us be true to the a spirit of the men who gave the bi- 
metallic standard to our fathers in the morning of our nay oat 6 
They were as great in the councils of state as they were in the 


camps of war. 
Let us not follow after that England whose haughty crest was 
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laid low by Washington at Yorktown and by Jackson at New 


“an be worthy of those grand old men who laid so deep and 


strong the foundations of the great Republic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. In Prescott’s ‘‘Conquest of Peru,” in speak- 
ing of the bounteous production of precious metals, he says (vol- 
ume 1, pages 479, 480): 

The effect of such a surfeit of precious metals was instantly felt on 
The most ordinary articles were only to be had for exorbitant sums. 
Every article rose in value as gold and silver, the representatives of all, 
declined. Gold and silver, in short, seemed to ve the only things in Cuzco 
that were not wealth. : < : 

Now, on the contrary, it appears that any legislation we have 
had which decreased the money of ultimate redemption, has been 
followed by panics and the depreciation in value of all kinds of 


property. 


prices. 


THE PANIC OF 1857. 


Prior to 1857, as is well known, nearly all the silverin circulation | 


in the United States was in foreign coins, anda considerable amount 
of foreign gold coins were also in circulation. February 21, 1857, 
Congress enacted a law, section 3 of which is in these words: 

That all former acts authorizing the currency of foreign gold or silver 
coins, and declaring the same a legal tender in payment for debts, are hereby 
repealed. 

This very materially reduced the amount of money of ultimate 
redemption, and although at the date of the passage of the act 
the country was in a state of great prosperity, this contraction of 
the money of ultimate redemption soon caused the withdrawal of 
money from the channels of trade, because holders of money 
readily saw that money would increase in value, and there is no 
doubt that this law was, in a great measure, responsible for the 
fearful panic of 1857. 

THE PANIC OF 1873. 

When the war commenced the country was thrown upon a 
paper basis; but in 1873, while neither silver nor gold was in cir- 
culation, Congress enacted a law striking the silver dollar from 
the coins of our country, which was an announcement to the 
world that from that time the only money of ultimate redemption 
would be gold coin. We were then preparing to resume specie 
payments, and the moneyed people of the world realized that this 
act would largely reduce the money of ultimate redemption of the 
United States. This they knew would make money rise in value, 
or, what is the same thing, make property fall in value. The pru- 
dent and astute men, whether in this country or in Europe, imme- 
diately commenced withdrawing their money from the channels 
of trade, knowing, as they did, that at no distant day its purchas- 
ing power would be very largely increased; and this, of necessity, 
brought about a want of confidence in the value of nearly all kinds 
of property, and this was followed by what is called the panic of 
1873. 

Our gold-standard friends ask how it was possible for the demon- 
etization of silver in February, 1873, to cause a panic during that 
year, when itis a historical fact that most of the members of 
Congress who voted for the bill, and President Grant, who signed 
the bill, were ignorant that its effect was to demonetize silver. 
My answer is, that while General Grant and many Senators and 
Representatives did not know that they were demonetizing silver, 
the moneyed men of the world did knowit. It is a historical 
fact that the Rothschilds and the moneyed men of this country 
were largely instrumental in bringing about that enactment. 
They did it for the purpose of increasing the value of their money. 
They knew that aaa be the effect, and they immediately com- 
menced to withdraw their money from the channels of commerce 
and kept it hoarded until they were enabled to buy stocks, bonds, 
and other property at panic prices. 

Mr. Hooper, amember of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, on April 19, 1872, admitted that Mr. Ernst Seyd, 
who, it is charged, was sent to this country for the special purpose 
of securing legislation by which the United States would demone- 
tize silver, furnished many valuable suggestions which were in- 
corporated in the bill. His exact words were: 


Mr. Ernst Seyd, of London, a distinguished writer, who has given t 
attention to mints and , after examining the first draft of the bill, 
fu ed many valuable suggestions, which have been incorporated in this 


DEMONETIZATION IN 1873 FRAUDULENTLY ACCOMPLISHED. 

Judge Kelley, of Pennsylvania, who was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, in 1872, said (see Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 2, Forty-fifth Congress, sec- 
ond session, page 1605): 

In connection with the charge that I advocated the bill which demonetized 
the standard silver dollar, 1 say that, though the chairman of the Committee 
Pnaee, I was as ignorant of the fact that it would demonetize the silver 
te or of its g the silver dollar from our system of coins, as were 

hose disti tors, Messrs. Blaine and VOORHEES, who were then 
wn of the House, and each of whom a few days since inte ted the 
Mt er: Did you know it was dropped when the bill passed?” “No,” said 
} oot Blaine, “did you?” “No,” said Mr. Voornesrs. I do not think that 
ere were three members in the House that knew it. I doubt whether Mr. 
r, who, in my absence from the Committee on Coinage in attendance 
Commi managed 


on 
= os ttee on Ways and Means, the bill, knew it. I say this 
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Judge Holman on July 13, 1876, and again on August 5, 1876, es- 
pecially asserted that he did not know the bill demonetized silver. 
President Garfield, Mr. Blaine, Senator Thurman, Mr. CANNON, 
and Mr. Burchard of Illinois, Senator Bogy of Missouri, and 
many others who were members of that Congress made the same 
statement. 
DISTRESS FOLLOWS DEMONETIZATION OF i873. 

The effect of this reduction of money of ultimate redemption 
caused great distress among the producing classand to ourcountry. 
Everything fell fearfully in value. Cotton, which sold as high as 
268 cents in 1872, fell as low as 8} cents in 1878. This must have 
been caused by silver demonetization, as the increase in the.crop 
had by no means kept pace with the world’s need of cotton. 

The crops for those six years were as follows: 





Year. Bales 
a a a a I 3, 950, 508 
Tenn ee 4, 170, 388 
| | EMRE See EE TE NS Pe re 3, 852, 091 
SS SRD PIE ANA FRE SA eS NIE ee Rate 4, G60, 288 
ca tO a aa ane thi cae aieaibe $, 485, 423 
I ait Siesta cide lieth Mees ane elit naa ota nl 4,811, 265 








This great depression caused a universal demand throughout 
the country for the repeal of the iniquitous: act of 1873 and the 
restoration of silver to the position contemplated by the Constitu- 
tion. 

Although silver coinage was most earnestly resisted by the 
moneyed men of New York and European centers, the act of 1878 
was passed over President Arthur's veto by a two-thirds vote of 
both the House and Senate. This law provided for the coinage of at 
least 24,000,000 ounces of silver per year, giving us an annual in- 
crease of legal-tender money amounting to between forty and fifty 
million dollars. Almost immediately everything commenced ris- 
ing in value. This is but natural, because the moneyed men of 
the world saw that the money of the United States was to rapidly 
increase, which would cause it to fall in value, or, which is the 
same thing, that property would rise in value. 

GREAT PROSPERITY FOLLOWS COINAGE ACT OF 1878. 

In order to show at a glance the marvelous decrease in the value 
of property caused by the demonetization of silver in 1873, and 
the phenomenal increase in the value by the partial remonetization 
of silver in 1878, I ask the attention of Congress to the following 
figures taken from the Financial Review of 1882, published under 
the shadows of Wall street, New York. 

I place in the first column the selling price of the principal rail- 
road stocks just prior to the demonetization of silver in February, 
1873. In the second column I put the selling price of the same 
railroad stocks after the people had realized the baneful effects of 
the iniquitous act of 1873. I then put in a third column the sell- 
ing price of the same stocks after the country began to feel the 
effect of the restoration of silver by the act of 1878. 








Price just |Price after Price after 
year to the de- the re 
demone- | monetiza- | monetiza- 

tizationof| tion of tion of 


silver,1873.| silver. (silver, 1878. 
| } 








| 
Albany and Susquehanna .................-. 95 58 133 
CI cnc atninadnicnenaawees 122 85 1% 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy ......-.... 155 78 182 
Chicago and Rock Island --.................. 118 63 | és 
Columbus, Chicago and Indiana Central... 95 2 | 23 
Cleveland, Columbus, Cincinnati and In- 

NK ae ticieinkatnnasedicienwtneds 94 22 | 101 
Cleveland and Pittsburg-.-.............-...... 2 72 | 142 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western..-...-. 108 30 131 
Dubuque and Sioux City ................... 63 39 88 
BED iid gentedes Hednbunamuweensetscccnonswess } 69 4} 7 
Se PUNUUNE 6 cba ncn dbeedesutbonvnecceseun | 82 | 14 | &2 
PN nici hd debe weiliinbias tue htiligabdind dale 22 118 250 
TE ES RS ee 126 40 146 
i de de Se eeeebibubecaieeuGuns 97 45 135 
Louisville and Nashville ..................-.- | 79 | 29 109 
Marietta and Cincinnati Ist preferred ..._-| 28 | 2 24 
Memphis and Charleston..............-.... | 55 4 93 
I cosine 110 36 | 126 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas............ ecae 40 3 | 54 
Morris and Essex...........- dibhcttemndedcen 92 51 131 
pS oS ae 106 6 112 
New York Central and Hudson River...... 106 85 155 
OA PF ae 49 3 60 
Ohio and Mississippi preferred.-..........- 75 4 126 
IS | ic ccna dahthatebee dr thuatanacetccess 130 80 280) 
Pittsburg, Fort Wayne and Chicago. ...... Oo 81 142 
Rensselaer and Saratoga............-.......- 104 87 146 
St. Louis and Iron Mountain.............-..- 97 5 86 
DO Sea ae eae 40 25 130 


These figures show that the demonetization of silver in 1873 
caused the withdrawal of money from the markets and a fall in 
the value of all kinds of property. It shows that railroad stocks 
fell in many cases to a mere fraction of their value prior to 1873, 
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and it also shows after the remonetization of silver in 1878 all 
roperty rose in a remarkable degree in value. Itis no doubt true 
hat the prices of these stocks were affected in some degree by 
other causes than the demonetization and remonetization of sil- 
ver, but I insist that that was by far the most potent of all influ- 
ences that bore upon them. 

Other things besides stocks were affected in the same way. 
Wheat sold for $2.25 a bushel just prior to February, 1873, and 
after 1878 fell as low as 83 cents a bushel, and after the remone- 
tization of silver it rose, selling as high as $1.59 a bushel. 

We have seen that cotton was 26 cents just prior to demonetiza- 
tion, and that it fell to 8} cents after the demonetization, although 
the slight increase in the crops by no means was equal to the in- 
cre demand. 

Now, after the remonetization of silver cotton rose to 123 cents 
in the face of the fact that crops increased from 4,800,000 bales 
in 1876-77 to 6,992,234 bales in 1 6 

This is another proof of the detrimental effects of demonetiza- 
tion of silver and the = and beneficial effects of its re- 
monetization. [Applause. 


LOW PRICE OF WHEAT CAUSED BY THE GOLD STANDARD. 


I want to ask the members from the West who represent that 
numerous body of farmers’ who earn their living by raising wheat 
if they can attribute the present low price of wheat to anything 
but the gold standard? 

I hold in my hand Clew’s last financial circular. He quotes 
May wheat at 58 cents, when a year ago it was 60 cents. The 
visible nm! ly of wheat was then 89,071;000 bushels, while to-day 
it is only 69,898,000 bushels. Now, with the visible supply 20,000,- 
000 short, we see the price is 2 cents lower than it was a year ago. 
Let me tell the Western farmers that one great reason for the low 

rice of wheat is that silver countries are usurping the market 
hey once enjoyed. 

India has increased her e of wheat from nothing to 60,000,- 
000 bushels; the Argentine blic from nothing to many mil- 
lion bushels. Russia has increased her exports of wheat 100,000,000 
bushels, and we haye seen our exports of wheat fall from $210,- 
000,000 down in one year as low as $42,000,000, and we have seen 
our exports of ccrn fall from $56,000,000 to $13,000,000. When the 
London merchant buys wheat from the United States he sends 
= for it, and when he gets wheat from the silver countries he 

7 silver at 60 cents per ounce and sends it to silver countries, 
and when he pays 50 cents for wheat in India it only costs him 
about 25 cents in gold. That is one of the reasons why we are 
losing our market. 

Mr. Bagehot, the editor of the London Economist, is the author 
of a work upon finance. Upon page 54 he said: 

The n effect of ad of silve: 
ponntyon ext froa Indi sad the other siversing cokntriee i ae 
land. An English pees than he for- 

sovereigns, and therefore he can im- 
ugh prices at Calcutta are not at a level at which it 
would have paid him to operate if he had not had that novel facility in get- 
ting rupees. 

Nine years ago Mr. J. Shields Nicholson made the following 
statement to the royal commission on gold and silver: 


Now, it seems to me probable if the price of silver rose to its old level 
wheat could not be profitably from India until prices rose in a corre- 


ding degree. Ind being silver country, the of wheat there 
ertenSadeee ot the relanive vale of pola ean alleen, Rnexporter to Eng- 
land at present will give the Indian p' in silver, and he can buy his silver 
for less gold, and thus ———— will lower the If the 

ver rose the exporter from India must get more Thus a 

Would, on this view, raise the price of wheat to a corresponding degree. 

This was Mr. Nicholson’s answer to the following direct ques- 
tion put to him by the chairman of the commission: 

Indi heat is th heat that is complained of by Secretary Man- 
ning, Secretary of the United States Treasury, as ha’ Z the price 
of European and American wheat, and he attributes it all to the divergence 
of gold from silver. You do not think t gold and silver again would 
raise the price of English and by 2 per cent? 

Our distinguished Speaker understands this. Last year, in a 
speech, he said: 

It is evidently important for debtor nations, on which list we stand, first to 
raise the price of silver and thereby reduce that bounty on exports which 
Asia now enjoys. 

I ask every man whose constituents are interested in wheat 
raising to give careful consideration to this expression. 


GROUNDLESS ARGUMENTS OF GOLD-STANDARD MEN. 


The gold-standard men try to make a strong ent out 
the rise in the price of cotton during this year. rise in 
value of cotton was caused by the 4 small crop, the crop 
year —s ae at fang Seg soa — to tne Sealine 
crop. Such a decrease in the cro’ a 

United States, and that was the in the 

below that of 1860-61. This caused an increase 
cents in 1861 to 44 cents in 1866, 32 cents in 1867, 
and 29 cents in 1869. Had it not been for the 


Eee 

bere 
ore 
ee cekee: 


great decrease in the crop this year would have caused cotton to 
— to at ao — amen _—_ 
me of the gold-stan people in a rather arrogant man), 
assert that the farmers and eatbachar people of Satie: [ 
not understand the money question and ought not to interfer. 
with their management of the monetary legislation. I desire +, 
say that the farmers and producing class understand this quest iv), 
just as well as it is understood by the bankers and money lenders. 
ey know that when money is plentiful they receive good pric. 
for their products and their families are comfortable and hapj)y 
and they also know that when there is a scarcity of money far}, 
products are always low and they and their families are depriy | 
of all the luxuries and many of the comforts and necessaries 


e. 

The first opportunity the people had to denounce the demo 
tization of silver of 1873 was in the election of November, 1874, | 
the fall of that year the Democrats went before the people prom 
ing them silver coinage, and upon that promise the Democrats j1 
Congress were increased from 88 to 181. The first time the Demo 
crats had an mew to express their views on this subjec: 
in a national platform was in 1876. They denounced the cur 
rency legislation of the Republican party and promised a thorou.); 
reformation on this subject, and upon that platform Mr. Tildey 
and a Democratic House of Representatives were elected. PP): 
suant to this promise of reform, the silver coinage law of 1878 w.. 
enacted. 

In 1884 we elected Mr. Cleveland and a Democratic House of 
Representatives on a platform which said: 

We believe in honest money—the gold and silver coinage of the Constity 
tion and a circulating medium converted into such medium without loss 

2 1892 we again went before the people with a platform which 
said: 


We hold tothe use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimination 
against either metal. 


This clause in the platform was emphasized in Mr. Cleveland's 
letter of acceptance, in which he said: 
The wants of the people in from a deficiency or imperfect distribu 


tion of money tion ought to be fully and honestly recognized and 
efficiently remedied. - 


The Democratic platform and Mr. Cleveland’s letter were uni: r- 
stood and explained by the public press throughout the United 
States to mean that silver should be coined on precisely the si. 
terms as gold, and that there should be no discrimination agaiust 
either metal. Upon this platform and pledge we elected a Doin- 
ocratic President, a Democratic House, and a Democratic Senate. 

It is true that the platform declared that the metals must be of 
equal, intrinsic, and exc ble value, or be adjusted through 
international ment or by such safeguards of legislation as 
should insure maintenance of the parity of the two metals. 


NO EXTREME LEGISLATION DEMANDED. 


The people whom I represent do not demand any extreme legis!a- 
tion on this subject. ey believe that = and silver should be 
treated alike, in accordance with the P edge in the Democratic 
platform of 1892. Early in the session I introduced a bill which 
meets the requirements. If this bill should become the iaw, I be- 
lieve it would go far toward relieving our country from the difii- 
culties which now beset us. 


The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre’ of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
all pure silver bullion and all pure gold bullion which may be ton 
ent, ata price not ex: the average market pr 


to the price 
of said gold and silver bu the six leading markets of the world, said 
Bosrotary of the ty determined by the latest reports in the possession of th» 
Sxzo. 2. t the of the Treasury shall issue in ot st 1 
of silver and bullion Treasury notes of the United States, to 
prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury in such form and of such ‘ic 
nominations as he may deem most suitable for the use of the people; and suv): 
Treasury notes shall a legal tender in payment of all debts, public ani 
eatyete, exenes woere otherwise express! pulated in the contract, an! 
shall be vable for taxes, all public dues, and when so re 
ceived may be reissued; and notes, when held by any national bankii 
oe, & be counted as Py its lawful reserve. 

Sxc, 3. at the Secretary of © Treasury shall cause to be coined al! of 
said gold and eo under the provisions of this act, or so much 
thereof as it is possible to coin by the fullest capacity of the mints 0! 
the United States. But it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasur) 
poe Hg vgs as practicable, coin the same amount of dollars in silver as \s 

in gold, end a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act 1s 


Suo. 4. the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions 0! 
this act shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the Unite: 
States, or at the yaw et assistant treasurer of the United States, ani 
ma 

Suc. 6. That it shall bo the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury in redeem 
ing the Weanenrs poten toned water the provisions of this act to redeem them 


in gold and in legal tender silver, in that proportion in whic!: 
ee ie tere at the opening of business on the day 00 
which the notes are 


presen 
parts of laws inconsistent with this act are rc 


or 
bill is su to but very few of the objections which have 
been raised againstsilver coinage, and certainly has many features 


| 





meet 
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which would commend it to all friends of the industrial classes. 
Besides, it would comply with the national Democratic platform's 
pledge tor— 

the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimination against either. 

It would give the people a gradual, constant, and much-needed 
increase in the money of the country, and go very far toward re- 
storing prosperity, and it would stop, or at least lessen, the constant 
demand on the Treasury for gold. 

There is now about $70,000,000 of gold and 14,000,000 standard 
silver dollars in the Treasury available for redeeming coin obliga- 
tions; therefore for every $100,000 of coin obligations presented 
for redemption to-day the holder would receive about $84,000 in 

old and about $16,000 in silver. I believe this would stop the 
in upon the Treasury, and that it would not in any way im- 
air the credit of the Government. But if the Secretary of the 
Mreasury should deem it unadvisable to inaugurate this system 
without notice and with the gold in the Treasury as it is at pres- 
ent it certainly would not impair the credit of the Government 
for the Secretary to now announce that such a —_ would be 
pursued after the Treasury had been replenished by the $100,- 
000,000 loan that we are informed is about to be effected. With 
that condition of the Treasury the holder of $100,000 coin obli- 
tions would receive about $92,000 in gold and $8,000 in silver. 

Although the Republican party turned over the Government to 
the Democrats on March 3, 1893, ina bankrupt condition, the be- 
lief that the pledge of the party with regard to the silver coinage 
would be fulfilled was rapidly restoring confidence in all channels 
of trade. 


THE MONEYED POWER CAUSED THE PANIC IN 1893. 


Up to the 27th day of April, 1893, confidence in the financial 
situation and the inning of a great prosperity seemed apparent. 
On that day the bankers and moneyed men of New York had a 
meeting and laid their plans to force Congress and the Adminis- 
tration to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, and 
thus prevent any increase in the amount of money in the country. 
These bankers determined to accomplish this. purpose even if 
they had, as they expressed it, to pinch business throughout the 
country and cause a money crisis. They were so confident of 
their power that they felt they could accomplish their purpose, 
and immediately afterwards restore the country from the con- 


have never seen any of these statements denied or even ques- 
tioned. 

The New York Sun of April 28, page 7, has an article headed 
‘Bankers meet Carlisle.” It says: 

Secretary Carlisle decided yesterday morning to have a talk with the New 
York bankers. 

Thearticle then gives a list of the distinguished bank presidents 
who were present, and says: 

The conference between the Secretary and bank presidents lasted some- 
what over an hour. 

The article then gives many details, and says: 

The Secretary went over the currency laws of the country and stated they 
were in bad shape and needed revision. 

The article then says: 

President Cleveland's advisers have told him that the only way to induce 
the Western and Southwestern Senators and Congressmen to consent to the 
repeal of the Sherman law is to demonstrate to their constituents that they 
are losing money every day that this law is in operation. 

1 call special attention that the article does not say that Presi- 
dent Cleveland is engaged in this work, but that his advisers have 
Thee on ht to be lished b ted 

sp Was 80 t to be accomplishe repea asser- 
tions, which were orintod all over the United States, that the 
repeal of the Sherman law would immediately raise the price of 
cotton to 10 cents a pound and wheat to $1 a bushel. 

The article then says: 

The tarted ° 
the bankers in the solid communities of the East. ‘They are daily refasing 
credits to the South, Southwest, and West. 

The New York Sun of May 1 also has a letter from Washing- 
ton, dated April 30. The letter reiterates the purpose to revise 
the currency laws, and says: 

There is i 
ain eo an ae session of Congress to afford the opportunity at as 

The letter also says: 


Bankers will be expected to work, not in New York only, but throughout 
the country, doing their utmost to pinch business everywhere in tho expec- 
tation of causing a money crisis that will affect Congress powerfully from 
every quarter. 

This assertion on the part of the New York bankers that the 
intended to do their utmost to pinch business everywhere with 
the expectation of causing a money crisis, had its effect. The 
entire world saw that the money power of the United States was 
to be exerted in demonetizing silver, and that to accomplish this 
they were to immediately commencé withdrawing money from 


dition of panic to one of confidence. The account of this meeting 
is given in the New York papers of April 28 and May 1, and I 


the channels of trade. From that time a depression commenced 
which finally culminated in a panic, which aided very much in 
inducing Congress to permanently demonetize silver. Prices fell 
and distress pervaded our entire land. 

While very many men for whom I have the highest respect take 
a different view, my study of. this question has led me firmly to 
believe that there is a struggle between the great army of pro- 
ducers on one side and the small fraction of money lenders and 
capitalists on the other. 

My country, ‘tis of thee, 
Sweet land of liberty, 
Of thee I sing. 

Whatisourcountry? Itisagreatand free Republic of 70,000,000 
people. It is estimated that of these, at least 35,000,000 men, 
women, and children are maintained by farm labor, most of them 
being actually engaged in manual work upon the farms where 
they reside, and these farms, containing in the aggregate some 
600,000,000 acres, are spread over every part of the United States, 
When farmersare prosperous all other vocations enjoy prosperity. 
The manufacturer has a good market for his wares, the merchant 
collects his debts, and the educator, the minister, the lawyer, the 
physician, and the followers of all other vocations are well paid. 
It is for the farmer, who is the creator of nearly all the wealth of 
the land, that I appeal. 

THE PROPLE’S EMPHATIC DENUNCIATION OF THE GOLD STANDARD. 

To show that the people did not approve of this demonetization 
of silver in 1893, I will give the result of the elections in 1892, 1893, 
and 1894, Bear in mind that in 1892 the Democratic party voted 
for a candidate and platform which pledged them to‘ the coinage 
of both gold and silver without discrimination against either.” The 
election of November, 1893, was had just after the demonetizing 
act of November 1, 1893. 

The advocates of high tariff can not say that the election of No- 
vember, 1893, was at all affected by any tariff legislation, because 
no tariff legislation had been had, and no bill had even been re- 
ported from a committee of Congress. 

In November, 1892, the Democrats carried New York by 45.518 
under a platform pledging silver coinage. In November, 1893, 
after the failure of the Democrats to redeem that pledge, the 

tepublicans carried New York by a vote ranging from 19,924 to 
101,064, and in 1894 the Democrats went before the people in New 
York State with a gold-standard platform and a gold-standard 
candidate and were defeated by 156,105 votes. In 1892 the vote 
in Ohio between Cleveland and Harrison wasabouteven. In 1893, 
jast after the Democrats had failed to carry out their pledge 
regarding coinage, that party was defeated by 80,995 votes, and in 
1894 the Democrats of that State went before the people with a 
gold-standard candidate and a gold-standard platform and were 
defeated by 137,087. 

In Massachusetts the Democrats elected a Democratic governor 
in 1891 by 6,467 votes, and in November, 1893, a Republican gov- 
ernor was elected by 35,697, and in 1894 this Republican majority 
was increased to 65,377. 

In Illinois, upon a coinage platform, the Democratic majority 
in 1892 was 26,993. In 1894 this was changed into a Republican 
plurality of 123,427. 

I ought probably to have used the word plurality instead of 
majority throughout, but this makes no material difference in 
the argument. 

New Jersey and other States which had been considered reliably 
Democratic went into the canvass in 1894 with a gold-standard 
platform and a gold-standard candidate, and were all overwhelm- 
ingly defeated. Even Maryland, which gave a majority of 21,150 
for Cleveland in 1892, went before the people with gold-standard 
platform and candidates, and the State went Republican by 2,686. 
At the same election Mississippi declared herself for the gold and 
silver coinage of the Constitution and went overwhelmingly 
Democratic. It seems to me that these elections are a sufficiently 
emphatic expression by the people of their views regarding this 
question which so materially affects their interests. 

PRIOR TO 18% SILVER COINAGE WAS A CARDINAL DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE. 

Up to 1890, for a Democrat who represented any constituency 
except moneyed men and bankers to vote against silver coinage 
was regarded as the most unjustifiable betrayal of the cause he 
had sworn to defend. On June 5, 1890, 13 Democrats, represent- 
ing constituencies of the Northeast, which included banking and 
moneyed men, made bold to vote with the Republicans against 
silver coinage; but, notwithstanding the efforts of their banking 
friends, the people rose in their might and swept them from pub- 
lic life. Every reason which made silver coinage imperative for 
the welfare of the people prior to 1890 exists to-day. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lacry). The gentleman has 
fourteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. WHEELER. [ yield that time to my colleague, Mr. UNDER- 
WOOD, 


Wi 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself and 


my constituents, I feel it my duty to enter my protest nst the 
passage of the bill now under consideration. The bill has been 
reported to this House by the members of the committee who rep- 
resent the majority on this floor without first having been intro- 
duced in the usual and regular way. It is pro to pass it 
to-morrow afternoon, with only a few hours’ debate and under a 
rule that prohibits any amendments being offered. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, few measures have come before the 
House the effects of which are more far-reaching in their conse- 
ne and which, in my humble judgment, would prove more 

isastrous to the business, commercial, and cultural interests 
of this country than those embodied in this bill. 

The object of the bill—I mean the real object, not that which 
appears on the face of the bill—is to retire from circulation $346,- 
Got O16 of United States notes, commonly called greenbacks, and 
$146,088,400 of Treasury notes of 1890, amounting to a contraction 
of the currency of the country to the extent of $492,769,416. Ac- 
cording to the statement of the Treasury Department, the total 
amount of money in circulation on June 30, 1895, amounted to 
$1,602,182,725. It is readily seen what an enormous contraction 
will take place if the greenbacks and Treasury notes are retired 
under the provisions of this act. 

I know it is contended that this bill is merely a bill ‘‘ to main- 
tain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the 
issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiency 
of revenue.” The first section of the bill provides for an issue of 
United States bonds, to an indefinite amount, for the purpose of 
ina redeeming greenbacks and Treasury notes when presented for re- 
at: demption. And this section provides— 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify an act ap- 
rovyed May 31, 1878, entitled “An act to forbid the further retirement of 
nited States legal-tender notes.” 

ry The second section authorizes the issue of bonds in small denom- 
inations not to exceed $50,000,000 in amount, to provide for any 
temporary deficiency now existing or which may hereafter occur. 
ear But let us consider the effect of the bill, if actually put in oper- 
ation. The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report, ars 
there is no deficiency in the Treasury. The daily statement of the 
condition of the SvOneney shows an available cash balance of 
$109,183,928 exclusive of the gold reserve. 

Yesterday a tariff bill was passed through this House by the 
Republican majority for the purpose, so it was stated, of supply- 
ing a deficiency in our revenues, and we are told that under the 

rovisions of this bill the revenues received for a tax on goods 
mported into this country will increase the revenues of the Gov- 
“meats $40,000,000, a sum largely in excess of the alleged defi- 
ciency. 

Why are we then asked to authorize the issue of bonds to meet 
temporary deficiencies in the revenue? 

‘ In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine, the 
Pye chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, in his remarks 
bai threw a side light on the effect of the bill that explains the real 
cs : object to be accomplished by its passage. In referring to the sec- 
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i tion of the bill that provides for the issue of bonds to meet tempo- 

Saal rary deficiencies in the revenue, he says: 

af Our object in so limiting their use is to separate as far an possible in the 
; accounts the cash in the available for current expenses and the 


reserve that is retained for redemption purposes. 

Again he says: 

A reserve is a distinct thing, and it is of the utmost importance that it 
should be maintained without any psromps to divert it to other pu and 
the most peporsams part of ~_ a op, 1 want to say to my 
this side of the House, lies in the that if wen gree pone 3 
the separation of the accounts, and the reserve will and must be trea’ 
asa reserve, not to be trenched upon to meet current di 
nues. And when there is any vy to have money to meet a deficienc 
of revenue, then the resort must be toanother source to supply that defi- 
ciency of revenue. 

This comes from the author of the bill, and it is but fair to pre- 
sume that it is a correct interpretation of the results that will fol- 
low from its passage. With an available cash balance in the 
Treasury of over $100,000,000, with a tariff law which they say 
will increase the revenues $40,000,000 a —_ and authority given 
to issue $50,000,000 in bonds to meet porary deficiencies in 


revenue, with the eral account and the redemption account 


kept tely, so that resort must be had to other sources than 
the redemption account to supply deficiencies in revenue; when 
these Treasury notes are once presented for re- 





and green 
demption, how will it be possible for the Government to pay them 


iz out again so they may once more become a of the m in 
9 actual circulation in the country? Under a. of 
notes presented to the 


as bill the greenbacks and Treasury 
aS of the United States for redemption, be locked up in the vaults 
"Ml of the Government, and though they are not actually burned up or 
<4 Ht destroyed, they will no longer be available for the e of the 

Beit Sovnn Virtenl contenction of Genie Smmaaiing Ws minal 
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On the 12th of February, 1873, an act was passed revising and 
amending the laws relative to the Mint, assay offices, and ileage 
of the United States. This act, apparently a good law on its face, 
carried concealed in its folds the words that demonetized silver 
and we the people of this nation of the privilege of carrying 
their silver bullion to the mints and having it coined into money. 

The present bill, Mr. Speaker, although from the title its real 
purpose may not appear, in many respects will be as disastrous to 
the masses of the people of this country as that enacted on the 12th 
day of February, 1873. 

hould this bill become a law it will require not only the action 
of this House but the action of the Senate of the United States 
and the concurrence of the President of the United States to get 
the ——— and Treasury notes back into the hands of the 
people. 

If we are to be guided in any degree by the history of the past 
we find many monuments there to guard and warn us against 
the policy of contraction. 

In 1723 the Bank of England suspended, and great financial dis- 
tress resulted to the people. The gold and silver coin of the 
American colonies was needed and England called it home to 
prepare the bank for redemption. England wanted our money 
and took it. There was no money left for the people of tho 
colonies to transact their business with, and great financial dis- 
tress, want, and bankruptcy followed. 

Benjamin Franklin, the great philosopher and statesman, de- 
— the result of this crisis, on page 185 of his autobiography, 
said: - 

I remember well that when I first walked about the streets of Philadelphia 
eating my roll, I saw most of the houses of Walnut street, between Second 
and Front streets. with bills on their doors--to let, and many likewis» on 
Chestnut street, which made me think the inhabitants of the city were de- 
serting it one after another. Our junta debates possessed me so fully of the 
subject that I wrote and printed an anonymous phiet on “ The nature 
and necessity of a panes. currency.” It was well received by the common 
people in general; but the rich men disliked it, for it increased as well as 
strengthened the clamor for more money, and ey happened to have no 
writer among them that was able to answer it. Their opposition slackened, 
and the point was carried by a majority in the house. The utility of this 
currency became, by experience, so evident as never to be much disputed; so 
ee soon to be £55,000, and in 1779 to £80,000, since which it rose to 
,000, trade, buildings, and inhabitants all the while increasing. 


He ascribed as a chief cause of ey after the issue of 
this money the fact that there was sufficient circulating medium 
to meet the wants of business and the needs of the people. 

Since the time of Queen Elizabeth the dominating idea in the 
mind of every Englis has been to control the commerce and 
own the money of the world. 

After the Bank of England had resumed specie payments and 
they had a surplus of gold they began to look around for someone 
to borrow the money and pay them interest until they wanted it 
again. They came witn it to America for that purpose, but found 
the American Colonies had a money of their own that supplied all 
their needs and no loriger needed British gold. Then the English 
Parliament, in 1773, in order to create a vacuum into which their 
surplus gold could flow, enacted a law depriving the American 
— money of its legal-tender qualities, and in 1775 declared it 
void, 

This contraction of the circulating medium paralyzed all the in- 
dustrial energies of our people. Ruin seized upon this once pros- 
perous and happy people, want and suffering went into nearly 
every home, business ished and commerce ceased, discontent 
was ur to desperation, until at last ‘‘ humanity arose and as- 
serted its rights.” Our forefathers declared their independence 
and threw off the British yoke. 

Again, in 1837, a contraction took place. In 1833, 1834, 1835, 
and 1836 eight hundred State banks were supplying the people of 
the United States with money to engage in kinds of specula- 
tion. The banks of Great Britain were doing the same for the 
people of England. On May 10,1837, all the New York banks sus- 
pended specie payment. The President of the United States is- 
sued the ‘“‘specie circular” demanding that the public lands be 
paid for in ie only. The banks failed, banking currency be- 
came W , and currency contraction took place. What 
money was left went into hiding, and the panic of 1837 resulted, 
with all its terrible co uences to the people,of this country. 

Ina delivered in New York City in h, 1837, that peer- 
less statesman and profound logician, Daniel Webster, ascribed 
the distress to the interference of the Government with the cur- 
rency. At that meetingan address was prepared to the Presi- 
dent which said: 

The value of our real estate has within the last six months depreciated 
more 000,000; within the last two months there have been more than 
200 failures. A decline 000,000 has occurred in our local stocks. The 

amount of our warehouses within the same period 
has fallen in value at last 30 per ee ee a few weeks not less than 


29,000 individuals on or their daily have been 
Sey waar employers because the means of retaining them were 


It takes but a few words to give the history of all these panics; 
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contraction ef the currency from one cause or another; business 
paralyzed; want, poverty, and distress the necessary result. 

Prior to the 2ist day of February, 1857, we had a large amount 
of foreign coin in circulation in this country, variously estimated 
at from $100,000,000 to $200,000,000. This coin was made a legal 
tender for the payment of all debts, public and private. Up to that 
time and to all intents and purposes it was our own money. On 
the day last mentioned a law was passed depriving this foreign 
coin of its legal-tender powers, and as a consequence struck it 
down as money and contracted the currency to that extent. In 
this same year $7,000,000 of American securities were sold_ by 
English holders in New York and the gold taken to England to 
help the Bank of England maintain specie payments. Our home 
banks drew $20,000,000 of gold out of the Treasury and the Gov- 
ernment had to issue paper money. This panic caused the failure 
of five or six thousand business men; there is no telling how many 
men it threw out of employment, nor how many millions of dol- 
lars it cost the people of the United States. 

On the 12th day of April, 1866, an act was passed contracting 
the currency by the retirement of the legal-tender notes. Under 
this law $1,300,000,000 of actual currency was destroyed and con- 
verted into bonds, and on the 12th day of February, 1873, the act 
was passed demonetizing silver, and the panic of that year followed, 
in my judgment largely caused by the enormous contraction of 
the currency. Itis unnecessary for me to go into the details of 
the direful results of this panic, which were far-reaching, and the 
personal distress and the business failures resulting must ever 
stand as a black page in the history of this great nation. 

These are facts gleaned from the pages of our own financial his- 
tory, that show that as surely as the night shall follow the day a 
serious contraction of the currency of any country will be followed 
by financial distress and disaster. This is not only true of our 
nation and our people, but it is true of all nations and all people. 

And yet the gentlemen who have introduced this bill, who wish 
to drive it through this House without amendment and with but 
little opportunity for discussion, tell us that a great crisis is at 
hand and if relief isnot given at once our boats will be driven 
upon the shores of bankruptcy and ruin. 

The relief they propose is to pass a bill that will contract our 
currency nearly one-third of the amount now in circulation. In 
the light of the past, can we expect relief in the future by means 
of a.remedy that has always proven disastrous heretofore? I 
think not. Mr. Speaker, the time for temporary expedients has 
passed. The gold reserve no more affects, as a matter of fact, the 
solvency of our bills payable than a drop of water affects the depth 
of the ocean. It is only dangerous in that it is being used to 
frighten the country. Iam not in favor of maintaining it at all. 
It should be wiped out entirely. The Government of the United 
States should be taken out of the banking business, and we should 
at no time attempt to redeem, as a nation, one class of our money 
with another, Whenever we do so we discriminate against the 
solvency of one dollar in favor of the solvency of the other. But, 
‘Mr. Speaker, to accomplish that result I can never consent to strike 
down one-third of the money of the country without substituting 
some other money in its place. Such relief would be purchased 
at too dear a price, and, furthermore, it is not necessary. The 
bill prepared by the Democrats of this House as an amendment, 
which the majority have refused to allow us to introduce, provided 
for the substitution of silver dollars coined out of silver already 
belonging to the Government and in the Treasury for the Treas- 
ury notes. In this way the gold reserve can be abolished without 
contracting the ey one dollar, and the masses of the people 
will no longer be compelled to pay enormous taxes to provide free 
gold, not only to our own people, but the people of all countries, 
especially when the Governments of Europe keep their gold under 
lock and key and only allow it to be drawn on when they deter- 
mine it is wise or expedient to do so. 

We have no more money in circulation in this country than the 
necessities of trade require. A contraction of the currency, in- 
stead of relieving the present crisis, would in all probability pro- 
duce another panic more destructive to our business interests 
than that wasn which we passed two years ago. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I give my hearty support 
to this bill because I believe it is for the best interests of my 
country and that it is also in accord with the pledges made by 
the party of which I have the honor to be an humble member. 
Four years ago this great country of ours was prosperous. Four 
—— ago our country seemed to enjoy unlimited credit and to 

ave the unbounded confidence not only of the people of the 
United States, but those of every other civilized nation. We had 
the ability then to pay every debt that was incurred for the ex- 
penses of the Government, because its revenues were sufficient to 
meet such expenses. 

There was then no question as to the redemption of the legal- 
tender note or of the note known as the Treasury note. Both 
forms of currency were held by the people; and very few of 
those notes were ever presented for redemption, because there 
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was general confidence throughout the whole country. }ut 
there came the election of 1892; and upon that November 
morning when the people of the country awakened to the 
fact that the Presidency had been given to the Democratic 
candidate, that the Senate would be Democratic, and that 
the House of Representatives would be in accord with the 
Senate—that, in other words, the legislative power and the 
executive power were to be in the hands of a party that en- 
tered upon the possession of the Government with the avowed 
| purpose of striking down that great system of American protec- 
tion to which the Republican party has been pledged and under 
the banner of which the Republican party had won its victories— 
, the people of the United States, whose course had been onward 
and upward on the great highway of success for over thirty years, 
finding after the election that this party with its purpose thus 
avowed was coming into power and that instead of this American 
system of protection it was about to introduce another system en- 
tirely at variance with it—a system which would turn the chan- 
nels of trade, which would interfere with every species of busi- 
ness—when that was ascertained there arose something that 
comes whenever you have a great transformation in a country; 
there came the alarm of a people. Following that alarm came 
distrust, and in the wake of distrust there came want of confi- 
dence; and after that the cessation of credit. And when credit 
was wanting then the business interests of the country were al- 
most at a standstill. 

That being the condition of the business of the country, what 
resulted to the Government of the United States? There resulted 
a decrease of revenue. From the time that election took place 
and when that want of confidence arose, when the business of the 
country began to languish, when it was either at a standstill or 
very materially crippled, the internal revenue of the Government 
was decreased and the impost duties fell away. Thus we find 
that the revenue of the country was cut off. What was the re- 
sult? Though we were in a time of peace, though there were no 
extraordinary expenditures, yet the very ordinary expenditures 
of the Government could not be paid from its revenues. 

What next occurred? What occurs to an individual who lives 
beyond his means? He must do one of three things: Either he 


must accumulate about him a great mass of floating debt, or he 
must use some trust fund, which, perchance, may be in his hands, 


to make good his own deficiency, or, Micawber like, he must go 
out and issue his ‘I O U’s” and “‘ wait for something to turn up.” 
So it was with this nation of ours. The moment its revenues 
became insufficient to pay the current expenses the nation was 
living beyond its means. The moment it was in that condition it 
became a debtor; and when it became a debtor and the Demo- 
cratic party came into power, the first thing the Administration 
did was to touch a sacred fund that had been set aside for a 
special purpose. 

This fund was not intended to pay the expenses of Government; 
it was a sacred gold reserve fund which had been placed in the 
Treasury by the Republican party for the redemption of the legal- 
tender and Treasury notes. That party had said that the limit of 
that fund which could not be encroached without danger was 
$100,000,000. But when the Democratic party came into power, 
having present needs pressing upon them, they resorted to the use 
of that fund. Having been above one hundred millions it was in 
the first months of that Administration rapidly dissipated. It fell 
to $100,000.000, and after that line was passed it decreased to 
ninety millions, to eighty millions, to seventy millions, to sixty 
millions, almost to fifty millions. What was that? It was a 
transgression of which a nation should never have been guilty. 

At that very moment, Mr. Speaker, the Administration should 
have called a halt and something should have been done other than 
the taking of that fund. They did something more than that. 
They not only used during that period this sacred fund for the re- 
demption of the legal-tender notes, but they did that which caused 
a lack of confidence on the part of our own people, as well asa 
lack of confidence on the part of Europe, from whom we had bor- 
rowed money. They said, ‘‘ Here isa debtor who lives beyond his 
means and who uses a sacred trust fund on the first occasion 
presented, a fund which is set aside for the redemption of his obli- 
gation, and is using it for present purposes.” 

This condition of affairs caused a lack of confidence, and then 
for the first time the greenback began to be presented for re- 
demption. It was not originally presented for redemption. That 
fund was not encroached upon by the redemption of the greenbacks 
in the first instance. It was used to pay the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and when this was done confidence was lost, and then the 
outstanding obligations of the Government began to be presented 
for liquidation. ‘This went on day by day and week by week, and 
thus the history of each month presented itself. Again and again 
the greenbacks were presented and the Administration found it 
must do something to replenish the Treasury. Then they issued 
the bonds, which were first taken by our own people; and later, 
under cover of the night, the Administration made a contract with 
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a foreign syndicate, and they placed more of the Government bonds. 
So it was that this transaction originated. And as we look it 
over now, as we take the sheets of the Treasury now and see the 
reports of its condition from day to day, we find that notwith- 
standing the Democratic party, through its Administration, has 
added $162,000,000 to the bonded debt of the United States, still 
this sacred fund has been repeatedly encroached upon and is again 
below the mark almost $40,000,000, 

Now, again, the appeal comes that something must be done to 
remedy the situation. The President of the United States finds 
himself unable to control the situation and appeals to Congress, 
and says they should take ce of the matter and do some- 
thing to remedy the existing condition of things. I favor, then, 
the passage of these bills. 

e must do three things to remedy the situation. In the first 
place, we must see that there is enough revenue furnished to take 
care of the present expenses of the Government, because, so long 
as you have not revenue enough to meet present expenses, all the 
bonds which you may issue will not keep up that sacred reserve 
fund. But by the passage of the bill on Thursday I believe we 
will accomplish that result. I believe we will provide sufficient 
revenue, That bill was not such a bill as I, as a Republican 

rotectionist, living in a border State, was willing to vote for 
fad it not been that I knew it to be a revenue measure only, and 
necessary for this temporary purpose. I think the first duty of 
Congress—the first duty it owes to the people of the United 
States—is to protect the credit of the country; and so, Mr. 
Speaker, we are proceeding in this protection now. First, the bill 
was necessary to furnish revenue. In the second place, we must 
do something to make good that sacred coin gold reserve fund 
held for the redemption of the tenders and Treas notes. 
This will be done by the ding , which authorizes the issu- 
ance of coin bonds, which shall be used in such amounts as are 
necessary for the redemption of the legal tenders. 

It has been urged to-day in the course of this discussion that the 
legal tenders will be redeemed and that they will never come out 
to the people again, and for that reason that there will be a con- 
traction of the currency to that extent. Just so long as there is 
a demand for the gold on the less! tenders they are in excess of 
the demand for them eo people. The moment they find 
in power a party that intends to protect the credit of the country, 
that intends to carry out the pledges to this country, that ev 
dollar shall be as good as every other dollar, and that dollars 
be the highest dollar known to the world, just so long as they find 
a party to make that pledge good, you will find that the green- 
backs will not be presented forredemption. It will be retainedin 
circulation, because outside of the gold currency of the country 
the greenback is the best currency we have to-day. 

Another thing. The $138,000,000 of notes issued under the 
Sherman Act are the currency of the country. They are issued 
upon the bullion in the of the United States that was 
purchased by the Government. Suppose these are presented and 
redeemed vy the proceeds received from the sale of bonds? The 
effect would be the retirement of $138,000,000 of these notes, and 
I think it better to retire them than to retire the legal-tender 
notes, 

Retire them say for instance. When you do that you free this 
$13,000,000 of silver in the Treasury of the United States, and 
Congress can then pass a law which will coin this silver into sub- 
sidiary coin and send it out to the people of the United States for 
use. We need subsidiary silver and I want to say right here 
as a Republican that I believe that the silver thus made free 
should be coined in this manner, not into the 16 to 1 dollar, be- 
cause I am opposed to that; but we can issue it in the shape of 
subsidiary silver. I believe that these are some of the benefits 
that can be accomplished by this bill. More will follow in the 
future. But this is the first step in the right direction. The 
great thing that we must establish, that we must build up, that 
we must maintain in the country is confidence in our purpose to 
do that which is right. 

The Republican has always been able to rise to the situa- 
tion. Time was when there was an assault made on the lines of 
this party, when it was contended that an unlimited amount of 
greenbacks should be sent to the country, to pay the bonded obli- 
gations of the country. Then it was that a Republican President 
stood up between that idea and the ag eee policy; and, thanks 
be to God and to Ulysses 8. Grant, was saved that de- 
a i rose to the — eee occasion, _—_ — the 
credit of the country. Ia m y y; we rise 
to the height of this eseaien and while it may be a Democratic 
President who makes this appeal, he is the President of the United 
States and we as Republicans owe it to our and to our peo- 
- to protect the credit of our country now at all times. It 


our first duty. [Applause. 

Mr. WILSON - ee ite. 8 , We desire to enter our 
pe against the a this legi The States of the 

orthwest have always loyal to the blican party, and 
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their representatives have been faithful supporters of the doctring 
of protection. We believe in that doctrine as implicitly as do our 
Eastern friends, and we stand ready to cooperate with them in the 
passage of legislation for the purpose of raising revenue sufficient 
to pay the expenditures of the Government and for the protection 
of American interests. We will go to any reasonable length in 
that direction and are willing to abide by the decisions of our party 
on that question. We have always occupied this position. My 
constituency ask protection and need it as much as do the people 
of Pennsylvania or Massachusetts. While we are producers of so- 
called raw material, we recognize the fact that its production ne- 
cessitates aon duties on imports of the manufactured 
product therefrom in order that the manufacturer of the East 
may have oe protection. Realizing this and appreciating it 
in all its significance, and standing ready to hold up the hands of 
our Eastern brethren along these lines, even to the extent of the 
McKinley schedules, nevertheless, we must enter our earnest 

rotest against the passage of a measure like that now before the 


ouse. 

From the date of its birth the Republican party has been a 
party of protection; this principle has been one of its cardinal 
virtues; thi been proclaimed in its success and asserted in 
its defeat. It has not wavered when that principle was up for 
consideration; it has not faltered along these lines, and its tri- 
umphant success, again and again, has been due to its advocacy 
of this idea. Because the American people believe in a continua- 
tion of that principle we support it; but the American people 
have never proclaimed in time of peace the interest-bearing bond 
theory; that idea has never been sired by any political organiza- 
tion. The President of the United States and the bankers of 
New York alone have demanded it. The Democratic party and 
the blican party each have again and again repudiated it. 

Our friends on this side of the Chamber who propose this legis- 
lation insist that the Republican must come to the rescue 
of the Government. We of the West believe there is another way 
of doing this withoutissuing bonds. Webelieve that under the law, 
under the plain letter and spirit of the written statutes, a remedy 
fully and completely presents itself to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, so far as maintaining the gold reserve isconcerned. We be- 
lieve he should pay with the kind of money which the law pre- 
scribes, gold and silver. This law has always been upon the 
statute books, and is so plain of interpretation that no man can 
misunderstand it. His failure to do that has brought about the 
condition of this endless chain which makes it impossible for the 
Government to maintain the gold reserve. 

The committee now presents a measure for the relief of the sit- 
uation which has never been approved by any political organiza- 
tion and is not now sired by any party: it is without pride of 
ancestry or hope of emery it is the monstrous proposition of 
retiring the greenbacks and Treasury notes by an issue of interest- 
bearing ‘bonds. This is unquestionably the practical effect of it, 
because the bill provides that the proceeds of the bonds shall be 
used for the redemption of legal-tender notes, and for no other 
oe. The situation is, therefore, simplified and narrowed 

own to the plain proposition to retire the greenbacks and Treas- 
ury notes with an issue of bonds in time of profound peace; in 
other words, a contraction of the currency to the extent of almost 
$500,000,000 when the country is sorely in need of more money. 
Our people do not believe in bond issues of any kind at this time, 
but look upon a measure of this kind as fraught with more evil 
in its consequences than any deficit which can confront us. 

We believe that no permanent prosperity can come to this coun- 
try until this problem is solved by the free coinage of silver. It 
is not my p to enter into a discussion of the merits of this 
plan now. e President says that this ae is an unsupported 
and improbable theory and contrary to the practice of other na- 
tions and the teachings of the wisest statesmen and economists of 
the world, both past and t, and that it runs counter to our 
own actual e ence. He and the other advocates of a gold 
standard insist that we can not maintain the parity of the two 
metals by free , and cites as a reason therefor the disparity 
which now exists. For two hundred years prior to 1873 the com- 
mercial ratio between gold and silver ranged between 14 to 1 and 
16to1. During that timesilver in most commercial countries en- 
joyed the same coinage privileges accorded to gold. During the 

wo ay my of that time Great Britain, the greatest commer- 
cial na in the world, ed the use of silver as money; 
nevertheless, the parity was tained until the United States 
joined hands with Germany and the States of the Latin Union in 
stri down the _ ——. ban - — : —, - 
parity price of silver, li and every other 
product of human industry, was regulated by the law of supply 
and demand. Half of the demand which the world has had for 
silver as well as gold has been by the money function 
which the world has given it. The great civilized nations of the 
earth, which by 1 tion had created half of this demand, de- 


stroyed it by antagonistic legislation, and then the advocates of a 
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single gold standard criticised silver for its failure to maintain its 


ratio. Thiscriticism is unfair, ilogical,and unjust. Had gold been 
treated in the same way it would be in as bad if not worse plight 
than silveris to-day. The President insists that our credit would 
be ruined if we adopted a free-coinage law, and in support of his 
position he cites the low price of silver as compared with gold. 
Any legislation short of free coinage must treat silver simply as a 
commodity; it occupies that position to-day in the financial affairs 


of our country; it 1s simply a material out of which money is | 


made, but is not fundamental money in any sense of the word. 
We believe in a metallic basis for money; we believe that every 
dollar issued by the United States should be either itself made out 
of gold or silver or be redeemable in gold or silver. Silver to-day 
occupies the same position with respect to gold as does the paper 
currency, both measured by the gold standard. 

Many so-called bimetallists pretend to favor the unrestricted 
coinage of both metals, but insist that this country can not do it 
alone, and that the great powers of Europe, particularly Great 





e 

This legislation had its origin in the alarm of the President of 
the United States. What caused this alarm? The people xre not 
afraid. There has been no cry of terror gone up from the mass of 


the people throughout the length and breadth of the land. We 
have not heard the voice of fear in the great city of Chicago or 
anywhere in the great Mississippi Valley, the granary of the 


bt 
world; it does notcome from the mountains ofthe West. Whence 





hasitcome? From the interest gatherers and money changers of a 
single street in the city of New York, the direct lineal descendants 
| of those whom Christ ejected from thetemple. They are without 
a country and a nationality; they owe no allegiance to anything 
but gold; they areabsolutely without courage and without patriot- 
| ism; they bow down humbly to any kind of a yoke and would 
cheerfully permit any insult to their country and subject them- 
selves to any kind of indignity so that they may have a continued 


itain, must consent by international agreement before we can | 
Tr ’ $ 


safely resume the free coinage of silver. These pretended friends 


of silver have done it an infinite deal of harm in the past; they | 
pretend to be its friends, while always failing to do anything 


practical to assist it. The President and other single-standard 
advocates attempt to sustain their position by referring to the 
fact that the ratio between the two metals in the United States 
has not been uniform since the establishment of our Government 
until 1873. There is nothing in this contention. 

In 1792 Mr. Hamiltoninduced Congress to adopt the ratio of 15 to 
1, and coinage on that schedule was adopted. However, there 
was very little of either gold or silver coined under this ratio, the 
Government coining less than two millions in gold and about a 


million and a half in silver. In 1803 France began the free coin- | 


age of silver and gold at the ratioof 15}to1. This naturally 
made gold more valuable than silver and had a tendency to at- 
tract the yellow metal to France, and our currency, as a result, 
became chiefly silver. This was not entirely the case, but the 
premium of 3 per cent incident to the new ratio established by 
the French mint had a tendency and did largely attract gold to 
thatcountry. In 1834 this Government adopted the present ratio 
of 15.988 to 1. The adoption of this ratio caused gold to depre- 
ciate about 3 per cent. As a result silver, to a great extent, 
retired from circulation in this country. 

The commercial ratio between the two metals had nothing to 
do with this partial drawing apart, but it was the mint ratio fixed 
by the laws of two great money-using countries which affected 
this result; in other words, the demand was created for one or 
the other of these money metals as the legislation of one or the 


opportunity to gather in their unearned profits. 

They write us that already the stock exchange has witnessed a 
loss of $500,000,000 as a result of the action of the President and 
the Congress of the United States on the Venezuelan question. It 
is not true, but if it were true it is not a matter that would con- 
cern the American people. Those millions do not represent real 
values. They represent a fluctuation in values which was the 


| direct result of speculation—gambling, if you are pleased to call it 





| anywhere except in the New York Stock Exchange. 


other of these great countries changed the ratio. During all of | 
the period between 1816 and 1873 England did not recognize silver | 
as money of ultimate redemption, but treated it solely as a com- | 


modity. It must be apparent to even the advocates of a single 
standard that the French law controlled the commercial ratio of 
gold and silver during all of this period, for France was then the 
greatest commercial nation which fixed this ratio by legislation. 
The friends of silver insist that, judging from this precedent, our 
country, the greatest consuming and producing nation on the 
face of the earth, can do the same thing. But the limited time 
given for the discussion of this measure will not permit of going 
into the great principles which underlie the free coinage of gold 
and silver on this occasion. 

We believe that the Republican party can enact tariff legisla- 
tion which will put this country on a cash basis. The only argu- 
ment that has ever been advanced by members on this side of the 
House in yh of this measure is that the President would not 
sign a tariff bill pure and simple, but might possibly sign one 
which had connected with it, in the way of contemporaneous leg- 
islation, a bond scheme. This so-called argument is absolutely 


no argument whatever and is unworthy the utterance of any | 
member on this floor. It is not even entitled to the respect of an | 


argument for its expediency. I am not much given to expediency 
in matters of legislation; but placing the cause of this bill on that 
ground alone (and that is the only virtue which can be claimed 
for it), it certainly has no merit. 

It is a well-known fact that there is a substantial bimetallic ma- 
jority at the other end of the Capitol and that this majority atands 
ready and willing to enact legislation in the interests of the cause 
of silver when the occasion presents itself. It is alsoa well-known 
fact to every member of this House who has cared to inform him- 
self on the subject that the Senate will not permit a bond bill to 

ass. If this reaches the Senate in its present form a free-coinage 

ill will be substituted in lieu thereof. That will be the substi- 
tute which will come back to this House, and on that proposition 
the Senate will unquestionably stand. It therefore is absolutely 
iinpossible for the bill—this bill of expediency, promulgated by 
men who, in advance of the necessity for it, have proclaimed com- 

romise—to ever reach the President of the United States, much 
ess receive his signature. The argument of expediency, there- 
fore, falls to the ground. 





| 





by its right name. These people are not even entitled to be digni- 
fied by the name of meukiorss they do not possess the courage of 
gamblers. A gambler will risk his all on the cast of a die or the 
turn of a card, and smile complacently when he sees it lose; but 
those stock gamblers whine and cringe like whipped curs when 
they lose a small percentage of that which they have dishonestly 
wrung from the people. If I read history aright these people 
have never come to the rescue when the interests of the Govern- 
ment were at stake; they have always faltered in the rear; their 
sympathies have always been foreign: they have not upheld the 
flag of their country by their money or by their strength. It was 
this same cry that Abraham Lincoln had to contend with during 
the war of the rebellion. The cause of secession received more aid 
and comfort in the city of New York than it did from the State 
of South Carolina. Many of the brave soldiers who went forth to 
battle for their country in its hour of need had to be sent back to 
quell riots and disturbances in the great city of New York during 
the trying times of the rebellion. 

The people of the United States have not forgottenthis. Therehas 
been no loss to the material wealth of the country from this scare. 
The gamblers are panic-stricken, but the people are not. As one 
man, with one voice, in this Congress and out of it, they upheld 
the dignity and honor of the United States. There is no discord 
From there 
alone has come the demand for this legislation. Let us hearken 
unto the voice of the people. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, in the short time I have to devote 
to the subject of this bill I shall endeavor to correct certain mis- 
apprehensions or mistakes that exist in the minds of members 
concerning its import and effect. The occasion which has brought 
it forth is the message of the President of the United States, 
describing the necessity of the enactment of financial measures 
by this Congress and appealing to the patriotism of this body to 
provide some means for the relief of the Government in its im- 
pending difficulties in that respect. In addition to that, we have 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he has stated 
as a matter of fact that from the 1st day of July, 1893, until the 
ist day of December, 1895, the revenues of the Government have 
fallen below its expenditures to the amount of $130,221,023, mak- 


ing an average of upward of $50,000,000 a year during the period 
of time referred to in this manner by the Secretary. 

The appeal that is made by the President in the special message, 
as well as this disclosure by the Secretary of the Treasury. clearly 


indicates the necessity of some action on the part of this House 
for the purpose of relieving the Government from its apprehended 
financial difficulty. It is true that the Secretary himself has 
denied the necessity of any aid or assistance on the part of Con- 
gress; but we have the acknowledged fact of this immense dis- 
crepancy between the revenues and expenditures, which appeals 
in stronger terms for the action of this House than any language 
that could be used by the Secretary urging it to aid and assist him 
in defraying theexpenses of the Government. It is for the purpose 
of relieving the great emergency indicated by the message of the 
President and by the state of the Treasury receipts that this bill 
has been introduced. 

I shared with many other gentlemen the apprehension which 
existed when the bill first came before the House, that all the 














| greenbacks and Treasury notes that might be redeemed by the 


fund to beraised under authority of this bill would be retired and 
forever extinguished. That arose not simply ont of the language 
of the bill itself or its general scope, but from the fact that these 
notes wereto beredeemed. There was to be aredemption of them; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as the President of the 
United States, would have assumed, if the bill had remained in 
that form, that that provision meant a permanent retirement of 


<* 


Ni 











AEE,» Wanna BES ENA WOR es 





these bills so far as they should be redeemed. But in order to ob- 
viate the possibility that such an effect should be given to the bill, an 
important change was made in it as it was again presented in this 
House for final consideration and action, and as the bill now ap- 
pears before the House there is no danger, no risk, of the retire- 
ment and extinguishment of the greenbacks or the Treasury notes. 

You look at the language of the first section of the bill and find 
there that the security for the circulation under this bill is to be 
maintained. It is true the bill has provided additional means for 
raising money by the issuance of United States bonds, and that 
the money raised in this manner shall be applied to the redemption 
of the greenback currency and of the Treasury notes. That sec- 
tion has provided still further that under the proviso in this sec- 
tion this bill shall have no effect whatever in the way of restricting 
the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem and ex- 
tinguish these notes. Onthecontrary, itis stated in the firstsection 
of the bill that the preceding law on the subject, which was passed 
for the purpose of preventing the retirement of these notes, shall 
remain in fali force and effect, undisturbed by the language of 
this section. 

I now call the attention of the House to the ease of the law 
which was passed for the purpose of peptone the retirement of 
these notes, as indicating not only the possibility, but the entire 
feasibility of retaining all the greenback circulation in the hands 
of the people except such small amount as may find its way for 
the time being to the Treasury after this bill shall have become 
law. The language is this: 

And whenever any of said notes may be redeemed or be received into the 
Treasury, under any law, from any source whatever, and shall belong to the 
United States, they shall not be retired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall 
be issued and paid out again and kept in circulation. 

That is the language of the law of 1879, which this bill proposes 
to continue in force and effect, without any modification or re- 
striction whatever. So that there is nothing here that is proposed 
to be enacted into law that will in any manner contract the circu- 
lation of the Treasury notes. The obligation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury is that, as these notes may come into his hands or 
possession, he shall reissue them and keep them in circulation. 

Now, the main advantage of the first section of this bill consists 
in the further provision that when these bonds are to be sold upon 
the market for the purpose of replenishing the gold supply of the 
Treasury it shall not be done by mere private negotiation, as sales 
have been made heretofore, but that the bonds shall be advertised 
for the open market, and every individual shall be at liberty to be- 
come a competitor in the purchase of them, and to pay his gold 
into the hands of the Treasurer of the United States for the pur- 
pose of securing the redemption of the greenbacks, instead of put- 
ting the bonds into the hands of foreign dealers or of capitalists 
in this country intending to send them into foreign countries. 

There is nothing, therefore, in this section of the bill that pro- 
vides in any respect whatever, or permits by any device whatever, 
the contraction of the circulating Treasury notes of the United 
States, and members have fallen into a mistake who have en- 
deavored to impress upon the House the idea that the enactment 
of this bill into a law would destroy the circulation of the Treas- 
ury notes or of the greenbacks. It is impossible that it should do 
so, for the reason that while the bill provides for the redemption 
of these notes it retains in full force and effect the gy een law 
which makes it the duty of the Treasury to circulate these notes 
again and to keep them in circulation. 

Now, is there anything in the second section which restricts the 
action of the Secretary, or his authority, in reference to the circu- 
lation of these notes? Not one single word. On the other hand, 
the second section ony provides for meeting an emergency that 
may arise owing to a deficiency of the revenue received from cus- 
toms duties, or from other sources, by authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as a means of providing ‘‘for any temporary de- 
ficiency now existing, or which may hereafter occur,” to sell these 
small obligations for the purpose of raising money to meet the ex- 

nditures of the Government. Then it is provided also by the 

ast sentence of the section that “the proceeds thereof shail be 
used for the purposes prescribed in this section and for no other.” 
There is nothing, therefore, in the way of the continued circula- 
tion of the Treasury notes of the United States. There is nothing 
here to restrict in any way the authority of the Secretary or to 
relieve him from the duty of ae these notes in circulation, 
notwithstanding their redemption and notwithstan their pay- 
ment into the Treasury. It is simply to relieve the Government 
in oxtraordinary emergencies, when there may be a temporary de- 
ficiency in receipts to meet its expenditures, that these small obli- 
— may be sold and lawful money may be received in payment 
or them, and that money disbursed for the purpose of relieving 
~ oe 
‘hat is as far as section 2 goes, either by its language or by any 
fair construction of it, ynder any condition or circumstances that 


may arise, 
We therefore have, in the contemplation of this bill, not only 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 27, 


the sale of United States bonds upon a fair competitive notice pub- 
lished to the world, but, in addition to that, we have the further 
provision that when the bonds shall be sold and the money realized, 
and greenbacks or Treasury notes redeemed with that money, the 
Treasury notes are not to be locked up in the Treasury, are not 
to go out of circulation, but it is made the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reissue those notes, and not only to reissue them, 
but, under the law as it stands, to keep them in circulation. And 
it is only when these notes shall prove to be insufficient to answer 
the purposes of the Government, or when some temporary emer- 
gency shall occur, or, in the language of the act, when ‘‘any tem- 
porary deficiency” shall arise, that resort can be had to the issuing 
of these small obligations under the second section of this bill. 

There is consequently no danger whatever that there can be any 

contraction of the currency or that there can be such a piling up 
of the Treasury notes in the Treasury of the United States as by 
any possibility to amount to a contraction or a withdrawal of 
these circulating notes from the business of the country. The 
notes themselves are esteemed, confided in, and maintained by the 
people of the United States. There is no disposition upon their 
art to require their retirement. There is no disposition exhib- 
ited in this proposed bill to secure that end, but, on the contrary, 
it simply provides a means by which the gold reserve may be 
maintained intact sufficient to meet all the requirements of re- 
demption as these bills may be presented at the Treasury, and at 
the same time to keep the bills, after their redemption in this man- 
ner, in circulation throughout the country, and only to resort to 
the other expedient provided for in section 2 when there shall be 
‘*some temporary deficiency,” either existing at the present time 
or that ‘‘may hereafter occur,” requiring to be met by the provi- 
sions contained in section 2. 

There is consequently, I repeat, no danger to the business inter- 
ests of the country, either by contraction of the currency or in 
any other respect, from the enactment of this bill into a law, and 
it is an entirely erroneous impression that it can by any possi- 
bility result in any diminution of the circulating medium which 
the people have esteemed so highly and confided in so generally, 
which has carried the Government through so many emergen- 
cies, and which is ready to perform the same service hereafter for 
+ people of the United States. [Loud applause on the Repub- 

ican side, . 

Mr. SPALDING. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether there is anything in this bill which in his opinion would 
necessarily retire the Treasury notes? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; the notes will all stand on the same 


footing. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Bowers] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I am the judge of my duty as a 
Republican and as a representative of the people who sent me 
here, and I can not a that privilege to another. We ex- 
cused ourselves as Republicans for our votes acer for a Dem- 
ocratic tariff ‘‘forreyenue only” bill by the claim that an emerg- 
ency had arisen, that the President had appealed to us for help, 
and that we must act eer, That emergency we claimed 
yesterday we had provided for, although we knew that the Presi- 
dent would not sign such a bill, and we might as well have passed 
a genuine Republican protective tariff bill. 

ow, what other emergency has arisen that requires this haste 
in authorizing the issue of ‘‘more bonds,” while the President 
now has unlimited power to issue bonds and this bill in no wise 
restricts that power. On the contrary, it expressly states that it 
is in addition to the power already granted him. Indeed, we are 
told by the papers this morning that the President is now negoti- 
ating for the sale of $200,000,000 of bonds; that the sale will be 
concluded within a few days, either with the syndicate that took 
the other bonds or with Russia, irrespective of what this House 
may do. I ask what emergency has arisen to justify the passage 
of this bill? I knowof none, except that the other day two or three 
stock blers in the city of New York failed, and we were told 
yesterday that one of these would probably get upon his feet be- 
fore he was counted out. [Laughter.] 

a stri of its wrappings, divested of all its at 
tempted disguise, this bill appears to me a proposition to destroy 
the greenbacks, all of them. It either means that, or it means 
nothing. Gentlemen of the Republican side of the House, are 
you ready to do that? Are you ready to take even the chance of 
doing that? Who has asked you to do it? The people? No. 
There never has come to one of you any demand from the people 
anywhere in the United States. that this thing be done. ho 
asks for it, repeat? The Democratic President in his last frantic 
message to this House asks for it. That was the alpha and omega 
of that message, ‘‘Destroy the backs and issue bonds.” 
This demand is echoed by the ers, the bond speculators, and 
stock gamblers of New York; and now we have the Secretary of 
the Treasury hoarsely baw ‘Destroy the greenbacks!” and 
Wall street opens wide its ugly mug to swallow ‘more bonds.” 
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It seems to me this bill comes in here in response to their demands, 
and a deaf ear has been turned to the voice of the people. 

You know that the people of the United States are opposed to 
the destruction of the greenbacks. Theyremember that the green- 
backs enabled them to carry to a successful conclusion the war for 
the preservation of the Union. They know that for twenty-five 
years thereafter the greenbacks continued to be the money of the 
people, of all the people. And we had no other money during the 
most prosperous era of the Republic. Those greenbacks during 
all those years were ‘‘sound money”; they were ‘honest dollars” 
up to the day that Grover Cleveland was inaugurated President 
of the United States and launched his cry, ‘‘ Destroy the green- 
backs and issue bonds.” [Applause.] That is all there is against 
the greenbacks now—the Cleveland-Carlisle cry. Every one of 
you Republicans—and I want to talk to Republicans—I have no 


| 
| 


desire to talk to Democrats [laughter]; they seem to be going all | 
right on this bill—every one of you Republicans, when upon the | 


stump addressing your constituents, has denounced the President 
for doing exactly what you propose to do in indorsing this bill. 


Yet, in spite of that, we have now the astounding spectacle of | 


Republicans not only indorsing the President in that for which 
they have heretofore condemned him, but proposing to give him 
greater power, the power to destroy the greenbacks and contract 
the currency of this nation to the extent of $346,000,000. That is 
what this bill means, if it means anything. 

You know that this bill can not become a law. You know, 
every one of you, that it can not pass the Senate of the United 
States. Noman believes that it will. Butwiththe passage of this 
bill by the votes of the Republican majority here the mischief is 
accomplished, for you have become participants and sharers in the 


odium of theissue of all these bonds not with the Democratic party, | 
but with the Democratic Administration. There is, you know | 


a great gulf between these two. And you have got to meet that 
responsibility every one of you. You have got to spend all your 
time in the next canvass explaining, or trying to explain, why you 
did this; why, at this time, you sought refuge under the umbrella 
of Grover Cleveland, who has gathered you in as a hen gathers 
her chickens under her wings. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Me Speaker, we are confronted with a most singular and con- 
tradictory state of things. The President, in a message this to 
Congress, sent in seven days ago, said, among other things: 

We are in the midst of another season of perplexity caused by our danger- 
ous and fatuous financial operations. 

Mr. Speaker, that sentence exactly characterizes Mr. Cleveland 
and Mr. Carlisle’s financial operations during the last two and a 
half years. The country never saw anything of the kind before. 
The President in this extraordinary message goes on to say: 

I ask, at the hands of the Congress, such prompt aid as it alone has the 
power togive * * * torelieve the dangers of the present emergency. 

Yet it is notorious that, at the very time he was writing these 
words to Congress, he was secretly negotiating for the sale of 
one hundred or two hundred million dollars of bonds to the same 
syndicate that cleared up so many million doliars profit from the 
other secret sale. and are now hungry for more. And these sales 
have been denounced by all the people of the United States. 

He says further: 

The real cure for our recurring troubles can only be effected by a com- 
plete change in our financial system. 

That's true, and the change needed is from his system, controlled 
and administered by English financiers and the shylocks of Wall 
street, to an American system administered by Americans. 

For the quarter of a century previous to the second advent of 
Cleveland the financial system of this country was on an Ameri- 
can basis, and every dollar, whether of gold, silver, or paper, which 
bore the stamp of the United States was an honest dollar, and 
popeey continued under that system up to that unfortunate 

ay when the band of foreign conspirators, having its headquar- 
ters in the foreign city of New York, came into power through 
the Cleveland Administration. And what a condition they have 
brought the country to in their struggle to displace the money of 
the Constitution with their robber dollars! Ah, sir, we had bet- 
ter have cheap and honest American dollars than the foreign 
costly and dishonest dcllars, through which our industries have 
poem. prostrated, our people robbed, and the National Treasury 
ooted. 


This band of foreign mercenaries, who have neither patriotism 
nor any love of country, acknowledge no flag, are flooding the 
land with their so-called ‘‘ sound-currency ” publications. They 
conjure up the horrible phantom of a silver basis—that, they say, 
threatens this country—wherewith tofrighten the ignorant. Sir, 
there is not upon the earth to-day a nation that is upon the so- 
called silver basis that has not prospered, while this nation has 
suffered untold miseries during all the time Cleveland and his col- 
leagues have been trying to force fhis country to a dishonest gold 
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We find this bond bill brought in by Republicans. They say 
it is in response to the appeal of the President, and the burden of 
their argument is, ‘‘ We must support the President in this emer- 
gency,” but up to this time ncé one other reason have they given 
for the passage of this bill. They talk continually about an 
‘“emergency,” but not one of the supporters of this bill has 
deigned to tell what the emergency is. On the other hand, the 
Democratic. party, as represented in Congress, appears to be 
unanimously opposed to the bill and declares that it is wrong, 
and that no emergency exists warranting it. 

Mr. Speaker, when [ have to choose ina case like this, I had 





rather stand with the Democratic party when it stands on the side 
of the people, as it does on this bill (for what reason, I care not) 
than to support a Democratic Administration that stands in with 
the gold gamblers of Wall street, and has stood with them since 


the day of its inauguration, to the irreparable injury of the people 
of the United States. 

Pass this bill, gentlemen of the Republican side, and forever 
after hold your peace as to Grover Cleveland, for you will have 
exonerated him from every charge you have made against him 
respecting the sale of the bonds. You will have indorsed his Ad- 
ministration and he will have bagged more Republican lame ducks 
than he ever brought down at one shot before. And do not forget 
that day before yesterday, with his right barrel, he fetched a pure 
Democratic ‘‘ tariff-for-revenue-only ” bill out of a big Republican 
flock. 

Still we may defend ourselves to some extent with the fact that 
the horizontal bill is some improvement upon the present ‘tariff 
for England’s glory only.” But how can a Republican excuse 
himself for voting for this bill? 

Gentlemen say we must defend the credit of the nation. Sir, if 
we keep on defending it this way our occupation will soon be 
gone, for there will be no credit to defend. 

Mr. Speaker, the frantic message sent us by the President is in 
strict accordance with his programme to place this country at the 
mercy of foreign financiers, the essential feature of which pro- 
gramme is to make dollars dear and labor cheap. Thatis Mr. Cleve- 
land’s platform, and he has been so succontal that he has doubled 
the debt of every farmer and producer who was in debt when this 
Administration came in, and the logical, inevitable condition to 
which Mr. Cleveland’s theories have brought the country has cut 
in two the day’s pay of nearly every workingman in the country. 
Mr. Speaker, I am amazed to see Republicans seconding Mr. 
Cleveland in his work of subjugating the American workingmen 
and the American producers, putting them on a level with the 
cheap and pauper labor of Europe. 

I repeat that not one reason has been advanced by its supporters 
for the passage of this bill. The Treasury report of this morning 
shows a balance of $170,000,000 on the right side. Leading Dem- 
ocrats on the floor of this House have told you to-day that it is not 
necessary; Democrats who have been through thick and thin the 
stanch supporters of the President have told you this; the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury denounces it, though this latter fact may aid 
its passage—may have been intended to. 

And now, in conclusion, I want to say to you Republicans that 
when this bill is passed, if such a calamity is to overtake the Re- 
publican party, I beg that you will amend the title of the bill so 
that it shall ane the purpose and effect of the measure. Make 
it read, ‘“‘A bill to retire Republican Congressmen and Republi- 
can Senators from Congress.” [Applauseonthe Democratic side. | 

I appeal to you Republicans in the words of the gallant Sheri- 
dan, when in the Shenandoah Valley he found his men flying be- 
fore the enemy, ‘Face the other way, boys!” he shouted; ‘face 
the other way!” And they did and routed the enemy. LIask you 
Republicans to face the other way. Face the enemies of the 
common people. Stand with the people who sent you here. 
Stand with them in this fight made against them by the associated 
syndicates. [Applause.] Say in the spirit of Andrew Jackson, 
‘*By the Eternal. the greenback shall be preserved for the use of 
all the people!” [Applause. | 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Idaho 
[Mr. WILSON] undertakes toanswer for two great States so widely 
separated as Idaho, the State of his adoption, and Pennsylvania, the 
State of his birth, he must inform himself better concerning the 
sentiment of his native State before he attempts to make such as- 
sertions as he has made to-night on the floor of this House. When 
he says there is nosentimentin Pennsylvania in favor of this bill, 
and when he refers to thecity of Philadelphia in particular, | wish 
to tell him (and that is my only excuse for asking to occupy ten 
minutes now in addressingthe House) that when | returned to my 
home a few days since I met, not the stock gamblers of the New 
York Stock Exchange, to which he referred, but the manufacturers 
of the greatest manufacturing city in our country—I met the busi- 
ness men of that city, and it was they who stopped me on the 
street and said, ‘‘ ADAMS, can’t you do something at Washington 
to save us from the crisis that hangs over the country?” 

Mr. Speaker, we have people in Philadelphia who are enthu- 
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siasts on party measures; we have poate in Philadelphia who are 
‘* dyed in the wool ” and always main the Republican doctrines. 
And yet I have heard them say in this emergency, ‘ Sustain an 
measure to save us and to save the country from crisis whic 
is now impending and the difficulties that surround us; meet the 
Administration and render what aid can be rendered in the 
emergency.” They ask us to meet the President who has called 
upon us for assistance; they say, ‘‘ You have been returned with a 
tremendous majority to the House of Representatives by the peo- 
ple of this country and we call on you to stop the bad system ex- 
isting; put an end to the vicious legislation; stop the financial 
terror which is sweeping over the land and enact good, wholesome 
financial measures to give the business and the manufacturing in- 
terests of the country a chance to recuperate.” 

Mr. BOWERS. On free wool? 

Mr. ADAMS. That evil will no longer exist, I will say to my 
friend from California. I do not want to take time now to debate 
the provisions of the bill passed on yesterday, but it is a part of 
the remedial legislation which the loyal House of Representatives 
has been called upon to enact. Here it goes a step further in the 
pending bill. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is scarcel a pie to 
the second section of the pending bill, so I address myself to 
the first section, the object of which is to maintain intact the 
coin redemption fund in the Treasury. Every civilized nation in 
the world considers it essential to its prosperity to have a reserve 
fund of gold to protect its currency, whether it be paper, gold, 
silver, or both metals combined. In our country the limit of that 
reserve has been fixed at $100,000,000 to secure the “gp, Sarge 
laneous and mixed currency which afflicts our people. But, un- 
fortunately, America has gotten to be the gold pot of the world. 
When a nation needs gold to s nm its currency it helps 
itself from the free pot of America. e bankers of Europe sup- 
plied Austria, which has lately reformed her currency upon a 
specie basis, with $12,000,000 in gold, on which they made a 
handsome premium. When bey Eman the gold all they had to 
do was to come to America and themselves. 

Under our present, financial condition and under legis- 
lation, so long as they can gather greenbacks, have to do 
is to take them to the Treasury of the United States, demand and 
= for them our gold. The result of this is that we have to buy 

e gold back at an enormous premium in order to noe, 
reserve. Again quite recently Australia needed $3,000, in 
gold, and the bankers supplied it. And here, again, we find that 
they came to America and depleted our reserve and ied it 
from our stock. That is the case with all the nations in world 
who need gold. Every nation in the world, except our own, can 
preserve its reserve fund, In England when gold is too freely ex- 
ported the Bank of England raises the rate of discount and puts 
a stop to it. In France the man does not live who can go to the 
bank with a large check and get it cashed in gold. They willnot 

ive it unless he states that it is for mercantile transactions, or to 
remitted in payment of a gold obligation. 

This bill, Mr. geen ill assist our Treasury to preserve its 
gold intact. And I wish to throw out one single suggestion which 
may assist in the consideration of this matter, and which has not 
been mentioned, so far as I have in the course of this dis- 
cussion. On last Friday, when the panic wasat its height in New 
York, when Europe had been no securities, owing toa 
breakdown, as was believed, in our t, and the bankers needed 
gold to remit by Saturday's steamer, what was the effect? As is 
always the case on such occasions, the money market tightened 
and it was impossible to secure greenbacks or mr ogre 4 notes of 
large denominations to enable them to withdraw the gold. 

ow, this is the thought that I would develop, and show the 
House that if the bonds are issued and greenbacks into the 
Treasury, the Secretary will have it in his power to in the 
Treasury greenbacks and the Treasury notes of ee denomi- 
nations, and issue then only the er notes. 
draw our gold out if they must collect for that bills of 
small denominations. k of the labor of @ half a mil- 
lion dollars out of the Treasury on dollar bills or of small de- 
nominations! Think of the time taken to count it, the cost of 
exporting it, and other matters in connection with such a transac- 
tion. . If the large bills are kept in the Treasury it will not inter- 
fere with the business ‘ennenetlons of the country, for we all know 
that sums of large amount are always paid by checks, It will not 
interfere with the business of the country in any way. Asa mat- 
ter of fact, 94 per cent of the in the business of the coun- 
try are by checks or drafts, and about 6 per cent only is actually 
d by notes. Now, if the smaller bills are left out, it will not 
terfere with the large transactions which are made by check, 
and the smaller transactions, which are mostly in the retail busi- 
ness, will not be interfered with, because these transactions are 
mainly with small bills. 

This bill, therefore, will put it into the hands and into the dis- 

cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to imitate foreign nations 
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to a certain extent, and to throw an obstacle in the way of the 
bankers in ae the Treasury of the gold reserve. 


Mr. Speaker, to say further that I have heard a great deal 
that been said here about how we will — to our constitu- 
ents our votes when we seek reelection. Well, I have a conscious 
feeling that I am doing what is for the benefit, not only of the 
people of ay et, but for the whole country. Iam not afraid, 
and never have been since I have been in public life, of going 
ahead and proceeding in that direction. Do what is right. The 
people of America have more sense than any other nation in the 
world, for we are better educated and have more intelligence and 
brighter ideas, and when the people realize that their representa- 
tives, in the light of the best knowledge at their command, are 
doing what is in their interest, my friend from California need 
have no fear but that the people will recognize his services and 
return him to Congress. 

Now, gentlemen, I wish to say one word about what always 
comes up here in debate about the stock exchanges and the com- 
mercial marts and the gamblers of New York. Why, the stock 
exchange of New York and the commercial exchange which deals 
in the commodities of this great land are nothing but the ther- 
mometers that reflect the sentiments of the people, their hopes, 
their fears, and what they think of the current events that are 
eoomee. My friend from Idaho [Mr. nl talks of the gam- 

lers of Wall street. Does he forget that within a stone’s throw 
of the stock exchange there is the great commercial exchange 
where cotton and petroleum and coal and the other products of 
this country are bought and sold? It was not only the stock-ex- 
change gamblers that were paralyzed the other day. Did not the 
rice of wheat fall? Is not the West interested in that? Did not 

e price of cotton fall? Has not the South an interest in that? 

a paralyze the business of this country all interests are 


affec pone 
i the hammer fell.] 
. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker——- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Paynr). The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the bill now 
before this House presents two great problems demanding our 
attention. The first is how to maintain tke gold reserve, and 
the second is how to _— for a temporary deficiency in the 
Treasury. The Republican party is pledged to maintain the gold 
reserve, and the Cleveland wing of the Democratic party is also 
em to maintain the gold reserve. That reserve is now being 

epleted. It has reached the danger point. And the question is, 
shall we allow the process of depletion to go on until a financial 
panic results from the failure of the Treasury to meet its obliga- 
tions by redeeming greenbacks in gold? The first section of the 
bill gives the Secre of the Treasury the power to issue 3 per 
cent bona dnstentt of 4and 5 per cent bonds to maintain the gold 
reserve, and de any bonds being sold secretly, but requires 
them to be sold on due advertisement. 

Now, suppose we fail to pass the first section of this bill, and go 
home to our constituents, and they say to us, ‘‘How is it that 
you failed to pass the bill to maintain the gold reserve?” What 
answer will we make? Su we fail to pass the first section of 
this bill. What would be the result? The laws in force at this 
time are the same laws that Mr. Cleveland has acted under 
heretofore when he secretly sold bonds to foreign bankers, and 
if we fail to pass this section of the bill he will make another 
secret contract and sell more 4 or ca cent bonds to the foreign 
bankers. If we fail to this bill and go home and our con- 
stituents say to us, ‘‘ Why didn’t = stop that man Cleveland 
making his secret contracts with foreign bankers? Why didn’t 
ae hand?” Whatanswer will we beable to make? None. 

eshall be dumb as sheep before their shearers. It is our duty, 
while preparing to maintain the gold reserve, to maintain it in 
such a way that at the same time we will maintain the honor of 
the American people. [Applause.] And I say the honor of the 
American peop: is not maintained when we make secret financial 
treaties with foreign bankers, and get foreign gold when we could 
have gotten American gold. 

ae Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
q on 

Mr.GIBSON. No, sir; youmaynot. [Laughter.] Now, what 
do we want to do? We want to pass a measure that will enable 
the President of the United States to sell coin-bearing bonds in 
our own country, and we want to attach a provision to it that will 

revent any more secret contracts with Belmont, Morgan, or 
Rothschild. [Applause.] And you gentlemen, you Republicans 
here who are an i this measure may not know it, but you 
are playing into hands of Rothschild. Every one of you are 
playing into the hands of Rothschild and into the hands of Wall 
ao your constituents will hold you toastern ibility. 

So far as I am concerned, I defy Ro d, and I defy Morgan, 
and I defy Belmont; and I want an appeal to be made to the 
American people to see if they have not got the money in their 
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pockets to loan to our Government. I say the people who sus- 
tained this Government with their bayonets will, when the proper 
time comes and the proper appeal is made, sustain it with their 
gold. All you have to do is to appeal to them. And I want to 
gay another thing here. I have been fighting a minority battle in 
Tennessee for many years, and I have learned that whenever I saw 
the Democrats take one end of the road I have found it safest to take 
the other end. [Applause and laughter.] And whenever I hear 
the Democratic party applauding a Republican speech I know that 
Republican is going astray. [Applause and laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] I want no applause from the Democratic side for 
any of my political utterances. 

Mr. MILES. Don’t be alarmed; you will not get any. 

Mr. GIBSON. The failure to get any is what brought me here. 
[Renewed Jaughter and applause.] The man in my district who 
gets Democratic applause is doomed. 

I want to say further that I represent a district in this House 
that never has sent a Democrat to the Congress of the United 
States in forty years, and while reason and patriotism reign in the 
brains of my constituents they never will. [Renewed laughter 
and applause.] What is more, I represent a section of Tennessee 
that put more Union soldiers into the Union army than there were 


voters. [Applause.] 1 don’t want any more bonds issued, but, | 


if any more are issued I want them to draw a lower rate of in- 
terest and run for a shorter time than the law now authorizes; 
and I want them issued openly and publicly, and in broad day- 
light, and not secretly or in the dark, and I want the highest and 
best bidder to get them; and, above all, I want every American 
citizen to have a fair chance to buy if he wishes. 

Thenext section of this bill, Mr. Speaker, provides a remedy for 
any deficiency that now exists or may hereafter arise. It author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of indebt- 
edness, not more than fifty millions in amount, payable in three 

ears, at 3 per cent interest, to provide for any temporary deficiency 
in the Treasury. What is the situation of affairs to-day in the 
United States? Arenot the public receipts insufficient to meet the 
expenses of our Government? Has not Mr. Cleveland unsheathed 
the sword in his message on the Venezuelan question, and did not 


the other side of the House vote with this side unanimously to | 


appropriate $100,000 to pay commissioners to ascertain the true 
boundary of Venezuela? 
an empty Treasury the greatest military and naval power on earth. 

The second section of this bill provides that the President of the 
Tnited States may borrow $50,000,000 should an emergency arise. 
If no emergency arises, no money will be borrowed; but if an 
emergency should arise, if our Treasury should become empty— 
what then? Run this great Government, pay the pensioners, and 
defend the American continent against European aggression, with 
an empty Treasury! Will we, Republicans, be doing our duty to 
our country if we refuse to help the President because he is a 
Democrat, and because he and his party are responsible for our 
financial distress? Thereis cone trouble in this question—so many 
of us suppose it is a political matter when it is an American mat- 
ter. On this side of the House we Republicans sometimes forget 
we are Americans, but on your side you Democrats always forget 
that you are Americans. [Laughter and applause.] This is not 
strictly a Republican question. It isan American question. We 
are as to an appeal from a Democratic President, it is 
true; but while he isa Democrat, he is also President of the United 
States of America [applause]; and we Republicans always stand 
up for our Government. When the President of the United States 


raises the American flag, as he did in his Venezuelan message, | 


the Republican party rallied around him to a man; and when he 


sends a special message here saying that he wants financial relief’ 
we come to him, not as a Democratic President, but as President | 


of the United States of America. And in voting for this measure 
I vote for it in response to the appeal of the President of the United 
States, in support of my Government, and in support of the credit 
of my country; and I doubt not that my constituents will say 
unto me, ‘* Well done, good and faithfulservant.” [Loud applause 
on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for twenty minutes. 

_Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, we are supposed at this 
time ic be engaged in legislation suggested by a special emer- 
=. This emergency is — to have brought forth its first 

its yesterday, and the full fruition, it is supposed, will be 
reached to-morrow, The emergency is one suggested by the 
special message of the President sent to Congress last week. The 
fact that this House, with its tremendous Republican majority, 
has decided to forego the usual holiday recess and devote itself 
to legislation upon the suggestion of the President that a special 
emergency exists for legislation is an admission upon the part of 
the Republican party of this House that such emergency does 
exist, and that it ought at once to be met by that party, the re- 
sponsible party here at this time. . 
The Republican party having gone thus far, having taken the 


ow, weare in afine plight to defy with | 





President as authority for theexistence of the alleged emergency, 
are they not reasonably bound to consider well what he says in 
regard to the character of the emergency and the remedy which is 
demanded? Yesterday a bill was passed by this House largely in- 
creasing the duties upon imported articles, touching everything, I 
believe, in the schedules with arise except sugar. That wasdone, 
we were told, to supply needed revenue, although the authority 
which has convinced the majority in this House that the special 
emergency exists has advised us that there is no need for addi- 
tional revenue. Legislation far different is demanded by the Pres- 
ident to meet the exigencies of the case, as he statesit. Starting 
out with your concession that the President is right when he says 
an emergency for further financial legislation exists, and claim- 
ing, as you did, to be acting in response to the President’s invita- 
tion, this House yesterday, to meet that emergency, did precisely 
what the President said was and is totally unnecessary. 

The Republican party in this House, having again decided that 
the President is right in proclaiming the existence of the emer- 


| gency, is now about doing, tomeet that emergency, something more 








that the President has not asked or suggested. At thesame time, 
as I believe, the Republican House, by this bond measure, is prac- 
tically applying, covertly and hypocritically, under another name, 
the President’s remedy—more bonds. The President believes it is 
necessary to redeem with gold the greenbacks and the Treasury 
notes issued under the Sherman bullion-purchasing law, and 
necessary, also, to provide for an increase of the gold reserve, by 
issuing and selling for gold bonds payable by their own express 
terms in gold. You Republicans, pretending to accept the Presi- 
dential invitation and to heed the Presidential warning, are pro- 
viding now for bonds payable in coin, knowing that, according to 
the Presidential interpretation—not the law—these bonds will be 
paidin gold. You are then authorizing the President to pursue, 
upon a broader plane, the policy of issuing bonds to be paid in gold, 
although they may be paid, should be paid, under the law and by 
their terms, in silver as wellas gold. Whileasserting a pretended 
conviction that the greenbacks ought not to be canceled or re- 
tired, and that the notes issued under the Sherman law ought not 
to be thrown into the waste basket, you yet attempt to inflict 
upon the country a law which would enable the Treasury authori- 
ties to retire the greenbacks and Sherman notes and keep them 
out of circulation, increase the bonded debt of the nation at will; 
to do precisely what gentlemen here advocating the passage of 
your bond bill say they are opposed to doing. 

It was said yesterday in the discussion of the tariff bill that, as 
a great concession, a most sweet-smelling sacrifice upon the altar 
of patriotism, the Republican party was departing for the time 
being from its policy of protection, and proceeding upon Demo- 
cratic lines, laying a tariff for the sole and very urgent purpose 
of raising revenue. The assumption is incorrect. If correct, it 
would be a disgraceful assumption and a disgraceful assertion. 
If your party is committed to the policy of protection and believes 
in it, why should you deny that in what you were doing you were 
moving on protection lines, in accordance with your professions 
and beliefs? Why should you, in passing a bill to greatly increase 
tariff duties, insist that you are not doing it for the sake of protec- 
tion; that protection is not in it and of it; that yours is a bill 
framed upon Democratic principles to meet the requirements of 
an ee for good legislation? Why such stultification? 

As was well remarked to-day by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Bowers], if the tariff bill which you rushed throngh the 
House yesterday is to be productive of anything, if the ‘needed 
revenue ”—you know very well that there is not the least danger 
of a Treasury deficit—if the needed revenue is to be supplied by 
means of your tariff bill, what need of this grant of limitless 
power, of boundless authority, to issue and sell bonds and lay ad- 
ditional obligations, taxes, and burdens upon not only the Ameri- 
can people of to-day, but also upon the people unborn who shall 
dwell in this land in the distant future? 

There was some talk here yesterday to the effect that your tariff 
bill was not McKinleyism. 

McKinleyism is a term descriptive of a bill passed by the Fifty- 
first Congress and of the so-called protection embodied init. But 
it is a misnomer. From what I have seen since I have been a 
member of this body, from whatI have learned from others whose 
experience and observation are far greater than mine, I believe 
that law would be much better and more fitly named if it were 
called the Reed bill, if it were named after the genius of the Fifty- 
first Congress, and if credit were due—and from the Republican 
view much credit is due—it ought to be given to the man whose 
will power and whose brain power carried that bill, as they car- 
ried other bad measures, through the Fifty-first Congress, and 
promise to carry many through this Congress. The legislation 
that has occupied us here so far is distinctively Republican. Itis 
Republicanism voiced by the dominant element of the Republican 
party. It is Republicanism framed and shaped by the man who 
was the ruling power of that party in the Fifty-first Congress, as 
he is its ruling power in this. What, then, is the use of talking 
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about this legislation not being Republican? Why talk about it 
falling short of McKinleyism? It is all of the McKinleyism, 
Reedism, Republicanism that you dare now to venture upon. 

It is legislation upon the same old lines, dictated by thesame great 
power—the foremost man of the Republican party—the Speaker of 
this House. It is Republican because it is protective in tariff and 
destructive in finance. Yours is legislation increasing the taxes 
of the po for the benefit of the manufacturers and the bond 
dealers and bondholders, and that is Republicanism. Why shrink 
from the responsibility of giving it its true name? Why try to 
deceive the people? y claim to be rising above party when you 
are only decrying your own perez principles and falling below 

our own professions and beliefs? In this present attempt at 
focislation you are seeking to perpetuate the policy of mortgaging 
this country to the grasping bond mongers while you suffer to 
lie idle and useless in the rae silver out of which there might 
be coined money enough to supply any deficiency in the revenue— 
if there really be any—as well as to give to the bondholders coin, 
as nomsindted in their bonds; silver coin partly, and not gold coin 
altogether. How simple and plain the remedy which would nat- 
wralty suggest itself to the mind of a man from the walks of the 
common people. 

There lies in the Treasury, unused, covered by dust and cob- 
webs, the material to make nearly two hundred millions of good 
sound silver dollars, ‘‘ coin” dollars. Why juggle with this term 
“coin”? If you want “coin,” why not make coin as the true 
policy of the Government has always been, as the willof the plain 
people now is—why not make “coin” out of silver as well as out 
of gold? Instead of providing forissuing $50,000,000 of emergency 
certificates, as you do in this bill, to supp the lack of needed 
revenues, as you profess, why not get cut of the silver seigniorage, 
lying useless in the Treasury because you will not use it, fifty-five 
millions of good “coin” dollars? Why not coin the other silver 
that is in the Treasury, useless, too, because you will have it so, 
and take in the notes issued under the Sherman law, which you 
say are a constant menace to the peace, the safety, and the credit 
of this country? Why not retire those notes by coining that sil- 
ver, and putting out the silver dollars, or, in their place, silver 
= made a legal tender for all debts and dues, public and 

rivate? 

y I, for my part, have no patience with the state of mind which 
regards,the money that is good enough for the people, the money 
that is used in all the transactions of the people, as unfit to be 
paid to the privileged class of wealthy holders of the bonds of 
this Government. Money which is good = for the farmer, 
and the mechanic, and the laborer, good enough for all the people 
of this land in their business transactions, and which every citi- 
zen is compelled to accept at the option of his debtor, when ten- 
dered in payment of a debt, ought, in all good conscience, to be 
good enough for that extraordinarily favored class, the rich men 
who hold the bonds of this Government and yearn for more of 
them. If 1 had the power, if the mighty Democratic party—I 
speak of the rank and file, the mass of the party—could be heard 
and could put into law their voice and their will, the silver of this 
land would be coined as gold is coined, Silver and = coinage 
would be restored as it existed in the days of our fathers, and 
there would still be afloat, as there ought to be, this currency of 
greenbacks, a currency that has met with favor among the people, 
and that has been found safe, sound, convenient, and altogether 
satisfactory in the commercial transactions of the country. 

This policy of issuing bonds in time of in any time ex- 
cept in stress of war, when the choice is between national over- 
throw and a resort to that desperate expedient of bonding the 
future as well as the present—this policy is un-American in its 
character, monarchical in its tendency, oppressive and demoraliz- 
ing in its effect. If we could only abandon this policy, turn our 
faces against it and against all such cheap e ents as this that 
you now ier seanee for by every man who advocates it, and 
thus condemned by friend and by foe—if we could turn our faces 
resolutely and ae against this policy, if you would let us 
legislate for the people of the land instead of for Wall street, New 
ork, and State street, London, how much better it would be for 
our countrymen! Then, indeed, the credit, the honor, and the 
glory of this country would be advanced and real patriotism 
would be exemplified. 

What is the use of issuing these bonds? You do not even de- 
stroy by this bill the power to issue 4 percent or 5 cent bonds 
‘In addition” to those provided for by the resumption act, so your 
bill recites, the Treasury Department may issue bonds nee 
only 3 per cent interest. There is no stoppage of the power o 
issuing bonds; there is no limitation placed upon it; you it. 
But the bill provides—mark the beneficent feature—that the sale 
of bonds shall be advertised! There shall no longer be secret deal- 
ings with syndicates, which I neither uphold, nor defend, nor 
apologize for. The bonds shall be adve for sale. But the 
bond issues and the bond sales shall go on—such is the blican 
decree—without check or limit, but in greater variety. You know 


thet more bonds will soon be issued, and having the power to 
prevent the issue and being unwilling to exercise it, you lend your 
approval. 

hy, $500,000,000 of paper money in this country may be with- 
drawn from circulation, with your consent, at the will of the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the ae now in office, or any 
who may come into office—in order that the gold reserve may be 
preserved; in orderthatthe people oe less money with which 
to conduct their business; in order that wheat may be lower and 
stocksand bonds higher; in order that the people who toiland make 
the wealth of this land may enjoy less of it, and those who gamble 
and traffic in the products of the toil of the millionsmay make more. 
That is the pass which Republicanism would fasten upon us, and 
upon our children, and children’s children, to the remotest genera- 
tion. And you call this patriotism! 

The real question here is whether we shall resort to silver as 
well as gold; whether, if it be necessary to call upon the Ameri- 
can people to sustain the credit of the American nation, there 
shall be issued obligations bearing interest, or whether this brave, 
generous, patriotic people shall allowed to take, as they will 
take freely and in large quantities, notesissued by the Government 
fashioned to pass from hand to hand as money and draw nointerest. 

You provide for issuing $50,000,000 of special emergency bonds. 
Why not provide, if there be er for any such provision, for 
$50,000,000 of Treasury notes, to be added to the amount of money 
in circulation in this country, and to elevate to some extent the 
prices of the products of the people, now depressed to the point 
of absolute distress and ruin? You who will be responsible for 
the passage of this bill certainly can not dodge that responsibility 
by claiming that you have arisen upon the wings of patriotism far 
above partisanship. 

There is lurking in this — over it, on top of it, below it, 
around it—as much partisanship as could ever be injected into 
anything by anybody. And yet there still remains the question, 
Shall the people be deprived of their ancient right to have coined 
the silver of the country? Shall they still be compelled to pay 
interest on bonds when they would take the notes of their Govern- 
ment, to circulate as money, free of all interest? Shall the taxes 
upon the people be increased? Shall their substance be mortgaged 
against their will? Shall the power of the jobbers in money and 
bonds be made ter and their profits largely increased? 

Shall we, at the very moment when we are flinging defiance in 
the face of England, fasten still more securely the financial yoke 
of the mistress of the ocean? Shall we say to-day to Great Brit- 
ain, ‘‘It is an affair of ours whether you filch, as you have been 
filching all over the world, a slice of Venezuelan territory;” and 
the next day declare to her, ‘‘ Upon your financial plan we, your 
debtors, s build our own structure, and what you want us to 
do in this country we will do”? Mr. Speaker, whatever be the 
fate of this bill, whether men apologize and vote for it, under the 
persuasive influence of the Yoh lash, or condemn it and vote 

inst it, however it be dealt with here or elsewhere, it is after 

1 an attempt to perpetuate the policy of issuing bonds; to per- 

tuate the gold standard; to deny the possibility, as far as you 

ve the power of denying it, of bimetallism, and to leave our 
pores ree as far as you have the ability to do so, to correct 
the evils which you have inflicted upon them. 

Mr. Speaker, in the great State in which I live, and which I 
have the honor to represent, in part, upon this floor, unprece- 
dented floods have lately swept away much of the substance of the 
farmer. The destruction has been great, and disaster prevails 
where but yesterday rich valleys were vast granaries. To-day 
many 8 y farmers are bereft not only of the fruits of last sum- 
mer’s toil but have seen the savings of a lifetime melt away in the 
wild waters. Whole communities, who taxed themselves to build 
bridges and other public improvements, have but the burden of 
taxation left to remind them of what they did and had and lost. 


I sympathize with these good people in their distress, wrought by 
the elements. I pity them in the added distress which your legis- 
lation will ; for the flood of woes that you will let loose upon 


all the poor and unfortunate people of this land, if you persist in 
our past and present policy of ses gown ae that the people 
ve and taxing them upon all oor amount to a deluge 
of far-reaching and long-enduring hardship. 
Fellow-Representatives, are you willing to fasten perpetually 
upon our yoo the policy of the English with reference to a gold 
standard and the issuing of bonds? You have the power, why 
not pass a law now to prevent the issuing of any bonds at all? 
Why talk about the beneficent act you pro to pass, when you 
have it in your power to prevent the President and the Secretary 
of the Treasury from issuing bonds at all, from making any pri- 
vate or secret contracts with any bond syndicate, or involving 
this country in further obligations on account of bonds, principal 
or interest? Why not sweep from the statute books all power to 
make contracts with anybody, anyway, for the issuance of any 
bonds? I repeat, you have the power. Why not use it for the 
people? Upon this side of the House the vast majority of us will 
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join in any such effort; and the American people will say to us 
‘« Well done ” far more heartily than they will say it to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] for the vote he seems so will- 
ing to castin favor of the pending measure. 

Mr. DOVENER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. DOVENER. Iwishtoaskif you maintained the same finan- 
‘ial views—— 
or. DE ARMOND. Please go on with your question, my time 
is slipping away. ; ; ; 

Mr. DOVENER. You entertained these same views in 1892, I 


suppose? : 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I did. 

Mr. DOVENER. And you were then sent to Congress-from 

our district by about 3,000 majority? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. DOVENER. Then there seems to have been another flood 
which passed over your district. You got here this time, I be- 
lieve, by a majority of 92? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, exactly 92; but that is quite sufficient 
to put me here with you, who, judging from the exhibition you 
are making of yourself, seem to have had too much. 

Mr. DOVENER. Your people seem to have passed on your 
views on that question again. 

Mr. DEARMOND. A gentleman who has no more idea of the 
proprieties of debate and the decencies obtaining among gentlemen 
than to interrupt another who has the floor upon a grave and im- 
portant question with a suggestion no weightier than yours, cer- 
tainly got here by too many votes if he got here by 1. [Laughter 
and applause. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, we have presented to us to- 
night for our consideration a plain business proposition, and as 
the representatives of the people itstrikes me that weshould debate 
this matter as a business proposition, entirely free from political 
considerations, entirely free from President making, but as a prac- 
tical question to be solved by the applicatidn of common-sense 
ideas. What are the questions we are considering to-night? 
First, we are not considering a proposition which is the initiative 
of issuing bonds to pay the general expenses of our Government. 
Much of the debate has proceeded along that line. Gentlemen 
have expressed their displeasure at the idea of selling bonds, and 
they have treated this as a measure to sell bonds to provide gen- 
eral revenue for our Government. Some Republicans have dis- 
couraged the idea, and have talked to us as though the idea of 
authorizing the sale of a single bond was anti-Republican. 

Now, what are we doing? Suppose we do nothing, how shall 
we stand? We have a gold reserve of $100,000,000, the creation of 
Republican legislation pure and simple, fought by the entire 
strength of the Democratic party in the House of Representatives 
and in the United States Senate. We have upon the statute books 
of the United States a statute providing for the issuance and sale 
of bonds—a thirty-year bond at 4 per cent and a ten-year bond at 
5 per cent—and that statute is of Republican origin, passed by a 
Republican Congress, and if we do nothing a Democratic Admin- 
istration will proceed to execute Republican legislation by selling 
a 4 per cent or a 5 per cent bond and borrowing an unlimited 
amount of money to replenish a fund created by a Republican 
Congress. 

Is there anybody upon this floor who dare stand up here and say 
to-day that he is in fax ror of the gold reserve and yet opposed to 
maintaining it? How do we expect to maintain the gold reserve 
unless the Secretary of the Treasury has power to do so, and how 
do we expect to maintain the credit of this country unless we con- 
fer upon the Secretary of the Treasury or the President of the 
United States ample authority to make use of all the powers of 
our country to maintain that credit and to say if we have not 
gold or silver or money to meet our obligations, that he will make 
use of the credit of our country the same as an individual would 
if he had no money? Dare anybody introduce a bill into this 
House to repeal the statute of 1875, which provides for the sale of 
bonds to keep intact the gold reserve? If so, let him stand up and 
have the hardihood to do so, and then to report to his constituents 
his action and see what the verdict will be. 

The gentleman who last addressed the House [Mr. DE ARMonpD] 
— tauntingly to the Republican party of its duty to wipe out 
this legislation providing for the sale of bonds. I havea poor 
memory, but poor as it is, I recollect when gentlemen upon the 
other side of this House had more than 100 majority for two ses- 
sions of Congress, and during most of that time their Executive 
was disposing of bonds under this law to keep intact the gold re- 
yt hs agua not one of their number introduced a bill to repeal that 
8 ° 

Why do you taunt the Republicans upon this side when you 
dared not, when you had an overwhelming majority in Congress, 
to introduce a bill to repeal the statute which provides for the 
saleof bonds? Dare any man, Republican or Democrat, introduce 





a bill to repeal that statute? If not, then where do we stand? 
Dare any man stand up here, Democrat or Republican, and say 
he is in favor of wiping out the gold reserve? I take it for granted 
if any one thing is settled in this Congress it is that the green- 
back shall stay; that it shall not be wiped out or canceled; that it 
shall remain as a part of the currency of our country. If it does 
remain as a part of the currency of our country, dare any Repre- 
sentative in this body introduce a bill to wipe out the gold reserve 
which stands back of that greenback? If not, then we are con- 
fronted with this question: How shall we maintain that gold re- 
serve at the least expense to this country? Shall it be by the sale 
of a 4 or 5 percent bond or by the sale of a 3 per cent bond? | 
take it for granted that the Republicans of this House will unitedly 
stand in favor of keeping intact the gold reserve of $100,000.00 
and will confer on the Secretary of the Treasury ample power to 
protect that in some manner. If not, there is no use of having a 
gold reserve. 

We are not here to consider the question whether we will estab- 
lish this gold reserve. It is established. Weare not here to con- 
sider the original question of whether we will issue bonds to main- 
tain it. That was done years ago, and I remember that the people 
of this country upon three several occasions have ratified the action 
of this House and of Congress in doing just what they did do. I 
remember in my great State of Ohio how in 1875 the Republican 
party met the Democratic party everywhere upon the stump, the 
Democrats maintaining that we could not resume specie payments 
in 1879, ridiculing the idea, and saying that $100,000,000 of a gold 
reserve would be wiped away as a cyclone would wipe away a pile 
of dry leaves. They said, “If you will establish a fund of $500,- 
000,000, there will be some sense in it, but $100,000,000 is nonsense.” 
I remember how in our State we fought it out with that party on 
two occasions, in 1875 and in 1877, and the Republican party was 
victorious. 

The Republicans, aye, the people of this country, have ratified 
the action of the Republican party establishing the gold reserve 
and in the passage of a bill which provided for the sale of bonds. 
That bill was passed in a time of profound peace, to authorize the 
sale of bonds at 4 or 5 per cent. Nowa Republican House comes 
here and proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell bonds at 3 per cent, and we are confronted with the state- 
ment that we are outraging the people by authorizing the sale of 
a bond, and we are told that the people will do so and so, that the 
people will respond to our action by their verdict. 

We must remember that the people are calmly seated at home 
considering this question in the fight of their own firesides. We 
must remember that the judgment of the people will be made up 
upon the actual facts and not according to the excitements of the 
moment to-night. The people’s judgment is formed not from the 
crest of the topmost wave, nor from the lowest depths between 
the waves, but from the level of the great ocean of calm thought. 
They will approve our action when we do that which is wise in 
maintaining the credit and honor of our country. If we author- 
ize the sale of a bond for 3 per cent, does anybody suppose that 
the President of the United States or the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury would dare to advertise a 4 per cent bond? 

Do any men fear, as expressed here by some Republicans and 
Democrats alike, that the Secretary of the Treasury, if this bill 
passes, will retire all the greenbacks? Think but a moment of 
what you talk about. Do you suppose any Secretary of the Treas- 
ury dare risk his own reputation, dare risk the safety of his own 
party, by piling up a surplus in the Treasury in the form of green- 
backs and then issue these exchequer certificates and sell them on 
interest? Do you suppose anybody dare do that? But the very 
bill itself provides for the sale of bonds only to protect the gold 
reserve and that which is equivalent to it. 

Do you suppose any Secretary of the Treasury dare do more than 
that? Wemust confer ample authority on the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and then hold him to astrict responsibility for his action. 
Give him no power, and when a wave strikes us we go to pieces. 
Give him ample power and hold him responsible, and then we will 
learn, as we nave learned in the past, that the business of our 
country is secure. Give him power to sell these bonds at 3 per 
cent, and he dare not undertake to sell a bond at a rate above that 
until he has failed to sell 3 per cent bonds; nor dare he sell a bond 
when the gold reserve is intact. 

No Secretary dare risk the honor and safety of his party by 
undertaking to sell a million dollars in bonds when the gold reserve 
is intact. No Secretary of the Treasury dare undertake to hoard 
greenbacks and sell certificates or bonds when the greenbacks are 
there ready to be paid out. There is no danger in that respect. 
There would be no hoarding of greenbacks nor selling of bonds 
except such as the exigency might require. What we propose to 
do to-night is to authorize the issue and sale of 3 per cent bonds at 
a lower rate and for a shorter time than the Republicans autber- 
ized the issue and sale of bonds in 1875. 

Does anybody suppose that the people will not ratify the act.en 
of Congress in that direction? If we save anything in the shape 


- < 


Ni 














‘ 





Sey aT PEE oe Hirer 
" ae 
OT a RE aR A AN Ah A A AEA AM RE NN RM EES 





ro Seana ge ss Tam ab ceri tr Bit 55 


oe 0 Teen 


MMP san Teas ag: 


SNA at ST 


Tia ee TR DRE al Hila 


th ate i —_ i 
tS Seog ai no nmin tenn asi ie agin Selig DE Sir ec aD ep 2] 
7 


378 


of interest and the length of i, do you oso they will not 





ratify our action? The people will not stand by patiently and see 
us authoriae the sale of bonds to bring ruin on the Treasury. 
This bill carefully excludes that idea. ificates are only to be 


sold to ‘ridge over the temporary necessities of the Treasury. 
Gentlemen over here are greatly afraid that what we are doing in 
this respect will be wrong. 

Well, now, gentlemen on the other side, yon need have no fear. 
If you have got this world of money in the Treasury, $77,000,000, 
that you talk of, with your own Executive for the next year and 
three or four months, you need not be afraid that any of these 
exchequer certificates will be sold. You tell us that there is 
plenty of money there. If so, there is no danger of the sale of 
certificates. Your Secretary of the Treas will not sell them, 
and I assert, with history before us, that a Republican Secretary 
of the Treasury will not doit. Then where is there any danger? 
What we want to do is to provide ample power in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to keep intact the gold reserve, 
to keep afioat the greenback, and then provide revenue from cus- 
tom-house collections, as our Democratic friends have declared we 
should provide to pay the running expenses of this Government, 
and come back to where we s from 1879 down to 1893, when 
no person presented a greenback for redemption in gold, when the 
credit of our Government was intact, and when all countries 
recognized the credit of this Government as being first class. 

Now, let me say to you, do not undertake to bring politics and 
partisan feeling into a matter like this; for while we are discussing 
these matters we may be allowing the interests of our country to 
suffer, and the interests of our country ought to be cared for out- 
side of politics and President making. I care nothing who shall 
be President, only so that he is a Republican, for I dare trust any 
Republican in that direction. [Laughter and applause.] Let us 
leave politics outside and look at this matter on business princi- 
= and as business men, and not do that which is destructive to 

he interests of our country. We may be doing that by refusing 
to confer upon the Secretary of the Treasury such power. 

We may be doing that which is absolutely ruinous to us. We 
nfay be planting seed which in some far-off harvest year will be 
filled with ruin to our country. We must remember that in the 
moral, the political, and the financial world there is a seedtime 
and a harvest, as there is in the physical world. We go forth in 
the physical world and scatter seed, and we know when we are to 
expect to reap the golden harvest; but in the moral, the political, 
and the financial world we know that while a man may go forth 
and scatter the seed, nobody but God alone knows what the har- 
vest will be. Let us plant to tae safety and the honor of our 
country, and not to its dishonor. 

Let us provide the means for petesans the safety, the honor of 
our country, and then trust to the people, where we dare trust, for 
the people finally are always right. ud applause. } 


{Mr. TARSNEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, representing a district almost 
entirely agricultural, living in a city with almost 15,000 laboring 
men, 1 have looked at this bill and analyzedit from the standpoint 


of my relations to my own district as ames of ourecommon coun- 
try; and studiously inves the in all of its provisions I 
have reached these conclusions as to what it acco : In the 
ape amas the bill does not require the issuance of ; second, 
it reduces the rate of interest if the issuance of bonds is made 
necessary at any time; third, it leaves the bonds with our own 
people and avoids putting us in the power of foreigners, and at 
post expense to the country; fourth, it does not retire the green- 
»acks, but does put it in the power of the Government to put the 
reenbacks out of the hands of Wall street and the raiders on the 
vernment credit; fifth, it reproves the t Administration 
ao aoe bonds a the 7 7 _—— 
andin fact using the p pay current expenses, 
It sets apart the proceeds of the bonds to protect the 
and clothes the Tecoseey with power to secure ample funds for 
Government expenses; sixth, if the Executive d to vault 
and tie up the greenbacks, he can do so now, under the act of 
1878, and at great ex to the people of the country; seventh, 
and in conclusion, it reduces the rates of interest. it insures 
ample funds for Government expenses. It insures us against an 
“ann of any of ourmoney. It averts a financial crash an 
will secure stability for labor and capital. This bill, added to the 
one passed on yesterday, will secure funds for all purposes, will 
avert the issuanve of bonds, and end the temptation to speculate 
on any of the people’s money. 

I say to my Republican associates, I appeal to them, to let the 
great interests of this country, in every part of it, know and feel 
sure that when the Republican into power, it comes 
like a young athlete, strong and to grapple with the exist- 
ing troubles and to devote itself fearlessly under all circumstances 
to the welfare of all our people. [Prolonged use. ] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, one of the pal objections 
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to the passage of this bill is that, in effect, it willretire the leg,|- 
tender notes of the United States from circulation. 

ee that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 1 
the pr arising from the sale of the bonds therein authoriz..| 
for the redemption of the United States legal-tender notes, ‘a: 
for no other purpose.” 

The chairman of the committee that framed this bill has int; 
preted the meaning of the words ‘‘for no other purpose.” He sa) 
that the intention of the committee was to prevent the Admini:. 
tration from using the legal-tender notes after they are redeem. 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government, that the account 
the redemption fund must be kept —— from the expense 
count of the Government, and that the redemption fund can 1 
be used to meet deficiencies in the revenue. 

How, then, under this bill, can the greenbacks, after they ; 
once redeemed by the Treasury, again be put incirculation? 11; 
generally conceded by those who have spoken in favor of the ») 
sage of this bill that it can only be done by purchasing outstan- 
ing. bonds of the Government. 

ven if that policy were carried out it would be a queer spev- 
tacle to see the Government sell bonds for redemption of grew 
backs and then buy other unmatured bonds ata premium in ord. 
to again put the redeemed money in circulation. 

But the policy of buying bondsin order to put in circulation t); 
redeemed legal-tender notes would never carried out. Wo 
know the attitude of the present Administration upon this su))- 
ject. Secretary Carlisle, in his speech at the Boston banquct in 

ovember last, declared emphatically that the policy of the Govy- 
ernment should be to retire all the outstanding legal-tender notos 
That declaration foreshadowed the message of the President, 
which was read in this House three weeks ago, and which reiter- 
ated the same financial ar. In view of these declarations, how 
can it be seriously contended that, at least during the present \:!- 
ministration, a single bond will be purchased by the redeomed 
greenbacks in order to again put them in circulation? 

After a policy is once adopted by the Treasury Department wo 
know how strenuously it would be urged that a change of policy 
would unsettle existing conditions and weaken confidence. 

There can be no evading the conclusion that if this bill be- 
comes a law there will be locked in the vaults of the Treasury 
every legal-tender note that is redeemed by the Government. 

Do you oon Sennen what is meant by retiring the green- 
backs? The drain on the gold in the Treasury is for foreign ship- 
ment. This gold can only be obtained by redeeming legal-tendcr 
notes. By the redemption of legal-tender notes we lose not only 
the gold currency so withdrawn for foreign shipment, but we los» 
also from circulation the legal-tender notes so redeemed and lock: | 
up in the vaults of the Treasury. This double system of retiring 
our circulating medium would, if a large + pen of legal-tender 
notes were redeemed, produce such a rapid contraction of the cur- 
rency as would produce a panic far more disastrous than tho 
panic of 1893. us by this bill, instead of averting a panic, you 
are actually creating one. 

The advocates of this nieasure say that, as the Secretary of thio 
Treasury is already vested with the power to issue bonds to main- 
tain the gold reserve, this bill is only intended to authorize a bet- 
ter bond. Betterin what? It is answered, in making them short- 
time obligations and decreasing the rate of interest. Let us ex- 
amine these contentions for a moment. 

Itis a recognized financial truth that the longer time a bond has 
to run the better price it will bring in the market. If the state of 
the market were such that a thirty-year 3 per cent bond woul! 
sell at par, it would be difficult, indeed, for a five-year 4 per ccut 
bond to sell at any premium whatever. 

So it is questionable, even if it were necessary to issue bonds, 
whether they should be short-time obligations. 

It is also a well-known fact in financial circles that the rate of 
interest named in a Government bond is practically immateria!. 
If money in the market for United States Government bonds is 
worth 8 per cent, then the amount which will be bid for « 
bond a higher rate of interest will be such a premium as 
will make it a8 per cent investment. It therefore appears that 
the ad claimed for the bonds authorized by 
are practically no advantages at all. 

It seems remarkable to me that anyone should advocate the re- 
tirement of noninterest-bearing obligations by the substitution of 
interest-bearing bonds. 

There are now in existence about $500,000,000 in United States 
notes, commonly called backs, and United States Treasury 
notes issued under the Sherman Act. The Government is now 
coven Cunneny at least 3 per cent on that amount, namely $15,- 
000,000, by keeping the notes outstanding. To substitute bonds 
for these notes would require the payment of at least that much 
per annum besides contracting the currency to an alarming (le- 
gree, cost up the gold reserve, even if it were 
wise to do so, would not exceed one-third of that amount. 

Th United States are — to the issuance of 
any bonds in times of peace. No act of any Administration has 
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ever been more universally condemned than that of the present 
Administration in issuing bonds, and yet by the passage of this 
pill we are giving to President Cleveland a vote of confidence. 
The difficulty with the situation is not that we have too man 
legal-tender notes in circulation, but that the base upon which 
we have built our monetary system is tuo small to support the 
structure. 
ole areas of ultimate redemption in most of the countries of 
the world is gold alone. The demands that are consequently made 
upon that metal are enormous indeed. The nations are almost in 
a death struggle among themselves over the small quantity of gold 
in existence. The United States, in order to maintainher gold re- 
serve, hasybeen issuing bonds and buying gold therewith in Europe. 
The Bank of England, by high ratesof exchange, has been trying to 
prevent the exportation of gold. Austria has been grabbing for 
gold in order to resume specie payments on that basis. Germany 
has been guarding with vigilance her gold reserve. France, by | 
her system of paying half in gold and half in silver, prevents the | 
withdrawal of gold from her Treasury. It has recently been esti- | 
' 





mated that Russia, for war purposes, has accumulated in her | 
treasury nearly $1,000,000,000 in gold. The accumulation of this | 
vast sum by Russia is practically a withdrawal of it from circu- 
lation in the world. Russia is on an inconvertible paper-money 
basis, and hence needs little or none of it for circulation. 

Every effort that each nation makes to acquire or retain gold | 
acts as an increased demand for gold, and consequently increases | 
the value thereof. 

As gold is the unit or measure of value, its increase in value can | 
only be ascertained in its increased purchasing power, and that | 
can only be ascertained in the decline of the price of everything | 
that gold will buy. It is this increased value of gold that has made | 
all products and other property decline in price. 

The only way to relieve the strain on gold and prevent the con- | 
tinual increase in its value is by adding to our monetary system | 
another primary money which will bear its share of the burdens 
of commerce and credit and enlarge the base upon which all credit 
money is founded. Nature has designed only one other metal for 
that purpose by giving it qualities of indestructibility and density, 
together with limitation of quantity, and that is silver. 

The sooner the Government realizes that it must restore silver | 
to its time-honored position as standard money the sooner it will 
ascertain the true cause of its financial difficulties and the true | 
road to national prosperity and wealth. 

These organized raids that are being made upon the Treasury | 
can all be stopped by the Government offering to redeem its notes | 
one-half in gold and one-half in silver, as does France. There is | 
no danger that a single legal-tender note or silver dollar will go 
to a discount by such action. 

It is estimated that there are over $20,000,000,000 of debts owing | 
in the United States, and that more than half of the same, besides | 
taxes, are payable in lawful money. The minute that any legal- | 
tender money should go to a discount of even one-half of 1 per | 
cent, that minute all the persons owing obligations payable in 
lawful money would create an enormous demand for the same, and 
that very demand would immediately restore its value. Finan- 
ciers would foresee the effect of such a demand and hence no dis- | 
count would oceur. 

By this action the gold would remain in the Treasury and there | 
would be no necessity for the issuance of fhterest-bearing obliga- 
tions or of the passage of this measure. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, under the rule, I move that | 
the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of | 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McCormick, for one week, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Brum, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
. To Mr. SAVERHERING, until January 8, on account of sickness | 
in his family. 
‘ ——— LockHart, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
amily. } 
To Nir. RANEY, for ten days, on acconnt of important business. | 

To Mr. Rostnson of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account of | 
import business. 

o Mr. Morsg, for one week, on account of important business. | 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was agreed to; and accordingly 

(at 10 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pt ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ows: 
_ By Mr. ELLIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 2905) limiting the 
liability of stockholders of corporations in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 








By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2906) to establish a 
university of the United States—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2907) allowing trusses 
to certain ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2908) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are ine apacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890, and for other purposes—to the Comittee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2909) to extend the benefits of the pension laws 
to State militiamen and to the widows, children, and depend 
relatives of deceased State militiamen who rendered service to the 
United States during the late war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 2910) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of 
Guilford Court-House—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 2911) to provide for a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Logansport, in the State 
of Indiana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2912) granting to 
the Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and the Chicago, 


| Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, 


the right of way over a part of Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian Res- 
ervation in the States of Kansas and Nebraska—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 2913) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H.R.2914) directing the coinage of 
the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H.R. 2915) to reorganize and increase 
the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of 
the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H.R. 2916) to facilitate the 
collecting of revenue, to provide for the construction and equip- 
ment of sampling works for the sampling and assaying of im- 
ported silver ores and other ores containing lead, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 2917) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to pay, from their own funds, for certain 
legal services rendered the **Old Settlers,” or Western Cherokee 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 2918) amending an act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887, relative to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 2919) providing for the adjust- 
ment and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr.SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2920) to increase the pay of let- 
ter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 
of an act entitled ‘-An act to define the duties of pension agents. 
to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4784, Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Inv..lid Pensions. 

sy Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (fH. R. 2987) for the 


| erection of a monument to the late Timothy Green Benham, at 


Richmond, Staten Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2988) to amend sec- 


| tion 5191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 


Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 57) authorizing 
the President of the United States to arrangea conference between 


| the United States and nations possessing territory on the Ameri- 


can Continent for the settlement of boundary disputes—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A resolution to add to the 
standing committees of the House a committee on public health— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A memorial and joint resolution 
passed by the legislature of the State of Nebraska, praying for the 
pensioning of Union soldiers confined in so-called rebel prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private billsof the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2922) to cor- 
rect the military record of G. W. Shirey—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 2923) for the re- 
lief of John L. Broome—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 2924) for the relief of John 
Regan—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) for the relief of Alfred M. Burnham, of 
Lynn, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 2926) for the relief of Lydia A. 
Newby, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) for the relief of David Baudy, late a 
privatein Company L, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 2928) for the relief of R. H. Sively, late first 
lieutenant Company G, Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Covaizy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2929) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucinda B. Hull, widow of James E. Darrow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) for the relief of Jennie E. Jones—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R, 2981) authorizing the President 
of the United States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. 
Brown, now on the retired list, to be a commander on the retired 
list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief of E. B. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 

4 Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 2938) for the relief of the estate 
of William Campbell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER Sree): A bill (H. R. 2934) to increase 
omega of Martha R. Hitchcock—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 2935) to extend letters patent 
No. 183716, for improvements in water-closets, granted October 
24, 1876, to William Smith—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Horace J. Rowell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Cresse, late private Company A, Seventh Regiment New Jer- 
sey Volunteers, to $20 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) for the relief of Henry Lane—to the 
Committee on ey airs. 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2939) for the relief of John 
E. Welch, a citizen of the United States—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of James and Emma §. 
Cameron for occupation and damages to Dans sng and for fuel 
taken and used by the United States y during the war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2941) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Alfred P. Buss—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) for the relief of heirs of Erskine S. 
Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Company—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R, 2948) for the relief of John L. 
Rhea, executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, 
administrator of Joseph R. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of William B. Caldwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
¢ Sane Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2946) to remove the 
charge of desertion against the name of John Jenkins, late of 

Jompany B, Seventy-third Ohio"Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) sane, Se pension of Daniel D. 
Jennings, late of Company C, Sixty- Ohio Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2948) increasing the pension of Thomas M. 
Chill, late private of Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2949) appropria money to the claim 
of George W. McCray for iertoring anes ace GAjncent to 
the United States arsenal at In polis, Ind.—to the Committee 


on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) appropriating money to the claim 
of the Western Pavin sed’ Scale Company tor art streets 
adjacent to the post-office and court-house of the United States at 
Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 2951) for the relief of John 
F. Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2952) for the relief of J. M. Woolf—to the 
Committee on War ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2953) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2954) for the relief of William H. Ogilvie— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill &. R. 2955) for the relief of J. C. Shelby—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) for the relief of William A. Kinsolving — 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 2957) for the relief of J. Pp. 
Johnson, of Paintcreek, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Clain 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2958) granting an increase of po 
sion to Bushrod W. Musselman—to the Committee on Inyalj 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H.R. 2959) granting a back pension ¢, 
Capt. John M. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) to pension Oscar Dunham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H.R. 2961) for the relief of Angus Mc- 
Vigor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 2962) granting a pension to Carrie 
L. Greig, widow of Theodore W. Greig, brevet major of volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H.R. 2963) to increase the pension of 
George W. D. Wade—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2964) to remove the charge of 
= against John Farrell—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 2965) for the relief of John 
a airfax, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 2966) for the relief of John 
Rhodes and wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2967) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Sebastian Beckert— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Craig—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Lucy A, Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2970) for the relief of the Enterprise Manu- 
facturing reas , of Akron, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2971) imi, Se Quar- 
termaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the J ot 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 2972) to pay John T. Ross the dif- 
ference between his salary as assistant postmaster of the House of 
Representatives from the 24th day of March to the 2d day of De- 
cember, 1895—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 2973) to relieve C. W. McGehen 
from the — of desertion—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 2974) to correct the military 
record of Corydon Winkler, late private Eighth Company, First 
Battalion First Ohio Sharpshooters—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 2975) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to place the children of Zenas 
Macomber, a Revolutionary soldier, on the pension list, namely, 
Hannah Hess, Nancy Hawkins, and John Macomber—to the Coi- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2976) for the 
relief of the estate of Vasti Smith, deceased, of Wake County, N. 
C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) for the relief of the estate of Vasti 
Smith, deceased, of Wake County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of Thomas R. Debnam, of 
Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) for the relief of Thomas R. Debnam, 
of Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, a bill (H. R. 2980) for the relief of Thomas R. Debnam, 
of Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2981) for the relief of W. Dallas Haywood, of 
Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 2982) for the purpose 
of amending the militaryrecord of Cyrenus P. Bratt—to the Com- 
mittee on de nt 
a Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R.2983) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Kelly—to the Committee on ay Affairs. : 

B . WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 2984) to place Francis 
A. Field, late captain Eleventh United States Infantry, on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 

y Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lemuel J. Essex—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) to grant relief to Clifton McAllister—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 2989) for the 
relief of the next of kin of Christian Reimers—to the Committee 
on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
remove the charge of desertion as to William Rodamer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. f ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) for the relief of Tobias E. Lamb—to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to remove the charge of desertion as to Thomas Dunn—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 2993) for the relief of 
John Kircher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) granting a pension to Martha M. Ker- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Willoughby, of Washington, Kans., 
and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

7 a bill (H.R. 2996) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Gur- 
ney. of Palmer, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) for the relief of George W. Warren, of 
Vermillion, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) for the relief of Margaret Theirer, widow 
of Jacob Theirer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief of Willis Ben- 
field—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 3000) for the relief of George Isen- 
stein—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to 
Cynthia A. Lapham, widow of William B. Lapham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Louis B. Weymouth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3003) for the relief of Walter R. Gray—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3004) for the relief of Edwin O. Sargent—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R.3005) for the relief of Nicholas 
Ganster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 3006) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Ann P. Slack, widow of the late Brig. Gen. James R. Slack, 
United States Volunteers, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3007) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Pettis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) granting a pension to Martha M. Claw- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of W. W. Smith, Samuel 
McAdams, and others, citizens of Illinois, favoring the payment 
of French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of Clarence L. Smith and 253 other 
citizens of West Virginia, praying that the navigation of the Mo- 
nongahela River be made free—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: Memorial and evidence to support House 
bill for the relief of James and Emma 8S. Cameron—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, preamble and resolutions of the Logan (Ohio) Bushnell 
Club, upholding the Monroe doctrine, extending sympathy to 
Cuban patriots, and deprecating the failure of the current Admin- 
istration to apply the principles of the Monroe doctrine to Cuba and 
other struggling peoples—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of W. S. Davis, G. E. Conrad, Fred. 
Miller, John D. Landis, and a large number of other honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors of Johnstown, Pa., asking for an 
amendment of the act of June 27, 1890, reducing the limit of service 
from ninety days to sixty and thirty days—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM: Papers to accompany bill for relief of William 
Cromie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Emily Grove—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LACEY: Petition of George W. D. Wade, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Iso, evidence in support of the bill to pension M. D. Box—to the 
Committee on Invalid , cle a 

By Mr. MAHON: Two petitions of citizens of Huntingdon 
County, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246 of the 
Fifty-third Congress, to restrict immigration, and known as the 
ae Stone bill—to the Committee on ‘Immigration and Natural- 

ion. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Resolutions asking relief for Armenians and 


Kurds—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. MOODY: Resolution of citizens of Haverhill, Mass., 
approving the action of the United States Government in demand- 
ing of Turkey protection of the life and interests of American res- 
idents in that Empire, and urging the establishment of United 
States consulates in the Armenian centers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition for increase of pension for Mrs. Jane 
Dulaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: Papers to accompany bill for relief of C. W. 
McGeehan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAFT: Resolutions adopted by the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce, approving the course of the President as expressed 
in his message and of Congress on the Venezuelan question—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorandum in regard to the military record of Cyrenus 
P. Bratt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of David Whisler and 50 others, of 
North Manchester, Ind., for tariff on draft horses—to the Com- 
mittee on Wavs and Means. 

By Mr. TYLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Jane 
Elizabeth Owen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers relating to the claim of 
Francis A. Field, late captain Eleventh United States Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 28, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CoupEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap- 
proved. 
BONDS AND CERTIFICATES OF INDEBTEDNESS. 


The House, under the order adopted yesterday, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the 
coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of 
indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House that in 
the allotment of time thus far those in opposition to the bill have 
consumed so much that of their time there is remaining one hour, 
and to the other side there remain two hours; but the Chair thinks 
there has been some misapprehension with regard to it, and per- 
haps, if there is no objection on the part of the House, a fair 
division of the time would be an hour and forty minutes in favor 
of the bill, and the remainder to the other side, if that is satis- 
factory. The Chair would be very glad if the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] would assume control of the time in opposi- 
tion, as the Chair understands some arrangements have been 
made of that sort. Or if the gentleman from Georgia will make 
some indication to the Chair, the Chair will give recognition 
accordingly. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ae. 

Mr. DALZELL. yield ten minutes to my colleague [{Mr. 
Brosivs}. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, our present situation is full of 
difficulty. The Treasury of the United Statesis in distress. The 
white flag is out. This Congress can not afford to pass by on the 
other side like the priest and Levite. We must render help, and 
do it speedily. It doesn’t matter what misadventure caused the 
dilemma or by what route we arrived in the Dismal Swamp of our 
distress. It is our plain duty to get out of it as speedily as pos- 
sible. Such a situation must make every member of this House 
sensible of the claims his country has upon him to assist—at least 
not to hinder—legislation calculated to afford relief. 

Two propositions relating to the measure before the House seem 
to me to be fundamental and indisputable. We must maintain 
our gold reserve and we must provide the means of meeting the 
current expenses of the Government. On these two propositions 
there can be no controversy on this floor. We only arrive on the 
field of contention when we come to consider the mode of carry- 
ing out these propositions. In respect to the gold reserve, it may 
be said that the situation of the Treasury of the United States un- 
der our system is singularly unique. I think it is the only place 
where gold redemption is absolutely compulsory without qualifi- 
cation or limitation. It is the only custodian of gold on the face 
of the earth, that I know of, which is without the means of resist- 
ing incursions from foreign claimants or domestic speculators or 
hoarders. Its necessities compel it to surrender its gold on de- 
mand without means of replenishing the supply. As the stock 
diminishes the rush increases to get what remains, for ashrinkage 
in the reserve below what we are educated to regard as the appre- 
hensive limit, namely, $100,000,000, clouds the credit of the notes 
ae rest upon it and causes doubt and distrust in the public 
mind, 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, it is obvious to every reflecting mind that 
we must replenish the gold reserve or suspend gold payments. 
There are but two ways known to any honest Government of ob- 
taining gold or any other form of money—namely, by some form 
of taxation or by employing the credit of the Government to ob- 
tain money by borrowing. We have already availed ourselves of 
the former—the usual and ordinary method of obtaining revenue 
by the passage of the emergency revenue measure the other day; 
and, if our expectations of the success of that measure are not dis- 
appointed, it may be that we will not be required to have recourse 
to any considerable extent to any other measure; for it is the de- 
liberate conviction of a large majority of this House and of the 

ople of the United States whom we represent that the deficiency 

n the revenue of the Government is the chief sinner in the com- 
edy of errors which has brought this country to its present un- 
happy condition. It isour conviction that the revenue deficit and 
the gold depletion are twin mischiefs. More than that, they are 
Siamese twins. One will live as long as the other survives. Kill 
the deficit, and gold depletion will instantly expire. Lapeeenee | 

Nor is this the opinion of Republicans alone. Distinguishe 
Democratic organs have declared the same view. The New York 
World of November 23 last said editorially: 

The simple truth is that the gold reserve runs down as often as it is replen- 
ished because the revenues of the Government are not equal to its expendi- 
tures. Tho Treasury is paying out more than it receives, and is forced to 
make Good the deficiency by borrowing. That is the fundamental fact in the 


case. The only permanent remedy is to be found in making the revenues 
equal to the demands upon the Treasury. 


On December 4 the same paper said editorially: 


There remains, however, the experience of fifteen years to suggest that if 
revenues were adequate the gold reserve would take care of itself. From 
1879 to 1802 it did so. 

And on December 7 it said: 


The World has shown from the President's own figures that the repeated 
depletions of the gold reserve were compelled by a lack of adequate revenue; 
that more than a hundred millions of the gold got by the sale of bonds was 
used in paying current expenses, and that if the bonds had not been sold the 
Government would not have had money enough to meet its bills. We add 
now that the Secretary of the Treasury himself borne witness to all this. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, just at this point it occurs to me to allude to 
a singular omission in the discussion the other day on the emer- 
gency revenue measure. We could not fail to note that none of 
the debaters appealed to the lamp of experience; no one turned on 
the light of history to illumine our pathway. This was a distinct 
loss to the discussion, for in this instance that light possesses a 
very high illuminating power. The history of deficits in the 
United States is very interesting and exceedingly instructive. I 
can not now allude to it with a view of forming the conviction 
which impelled the passage of the act the other day, though I —_ 
refer to it for the purpose of increasing the satisfaction with whic 
we contemplate that action. 

This is the third notable revenue deficit in this country in time 
of peace, and every one of them was produced by the same canse— 
that is, the ill-advised reduction of customs duties. And, singu- 
larly enough, every one of them was followed by similar conse- 

uences in one or another degree, and in every instance the situa- 
tion was relieved by the enactment of a tariff bill. Let us look 
for a moment at the ey of our revenue deficits, 

Under the operation of the compromise tariff act of 1833, which 
rovided for the scaling down of import duties, there was such 
alling off.of revenue that by 1840 the a a empty. A 

deficit existed for the first time in our history in time of peace, and 
it brought financial disaster, as it always does. To meet the diffi- 
culty a special session of Congress was convened in June, 1841, and 
President Tyler, in his message, said that by March 4, 1842, there 
would be a deficit of $11,406,132, and a further deficit by Septem- 


ber, 1842, of $4,845,000. In his of December, 1841, he re- 
oe a still further a and di that these accumulated 
eficits were the results of the great reduction of import duties 


by the legislation of 1833. 

In 1842 an act was passed entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for 
the Government.” That was the tariff act of 1842. Under this 
act revenues revived. Inashort timea us reappeared and 
financial troubles were conspicuous by their ce until the next 
revenue deficit occurred, which was in Buchanan’s Administration. 
From 18438 to 1857 the revenue was adequate to meet expenditures, 
but in the latter year an act was p: so reducing the duties on 
imports that the revenue became totally inadequate to meet current 
expenses, and the second deficit in our in time of peace 
occurred and continued increasing until the be. gof Lincoln’s 
Administration. The growthof this deficit isan interesting study. 
The student of American finance will find by as reco: 
of that Administration that on July 1, 1857, pu debt, less 
cash in the Treasury, was $11,850,270. On July 1, 1860, it. was 
$61,140,497, showing a deficit of $50,000,000 in three years. By the 
time Lincoln was inaugurated the debt reached $90,000,000, and the 
deficit amounted to $70,000,000. Now, what was the condition of 
the country at that time in respect to finances and business? 
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President Buchanan, in his annual message to Congress Decen| 


We have possessed all the elements of national wealth in rich abunda 
and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country, in its mon«: 
interests, is at the present moment ina deplorable condition. ! 
unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all t} 
nd our manufactures suspended, our }) 
works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned 
thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced t. 

In the same message, after describing the distress and want 
which the people had beén reduced, President Buchanan enla1 
upon the inability of the people to purchase manufactured ar‘ 
for lack of means, and that goods therefore ceased to be produ 
The decay of our own industries so lessened the people’s mea: 
purchasing imported goods that imports fell off to such an ext 
that the revenue declined so that it was inadequate to mect : 
necessary expenses of the Government. 
Congress, by act of December 23, 1857, authorized the issu 
$20,000,000 of Treasury notes. 
1858, a loan of $20,000,000 was authorized to meet the expendi! 
of the Government. 

The conditions progressed from bad to worse until Mar 
1859, when the situation was so appalling that the President is: 
a special message to Congress, appealing in tones of touching 
thos to preserve the credit of the country. 
reasury was bankrupt, the credit of the nation was | 
no provision was made for thx 


ments of national wealth, we 


To supply this defici 


This proving inadequate, in JJ 


duced to its lowest terms, an 
essary expenses of the Government. 


_ Says the message— 

the country, which is full of resources, will be dishonored before the w 
and the American people, who are a debt-paying people, will be disgrac: 
the omission on our part to do our duty. 

This statement of the character of our distresses and the co: 
tion of our counrty in the Administration of James Bucha 
could be truthfully applied to the Administration of Grover Clvy: 
land without change save that of date. 
the country in the two periods are not more identical than aro 
the causes which produced them. 

Under this Administration another onslaught was made u)) 
customs duties, and history has repeated itself, 
already reached the alarming sum of $133,000,000, with a pros)» 
of continuance. 

But we have not relied wholly on the revenue measure alrealy 
We propose a recourse to other means of relieving thio 
difficulty. Someone says we already have the power to bor 
money. Yes, but we want the power to borrow in a suitalle 
fashion, conformably to the interests of the people. 
think it a suitable way to borrow money to farm out the Treasury 
of the United States to European gold jockeys. 
ble way, in iny judgment, to employ the sleuthhounds of a jcin 
foreign and American syndicate to hunt down gold to replen 
our reserves. There is one suitable means, and that is to bor 
what we need from our own people at the lowest rate obtain: 
The popular character of this measure is one of its most attr: 
The people of the United States, in my judgment, 
ought to have the first opportunity to take every obligation 
this Government in the negotiation of loans. 
to-day all of our indebtedness I doubt if the country would |» 
the trough of the financial seaas we are to-day. The interest | 
we are compelled to pay to the holders of our bonds abroad « 
stitutes a foreign liability which is a burden upon the people wii 1: 
ever there is an adverse balance of trade that we must 1 
whether our gold is in the vaults of the Treasury of the Uni 
States or in those of the banks. France, with her fabulous (0:1) 
of $4,000,000,000, finds no inconvenience in handling that 
because it is owned and held by her own 

So thatif there was nothing else in this measure to comm: 
it, the fact that it secured two distinct advantages not poss: 
by the present law—the low rate of interest and the giving to 
own people the right to hold this indebtedness—pleads, it secis 
to me, trumpet-tongued in favor of the pending measure. 

I have heard some apprehension expressed that this bill wou! 

rate to contract the currency by retaining the greenbacks \! 
This does not seem to me a practical difficulty. 
illing that a limited amount of our greenback currency 
d be retained in the Treasury temporarily if it will affor! 
t situation. Any contraction of the curren y 
arising therefrom would be immediately supplied by the nation: ! 
banks, and when the relief measures 
our financial ship is righted the accumulated greenbacks coul:! !) 
used in payment of any Government indebtedness, and tli) 
would then be as incapable of harm as they were for fifteen ye! 
after the resumption of specie payment. 

It is obvious to ev 
an endless drain wo 


But the condition: 


If our people hv! 


t e Treasur 4 
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ae) 


ct 


nd 
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ave done their work an‘! 


that to go on borrowing gold to mevt 
as vain a task as that of the daughters 
of Danaus, doomed to draw water from a well and pour it et: 
nally into a perforated cask. Such a process of redeeming notvs 
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that are never redeemed is not consonant with reason, and if there 
was to be no end to it it would be necessary to dispose of the 
greenbacks at once by redemption and cancellation and thus kill 
what has been termed the auriferous tapeworm that wriggles back 
and forth between Wall street or London and the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Iam now, as I always have been, and as I declared on this floor 
in the debate on the bond bill in the Fifty-third Congress, opposed 
to the cancellation of the greenbacks, excepting in so far as it may 
be absolutely necessary to afford relief from present distress. 
The people of the United States will not consent that five hundred 
millions of noninterest-bearing shall be converted into an equal 
amount of interest-bearing debt. 

The last section in this bill will hardly admit of anything being 
said in its favor, because it is so manifestly in the line of public 
interest and public et: Every Government, I suppose, on 
the face of the earth has lodged with it the power, when exigen- 
cies arise, to replenish its funds by a temporary loan by certificates 
of indebtedness or consols or something of that character, and we 
would have conferred this authority long ago upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury if we had ever anticipated the need of such a re- 
course. But in the plenitude of our ready money we never an- 
ticipated the possibility of needing to resort to temporary means 
of meeting emergencies of this kind. 

But now the situation is changed and new occasions bring new 
duties. Our calamities are now our teachers and admonish us of 
the wisdom of no longer neglecting in health the sanitary precau- 
tions that may serve us in sickness. 

I see no other way to succor the distressed Treasury than by the 
measures proposed, and this Congress is pledged to afford relief. 
It holds a commission which commands thisduty. It was sum- 
moned distinctly for this purpose. It was elected to guard the 
Republic against further injury, torestore dutiesimproperly taken 





off, to reinstate the specific basis of duties, and save the many mil- | 


lions of revenue lost by undervaluation under the ad valorem sys- 
tem. This is the mandate of the a of the United States and 
it must be obeyed. It can not be disobeyed without dishonor 
That we are surrounded with difficulties which obstruct us in our 
duty will not excuse us for omitting proper effort to acquit our- 
selves of the obligations laid upon us. That other branches of the 
Government may fail to suitably meet their responsibilities will 
not absolve us from the obligation to meet ours. 

1 do not doubt that the circumstances in which a divided Gov- 
ernment has placed us may to some extent limit our obligations 
and relieve us from duties which under other circumstances 
would lay heavily upon us. Legislation clearly within the com- 
mission we hold, and, had we a united Government, would be as 
clearly within our duty, must be postponed for the present. The 
inutility of attempting what can not succeed will be our warrant 
for inaction when action could not avail. But measures which 
are obviously necessary, that are imperiously demanded to relieve 


necessities which are pressing with extreme urgency and which | 


the Constitution requires shall originate in this House, must be 
considered and passed at the earliest day practicable. In other 
words, the necessities of the hour measure our duty. 

Now, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that there is no politics whatever 
in this measure. The motive of this legislation contains but 
two ingredients—patriotism and business. The President of the 
United States has appealed to this House for succor to a distressed 
Treasury. It does not matter, it seems to me, that he has blun- 
dered in the diagnosis of the case and recommends a wrong rem- 
edy. Let us give the patient the right one. The doctor who 
would withhold a suitable prescription from a suffering patient 
because a quack had recommended a wrong one would hardly 
be worthy of his profession. Neither is there any occasion to 
canvass and dispute about the delinquencies of the Democratic 
party and their relation to the distresses of the country. I admit 
that they are great, that they are colossal—monumental. But 
what has that to do with the question of our duty to the country 
in the exigency that confronts us? The surgeon in diagnosing a 
gunshot wound does not need to know whether the gun was dis- 
charged by accident or design; the treatment is the same in either 
case. There are some things I am sure we can not afford to do 
merely for a party advantage. We can not afford to harm the 
country to help the party. We must be patriots before we are 
partisans, 

There is but one word to-day that can express the supreme and 
overruling inspiration of this hour, and that word is ‘‘ patriotism.” 
There is but one word that can denote the action which that over- 
ruling inspiration commands, and that word is‘‘duty.” If weare 
insensible to the one or disobedient to the other, we are sure to 
convict ourselves of recreancy to a great public duty, and we can 
not expect to escape the sentence of dishonor. 

Let us, therefore, legislate up to date. Let us this measure 
and afford suitable relief as far as we can under the circumstances 
in which weare placed by the misfortune of adivided Government. 

we have done wnat we can to effect this purpose and fail 
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by reason of difficulties we have not the power to overcome, our 
effort to —- will be accepted as performance, and we will be 
acquitted by the people of the United States, and the responsibility 
will be placed where it rightfully belongs. : 

When our supremacy in the Government is complete and our 
power unhindered by Executive obstruction, it will be our duty 
to repeal or materially modify that destructive piece of legisla- 
tion from which the President withheld his signature because it 
was not bad enough to escape the imputation of ‘ perfidy and 
dishonor,” to reorganize our monetary system as rapidly as time 
and experience reveal defects until we have as perfect a financial 
system as the wisdom of man can devise, to formulate and main- 
taina foreign policy which shall be as broad-gauged as our nation- 
ality, with a firmness equal to our national self-respect, with a 
dignity commensurate with our preeminence among nations, and 
with a contempt for bluster, bravado, and jingoism as profound 
as our country is great. This salutary work in the fullness of 
time will be done, and wisely done, by that great party which en- 
joys the preeminence of never having betrayed a trust or broken 
a pledge or deceived the people or denied its master from the day 
it followed the leadership of the glorious old Pathfinder to honor- 
able defeat, through all its years of devotion and toil and vic- 
tory down to this auspicious hour, when the people, recovering the 
dominion of reason and rejudging the judgment of 1892, call it 
again into confidence and favor, place the laurel upon its brow, 
the reins of power in its hands,and bid it guide the Reyiublic 
through wise government into the pathway that leads to the sweet 
pastures of prosperity and the still waters of peace and plenty. 
{Lond applause on the Republican side. } 

What has been said in the course of this debate in advocacy of 
the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 does not seem to 
bear a very close relation to the subject of ‘‘ bonds” and ‘‘reve- 
nue”; yet it may have a remote connection with it. As the freo 
coinage of silver under existing conditions, by the United States 
alone, would lead directly to silver monometallism, I desire to 
submit for the consideration of the gentleman from Colorado { Mr. 
BELL] and others of his way of thinking who are interested in 
the inquiry, whether our money unit under the act of 1792 was 
based upon one or both metals, the results of a study of that sub- 
ject from its historical side; with a review of the arguments of 
the fathers who laid the foundations of our monetary system and 
who did not favor the idea of silver monometallism. I could not, 
of course, do this in the time at my command, but it will answer 
the same purpose to extend my remarks under the rule, and I will 
avail myself of the privilege. 

W hether the money unit contemplated by the coinage act of 1792 
was based on both metals or on one only may not be of great prac- 
tical importance to-day, yet as a link in the chain of our monctary 
history, and as a subject of historical research commanding no 
inconsiderable attention at this time,it has value enough to war- 
rant a desire to be right in our conclusions concerning it. Inthe 
interest of historic truth, therefore,and for no other purpose, I 
desire to bring into distinct review the acts and the arguments of 
the fathers of that day who had most to do with the establishment 
of our monetary system relating to the vexed question of our 
money unit. The data which such a review will supply may be 
useful in guarding against error, and in aiding those who are pur- 
suing the inquiry to arrive at conclusions upon which an honest 
mind can rest with satisfaction. 






WHAT Is A “MONEY UNIT’’? 


It may be desirable at the outset to try to have an intelligent 
notion of the meaning of the expression ‘‘ money unit,” about 
which much may be said without making it clear; and, indeed, 
when we come to define it, the less we say the less we are likely to 
obscure it. Some of the difficulty would no doubt vanish if we 
avoided confounding the abstract and the concrete contents of the 
expression. A numerical unit is a pure abstraction. It is ex- 
pressed by a figure. We manipulate figures without respect to 
commodities of any kind. We can say three times three are nine 
without considering the concrete denotement of the numbers. It 
may be one or more of anything you choose, as one dollar or one 
apple. A numerical unit is not a creature of the law, but of the 
mind. A single thing is one bynature and not by legal enactment. 
So we can not reach the legal contents of the expression ‘‘ money 
unit” from the merely numerical side. 

When we advance a step toward the reality and add to the nu- 
merical abstraction the word “ dollar,” we have a concrete unit. 
Every unit of measure or weight or value must be a concrete unit; 
a unit expressed by a determinate amount or quantity or weight 
of the thing to be measured or weighed or estimated, to be taken 
as a standard of comparison for other determinate amounts, quan- 
tities, or weight of like kind, and without which no kind of ex- 
change but primitive barter could take place. 

A money unit then contains this group of ideas, namely: 

First. A numerical abstraction—a symbol for purposes of nota- 
tion. 
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Second. A determinate weight of precious metal or metals, as 
the case may be, which is fixed by law. 

Third. The denomination “dollar,” also a creature of the law, 
which expresses the value of the predetermined weight of precious 
metal which constitutes the unit. 

The value inheres in the metal and not in the form of it. <A cer- 
tain number of grains of gold or silver in the form of a cube are just 
as effectually a unit of value as if in the form of a disk, for value 
resides in substance and not in form. 

The struck coin is a thing apart. It is not the ‘‘money unit,” 
but a thing of convenience in exchange, a certificate of weight 
and fineness. If it coincides with the unit in value, that is an 
incident which gives it no character different from other coins 
excepting in denomination. The unit, as a mere symbol, is only 
the money of the mind, The struck coin is the piece for pay: 
ment, and contains the value which its name expresses. The 
former is in view when a contract of sale is made; the latter 
only comes into requisition when it is executed. One is for the 
arithmetic of exchange, to afford terms in which values can be 
Lan, ig a the other is to effect exchanges of commodities whose 
value has been reduced to expression in the terms of the unit. 

We have thus arrived at our definition of ‘‘ money unit,” namely, 
a given number of grains of precious metal possessing a determi- 
nate value, named *‘ dollar” or ‘“ unit,” by comparison with which 
the denominations of money are regulated, and in the terms of 
which, or the fractions or multiples thereof, general values are 
expressed. 

THE FIELD OF DISCUSSION. 


The field over which the discussion of the fathers ranged em- 
braces several distinct inquiries: 

First. ‘‘ What should be the unit of value?” 

Second. ‘‘ Whether it should be based on one metal or both?” 

Third. ‘‘ Whether it should be represented by a coin of corre- 
sponding value?” 

Fourth. ‘‘ What coins should be struck to express values in the 
uses to which money was to be put?” 

Each of these questions had distinct consideration and decision. 
The difficulties encountered by the Colonies and the Confederation, 
on account of the confused state of their money, were distinctly 
before the minds of the fathers when, under the Federal regime, 
they took up the subject of our money for deliberate and deter- 
minate treatment. Foreign coins of gold and silver were current 
in the country; their value varied in different States, and to know 
the meaning of ‘‘a pound ” or ‘‘a shilling” you had to know what 
State you were in. 

The Spanish silver dollar had, it is said, at least five different 
values in as many sections of the country. McMaster tells us it 
was not unusual for a traveler to pay bills with silver dollars in 
Boston at 6s. the dollar; the next week in New York at 8s.; some 
days later in Philadelphia at 7s. 6d., and still later at 32s. 6d. at 
Charleston. Gold, it seems, was not subject to so much varia- 
tion. The value of the gold pieces expressed in dollars was pretty 
much the same the country over, and 24% grains of gold corre- 
sponded very nearly with the nominal value of the Spanish silver 
dollar in all the States. 

Another cause of confusion was the clipping of the coin, which 
had been carried to such an extent that Washington suggested 
that before long every man would have to travel with a pair of 
balances in his pocket, or run the risk of being cheated. In such 
a state of monetary chaos it is little wonder that the people began 
to look to Congress for succor and that committees were ap- 
pointed to consider and report upon suitable means of unifying 
the money of the country. 


ROBERT MORRIS ON THE UNIT. 


Confronted by the necessity thus presented of a suitable mone- 
tary system for the new Government, and instructed by the expe- 
rience of the past, the fathers came to the consideration of the sub- 
ject. Thereportof Robert Morris toCongress ona coinagescheme, 
made on January 15, 1782, was the first contribution of great value 
to the discussion of that day. That report, though it bore the 
name of Robert, is believed to have been wrought out chiefly by 
Gouverneur Morris. By way of preliminary, he observed the hap- 
piness we derived from unity in our system of weights and meas- 
ures throughout America, and noted the advantages we enjoyed 
from having throughout the Union the same ideas of a mile and 
an inch, a hogsh anda quart,apoundandanounce. But with 
respect to our money he lamented that the case was widely differ- 
ent, and that the ideas annexed to a pound, shilling, and penny 
were as various as the States themselves, rendering calculation a 
prerequisite to every commercial exchange. Hethen takes up the 
chief inquiry which concerns us in this paper, namely, ‘‘ Whether 
the money unit should be affixed to both metals or to one only?” 
After comparing the merits of the metals and the arguments for 
and against each, he says: 


There can be no doubt, therefore, that our money standard ‘ht to be 
affixed to silver. - . — 


The argument that led up to this conclusion was that the sca) 
by which everything is to be measured ought to be fixed as tho 
nature of things will permit of. And a money standard affix. 
to both metals would not afford a fixed and certain scale, because 
if affixed te both it would in reality be affixed to neither— 

For— 

He says—— 
the demand which commerce might make for either of the precious meta); 
in orn to the other would vary this real standard from time to tin. 
and in every aes a man would get more or less of real value for his de}):! 
according as he was paid in the coin of greater or less value in relation : 
the real standard. 

Mr. Morris next considers what the ‘‘money unit” should be, 
He says: 

The purposes of commerce require that the lowest divisible point of money, 
or what is more properly called the “money unit,” should be very small, |)\\+ 
there is no necessity that the unit be exactly represented in coin. It is sui} 
cient that its value be precisely known. 

This makes it quite clear that in his mind there was a distinction 
between the ‘‘money unit” and the sensible object which was to 
represent it. 

Advancing his argument on this line, Mr. Morris says: 

The money unit will be equal to a quarter of a grain of fine silver in coined 
money. eding, then, in a decimal ratio, 100 would be the lowest silver 
coin, and might be called a cent, while the dollar, which contains about 373 
grains of fine silver at the mint price, would be 1,440 units. 

He does not propose the coinage of any piece of that name, but 
all current coins are to be rated to silver at a mint price, estab- 
lished at 22,237 units per pound. The great merit he claimed for 
his unit was that all the currencies of the States were reducible 
to it without a remainder. 

MORRIS’S CONCLUSIONS. 

The points distinctly made by Mr. Morris and to be carried with 
us in the further progress of the discussion are: First, that a 
money unit affixed to both metals could not be stable and certain; 
second, that the money unit should be attached to silver alone; 
third, that no coin need be struck to correspond with the money 
unit. 

THOMAS JEFFERSON'S VIEWS. 

The next important contribution to the discussion is ‘Thomas 
Jefferson’s notes on the establishment of a money unit and of a 
coinage for the United States.” These notes, it appears, were 
communicated to Congress simultaneously with Mr. Morris’s re- 

rt in 1782. Mr. Jefferson objected to Mr. Morris’s money unit 

ause it was too small, holding that the one thousand four hun- 
dred and fortieth part of a dollar as a unit would be inconvenient 
in commerce. He says: 

It is inconvenient in its application to ordinary money transactions. The 
price of a loaf of bread, one-twentieth of a dollar, would be 72units. A Pp yund 
of butter, one-fifth of a dollar, would be 288 units. Ten thousand dollars 
would reqire eight figures, to wit, 14,400,000. A horse or bullock of $80 value 
would require a notation of six figures, to wit, 115,200 units. 

Nowhere in his notes does Mr. Jefferson make any objection to 
the plan of Mr. Morris on the ground of there being no coined 
piece to correspond with the unit of value. He assented, also, to 
the suggestion that it was not essential that a coin be struck to 
correspond with the money unit. The decimal ratio, he thought, 
was ingenious and admirable. 

In considering the unit of money he says: 


Three circumstances are of princi 

“First. That it be of a convenien 
common money transactions of life. 

“Second. That its parts and multiples be an easy proportion to each other, 
so as to facilitate the money arithmetic. 

“Third. That the ‘unit’ and its mig or divisions be so nearly of the valuc 
of ~m of the known coins as that they may be of easy adoption for the 
people.’ 

It will be seen that in this enumeration of the important req- 
uisites of a ‘‘money unit” no mention is made of the metal in 
which the “‘unit” is to be represented. Gold would answer ail 
the ae equally with silver. He, however, goes on to 
say, ‘‘The Spanish dollar seems to fulfill all these conditions. 
His reasoning in support of this observation may be summarized 
as follows: 

1, Asa common measure it is of convenient size. 5 

2. The value of -— amount up to $10,000 is easily estimated by the mind, so 
also that of the tenth or hundredth of a dollar; and few transactions are above 
or below these limits, 

8. It coincides in value with some of the known coins so nearly that the peo- 
ple can quickly estimate their value. 

4. _— dollar is a known coin and the most familiar of all to the mind of the 
people. 


It will be observed that none of these reasons turn upon the 
metal out of which the unit is to be coined, and no preference 15 
indicated on the ground of any intrinsic or even sentimental su- 
periority of silver over gold. ere is no suggestion that silver 
was the money of the poor and gold the money of the rich; no 
suggestion of a conflict of interests between Wall street and the 
rural districts, between the banker and the farmer; no thought 
expressed of favoring one metal by attaching the unit to it, or that 
men ‘desiring to injure business by making money scarce could 
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size to be applied as a measure to the 
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not so easily get hold of all the silver and hide it away as they could 
gold.” The era of the demagogue had not yet come in. 


JEFFERSON'S RECOMMENDATIONS. 


In concluding his notes Mr. Jefferson submits the following 
recommendations: 


That the money unit of these States shall be equal in value to a Spanish 
milled dollar; that it shall be divided into tenths and hundredths; that there 
shall be a coin of silver of the value of the unit, another of the same metal of 
the value of one-tenth of a unit, one other of copper of the value of one-hun- 
dredth of a unit; that there shall be a coin of gold of the value of ten units. 


In a supplementary paper he says: 


My proposition, then, is that our notation of money shall be decimal;_that 
the unit of this notation shall be a dollar; that coin shall be accommodated 
to it from $10 to the hundredth of a dollar. 


JEFFERSON'S CONCLUSIONS. 


Remembering, for the purpose of comparison, the conclusions 
of Mr. Morris, those of Mr. Jefferson may be summed up thus: 

First. That the minuteness of Mr. Morris’s money unit was not desirable, 
though the decimal ratio was admirable. ; 

Second. That the unit should be of the value of the Spanish milled dollar, 
and that a piece should be coined to correspond with it. 

Third. That the money unit should be based on both metals. 

In view of the foregoing, it seems difficult to conceive how any 
other conclusion is deducible from Jefferson’s notes than that he 
believed that the money unit should be based on both metals, 
But happily he did not leave the matter there. In his letter to 
Hamilton of February, 1792, he says: 

I will return you the report on the unit, which I have read over witha 
great deal of satisfaction. I concur with you in thinking that the unit must 
stand on both metals. 

Morris found grave objections to Jefferson’s recommendations. 
He thought they provided a money unsuitable to the wants of 
the people; that the dollar was more nearly related to the British 
money than to our own currency; emphasizing his objection by 
the suggestion that you might as well select for American farm- 
ers a scythe used among the Alps instead of one suitable to our 
own fields. 

VIEWS OF THE GRAND COMMITTEE. 

The next contribution to the discussion in consecutive order 
was the report to Congress of what was called the ‘‘ Grand Com- 
mittee on the Money Unit,” in 1785. In this report the divergent 
views were considered and the conclusions of Mr. Jefferson 
adopted. They recommend the “dollar” as the money unit on 
the distinct grounds that the people were familiar with the value 
of a “dollar”; that it had been in general use and would conform 
to the national mode of keeping accounts. 

On July 6, 1785, Congress received the report of the grand com- 
mittee, and on the resolution ‘‘ That the money unit of the United 
States of America be one dollar,” the yeas and nays were called, 
and every member answered ‘‘ yea.” 


BOARD OF TREASURY REPORT. 


On the 8th of April, 1786, the Board of Treasury reported to Con- 
gress their conclusions on the expediency of a mint for the coin- 
age of American money. 

In their report they recommended a ‘silver dollar” as the money 
unit. In August, 1786, Congress adopted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the money unit of the United States, being by the resolve of 


Congress of the 6th of July, 1785, a dollar, shall contain of fine silver 375.64 
grains. 


After providing for the coinage of the dollar as the highest sil- 
ver coin, and the divisions thereof, halves, double dimes, and half 
dimes, it provides— 

That there shall be two gold coins, one containing 246.268 grains of fine gold 


equal to $10, and to be called an le. One containing 123.134 grains of fine 
gold equal to $5, and to be called a half eagle. 


HAMILTON'S REPORT. 


To this point had the evolution of our ‘“‘money unit” arrived 
when Hamilton entered the debate with his celebrated report on 
the establishment of a mint. This was presented to Congress in 
April, 1791, and as the views therein expressed were subsequently 
embodied in the coinage act of 1792, he may be said to have given 
the subject its final form and finish and his views to have received 
the honor of acceptance by the American people. Mr. Hamilton, 

this report, covers the entire ground of the previous discussion, 
and treats the subject with a firmness of grasp and clearness of 
— into the principles of monetary science only possible to his 
amplitude of understanding and intellectual penetration. The 
first inquiry to which he addresses himself is, ‘‘ What ought to be 
the nature of the money unit of the United States?” By way of 
preliminary he alludes to the then existing “unit” in the mone 
of account, which he maintained was the ‘‘ pound sterling,” thoug 
it could not be said to be the ‘‘unit in the coins.” In the absence 
of legislation, usage and practice, he thought, had given that 
character to the a milled dollar. He, however, saw . 
tions to the “dollar,” because it had never had any settled or 
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standard value according to weight or fineness, while gold, on the 


| other hand, had a fixed price by weight and fineness. He says: 


The greater stability of value of the gold coins is an argument of force for 
regarding the money unit as having been hitherto virtually attached to gold 
rather than to silver. 


Then, again, he suggested that the variety of “ dollars” then 
current, containing unequal amounts of fine silver, presented a 
difficulty in defining the particular ‘‘ dollar” to which the ‘‘ money 
unit” was to be applied, supposing it to be most applicable to 
that species of coin. Nor did he omit to point out the importance 
of applying the unit to a coin that would be comformable to the 
existing proportion between the two metals in this country as 
well as to that which obtains in the commercial world generally. 


NO PREFERENCE FOR EITHER METAL. 


He next applies his mind to the inquiry whether or not the 
money unit ought to be peculiarly attached to either of the metals 
in preference to the other, and if to either, to whichofthem. The 
argument in this part of the report advances with so firm and sure 
a foot that I must, at the risk of tediousness, reproduce a portion 
of it in Mr. Hamilton’s own words. 

After indicating that the resolutions of Congress of 1785 and 
1786, declaring the money unit to be a dollar, and providing for 
both gold and silver coins, were not clear in their meaning, since 
they did not explain whether either of the two species of coins of 
gold or silver had any greater legality in payments than the other, 
and suggesting that a preference in the matter of payment was 
necessary to carry out the idea of attaching the unit exclusively 
to one metal, he says: 


If each of them be as valid as the other in payments to any amount, it is 
not obvious in what effectual sense either of them can be deemed the money 
unit rather than the other. If the general declaration that the dollar shall 
be the money unit of the United States could be understood to give it a su- 
perior legality in payments, the institution of coins of gold and the declara- 
tion that each of them shall be equal toa certain number of dol’ars would 
appear to destroy that inference. And the circumstance of making the dol- 
lar the unit in the money of account seems to be rather a matter of form 
than of substance. 

Contrary to the ideas which have heretofore prevailed in the suggestions 
concerning a coinage for the United States, though not without much hesita- 
tion, arising from a deference for those ideas, the Secretary is, upon the whole, 
strongly inclined to the opinion that a preference ought to be given to neither 
of the metals for the money unit. Perhaps if either were to be preferred it 
ought to be gold rather than silver. 

But upon the whole it seems to be most advisable, as has been observed, 
not toattach the unit exclusively to either of the metals, because this can 
not be done effectually without destroying the office and character of one of 
them as money and reducing it to the situation of a mere merchandise, 
which, accordingly, at different times, has been proposed from different and 
very respectable quarters, but which would probably be a greater evil than 
occasional variations in the unit from the fluctuations in the relative value 
of the metals, especially if care be taken to regulate the proportion between 
them, with an eye to their average commercial value. 


Later on in this report Mr. Hamilton recurs to the question of 
the ‘‘ money unit,” and concludes the discussion as follows: 


The conclusion to be drawn from the observations which have been made 
on the subject is this: That the unit in the coins of the United States ought 
to correspond with 24} grains of pure gold and with 3714 grainsof pure silver, 
each answering to a dollar in the money of account. The former is exactly 
agreeable to the present value of gold, and the latter is within a small fraction 
of the mean of the two last emissions of dollars, the only ones which are now 
found in common circulation and of which the newest is in the greatest 
abundance. The alloy in each case to be one-twelfth of the total weight, 
ple | will make the unit 27 grains of standard gold and 405 grains of stand- 
ard silver. 

Each of these, it has been remarked, will answer to a dollar in the money 
of account. It is conceived that nothing better can be donein relation to 
this Cane ursue the track marked out by the resolution of the 8th of Au- 
gust, 1786. This has been approved abroad as well as at home, and it is 
certain that nothing can be more simple or convenient than the decimal sub- 
divisions. There is every reason to expect that the method will speedily 
grow into general use when it shall be seconded by corresponding coins. On 
this plan the unit in the money of account will continue to be, as established 
by that resolution, a dollar and its multiples, dimes, cents, and mills, or 
tenths, hundredths, and thousandths. 


HOW HAMILTON DETERMINED THE WEIGHT OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 


It is worth noting in this connection how Hamilton determined 
upon 8711 grains of fine silver as the most suitable amount for the 
silver dollar. He found that the Spanish milled dollars of differ- 
ent dates varied in the amount of silver they contained, one con- 
taining 374 and another 368 grains, and that neither one sustained 
to 24% grains of fine gold the ratio of 15 to 1, which coincided with 
the difference in the coined metals as established by custom in our 
market and in ourcurrency. Taking the mean of thetwo Spanish 
pieces, however, he found that the proportion conformed very 
nearly to the ratio of 15 to 1, so that he had only to multiply 23% 
by 15 to obtain 371} as the proper weight in grains for the silver 
dollar. 

He then gives the following schedule of coins which he thinks 
would be advisable until experience demonstrates the necessity 
for others: 


One gold piece, equal in weight and value to ten units or dollars. 

One gold piece, equal toa tenth part of the former, and which shall bea 
unit or dollar. s 

One silver piece, which shall also be a unit or dollar. 

One silver piece, which shall be in weight and value a tenth part of the 
silver unit or dollar. 
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One co 
One other copper piece, which shall be 
He then says in conclusion: 


It is not proposed that the lightest of the two gold coins should be namer- 
ous, as in orae payments the larger the pieces the shorter the process of 
counting, the less risk of mistake, and consequently the greater the safety 
and the convenience; and in small payments it is not prenren that any 
inconvenience can accrue from an entire ndence on silver and copper 
coins. The chief inducement to the ment of the small gold is 
to have a sensible object in that metal, as well as in silver, to express the unit. 
The smallest of the two gold coins my be called the dollar or unit in com- 
mon with the silver piece with which it coincides. 


HAMILTON'S CONCLUSIONS. 

Having in view the previous summing up of Morris’s and Jef- 
ferson's views, the conclusions of Hamilton may now be placed 
= comparison beside those of his distinguished cotemporaries, as 

ollows: 

1. That up to that time the money unit had practically been attached to 


both aus and silver. 
2. t coin should be struck in both metals to correspond with the money 


unit. 
8%. That the money unit should be based on both metals. 
THE COINAGE ACT OF 1792, 


It is suitable at this point to bring into view the section of the 
coinage act of 1792, which relates to the money unit, that it ma 
be seen whether on a fair construction it expresses the Hamil - 
tonian and the Jeffersonian view or the contrary one. 

The ninth section reads in part as follows: 

That there shall be from time to time struck and coined at the said mint 
coins of gold, silver, and co; of the following denominations, values, and 
descriptions, viz: Eagles, each to be of the value of ten dollars or units, and 
to contain 2474 ns of pure or 270 grains of standard gold; half eagles, each 
to be of the v np 0c RVe Colease, 66 Se eentens Oe 8 of or 135 
grains of standard gold; quarter eagles, each to be of value of two dollars 
and a half dollar, and to contain 61} of pure or 67§ of standard 

; dollars or units, each to be of value of a §) dollar, as 
he same is now current, and to contain 371} grains of pure or 416 grains of 


standard silver. 
SOME REFLECTIONS. 
Having before us the foregoing review of the facts of the situa- 
tion, the reasonings of the fathers of 1792 and the enactment which 
embodies their conclusions, we are in a position, each as 
his own light and ee to suitable tests the vali 
have 


per piece, which shall be of the value of a bpndee thy’ of adollar. 
half the value of the former. 


to 

sdity 

of the views which from time to time advanced on the 
subject. 

It will be seen that the act of 1792 is not as explicit in defining 
a “money unit ” as the act of 1873, nevertheless the meaning which 
the carries is free from doubt. The Spanish ed dol- 
lar was at that time a current coin. Its value was known, and 
that value was to be the ‘“‘ money unit,” by the terms of which all 
values in commerce were to be and in mdence 
with which coins were to be struck. Some find a stumbl 
in the fact that a coin of silver was struck and no correspo 
one of gold identical in value with the ideal unit and bearing its 


name. But that has no tendency to prove that the “‘ unit ” was 
based upon that metal in togold. Indeed, the contrary 
may be conclusively presumed from absence of an express 


= ae to nS ect. It will be ee that ee 
orris, as alread: pane no co ding wi 
money unit, while paca Pa ought it better to have such acoin 
in both metals. In many countries there are no coins struck cor- 
responding with the unit of value. It is well known that in Great 
Britain the pound sterling is the unit of value, but no coin answer- 
ing to that unit was ever struck. In France and the other coun- 
tries of the Latin Union the “ money unit” is the franc, yet no 
such piece of full legal-tender money was ever struck. Our exist- 
ing money unit is indisputably a gold dollar, but we coin no an- 
swering piece of money. In the unit of value is the silver 
poem equal to a franc, but it is not a full legal-tender coin. In 

‘rmany, where the gold standard prevails, the unit of value is 
the mark, but no gold coin to it was ever struck. 

So the most su cial knowledge of the subject makes it obvious 
that the denomination of coins struck at the mint affords little aid 
in construing the act of 1792 as to whether the money unit was 
based on one or both metals, for it has no more logical connection 
with the unit than another question mooted at the time, namely, 
whether the coins should contain tations of bar- 
SP en cer ooenes nen the proverbs of Solomon and the wisdom 


HAMILTON'S REASONING. 

No one can follow the ing of Mr. Hamilton without being 
sensible of its clearness and com power. It easily be 
that were he arguing the question now he would put less stress 
upon the equality of aos wer in the two metals as evi- 
dence of an intention to attach money unit to both of them. 
But the argument carried great force and cogency in the then state 
of mone knowl and ence. It was doubtless taken 
for granted py Hamilton, for Smith had declared it only 
fifteen years before, that in all countries only the measure of value 
money was legal tender. That Jefferson was in substan’ 
with his reasoning and his conclusions, adds 


of both. No two voices in ail the land were more potential than 

theirs, and when united, as they were on the “double basis” of our 

money unit, it is hardly permissible to believe that their counsel 

was disregarded by Congress in legislating upon the subject. 
CONCLUSION. 

And therefore, at whatever conclusion others may arrive from 
an equally sincere consideration of the same data, I am of opinion 
that the reasoning of the fathers, the earliest consideration given 
the subject by Congress, the terms of the coinage act of 1792, their 
logical and grammatical construction, and the antecedent proba- 
bility that the conclusions of Hamilton and Jefferson were in- 
tended to be embodied in the law, all unite to constitute an iin- 
pregnable body of evidence in support of the view that the act was 
intended to attach the money unit to gold and silver alike. That 
24% grains of fine gold and 8714 ins of fine silver, coined or un- 
coined, each equal in value to the ish milled dollar, constituted 
our money unit, to be known by the denomination of ‘‘ dollar” or 
I words being used interchangeably), in the terms of 
which values were thereafter to be expressed; that the given 
weight of one metal and the given weight of the other were alike 
the sensible objects answering the ideal unit; were equal in value, 
equal in legal-tender power, and possessed an equally incontesta})!o 
title to the honor of being the basis of our money unit under the 
bimetallic system which the genius of Hamilton, the philosophy 
of Jefferson, and the wise statesmanship of their contemporaries 
established more than a hundred years ago. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield three minutes of my time to the gentie- 
man from New sore [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. . Speaker, I am somewhat amazed that so 
ee complications are found or rather imagined in this very 
simple bill. The bill asks an answer of ‘“‘yes” or “no” to two 
single questions. We are asked whether, in case of temporary 
deficiency, the Government shall be authorized to issue temporary 
loan certificates at low rates of interest. What American can 
answer anything but “yes” to that question? How that defi- 
ciency arose is not before us. We meet a condition and not a 
theory. The remedy is proposed by this bill, and we must grant 
it. So much for the second section of the bill. 

The first section is equally simple. It does not authorize tho 
issue of bonds; that was commanded by the resumption act of 187). 
It does not change the legislation of 1878, as to the reissue of 
greenbacks. It says simply that when bonds are issued the inter- 
est shall be low, and t the subscriptions shall be open to the 
public. As I have said, this is but a single question. w inter- 
est and popular subscription must go together. The people do not 
understand subscribing $120 in er to get back $100 in twenty 
or thirty years. Our people are ready to lend their money to the 
Government, I believe, at as low a rate as 2 cent, but they 
wish what they lend to be paid back at the end of the term. 

Now, there are two single questions to be answered, ‘‘ yes” or 
*‘no.”- What need of amendment? Amendments would only 
bring in subjects on which we differ—subjects that have been 
argued on this floor and that we shall hereafter deal with but 
that are not within this bill. Amendments would only confuse 
the direct, the simple, the earnest, the immediate P se of this 
bill—patriotic as well as simple—to give relief to the Government 
and le of these United States. iepleme.) 

os the hammer a) 

. DALZELL. Oh one minute to the gentleman from New 


Jersey . STEWART]. 
Mr. STEWART New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the essential 
jirit of the pen bill is a stern arrai ent and severe rebuke 


aignm 
of Grover Cleveland and the Democratic Administration for the 
last two and a half years. Itisa condemnation of secret loans by 
unfriendly lenders abroad, through the agency of 
usurious syndicates at home. It ds a halt here and provides 
that the loans in the future shall be domestic ones, available to the 
citizens of our own country.. It will advertise to foreign nations 
for all time that this country can procure at home all the money 
it requires. This will be a salutary lesson, calculated to inspire 
the nationsof the world with respect for our resources and powers. 
The notion in the minds of some that this bill can be used by an 
unfriendly Administration ao ceren pee emetinentte Se a grossly mis- 
bill y recites the act of 1873, 
which makes reissue mandatory, but —— declares that the 
act of 1878 shall bein full force and virtue. Indeed, legally and in 
a makes the act of 1878 an operative and vital 
should refuse his assent to this bill. It 
omesticates our loans, reduces their cost, rebukes a reckless and 
improvident Administration, and provides measures of safety 
Administration, by a wasteful policy, require 
further money in the short time it is destined to be inflicted upon 
our country. [Applause.] 
Mr. CRISP. LF ce ten minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. 
Mr. McLAURIN, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage of 
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this bill, because its provisions will not only burden an already | rule of humane government, ‘‘equal rights to all, special privileges 


debt-ridden google, but will legalize a long series of usurpations | 


by different taries of the Treasury. The caption declares 
this a bill ‘‘to protect the coin redemption fund,” while at the 
same time there is not a single line of law upon the statute book 
authorizing or providing any such fund. Judging from past ex- 

rience, without doubt this language would be constrr-d by 
the Secretary for the purpose of sequestering in the Treasury 
this vast sum of $100,000,000, which should be in the channels of 
business, giving life and vigor to our commercial transactions, 
This unauthorized fund has been maintained in absolute idleness 
for over twenty years, and at simple interest has cost the people 
more than $80,000,000. This is a covert attempt to legalize an un- 
warranted assumption, which alone should prevent the passage of 
the bill. Mr. Speaker, instead of this being a bill to protect the 
coin redemption fund, it is, more properly speaking, in my judg- 
ment, an actto provide for a deficiency in our revenues. The 
President has already issued over $160,000,000 of interest-bearing 
bonds for the alleged purpose of strengthening this reserve fund. 
In my opinion we might with profit inquire as to what has become 
of the proceeds of the sale of these bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, is it not true that the one hundred and sixty mil- 
lions of gold received from the sale of these bonds was drawn out 
of the Treasury through the redemption of United States notes or 
greenbacks? Is it not also true that these one hundred and sixty 
millions of United States notes or greenbacks have been paid out 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in the ordinary expenses of the 
Government? I repeat, has it not been the custom of the present 
Secretary to sell bonds for gold, to exchange the gold for United 
States notes, and then to use these notes in payment of our gov- 
ernmental expenses? Then why come here with a bill claiming 
to protect “the coin redemption fund,” when in fact and in prac- 
tice it is a bill to supply a deficiency in the revenue? 

T believe in dealing with the people frankly and squarely, and 
if this bill is really to maintain a redemption fund, it should be so 
etated, plainly and distinctly, and then used for no other purpose 
whatever. If, on the other hand, as is now secretly practiced, 
it is to supply a deficiency in the revenue, I maintain that such a 
declaration should be made, in order that all may clearly under- 
stand its import. 

Besides, Iam decidedly in favor of curtailing rather than ex- 
tending the discretionary powers of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in our financial affairs. The act of 1875, mentioned in this 
bill, provided for the sale of bonds at his discretion, at not less 
than par in coin, while the last issue of bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury was made for so many ounces of gold bullion. I 
merely mention this to show the character of the usurpation of 
power by the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Speaker, there is a 
vast difference between selling bonds for coin, which means both 
gold and silver, and bartering the obligations of the United States 
for gold bullion. 

I assume that all of our present difficulties would be eliminated 
and further legislation upon this subject unnecessary if we had a 
Secretary of the Treasury who would obey the law now upon the 
statute book of the nation. There is to-day not a bond, coupon, 
obligation, or debt of any character against the United States 
which is not payable, principal and interest, in coin; and coin 
to-day means just what it has since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment—both gold and silver. 

Now, Mr. S er, with the vaults of the Treasury bursting with 
silver, with the great plain people struggling beneath a load of 
debt and distress, I assert that it is unfair, unjust, wholly uncalled 
for, that interest-bearing bonds, in time of peace, should be sold, 
to further ae our people, and through this interest levy 
tribute upon their hard toil, while there are lying idle in the Treas- 
ury one hundred and fifty millious of silver. [Applause.] Let 
the Secretary of the Treasury obey t! 2 law. Let him treat alike 
all obligations of the Government. et him consider the debt of 
the humblest American laborer in the same light that he does the 
debt due the alien money lender. All are payable in coin, and all 
should alike be paid in coin. 

If it could be announced to-morrow that an American policy of 
finance would be inaugurated and the further domination of 
alien money lenders resisted, the same enthusiasm and patriotic 
response would come from the people to the support of the Ad- 
ministration that was witnessed when the President so forcibl 
reaffirmed the Monroe doctrine, and notified England to encroac 
no farther upon American soil. A similar announcement on the 
financial situation would infuse new life into the Democratic 
party, from which hope has been crushed by the financial policy 
of the present Administration. 

Let the United States, like France, in the payment of silver 

her paper money when presented for redemption, and the 
necessity for another bond issue would vanish. Let us also imi- 
tate the example of France in refusing to furnish gold for export. 
In doing this we would simply be putting into practice that grand 


to none.” 

There is another point, Mr. Speaker, that seems to have been 
overlooked. It is claimed by the Secretary in his last report that 
there is in circulation among ths people four hundred and seventy- 
five millions in gold coin. From the report of the Comptroller of 
the Currency it is learned that not over one hundred and fifty mil- 
lions is held by the banks, leaving three hundred and twenty-five 
millions among the people. Ifthe Secretary of the Treasury would 
expend as much energy in exchanging with the people greenbacks 
for this gold that he does in exchanging gold for greenbacks with 
alien financiers, I am of the opinion that the exigencies of the 
Treasury might be relieved without a further issue of bonds. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] advanced the prop- 
osition to secure this gold by an issue of interest-bearing certifi- 
cates of indebtedness. In my judgment the object might be at- 
tained at far less expense by exchanging greenbacks which come 
into the Treasury for this gold coin among the pec ple. 

In order to meet the tem porary deficiency in the Treasury, in- 
stead of interest-bearing obligations to become a burden upon the 
people, I would suggest certificates be issued against every idle 
ounce of silver in the Treasury. This would give instantaneous 
relief and would put into circulation among the people, without 
the burden of interest, a kind of currency that none would refuse 
and all be glad to get. These, in brief, are my objections to the 
bill. I believe they are valid. 

I can see no good reason why the taxpayers, the producers and 
toilers of this country, should be forced to pay an interest tribute 
extending to generations yet unborn when the simple application 
of justice and common sense would obviate the necessity of it all. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention 
of the House for ten minutes—not much time in which to talk 
about a matter of this importance. 

The resumption act, passed in 1875 in a time of peace, was and 
is a Republican act. It authorized, I say to the gentleman from 
California, the issuing of bonds to establish and maintain resump- 
tion. Secretary Sherman issued $95,000,000 of bonds in 1878, and 
with the proceeds, $100,000,000 of gold, resumed specie payments 
on the ist day of January, 1879. And from that time up to Presi- 
dent Cleveland’s second term there never was another dollar of 
those bonds issued or a necessity for their issue. The resumption 
fund remained intact. 

Bear with me, Republicans and Democrats, while I speak of one 
other record that was made under wise administration and wise 
legislation. When that resumption act passed the Government 
of the United States was paying 6 per cent interest. From the 
time of resumption in 1879 until June 30, 1892—thirteen years— 
there never was for one day or one moment a deficiency of reve- 
nues to meet the current expenses. Aye, more; we met all those 
expenses, and paid besides $1,200,000,000 of the interest-bearing 
debt of the United States, nearly a hundred millions a year; 
and the annual interest charge of eighty-three and one-half mil- 
lions per annum in 1879 dwindled to $23,000,000 and less in 1892. 
And, Mr. Speaker, under Republican economic policies, with the 
ever-present power to issue bonds, if necessary, in the Secretary 
of the Treasury, these great revenues have been gathered and our 
country was a perfect iiive of industry from one end to the other, 
and prosperity existed for the entire thirteen years, such as the 
world has never known. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

But some gentlemen now say, ‘“‘ We will not now give the Secre- 
tary any additional power to borrow money at a lower rate of in- 
terest,” and the last gentleman who addressed the House, who is 
a member of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. McLaurin], 
says he would take from him the power he now possesses. Mr. 
Speaker, you can not give the Secietary too much power to bor- 
row at the smallest interest, provided he wisely exercises it. I 
recollect when you Democrats proclaimed, in 1878, that you would 
give $100,000,000 to head the column that would break the Treas- 
ury. Mr. Sherman ape $100,000,000 of gold in the Treasury for 
resumption, and back of that was the power to pledge the credit 
of the Government, that, thank God, had credit then for any 
amount. [Applause on the Republican side.] We were not called 
upon to redeem. But what is the matter now? In 1892 you 
elected your President on a platform that pledged you to break 
down the industries of the country, and your power spread like a 
pall over the body politic, and from the day of Grover Cleveland’s 
election in November, 1892, to this time, deficiencies, distress, idle- 
ness, poverty, panic have attended your footsteps. [Applause on 
the Republican side.} With full power to construct, you did not 
construct. Instead of paying off a hundred millions of the debt 
every year, you have borrowed $180,000,000; and what for? In the 
name of ‘‘ resumption” you borrow and use the funds to make up 
a deficiency that your revenue measures have produced! [Ap- 
—— on the Republican side.] Now where are we? The Presi- 

sends us a message saying that the gold is disappearing from 
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the Treasury. Yes, Mr. President, and a deficiency remains, and 
increases at the same time. But what are you Democrats doing? 
Why, you criticise, but offernothing. You did not offer anything 
in the last Congress. Even when we proposed to give you some- 
thing, you said ‘‘No.” Now a Republican House—and, gentle- 
men, that is all that is Republican in this Government to-day— 
the Republican House of Representatives refused to adjourn over 
the holidays, and said, ‘‘We are chosen the doctors; we will give a 
ens so far as the House can give a remedy, that will reach the 
root of the disease.” [Applause on the Republican side. } 

What was the first thing tobe done? It was to passa bill which 
would make the revenues of this Government sufficient to meet 
the expenditures of this Government, and carrying with it inci- 
dental protection. And relief under that bill, if enacted, so far 
as deficiency and resumption are concerned, will come as surely 
as the water came when the rock was struck by Moses in the desert. 
But what have you gentlemen done on the other side? You have 
struck, fought against, criticised—God Almighty never made a 
set of men who could better tear down and criticise—while you 
are without an atom of power to build up, preserve, or increase. 

aughter and applause on the Republican side. | e our 

1, and itatonce. Weknew that the President was notin 

ood faith, yet we wanted to do what we could, whether he was 
good faith or bad faith, to give the ope relief that we knew 
was required. We applied the remedy that was necessary. We 
acted, and acted promptly. Yet you Dumeceate complain of our 
. Why, my ! one of you gentlemen would have been 
talking on that side for a week if we had given you an oppor- 
tunity. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. 

Now, this bill is pending. What is there todo? Gold going 
out; deficiency increasing. We come with this bill and say we 
have here the condition brought about by Cleveland and Democ- 
racy. There can be no return of pr rity until in the White 
House, until in the Senate, and in this House, the Republican 

rty is in the ascendency to write on the statute books our policy. 

Applause on the Republican side.] When that condition comes, 
as come it will, Mr. Speaker, we will establish that policy which 
will bring relief and ae to the country. [Ap lause on the 
Republican side.] At present we can only do the best we can 
under existing circumstances. 

In the meantime we will take no pes wer from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. He ought to have all the power that is nec- 
essary, and if he abuses it a just public sentiment will hold him 
responsible. We will authorize, in addition to the 4 and 5 per 
cent bonds, which he can now issue, a 8 per cent, short-time, 
a bond. We will make him offer these bonds—the fours, 

e fives, and the threes—to the American ae first. We 
say by this act, if enacted into law, Mr. Grover Cleveland, you 
shall not in the secret hours of the night, without the knowledge 
of the people of the United States, assemble a syndicate of men 
and place the obligations of our Government, our public securities, 
in their hands at a profit to the syndicate of ten to twenty millions 
of dollars. We say our —_ in our opinion, stand ready and 
able to give the relief, and should have the first opportunity. 

Mr. BOWERS. Does not it look as if he were going to get the 
start of us? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, gentlemen, what are we Re- 
publicans doing? We are proposing a measure of relief. What 
are you Democrats doing? You say, “‘No.” Let me tell you how 
it looks to me: That already, before the last Cleveland m © 
was sent to Congress, an agreement was made by him with the 
syndicate for another issue of bonds at a rate below their 
value. Look here, my Democratic friends, you voted solidly 
against this proposition last winter when you could have had it, 
and you will vote solidly againstit now. You free silver aaa 
Democrats, 16 to 1, are nst it because you want to impair the 
value of the currency. You cuckoo Democrats are against it be- 
cause the President has sent down his order for you to be against 
it. But as an evidence of ublican wisdom and patriotism, in 
my judgment, on this side of House we stand ready to pass it. 
If the Senate passes it and the President signs it, it is well. If the 
Senate and President object we at least cast our mite, so far as 
we can, toward reassuring the le of the United States that 
we will protect the _ credit and prevent improper contracts 
with syndicates. [Applause on the ublican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
Yor BARTLETT of New York. Mr Speaker, I rise to oppose 

, of New Yor s op’ 
this bill, for reasons different from many of the reasons which 
will be advocated by members of the Democratic party. - I am 
oes} eae this bill because I believe that its 
—- instead of strengthening confidence in the financial abilit 

integrity of the Government, will shake ae confidence an 
lead to panic or to financial depression. believed this were 
an honest measure of relief I should cast my vote in its favor, but 
I am opposed to it because it is not a gold measure, because the 
bond provided for is not a gold bond. I that it is somewhat 
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unpopular in this House for a member to avow that he is a mono- 
metallist, but I have been, and am to-day, and always shall be— 
until that vague, impossible international agreement which is 
hinted at shall be consummated—in favor of a single goldstandard; 
that is, in favor of a standard invariable in nature, approaching 
most ay the ideal of immutability or unchangeableness; and 
you will al with me that the precious metal, which has been 
dominantin the world as the standard of value for centuries past, 
is the only safe single standard. 

But — by that question, I may in the limited time accorded 
to me be enabled only to indicate the objections to this special 
measure. The views which I express on monometallism are my 
own views, but I think it is safe for me to assert that the sound- 
money Democrats are opposed to this bill for substantially the 
same reasons which I shall adduce. 

The Republican party will bear the responsibility for the char- 
acter of relief now offered to the country. The failure of this 
measure of relief—so called, but in reality no measure of relief— 
will not lie upon the shoulders of the Democratic party. Tho 

ntlemen upon that side, the Republican side of the House, will 

responsible for the further depletion of the gold reserve and for 
the failure to maintain public confidence in the integrity of our 
financial system. In the first bill, the tariff bill, which was of- 
fered the other day, if you intended to give us reliei, why did you 
not bring in a measure based on revenue lines only? Why did you 
not offer us a bill imposing duties on the great revenue-producing 
articles, such as tea and coffee, andimposing a stamp duty? Why 
did = offer us a bill protective in its nature and a bill which it 
would be impossible for any Democratic Executive ever to affix 
his signature to? 

What are the objections to this measure? In the first place, 
you avoid the issue. The gold reserve fund was never created by 
positive law, and it is mentioned for the first time in the act of 
1882 in the following words: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the issue of such gold certifi- 


cates whenever the amount of gt coin and gold bullion in the Treasury 
reserved for the redemption of United States notes falls below $100,000,000. 


Why do you not call this a gold bullion and gold coin redemp- 
tion fund in the title of your bill? Because you dare not take 
that issue; because you know that the members of your party on 
that side of the House will not pass a bill vag woe for a bond 
cece specifically in gold. ou deny the Secretary of the 

ury the only relief he asks for. 

The second section of this bill is comparatively unobjectionable, 
because that provides for certificates of indebtedness running a 
short time, in lieu of the short-time bonds asked by the Secretary, 
and the only objection to that section is that the amount is lim- 
ited to $50,000,000. But the salient measure of relief demanded 
by the a the Treasury is that you issue what? Bonds 
arose in the first place in gold. In the second place, that those 

mds be long-time bonds. What do rn give him? You give 
him a coin bond, a bond which can not be floated. You give him 
a bond running for five years, then redeemable at the pleasure of 
the United States in coin, and at most payable in fifteen years. 
Then you deny him the great measure of relief which is impera- 
tively demanded by the interests of this country. What is that? 
That the greenbacks shall be ually retired and canceled. 
Why, a measure of this kind is absolutely futile. You are proba- 
bly aware that it will not pass even in this House. It certainly 
can never receive the signature of a Democratic Executive. Now, 
what is to be done? What is the country entitled to? If the 
revenue is not to be increased on revenue lines, what other meas- 
ure of relief should be granted? In the first place, a gold bullion 
and a gold coin en fund should be created expressly by 
statute. In the second place, that fund should be e to con- 
sist of either $10,000,000 or $200,000,000, and should be sacredly 
set aside for the redemption and eventual cancellation and retire- 
ment of the legal-tender notes. And then the provision of the 
act of May 31, 1878, requiring the reissue of the redeemed green- 
backs should be repealed. 

A further objection to this bill is found in the provision as to 
advertising. the first loan that was issued, of $50,000,000, only 
some $745,000 were taken by individuals. Of the second loan of 
$50,000,000 only $1,533,000 were taken by individuals, and these 
large loans must be taken in the main by institutions and by 

, and the advertising is futile, unnecessary, and undesirable 
from every commercial and financial standpoint. 

The specific demand of the Secretary of the Treasury is con- 
tained in these words: That he shall have authority to issue from 
time to time bonds, payable in gold, bearing interest at a rate not 
exceeding 3 per cent per annum, and having a long time to run, 
and to the bonds for United States notes and Treasury 
terms as may be most advantageous to the Gov- 
ernment, orto sell them abroad for gold whenever in his judg- 
ment it is advisable to do so, and use the gold thus obtained in re- 

the outstanding notes, 
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So, if we were allowed to offer amendments, I should offer the 
following amendments: , } ; 

I should alter the title so that it should read: ‘A bill to main- 
tain and protect the gold coin and gold bullion redemption fund.” 

Gentlemen, you must remember that of the gold reserve fund 
now nearly one-half, or $31,000,000, consists of gold bullion, and 
the balance, some $35,000,000, consists of gold coin. 

Ishould provide that authority should be given to issue, sell, 
and dispose of the bonds at not less than par in gold coin, insert- 
ing the word “gold;” and I should further provide that these 
bonds should be redeemable by the Treasury of the United States 
in gold coin, and should be payable in gold coin, and I should in- 
sert a section ——s the provision of the act of 1878 which 

uires the reissue of the redeemed greenbacks. 

that there could not be any doubt in the minds of the public 
as to our intention to preserve the integrity of our financial 

m. 
“ithe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 

as expired. 

7 Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to this debate 
with much interest and some astonishment. Some gentlemen on 
that side oppose the passage of this bill because the bonds author- 
ized are not made payable in gold. Others oppose it because it 
does not ene | provide thatthe bonds shall be payable in gold 
and silver instead of ‘‘coin.” From these differences among the 
Democratic members of this House it would seem their party has 
lost that admirable quality of harmonious cohesion which it has 
always displayed when playing the réle of a national ‘‘ kicker,” a 
role in which it has exhibited its greatest usefulness and won its 
chief renown. 

On this side a few Republicans have expressed their disapproval 
of the measure for the reason that, as they claim, it is contrary to 
the policy of the Republican party, and further because the peo- 
ple are opposed to issuing bonds in times of peace, and that they 
fear the passage of the bill will authorize the retirement of green- 
backs. 

Before discussing these several propositions on which gentle- 
men are trying to justify their votes against the bill, and in order 
that we may know whether or not the Committee on Ways and 
Means acted wisely in reporting this bill to a Republican House 
as a means of tiding over the existing emergency, I desire to briefly 
call attention to a few facts that preceded the action of the com- 
mittee. 

On Friday of last week the financial condition of our Govern- 
ment became so alarming that the President deemed it necessary 
to address Congress on the subject, and in a special message he 
took occasion to ask that we take immediate steps to relieve a situ- 
ation that threatened financial disaster and ruin to American 
interests. In that message, after referring to his last annual 
message, he describes the situation as follows: 

The contingency then feared has reached us, and the withdrawals of gold 
since the communication referred to, and others that appear inevitable, 
threaten such a depletion in our Government gold reserve as brings us face 
to face to the necessity of further action for its protection. 

He then expressed the hope that the members of this House 
would forego the pleasure of spending the usual holiday recess at 
their homes, and by legislative enactment or declaration ‘‘do some- 
thing not only to remind those apprehensive among our own peo- 
ple that the resources of their Gevwnment and a eerupelons 
regard for honest dealing afford a sure guarantee of unquestioned 
safety and soundness, but to reassure the world that, with these 
factors and the patriotism of our citizens, the ability and deter- 
mination of our nation to meet, in any circumstance, every obli- 
gation it incurs, do not admit of question.” 

Appreciating the gravity of the situation, and in obedience to 
our sense of duty, and the wish of the people as expressed through 
the public press, this House complied with that part of the Presi- 
dent’s request by remaining in session. Almost immediately after 
that message was read at the Clerk’s desk, one week ago to-day, the 
Committee on Ways and Means organized, and immediately ad- 
dressed itself assiduously and in good faith to the remaining por- 
tion of his request by endeavoring to formulate such legislation 
as would meet the existing emergency and preserve our national 


credit. 

_ Before deciding what could be done “‘ to remind those apprehen- 
sive among our own people” of the financial soundness of their 
Government, and ‘‘reassure the world of the ability and determi- 
nation of our nation to meet, in any circumstance, every obliga- 
tion it incurs,” it was n to ascertain the cause of our 
present unfortunate financial situation. With the Treasurer’s re- 
ra before us, showing that from July 1, 1893, to December 1, 

895, our Government expended almost $133,000,000 more than it 
received, andexpended about $3,000,000 in the month of December 
in excess of its receipts, and that in addition to this enormous de- 
ake revenue there was a deficiency in the gold reserve of 
about $40,000,000, making a total deficiency since July 1, 1893, of 
about $176,000,000, the majority of the committee soon reached 





the conclusion, long since arrived at by the people, that the pri- 
mary cause of our difficulty was a deficiency in revenue, producing 
absolute insolvency. Thereupon the committee decided that the 
only adequate remedy was such legislation as would increase the 
revenue of the Government, making it equal to our expenditures. 
That bill passed this House Thursday of this week, and if it be- 
comes a law will so increase the duties on imports as to net the. 
Government in revenue $40,000,000 per year in excess of what we 
are to-day receiving. 

To accomplish this on the line of the principles of the Republican 
party and in time to meet the existing emergency was out of the 
question for two reasons: First, because of the time and labor nec- 
essary to a just and equitable revision of our present tariff laws; 
and, second, that with a political mongrel at the other end of the 
Capitol, and a free-trade President at the other end of Pennsylvania 
avenue, no general revision of the tariff on the line of protection 
is possible. Under these circumstances it was thought the Repub- 
licans in this House woulid, for the time being, waive the principle 
of protection in the hope that thereby temporary legislation might 
be secured, notwithstanding the conflicting political views of the 
legislative and executive branches of our Government, that would 
at least enable the Government to save itself from absolute bank- 
ruptcy until 1897, when we all hope to see our Government again 
under the complete control of the Republican party, a party that 
has given to the American people a higher degree of prosperity 
and a more general diffusion of the comforts of life than any 
political organization that has ever controlled their affairs. [Ap- 
a) 

The bill which was presented by the committee for that pur- 
pose, and which has passed this House, was not drawn with any 
intention of embodying in it the principle of protection, nor could 
we hope in the time allowed to attempt to correct what Mr. Cleve- 
land designated asthe ‘‘outrageous discriminations” of the present 
law. To have done so would have involved so much time and 
created so much contention between conflicting interests that, 
metaphorically speaking, Rome would have burned while we were 
fiddling. I sincerely regret, Mr. Speaker, that one of the princi- 
pal discriminations in our present tariff law could not have been 
corrected. Irefer now tothe injustice done to the farmers of our 
country in the framing and passage of that law. These great 
producers have suffered materially in consequence of that dis- 
crimination. There is abundant evidence in that section of the 
country which I have the honor to represent to show the hardships 
imposed upon those men whose chief products are barley, dairy 
products, and live animals, and I hope before the bill becomes a 
law, if it ever does, that it may be so amended that these several 
items may be relieved from the unjust discriminations to which 
they are subjected by the Wilson-Gorman tariff law. 

In explanation of why these inequalities could not be removed 
in respect to the agricultural schedule, permit me to say that hada 
different course been pursued in respect to that schedule from that 
followed in respect to other schedules, it would have subjected the 
bill to the criticism of discriminating in favor of one interest as 
against other interests equally entitled to our favorable considera- 
tion, and thereby seriously jeopardized the speedy passage of the 
measure, a result more essential to the Government under the 
existing circumstances than the correction of the evils from which 
private individuals are now suffering in consequence of the ine- 
qualities and discriminations iuponed by a Democratic Congress. 
To emphasize the fact that this was _— y an emergency measure 
not intended by the Republicans of this House as the settled policy 
of their party, it was expressly provided that the bill, if it becomes 
a law, shall continue in force only until August, 1897, when it is 
to be hoped we may have on our statute books a tariff law framed 
in accordance with the principles and policy of our party. It is 
not alone, therefore, the incongruous political situation of the 
Government that makes it impossible at this time for the Repub- 
licans to legislate upon the line of protection to American indus- 
try and American labor, but also the fact that the exigency of our 
national Treasury is so urgent, and the delay incideat to such 
action so inevitable, that our present dangerous financial condition 
would be aggravated rather than improved thereby. 

But, Mr. Speaker, assuming that the emergency bill which has 
passed becomes a law, delay is certain before it will be effective 
as a revenue-producing law. In the meantime the daily state- 
ments from the Treasury Department will continue to show, as 
they have shown during the past two years, a deplorable con- 
dition of insolvency. Apprehension among the people will be 
quickly followed by universal alarm, resulting in financial distress 
and ruin. Under these circumstances our duty in the premises 
is plain. The gold redemption fund must be replenished and 
maintained. At present this can be done only by borrowing 
money. The daily deficiency in revenue must be supplied from 
some source other than existing laws. 

No one pretends that our present unfortunate condition is per- 
manent. All admit that it is only temporary, or, at most, can 
continue no longer than until the people have an opportunity to 
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remove their present incompetent Democratic rulers. Until then 
the credit and good faith of the nation must be maintained. A\l- 
ready this Administration has borrowed $162,315,400. About one- 
third of this loan can not mature before ten years, and draws 5 
r cent interest, while the remaining two-th draws 4 per cent 
nterest and will not mature before thirty No man with 
abundant assets whose finances were only rarily deranged 
would for one moment entertain a proposition to mortgage those 
— for a — of thirty years at a high rate of — merely 
or the purpose of meeting a temporary emergency. short-time 
loan bearing low interest is what he would aim to secure simp! 
asa matter of business. According to the morning papers, an 
judging from the amendments pro oy the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. BarTLETT], the Administration proposes, 
and no one doubts that the President now contemplates, making 
a large loan, probably $100,000,000, to run for a period of thirty 
ears at 4 per cent interest. There is no man on this floor who 


lieves it ni to ape uw the American le this 
enormous satenser dione of $120,000,000 to tide over fhe present 
emergency, and yet we all know it will be done unless we pass 
this bill and give the President au to issue a five-year bond 
drawing only 8 per cent interest. A five-year loan, such as is 
authorized by this bill, will be as effective in meeting the emer- 
gency as a thirty- ear loan would be. 

passing this bill, therefore, we afford the President an oppor- 
tunity tosave to the people in interest alone on the money he 
deems necessary and pr to borrow the sum of $105,000,000, 
Surely no Republican can consistently vote against a proposition 
of that kind. Having passed a bill to increase our revenue, if we 
now pass the pending measure and thereby provide for the imme- 
diate necessity of the gold-redemption fand and for the daily defi- 
ciency in revenue, the Republican will have discharged its 
duty to the country in so far as it is now possible for the repre- 
sentatives of that party in this House to accomplish that end. 
Then if the President wants the ty to make the contem- 
lated loan on short time at a low rate he can, by the aid of his 
riends in the Senate, secure its as he secured the passage 
of another measure on a similar occasion. If he does not want it, 
or does not exert his influence to secure its and issues a 
long-time, high-interest-bearing bond, the respon bility for such 
conn rests on him and his party, not upon the Republicans of 
ouse, 

The fact —_ the — authorized by oe bill are : — _ 
coin can not in reason be urged against i ‘ ill no 
effect their sale. The $162,315,400 of bonds aivenite doeed by this 
Administration are payable in coin. In fact, all bonds issued by 
the Government since the beginning of the war and now out- 
standing are payable in coin. To make this or future issue of 
bonds payable in _ would be construed by the world as an in- 
dication that the Government of the United States did not intend 
to — outstandin ee in the best money of the world, 
and the result would be the depreciation of those obligations in 
Spacek as bn seein OPAL AL Ge oieomonmnetel ter 

ould not made payable and silver, as su 'y 
some of the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber. 

But, sir, the saving of $105,000,000 in interest is not the only 
merit this bill Under the act of 1875 the President 
has authority, throngh his Secretary, to issue and sell the bonds 
of the United States as he has done in the past, and he may select 
his law partner or any other friend as the purchaser of such bonds. 
No man will pretend to say that this is either just or right to the 
American people. ees expectation of another bond issue 
under secret contract to tavorite individuals or 5 cates, the 
agents of the Rothschilds, the Morgans, and the onts are 
crowding the little offices of the great hotels of this city, waiting 
like vultures for an opportunity to again light upon their prey, as 
they did last spring. there a man on floor who wishes to 
see the people of the United States again disgraced by the sale of 
their bonds to a malodorous foreign dicate? Notone. And 
yet certain gentlemen on this side of House propose to vote 
against the first section of this bill, which contains the following 
provision, to wit: 

of Treasury shall offer ony of the bonds au- 
thorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, he shall adver- 
tise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the 
pean and at the subtreasury and designated depositories of the Uni 


This provision if adopted will most emphatically emphasize the 
difference between the policy of the Republican in respect 


ury to offer the bonds issued under this act to the American peo- 

ple, but it will also prevent the sale of any bonds, whether issued 

under this act or under the act of 1875, by private contract toa 

domestic or foreign syndicate, until the people have had an oppor- 
em. 


tunity to purchase them. 
There is another objection against the passage of this 
bill by members on this side that esattention. Itis claimed 


that this measure, if it becomes a law, will authorize the retire- 
ment of greenbacks and therefore should not pass. In answer to 
this let me say that there is absolutely no foundation for a claim 
of this kind. The bill under consideration expressly provides 
that ‘‘nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify 
an act entitled ‘An act to forbid the further retirement of United 
States notes,’ ausneree May 31, 1878.” This proviso will continue 
in full force and effect the act which makes it unlawful for the 
of the Treasury or any official under him to cancel or 
retire any more of the United States legal-tender notes, and which 
also requires him when such notes are redeemed or received into 
the Treasury, under any law from any source whatever, to reissue 
and pay them out again, and thus keep them in circulation. 
Another objection urged - some is that the people are opposed 
to ss en bonds in times of peace, and that to au- 


thorize ‘ issue at such times is contrary to the policy of the 
Republican aay That the people Ssareer of any increase of 
our public debt in times of peace is undoubtedly true. This senti- 


ment is only natural; but when they know, as every man in this 
House does, that bonds will be issued in the near future, on the 
theory that it is necessary to replenish the gold reserve and main- 
tain our public credit, then I say it is our duty to require such 
bonds to be issued on the most favorable terms possible, and afford 
to the ple an opportunity to take them, if they so desire, in- 
stead of first tendering them to a foreign or domestic syndicate. 

In reporting this measure the committee, therefore, have not vio- 
lated the sentiment of the people referred to, nor have they trans- 

the policy of the Republican party. It was in deference 
that sentiment, as well as in deference to the individual judg- 
ment of the majority of the committee, that they rted a bill in 
line with the policy of the Republican party in the last House. 
The bill now under consideration is inform and substance almost 
identical with the bill presented by the present Speaker at the last 
session of the Fifty-third Congress and which received a vote of 
approval from every ‘1 in that House except two. 
r. GROSVENOR, ill the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 
r. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has notthat action of the Republican mi- 
nority of that House been universally commended by the Repub- 
lican wT of the country? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Theactionof the Republicans of the Fifty-third 
Congress in soppormns that measure was not only universally 
commended ¥ e Republican press, but approved by the people, 
and in every State in which an election has since been held the 
Republican party has been triumphantly victorious. [Applause 
on the Republican side. } 

That measure was proposed, too, at a time when the conditions 
were exactly what they are to-day, a depleted gold reserve, a defi- 
cient revenue, and a pro -year bond issued at a high 
rate of interest. ng this measure, therefore, under these 
circumstances, will inly meet with as much favor among the 
rank and file of the Republican party and will be received by the 

ublican press throughout the country in the same spirit in 
whichit was received and commended at that time, andif it should 
become a law it will relieve a situation in our public finances 
which at the present time threatens more serious consequences to 
the —— than wT have yet experienced under the present Ad- 
min: ion. That this is so, and to show to this House that the 
6 are alive to the situation and recognize the importance of 
m ing, in effect, the existing authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in respect to the issue and sale of Government bonds, 
t me to read from a letter received this morning, written 
a constituent, Hon. C. 8. Crandall, a merchant of Owatonna, 
inn., and aman of excellent judgment, who is in touch with the 
people in his community. In this letter Mr. Crandall says: 

I want to ask you, and t h you the Republican ority of the House 
to legislate for fora time. I want your commi' bring in and 
urge the a for a coin bond to be issued in denomina- 
tions of ms neeeanes paaeoses per cent. Such bonds presented to the 


common country through See agency. of the national bank 
would be nm about as fast as they could be offered by the people of sma 


to the sale of Government SEES Se aoe 2 ane Poses 


y in that respect,as practiced by 

fore, against this section may be more correctly said to be 
an indorsement of Mr. Cleveland's policy of selling bonds by secret 
contract to foreign syndicates on long time at high rates of inter- 
est than a vote in its favor can be said to be a surrender to Mr. 
Cleviland and an indorsement of what we as a party have in the 

past condemned. 
This provision will not only compel the Secretary of the Treas- 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Barr- 
LETT} and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON], who 
are the special representatives of the Administration on this floor, 
have told us that the bonds to be authorized by this act could not 
be sold if they were offered as a —- Joan, for the reason that 
there is no gold in the country with which the people could pur- 
chase them. In answer to this let me read from another letter 
just received from a constituent, Mr. C. F. Greening, a reliable 
merchant residing in the village of Grand Meadow, Minn.,a man 
who is abundantly able to carry out any proposition to the Gov- 
ernment or to a private individual which he might make. This 
gentleman says: 

It is plainly evident that something must be done to keep the gold reserve 
up, and there are two ways to doit. Either tariff, to act at once, or another 
bond issue. If bonds, make them a short-time coin bond, in small denomina- 
tions—say $10 and up, a popular loan, 2 per cent. interest, redeemable after 
two years, at the pleasure of the Government, and a legal tender for any 
amount. ll them at par and give the poe Ptadee a chance to invest, 
as the French Government does. I want some $20,000 of them now, and could 
sell $50,000 in a week and furnish the gold for them. For God's sake, and the 
sake of the American a do not let the syndicates have them. * * * 
“'Them’s my sentiments,” briefly exp ‘ 

Yours, for the war, either with a gun or a ballot. 


Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

fF the little village of Grand Meadow can furnish $50,000 in gold 
in exchange for short-time low-interest-bearing bonds, it is safe 
to say that the State of Minnesota alone could furnish $50,000,000, 
or one-half the amount which the President contemplates borrow- 
ing for the purpose of maintaining the public credit. 

This talk, therefore, about the people not being able to take a 
loan of their own Government and furnish the gold therefor is un- 
just and unpatriotic and deserves the severest reproach from the 
people who are thus misrepresented on this floor. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ae es in my judgment 
this bill should pass, because it will enable Mr. Cleveland to make 
the loan we are assured he intends to make for a period of five 
yearsinstead of thirty, at 3per cent interest instead of 4, and thereby 
save to the people about $105,000,000; because it will prevent the 
future sale of omnenent bonds to a syndicate of any kind and 
require the Secretary of the Treasury to first offer our bonds to 
our own people; because it will require him to keep the proceeds 
of the sale of bonds in the gold redemption fund and separate from 
the cash in the Treasury, to be applied to the redemption of the 
United States legal-tender notes, and to no other purpose; because 
it will enable the Secretary of the Treasury to immediately sup- 

ly the daily deficiency in revenue caused by the free-trade legis- 
fation of the Fifty-third Congress, and, whether necessary or not, 
it will thereby assure ‘‘ those apprehensive among our own people” 
of the financial soundness of their Government and “ reassure the 
world” of our ability and determination to meet in any emergency 
every obligation we, as a nation, incur. 

And, further, I believe we should pass this bill because it will 
again demonstrate to the world that the Republican party, born 
as it was out of the highest aspirations of a great people, is to-day, 
as it has always been, equal to any emergency the Government 
may be placed in, whether caused by disloyalty or by Democratic 
incompetency. 

It therefore becomes us as the representatives of that party, 
and as the representatives of a great people, to discard our per- 
sonal and political prejudices and bring to bear upon the vote we 
are about to cast our highest intelligence and the most sterling 
qualities of the most pure and lofty patriotism. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CRISP. I row yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr, BaILry}. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.Speaker, the bill which has been reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means is intended to provide for the 
redemption of United States legal-tender notes and to supply a de- 
ficiency in our revenues. For one purpose it permits the sale of 
bonds, and for the other it authorizes the issuance of certificates of 
indsbtedness; but for both purposes it increases our interest-bear- 
ing debt. Except for the special rule which prevents us, we would 
offer as a substitute for this measure a bill which we think would 
render it unnecessary tosell bonds toredeem these notes, and which 
would utilize our profit on the silver bullion nowin the Treasury to 
meet any deficiency which might occur. No prudent man, in the 
management of his private affairs, would hesitate longin his choice 
between these two propositions. Certainly none of us, if acting 
for ourseives, would incur a debt to defray our ordinary expenses 
when we could employ assets which would otherwise remain idle; 
and as the representatives of the people it is our plain duty to 
use _— we haveinstead of borrowing money and paying interest 
on it. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, the saving of interest is not the only, nor, 
perhaps, the greatest advantage in coining that silver. It would 
add $53,000,000 to the circulating medium of the country, thus 
yoni some stimulus to commerce and industrial entreprise. 

,Sir,it is a very sensible way—indeed, it is the most sensi- 
ble way—to forever obliterate all trace of that evil policy which 
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bought one metal to be stored as bullion and paid for it in the 
coin of another metal. The coinage of that silver is a logical 
sequence to the act repealing the law under which it was pur- 
chased. How else will we dispose of it, if we do not coinit? Shall 
it lie in the Treasury as a dead investment, or shall it be sold as a 
mere commodity in the open market, and thus still further de- 
press the price of silver? Not a single word can be said in favor 
of selling it, or in favor of retaining it in idleness, while its use 
would prove a twofold good—economizing interest and enlarging 
the circulation. , 

The most uncompromising advocate of gold monometallism 
could consent to the passage of our substitute without in the 
slightest degree sacrificing his convictions. It does not involve 
the question of a standard; it does not attempt to restore silver to 
its former and proper privilege; it merely adds a certain amount 
of silver to what is already in circulation, and gradually converts 
the coin notes, which have been issued in payment for silver bul- 
lion, into certificates calling for silver dollars. We could concede 
the claim of our opponents that silver is a cheap money without 
injury to our case here, because the only point to be considered 
in passing on this question is the extent to which a discredited 
medium can be safely employed. No man who possesses any 
knowledge of the subject will pretend that this is susceptible of 
an exact definition or demonstration. The only infallible test is, 
that when it depreciates it is too abundant; but it is equally true 
that it can not considered too abundant until it does begin to 
depreciate. 

A great statesman—a leader of the Senate in the golden age of 
American statesmanship and a Senator who thought more pro- 
foundly and more clearly on financial questions than any of his 
contemporaries—recorded it as his belief that this Government 
could carry a paper circulation equal to twice its annual revenue 
without promising to redeem it in anything, by simply making 
it receivable for public dues. I am inclined, aauene to think 
that he was safely within the truth when expressing that opinion; 
but I fully realize that the question is too delicate in its nature 
and too far reaching in its consequences to justify us in blindly 
following the opinion of any man, however wise we may know him 
to have been. It isa question upon which Congress can not afford 
to try any rash experiment. But, sir, with the experience of this 
and other countries before us, we ought to find no insurmountable 
difficulty in judging how much of a less favored coin can be cir- 
culated on an equality with a more favored one. Noconservative 
legislator would be willing to proceed contrary to this experience, 
but it would be an inexcusable timidity which would shrink from 
following a path that it points out as both safe and plain. 

Looking first to our own country, it is found that we have to- 
day, in round numbers, four hundred and twenty-three millions 
in silver dollars and silver certificates. That they circulate on a 
perfect parity with gold no man has yet been bold enough to 
deny. For a time, it is true, the more ignorant advocates of a sin- 
gle standard asserted that this parity was maintained because the 
Government was pledged to redeem silver dollars and silver cer- 
tificates in gold; but well-informed men, of course, have under- 
stood all the time that there is not the least semblance of an au- 
thority in the law for redeeming silver dollars in anything, or for 
redeeming silver certificates in anything but silver dollars. Per- 
haps the uninformed ones will agree with us when they learn that 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself supports this view and has 
declared in an official communication that the practice of his De- 
partment has conformed tothelawin thisparticular. In response 
to a resolution of inquiry addressed to him by the Senate, Mr. 
Carlisle says: 

The law providing for the redemption or exchange of silver certificates, 
which requires that such certificates shall be redeemed or exchanged, in kind, 
for standard silver dollars, has,so far as this Department has information, 
been strictly complied with by the Treasury of the United States and the 
various subtreasury offices, and no gold coin has been given in exchange for 
such certificates or standard silver dollars. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in the extract which I have just 
read, makes it perfectly plain that our silver circulation is not sup- 
ported by gold, but that it supports itself. 

Our adversaries rejoin, however, that even if it is true that four 
hundred and twenty-three millions of silver can be maintained at 
parity it does not follow that one hundred and seventy-seven mil- 
lions more can be safely added toit. On this point we have no 
experience of our own to guide us, but the experience of a country 
similarly, though less favorably, situated is both valuable and in- 
structive. France, with only 39,000,000 people, maintains a silver 
circulation equal to $650,000,000, every dollar of which is a full 
legal tender, and no dollar of which is redeemable in gold, and 
there is never the slightest disparity between their gold and silver 
coin. If the French Republic can circulate $650,000,000 worth of 
silver as a money of tical conemae at a ratio of 15} to 1, certainly, 
with almost double her population, with four times her volume of 
business, and with more than twenty times her resources, we could 
circulate even a greater amount ata ratio of 16 toi. And yet, 
sir, if every ounce of silver bullion in the Treasury were coined 
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into silver dollars we would then have less than $602,000,000 as 
against $650,000,000 for France. With an almost unlimited de- 
mand in private business operations, with a tax demand, Federal, 
State, county, and municipal, exceeding annually $1,000,000,000, 
and with a silver circulation of less than $602,000,000, no economic 
force could be generated sufficient to separate the value of our 
gold and silver coins and keep them separated. 
COIN NOTES, 

But, Mr. Speaker, as indefensible as is the action of the majority 
in preferring to sell bonds rather than to use the seigniorage, even 
that is more defensible than their conduct in denying to us an 
opportunity to propose our method of dealing with the coin notes 
issued in the purchase of silver bullion, and at the same time re- 
fusing to propose any method themselves. There is not a line in 
the pending bill calculated to relieve the Treasury so far as the 
notes issued under the act of July 14,1890, areconcerned. It grants 
additional authority to provide for redemption of United States 
notes (though the law in that respect is already ample enough), 
but it contains no provision whatever for redeeming what are 
known as the Sherman notes; and this, too, in the face of the fact 
that in the present condition of the Treasury every time the Sec- 
retary redeoms one of them in gold he does so in palpable viola- 
tion of the law. What I mean to say by this is, that there is no 
gold in the Treasury except that which has been received for bonds 
sold under the resumption act, and the gold thus acquired can not 
be lawfully applied to pu other than those specified in that 
act. It seems to me that there ought to be no difference of opinion 
on this point. The act of January 14, 1875, commonly known as 
the resumption act, under which alone the Secretary claims the 
right to sell bonds, is perfectly explicit, both in its terms and in 
its intention. Its title properly and briefly describes it as ‘‘An 
act to resume specie payments,” and it provides three methods of 
resumption. ; 

It first requires the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be 
coined at the mints of the United States subsidiary silver coins 
with which to redeem and retire the fractional r currency 
then in circulation. This section has been complied with and is 
now practically obsolete. 

The second requirement was that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should redeem and retire United States legal-tender notes equal 
te 80 per cent of the circulating notes which should thereafter be 
issued to national ee eee until the legal-tender 
notes outstanding should reduced to $300,000,000. This pro- 
vision remained in force alittle over three years and something 
more than $35,000,000 of these notes were canceled under it; 
but on the 81st of May, 1878, it was superseded by the act forbid- 
ding the further cancellation and retirement of those notes, and 
es that when they passed into the Treasury they should be 
reissued. 

The third requirement, and the only one which still continues in 
force, was that— . 

On and after the Ist of January, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
redeem in coin the United States 1 -tender notes then outstanding on 
their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of 
the United States in the city of New York, in sums not less than $50. 

Having enjvined upon the Secretary of the Treasury this three- 
fold duty, Co next proceeded to supply him with the means 
of performing it, and incorporated in the same act this provision: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and vide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or uired, he is authorized to use any sur- 
plus revenues, from time to time in the , not otherwise appro ted, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the de- 
omere of bonds described in the act of a ved July 14, 1870, 
ATS, Sb See Spee tan ee ome ehs 
ite fulle ect, and to use the proceeds for the purposes aforesaid.” 

There is no ambiguity here and no doubtful phraseology to be 
construed, It is perfectly plain toevery man who wants 
to understand its méaning. The of the Treasury was 
required to pay certain de and to enable him to do so he was 
authorized to sell bonds in order to obtain the money with which 
to pay those particular debts, but no others. The law itself reads: 

In order to prepare and provide for the redemption in this act authorized 
or required— 

And in express terms limits his right to sell bonds— 

To the extent necessary to carry this act into full effect. 

Not only is he thus restricted in the sale of bonds, but after he 
has sold them the law only authorizes him— 

To use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

What were “the purposes aforesaid”? Clearly the purposes 
set forth in the act. Mt would not seem necessary to pursue this 
argument further than this mere statement of the law; and I 
would not venture to detain the House in doing so for the 
fact that men in high position and distinguished for great 
ability are maintaining a totally different construction of it. 

‘Flite being trac: I might feel greater hesitation in asserting my 
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view of the law if it were not, that the one which I now enter- 
tain is the one which has been heretofore entertained by Dem- 
ocratic and Republican leaders alike. As recently as the Fifty- 
second Congress the question was specially considered by the 
Judiciary Committee of the House, and while the majority and 
minority differed as to the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to exhaust the surplus revenues before resorting to the reserve 
fund, yet there was not the slightest disagreement on the point 
that under no circumstances could he use any part of the reserve 
fund for any purpose except to redeem the United States legal- 
tender notes. The majority report declares that— 

There is no limitation upon the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sell bonds for the pu of redemption under this (the resumption) act 
but the proceeds derived from such enles can not be used for any other than 
redemption purposes. 


The minority report states, as the second of several conclusions— 


That the only fund actually provided (which is the reserve mentioned in 
the proviso of 1882) for the redemption of United States notes is the pro- 
ceeds of bonds sold from time to time for redemption purposes, and that 
such proceeds may b» used for that purpose, but for no other. 

Pending the resolution upon which were submitted the reports 
from which I have just read, Mr. Foster, who was then Secretary 
of the Treasury, appeared before the Committee and presented a 
carefully prepared statement, in which he asserted— 


That the money derived from the sale of bonds is undoubtedly applicable 
only to the redemption of United States notes. 


It thus appears, according to the unanimous opinion of all who 
have considered the question, including the immediate predeces- 
sor of the present Secretary of the Treasury, as well as according 
to the plain letter of the law, that the money received for bonds 
can only be paid out for greenbacks; and I assume that Secretary 
Carlisle himself holds this opinion. During the discussion of the 
Bland bill in 1878, Mr. Ewing of Ohio strongly opposed its pas- 
sage on several grounds, one of which was that some Secretary of 
the Treasury would use the proceeds of bonds in buying silver 
bullion. Mr. Carlisle, then a member of this House, replied in an 
elaborate and somewhat celebrated h,in which he took great 
pains to point out the fallacy of Mr. Ewing’s position, and argued 
that the act authorizing the sale of bonds and the act requiring 
the purchase of silver bullion were not in pari materia, and the 
one could not be construed in connection with or as an amend- 
ment to the other. He asserted most positively that the act under 
which bonds could be sold expressly devoted their proceeds to the 
objects enumerated in it, and that under no fair construction 
could they be used for any other object. His very words were: 


As ajreaty stated, the resumption act provided for the creation and accu- 
mulation of a special fund for a special Po a tg redemption and retire- 
ment of the legal-tender currency—and whatever coin has been or may be 
procured under that act by the use of surplus revenues or by the issue and 
sale of bonds is dedicated to that one object. 


ESTABLISHED POLICY ARGUMENT. 


-It is contended, however, that, inasmuch as the act of July 14, 
1890, declares it to be the established policy of the United States 
to maintain the parity of the two metals, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has the right to sell bonds and to use the proceeds when- 
ever he thinks it necessary to do so in order to preserve the equal 
value of our gold and silver coin. A more untenable and a more 
dangerous doctrine has never been advanced in the history of this 
country. Cana mere declaration of policy be construed into an 
authority to borrow money on the credit of the United States? 
That, sir, is a sovereign power. It is the second of those specific- 
ally enumerated in the Constitution, and conferred on Congress. 
It stands next in order, as it does in importance, to the great 
power to lay and collect taxes, and it can not be granted away as 
an inference or surrendered by an implication. 

I do not doubt that it is the duty of this Government to keep 
each dollar which it has issued equal in value to every other dol- 
lar; but this, sir, is a duty the fulfillment of which devolves upon 
Congress, and not upon the Treasury Department. It is true 
that the so-called Sherman law makes the notes issued under it 
redeemable in coin and leaves it for the Secretary to determine 
whether it shall be gold or silver coin; but neither that law nor 
any other one invests him with the power to procure the coin for 
that purpose, and it is still left for Congress to supply him with 
it by taxation or otherwise. When this has been done, then so 
long as there remains any gold in the Treasury subject to a gen- 
oat appropriation I do not question the power of the Secretary to 
redeem these notes exclusively in gold, but he has no more right 
to divert the money belonging to a trust fund, or to sell bonds to 
pay — debt, than he has to pay any other debt of the United 


Our Republican friends must traverse the record of their party 
before they can sanction the theory that an incidental declaration 
of a policy can be expanded into a power to encumber future gen- 
era by the sale of bonds. en our legal-tender notes were 
at a discount of 30 per cent Congress passed the act of March 18, 
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1869, entitled ‘‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” in which 
it was written— 

nited States is solemnly pledged to the ment in 
oes eee all the obligations of the United ‘Staten oo bearing 
interest, known as United States notes. 

There was a formal, distinct, and unequivocal promise of the 
Government, coupled with a great disparity between our currency 
which was to be redeemed and the coin in which it was to be re- 
deemed, but it never entered the brain of any living man to sup- 

that under that law the Secretary of the Treasury had the 
power to sell bonds. It was a promise which Congress had made 
and which Congress was expected to keep, but until Congress de- 
vised some suitable means the Treasury was powerless to act, 
and those notes continued at a discount for ten long years. 

But, sir, the history of the Republican party is not more at va- 
riance with this claim than the utterances of the present Secretary 
of the Treasury. In the same speech from which I quoted a few 
moments ago, and while discussing the same phase of the same 
question, he announced this opinion: 

This measure is not an amendment to the resumption act. It is entirely 
new and independent legislation upon a different subject and for a different 

urpose. The power of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue and sell bonds 

or any purpose whatever is neither diminished nor enlarged by it, and to say 
that he will attempt to substitute the obligation of the Government for a 

lain appropriation of money is simply to assert that he will deliberately vio- 
fate his official oath and subject himself to impeachment and removal. 

The Bland law, which was under discussion when Secretary Car- 
lisle used this vigorouslanguage, provided for the monthly purchase 
of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver, 
and appropriated ‘‘a sum sufficient to carry out that provision 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 
The act of July 14, 1890, directed the Secretary of the Treasury 


to buy 4,500,000 ounces of silver each month, and to pay for the 


same in Treasury notes, and appropriated ‘‘a sum sufficient to 
carry into effect the provisions of that act out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” The principle of the 
two laws was the same, but there was this important difference 
in their detail—under the Bland law the silver was paid for with 
money already in the Treasury, while under the Sherman law it 


demand in coin; but the appropriation to buy under one act and 
to redeem under the other was precisely the same, being ‘‘ out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” In 
other words, the appropriation for the redemption of the Sherman 
notes is identical with the appropriation for the purchase of silver 
under the Bland law, and if it is true, as Mr. Carlisle has so 
solemnly affirmed, that a Secretary of the Treasury would have de- 
liberately violated his oath of office by using the money derived from 
the sale of bonds in buying silver under the Bland Act, he would 
be just as guilty if he used the proceeds of bonds to redeem the 
notes issued under the Sherman Act; for his authority in both in- 
stances is conferred in the same words. 

Mr. Carlisle declares that the Government is obligated by good 
faith to redeem these notes in gold; but Mr. Carlisle has also de- 
clared that a Secretary of the Treasury who will treat the obliga- 
tion of the Government as an authority to issue bonds, or to use 
the proceeds of bonds, ‘‘deliberately violates his official oath.” I 
am aware, of course, that since he delivered the speech from which 
these quotations are taken the Secretary’s economic views have 
undergone a change; but this question of law is independent of 
the question of uae, and achange in reference to one does not 
involve any modification as to the other. Secretary Carlisle may 
honestly believe that this Government ought to pay every one of 
its creditors in gold; but we have his own warrant for saying 
that in the present state of the law a Secretary of the Treasury 
who would use the gold received for bondssold under the resump- 
tion act for any purposes other than those specified in that act 
“deliberately violates his official oath.” 

UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Not only have we insisted, Mr. Speaker, that the seigniorage 
should be used instead of certificates of indebtedness to cover cur- 
rent deficiencies, and that the Treasury notes issued in the pur- 
chase of silver bullion should be converted as rapidly as possible 
into certificates representing silver dollars, but we believe it un- 
necessary to sell bonds for the redemption of the United States 
notes, Our friends on the other side admit that the sale of bonds 
can be avoided by redeeming these notes in silver; but they assert 

¢ whenever we refuse to pay gold to our note holders who de- 
mand it, our currency and our silver will instantly go toa discount. 
If this assertion were well founded, it might be conclusive; but it is 
not wellfounded. There is not in my mind the shadow of a doubt 
that the mere receivability of these notes would preserve their 
ty, and in expressing this opinion I express no sympathy with 
pernicious doctrine of fiatism; for it is entirely consistent to 
affirm that the quality of legal tender in public dues can add an 
unlimited value to a limited volumeof paper, and at the same time 
to —_ that it can add even a limited value to an unlimited vol- 
the same kind of paper. 





With only $346,000,000 of these notes in circulation, and with an 
annual demand on the part of the Federal Government against the 
taxpayers of the country of almost $500,000,000, it is utterly impos- 
sible that they should depreciate. These gentlemen seem to fear 
our proposition to redeem in silver much as a child fears the dark— 
not because they know there is any danger in it, but simply because 
they do not know enough about it to know whether it is dangerous 
ornot. Wedo not fear it, because we do not think that the result 
is a matter of conjecture. We know what has been the result 
where our plan has been tried under less favorable circumstances, 
and we do not fear to test it under our more favorable circum- 
stances. We know that the notes of the Bank of France are re- 
deemable in coin, as our United States notes are, and that the option 
is with the bank there, as it is with the Treasury here, to pay in 
gold or silver coin asits convenience may suggest. Weknow, too, 
that the Bank of France never surrenders its option, and that in 
exercising it note holders are frequently refused gold and paid in 
silver; but notwithstanding this fact the credit of the Bank of 
France is superior to that of any similar institution on earth. 

Twice within the last sixty years it has rescued the Bank of 
England from perilous situations. In the great panic of 1887, 
when the credit of the world was tottering, the Bank of France 
was able to spare to the Bank of England much needed assist- 
ance, and again in 1890, when the disastrous financial storm, 
originating in South America and sweeping across the seas to 
the four quarters of the globe, had wrecked in its mighty and 
resistless course the greatest private banking institution in the 
world, and was threatening to engulf all lands in bankruptcy 
and ruin, the Bank of France stayed the rising tide, and France 
herself passed unharmed through the terrible catastrophe. Cer- 
tainly, Mr. Speaker, American Representatives will not doubt 
that this Government can easily sustain its credit under the 
same system which sustains and strengthens the credit of the 
Bank of France. Not only does the Bank of France protect its 
reserve against depletion, but I undertake to say there is nota 
well-managed bank in any civilized country on the earth which 
would encourage a run upon it by paying out one kind of money 


é : | when it could terminate the run by paying out another kind. For 
was paid for by the issuance of Treasury notes redeemable on | 


two years there has been a persistent and systematic raid upon 
our Treasury, instituted and prosecuted for the sole purpose of 
compelling Congress to agree to the retirement of these notes. 

That this is true the Treasury reports leave no room for doubt. 
From July 1, 1879, up to January 1, 1894, tle Treasury had re- 
deemed, in round numbers, $95,000,000 of United States notes, 
and from January 1, 1894, up to this time more than $247,000,000 
have been redeemed. This statement of itself is sufficient to es- 
tablish what I say, but it is not the whole proof. There are $346,- 
681,016 of United States notes and $137,771,280 of Treasury notes 
issued under the Sherman Act; and though there are nearly half 
as many of the Sherman notes as of the United States notes out- 
standing, since January 1, 1894, only about $18,000,000 of Sherman 
notes and $247,000,000 of United States notes have been presented 
for redemption. During this fiscal year the redemptions have 
been over $69,000,000 of United States notes and less than $2,500,- 
000 of Treasury notes. This discrimination is not accidental. It 
clearly discloses a concerted effort to force the retirement of the 
United States notes by first making Congress believe that they 
are distrusted, and then making the people believe that they can 
not be retained in circulation without frequent increases of the 
public debt. I have no respect for the patriotism or the honesty 
of men who will enter into a conspiracy of this kind, but it is cer- 
tain that they have chosen very effective means to accomplish 
their end, and it is also certain that they will succeed, unless we 
can compel the redemption of these notes in silver. I repeat the 
statement for the sake of emphasizing it: Nothing is more cer- 
tain than that either we must force the redemption of these notes 
in silver or else the advocates of a gold standard will ultimately 
force their retirement. 

Gentlemen of the majority, your party might as well face this 
question and our party might as welt face it. Indeed, all men of 
all parties might as well face it here and now, for they must do so 
sooner or later, and the longer it is postponed the more perplexing 
it willbecome. Nointelligent man believes that the United States 
ought to becomea gold banker for the world, and yet, sir, the dull- 
est man can perceive that if we commit ourselves to the policy of 
redeeming our currency in gold alone we simply say to all of the 
nations of the earth that we will maintain a gold reserve from which 
they may drawat their pleasure. Whenever asilver-using country 
desires to establish a gold basis, or a gold-using country desires to 
replenish its stock, it can contract with the great banks of New 
York to furnish the amount which they require. The New York 
banks will then present our paper for redemption in gold which they 
will ship to their foreign correspondent. No country can endure 
this drain and no country but our own would attempt it. 

Another and, as recent events have shown, a very serious danger 
is that when the great financial institutions of our trade centers 
combine to coerce the Government, the Treasury is utterly defense- 


Po 















one 


be 
e 
a 
t 
+ 


Fd ohn lie 
ae 


D 
% 


spa oS 


ene 
eR ae 








Os rehige vee 2 US! My 


- f 
ene ee I Se, Oe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 28, 





less under its present policy. 


As an ulustration, let us suppose that 
the bankers unite to compel an issue of bonds. They begin at once 
to exchange their currency for gold, and when the emer stock 


falls below what they are pleased to call the ‘‘ danger line,” they 
straightway ap to the Secretary to “restore confidence” by 
strengthening the gold reserve. The Secre then announces a 
sale of bonds, for which he exacts gold, and bonds are taken 
by the bankers, who pay for them with the same gold which they 
have already taken the Treasury for that very purpose. 
Thus when the transaction is closed our non-interest-bearing 
notes have been converted into interest-bearing bonds. These 
notes are then covered into the Treasury, and when paid out again 
are ready to repeat the operation. It is no answer to say that 
this illustration is unfair because it supposes a deli i 
acy on the part of certain citizens against their Government, for 
we all know that it supposes nothing more than what has actually 
transpired twice within the last three years and what is transpir- 
ing this very hour. 
ut in order to obviate this criticism let us go a step farther and 
take a case in which there is no combination or ent. Let 
us sup) that moans’ reserve has been depl in the settle- 
ment of international balances, and that the Secretary has decided 
to re it s sale of bonds. Accordingly he advertises a pro- 
to sell fifty millions, for which he demands gold, and imme- 
iately the men who expect to become bidders for those bonds 
begin to mt their currency for redemption, and while the 
Secretary is preparing to sell bonds to put gold into the Treasury, 
are 


intending purc taking gold out of it in order to buy 
his bonds. And so he ht stand there, in en repetition, 
receiving gold from the sale of bonds and paying it out in the 


redemption of currency. In this way our bonded debt could be 
increased indefinitely, or until the le, alarmed at its rapid and 
enormous growth, would consent to the retirement of all Govern- 
ment paper. Many men believe this is the real es of the policy 
which is now being pursued. As for my —_* am thoroughly 
persuaded that it is, and I think that the p is such as to con- 
vince any reasonable mind. r. Manning, a Secretary of the 
Treasury under Mr, Cleveland’s former Administration, urged 
upon Con the redemption and cancellation of the greenbacks. 

r, Carlisle, the present Secretary of the Treasury, in his report 
of 1893, renewed that recom ion, though he was somewhat 
less direct about it. He then said: 

So long as the Government continues the unwise policy of keeping its own 
notes outstand to circulate as currency end undertakes to provide for 
their redemption in coin on presentation it will be, t 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to possess the means or to have the clear and 
undoubted authority to secure the means which may, from time to time, be- 
come necessary to enable him to meet such emergencies as the one which has 
recently occurred in our financial affairs. 

No rational person understood Mr. Carlisle to mean that the 
Government ought not to redeem its paper on presentation. 
Everybody who knew anything knew that what he reprobated as 
an ‘‘unwise policy” was the Government keeping its own notes 
outstanding to circulate as currency; and this opinion was con- 
firmed when in his annual report 1894 he unqualifiedly ad- 
vised the destruction of the greenbacks. The Secretary, however, 
advises us to do openly what the ublicans are attempting to 
accomplish by indirection; for it is certain that the effect of the 
peas bill will be to accumulate the United States notes in the 

easury, and thus withdraw them from circulation as completely 
as if they were canceled and di ed. The Secre proposes 
to get them into the Treasury and them up, W! this bill 
will get them in and keep them there, and the one method as 
effectually retires them from circulation as the ° 

Not only dol feel certain that this would be the effect of the 
pending bill, but Iam constrained to believe that this is its pur- 
pose. Upon no other reasonable hypothesis can its authors ex- 
plain that provision which empowers the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue new evidences of debt to cover the difference between 
our receipts and expenditures. It could not have been intended 
as a mere precaution, because as such it was totally unnecessary. 
The Treasury statement issued this morn shows a balance, 
over and above the gold reserve, of $109,000,000; and no man on 
this floor supposes that the deficiencies of the next three years will 
absorb this surplus. This fact, considered in connection with the 
further fact that these United States notes when once redeemed 
can only be put back into circulation when required to satisfy 
appropriations, induces me to believe that the real object of em- 
powering the Secretary to use certificates of indebtedness is to 
enable him to keep the redeemed United States notes in the Treas- 
ury, and thus evade the act of May 31, 1878, which forbids their 
cancellation and directs their reissue. 

_ It is not my habit to impugn the motives of men, but I feel jus- 
tified in saying that the Republican leaders have not been candid 
in their treatment of this question. For months they have bitterly 
denounced the President for selling bonds in time of peace, and 
now, although they have the power to do so, they refuse to reverse 
the policy bas necessitated the sale of bonds. Not only so, 


but they are actually inviting additional sales by making it easier 
and more convenient tosell. There is no man on that side of the 
Chamber who values his reputation for intelligence and candor 
who would be willing to record it as his deliberate opinion that 
the sale of bonds could have been avoided under a policy of exclu- 
sive a During the last two years gold has consti- 
tuted but a fraction of the Government's ordinary collections, and 
yet, since January 1, 1894, more than $247,000,000 in gold have been 
id out in redeeming greenbacks. lt was simply an impossibil- 
ity for these redemptions to have been made without selling bonds, 
and you deceive yourselves if you think you can deceive the coun- 
try chant it. The people well understand that these notes must 
be redeemed in silver; or they must be retired; or our bonded indebt- 
edness must continue to be increased. You haverefused torequire 
their redemptionin silver. You donot dare to retire them, and you 
therefore must share the responsibility for future bond sales. 

Your plea that the Secretary of the Treasury already has tho 
power to sell bonds, and that you are merely permitting him to 
sell bonds bearing a lower rate of interest, is either a mere sub- 
terfuge or else you are strangely ignorant about transactions of 
this . If our securities had a fixed price, then undoubt- 
edly it would be important to stipulate the lowest possible rate 
of interest, but it is well known that, assuming the securities to 
be good, the premium or the discount, as the case may be, is regu- 
lated by theinterest which they bear. A Government bond calling 
for 5 cent interest will fetch a considerable premium, while 
one ing for 83 per cent would probably fetch no premium at 
all, and the difference in the premium would about equalize the 
difference in the rate of interest. It is easily within the memory 
of us all that when the ten-year bonds bearing 5 per cent interest 
were sold the —— which they commanded reduced the in- 
terest to less 3 per cent, while the 4 per cent bonds, which 
run for thirty years, commanded only such a premium as maids 
the interest on them about 3} per cent, showing that our best 
trade was with the short-time and high-rate bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fortunate for the framers of this bill that it 
can never become a law. If it were tried, it would signally fail 
to accomplish the object at which they aim, and would add an- 
other to the long list of mistakes which have been made in deal- 
ing with this important question. And still, sir, their failure 
would bring its compensations. It would serve tofurther demon- 
strate to our constituents the insufficiency of a single monetary 
standard. It would help to convince them that we must re-lay tho 
foundations of our financial system, building, as our fathers 
builded, upon both gold and silver, which together constitute the 
only basis broad enough and strong enough to support the vast 
superstructure of credit which the genius and enterprise of tho 
American Fm le will rear upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopx1ins] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
Marsu]. 


aly” MARSH withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 


Mr. HOPKINS. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely regret that 
Iam unable to accept the views of the gentlemen on this side of 
the House whose knowledge, experience, and judgment have justi- 
fied their assignment upon the Committee on Ways and Means. 
In a matter of so much importance, affecting the financial integ- 
rity of the nation and every yer therein, I am compelled to 
determine my action thereon in the forum of my own judgment 
and the court of my own conscience. 


The limited time granted me by the courtesy of the gentleman 
from [Illinois [Mr. HopxKins will hardly permit me to state my 
objections to the pending , much less to discuss the questions 


involved. The reserve fund created by the resumption act of 
1875 for the of maintaining the greenback has fallen below 
the danger and the President asks Congress to authorize him 
to issue and sell gold bonds in such quantity as shall enable him 
to cancel and retire the mbacks. In keeping with this policy 
of the President, it has charged upon the other side of the 
House that many if notall of the financial ills from which the coun- 
try is now suffering are due to the creation and maintenance of 


a currency. It is enough to answer that armies 
, that navies rode the sea, and that the integrity of the 


Union was through the instrumentality of the green- 
backs, and peanerse years of unexampled eeemepeent and 
prosperity ify to i and courage of the Republican 


testify 
party in the enactment of the legal-tender greenback law. [Ap- 
pla’ the Republican side. | 

I stand for the integrity of the greenback. The friends of this 
bill claim that its virtue consists in this: First, that it authorizes 
the issue of bonds bearing a lower rate of interest and running 
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for a shorter time; second, that it compels the Secretary of the 
Treasury to advertise for bids instead of secretly contracting with 
some syndicate, and, third, that it prohibits the use of the proceeds 
of such bonds for any other purpose than the redemption of the 

nbacks. They further claim that it prevents the retirement 
of the greenbacks so meet. It may do so by implication, but 


Iam one of those who believe that in expressed terms, and in 
words that can not be misunders , it should command the 
Secretary of the aeneary te so use such redeemed greenbacks 
that the people shall not be deprived of their use as a circulating 
medium. hat have we to expect from an Administration hos- 
tile to the greenback currency? Again, there should be no occa- 
sion for the issue of an interest-bearing bond in time of peace. 
Our financial system is based upon such a revenue law as shall 
amply provide for the current expenses of the Government. The 
resent deplorable condition is due to the financial policy which, 

fexining with the enactment of the so-called Wilson-Brice-Gor- 
man bill, culminated in the disreputable sale of our bonds to the 
Wall street and English syndicate. I am unwilling by my voice 
or vote to add approval to any part or parcel of that financial 
policy. [Ap lause on the Republican side. ] 

Here the hammer os : 

Jr. HOPKINS. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
CoNNOLLY]. 

Mr: CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not to my liking. 
Had I been making if, instead of saying “in addition to the 
authority now conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury,” I 
should have said ‘‘in lieu of the authority now conferred upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury.” [Applause. 

But, sir, in the progress of this debate, I have observed upon 
one side of this Chamber such a spirit manifested upon this im- 

ortant question as leads me to believe that if this side of the 
Frouse had presented a bill enacting that for all future time the 
gold dollar, the greenback dollar, and the silver dollar should be 
at par and equal with each other, those gentlemen would have 
been just as ready to oppose that as they are to oppose this. 

I do not forget what my friend from Missouri [Mr. BuRToN] said 
about the greenback, a kind of money consecrated by the blood of 
thepeople of thisgreat land. They loveitstill. Butthe greenback 
to-day is like the man who went down from Jerusalem to Jericho. 
It has fallen among thieves. [Laughter.] And asa Republican 
and a friend of that greenback, when the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury comes to me and tothe people and says, ‘‘ I want the authority 
to issue a lower rate bond to protect your Republican greenbac 
and enable it to maintain its standard with the gold dollar,” I 
think I am recreant to my trust, recreant to all the traditions of 
me party, tf Irefuse to give that power, to extend that helping 

and. 

But I am not willing to say, ‘‘ Youshall have it in a gold bond.” 
I want to say that the bond that was good enough in 1875 to enable 
the Republican party of this country to make the greenback and 
the gold dollar sna equal, the one with the other, is good enough 
to-day, after thirty years of growth and prosperity under Repub- 
lican rule have made the nation able to do it. It was able all the 
time until the last two years. No trouble was heard about the 
greenbacks, gold or silver. They were all equal. The people of 
this great land were content. Noone sought to rob the Treasury. 
There was a reserve fund. I want to have that maintained. I 
want to have that consecrated greenback which my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Burton] and his people love; I want it to maintain 
its honor, its integrity, its respectability among the money of the 
world, Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I shall,as a Republican, vote for 
this bill, although I believed at first Iwould not doit. [Applause 
on the Republican ad 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, in presenting legislation to this 
House we must take the condition of affairs of the country as we 
find them. There is not a man in this House, nor a citizen in this 
broad land, who does not believe that it is important and necessary 
for the President and his Secretary of the Treasury to keep one 
hundred millions of gold reserve in the Treasury of the United 
States. We know that that reserve has already been reduced to 
less than sixty-five millions, and that in order to restore the one 
hundred millions the Administration is now contemplating the 
a of new bonds. 

In this emergency we simply give him the power to issue a 3 
per cent bond in addition to the authority of the Secretary to issue 
a 4 per cent bond running thirty years and a 5 per cent bond run- 
ning ten years. We propose something inthe pending bill that in 
my judgment will meet the approval of every Republican in the 
country. We provide that whether this proposed issue of bonds 
be 3 per cent, 4 per cent, or 5 per cent bonds, the sale of them can 
not be made in secret with a foreign syndicate. If this bill be- 
comes law and the President issues any bonds for the purpose of 
maint. the gold reserve, he must take the American people 
into his dence, he must give to American capitalists an oppor- 
tunity to bid for these bonds. There will be no more secret sales. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] this 





morning said that it was necessary to insert the word “gold” in 
the bond in order to floxt it in foreign countries. I say to him 
that the experience of ths country since bonds were issued in 
February last shows that the position which was taken by the 
members of this House in the last Congress who opposed the issue 
of a gold bond was and is correct. Of the $62,400,000 of 4 per 
cent bonds that were sold to the Rothschilds-Morgan-Belmont 
syndicate, the majority of them have come back to America, and 
are held and owned in the United States. The Secretary of the 
Treasury in his last report to Congress says that the contract which 
required that one-half of the money received for the sale of the 
bonds should come from abroad was modified and the gold was 
taken from the vaults of capitalists in this country to replenish the 
Treasury instead of bringing it all from abroad. 

Mr. Speaker, time has demonstrated that not only the patriotism 
of the country is sufficient, but that we have gold here enough to 
float any amount of coin bonds at 3 per cent instead of 4, and can 
maintain this reserve by an appeal to American patriotism instead 
of making a secret contract and employing the aid of a foreign 
syndicate. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr.Speaker, this is simply a business proposition. 
The gold reserve of the Treasury to-day, according to the reports 
in the newspapers, after the withdrawals that will be made 
for this date for export, is less than $60,000,000. The President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, according to the same report, 
are now engaged in negotiating a loan with a syndicate repre- 
senting foreign capitalists to add $100,000,000 to the bonded in- 
debtedness of this country. The only authority of law with which 
they are invested now to make this loan is contained in the act of 
1875, under which they can issue no bonds at a lower rate of inter- 
est than 4 per cent, and these 4 per cent bonds to run for thirty 
years. We had an exhibition last winter of what the Secretary 
thought as to the price of those bonds, and it would appear from 
his long-delayed report, presented a few days ago to the House, 
that he still believes that a no more advantageous sale of these 
bonds could be made now than was made then, or, in other words, 
that we must pay a commission of $10,000,000 for every $60,000,000 
of bonds which he offers for sale. This is the present emergency 
which is presented to this Republican House. The questionis, how 
shall wodeal withit? We have presented thisbill,which only changes 
existing law in two particulars. First, it adds another description 
of bonds, a coin bond, with interest at the rateof 3 per cent and 
the bond payable in five years and due in fifteen years from date. 
In the second place, it prescribes that all bonds issued for the gold 
reserve shall be sold by the Secretary of the Treasury after adver- 
tisement and after they are offered to our own people. Some gen- 
tlemen have had fears 

Mr. LINNEY. Will thegentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will, if you will be very brief. 

Mr. LINNEY. I will be very brief. Here, on page 21 of the 
President’s message, it is stated that $155,000,000 in silver certifi- 
cates were issued for the purchase of silver bullion, that are now 
an obligation of the Government. Why did not the Committee 
on Ways and Means provide for their redemption by the coinage 
of the silver bullion we have purchased? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that can be done under existing 
law to-day. We are taking care of one thing at atime. We are 
looking out now for the gold reserve. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. We propose to see that every legal-tender note 
issued by the Government of the United States shall be redeemed 
in gold whenever it is presented to the United States to redeem. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And after we get through 
with that we will take up the other questions as they come along. 

Mr. LINNEY rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihaveanswered your question, and can not yield 
any more time. 

Some gentlemen are afraid that this bill will tie up greenbacks. 
Have those gentlemen examined this bill? Have they examined 
the amendment that has been placed on this bill, or have not they 
sufficient intelligence, after reading the bill and reading the 
amendment, to know that we leave the law precisely where it has 
been since 1875, and that it is just as impossible to tie up a dollar 
of the greenbacks in the Treasury of the United States under this 
law as it was under the law of 1875? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not yield to a question now. 

Some gentlemen think the bill introduced by Mr. Bakrrof New 
Hampshire, requiring certain importers to pay duties in gold, 
would cure the difficulty. But this bill is an idle and empty de- 
lusion. Suppose this bill were a law, and I owed the Govern- 
ment $1,000 in duties. I providemyself with $1,000in greenbacks, 
as now, go to the subtreasury and demand gold for my green- 
backs, and then pay the duties with the same gold. The Treas- 
ury would then have the same gold and also the $1,000 in green- 
backs, precisely as it would have under the present law. 
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If a Secretary of the Tr can tie up the backs under 
this bill, he can tie them up un the existing law; for we have 
taken the pains, after ha ans in the first bill our pur- 
pose, to meet every objection, and the law itself expressly makes 
applicable the law of 1878 to this issue of bonds. 

y friend from California [Mr. JOHNSON] os in that 
speech of his whichseemed toevokeso much — use and laughter 
from our enemy on the other side of the Chamber, says this bill is 
‘‘un-Republican ;” and why? Because he says hestumped his dis- 
trict a year ago last fall and said the Republican y were forever 
opposed to issuing bonds in time of peace. Did he forget, or did 
hy oe forget, that in 1875 the ee party enacted this 
law to issue bonds in time of peace; that in 1878 the Republican 
Administration borrowed $95,000,000, yes, $100,000,000, to create 
this reserve fund in time of , and that we have preserved on 
the statute book all the time this law of 1875 for the aeeereses 
of borrowing money to make this gold reserve, whether it is 
needed in time of peace or in time of war? I thought, as I listened 
to the gentleman’s talk and heard the applause from the other side, 
‘*God forbid that he should ever write a Republican platform for 
me to stand upon.” eave on the Republican side.] They 
say it is unnecessary, and still we have to-day this depletion of the 
Treasury. Still we have the Administration appealing to us for 
our aid; still we have this condition of the Treasury that must be 
met, and met at once. 

Now, to-day we get another message from the White House. It 
comes in a roundabout way, in the fourm of an interview with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his criticism upon the measure now 
being debated and about to be voted upon in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The Secretary of the Treasury, who wants to retire 
the greenbacks, says he does not want this bill and he wants to see 
it defeated in this House. Why, sir, last wneere ieee the ques- 
tion of a gold bond was before the House, and this bill substan- 
tially was offered in the form of a substitute by the gentleman 
from Maine, now our Speaker, the Republicans unitedly voted 
for that substitute, and it met the approval of the Cleveland Dem- 
ocrats on the other side of the Chamber. It would have passed 
this House by a majority vote if telephonic connection been 
discontinued for a few minutes between this end of the Avenue 
and the other. The Administration did not want this bill and 
does not want it now. 

Republican members get up here now and tell us that we are 
following in the wake of this Administration. Now, since you have 
found out where the Administration is, gentlemen, you who have 
proposed to vote against this measure and who now find that the 
Administration is against it, will you follow in the wake of the 
Administration? [Laughter and a, 

They do not want this bill, and why? they have not already 
negotiated another $100,000,000 loan, made in a secret corner, 
made without advertisement, made without off a bond to 
the people of the United States, they are about to do it; and they 
want this House to vote down this measure, so that they can say 
to the people of the United States, ‘‘ We have appealed to Con- 
gress and Congress gives us no relief, and so we are obliged to go 
on and pass out the money of the people of the United States to a 
—— syndicate in order to float a loan.” They want this meas- 
ure defeated as a cover to this transaction, that they may put the 

msibility on this ublican House. 

r. GROSVENOR. this bill, with its limitations open the 
Administration in the matters referred, should be vo down, 
may not that be claimed as being, to some extent, an approval of 
the system which has been pursued? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, sir, the Administration say they can not 
borrow money under the law as it now exists without paying this 
immense premium. They ask us for relief; and if we vote down 
the measure of relief offered here, we in so far approve what they 
say and make ourselves responsible for this ou us swindle 
that the syndicates are imposing on the country. 

The question has been asked—it was one troubled the gen- 
tleman from Illinois—why not make these 3 per cent bonds a 
substitute for the bonds provided for in the law of 1875? Sir, we 
believe that 8 per cent bonds can be floated omne Se par of 
thiscountry. The Secretary of the a pro believe 
that they can not be. We want the oppo unity given for the 
people to subscribe. We believe there is a t of patriotism 
among the —— of this country, and that notwithstanding the 
blight that has come upon business in the last few years, so that 
their savings have in many cases been withdrawn from the savings 
banks, we believe they still have money enough to take care of 
these loans of the Government. But su there should be a 
yee _ Suppose that after we have confined the Administration 

a simple 3 per cent bond they should not be able to float it. 
What would the Treasury Department do then if the provision 
for a 4 per cent or 5 per cent bond had been stricken out? Mr. 
Speaker, I want a law upon the statute book which will provide 
for this gold reserve under any emergency and in spite of any 
calamity which the Democratic Administration during the brief 
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term of its continuance may inflict upon the country. [Applause 
on the Republican side. } : 

Mr. Speaker, as has been well said, the greenback is the child 
of the Republican party. It was born out of the throes of the 
civil war; it was nurtured and cared for by that party. Finally, 
it was crowned by that party with a crown of gold. And in these 
days of peace—thirty years after the war—when the greenback has 
worn that crown so proudly that anywhere on the face of God's 
earth it is worth 100 cents on the dollar—when the greenback is 
worth its face value wherever the five-pound note of the Bank of 
England is worth its face value—the greenback, having reached 
this state of perfection and when it is going on to accomplish its 
mission, some hand is extended to take away that crown of gold 
and trail it in the dust. Republicans to-day are asked to vote 
against this bill, and cvume | to approve a Democratic Adminis- 
tration that has brought such destruction and ruin upon the busi- 
ness of the country that it would seem they are obliged to deal 
with foreign syndicates at a more than 10 per cent shave in order 
to sell Government securities. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Rvus- 
SELL] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, the President of 
the United States has called upon Congressfor aid. The call was 
no mere recommendation. It came in the form of a special mes- 
sage and came at an unusual time. It had the character of an 
imperative demand for relief. It bore all the punctuation marks 
of an Administration which was overcome with difficulties and 
weighted down with troubles grievous to bear. The Republican 
House of Representatives heeded the call of the President and 
promptly set to work to furnish the relief. It accepted the state- 
ment of the President that an emergency was upon the country, 
and it hastened to meet the emer, — the quickest and most 
practical manner possible. But the Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives stood positively and unequivocally on the position which 
the Republicans have all along held. It declared that the basis of 
all the difficulties which had beset this Administration in its finan- 
cial career was the lack of sufficient revenue—a lack which the 
Administration itself produced by its unfortunate and un-Ameri- 
can tariff policy. 

The Ways and Means Committee maintained this position when 
the revenue bill was reported tothe House. The Republican ma- 
— in the House emphasized that position when they with so 
great unanimity and enthusiasm passed the revenue bill two days 
ago. Thus the pa House of Representatives, represent- 
ing the ows ublican party of this country, answered the ap- 
peal of the President so piteously made, and it occurs to me to-day 
that possibly the President is questioning with himself whether he 
was not ‘too hasty and too submissive in his appeal. But it 
answered the Administration’s call for relief by providing relief 
according to its own method and in the direct line of a Republican 
policy. It met the emergency in a practical way. These alterna- 
tives were presented: First, should we indulge in a big bluster 
about what we might do if we were pone of complete power 
in both branches of Con and in the Executive to carry out our 
revenue and iff policies to their completion; second, should 
we promptly do business in a way which should furnish relief by 
an eemeamel revenue obtained from customs duties on imported 
articles which a Democratic tariff had placed on the free list or 
reduced in tariff rate. Business is always better than bluster. 
An accomplishment to an extent which is possible and practical is 
often better than a profession which is impractical and impossible 
to carry out so vine 8 as to meet a certain condition. 

Already the Republican press and the Republican masses are 
expressing approval of the econ and businesslike way in which 
the Republican eS this House in its action on Thursday 
met the emergency which the President had called to our attention. 
The Republican party has a wood pile of its own, and it has se- 
lected a pole from its own pile in extending relief to the sinking 
Administration. A fisherman h — oundering on a quag- 
mire with his feet unsteady on the quive iB underpinning of the 
marsh may not have so clear a conception of the proper method of 
his release from the situation which threatens to engulf him as 
some one standing on firm — above the mire, who, for a long 
time, has been watching with interest and with solicitation the per- 
formances of the fisherman. So this Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives has extended relief in the form of additional revenue to 
this piscatorial Administration, and I want to say right here, the 

dent and the Secretary of the Treasury to the contrary not- 
withstanding, that the prevalent belief inthe country to-day is that 
the deficiency of revenue is the cause of our trouble. The labor- 
ing men, the business men, and the bankers outside of the Ad- 
ministration’s syndicate hold that belief. . 

This Republican House of Representatives, having thus furnished 
the relief which, in its ju ent, was first of all necessary, and 
having passed a revenue bill which insures revenue to meet our 
Treasury deficit, and as well brings benefit all along the line to 
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American industry, might have stopped there. The Ways and 
Means Committee, however, thought proper to present to this Re- 
ublican House of Representatives the bill which is now under 
Fiscussion. It thought proper to do so for these two principal rea- 
sons. First, the pomnee of this measure would permit, or rather 
I should say would direct, the Secretary of the Treasury, in case of 
further bond issue made necessary by the failure or delay of our 
revenue measure, to place those bonds at a lower rate of interest 
and on shorter time than the authority of existing law now per- 
mits him to do. Can anyone object to such a provision? It is 
businesslike, economical, and in the interest of the people. Second, 
the bill under consideration directs that any future bond issues 
shall be so advertised and negotiated as to afford the opportunity 
to American citizens to invest in them as a popular loan. The 
failure bya Republican House to pass a measure with such a pro- 
vision as this would in effect be an approval of the Administra- 
tion’s syndicate performances in the former issues of bonds. 

IT would have the country understand the political division which 
exists in the legislative and executive branches of the Government. 
I believe they understand the situation. Here is a Republican 
House of Representatives, strongly disposed to the enactment of a 

rotective-tariff law which shall fully and equitably protect every 
french of industry and every form of labor in these United States, 
and this Republican House of Representatives is impatiently wait- 
ing the time when the enactment of such a law shall be made pos- 
sible; here is a United States Senate, rather strongly disposed 
toward the enactment of a measure for the free coinage of silver; 
and here is a President, pretty thoroughly imbued with the free- 
tradeidea. Such a situation cuntventel this Republican House of 
Representatives, and if the present emergency shall be met by the 
Senate and the Executive in the same spirit and with the same 
regard for practical and patriotic results as the Republican House 
has met it, the emergency will be relieved and the difficulties of 
our Treasury situation temporarily, at least, bridged over. 

us the hammer fell. ] 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
recognized for eighteen minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in the short time at my command I 
shall endeavor to recall to the House the real issue presented in the 
situation before us. The President of the United States has sent 
in a special message directing attention to our diminishing gold 
reserve and urging as a remedy for existing evils the issuance of 
bonds payable in gold and the retirement of the Sherman notes 
and Treasury notes now in circulation. He asks that Congress 
forego its usual holiday recess and legislate in the line indicated. 
These are plain propositions. Either you agree with the President 
or you do not agree with him. If his theory as to our obligations 
being payable in gold is correct, then we are confronted with an 
emergency, and prompt action should be had. If you do not 
agree with him in that respect, then no great haste is necessary. 
You should, as business men, adopt one theory or the other and act 
upon it. You should not play politics. You should not in hot 
haste do that which he has not asked and at the same time pretend 
that you are doing it in response to his message. 

The President says there is plenty of money in the Treasury. 
The official statement published yesterday shows $175,470,249, in- 
cluding the gold reserve. Hedoesnotask increased revenue. He 
does not ask authority to sell coin bonds. He asks to sell gold 
bonds, to retire the Sherman notes and the greenbacks outstand- 
ing, and to confer additional privileges upon the national banks. 
Either you favor these propositions or you oppose them. 
es OUTELLE. Is the gentleman from Georgia in favor of 

em 

Mr. CRISP. I am not. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
But whether you favor or oppose them you ought to act with can- 
dor and frankness. The Secretary of the Treasury says he is not 
in want of revenue and that he has on hand a surplus of funds 
—s sufficient to cover any deficiency ee to come. On the 
5th of February last the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], now 
the Speaker, in discussing a bond issue then proposed, used this 
language: 

If the Secretary of the Treasury will not have revenue, and declares that 


he is face to face with a surplus, we must treat the case upon that basis. 
Otherwise we arouse party feeling and come to no arrangement on the sub- 


ject. 
The course pursued by the majority to-day is exactly the Oppo- 
site of that then a by the gentleman from Maine. You 
refuse to treat upon the basis suggested by the Secretary; and yet 
you claim the pending proposition is strictly in response to the 
by > demands of the executive department. 
this side of the House, Mr. Speaker, there is some division 
on the financial question, yet in our opposition to the pending bill 
We are united. Those gentlemen on this side who believe we 
should have the single gold standard are op to it because it 
will bring no-gold into the Treasury, and is what the Treas- 
ury wants. ose on this side Sho believe that all our obligations 
are payable in either gold or silver coin at the option of the Gov- 








ernment, to which class I belong, will vote against it, because they 
think there is no necessity for it. Thus we unite in our opposi- 
tion. How is it on that side of the House? A number of gentle- 
men there support this bill and yet say the obligations of the 
Government should be paid in gold. Those who so believe owe it 
to their country, to their Treasury, and to themselves to vote to 
obtain gold with which to redeem and to pay. Last year the Presi 

dent negotiated a sale of bonds to obtaingold. Underexisting law 
he can only sell coin bonds. He sent a message to Congress say- 
ing thatif within ten days that body would authorize him to issue 
bonds payable in gold instead of coin, there would be a saving to 
the Government on that single transaction of some $16,000,000. 
The House refused to authorize the issue of gold bonds. Those of 
us who believe the bonds and obligations of the Government are 
redeemable in either gold or silver voted against it because we be- 
lieved the Government should pay according to contract in the 
metal most convenient, but how can one who says our obligations 
should be paid in gold justify a vote against it? 

I ask these gentlemen who say all of our coin obligations must 
be paid in gold, How do you justify voting against that proposi- 
tion? How does the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. DoLLIvER, justify 
voting against that proposition? And the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. GROSVENOR? How do they justify voting against a proposi- 
tion which, from their standpoint, without changing the liability 
of the Government, would yet save to the taxpayers of the coun- 
try $16,000,000? How does the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. 
TAWNEY, justify it? Or the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Hopkins; 
the gentleman from North Dakota, Mr. Jounson; the gentleman 
from IDlinois, Mr. CANNON; and the gentleman from lowa, Mr. 
HENDERSON? All of these gentlemen have discussed the pending 
proposition, and insist that the obligations of the Government are 
payable in gold. I ask them how can they justify their refusal 
to insert the word gold in those bonds, when by doing it they 
would have saved to the taxpayers $16,000,000? They say our coin 
obligations are payable in gold alone, and yet refuse to express it 
in the bond, when by so doing they could have saved this large 
amount to the people. 

I opposed the proposition last year because I did not believe as 
they did, that all of our obligations were payable in gold. Had I 
so believed and refused to support it, I should have felt myself 
unworthy longer to represent an intelligent constituency. On 
the proposition last year to issue gold bonds you will find recorded 
in the affirmative the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, now 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means; the gentle- 
man from Maine, Mr. REED, now the Speaker of the House; the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. PAYNEe; the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Mr. RUSSELL, and yet to-day all but one of these gentle- 
men have addressed the House in favor of the pending proposi- 
tion, which is to issue coin bonds. Last year they voted witha 
number of Democrats to insert the word ‘‘gold.” This year, 
when in the majority, they refuse to prepare and support a bill 
containing the word gold,” but report and support a measure 
providing for the continuance of coin bonds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia pardon a 
suggestion? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman knows that I have but a very few 
moments. The gentleman has his own time remaining. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As the gentleman has referred to a fact, it 
seems to be only just that an explanation should go with it. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Maine will have his own 
time in conclusion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask again if this proposition is to 
be treated as a business one? Why willyou not so treatit? Lask 
if the position you have taken is not simply a political one? What 
is to be accomplished by the issuance of these bonds? Authority 
is granted by existing law to sell coin bonds to maintain specie 
payments. The senting bill does not change the character of the 
money in which the bonds are to be made payable. It authorizes 
bonds at lower rates, when the Secretary of the Treasury tells us 
they could not Agee i be sold at par, and it provides for the 
issuance of $50,000,000 short-time bonds in case there shall be a de- 
ficit in the revenues, when the daily report of the Treasury shows 
that it is impossible there can be a deficiency of funds for the next 
two years. What, then, is the object of gentlemen on that side 
of the House? Why, sir, it seems to me that their object is sim- 

ly to pretend to do something in response to the demand of the 
coniee. when they well know, as all men who look into the 
matter must know, they are doing nothing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. CRISP. My own position—my friend from Maine inquires 
about that, I believe? He knows me well enough to know that I 
have no pu to conceal my own views upon any question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not question that. I understand it per- 
fectly. But I heard my friend from Georgia arguing, I thought, 
that we ought to follow the advice of the President and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and issue gold bonds. 
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Mr. CRISP. My argument was, that if you believed, as you 


claim, that the obligations of the Government were able in 
gold, you ought to have had the courage to vote to insert e word 
‘* gold” in the bonds, thus saving millions to the Lape My friend 
from Maine and others of the leaders on the other of the House 
who believe all the obligations of the Government are payable in 
gold ought to be brave enough to say so in the bond ii : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But does the gentleman from Georgia think 
he is going to help the credit of the country, or to aid the ury 
to any extent, by Se the world his belief that he does 
ae . og the United States ds heretofore issued are payable 

0 

r. CRISP. Iam not parading my views. I am arguing as to 
the want of consistency of the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the nen says he does not believe 
our bonds should be paid in gold—— 

Mr. CRISP. I do not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Doyou think that the Secretary to save 
the $16,000,000 which he says must be lost use of the distrust 
lest: the bonds shall not be paid in gold? 

‘i “e CRISP. Mr. Speaker, can I have the remainder of my 
me 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia declines to be 
inpprepee and he has the right to the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. § , Lhave not the ae eeeee 
this is not the time, but if I an hour at my command I might 
do so—to discuss in full my views as to what remedies ought to be 
applied to the existing tion. 

r. BOUTELLE. Ido not want to trouble the gentleman, but 
one sy * Oe ht he was his views, but I find 
that I do not know w views he is expressing. 

Mr. CRISP. When the gentleman gets through I should like 


to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House that 
the gentleman from Georgia has the floor, and is entitled to it, 
and can not be interru without his consent. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I supposed the gentleman had 


consented. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I will say, though—perhaps I owe it 
to myself to do so in view of what has re—that I do not 
believe the experiment of a single gold standard should be con- 
tinued longer. I do believe in real bimetallism we can 
reach it by providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
Ido not believe we should retire the Sherman notes and the 


the national banks. I we should repeal the 10 per cent 
tax on State-bank circulation, thus permitting the of each 
State to have a good and ample local circulation. I 
unit of value should rest on both gold and silver. I donot believe 
in oppressing the debtors of this and of the world as they 
would be oppressed by ao of value wholly upon 
one metal, [Applause] I believe, Mr. this view is 
shared by a large majority of the people of the United States 
Look for a moment at the history of our bond transactions and 
coin laws; until 1878 the law tted the unlimited coinage 
of both gold and silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, and made either coin a 
full legal tender in payment of all debts or dues, public and private. 
In that year, when silver was at a um as compared 
big with gold, silver was demonetized, its legal-tender quality was 
er destroyed, and its coinage discontinued. In1869 an act was passed 
which pledged the Government to redeem all its outstanding obli- 
£ gations in coin of the then standard of weight and fineness. The 
act of 1870 authorized the issue of bonds payable in coinof the then 
standardvalue. Theactof 1875 provided for bonds 
the bonds authorized by the act of 1870. In 1877, 
to be issued under the act of 1875, silver had been demonetized and 
its coinage discontinued, and we find Mr. Sherman, then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, — of the Attorney-General whether 
the bonds issued under that eyed pair pry gy 7 hapa 
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vided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
gold or silver; and 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved 
Jul ee bar coe cami 66 SES a0 were Cocharen to be redeemable in coin 
of the present standard value, bearing interest payable semiannually in 


such coin; and 
Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the yeanepption of specie payments,” ap- 
<—s smene 14, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
nited States descri in the said act of Con approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt;’’ and 
Whereas at the date of the of the said act of Congress last afore- 
said, to wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of stand- 
ard value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains 
each, declared by the act sqpaeved Jan 18, 1837, entitled “An act. sup- 
men to the act enti ‘An act esta ng a mint and regulating 
e coins of the United States,’’ to be a legal tender of payment, according 
« their nominal value for any sums whatever: Therefore 
$ resolved by t the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
dstars af the cotaage of sve United Staton containing i gre ei 
rs e con gra’ each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coi such silver coins as a legal 
tender in t of principal terest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


This resolution passed the Senate—yeas 48, nays 18; passed the 
House—yeas 189, nays 79. 

That resolution was passed, Mr. Speaker, at a time when silver 
was demonetized by the act of 1878, and there has never been a 
doubt from that day to this that our bonds and obligations could 
be legally, honestly, and honorably discharged in either gold or 
silver of the present weight and fineness at the option of the United 
sae yee 

Mr. D. . Mr. Speaker—— 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


DALZELL] is recognized. 

Mr. DALZELE Before I proceed I want to yield half a minute 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u]. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the sim- 
» Pp of saying that I desire to print in the REcorRD certain 
etters constituents of mine upon the Venezuelan question, 
which is a kindred subject to that under discussion, and is at least 
indirectly ible for the fact that the House is to-day discuss- 
ing the condition of the Treasury. Theintrinsiccharacter of these 
letters as well as the high standing of their authors make it proper 
that I should put them in the Con@REssIONAL REcoRD in order 
thatother members of this House may be able to read and give them 
due consideration. 

From 8. M. Macvane, McLean professor of ancient and modern 


history, Harvard University 
CAMBRIDGE, MAss., December 20, 1895. 


Dear Srp: I take the liberty of writing to you, as my Representative in 
the present alarming condition of our foreign relations. 

on, the Administration has committed a criminal blunder in its 
warlike feelings. ‘The House of resentatives, instead of inter- 
demand for moderation and care, given way to foolish excite- 
reckless haste. It looks now as if, by a return of your bill with 
amendments, you may have an opportunity to reconsider the case. I beg you 
to do what you can to prevent the passage of the commission bill inany form. 
It can only — and retard a rational settlement. We have diplomatic 
machinery for dealing with countries and for ormation 
any question that affects our interests. England can hardly rec- 
thecommission. Thevery a tment of it would be anaffront which 
could hardly fail to resent. It would put the whole sub on @ wrong 
; would create about it an atmosphere of irrita y ‘ous to 
of the twocountries. The chances are + it would draw 
from which no escape could be found short of war. Tho 
ee over a question of boun between 
Guiana the Venezu will undow y be held 
are as much Americans 
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than our own 
would have done in the same circumstances. That Government 
have followed them hardly surprise anybody who knows that 


't there. 
ohpenen afg eotiies benntery always been ly the fault of 


and sw t they could not be 

eae to arbitration the 

question of handing over her colonists in their new homes to the tender 
mercies of the Venezuelan rule seems to me highly creditable to her. That 
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f the Cn perp | in coin ad pone eng ofa they were Saenes eS: Saxon nation should threaten her wane weetor doing 
. payable in coin the Genter’ ees oes issue, they SS ee der- 
i: were payable in gold; if in coin of the rn ee) ee a oe Seeeens ene any who 
Ff paya in either gold or silver, at the option of the Government. ery ane Te 8. M. MACVANE. 
he Attorney-General that the bonds should be made| Hon. Samuen M C., Washington. 
“ payable in coin the standard in 1870. And later, tosetalldoubts| From B. O. Pierce. professor of mathematics and natural 
Se eer cs TR re else | Oe Gamenan sin, Deeb 2 
Supreme 0 su reso- , 1895. 
Intion, which was considered im the House, Py po ten pe pp a age 
r. " : te. “ ” tly drive 
Mr. CRISP. In the House and Senate both. Mr. Cloveland, and Which may lond'us into & criomal quarrel with «friendly 
© pream an ution are as : I stam ed into 
Whereas by an act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit” ap. wawise action for fear that ie tay not seats caflcieuti “patriotic” to the 
fe ved 1B, 1008, it was and Comsnen ees of the United who now are so much in evidence. 
a of all the | interest fearing obligations of te Unite Bae "excopt in cane Hon. eo 
4 where the law authorizing the of such ar pro- Cc. 
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From William James, professor of psychology, Harvard Uni- 
versity: 
My Dxar Stir: As one of your constituents I 


HARVARD UNIVERSITY, Cambridge, Mass., December 21, 1895. 


you to use your infiu- 
ence in every way to mitigate the further results of the calamity which 
President Cleveland and Congress together have sprung upon the country. 
The good fame that one hundred years have won for us, and that has made 
the rest of the world view us with an indulgence accorded to no other great 
wer, the character, namely, of being safe, and always to be counted on as 
hro our vast weight into the scale that stands for er and civili- 
zation, has in three days of delirium been flung so far away over the roof tops 
that fifty yearsof sane conduct willdoubtfully buy it back. We have written 
ourselves squarely down asa people dangerous to the peace of the world, 
more dangerous anything since ce under Napoleon. The gro- 
ne logic of the Cleveland-Olney communications is only matched by their 
gratuitously insulting form. Was there ever anything more infernally 
ical than to make of an incident where we pretend to urge upon others 
the use of the humaner international methods the pretext and vehicle of a 
wanton and blustering provocation to war? 

The President's fearful blunder was in coupling his direct threat of war 
with his demand for acommission. It isthe passions aroused by that that so 
fatally complicate the situation. Had he a asked for $100,000 for a 

a commission to enable us tosee how toexert most justly our influence 
oder it would have left all possibilities open. And meanwhile, had the 
decision of the commission so ae ted been adverse to Eng- 
land, it would have been SS, oe for the English Government 
to goon in an ast course. The Liberal would have made of it an 
issue—we should havecovered ourselves with dignity and honor and appeared 
to the world, as we always have ap hitherto (alas, no longer), the 
friends of a new and more civilized international order. 

All these possibilities are lost. The threat compels England to disregard 
the commission’s decision. It compels us to declare war if she disregards it. 
Compels, that is, under penalty of flagrant cowardice on the one hand, under 
penalty of confessing to a buffoon Government ontheother. It is monstrous 
that so sharp and calamitous an issue should be abruptly aoe on two 
friendly countries & the very first public utterance of our Executive. It 
has made retreat with honor impossible to either side, and I fancy that such 
a thing has never been done in the history of nations before, except as a pre- 
liminary to a declaration of war already decided upon on other grounds. 
Congress must do what it can to minimize the evil. 

Your constituents hold you responsible for your full share in all that may 


Respectfully. yours, WM. JAMES. 
Hon. SAMUEL W. McCALL, 
House of Representatives. 


From W. E. Byerly, professor of mathematics, Harvard Uni- 
versity: 
HARVARD UNIVERSITY, Cambridge, Mass., December 21, 1895. 
My Dear Str: As one of your constituents I wish to beg you most ear- 
nestly to do your utmost to oppose the wholly indefensible uncalled-for 
attempt of Administration to interfere in a boundary dispute of long 
standing pawems the one free stable a in - —— — 
irresponsi sens onpeten masquerading under the name of a republic. 
The T= is between two South American States and hasabsolutely noth- 
ing. to = with us, our interests, or any principle we have ever attempted to 
ntain. 


For the sake of the le who inhabit, or who are to inhabit, the territo 
should be with British Guiana rather than wit 
Venezuela; but however we may sympathize, to take part in the quarrel is 
directly contrary to the traditional ce to which we owe most of our great- 
ness; and to goout of our way in a cause to insult and threaten a friendly 
power is as mad as it is wicked. 

Very sincerely, yours, W. E. BYERLY. 


Hon. SAMUEL MoCauL, M. C. 
From Edwin A. Start, instructor in history, Tufts College: 


Turts COLLEGE, Mass., December 21, 1895. 


oe fm ae ve crisis —- ae Trempent pen teenets o. the 
country recen mi is su mt excuse, I hope, 
for me in presenting to your connidavenion the contents of this note. 

Ican but regret exceedingly the assumed by the President in 
the matter of Venezuela and Great Bri In holding 4 he is wrong in 
his tion legally and ethically, I believe I am only in line with the best 
authorities in the country upon history and international law. The con- 
struction given to the Monroe doctrine by the Administration is untenable 
and is more calculated to someey os the significance of that doctrine than to 
—— it. You are familiar — bo Serene that sores ere — 

ohn Quincy Adams, with Eng’ *s approval, original assertion o e 
doctrine which bears the name of Monroe. Russia was about to establish 
colonies on the Pacific een the heed of = Holy a en 
new reactionary system w progressive Europe feared even more than 
America could. Reaction was in the air, and hence our Government said in 
substance, No more European colonies in America; no extension of Euro- 
pean systems of government on the American continent. I think you will 
aqmee With mo Sat this is all there is in the Monroe doctrine. 
odin the first part of this declaration is to-day useless, for no American 


open for colonization. 

Is the difference between Great Britain and Venezuela included in the sec- 
ond count? Itseemstome not. It may well be that Great Britain was ungra- 
cious in refusing arbitration, but we have had our own boundary disputes with 
Great Britain, and they were peaceably settled by the concerned. The 
extension of a dangerous monarchical tem is not involved here. Great 
Britain is a country as free as our own. It is war questionable whether the 


disputed would not be better governed by Great Britain than by 
Venezuela. It is doubtful whether our interference in this matter sovelbay 
would plish any higher good than to arouse the slowly dying 


accom 
feeling between the two qrostent nations of the 
But I did not write you for the purpose of arguing this case in law or ethics. 
Upes these you are fully informed, and, as one who has supported you 
th eatin good will, I feel perfectly confident that your judgment will be 


What! wished toask was this: Has not the war tin Washington become 
s little feverta? cous Sot Sonn ae the — : shoulder grown so large as 
considerations eu ce 
If the President, to mask his defiance, reads into the Monroe doc- 
trine principles that are not in it; if to make political capital in the hour of 
tant of the }ingoos, is i sale not caloulnsed 66 bring a th oan ‘hl 
suc. ic a orou - 
fied American principle into and to cause it to be Saseadler tie. 
counted in advance in international diplomacy? 


And what does war mean? European affairs have been nicely balanced for 
a long time—so nicely that a touch will disturb the equilibrium. Is it likely 
that Great Britain and the United States can fight out a bitter quarrel that 
is sure to involve the possession of the northern half of the North American 
Continent without leading to complications that would set the armies of 
Europe in motion? Nocareful student of affairs can look for any other re- 
sult. Is any such point of national honor or interest involved in the present 
question as to justify giving the signal for such a stupendous outbreak of 
giant forces? 

If we are to go on the way marked out by the President, on which Congress 
seems ready to follow, we must face, as the President does, the probable re 
sult. Great Britain has no less national pride and self-confidence than we, 
and is as little likely to back down. It may be that Great Britain will yield, 
but it is hardly safer for us to bank on that than on Secretary Carlisle's 
Treasury estimates. 

The Republicans in the House losta grand opportunity to puncture the 
pseudo-patriotic balloon that was so airily displayed before them. Why did 
not some oneask that the Treasury be heard from, or why the President 
had dropped his policy of cautious timidity and struck the note of war so 
boldly at a time when his Administration had seriously embarrassed the 
nation financially, and when his party was on the verge of ruin. 


The shrewdest politician in the country seems to have played his boldest 
and deepest game. In the moment of defeat he has made a high bid for the 
Irish vote that is getting away froin its Democratic moorings, and has di- 


veneed Oa attention from conditions that make war talk worse than 
ill timed. 

I hope I am not asking toomuch when I request yourcareful consideration 
of these suggestions, and urge you to throw your influence on the side of a 
more deliberate treatment in Congress of the serious questions now before 
the nation. A nation, as a man, can better afford to recede from a wrong 
position than to maintain it. 

The voters who rolled up the enormous vote that put a Republican major- 
ity in the House did not do it to see that majority meshed in the net set by 
the chief of the Administration of which the Seeple disapproved. 

Perhaps I should add that lam nota peace-at-any-price man. War for a 
real principle. for the maintenance of national honor, whether good poljcy or 
not, would call for the support of every true American; but for a great nation 
to bring on war without such a basis is wholesale crime. I believe, too, ina 
firm, even a “spirited,” foreign policy, and am classed, I think, as a jingo, 
but I detest a jerky and petulant foreign policy, on the course of which 
neither our own citizens nor other nations can count. 


Asking you to pardon solong a communication, Iam, sir, with great respect, - 


Yours, very truly, 
Hon. SAMUEL W. McCatu, Washington, D. C. 
From Samuel E, Turner: 


EDWIN A. START. 


CAMBRIDGE, MAss., December 21, 1395. 

DzAR Sir: As one of your constituents I write to express my deep regret 
that the House of Representatives has so far supported the policy of Presi- 
dent Cleveland's message in relation to Venezuela. 

The message has been stigmatized as a ‘crime against humanity,’ and in 
my opinion it is nothing less to give a new interpretation to the Monroe doc- 
iow gue mamma kindred nation, and threaten war—all in the same 
breat. 


The precipitation of the Franco-Prussian war by Napoleon III might well 
be considered a righteous act compared with the prec vitation of war with 
England by our Government. 

I trust that your voice will be raised loud and clear against all measures 
that make for war and in favor of all that make for peace. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
SAM’L E. TURNER. 

Hon. SAMUEL W. McCALu. 


From Henry B. Blackwell: 


OFFICE OF THE WOMAN'S JOURNAL, 
Boston, December 23, 1895. 
DEAR Mr. McCAt.: The only foothold that the Anglo-Saxon race and free 
government have in South America is British Guiana, which is governed by 
a legislature of its own and is a republic in all but name, like the provinces of 
Canada. Venezuela is only a chaotic, semibarbarous Spanish-Indian military 
despotism—a republic only in name. This is not a case where the Monroe 


doctrine applies. 
Yours, truly, HENRY B. BLACKWELL. 


From Hon. William B. Durant: 
Boston, December 21, 1896. 


My DEAR McCALL: The sentiment of the business men in your district is, 
in my judgment, that the President has made a great blunder in his Vene- 
— message, and that the Republicans are injuring themselves by indors- 

im. 
Oe Yours, very truly, WM. B. DURANT. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of this some- 
what protracted debate I can not expect to offer anything new to 
the House. Nor shall I attempt todoso. It will be my purpose 
simply to gather up the threads of the argument, and to ascertain 
as nearly as may be where we now stand. The pending measure 
contains two simple propositions, easy of comprehension by any 
intelligent man. So far as the second os is concerned, [ 
do not propose to discuss it. I do not understand that it would 
meet with any substantial opposition in this House upon either 
side of the Chamber. 

The first proposition is simply to add to existing law the power 
in the hands of the President of the United States to issue another 
kind of bond. Under the act of 1875 the President has the power 
to borrow money and to issue bonds running thirty years and 
bearing 4 per cent interest, or bonds running ten years and bearing 
5 per cent interest. 

The proposition now before the House is to so add to his power 
that he may issue bonds bearing 3 per cent interest, payable in fif- 
teen years, and redeemable after five years at the option of the 
Government. 

Now, I am at a loss to understand how there can be any pos- 
sible objection to placing this power in the hands of the President. 
Ey assent that he may reach out thirty years into the future 

mortgage the earnings of posterity at the rate of 4 per cent, 
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ought he not to have the much lesser power to issue bonds run- 
ning only fifteen years and interest at the rate only of 3 
per centt Now, as a plain, practical proposition, let me cite to you 
somé figures. Since the calamity of this Democratic Administra- 
tion has come upon us there have been issued $162,000,000 of bonds. 
One hundred million dollars of those bonds bear interest at the 
rate of 5 ro cent and run ten years. Sixty-two million dollars 
of those bonds run thirty years and bear interest at the rate of 4 
e cent. Upon the first issue we pay in interest $50,000,000. 
pon the second issue we pay in interest $75,000,000. In other 
words, since this Democratic Administration came into power, 
bonds have been issued under existing law which cores upon the 
shoulders of our people in the shape of interest $125,000,000. Now, 
if the bill that is now pending before this House been a law 
upon the statute books we would have been compelled to pay only 
,800,000, or, in other words, if it had been a law it woul 
saved to the people of the United States $100,700,000. [Applause 
oes side, } is i a ad 
ask any gentleman on oor any reason 
why we should not adopt this measure of economy in the interest 
of the people of the United States. Some gentleman suggested 
that he would strike out the provision of the act of 1875 and in- 
sert simply the provision of this act. But I want to suggest to 
my friend that no one can foresee the future conditions of the 
market nor the future condition of the country, and that no harm 
comes from giving to the President of the United States the mar- 
gin that he will have if this bill becomes law supplemental to— 
additional to—the law of 1875. 
I want to call your ene Rereeees and briefly to two im- 
portant things in connection with this . In the first place, it 
roposes to make the American people the creditors of the Amer- 
can 4 pvyes It proposes to pay such interest as we may be com- 
pelled to pay to our own people and not to foreign syndicates, It 
pro to afford an opportunity to every man, woman, and 
child throughout this broad land, whether in city or in hamlet, to 
show their patriotism by investing their earnings, whether small 
or great, in the bonds of their own Government. ore on 
the Republican side.] It provides, in the second place, that the 
seceeie of any bonds that may be issued shall be a separate fund 
or redemption perpen and confines them to that purpose alone. 
It prevents, so far legislation can, the use of the a of 
bond loans for paying deficiencies in the Treasury; and gentlemen 
may dismiss from their minds any doubt as to the question of its 
interference with the greenbacks. So faras the greenbacks are con- 
cerned, this law changes existing law not aniota. Then I put to 
you the question: If these thi are so, what is the objection 
to this proposed form of relief in this the hour of the country’s 
emergency? 
It has been suggested that this bill is an indorsement of bond 
issues in time of peace. Notso. This bill does not compel the 
issue of any bonds. It provides only for the character of the issue 


when the emergency shall make it ey. 

lt has been further enamored that bond in time of peace 
are not in accordance with Republican policy. This in isa 
mistake. The Republican party has always always 


oppose, bond issues to meet revenue deficiencies, but it has always 

vocated bond issues when necessary to keep at par the American 
dollar, and so in 1878 it issued ninety-five and one-half millions. 
The Republican party believes, aboveall things, in the maintenance 
of all our money, W silver, or paper, ata parity. Its 
doctrine is parity of value our dollars. Now, Iput another 


uestion: o stands to this — law? 
’ > aeanieee, ton never in the hi of 


Why, I venture to say, 
Congressional 1} tion since the Government was founded 
such ne ted as is presented to the country to- 
day. e President of the United States tells us that the pecun- 
iary safety of the Republic is threatened. The Secretary of the 
Treasury echoes his cry. The President says to us: Gentlemen 
forego the pleasures of this holiday season and come to my aid 
with legislation. The Congress of the United States—the majority 
pew ¢ the Congress of ie anes Cae pecs 
the President's call, do forego the pleasures of the Christmas 
season, and are here endeavoring to to the President the re- 
lief that he sought; and what is the dent doing? 
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plause.] Already it is an open secret that u condition of 
a failure of this Sestaiadion an agreement Sean tenes made with 
another syndicate for another loan of anywhere from $100,000,000 
to $200,000,000 at 4 per cent. That is the reason why the Admin- 
istration is a to this measure, and why it seeks to put upon 
our shoulders the responsibility of its failure. Defeat this measure, 
my fellow-Republicans, and the Administration will say to the 
world—will say to our own complaining people—we are forced to 
make this loan at 4 per cent for thirty years because the Repub- 
lican Congress would not give us authority to make any other. 
Now, if that be so, if I have spoken the truth up to this time, 
will you tell me any reason ee on the floor of 
this House should play into the hands of the Democratic Admin- 
istration? [Loud applause on the Republican side.} Do you 
want, by voting with the Democracy, to increase the burden of 
is people another $16,000,000? Do you want to enable the Ad- 
ministration to pat a responsibility upon us that we ought not to 
bear? Fellow-Republicans, there are times when there is not only 
an excuse, but when it is a duty to oun plainly. I beg of you to 
stop and think, to think long and soberly and intelligently, before 
ou join the Democratic forces upon the other side of that aisle. 
Loud applause on the Republican side.] The issue is plainly 
awn. ere can be no mistake about where the dividing line 
is. ‘Under which flag, Bezonian?” Will you vote with tho 
Democratic party of this House, or will you follow after the ban- 
ner of your own party in the interest of the American people? 
[Loud ap lause on the Republican side. ] 


The AKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be 
— for a third reading. 
r. JOHNSON of California. I ask a vote on each section sep- 


arately. 

The SPEAKER. The order gives that right, and accordingly 
the vote will be taken on the first section. The Clerk will report 
the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the authority given to the Secretary 
of the Treasury by the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the resumption of specie perments, he is authorized from time to 
time, at his discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in 

in the United States to 
for the o ject stated in this section, bearing not to exceed 3 per cent interest 
per annum, pagelie semiannually, and redeemable at the pleasure of tho 

nited States, in coin, after five years from their date, and payable in fifteen 
years after their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions pro- 
vided in said act for the bonds therein authorized. And the Secretary of tho 
Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof for the redemption of United States 
legal-tender notes, and for no other pu : Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to re or modify an act eporoves May 31, 1878, en- 
titled “An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal-tender 
notes." Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds 
authorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, he shall ad- 
vertise the same and authorize su ptions therefor to be e at the Treas- 
ury Department and at the subtreasuries and designated depositories of the 
United States. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays on that. 

The yore and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
it will tly facilitate the voting if order is kept on the floor, 
oth the Clerk can not hear the responses, and the responses 
should always be t and loud. 

The Chair woul suggest that there may be three roll 
calls, so that gentlemen must that in mind and govern them- 
selves accordingly. , 

Mr. CRISP. It is only on the final passage that I desire the 


yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing that the first sec- 
tion be en and the third time. 

Mr. CRISP. I only ee gee een Onn om ths paesage of the sec- 
tion, and what I is that it be considered as engrossed and 
read a third time, and then the vote be taken on the passage of 
the section. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, the vote will be 
— on that question, and will be on the passage of the first sec- 

on. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 136, 
not vollng 48; as follows: 

YEAS—171. 


an amount sufficient 


Acheson, Boutelle, Goosias, Fowler, 
all the power the "Administration te detest the legislation that Adams, prowater, Curtis, Iowa Gamble, 
we are endea to secure. [A et Se ie, a N. Y. Gardner, 
side.] What is the of the Treasury doing? Pu pe ome ome Daniels, gineons vy. 
authentic interviews in a morning newspaper decrying the legis- Apsley, Ball, Dayton, Gillett, Mass 
lation that we propose to consummate. grace. Fa. Boon fey, Se, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I am amazed—and I mean just what I say— | Banose Topemee, ooazenee, 
I am amazed that a gentleman who has been a member of this | Baker, Md. Chickering, Draper, Grow, 
House, a member of other House, and a Cabinet officer has Clark, Mo. are Hadley, 
so little regard for the proprietie. and decencies of public life and t, Qosding, . , Nebr 
the mong ot our Government. [Loud applause on the blican : Fenton, , 
side. } y does the Administration oppose this measure? I will pec Fischer, Hanly, 
tell you why. Because it wants nothing but ‘* gold” bonds, and y Wis. . v> 
it wants to deal with nobody but foreign syndicates. [Renewed Corkies’ 08s, Hatch, * 
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wol Knox, Northway, Stone, C. W. 
Bestwe Pa. Kulp, Overstreet, Strode, Nebr. 
Hemenway, Lacey, Parker, Strong, 
Henderson, Lefever, Payne, Taft, 

Henry, Ind. Leighty, Phillips, Tawney, 
Hicks, Leisenring, Pitney, Tayler, 
Hill, Leonard, Poole, Thomas, 
Hitt, Lewis, Pugh, Tracey, 
Hooker, Lorimer. uigg, Treloar, 
Hopkins, Loudens) r, ey burn, Updegraff, 
Howe Low, Royse, Van Voorhis, 
Howell, Mahany, Russell, Conn. Wadsworth, 
Hubbard, Mahon, Scranton, Walker, Mass. 
Huff, McCall, Mass. Shannon, Wanger, 
Hulick, McCleary, Minn. Sherman, Warner, 
Huling, McEwan Simpkins, Watson, Ind. 
Hull, Meiklejohn, Smith, Ml. Watson, Ohio 
Hunter, Mercer Southard Wellington, 
Hurley, Miller, W.Va. Southwick, White, 
Hutcheson, Milliken, Spalding, Wilber, 
Jenkins, Milnes, Sperry, Willis, 
Johnson, Ind. Minor, Wis. Stahle, Wilson, N. Y. 
Johnson, N.Dak. Moody, Steele, Woodman, 
Joy, Mozley, Stewart, N. J. Wright. 
Kiefer, Noonan, Stewart, Wis. 
NAYS—136. 

bott, Curtis, Kans. Long, Russell, Ga. 
oe Danford, Loud, Sayers, 
Bailey, De Armond, Maddox, Settle, 
Baker, Kans. Denny, Marsh, Shafroth, 
Baker, De Witt, McCall, Tenn. Shuford, 

\ Dinsmore, McClellan, Skinner, 
Barham, ery, McClure, Snover, 
Bartlett, Ga. Doolittle, McCreary, Ky. Sorg, 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Downing, McCulloch, Spencer, 

oh, Eddy, McDearmon, Stokes, 
Bell, Colo. Ellett, Va. McKenney, Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, S. C. McLachlan, Strowd, N.C. 
Black, Ga. Ellis, McLaurin, Sulzer, 
Bowers, Erdman, MeMillin, Swanson, 
Broderi Graff, Meredith, Tarsney, 
Buck, Harris, Meyer, Tate, 
Burrell, Hart, Miles, Terry, 
Burton, Mo. Hartman, Miller, Kans. Towne, 
Catchings, Hendrick, Miner, N. Y. Tucker, 
rdy, Hermann, Mondell, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Iowa Hilborn, Murphy, Turner, Va. 
Clarke Hyde, Neill, Tyler, 
Cobb, Ala. Johnson, Cal. Newlands, Underwood, 
Cobb, Mo. Jones, Otey, Walker, Va. 
Colson, Kem Owens, Walsh, 
Cooper, Kendall, Patterson, Washington, 
Cooper, Tex. Kerr, Pearson, Wheeler, 
Cowen, Kirkpatrick, Pendleton, Williams, 
Cox, Kyle, Pickler, Wilson, Idaho 
Crain, Latimer, Price, Wilson, Ohio 
Crisp. Lawson, Prince, Wilson, 8. C. 
Crowley, Lester, Reeves. Wood, 
be’ Linney, Richardson, Woodard, 
Livingston, Robbins, Yoakum. 
NOT VOTING—48. 
Allen, Barney, Brumm Crump, 
Arnold, R.L Berry, Cockrell, Fitzgerald, 
Atw Boatner, Crowther, Grout, 
Hall, M he Perkins, Smith, Mich. 
Harrison, McCormick, Powers, Sparkman, 
Henry, Conn. c y Raney, Stallings, 
Hepburn, Money, ae Stephenson, 
Howard, orse, Robertson, La. Stone, W.A. 
Layton, Moses, Robinson, Pa. Sulloway, 
Linton, Odell, usk, Talbert, 
Little, e Sauerhering, Tracewell, 
Otjen, Shaw, Woomer. 


- = a. section of the bill was ra 
e following S$ were announced: 
Until further line: 
Mr. OTJEN with Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. WiLu1am A. Stone with Mr. Layton, 
Mr. Brum with Mr. Hatt. 
Mr. Woomer with Mr. Litrte. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. FirzGEeRA.p. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. SPARKMAN, 


Mr. Smitu of Mi 
Mr. Powers with 


with Mr. Berry. 
. MonEY. 


Mr. Grout with Mr. BoaTNER. 
Mr. Morse with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. Hepsurn with Mr. ALLEN. 
On this question: 


ge 


this day 


SAUERHERING with Mr. OGDEN. 
Crump with Mr. LocKHART. 
LINTON with Mr. Maaurire. 
Ray with Mr. McRae. 


“Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Howarpb. 
McCormick with Mr. Harrison. 


Rosrnson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Moses. 

with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Berry|. if he were_ present, I should vote “‘ aye.” 
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The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Applause on the Republican side. ] 
he SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the 
second section. 
The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. Thesecond section having now been adopted, 
the bill is passed. 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire tomake a motion which I will preface 
with a parliamentary inquiry. There is a desire on both sides of 
the House, as many gentlemen have been unable to go home for 
the holidays, that an opportunity to do so be afforded next week; 
and the general wish is that this object be accomplished by taking 
three-day recesses during the coming week, and not taking up any 
actual business until a week from next Monday. My parliamen- 
tary inquiry is, whether under the Constitution a recess can be 
taken from to-day until next Thursday, or whether that would be 
an adjournment for more than three legislative days. I do not 
know what the precedents have been. If the motion is permissi- 
ble, I will move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday next. 

TheSPEAKER. Sunday is not taken into account in these 
cases, but- 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can the House adjourn from to-day until 
Thursday? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the adjournment can not be 
to a later day than next Wednesday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move, then, that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

Several MEMBERS. Wednesday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; Wednesday will be New Year’s Day. 
The idea is to take a three-day recess from next Tuesday, which 
would carry us over until Friday, and then another recess until 
Monday, with the general understanding that no business is to be 
transacted next week, but that business will be resumed a week 
from Monday. This, Mr. Speaker, will enable gentlemen who 
may desire to leave the city to do so safely; and I hope there will 
be no objection to that understanding. [Cries of ‘All right!’] 

Imove, then, that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet 
on Tuesday next. 

Mr. CRISP. One moment, Mr. Speaker, before that motion is 
submitted. Let us have no misunderstanding. The general un- 
derstanding is that we are to adjourn until Tuesday, then meet 
and immediately adjourn over until Friday, and on the assembling 
of the session on Friday to immediately adjourn until Monday, 
without the transaction of any business whatever; so that those 
who have business at home can go safely, and with the certainty 
that no business will be transacted next week. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the understanding. 

Mr. CRISP. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. If that is the understanding, the Chair will 
endeavor to carry it out as far as possible. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask a vote on m 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to submit at this time for consideration a resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask if there is objection to its consideration. 

The resolution was read at length. 

It provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall be author- 
ized and directed to supply marble floor tiling, subbase, and 
wainscoting in the first story of the above-named building, not- 
withstanding the provision of the act of March 3, 1875, known as 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I object. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is represented and made to appear that since the completion of 
the record in the contested election case of Robert T. Van Horn vs. John C. 
Tarsney, from the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri, now pending in 
part 2 of the Committee on Elections of this House, and since the expiration 
of the time limited by law for the taking of evidence therein, new and mate- 
rial evidence pertinent to the issue in said contest, necessary to a just deter- 
mination of the same and directly affecting the rights of the contestee therein, 

been discovered by said contestee, and was not known toand could not 
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have been discovered by the said contestee before the closing of the taking of 
testimony in said col under the law: Now, 


Resolved, That said contest be of further testi 
mony therein; that the said contestee within ten days after the 
of this resolution, give notice to said con nt, or his attorneys, of t 


time and place at which testimony will be taken on behalf of said contestee, 
and the names of the witnesses to be examined, and that the taking of such 
testimeny shall begin not later than ten days from the date of said notice, and 
may continue on behalf of said contestee for a period of ten days and no 
call contested the contestant shall the taking of said testimony on bebal -- 
buttal for a like period of ten days, first giving to the contestee ee poner: 
that in all other respects the taking of herein authorized shall be 
overned py the law contested e 8, save that soetineny 80 
ken shall be returned ah 2 of the Committee on Elections of this 
House instead of the Clerk of House. 

Resolved further, the testimony taken under the foregoing resolution 
shall be made a part of the record in said contested election case, subject to 
all legal objections. 

Mr. TARSNEY. In support of the resolution and showing the 
materiality of the testimony, I send to the desk and ask to have 
read a copy of an affidavit upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to refer this to the 
Committee on Elections? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is itn to read the affidavit? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I think so . 8 , as an evidence of the 
good faith and materiality of the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to be heard on that ques- 
tion before the reference is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the affidavit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE OF MrssouRt, County of Jackson, ss; 
E. J. Hartman AB Sustt F. M. Harrison, J. T. Dwyer, J. J. Cassidy, 
and J. e 


they have examined the the Ward of 
yt held in said on the 6th day of No- 
vember, A. D. of the 200 ballots cast in fifth at said 
Fi eimai ae Van Horn, ceed, 
for Congress in the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri election 
Fee Ne wits TA TL Th TOTT, 18 85. 80, OO, 90 Oa Oe, arb, 2, on 
Baik i ee tye 
142. 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 157, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 167, 168, 171, 178, 178. 
pm as oe 180° 187: 188. 289, 190, 191, 192, 198, 194,196, 198, 107, 198 10, 
AMants stato that, all of the foregoing numbe were ballots, 
foe Se Se ramet Can 0 ee eancsntioanndideneter 
in said Fifth Congressional district at said election, was erased and the name 
of said Van Horn written in lieu thereof; that the name of said Van Horn 
was evidently written on Seeee Se Swe. sae See He ; that 
each of said persons wrote Van Horn's name upon it one-half of the 
ballots above en ne eens Set Se eee Share deomhek 
and numbered and the of said Horn as the candidate 
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lection, 
—. at their office in Kansas City, Jackson County, Mo., and further depo- 
nents say 


Gubessibel and ensue to helen me thie eth dag af ee oD 
Notary Public, Jackson County, Mo. 
ovis Ses ae 
Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. , I shall not detain the House by 
making any extended this matter. I shall cer- 
tainiy avoid what would be y improper, and shall not 
refer to anything that does not bear the resolution 


before the House. I will state that the in the case shows 
that 200 ballots were counted in this that were ues- 
tionably illegal. The contestant has them to be I 
concede they were i Theevidence tes 
that they were and those ballots, which it is admitted on 
all sides were illegal, are the ballots that are specified and num- 
bered ait vit cree eee po we eee 
mony in this case closed without the possibility of knowing 
or ballots had been cast. ee a > ig nc | 


therefore ask that the resolution, with the accompanying affidavit, 
the original of which is in my possession and which will be pre- 
sented to the committee, be referred to the committee, and that 
the an ae back to the House the best means of reaching the 

truth concerning this matter. I shall be able to satisfy this 
committee that this is newly discovered evidence, that it was not 
within the knowledge of myself or my attorneys when the matter 
was 0 for investigation, and could not have been within our 
know at that time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is in the nature 
of an application by a sitting member of this House for leave to 
take testimony in a contest that is ee for his seat after 
the statutory time for taking testimony expired. I recognize, 
of course, the fact that the statutory method of procedure is not ex 
clusive. Indeed, it has been held that the provisions are not man 
eae 1 think correctly so held. But it seems to me that 
the ought not to un ke to exercise its unquestioned 
right to permit the case to be opened up, or even to refer a reso 
lution to the Committee on Elections, in order that they may de- 
termine on the propriety of opening up the case and reporting the 
result back to the House, until there is some kind of a prima facic 
showing of necessity made to the House. 

It is well enough to meet this question at the very threshold, be- 
cause lam informed that there will be other applications of asimilar 
character to this one, both by contestants and contestees, made to 
the House. It is therefore highly important that we should haye 
the attention of members upon this subject, to the end that the 
precedent here established may not be made in haste, but may be 
-_ upon which we can depend in the future in matters of a like 
nature. 

> LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Would it not be proper to refersuch a resolution 
to the committee for the purpose of ascertaining whether there is 
a prima facie case? 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I will answer that before I get through. This is an application 
upon the of a sittingmember. Of course if he be not entitled 
to his —and upon that point I express no opinion and have no 
opinion whatever—every minute of delay is giving him that to 
which he is really not entitled, and is keeping the contestant out 
of that to which he is entitled. I only mention this to show the 
— of the question and the importance of determining it cor- 
rectly. 

Again, the Committee on Elections No. 2 is ready and willing 
to discharge its duties to the utmost extent; but it may not be im- 
proper for me to say that the committee has eleven contests pen«- 
ing before it which will require a at deal of very hard work, 
extending over a protracted period. It is therefore important, 
I think, in matters of this kind that not even a motion referring 
this resolution to the committee should be adopted unless the 
House is reasonably satisfied of the propriety of such action. 
Now, before the House, of its own accord, would undertake, with- 
out a reference to a committee, to permit any party whose seat is 
contested to take testimony after the time has expired which the 
statute gives—and it seems to me, also, before it should refer a 
resolution to a committee, asking the committee to report as to 
the propriety of such action—there should be before the House 
some reasonable ground for believing, first, that the party asking 
it has not been guilty of any neglect, and, second, that the testi 
oo taken is relevant and will have a tendency to change 

e result. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will my friend allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Ithink my friend misapprehends the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ithinknot. Iunderstand the gen- 
tleman to move to refer it to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TarsnEy] does 
not ask any action on the part of the House. He proposes to re- 
fer this resolution to the Committee on Elections, so that the com- 
mittee can look at it and report the resolution back to the House 
if the committee find it advisable, and if not to dispose of it in 


committee. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. thatthisistrue. The point 
I am insisting on is this, that before a referenceis made to the com- 
mittee, before the committee is asked to examine into the ques- 
tion—and an examination of it as I understand it, possibly 
necessitate an examination of the whole case from beginning to 
end—before this reference is made the contestee had better make 
it appear to the House in some way that he hasexercised some dili- 
gence, and that when the testimony is taken it will have some 


There s not a thing before the House—except the mere state- 
ment of the gentleman, and that is not made in detail—tending to 
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show that he ‘has exercised any diligence. It is recited in the 
resolution—and that resolution in point of fact is not true—that 
“it ap ing to the House” that he has discovered new testimony 
which he coal not with diligence have discovered before. There 
is nothing here but the mere naked statement of the gentleman, 
and I imagine in a matter of this gravity there ought to be some 
statement under oath. And besides, it is stated there that a num- 
ber of tickets which were Democratic tickets were found after the 
election in a ballot box which was in the hands of a legal custo- 
dian, and that they had across the name of the contestee a mark, 
and that there is written upon them the name of the contestant, 
all in the handwriting of two individuals. 

Now, that may very well be and still the ballots be lawful ones. 
There is nothing in the affidavit just read and nothing stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri tending to show that under the elec- 
tion laws of Missouri these ballots would not be perfectly honest 

lots. 
> CRISP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. Does my friend intend to object to the introduc- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Notatall. But this is asking a 
reference of it to the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. The Chair will refer it of his own motion. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks it was not necessary for the 
gentleman from Missouri to present it, although he had a right, 
as a question of privilege, to so present it to the House for its 
action. 

Mr. CRISP. The Chair will refer it to the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It must be referred or not referred. 

The SPEAKER. The matter having been brought before the 
House in this way, and having been discussed, the Chair thinks 
the House may dispose of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Just onp second, and I will con- 
clude. 

Mr. CRISP. The House can not reject it. The question is 
what the committee will do when it is referred to it. at is all. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Just a minute further. 

Now, the resolution, if referred, is almost in the nature of an 
instruction. It states that, ‘‘ [t appearing to the House that the 
party has used due diligence,” etc. Now, that is the very ques- 
‘ion that the committee should be called upon to determine, if 
this reference is to be made. I would much rather that some 

ntleman not a member of the committee had made this point. 

do not want to interpose an objection which will deprive the 
gentleman from Missouri, or any other member whose seat is in 
contest, of a full opportunity to take any testimony that he may 
deem proper and necessary; but I simply want to call the atten- 
tion of this House to what this will lead to, and to insist that a 
member should make out a prima facie case that would justify a 
reference before this labor is entailed upon the committee. It 
seems to me that, as a matter of practice, any gentleman who 
seeks to delay the determination of his case in order to take addi- 
tional evidence ought certainly to make such a showing before it 
is granted him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the reference to a 
committee is not action of the House indorsing the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I beg pardon. 

The SPEAKER. A reference to a committee by the House is 
not the action of the House indorsing the resolution. It is a ref- 
erence to the committee for the purpose of ascertaining what the 
committee would recommend in the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That would simply obviate one of 
the objections I have stated, Mr. Speaker. I have no purpose to 
throw obstacles in the way of a gentleman who desires to take the 
pe th as to newly discovered evidence. 

The R. What does the gentleman pro ? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have tried to my meaning 
clear. I call attention to the fact that, if there is any way to pre- 
vent it, there should be no reference at all of such a matter as this 
to an Elections Committee until such a prima facie case of neces- 
sity is made out as will justify the reference. But if the House 
. Speaker desires to act with these statements before it, I 

ve noo ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 2. Without objection, the reference will 
be considered as made. 

There was no objection. 


CASE OF JOHN L. WALLER, 


Mr. HITT. Mr.S , I desire to present a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. gentleman from Illinois rises with a 
report, which he will present. 

Mr. . The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was 
referred the resolution of inquiry in relation to the imprisonment 
of John L. Waller, have instructed me to report it back with an 
@mendment and to ask for its adoption. 





The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution to the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his judg- 


ment not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the House 
of Representatives all information which has been received by him or by the 


State Department, in regard to the arrest and trial of John L. Waller, a citi- 
zen of the United States, by French authorities in tho Island of Madagascar, 
and his imprisonment in the Republic of France, including all correspondence 
between Edward Telfair Wetter, United States consul at Madagascar, and 
Mr. Edwin F. Uhl, of the Department of State, and all records, documents, 
and evidence in any way touching said matters in his possession, or in posses- 


sion of the State Department. 
The report (by Mr. Hirt) was read, as follows: 


7 Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following 
resolution— 

“ Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his judg- 
ment not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the House 
of Representatives all information which has been received by him or by the 
State Department in regard to the arrest and trial of John L. Waller, a citi- 
zen of the United States, by French authorities in the Island of Madagascar, 
and his imprisonment in the Republic of France, including all correspond- 
ence between Edward Telfair Wetter, United States consul at Madagascar, 
and Mr. Edwin F. Uhl, of the Department of State, and all records, docu- 
ments, and evidence in any way touching said matters in his possession, or in 
possession of the State Department "— 

Beg leave to report the same with an amendment omitting the words, 
“including all correspondence between Edward Telfair Wetter, United States 
consul at Mad scar, and Mr. Edwin F. Ubl, of the Department of State,” 
and recommend the adoption of the resolution with said amendment. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, that is a unanimous report of the 
committee, and on its adoption I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; 
and the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HITT. Iam also directed to report back a similar resolu- 
tion introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WoopMan] 
with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be laid 
on the table. 


FIRING ON SCHOONER HENRY CROSBY. 


Mr. HITT. Iam also directed to report back with an amend- 
ment a resolution in regard to the firing on the schooner Henry 
C yf. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following 
resolution— 

** Whereas the schooner Henry Cr , a vessel duly enrolled under the laws 
of the United States, and commanded by Abel F. Stubbs, a citizen thereof, 
was fired upon by troops of the Republic of Santo Domingo while at anchor 
flying the Easevlamn flag at Azua, in said Republic of Santo Domingo, on the 
10th day of December, 1893, and members of its crew shot and seriously 
wounded, and property belonging to the vessel destroyed; and 

‘Whereas the owners, officers, and crew of said vessel have petitioned the 
Department of State for indemnity for such injury and loss, and have re- 
ceived no relief: 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of 
Representatives, if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interests, 
the diplomatic and consular correspondence and the correspondence between 
the Government of the United States and the owners, officers, or crew, their 
agents or attorneys, and all other rervorts or correspondence relating to said 
attack and claim demanded”’— 

Report the same back and recommend its adoption with two amendments: 
First, strike out ‘“‘ was,”’ in the fourth line of the preamble, and insert “is al- 
leged to have been;”’ and, second, strike out, in the last line of the preamble, 
the words “and have received no relief.” 


Mr. HITT. This is a unanimous report. I move the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
were agreed to; and the resolution as amended was adopted. 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA, 


Mr. HITT. Iam further instructed by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs to report back a resolution in regard to affairs in 
Cuba, and to ask the adoption of the resolution with an amend- 
ment. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following res- 
olution— 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to furnish for the in- 
formation of the House copies of all correspondence that has passed between 
our Government and the monarchy of Spain in relation tothe warfare which 
is and has been taking place in the Island of Cuba between the inhabitants of 
Cuba and Spain since Kieu last, and also any information he has as to 
the formation of the Republic of Cuba at Jimaquayn, in the Province of Cama- 
quay, on September 16 last ”*— s ; 

ee — - same back and recommend the adoption of the following substi- 
tute therefor: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the 
House of Representatives, if not inconsistent with the public interests, copies 
of all correspondence relating to affairs in Cuba since February last.” 


Mr. HITT. This report also is unanimous. I move the pre- 
vious question. d 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution reported by the committee as a substitute 
was agreed to, 
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THOMAS F. BAYARD. 


Mr. HITT. I submit also a report from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs upon preamble and resolution relating to Thomas F. 
Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great Britain. The 
cominittee recommend the adoption of the resolution with amend- 
ments. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following 
preamble and resolution— 

“ Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, the ambassador of the United States to Great 
Britain, is reported wa he London Times newspaper to ha 

vech delivered in ton, England, on the da 
dent stood in the midst of a strong, self-confident, and oftentimes vio- 
lent people, men who sought to have their own way. It took a real man to 
govern the people of the United States;' and 

“ Whereas said Bayard is further reported by the gross of this country to 
have said in a public delivered in Edinburgh, tland, on the 7th day 
of November, 1895, ‘In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable 
growth of a form of ism styled “ protection,” which has done more to 
corrupt public life, to banish men of independent mind from public councils, 
and to lower the tone of national representation than any other single 
cause. Protection now controlling, the sovereign power of taxation has been 
perverted from its proper function of creating revenue to support the Gov- 
ernment into an engine of selfish profitallied with combinations called trusts. 
It thus has sapped the popular conscience by giving corrupting <— —y) to 

classes, and it throws legislation into the political market, where job- 
bers and chafferers take the gente of statesmen;’ and 

“ Whereas it is not one of the functions of an ambassador to insult in the 
country to which he is ted the people he is supposed to represent, and 
it is consistent neither with the character of the office nor with the dignity 
and independence of the people of the United States that their ambassador 
abroad should make violent es on questions relating to our 
domestic policy apse prege See Therefore 

* Beit resolved, That the dent be, and he pee is, requested toinform 
the House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interests 
what steps, if any, he has taken to ascertain whether said Bayard made said 
speeches, and if he hasascertained that he did make said speeches, what steps, 

any, he has taken to recall or to censure said Bayard "'— 

Beg leave to report the same back with three amendments. Amend the 
second * whereas" of the preamble by axis out “said Bayard ” and insert- 
ing * Thomas F. Barer, ambassador of the United States to Great Britain”; 
also by striking out the third “whereas”; and amending the resolution so 
that it shall read— 

* Resolved, That the President be, and he is bereny, requested to communi- 
cate to the House, if not incompatible with the pu interests, any informa- 
ee ae an F, Bayard, the ambassador 


tion or ¢ ndence sho 
of the Lai States to Gr e said speeches, and if so, what 
action has taken thereon by the President "— 


. an , 

And seeommnent the adoption of the preamble and resolution with these 
amendments. 

Mr. HITT. The report which has been read was arrived at by 
the committee in passing u the resolution purely as a resolu- 
tion of inquiry; and from it is eliminated everything else. The 
two extracts from speeches stated to have been made are preserved 
for identification and descripticn. Then follows the resolution in 


‘the somneey Siete of a resolution of inquiry. And therefore, as 


we were substantially unanimous in our decision, except as to one 
gentieman, who refrained from voting, I will move the previous 
question, unless some gentleman desires to ask a question in ref- 
erence to the matter. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not desire to debate the 
rosolution—— 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I only wish to say that it is a 
resolution of inquiry, and that I am opposed toit. I do not ap- 
prove of the resolution and shall not discuss it now; but when a 
response is sent to this House by the President or the Secretary of 
State the time wil! probably be more Sere for giving an 
expression of my views on the matter. I simply state that I did 
not vote for the resolution, and do not approve of it; but its ob- 
ject is to obtain information for the use of the committee. 

Mr. HITT. I will simply add, in lanation and justification 
of the action of the co: ttee, that they were at the time they 
adopted the report under instruction and direction of the House 
to make inquiries regarding the subject-matter of this resolution. 
That was under a separate resolution adopted by this House; and 
this was framed to carry out the instructions given by permitting 
them to obtain the information necessary. 

I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the 
amendments and the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the amendments submitted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ACCEPTANCE OF THE RAM KATAHDIN, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I am requested to call up from the Speaker's 
desk Senate joint resolution No. 82, auth and direc the 
acceptance of the ram Katahdin, and thereby making the said ram 
a of the United States Navy, for immediate consideration. 

e SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the of the Na fe barehe authorized and 
SSF tthe ram Ka end to make vessel a part of the 
nited States Navy. . 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to read, 
in explanation of the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* * * In answer to your request “for information as to the grounds 
which prevented the acceptance of the ram by the Department and a state. 
ment of the facts as to the manner of construction, and whether the ram 
does not furnish to all intentsand purposes a substantial compliance with the 
contract, and whether in 1" (my) judgment it is not desirable that the ram 
be accepted and put upon the list of commissioned vessels of the United States 
Navy,” IL have to state as follows: 

The ship is well built and has been Sopot in accordance with the con- 
tract, save in a few minor particulars, and is a desirable vessel for the Navy, 
being d ed for harbor defense. The construction of the Katahdin was 
autho: as an experiment, and inasmuch as the eae method of apply- 
ing the principles of naval architecture to a vessel of her “7 had nevert een 
demonstra the results that would be obtained were by no means ascer- 
tainable, and it was therefore ‘ly conjectural as to what performance 
she would be capable of. The Bath Iron Works accepted the contract for 
this vessel upon faith in the Department's de of hull and machinery; 
they complied with the letter of the contract and endeavored in good faith to 
Ss ) of the Department in reqara to particulars that had 
not n fully prescribed. They performed their part of the undertaking in 
the most sa’ tory manner and did everything that it was possible to do 
to make the vessel fulfill the yarpoms of Congress in authorizing her con- 
struction and prove successful and efficient. eir success is evidenced by 
the fact that the power which the engines were designed to develop was ex- 
ceeded, but it seems that the good wor. Pp applied on the hull could 
not offset the resistance to be met with on account of the peculiar lines of 
this type of vessel, and her failure to develop the required speed can in no 
wise be attributed to fault on the part of the contractors. Owing to the wa 
the ram behaved on the trial when her engines were exerting their full 
power, the De ment is of opinion that it would probably be impossible to 
make a ship of this kind run at 17 knots an hour with en 

power that could be put into her. 

The vessel was sent to the navy-yard, New York, to remain there at the 
risk and expense of the contractors until the question as to her acceptance 
should be decided, and she is still at that yard. 

The De ment recommends that it be given authority to accept the ves- 
sel under the contract for her construction, the contractors to e good all 
uncompleted work necessary to put the vessel in the condition required by 


the contract. * * * 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 


es of any horse- 


Hon. EUGENE 
United States Senate. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr.Speaker, is this a report from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON. A privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. It is in the regular order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. on the communication just read 
from the Secretary of the Navy seems to me to explain clearly 
the necessity for this joint resolution. It is a measure in the in- 
terest of the welfare and defense of the country, and unless some 
gentleman desires to ask a question in reference to it I shall ask 
the previous question. 

rt. HENDERSON. Allow me first to see if I understand the 

urpose of the gentleman. Is this a proposition to accept a vessel 

m the corttractors where the terms of the contract have not 
been complied with? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is to accept a vessel when it was impossi- 
ble for the contractors to comply with the condition of the con- 


tract. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then the Government and the contractors 
entered into an pee contract? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The plans and specifications were drawn 
up by the Navy ent, supposing that an engine power of 
4,500 horses would be able to give the vessel a speed of 17 knots 
an hour. The contractor increased the horsepower to 5,200 and 
still it was not sufficient to send the vessel through the water at 
the rate of speed required. 

The provisions of the specifications for the construction of the 
vessel have been such that it was utterly impossible, as the Sec- 
per of the Navy shows in his letter, for the contractors to ob- 

n that ee 
Mr. HENDERSON. And the Government, I suppose, had its 
tors there all the time the work was progressing? 
. CUMMINGS. It is presumed that they had. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am only asking for information, because 
we have in my own town vessels under construction under the 
same circumstances and I want the House and the country to 
understand what we are doing here. gs 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me say to the gentleman that this is 
the only ram ever built by any Government on the face of the 
earth that has attained a speed of over 16 knots an hour, and she 
will be _ we ee speed wey et thie te battle ship ever built 
or own any foreign country a e. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I merely wanted this dis- 
tinctly understood, as I have some interests to look after that may 
be of the same character. I have entire confidence in the unani- 
mous of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was not able to hear the reading of all the 
report. I wish to ask the whether this is a proposi- 
tion to accept the ship ou t or to give the Secretary author- 
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ity to accept it when the conditions that were proposed originally 
are complied with? , P 

Mr. CUMMIN GS. It authorizes and directs the Secretary to 
accept it, and this resolution is offered at the request of the Sec- 
retary, as shown by the letter which has just been read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I understand this, it does not make the 
acceptance peremptory upon the Secretary, but leaves to him the 
discretion? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It makes the acceptance peremptory, as I 
understand it. It authorizes and directs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Secretary recommends that Congress 
accord him the authority to accept the ship.. I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the contractors in this case have been indorsed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, and by both the construction bureaus, 
as having performed all their part of the work with exceptional 
ability, a that in addition to what they have done, in the en- 
deavor of the contractors to attain the rate of speed which was 
estimated for by the Department, but which it is proved impossi- 
ble to attain, thor have expended, outside.of the specifications, 
more than $40,000 themselves, in order to try to bring this ship up 
to the contract rate of speed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

. Mr. BOUTELLE. ey: 

Mr. SAYERS. Then the only point upon which the contractors 
failed was that of ont 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The only point in which this vessel falls be- 
low the ironclad conditions of the contract—which proved to be 
more ironbound than any of the other contracts for ships—is less 
than 1 knot of speed; and Secretary Herbert, under authority of 
the Boards of Construction and Steam Engineering, states explicitly 
in his letter that not only are the contractors not at all responsi- 
ble for the failure to get the speed required, but he states that 
the experiments with this ship, which is of entirely novel con- 
struction, so that no man was able to estimate accurately the de- 

of resistance that would be met by a vessel of this peculiar 
form—the Secretary states that the trial trip demonstrated that it 
was not only impossible to attain the rate that had been calcu- 
lated in the plans of the Department, but that the contractors 
furnished 200 horsepower in excess of the specifications. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Four hundred horsepower. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Several hundred horsepower in excess; but 
the Secretary says that it has satisfied him, and that the Depart- 
ment is of opinion that it would probably be impossible to make 
a ship of this kind run at 17 knots an hour with engines of any 
horsepower that could be put in her. That is the only point in 
which they have failed to absolutely fulfill all the terms of the 
contract. The contractors had too much faith in the plans and 

ifications of the Department, which now prove, according to 
the statement of the Secretary, to have required in the contract 
practically a mechanical impossibility. 

Mr. SAYERS. In all other respects it comes up to the require- 
ments of the contract? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In all other respects the ship is reported as 
ar built, fulfilling every condition of the contract, and, in 

e opinion of the Secretary and of the chiefs of the bureaus, is a 
most desirable vessel to be added to the Navy of the United States. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand from the gentleman’s statement 
that the Secretary of the Navy is perfectly satisfied with the 
vessel as constructed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, in every way— 

Mr. COX. And asks that it be accepted?. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And recommends to Congress in his letter 
that he.be authorized to accept it, which he can not do under the 
technical conditions of the contract. 
¥ , GS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say,in conclusion, 
that this resolution the te unanimously yesterday, 
and I hope that it will unanimously pass the House ay. 

Mr. ©. ON of Illinois. May I ask the gentieman a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I read from the Secretary’s letter: 

The Department recommends that it be given authority to accept the ves- 
sel under the contract for her construction, the contractors to 2 good all 
uncompleted work necessary to put the vessel in the condition required by 
thecontract. * * * 

The resolution reads as follows: 

That the of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to accept 
tis ramn Kutahdbe coh to make tet vesacl 2 part at the United Orites Mary 

I should be glad to know the reason for the difference between 
the language of the resolution and the recommendation of the 


Mr. Read the latter part of the resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to answer 
my friend from Illinois? I desire to say in that that the 
uncompleted details are simply the last finishing touches which 





are always put upon a ship before she is turned over finally to the 
Government. They only amount in this case to a few hundred 
dollars, the final painting and some few minor details, which the 
contractors expect to fully complete-to the satisfaction of the De- 
partment. 

Mr. LOUD. Why is not that included in the resolution? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know why it was not. It was prob- 
ably an oversight, but there will not be any trouble about that. 
The contractors expect to go on and put this ship in exactly the 
order that was contemplated by the contract, with the exception 
of waiving the speed clause. That is all. 

Mr. CU MINGS. I will say in answer to my friend from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] that this resolution is perfectly satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Navy,and I presume that the word ‘‘ direct” 
is put in there because he desires Congress to assume the respon- 
sibility. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman now says to the 
House, as I understand, after conversation with the Secretary, 
that the joint resolution meets with his approval. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It does. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I renew my re- 
uest for unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
ollowing joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of the United States 
court-house and post-office building at Mankato, Minn. 

Whereas a clause in the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 1875 
(18 Stat., 395), relating to public buildings, provides: ‘No change in said 
plan Savolving on increase of expense exceeding 10 per cent of the amount 
to which said building was limited shall be allowed or paid by any officer of 
the Government without the special authority of Congress; and 

Whereas in yee (during the last recess of Congress) for a much- 
needed enlargement of the United States court-house and post-office building 
at Mankato, Minn., (still in process of erection) the limitations prescribed by 
the above-cited clause e it necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
so modify the plans and specifications for said building as to provide a finish 
inferior to that originally intended: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to supply marble floor, tiling, 
subbase, and wainscot in the first story of the above-named building as shown 
and called for by the original drawings and specifications: Provided, That 
the present appropriation for said buildings and grounds shall not be ex- 
ceeded. 

a the reading of the resolution, 

Mr. DINGLEY said: Mr. Speaker, this resolution has just been 
read, and unless there is acall for its being read again I think itis 
hardly worth while to reread it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may ex- 
plain the joint resolution. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, in 1891 an appro- 
priation of $100,000 was made for the erection of @ court-house and 
post-office in the city of Mankato, Minn. The contracts for the 
substructure and for the superstructure were let at different times. 
When the substructure was completed it was seen that the build- 
ing proposed was too small not only for the future needs of the 
city, but even for those of the present. We were embarrassed 7 
that fact and seriously contemplated coming to Congress to as 
for a larger appropriation. 

Upon inquiry at the office of the Supervising Architect, I dis- 
covered that the estimates of cost on which was based the plan of 
our building called for Indiana limestone, Portland cement, and 
other materials that would have to be brought from a distance. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Mankato is literally ‘‘ founded on the rock,” 
rock that has no oe for beauty and durability, rock which 
is shipped for building and bridge purposes to all parts of the 
country; and right within the city limits is produced the finest 
natural cement in the world. Having convinced the Supervising 
Architect of these facts, I secured from him an order substituting 
our home stone and cement for those previously contemplated. 

Then, on account of the proximity of these two important items 
to the proposed building, we secured surprisingly low bids for the 
superstructure, : 

ere was our on to have our building enlarged with- 
out appealing to Congress for more money. At my request, the 
Supervising hitect made a plan for an addition to the building. 
To — matters, a committee, consisting of the contractor, 
one of our leading citizens, and myself, came down here last 
summer. After a conference the contractor and the Architect 
reached a conclusion whereby the enlargement of the building 
could be made within the appropriation. When the matter was 
submitted to the law division of the Architect’s Office we encoun- 
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tered aa) law onves on poets to the Leesan, 
that no addition co made involving an ture greater 
than 10 per cent of the estimate. The addition ey 


involve an expenditure of about 12 per 
addition and yet not al that 10 
the Architect agreed that the lobby of the building should be fin- 
ished in wood instead of in marble. They ae etion of Ebatiding | 
the time that point was reached in the construction of 

Congress would have convened and we could get its ohare an 
expenditure of money that had already been riated. This 
is the object of the pendin [ eee so direct attention to the 
fact that we ask for no appr tion, and that when the 
building is completed oc al will 000 or $3,000 to be returned 


a the m2 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

of t the joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of llinois. I understand from the gentleman 
eee, - Sv he asks will not entail the expenditure of over 

n 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It will entail an expenditure 
of about $98,000 in all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? mre @ pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
— and being engrossed, it was ae read the third 


cent; and so, to get the 
cent, the contractor and 


On motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, a motion to re-- 


consider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed 
laid on the table. 
I move that the House do now 


‘was 


Mr. DINGLEY. adjourn. 
The Scomana a the Chair submits the 
followi on Enrolled Bills, and will 
— a ° Inid on the table the House resolution relating to the 
ram 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 


that they had examined and found truly py pills an nd joint lum 


resolution of the following titles; when the 


ama bill (H. R. 2264) fixing the times for hol the circuit and 
district courts of the northern district of Iowa of the southern 
eee owa; 


roa R. rae te ee Fla., a subport of 


a ah oandbalions iat Res. 56) to transfer certain offices of the 
a ee ee the State 
. LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

: To Mr. Hurry, until ‘January 6, 1896, on account of important 
usiness, 

To Mr, HussBarp, until January 6, 1896, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Dantets, for five days, on account of New Years. 

To Mr. Temoas, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WHIrE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 
80 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned 


Tuesday next, De- 
cember 81, at 12 o’clock m, 





PU BLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 8009 to the Brain- 
erd vaad Northern. Minnesota’ Rail way Company a and Chippewa 
way through the Leech Lake bide Memare 
In Reservation, in Minnesota—to the Cumelsine on 


Affairs. 
By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: as (H.R. 3010) defining cheese, 


a ig ee a upon an . veers Spee manufacture, 
sale, im: and exportation of “ filled "+o the Com- 
mittee on ant and Means. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H.R. 3011) nt the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for Pennsylvania soldiers who 
eee renee ae 18, 1861, for the defense of the 

of Washin “ty: 4 yee i etn: sal 
ByMn DO H.R. 9012) tofixthe pay allowan 
tenure of office, ‘and aaa veterinary the United 


Tag the Committee on Military 
OPKINS: A bill Sana ae ne oe | 
Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant 


y (at 4 o'clock and | 9. 


marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the sficlency 
of the Naval acerca ke the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. ag revising and amending 
the statutes pak to mts—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill = = . 8015) for the further protection of the reve- 
oie BROM customs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 3016) to prevent desecra- 

Pi if the United States —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3017) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide a eee system of highways in th: ut 
part of the District of Columbia lying outside c: cities,” ap- 
ed March 2, 1893—to the Committee on the District of Co- 


~~ 
By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act ap- 
sorek March 8, 1891, ting the right of way upon the public 
for reservoir and canal purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 3019) to segregate 
and return to the unreserved public domain mineral and coal lands 
upon the White Mountain In Reservation in Arizona—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) authorizing the Territorial auditor of 
Arizona to issue warrants in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 3021) to protect the pen- 
sioners of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
—— 

'y Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 3022) providing for the pur- 
‘cats of additional ieee, for the use of the post-office and 
other Government in the on, of Brooklyn, Sts State of New 
York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 3023) to appropriate the sum of 


$100, 000 to erect a public — at Guthrie, Okla.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public an rounds. 
By Mr. Wie R. 3024) to license billiard tables, 


and baad other eee the Committee on the District of Co- 


By Mr. LOW: Joint resolution (H. Res. 58) authorizing and 
requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the building of the 
Harlem Canal, New York City—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARMER: Joint resolution (H.Res.59) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the end 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Resolution to provide for a clerk to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

own HARMER: Resolution authorizing the employment of 
Coombs as an additional messenger—to the Committee on 
take 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: Memorial by the Eighteenth lez- 
islature of Arizona in regard to Indian de tions—to the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were nted and referred as follows 
B . BARRETT: A bill (H.R. R. 3025) oom me) relief of Charles 
er—to the Committee on Military A 
Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 3026) Gone the charge of 
ee from the record of John W. Ploss—to the Committee on 


oe te BROY BROWN: 4 bill (H.R. ae) - ne relief of Coleman 
Wa n—to the Committee on Mil at Se 
By Mr. CLARKE of eae A il (A. | R. 8028) for relief 
of estate of Francis 8. Jones, of Marengo County, —to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 3029) for the relief ew H. Ketchum, of 
Committee on War 


Mobile, Ala.—to the 
Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H.R. 3080) for the relief of James 
H. to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: ‘A bill (H. R. oie 2 Pe 
sion to Daniel Fike—to the Committee on Invali sions 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 3032) for the relief of Mrs. Han- 
nah Waters, of Horn Island, Mississippi—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 
: A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pen- 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colo- 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 
_By R. 3084) for the relief of John 
Viands, of Jefferson ‘County, . Va.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill R. 3035) for the relief of George W. Graham— 
ae =. Claims. a 
Also, a bill (H. B. 3036) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
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Ott, deceased, late of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3037) for the relief of Howard F. Smallwood, 
of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8038) for the relief of A. B. Rohrbough—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3039) for the relief of John T. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3040) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Mary F. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3041) to re- 
rate the pension allowed to J. H. Braynard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) granting a pension to Zenas W. Tol- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 3043) providing for the relief 
of First Sergt. Bernard W. Hopper, late of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3044) removing the 
charge of desertion now standing against Samuel B. Alexander, 
late of Company A, Twentieth Kentucky, who enlisted under the 
name of Jordon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 3045) to remove from the 
rolls of the Army the charge of desertion against Neil Patton, 
late of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) for the relief of Samuel A. Lundborg— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 3048) for the 
relief of R. H. Hoffman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3049) for the relief of Maurice G. Griffith— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. een) Bee the relief of Peter 
H. Donohew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) for the relief of Lucy A. Branham—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) for the relief of the heirs atlaw of George 
Boone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) to increase the pension of W. J. Boone, 
of Clark County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3054) for the relief of Moses Adams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD (by request): A bill (H. R.3055) to increase the 
pension of Louise K. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R.3056) for the relief of George 
Collom, Company A, Seventy-second Ohio Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3057) for the relief of James G. Barker—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3058) for the relief of Barker Williams and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) for the relief of Sarah A. Moore—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H.R.3060) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Evalyn Van Vliet from h 8, 1891, to March 
1, 1895—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief 
< Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark—to the Committee on 

aims. 

7 Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R.3062) for therelief of Dr. Edward 
Zz uffy, late United States surgeon—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
en Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 3063) for the relief of the estate 
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cob Gartman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
y Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 3064) granting a pension to 
Daniel Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill Ap: R. 3065) removing 
charge of desertion from military record of Allen Dannel—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3066) for the relief of Abraham Stover, 
of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3067) for the relief of David W. Speck, of 
— County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, & bill (H.R.3068) for the relief of James W. Smith, of 
Aw weg hl Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
tone S a eee for the — of James A. oem - 
ecu aco yder, deceased, ugusta County, Va.— e 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Taylor, deceased, of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of Mrs. S. M. Cale, of 
Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 3072) for the relief of Amanda Lam, adiminis- 
tratrix of the estate of James Lam, deceased, of Rockbridge 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3073) for the relief of Mrs. Maria D. La Rue, 
of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) for the relief of Mrs. Maria D. La Rue, 
of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of 
John A. Lynch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3076) for the relief 
of Abraham Andes, Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) for the relief of Paul C. Bowman, ad- 
ministrator of Anna C. Bowman, deceased, of Rockingham County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) for the relief of Henry Doll, of Shenan- 
doah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Hammon, deceased, Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) for the relief of Michael Good, of Shen- 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) for relief of John Fox, of Peter, Page 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3082) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 
Hoover, deceased, Shenandoah County, Va.—tothe Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Mrs. Vienna Roy, Warren 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of the estate of Jacob B. 
Snapp, of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) for the relief of the estate of Gideon 
= deceased, of Page County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3086) for the relief of George W. Thompson, 
Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3087) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Sheetz, deceased, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3088) for the relief of the estate of Joseph D. 
Crabill, deceased, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3089) for the relief of Samuel H. Sowner, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to thé Committee on War Claims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Hurn, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3091) for the relief of Morris Lutz, of Shen- 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3092) for the relief of Samuel E. Long, of 
Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3093) for the relief of Jacob Dolman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3094) for the relief of Mrs. Amelia Downey, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3095) for the relief of Josiah and Jeremiah 
5 ara of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) for the relief of Jonathan Holler, of Shen- 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3097) for the relief of Catherine Flick, of 
Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) for the relief of David Ritenour, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) for the relief of Joseph Blosser, of Page 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3100) for the relief of Anthony Roberson, of 
Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the relief of Martin Buckholder, ad- 
ministrator of Abraham Buckholder, deceased, late of Rocking- 
ham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3102) for the relief of the estate of Mary E. 
Milley, of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) for the relief of David Swartz, of Rock- 
ingham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3104) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Daniel T. Wood, of Frederick County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3105) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Lucy A. M. Jones, of Rappahannock 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 3106) for relief of John Breen, 
lately postmaster at Gladwyne, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 3107) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Anderson Merchant—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse 
Durnell, late second-elass pilot on gunboat Lexington and trans- 
ferred to gunboat Marmora—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H.R.3109) di ng of one 
condemned brass cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for the restatement, readjust- 
ment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain 
cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8111) to carry into effect a finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of William Garrett, late of Montgomery 
County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 
Fairfax—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 31138) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Kidwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, for a canal from the Delaware River to 
New York Bay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition in behalf of Mrs. Margaret 
Kidwell, of Lincoln County, Kans., for pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

aa aes BARTHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Merchants’ 
Exchange, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

~ Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., Na the construction of a ship 
canal connecting the Delaware River with New York Bay—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the Presbytery of Cin- 
cinnati, concerning Armenian troubles—to the Committee on 
hs Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition and papers to accom claim 
for relief of James H. Birch—to the Committee on War 8. 
By Mr. FOSS: Petition of H. F. Thurston and 60 others, de-, 


nouncing the treatment of the Armenians and asking for relief— 


to the Committee on Foreign . 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition and evidence to support House bill 
No. 986, granting a pension to Hiram P. Pauley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A letter of certain Representatives of the 
House recommending the retention of Charles W. Coombs as 
ie ger ns the Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOW: Memorial of the J. C. Watson Company and 101 
others, requesting that this -fourth Congress will authorize 
the Secretary of War to contract with Charles hton and his 
associates for the entire work of constructing a through the 


' Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet deep and 300 feet wide, for a sum 


nes. 1,450,000—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

ee PI : Petition of James Garvie and 110 others, 
Santee Indians, praying Congressto enact into law House bill No. 
280, re sale of intoxicating liquors to Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. REYBURN: Resolutions on the Cuban revolution—to 
ny Mr STEELE: Papers to ace bill granting in 
r. : accom crease 
of > sion to Michael Pettis—to the : ittee on Pensions. 
Mr. TAFT: Memorial from the Presb: of Cincinnati, in 
to the Armenian outrages—to the ttee on Foreign 


rs. 
By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac 8. 
M to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of Grocers and Importers’ Ex- 
one of Philadelphia, favoring a ship canal from New York Bay 
to ware River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


merce, ; . 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Thomas M. Hobbs, of Lime- 
stone Coun ye Ala., asking for remuneration for stores and supplies 
taken from him by the United States during the late civil war— 
to the Committee on War . 

Also, record of Francis W. Seeley, to accompany House bill 
No. 2484—to the Committee on Mili 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Gen. A. 8. Webb—to the 

on Military Affairs. 

Also, pa ae ee ee ee 
County, Ala.—to the ttee on War Claims. 

'_ Also, papers accompanying House bill No. 708, for the relief of 
Mary I. Graham—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, December 30, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
oe Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved, 
VICE-CONSULS AT ERZERUM AND HARPOOT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 2istinstant relative to the 
refusal of the Turkish Government to grant exequaturs to the vice-consuls of 
pe United States at Erzerum and rpoot, I transmit herewith a report 


m the Secretary of State. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 30, 1895. 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 8 of the act of Con **to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions,” a list of judgments not heretofore reported to Congress or 
eee for, rendered in favor of claimants since the passage 
of the act of March 2, 1895; which, with the accompanying list, 
was referred tothe Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed, 
without amendment, the joint resolution (S.R.82) authorizing 
and directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby making 
said ram a part of the United States o". 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and 
to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet tem- 
porary deficiencies of revenue; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were ee signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. ) fixing the times for holding the circuit and 
district courts of the northern district of Iowa and of the southern 
district of Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, Fla., a subport of entry 
and delivery; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 56) to transfer offices of the United 
States in the Territory of Utah to officers of the State of Utah. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT Pe oon a@ memorial of the Boston 
(Mass.) Baptist Ministers’ Conference, remonstrating against the 
a riation of moneys in aid of contract schools; which was 
referred to the Commi on a 
Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition, in the form of resolutions 
— by L. W. Hampton Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Newport, Mo., praying for legislation to protect pensioners 
against the dropping of their names from the pension rolls with- 
out due legal , and also asking that widows be pro- 
tected against unreasonable delay in secu the pensions due to 
them under ee oe I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was to. 
Mr. PEFFER. I havea ge that I take to be in the nature of 
a tion, and 1 so present it. It is in the form of a resolution of 
coln Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, Kans., 
—— services as veteran soldiers of the Republic to the 
President of the United States in case we should have any armed 
unpleasantness with our neighbors on the other side of the At- 
lantic. I =e that the paper be referred to the Committee on 
ons. 


to. 

Mr. ae a tion, in ae Same ieeeations 
adopted rocers mporters’ Exchange of Philadelphia, 
Pa., ponte Ae for the construction of a canal to connect the Dela- 
ware River with New York Bay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Le Grand gton, of 
Iowa City, Iowa, praying for a repeal of all bond and national- 
bank laws, and for the unlimited coinage of gold and silver and 


the issue of legal-tender money; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. . i 2 

He also presented a petition of the Santee Sioux tribe of Indians, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 280, to prohibit the sale 





ee 


a eae 


RES AE 








of intoxicating drinks to Indians, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Mil- 
waukee Worsted Mills, of Layton & Co., of the National Knitting 
Company, and members of the Milwaukee Wool Merchants’ As- 
sociation, all of Milwaukee, Wis., praying that increased rates of 
duty be imposed on wool and woolen goods; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry members of the San- 
tee Sioux tribe of Indians, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 280, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


airs. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Manistee, 
Mich., containing over five hundred signatures, praying for the 
speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented sundry attidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to A.S. Loudermilk; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
bern, N. C., praying that lumber, both rough and dressed, be 
restored to the dutiable list. I move that the petition be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed 


to. 
Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Savannah Cotton Ex- | 


change, of Savannah, Ga., and a petition of the city council of 
Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
additional defenses for the harbor of Savannah and other seacoast 
cities; which were referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of D. L. Burrows and 95 
other citizens of Groton; the petition of Charles W. Carter and 112 
other citizens of Norwich; the seme of Samuel Fessenden and 
107 other citizens of Stamford; the petition of H. B. Harrison, N. D. 
Sperry, and 67 other citizens of New Haven, and the petition of 

enry C. Robinson and 30 other citizens of Hartford, allin the State 
of Connecticut, praying forthe purchase by the United States of 
certain lots adjoining old Fort Griswold, in the town of Groton, 
Conn.; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE presented the petition of C. Poolk, of Dayton, Ohio, 
praying that a duty be placed on imported Portland cement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Washington Gladden, 
pastor, and the members of the First Congregational Church, of 
Columbus, Ohio, praying for the adjustment of international mis- 
understandings by arbitration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 

of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the 
mmittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., and in- 
dorsed by the Plymouth Woolen Company, of Plymouth, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the protection of the 
woolgrowers of the United States, and that duties compensatory 
and protective be imposed on manufactures of wool; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also mted the petition of C. F. Hovey & Co. and sun- 
dry other dry goods merchants of Boston, Mass., praying that no 
change in the tariff laws shall take effect before March 1, 1896, to 
the end that merchants may have time to complete existing con- 
tracts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAPER ON TRADE WITH ARGENTINA. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I have a communication from Sefior Don 
Vicente J. Dominguez, chargé @ affaires of the Argentine legation 
at this place, on the subject of commercial relations between that 
country and ours, especially in view of pending tariff legislation, 
which I ask may be printed and referred to the Committee on 


, The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to announce what 
was the request of the Senator from Indiana? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenartor from Indiana requested 
that ee he presents bereferred to the Committee on Finance 
and ted. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the paper? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is a communication from the chargé 
d'affaires of the Argentine legation (now in mo of the legation 
in this place in the absence of the minister) on the subject of the 
Png and pro 1 tariff legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. To whom is it addressed? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is addressed tothe chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, . 
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Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interpose any objection to any- 
thing the Senator from Indiana desires, as I hope he knows very 
well 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. But I think the Senate has heretofore been pretty 
strict in refusing to receive petitions or communications of any 
sort from citizens of a foreign government unless they come 
through the Department of State. It would seem to me, without 
much reflection, that the principle is peculiarly applicable to com- 
munications from the accredited representatives of foreign gov- 
ernments, and it appears to me that the Senate can not properly 
receive such a communication. Is there not something in the 
rules on the subject? 

Mr. VOORHEES. IftheSenatorfrom Massachusetts will allow 
me, I will state what perhaps I should have stated when I first 
presented the paper. The writer of this communication informs 
me, in writing to me this morning, as he did verbaliy on Saturday 
last, that he had communicated with the Secretary of Svate, Mr. 
Olney, and that Mr. Olney had sent his communication to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I ventured to say to him that 
the Committee on Finance, of which Iam chairman yet for a little 
while—only a little while—has charge of that subject; and there- 
upon, acting upon that suggestion, he has sent the whole subject 
to me, I wil say, with the understanding that it would go to the 
Finance Committee. That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to read—it has been 
handed me by another Senator—the fourth clause of the seventh 
rule of the Senate? 

No petition or memorial or other paper signed by citizens or subjects of a 
foreign power shall be received, unless the same be transmitted to the Senate 
by the President. 

It seems to me this document comes clearly within that rule. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Massachusetts knows I 
do not wish to violate the rules. I know less of them, however, 
than he does. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. If, as I understood the Senator, the Secretary of 
State has sent this communication to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Everything that the Senator desires to accom- 
plish may be done if that committee reports it to the Senate for 
ae to the Committee on Finance. That cuts the whole 

not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I suppose it is as much a violation of the 
rule just read to communicate the paper through the Committee 
on Foreign Relations as through the Committee on Finance. I do 
not see the difference. 

Mr. HALE. But I understood the Senator to say that the Sec- 
retary of State had sent the communication to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Secretary of State has not sent a com- 
munication from any diplomatic agent of the Government of 
Argentina to the Committee on Foreign Relations. He wrotea 
note to the chairman of that committee informing me that such 
a communication, or some communication on this subject, had 
been received from the chargé d'affaires of the Argentine Re- 
public; but he did not communicate the paper itseif to the com- 
mittee. Thereupon I wrote to the Secretary and asked him his 
opinion in pupa $e the power and jurisdiction of the Congress 
of the United States in considering a question of that sort on a 

resentation made by a foreign government. The matter stands 
in that situation. The rule quoted by the Sentor from Massachu- 
setts is of course obligatory upon the Senate of the United 
States.. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that he withdraw 
his motion for the present and see whether the Secretary of State 
intends to send in the communication. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will let the motion stand over without 
action. I ask that the subject may go over just in the shape it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the fourthclause of Rule VII, 
which has been read, the paper,in the judgment of the Chair, 
can not be received as presented, but on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Indiana the matter will go over for the present. 

Mr. MORGAN subsequently said: With respect to the papers 
that were presented this morning by the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. VOORHEES] in regard to the tariff question as affecting the 

rgentine Republic, I find I was in error in one particular. I 
thought all the papers were new, but I find there are but two of 
them which have not been hitherto presented in some form to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. The Secretary of 
State sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations a communica- 
tion addressed to him by Sefior Dominguez, the chargé d’affaires 
of the Argentine Republic, relating to the tariff on wool. Since 
the communication was sent to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions there has been no meeting of that committee: and as chair- 
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man of it I did not consider that I had the right to bring the 

per before this body without the authority of the committee. 
fr the executive department choose to make a communication to 
the Senate or to either House of Congress “pen a matter of this 
kind, of course that communication ought to have been addressed 
directly to Congress; and not being a member of the executive 
government at all, but merely a Senator and chairman of a Sen- 
ate committee, I concluded it was my duty to await the action of 
the committee before I poonene that paper before the Senate, if at 
all. The chargé d’affaires, however, must have understood and 
did understand, no doubt, that the paper had been communicated 
to the Senate through the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
other two papers to which I refer are new and have not heretofore 
been under consideration by the Senate or by any of its commit- 
tees, as I understand. 

I wanted to make this explanation so that the Senator from In- 
diana might be set entirely right, for I observe in the papers he 
has submitted to the Senate that there is a copy of the communi- 
cation which was sent to me as chairman of the committee, and 
acopy of that communication is made the predicate for the pres- 
entation of the additional papers. That is all that I find it nec- 
essary to say about it at the present time, merely to clear up what 
might otherwise be considered as a matter of deli between the 
Snare from Indiana and the chargé d'affaires of Argentine 

spudbliic, 

1 will say this further about it, Mr. President, that, doubting 
whether such legislation as is suggested by the communication 
itself, if it was enacted by Congress, would be an interference with 
the favored-nations clauses of the various commercial treaties that 
we have, I asked the Secretary of State for his opinion upon it, that 
I might submit that, in conjunction with this communication, to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. The subject will immedi- 
ately pass out of my hands when the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] succeeds in the chairmanship of that committee, and 
I desired to make this explanation before the committees were 
reorganized. 





HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemp- 
tion fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness 
to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS AND THEIR WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives , That there 
be printed, cndor the disection of ie Department of the Torte, 6,000 copies 
of a pape contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, entitled * The public landsand their water 
supply,” ether with the accompanying and illustrations, of which 
number 1,500 cepies shall be for the use of mem of the Senate, 3,000 for the 
use of members of the House of tatives, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Geological Survey. 


NATIONAL AND STATE SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 
at na ts re i he erent Pa ea 
Soldiers’ Home and 500 of the report of the t 


r- 
General of State H. for the use of the officersof said National — State 
Homes; 150 copies of of said reports to be bound in the usual form. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1220) to amend chapter 6 of 
Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and 
mining resources; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1221) to the of 
American manufactures; which was read twice its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1222) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to remove certain burdens on rican merchant marine 
and encourage the American foreign ing trade, and for other 

urposes,” approved June 26,1884; which was read twice by its 

ithe, and referred to the Committee on 

ftp Smcmapunete ane Meiiaiancaet emma ailitemnm ser 
act to inco: e i pany ,” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8. 1224) to regulate mo- 
tions and dismissals in the Executive Departments at W: . 
D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the - 
winks tetestened §. 1225) granting a pension to Henry 

e uced a (8. a ion to 
G. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1226) to correct the military record 
of John W. Canary; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth New, widow of Jethrow New; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Reuben Miles; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompan ng papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. C introduced a bill (8.1229) for the relief of 
Julius A. Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
aceoneens Pe , referred to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAFF introduced a bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits 
of the port of entry of New Orleans; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1231) for the relief of Fanny B. 
Randolph and Dora L. Stark; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Mr. HARRIS. By request of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia I introduce two bills which, with the accompanying 
letter from the Commissioners in each case, I ask may be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1232) to license billiard tables, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

bill (S. 1233) to regulate the practice of veterinary medicine 
and surgery in the District of Columbia was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by eon, x mead introduced a bill (S. 1234) to author- 
ize the extension of the Columbia Railway, and for other puposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR- introduced a bill - 1235) for the relief of the heirs 
of Lewis Smith, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1236) amending chapter 2 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to trade-marks; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Atthe requestiof my ae [Mr. THURSTON], 
who is necessarily detained from his seat to-day, I desire to intro- 
duce a bill and have it referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 1237) to regulate the issuance of Government bonds, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1238) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the arg | record of Philip 
Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1239) relating to the distilla- 
tion of brandy from prunes, plums, and oot and amending sec- 
tion 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1240) to fix the 
pay, allowances, tenure of ,and rank of the veterinary sur- 
— of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 

itle, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1241) for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of a hospital, to be 
known as the Sanitarium Branch of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers,at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1242) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the mer- 
chant marine service, and thereby also to increase the 
efficiency of the Naval Reserve; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S.-1243) for the construction of a 
dry dock at ee est, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 1244) to relieve James Messer 
from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. ee pies a pension to Ade- 

i widow of . Palmer, d ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, f 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1246) to make an equi- 
table adjustment of the its of land to the several States of the 
a a eg sagem <a _ or universities; which = _— 

ce by e, accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee oe, Spabiie Lands. .- 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8. 1247) to establish and 
provide for the maintenance of a free public library and reading 
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room in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1248) for the relief of Walter S. 
Kimmel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. f , 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1249) granting a pension to 
John Heinz; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

He also pm easel a bill (S. 1250) to amend chapter 132, United 
States statutes, second session Fifty-third Congress; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1251) to regulate the com tion 
of the United States district attorney for the district of Minnesota; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1252) fixing salaries for the clerks 
of the United States circuit and district courts for the district of 
Minnesota; which was read twice byits title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to Joseph 
Koehler; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1254) granting an increase of 
pension to Enoch J. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8.1255) to declare the juris- 
diction of circuit courts of the United States in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr.SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1256) to increase the limit of 
cost for the erection of a public building in Camden, N. J.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1257) for the relief of 
Barker Williams and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1258) for the relief of James G. 
Barker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1259) for the relief of James K. 
Bowman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1260) for the relief of Johan H. 
Jchnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1261) for the relief of John Reed, 
— Michael Flannagan; which was read twice by its title, and 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Sarah A. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1263) granting an increase of —_ 
sion to Charles F. Sanscrainte, late of Company B, Fifteenth Reg- 
iment Michigan Infantry; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the ittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1264) granting a pension to William 
A. Buck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, 
Dunbar & Co.; which was read twice m Aig title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1266) for the relief of Daniel 
W. Boutwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Henry 
T. Woody; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Daniel K. 
Shields; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

x an sigh a bs an 1269) granting a pee of pen- 
on to Jo . Hall; wi was read twice ts ti and re- 

oy to the Committee on Pensions. core 

. BAKER introduced a bill (8.1270) gran a ion to 
Theodore Birkhauser; which was read oxi wo title, and re- 
or to the Committee on 

. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 1271) ting a ion 
to Elizabeth Moore English; which was read twice t its title, and 
— to the Committee on Pensions. ” z 

. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1272) to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; which was the inet’: time by its 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read at length 
ami Seferved to the Committee on Interatate Commence, 


The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be wt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Siates 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion shall be enlarged to a number equal to the States of the Union; and one 
member from each State, who shall be a resident thereof, shall be appointed 
and hold his office as now provided by law for the existing members of the 
Commission. 

Sec. 2. Said Commission shal! hold regular sessions in the city of Washington 
four times annually, and allits acts and proceedings shall be authenticated by 
votes adopted by @ majority of the members and duly recorded. It shall 
choose annually by ballot a chairman and secretary and an executive com- 
mittee of five, of which the chairman shall be a member and the chairman 

Sec. 3. All the power and authority conferred by law upon the Interstate 


Commerce Commission as now constituted shall be held and exercised and 
the resulting duties shall be performed by the Commission as enlarged by 
this act; and whenever said Commission is not in session, the executive com- 
mittee shall hold and exercise such power and authority and perform such 
duties with the same force and effect as if said Commission were in session 
Szc. 4. The members of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be paid 
a compensation of $10 per day each when the Commission is in session, not, 
however, to exceed $400 in each year; and, in addition, their actual traveling 


expenses to and from the place of session by the nearest route, and an alloy 
ance, for subsistence while going and returning and remaining in session, « 
$3 per day. The chairman, secretary, and members of the executive commit- 
tee shall respectively receive, in lieu of the above allowance, the salaries pro- 
vided by law for the members and officers of the Commission as now by law 
constituted. 

Sec. 5. This act shall take effect on July 1, 1896, but the members of the Com- 
mission may be nominated and confirmed and appointed before that date. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was not present when the bill was introduced 
and I do not know where it came from, but it is a pretty sweeping 
measure and I think it ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Approving the diligence of the Senator from 
Illinois, I desire to say that my request was that the bill might be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1273) for the relief of 
the estate of John Ericsson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1274) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Stephen S. Bennett; which was 
yy tga by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1275) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Frank Bolio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1276) granting a pension to John L. 
Britton; which was read twice by its titie, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1277) for the appointment as lien- 
tenants on the retired list of certain survivors of the Lady Frank- 
lin Bay expedition; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1278) for the relief of John A. 
Spielman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1279) granting a pension to Rich- 
ardson M. Penn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, I introduce a joint resolution. The joint 
resolution provides for an appropriation, and inasmuch as the 
Committee on Appropriations deals with the appropriation bills 

| for the District, I will ask that the joint resolution, after a second 
reading, be referred, with the accompanying letter, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (S. R.36) to provide for the payment of the 
force of Truck Company D in the District of Columbia was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 37) directing the 
Secretary of War to cause an examination to be made of the 
physics and hydraulics of the Great Lakes and their outlets; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce. 


y 
e 
rh 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 2904) tomaintain and protect 
the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates 
of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to 
meet the expenses of Governmeat and provide against a deficiency; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


| be ee 
r. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to 
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meet the expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency; 
oe _— referred tc the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
yrinted, 

r. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2904) tomaintain and oe thecoin redemp- 
tion fund and toauthorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet temporary ‘deficiencies of the revenue; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase reve- 
nue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against a 
deficiency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of E. Boyd, of Florida, now in 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files of that 
office and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


DEEP WATERWAYS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. BRICE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House o, seareentaneees concurring), That there 

nted at the Government Prin ffice, at the earliest day ——— 

8.000 copies, in separate form, of the of the First Annual Con- 

vention of the International Deep Waterways Association, for circulation as a 

miscellaneous document, of which 1,000 shail be for the use of the Senate and 

2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 
DAMS AT OUTLETS OF THE GREAT LAKES, 
Mr. BRICE submitted the following resolutions; which were 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
any and all information that the question of the subsidence 
of the waters of the Great Lakes during the last few y: 
tent, if any, the d ning and widening of the natural 


them have contributed to that result; and 

Be it ; t he be directed to report to the Senate whether, 
in his on, it will be practicable to control the water of the Great Lakes 
and tain them at a uniform level from the head of Lake Superior to the 
foot of Lake Erie by a system of dams or other works placed at their 
outlets; and if so, to furnish an estimate of the kind of dam 
works that will be required at the respective outlets, together with the prob- 
able cost thereof, and the time necessary for the construction of the same. 

Mr. BRICE. Let the resolutions lie on the table for the present. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
CORTHELL’S LECTURE ON ISTHMIAN ROUTES. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That 3,000 copies of Mr. E. L. Corthell’s lecture be printed for the 
use of the Senate, in addition to the usual number heretofore ordered. 
REPRINT OF TARIFF ACT OF 1890. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resol That there be for the use of the Senate, 500 copies of the 
act to cae the an eee duties on imports, and tor ether pur- 
poses; approved October 1, 1890. 


R®PRINTING OF FINANCIAL MESSAGES, ETC, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resol That there be prin’ for the use of the Senate, 500 copies of House 
nines Docampent He. Ma ahiea session -third & 


of 
mi a an Ware andl Bhan os oak ale a bonds. 
MONEY ISSUES. 
Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
on inform tise Bennte of the sauoaat of Outetanaing paper samsey, Currency. 


legal-tender notes, and ene See 


ively, CIC icdecuatel the United States from 
the respecti 


1789, to the present time, and ve acts of Congress, by titles 
dates, under which they were issued, properly classifying the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the resolution ought to include the one and two year notes of 
1862, the 7.30 notes, and the compound-interest notes. I do not 
know that the | will em those. All ought to be in- 
cluded. Is t to the Senator, if he will permit a on, 
that he allow the resolution to lie over until to-morrow or later in 
the day, so that we can look at it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, let the resolution go over for the 


present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
ARMENIAN OUTRAGES, 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. Fifty- 
sessi ee a a 
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ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS. 


Mr. CHANDLER, Isubmita resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be directed to inquire 
whether the prices paid or agreed to be paid for armor for vessels of the 
Navy have been fair and reasonable and as low as the prices charged by the 
same manufacturers to foreign governments; also whether any prices paid 
have been increased on account of patent processes used for the introduction 
of nickel, or for cementation by the Harvey process; and if so, whether the 
increases in price are fair and reasonable; whether the issuance of any of 
the patents was expedited at the request of the Navy Department; whether 
such patents were properly issued and were for. inventions not previously 
known or used, and who were and are the owners of such patents; whether 
any officers of the Government were interested therein; or at the time when 
any contracts were made were or have since been interested in the patents 
or ouenores by the owners thereof; and whether any legislation is necessary 
to further woseete the manufacture and cheapen the price of armor for ves- 
sels of the Navy. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? , 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolution 
will go over under the rule. 


TELEPHONE SERVICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


_Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ; 
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to inform the Senate of the number of telephone comp:nies 
now do’ business in the District of Columbia and the city of Washington, 
the name of each of said com es, when and where they were incorporated, 
vely, and to what extent they are severally capitalized, and the num- 
ber of telephones of each company now in actual use in the said District and 
y; also names of all other Seapenane com ies now seeking to do busi- 
ness in the District of Columbia and the city of Washington, when and where 
each was incorporated, and their capitalization, respectively, together with 
me ie charged for telephones now in actual use for business purposes and 
or ences. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF ORLANDO, FLA. 


Mr. CALL. I offer a resolution by request of the president and 
some of the officers of the First National Bank of Orlando, Fla., 
for the purpose of obtaining information to be communicated to 
the Committee on National with a view to legislation. I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the correspondence and other papers in his possession 
rela to the First National Bank of Orlando, Fla., and the receiver last ap- 

inted, and the transactions connected with said bank under his administra- 


on. 
NOTICES OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I give notice that at the conclu- 
sion of the h of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr}] 
IT shall ask the Senate to proceed to the appointment of the stand- 
ing and select committees for the present Congress. 

also desire to give further notice that at some a time 
after that, this rnoon, I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate to 
permit me to have taken from the table the resolution I offered 
some time since, instructing the Committee on Finance to place a 
duty on wool, for the purpose of enabling me to submit some re- 
marks thereon. 
COAST DEFENSE ESTIMATES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The ag? the resolution submitted by Mr. Proctor 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
amount of saoney can be advantageously wsed for the pumpepe of coast de- 
fense prior to July 1, 1897, and what portion of said amount should be made 
available da the present fiscal year; also, an estimate of what portion of 
the amourt be required for sites for fortifications, and how much for 

and how much for ordnance work, and whether the requisite 


number of heavy ean be supplied from the Government shops, and if 
not, Zs the iency can be manufactured by private plants in this 
country. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be over. ‘I hope the Senator 

will not insist a its consideration this morning. 
Mr. PROCTOR. mak well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over as re- 


quested, 
PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from North Carolina, coming 
over from a ous day, which will be read. 

The Secre read the resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLER 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 

Whereas it was the purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver coin at a 

discretion of pay- 
ST ces Cokes Ua eaten aie 

Resolved, That the Secretary Treasury is hereby directed wh on liqui- 

adtwoloed, 3 the interest or peincipal of the Government's coin obligatiay 
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make such ent in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 grains 
of standard go ais less than’ the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, 
and to continue to pay, in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 grains 
of 8' d be equal to the market value of 412} grains of standard 
silver, but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold shall be 

ter than the market value of 412} grains of pure silver he shall pay said 

coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay the same 
in silver coin until the market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be 
equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuppose that resolution ought to be referred 
to.the Committee on Finance, and I move that it be so referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Illinois. ; ¢ 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion. 
I should like to make a few remarks on the resolution before any 
action is taken upon it. 4 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion, as I understand the 
Senator desires to speak to the resolution before its reference. — 

The VICN-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go over, retaining its place. 

CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CaLL De- 
cember 24, 1895, as follows: . 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of jnvestigating 
the subject of the efforts of corporations in the State of Florida, or of the 
president and directors thereof, to control the election of members of Con- 
gress from the State of Florida, or to influence the legislation of Congress; 
also to investigate and report to the Senate whether corrupt means, bribery, 
or free transportation have been or are being used toinfluence such elections 
in the State of Florida; also to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
use of such influences or meansis consistent with the preservation of the Re- 
public of the United States.and the rights and liberties of the people, and to 
report a bill for the prevention of such practices. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that that resolution be allowed to go over 
without losi pe pesos. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


dered. 
PAN-AMERICAN UNION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Peecciary read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
ALLEN December 24, 1895: 


Whereas recent events have shown that European nations are making an 
ve attempt to obtain a greater foothold on the American Continent; 





Whereas such an attempt shows the necessity of a closer union of the 
American blics: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States of 
America should, as speedily as possible, invite all American Republics to enter 
into a closer union, to be known as the Pan-American Union, for the purpose 
of promoting the general, industrial, and commercial welfare of the members 
thereof, and secure said respective Republics from Euro or other a 
encroachment. Such union should be made of lasting benefit to the peop e 
of the several Republics fo: it and a unit of value should be established 
and maintained therein, which s bea full legal tender and circulate freely 
between the various Republics and the people thereof. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let that be over without prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, it will be so or- 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AFFAIRS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The tary read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
CALL December 24, 1895: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, directed to furnish, as soon as practicable, for the information of the 
Senate, a statement showing— 

First. The names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations in the 
limits of the cities of W. and Georgetown which are partially or 
wholly unpaved, and the to rength thereof so unpaved; also the length 
thereof unsewered; also the le’ thereof without water mains, together 
with the estimated cost of fully improving the same. 

Second. An estimate of the full amount required to carry out the provisions 

the act of March 2, 1893, to provide a permanent s m of highways in the 

dive betel number of fost of lanai tu streets, acenes Seplbemecequmred 

num ‘ee ni avenues, and reservations 

to be condemned in each subdivision or piece of land and the value of the 

same; the number and estimated value of buil required to be condemned 

eed coe ene Brovenons of anid aes in wach ricts as are prepared by the 

the District of Columbia; the total number of feet of land 

in avenues, etc., in each subdivision or piece of land that will be 

abandc and the amount and nature of improvements of such streets, ave- 

nues, etc., amount of said ———— 2 and private expense. 

Also an i y impro . sapere avenues, and i. 
grading, ving, sewering, an ying water mains, buil 

f Bridges, culverts. etc., Sens streets, avenues, and reservations as are to be 

the provisions hway act; an estimate of the value 

the assessed value of private prop- 


Seow, Se 
aon both inclusive, and in like manner 
- of said by the District of Columbia for the same period. 
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Fourth. The amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia applied 
by the Treasurer of the United States to liquidate any undue debt of the 
District of Columbia to the United States or other parties from 1878 to 1895 
and from what fund taken and to what debt applied, and if any of such rev- 
enue has been refunded and the amount and time of such refunding; an esti- 
mate of the amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia that will 
tao above the appropriation asked for at the end of the years 189 and 

Mr. CALL. Iask for the present consideration of that resolu- 
tion, which was submitted at the request of a labor association of 
the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was that resolution introduced this morning, 
or was it laid before the Senate, having been previously intro- 
duced? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes over from a previous day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution been printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Florida will not ask 
for its consideration this morning. I wish to look at it before the 

| Senate takes action upon it. That it involves an immense amount 
| of clerical work is the only possible objection I can now see to it, 
but I should be glad to examine it before it is acted upon. 

Mr. CALL. I comply with pleasure with the request of the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. As I 
stated, the resolution comes to me from citizens who are members 
of a labor association in the District of Columbia, and, as I under- 
stand, it represents their views. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

BATTLE SHIPS FOR THE NAVY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania, coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Quay December 27, 1895: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 





inform the Senate whether, in his opinion, it would be advantageous to the 
naval service to now contract for six battle ships, instead of for the two at 
present authorized, on the basis of the bids now before the Navy Depart- 
— modified as might be in the opinion of the Department to the public in- 
erest. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad if the Senator from Maine would 
explain why the resolution should go to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. It is a mere request of the Secretary of the Navy that he 
should furnish information in his possession relative to the con- 
struction of these ships, a question which at the present juncture 
interests the whole country. I do not see that it is necessary that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs should be called upon to pass on 
that question. 

Mr. HALE. If it is only a resolution of inquiry-—— 

Mr. QUAY. That is all. 

Mr. HALE. I thought it was a resolution of direction. If it 
is only a resolution of inquiry, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. QUAY. That is all it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INCREASE OF COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 
27th instant, as follows: 


I give notice under the rule of an amendment in the Senate rules in para 

aph 9, line 9, e 153, Rule XXV, by striking out the words in the lines 
‘A Committee on Commerce, to consist of thirteen members,” and inserting 
the following: 

** Resolved, That the Committees on Naval Affairs, Military Affairs. Judi- 
ciary, a Relations, Appropriations, and Interstate Commerce shall each 
consist of fifteen members. 

“Second. That until each of the Senators shall be assigned to one of the 
before-mentioned committees no Senator shall be a member of more than one 
of the said committees. 

“Third. That five members shall constitute a quorum of the said com- 


ttees. 

“A Committee on Commerce created, which shall be charged with all ques- 
tions which concern the foreign commerce of the United States and the im- 
provement of the tide-water harbors of the United States. 

“A Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which shall be charged with the con- 
sideration of all bills for the improvement of rivers and inland lakes and 
harbors, which shall consist of fifteen members, of which five shall constitute 
a quorum.” 


Mr. CALL. I ask that that resolution may lie over without 
———. 
‘ - VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
er . 
THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on the first day of the se:sion I 
introduced a joint resolution reciting the declaration made by Mr. 
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Monroe in his message of December, 1823, end paving that decla- 
ration the formal sanction of — I tended to ad- 
dress the Senate upon that resolution until it had received the 
consideration of the Committee on Fo Relations and, as I 
ventured to hope, been favorably repo’ by them. But since 
then the President has sent in his m on Venezuelan diffi- 
culty, and Congress, without a dissenting voice, os authorized 
the commission which the President requested. This action on 
the part of the President and of a has led toa eae deal 
of discussion and much wild talk. Those persons in th 

who, for one reason or another, believe that we should never a 
any thing which can clash with English interests have filled the air 
with their cries and lamentations. It is true that they are more 
vocal than numerous, but they are very vocal indeed. ie out- 
cry, coupled with London’s at ma * to frighten a aera ae - 
ducing a stock panic, has ten to 
mislead many persons. When men anaiten sane cable to Santen 
such frantic nonsense as that the Senate is controlled by a jingo 
mob in the galleries, by “the gentlemen of the avast ~ 
the French convention during the Reign of Terror, it seems as if a 
little cool explanation of the real situation would not be out of 
place. Is therefore venture to ask the attention of the Senate 
while I state very briefly the case upon which ee President and 
Congress, charged with ‘the heavy resp bility of government, 
have acted without a dissenting voice. a try wee show oramianties 
Monroe doctrine is, what it means to the United ae and that 
it is vitally involved in this Venezuelan con I shall also 
show that this is not a ee of a South American bound- 
ary, but one in which, so far as it concerns us, the — and the 
honor of the United States and its place in scale of nations 
are all deeply involved. 

These are the gravest questions which can confront any le, 
and must be treated by with the conduct of public 
affairs with dignity, ae, a firmness. Wild denunciation 
of public men responsible the nation’s peace and safety 
boand to protect her ri, mar are ot oe of place on the 
ae hand as bluster, ae. and vi language are on the 
other. 

The war scare and the war talk do not come from those charged 
with the responsibility of government, but from outside ~~ 
walls and chiefly from the stock market and the meetings of the 
adivocates of peace. No responsible public man, let me say now, 


desires war or seeks in any way to promote it. Wedonot believ 
here at least, that are 3 is oS war, but we are all 


that honorable eeeee by a firm and 
temperate u ding of air saute and interests of our coun 
Two ca ee have freolgn wale re the 2 ited 
are oe > yelanial ae oe bon Tost aie te ey have 
ears these two prin ve ve 
nevis been departed =" The first 
ington in what was Peas hana at he first was laid down, by Wa poles. 
bee! — then ocere ee go we mage as a nation 
old ourselves entirely from Sree the tics, to form no 
entang oe and to take no part in the affairs of Europe. 
To-day W tion seems like a truism, but when it was 
declared b with reference to the great struggle then 
ce and the rest of Europe it aroused 


As = colonies - _ peer been ae i 
pean affairs wherever an war in Europe, 
whether dynastic or terri sonia den ways to the American 
Continent. The aeaeien of the Spanish succession filled New 
York and New England with the horrors of Indian warfare, and 
when Frederick the Great faced all in arms, Pitt declared 
that he would conquer Canada upon the of . Thus 
the colonists of North America come to look across the Atlan- 
tic to know whether they would have war or peace, and the habits 
of Se ee ee ee are 
fact that we had achieved our political in 

When the struggle of the French Revolution began, Americans, 
still under monet influence of the colonial ane with a 

natural eet that they should = ae the nation 
which had helped them to cin their in But if this 
view was natural, it was also colonial. for us, we had 
at the head of our Government a great statesman, who saw, with 
that clear vision which no passion could dim, » that the policy be- 
fitting the colonies was wholly unsuited to a =. 
of the British Empire the of 
As the United States of America, as a free 
som we = » — — Ngee “so W . 

e princip’ e of neutrality in European wars raging an 
later gen it oe midst of ee eee Tt was left to 
a later era’ to oe far-reaching wisdom 
and the high Aang Se ich dictated the action of our great first 
President. went out of office and gave to the 
country his Farewell Address he stated the he had 

into action in words which can not be improved and which 


DECEMBER 30, 


have been the guide of all succeeding statesmen in the United 
States upon this point from that day to this: 

The great rule of conduct for us in rogers to foreign nations is, in exten: 

ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connec ~ 
as possible. So far as we have dy formed engagements, let them be fu]- 
filled with perfect good faith. Here let us stop. 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or a very re 
mote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent controversies tho 
causes of which are nee? foreign to ourconcerns. Hence, therefore, it 
must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in ‘the ordin: ary 

; 2 or the ordinary combinationsand collisions of her 


and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
ferent course. If we remain one people, under an efficient government, tho 
period is not far off when we may defy material i . Poy from external annoy- 
ance; when we may take such an attitude as will cause the neutralit y we 
may at any time resolve upon to be sc scrupulously esapoetet; when belliger- 
ent nations, under the impossibility of ing acquisitions soem us, will not 
lightly hazard th ad iving us provocation; when-we may choose peace or war 
as our interest, gu ied justice, shall counsel. 

Way, seeps fdvantaizos of of so liar asituation? Why = uit our own 

ground? iy, by interweaving our destiny wit), 
that re 1 oa, of eee e. entangle our peace and premmertty in the toils of 
European ambition, riva hip, interest, huraor, or caprice? 

In the ‘dion immediately following the retirement of Washing- 
ton the ernment of the United States, despite the change of 
parties in control of the administration, adh strictly to Wash- 
ington’s policy. For the protection of American citizens abroad 
they fought a naval war with the Barbary States, but held rigidly 
aloof from any connection wifh European affairs during the 
troublous times of the First Empire. After the downfall of Na- 

however, matters in Europe took a new turn. The Holy 

of Russia, Prussia, and Austria, was formed 

with ithe avowed object of restoring and: maintaining the old forms 

of absolutism which had really been destroyed in the French Revo- 

lution, a the statesmen of the Holy Alliance were unable 
to understand it. 

At the congressof Aix la Chapelle in 1818 the views of the Holy 

Alliance as to the necessity of suppressing all movements against 

absolutism were aT, advocated. In 1820 another congress 

a 


was held at Troppau ter at Leybach, and there it was pro- 
to unite in “kes em the revolution which had broken out 
nd protes 
alone. In 1822 another con met at Verona, this time to deal 
with the affairs of was an insurrection in the Penin- 
volt. Again it was proposed that the great powers should unite 
these revolutionary movements, and again England 
A French army crossed the ees and suppressed an insur- 
rection in Spain. The Holy esired to go still further 
ning vigorously a, and it was to this he referred in later 
times when he made the famous declaration that he had called in 
. Canning, in August, 1823, proposed to our min- 
ei , that Bexiand and the United States should 
pubish a 
ernments no portion of these colonies for themselves, they 
would not view with indifference any foreign intervention in their 
is declaration, provided 

that England would acknowledge tt the widenaalones of the Spanish 
he, at the same time, announced to the Prince de Polignac that 
Great Britain would not —— any European intervention in 
first public proposition looking to the exclusion of Europe from 
the Western Mecatedhare emisphere was made by Great Britain and accom- 

new territory the 
The schemes of the Holy Alliance made it clear to American 
adopt and declare her policy with reference to the relations of 
with the Western Just at the time when 
John Quincy Adams, then of State, said to Baron Tuy!], 
minister, that ‘“‘we should contest the right of Rus- 

establishmen 

distinctly the principle that the American conti- 
for any new European colonial estab- 
to the projects of the Holy 
er gravity and importance that Presi- 


in Naples. Engla ted and Austria suppressed the revolt 

sula itself and the -American colonies were in open re- 
declined to take part. 

and reduce the revolted colonies to subjection. Against this Can- 

of this po a. to redress = balance of the Old. In pursuance 

t declaration to the effect that, while these two Gov- 

re third ~~ Mr. Rush replic . 

colonies. This Mr. Canning to do at that moment, but 

-American affairs. It is interesting to observe that the 

sented bya es on her part, of any desire to acquire 

statesmen that the time had come when the United States must 

was eaiiee deat to Mr. Rush, in July, 1823, 

t on this continent, and that we 

n of our in to the relations 

or relations of Madison and Jefferson. 











could we embark on it under circumstances moreauspicious. Our first 
pad fundamental maxim should be never to entangle ourselves in the broils 
of Europe. Our second, never to suffer Europe to intermeddle with cisat- 
lantic affairs. America, North and South, hasa set of interests distinct from 
those of Europe, and peculiarly her own. She should therefore have a sys- 
tem of her own, separate and apart from that of Europe. 


The words of Jefferson may be commended to the attention of 
those persons who think the operations of a foreign power in 
South America of less importance than the temporary price of 
= result of the consultations thus held by President Monroe 
and of the views of Mr. Adams, which he strongly urged, appeared 
in the following passages of the President’s message of December 
2, 1823: 


In the discussions to which this interest has given rise and in the arrange- 
ments by which they may terminate, the occasion has been judged proper 
for asserting, as a principle in which the rights and interests of the Uni 
States are involved, that the American continents, by the free and inde- 
pendent condition which they have assumed and maintained, are henceforth 
not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European 


wer. 
tat * * * x + oe a 


In the wars of the European powers, in matters relating to themselves, 
we have never taken ony pert nor does it comport with our policy so to do. 
It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent 
injuries or make preparation for our defense. 
bh ere we of necessity, more immediately connected, and by causes 
which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. 

ok * * * * * * 

theref to candor, and to the icabl lati xisting be- 
ae nited States and acas powrene. to dodiene that - should > 
sider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any portion of this 
hemisphere as to our peace and safety. With the existing colo- 
nies or dependencies of any European power we have not interfered and shall 
not interfere; but with the Governments who have declared their independ- 
ence and ntained it, and whose independence we have on great consider- 
ation and on just principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition 
for the of oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their 
destiny any Buropeas. power, in any other light than as the manifestation 
of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 

These extracts contain what has ever since been known as the 
Monroe doctrine. The principle which it laid down was the nec- 
essary cor of Washi n’s neutrality policy and covered 
three points. irst, no more Euro colonies on these conti- 
nents; second, no extension of the European political system to 
any portion of this hemisphere; third, no Euro interposition 
in the affairs of the Spanish-American Republics. That part of 
the declaration which related to Euro intervention was re- 
ceived by Great Britain with ww roval, and was warmly praised 
by Mr. Brougham, Sir James McIntosh, and Lord John Russell, 
some of whose remarks have been already quoted to the Senate by 
the Senator from Illinois in his able h upon this question. In 
the succeeding Administration President Adams, who may be con- 
sidered as the real author of the Monroe doctrine, and . Clay, 
then Secretary of State, attempted to draw closer the bond be- 
tween ourselves and the South American Republics by the Panama 
Congress, and Mr. Adams reiterated the Monroe doctrine in his 
message of March 15,1826. In the course of the debate upon send- 
ng the delegates to the Panama Congress, Mr. Webster spoke as 

OWS: 
I look on the message of December, 1823, as forming a ht in our 
I will neither help to erase it or tear it out; nor lit be by any 


act of mine blurred or bl . It did honor tothe anew of the Govern- 
ment, and I will not diminishthat honor. It elevated the hopes and gratified 


the patriotism of the le. Over those ho I will not a mildew; 
nor will I put that gratified patriotiom to shame. 


The Panama Co owing to the question of slavery, came to 
nothing so far as the United States was concerned, but the pas- 
sages which I have quoted show sufficiently the view taken of 
the doctrine by our leading statesmen at the period of its declara- 
tion. In 1845 dent Polk reiterated the Monroe doctrine, and 
spoke as follows: 

e nation should be ted; but it 


The 
is Sale ae ond ok that the efficient somecties of our 
laws should be extended over our whole territorial limits, and that it should 
ie colony or ean’ Shall, arith ‘nn on be Deaed ne coal 

on any part of the North American Continent. 

Three years later President Polk in a special message called the 
attention of Congress to the = of the white population of 
Yucatan for help against the Indians. They offered to transfer 
Yucatan to the United States. The President stated that while 
he did not recomm oo ws a of LN mop ed advised - 

occupation r to prevent its g into the 

of any European — which would be an infringement 

of the Monroe doctrine. A bill was introduced for the occupation 

of Yucatan, and was opposed by Mr. Calhoun on the ground that 
the Monroe doctrine was only intended for the temporary 

of the schemes of the Holy Alliance. The warts Yoce- 

tan came to an end, and the bill never reached a vote. The inci- 


th the movements in this 
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Thus far I have merely sketched the history of the doctrine to 
show the view taken of it by all our Administrations and by all 
our statesmen, with one exception. I now come to the only at- 
tempt which has been made by an outside power to break down 
the Monroe doctrine and set it at naught. In 1861 Great Britain, 
France, and Spain entered into a convention to unite in compel- 
ling the payment of certain claims which they held against Mexico. 
When the allied troops disembarked at Vera Cruz it was discovy- 
ered that the Emperor of the French intended to go much further 
than had been agreed upon, and to do nothing less than place an 
Austrian prince upon the Mexican throne. Thereupon England 
and Spain withdrew, and France was left to carry on her design 
alone. At that time our hands were tied by our great civil war, 
but we at once demanded explanations from France, and continued 
to protest against her conduct. During the entire period of the 
French occupation we recognized only the Government of Juarez. 
Mr. Seward consistently pressed our views upon France, and the 
proceedings of the French were denounced in Congress with so 
much indignation that in 1863 we were on the verge of war. The 
moment the civil war was over Mr. Seward at once demanded the 
withdrawal of the French troops. Our hands were free, and Gen- 
eral Sheridan, with a powerful army, was ordered to the Mexican 
boundary. Under this pressure, after some months of diplomatic 
delay, the Emperor was forced to give way. The French troops 
were withdrawn, and the Emperor's Mexican conspiracy, which 
had begun with treachery and bad faith, ended in humiliation, 
failure, and the execution of the unfortunate Maximilian. When 
Napoleon sent out his expedition English writers hastened to de- 
clare that he had done a great political service by extinguishing 
the Monroe doctrine, but when our war was over and we had 
forced the French armies from Mexicoand destroyed the wretched 
empire they had tried to set up, it was plainly seen that the Mon- 
roe doctrine had been signally vindicated and that an attempt to 
infringe it had brought nothing but shame and disaster to the 
European power which had made the experiment. Sir Edward 
Creasy, a distinguished English historian with a greater sense of 
truth than those writers who had exulted over the buccaneering 
enterprises of the French, speaks as follows in his First Platform 
of International Law: 


The United States (occupied by their own civil war which was then rag- 
ing) did not actually send troops to pee the French in Mexico, but they 
steadily refused to recognize Maximilian, or any government except a repub- 
lican government, in Mexico; and the language of their statesmen exhibited 
the fullest development of the Monroe doctrine. 


Since 1823 there have been many cases in which the Monroe doc- 
trine has been cited and discussed, but until the present time the 
French invasion of Mexico has been the only instance in which it 
has been openly disregarded and actually infringed by a European 
power. A second case has now arisen, and the maintenance of 
the Monroe doctrine is again threatened as it was by the French 
in 1862. This second attack upon the principle of the Monroe doc- 
trine comes from Great Britain, and is made under cover of a 
boundary dispute with Venezuela, while Lord Salisbury in his 
letter to Mr. Olney openly assails the validity of the doctrine 
itself. To understand the importance of this controversy and how 
deeply the very existence of the Monroe doctrine is involved in it, 
it will be necessary to trace very briefly the history of the dispute 
between Great Britain and Venezuela, which has now reached a 


crisis affecting most gravely the honor, the interests, the rights,. 


and the well-settled policy of the United States. 

The dispute over the boundaries of Guiana is an inheritance 
bequeathed to Venezuela and Great Britain by Spain and Holland. 
The successful revolt in 1810 of the South American colonies of 
Spain established the independence of what is now known as 

enezuela. That independence was finally recognized by Spain 
in a decree on the 27th of May, 1845, in which Her Catholic Maj- 
esty Dofia Isabel II expressly renounces the sovereignty of the 
American territory known ‘‘ under the old name of Captaincy 
General of Venezuela, now Republic of Venezuela.” Among the 
thirteen provinces enumerated in this act of renunciation and 
cession is the Province of Guiana, which measures 20,149 square 
leagues, while the remainder of the Republic measures only 15,803 
square leagues. It is the controversy over the control of this vast 
expanse of territory, rich in minerals, fertile in soil, and drained 
by navigable rivers, which has now reached such an acute stage. 

Great Britain’s claim is derived from Holland. By the treaty 
of the 13th of A t, 1814, the establishments of Demerara, Es- 
sequibo, and Berbice were ceded to Great Britain, and the sup- 
plemental agreement called for by the terms of the treaty sub- 
sequently confirmed this partition. Unfortunately, the lines of 
demarcation between Venezuela and British Guiana were not 
specifically defined in either of the treaties above mentioned—a 
circumstance England has not overlooked. It therefore becomes 


a question of paramount importance in any examination into the 
merits of this controversy to determine by other means the terri- 
torial jurisdiction of Spain in 1810 and of Holland in 1814. The 
i are happily ample and 


earlier treaties, documents, and 


NIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN LIBRARIES 


G 





SR NE NRL I Ata RR IE Sf TRE, 


EL EA PT Ee EE eat ee ae 


416 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


explicit upon these points. Lord Salisbury now puts forward a 
claim to title based on conquest and military occupation in 1796, 
but as the treaty which confirmed these conquests only describes 
them as the establishments of Berbice, Demerara, and uibo, 
this new claim does not affect the argument except as a mere 
assertion. 

It is hardly worth while to do more than barely allude to the 
fact that the northern part of South America belonged to Spair. 
by virtue of original discovery. There is no principle of the law 
of nations now better established than the doctrine of discovery. 
Calvo, an eminent authority upon international law, says: 

The discovery of America and those (discoveries) which have been made at 
the close of the Middle Ages in Asia and Africa have introduced into inter- 
national law a new mode of acquisition and possession. We speak of the pri- 
ority of discovery, of the first occupation, and of colonization. 

It is beyond dispute that what is now Venezuela and British and 
Dutch Guiana was originally Spanish territory. 

Columbus discovered the mouth of the Orinoco in 1498. In the 
following year Alonzo de Ojeda, a Spanish subject, made further 
discoveries in the same region. In 1500 Vicente Yanez Pinzon, a 
companion of Columbus, eee the principal mouths of the 
Orinoco. In 1581 Diego de Ordaz navigated this river as far as 
the mouth of the Meta. These acts of discovery and exploration 
on the part of Spain were soon followed by colonization. For 
many years her only rival in South America was Portugal, and 
in the treaty of 1750 between these two powers Portugal bound 
herself to recognize and support the right of Spain to territory 
lying between the Amazon and the Orinoco. Thus Portugal, the 
only country that can claim with Spain the honor of original dis- 
covery, solemnly recognized the justice of the Spanish contention 
to what is now disputed territory. It is interesting to note in this 
connection that a few years later (5th of March, 1768) a royal 
cedule fixed the Amazon as the southern limit of Spanish Guiana. 

It was not until the northern coast of South America had been 
substantially an > discovery that Holland began to seek 
a foothold in that part of the New World. During their long war 
of emancipation the Dutch had succeeded in planting several colo- 
nies in Guiana. When Spain, whose vassal Holland had been, 
became a party to the treaty of Munster in 1648, she legalized the 
Dutch pretensions. By article 5 each power was to retain terri- 
tory already possessed and held in the and West Indies and 
on the coast of Asia, Africa, and America. It was further stipu- 
lated that neither power should molest or disturb the garrisons 
and strongholds of the other. This treaty proved to be a fruitful 
source of misunderstanding and irritation. Each power soon 
came to accuse the other of violating its provisions. 

Dutch expeditions beyond the Essequibo were repulsed and 
driven back by the Spaniards repeatedly, and there is no evidence 
to show that Spain ever acquiesced for a single moment in the 
Dutch pretensions to a rood of land west of the Essequibo. On 
the contrary, when ee of the Dutch colony of 
Essequibo, on the 30th of September, 1758, sent a note of protest 
to the Spanish authorities complaining that the Spanish troops 
had molested and driven the Dutch away from a post which stood 
on one of the banks of the Cuyuni, a vigorous response was re- 
turned, saying ‘that the river Cuyuni and its dependencies be- 
longed to His Catholic Majesty, and that co uently, as the 
Dutch had entered the Spanish dominion, he would make no resti- 
tution.” 

The river referred to there, let me say, is far to the east of the 
Orinoco and Point Barima, where the Schomburgk line ends. 

It does not appear that the Dutch sought to continue further 
these diplomatic amenities. That they made spasmodic attempts 
at further extension is unquestioned, and on these Lord Salisbury 
in his reply to ere Olney appears to rely, but it is equally 
certain that none of their attempts ever attained anything like 
the dignity of permanent and recognized settlements, or were ever 
admitted Spain. Indeed, in 1788 Antonio Lopez de la Puente, 
who had been sent by the Spanish governor of Guiana to explore 
the Cuyuni River as far as the limits of the Dutch colony, pre- 
sented his report. In it he said: 
aint having, Goossntes =~ aa as - as the av oni pasion, in 

er to pour in ne > re possessions 8 colonies 
gounmnence, he found the fast Dutch houses at the “ee of the 


i. e., precisely at the curve, no new territories having encroached upon 
by them up to that time. 


This, then, was the situation in 1791 when, on the 23d of June, a 
treaty of extradition was concluded at Aranjuez between Spain 
and Holland. The objects of this treaty, as defined in the pream- 
ble, were for “the mutual restoration of deserters and runaways 
between their respective colonies” and to “ put a stop to desertion 
and its pernicious consequences.” The first article of the treaty 
recites that ‘‘complaints of desertion have been more frequent, 
to wit, between Puerto Rico and St. Eustace, Coro and , 
the Spanish establishments on the Orinoco and Essequibo, Deme- 
rara, Berbice, andSurinam.” An examination of the map to-day 


shows that the British province of Berbice extends from Suri- 
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nam to the River Berbice, Demerara from the Berbice to the Dem- 
erara, and on the same principle the province of Essequibo would 
extend from the Demerara to the River Essequibo, aaah may or 
may not include the valley watered by that stream. We have 
just seen, also, from the preceding report (1788) that the Dutch 
establishment of eee did not extend beyond the mouth of the 
Masaruni and certainly it is a fair inference to assume that the 
Dutch themselves did not put forward any serious claim to terri- 
tory virtually beyond the Essequibo. 

This yueenes is further supported, indeed, by Dutch testi- 
mony of the most unimpeachable sort. No less an official than Mr, 
Six, secretary of the Dutch East India Company, sent in 1794 a 
communication to Sefior Corral, the Spanish minister to Holland, in 
which he makes the following significant admission: 

The captain, pilot, and crew of the Spanish merchant ship Neustra Sejora 
de la Concepcion, after having been perfectly well treated by the governor- 
eneral of Surinam, were conveyed to Moroco, west of the Essequibo, as 


ving been Spanish territory, so that they could thence go as on their own 
land to the nearest Spanish-American town. 


Clearly, then, the River Moroco, by common consent and by the 
admission of the Dutch in 1794, was a Spanish possession, and the 
Moroco is far to the east of the Orinoco and the Schomburgk line. 
There could be no dispute by the Dutch to territory beyond the 
Moroco. Their broadest claim in 1794 was confined to the few 

eagues between the Moroco and the Essequibo. 

Of the Dutch colonies enumerated in the treaty of Aranjuez 
three, to wit, Essequibo, Demerara, and Berbice, as stated at the 
outset, were substantially ceded to England by the treaty of Lon- 
don of the 18th of August, 1814. By this act of alienation Eng- 
land succeeded to the title of Holland. England is entitled to 
every foot of territory that was Dutchin 1814, and to nothing more. 
Venezuela is heir to the rights of Spainand nothing more. Noact 
of aggression or encroachment since can change or alter the rela- 
tive position of the two countries. No new rights have accrued 
to either side since the 13th of August, 1814. 

What Holland’s claim included in 1791 and 1794 we havealready 
seen. It is absurd to say that any Dutch aggressions beyond the 
Essequibo subsequent to 1794 and prior to 1814 conveyed to Hol- 
land any color of title by prescription. A period of something less 
than a quarter of a century is hardly ‘‘ time immemorial” within 
the meaning of the rule. Neither will it be seriously contended 
that such Dutch occupation of disputed territory as did occur was 
‘*peaceable.” It is manifest, then, that any title by prescription 
must be invalid. 

Still less is it necessary to fortify Spain’s claim by any supple- 
mental quotations from further ordinances and decrees. It may 
be said in passing. however, that the list is by no means exhausted. 
Among other additional and confirmatory evidence that the Span- 
ish boundary terminated only with the Essequibo, reference may 
be had to the following documents: Note of Gregorio Espinosa, 
governor of Cumana, ist of February, 1742; order of 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1779, giving directions for as settlements in the 
eastern part of Guiana; report of Felipe de Inciarte, Ist of No- 
vember, 1779; royal mandate of ist of October, 1780, demanding 
the aforesaid Inciarte to drive the Dutch away from land at the 
northwest of the Essequibo as ‘‘ trespassers.” 

Having determined at some length and with reasonable precision 
the western limitations of Dutch Guiana, to which, and to which 
only, England succeeded in 1814, it now becomes pertinent and 
proper toinquire how far England has respected or rather ignored 
these boundaries and to trace step by step her aggressions upon 
the soil of her weaker neighbor. For many years the question of 
boun between Venezuela and England was held in abeyance. 
Venezuela for a long time was a part of the old Colombian Con- 
federation and too busy with her own internal oe to pay 
much heed to the more remote question of the boundary of her 
eastern frontier. Perhaps the earliest, as it certainly is one of the 
most significant, incidents of this whole controversy occurred in 
1836. the 26th of May of this year Sir Robert Ker Porter, the 
then British minister at acas, requested the Venezuelan Gov- 
ernment in an official note to place light-houses and other marks 
at Point Barima, at the mouth of the Orinoco River, as an aid to 
navigation. This voluntary act of Sir Robert Ker Porter was a 
most complete admission of Venezuela’s sovereignty over the 


0co. 

The modern British claim that the Dutch had occupied Point 
Barima long before the treaty of Munster 7S not occur 
to Sir Robert. Indeed, it seems altogether likely that he only had 
in mind the treaty of Aranjuez of 1791, already alluded to, in 
which the Dutch themselves distinctly recognized ‘the Spanish 
establishments on the Orinoco.” This dispatch was a part of the 
archives of the British legation at Caracas for half a century, and 
it was not until 1887 that the then British minister, on being con- 
fronted with it, took the pains to disavow this act of his predeces- 
sor on the ground that it was without the ‘ eee author- 
ity of the British Government.” Indeed, about the time that Sir 
Robert dispatched his now famous note, there are various other 
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acts which go to show that the agents of the British Government 
were unaccountably ignorant of what have since come to be ‘‘ un- 
doubted British rights” in Guiana. Na 

In the latter part of the same year (1836) the British governor 
of Demerara, in a note printed among the Parliamentary papers, 
made the startling statement that the Pomaron River, west of the 

uibo and east of the Moroco, could be taken as the limit of 
eee english colony. Further, in September or October of 1840, an 
Englishman was arrested and tried for having killed an Indian. 
His counsel succeeded in showing that the crime had taken place 
in the territory of. the Moroco, whereupon.the British tribunal 
promptly acquitted him on the ground that it had no jurisdiction, 
the act having been committed in a foreign territory, Thus we 
see that in 1840 a British court in Demerara had judicial cogni- 
zance of the fact that the territory of the Moroco was Venezuelan 
territory and outside British jurisdiction. The governorof Guiana 
informed his Government of these facts in a dispatch dated 23d of 
August, 1841. It is not known that the British Government, 
either then or since, in any way disavowed these acts of its accred- 
ited agents. ; : ; 

Meanwhile the reports of the discovery of rich = fields in the 
territory of the Yuruari reached London, and the lish ministry 
soon began to display a lively concern in the boundary question. 
In 1841, Mr. (afterwards Sir) Robert Schomburgk, who was sent 
out first under the auspices of the Royal Geographical Society to 
explore the country in 1834, surveyed and laid outa line of demarca- 
tion. It does not appear that Venezuela was invited to cooperate 
in a work which affected her interests so vitally. The British 
consul, itis true, informed Venezuela of Schomburgk’s mission, 
but the vigorous protest of the latter Government went unheeded 
and ignored. Schomburgk continued his survey and staked out 
the famous ‘“‘Schomburgk line.” This survey included the whole 
seaboard between the ae and the Amacuro (which finds 
its outlet at the mouth of the Orinoco) and a vast section in the 
interior. One of its conspicuous features was the erection of a 
sentry box and the planting of a British flag at Point Barima at 
the mouth of the Orinoco. The Venezuelans, not without a touch 
of humor, have uniformly contented themselves in all of their 

ublished maps by referring to this line as ‘‘ capricious,” and 
homburgk in his — map and report speaks of his line as 
the British claim, not boundary. 

It is difficult to resist the conclusion that the British Govern- 
ment of that period took much the same view, for Lord Aberdeen, 
then prime minister, in reply to thé urgent remonstrance of the 
Venezuelan minister at London, said, on the 11th of December, 
1841, that the survey had been undertaken merely as a “‘ prelim- 
inary step” to further discussion between the two Governments, 
and not, as the Venezuelan Government seemed to fear, ‘‘ with the 
intention of indicating dominion or empire on the part of Great 
Britain.” He added that he was glad to learn that Venezuela had 
been able to ascertain that Point Barima had not been occupied 
by the British authorities. A few weeks later, on the 3ist of Jan- 
uary, 1842, Lord Aberdeen gave force and effect to this disclaimer 
by ordering the removal of all the marksset up by Engineer Schom- 


urgk. 

I Seve here certain letters which I ask leave to print with my 
remarks. I will not weary the Senate by reading them. The 
first one expresses the views of Lord Palmerston in 1840. Lord 
Palmerston would suggest for the consideration of Lord John 
Russell that— 


Amap of British Guiana should be made out according to the boundaries 
described by Mr. Schomburgk; that the said map should be accompanied b 
a memoir, descri in detail the natural features which define and consti- 
tute the boundaries in question. 


That is very apparent from Schomburgk’s report; in fact, he 
mentions it in his memoir, that he laid the line according to the 
natural boundaries of the territory as he conceived them. He was 
a botanist and an explorer. 

The letter refe to is as follows: 


FOREIGN OFFICE, March 18, 130. 


Srr: Iam directed by Viscount Palmerston to acknowl the receipt of 
ro letter of the 6th instant, inclosing copies and extracts o' eee and 
inclosures from Mr. Light, governor of British Guians, relative to the 
oxpesieney of an arrangement being made with the Brazilian, Venezuelan, 
the Netherlands Governments by which the boundaries of British Guiana 
mith ne io thnk pert of letter in which you state that Lord 
1 erence of your letter in w you 0: 
John Russell considers it to be important that the boundaries of British 
Guiana be ascertained and upon, if ible, and that Mr. 
Schom *s researches in those parts have qualifi him in a peculiar man- 
ner to be of use, should the service of any person acquainted with the - 
pay of British Guiana be required for fixing the boundaries of the British 
tory, I am to state to you that the course of proceeding which Lord Pal- 
merston would for the consideration of Lord John Russell is that 
ome. British should be made out according to the boundaries 
Mr. Schomburgk; that the said map should be accompanied b 
memoir, in detail the natural features which define and consti- 
tute the boundaries in a. and that copies of that map and memoir 
should be delivered to Governments of Venezuela, of Brazil, and of the 
Nether...uds as a statement of the British claim; that in the meanwhile 
commissioners should be sent to erect landmarks on the ground in 
order to mark out by permanent erections the line of boundary so by 
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Great Britain.” It would then rest with each of the three Governments above 
mentioned to make any objection which they might have to bring forward 
against these boundaries, and to state the reasons upon which such objection 
might be founded, and Her Majesty’s Government would then give such 
answers thereto as might appear proper and just. 

Lord Paimerston further considers that it would be expedient that the 
Brazilian should be uired to withdraw from Pirara, and that the officer 
in command should be informed that any claim which Brazil may imagine 
itself to have to that village should be stated by the Brazilian Government to 
that of Great Britain in order that it may be discussed and settled between 
the two Governments. 

I have, etc., LEVERSON. 

JAMES STEPHEN, Esq. 


Mr. LODGE. I have also a letter from Lord Aberdeen, dated 
the 31st of January, 1842, in which he speaks of removing the 
marks which had been put up, and explains that he is very glad to 
meet the wishes of the Government. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


LEGACION DE LOs E. E. U. U. DE VENEZUELA, 
Foreign Office, January 81, 1842. 

The undersigned, Her Majesty's principal secretary of state for foreign 
affairs, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the note addressed to 
him on the 10th instant by Mr. Fortique, plenipotentiary of the Republic of 
Venezuela, representing the alarm and excitement which have been created 
in Venezuela on account of the marks fixed by Mr. Schomburgk at different 
point of his survey near the mouth of the Orinoco, and renewing his request 

hat Her Majesty’s Government will order the removal of these marks. 

The undersigned begs toinform Mr. Fortique in reply that, in order to meet 
the wishes of the Government of Venezuela, Her Majesty’s Government will 
send instructions to the governor of British Guiana Sirevtine him to remove 
the posts which have been placed by Mr. Schomburgk near the Orinoco 

But the undersigned feels it his aety distinctly to declare to Mr. Fortique 
that, although in order to put an end to the misapprehension which appears 
to prevail in Venezuela with regard to the object of Mr. Schomburgk’s sur- 
vey the undersigned has consented to comply with the renewed representa- 
tions of Mr. Fortique upon this affair, Her Majesty's Government must not 
be understood to abandon any portion of the rights of Great Britain over the 
territory which was formerly had by the Dutch in Guiana. 

The undersigned begs to renew to Mr. Fortique the assurance of his high 


consideration. 
ABERDEEN. 

Mr. LODGE. I have also another letter of Lord Aberdeen, 
written on March 30, 1844, in which he discusses first the British 
claim to all the territory as far as the Orinoco, but closes by say- 
ing that they will yield to Venezuela from the line of the Orinoco 
practically to the Pomaron. He says: 

Being convinced that the most important objects for the interest of Vene- 
zuela is the exclusive possession of the Orinoco, Her Majesty's Government is 
ready to yield to the Republic of Venezuela a portion of the coast sufficient 


to insure her the free control of the mouth of this her principal river and pre- 
vent its being under the control of any foreign power. 


The letter referred to is as follows: 
{Extract from Lord Aberdeen's reply to Dr. Fortique.] 


FOREIGN OFFIcE, March 30, 1844. 

In 1674 the West India Company, formed in 1627, was dissolved, but a new 
company was formed and authorized, restricting their rights to trade with 
certain parts of Africa, the Island of Curacao, and the colonies of the Esse- 
quibo and Boneverone (Pumaron), the latter extending, as above stated, as far 
as the Orinoco. 

Pursuing the examination of the authorities, which in more modern times 
confirm these datas, it will be found that in the History of South America by 
Bolt, published about the middle of the last century, Dutch Guiana is de- 
scribed as extending from the mouth of the Orinoco at 9° as far as the Mar- 
awaina to 6° 20 latitude north, that in a map of said coast published in 1783 b 
Faden, the Orinoco River is established as the western limit of the Dut ch 
according to their pretensions, and that in a more recent chart published by 
Jeffery’s in 1798, the Barima River is described as being the division between 
the Dutch and Spanish lands. The undersigned must declare that these 
authorities can not be rejected as being English, and therefore, having an 
interest in this question because, although at the date of the last cited chart 
the Dutch colony was under the protection of Great Britain, it was restored 
to the Batavian Republic in 1802, and there is no reason to doubt the testi- 


mony of Faden and Bolt, or to accuse them of partiality. 
It is doubtful whether the same could be said of La Condamine Bellin and 
other French writers, whose Government always showed itself to be jealous 


of the progress of the Dutch in the neighborhood of the settlement of Cayenne. 

But, in reality, no doubt can exist that the mouth of the Orinoco was not 
only claimed by the Dutch as the western limit of their possessions, but also 
that from the very beginning yoo effected its military occupation and re- 
tained possession of it. Hartsinck says, ‘‘ The first rivers found in Dutch 
Guiana coming from the Orinoco are the Barima, about 1 mile in width, 
where in olden times we had a fort."” There exist documents of the West In- 
dia ae showing that directors recommended to the commander of 
Pumaron to keep the rima fort in good condition. Colonel Moody found 
the ruins of these fortifications when, in 1807, the English occupied the coast 
and were preparing to send some forces to Angostura to destroy buccaneers 
that were pillagin the coast of Dutch Guiana, and also to fortify that ue 
again. Mr. Schomburgk, when in the discharge of a commission, found the 
remains of the fort and also of cultivation in the neighboring territory. 

The undersigned does not deem further evidence necessary to show how 
erroneous are the assertions of Sefior Fortique when he states that the Esse- 

uibo has been considered as a dividing line between the two countries, and 
that territory lying between that river and the Orinoco has been considered 
by the world as be onging exclusively to Spain. These statements make the 
undersigned feel justified in doubting whether Sefior Fortique would be sup- 

rted by his own countrymen in his views, taking into consideration that in 
he maps of the provinces of Venezuela published four years ago by an 
officer of the Republic the extreme limits of the Venezuelan eastern claim is 
the Moroco River, and in truth, to judge from the exaggerated pretensions 
found in this work on other points, the author is not inclined to sin on the 
side of generosity with respect to the neighboring British colony. 

Were the undersigned inclined to act on the — of Sefior Fortique’s com- 
munication, it is evident, by what he has said, that he ought to claim on be- 
half of Great Britain, as the rightful successor of Holland, all the coast from 
the Orinoco to the uibo, and such claim, aside from all questions of 
right, would certainly be much less injurious to Venezuela than the preten- 
sions of Sefior Fortique as to England, as Venezuela has no settlements on 
the disputed territory, and the eimission or acknowledgment of the Hase- 
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ibo as the limit of the Republic would, of course, mean that Great Britain 

ould deliver about one-half of the colony of Demerara, including Point 
Cartabo and the Island of Tkykoveral, where the Dutch founded their first 
settlement on the Majarini, mission of Barlika Grove, and many settle- 
ments now existing on the Arabisi coast as far as 50 miles from the tal. 

But the unde ed believes that the negotiations 
difficulties if the ¢ that can not be sustained are presented, and shall not, 
therefore, follow Sefior Fertique’s example, but state here the concessions 
that Great Britain is d make of her rights, prompted by a friendly 
consideration for Venezuela, and by her desire to avoid cause of serious 
controversies between the two countries. 

** Boing convinced that the most important object for the interest of Vene- 
zuela is the exclusive possession of the Orinoco, Her esty’s Government 
is ready to yield to the Republic of Venezuela a portion of the coast sufficient 
to insure her the free control of the mouth of this her princi river and 
prevent its being under the control of any foreign power.” With this end in 
view, an ing persuaded that a concession of the test importance has 
been made to Venezuela, Her Majesty's Government is disposed to lay aside 
its rights upon the Amacuro as the western limit of the Bri territory, and 
to consider the mouth of the Guiama River as the boundary of y's 
possessions on the coast side. Moreover, Her M y's Government will con- 
sent that the boundary in the interior be fixed by a line from the mouth of 
the Moroco to the point where the rivers Barama and Guiama meet, as far as 
the Aunama, whose upward course will be followed until the stream ap- 
proaches the point nearest the Acarabisi; then following the downward 
course of the Acarabisi as far as its confluence with the Cuyuni, it will pursue 
the upward course of the latter as far as the ds contiguous to the 
Boraima Mountains, where its waters are divided between the Essequibo and 
the River Branco. 

Great Britain is then disposed to cede to Venezuela all the territory 1 
between the above-mentioned line and the Amacuro River and the chain of 
mountains where it has its head, upon condition that the Government of 
Venezuela shall engage itself not to alienate any portion of said territory to 
ey foreign power, and also wu condition that the tribes of Indians now 
living in said territory shall be protected against all ill treatment and op- 
pression. 

The undersigned has the honor to renew to Sefior Fortique the assurance 
of the highest consideratioa. 

ABERDEEN. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we are told now that Great Brit- 
ain will not consider any question arising to the east of the Schom- 
burgk line, which terminates at Point Barima on the mouth of the 
Orinoco. At that time Lord Aberdeen, as may be seen in his let- 
ter, considered that of vital importance to Venezuela. He was 


a to withdraw all their claims, whether they were large or 
small, to the land in that neighborhood and west of the Moroco 
practically, in order that Venezuela might control that great 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
—_ Sa he is — — that the a exploration ae a § 

omburgk was un a oO Geographical Society, 
or whether he did not go ‘xian Os United States, where he 
was occupying the position of clerk in a tobacco store in New 
York, being a botanist and otherwise interested in natural objects, 
hoa his report t the Geographical Society, whereupon they 
e made his report ,w upon they 
ve him authority to make it more definite, and after that the 
Covenant of Great Britain took up the subject. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that 
Schomburgk, as he states, was in business in this country, a clerk 
inashop. He went to an island, some West Indian island or an 
island in the neighborhood of South America, of which he made 
asurvey and amap. He sent it to the Geographical Society at 
London. It was so very well done that the society invited him 
to make explorations onthe mainland. In 1834 he went to Guiana 
under their auspices. It is so stated in the Parliamentary paper 
which prints extracts from his letters. He went there in 1 
and explored Guiana, and made a and wrote a memoir. 
In that expedition he practically laid down the line as he thought 
it ought to be. 

Then the British Government, hearing of this memoir, ordered 
those portions of it printed which related to the boundary, and 
they sent him out officially in 1840 to mark out the boundary, 
which I think it is apparent he had really ae surveyed. The 
Parliamentary paper containing the report or the extracts from 
his memoir (it is a very rare one; I have never seen more than 
one copy of it) states in a note that those are extracts from his 
letters and memoir, and in those he constantly refers to the nat- 
ural boundaries. He devotes most of his space to discussing the 
pewsag 4 = Brazil on ~ a. where the — aaa _ 
was. He devotes very e@ space, compara’ y ing, to 
the question of the Venezuelan boundary. He then went out in 
1840, as I have said, and officially ran the line which bears his 
name. He returned to London in 1844, when he was knighted for 
his services, and, I believe, subsequently came to South America 
as a British consul. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did he only lay down one line? 

Mr. LODGE. I think so. ere is what is called an extension 
of the Schomburgk line, but I think Schomburgk himself laid 
only one line. 


A few weeks later the marks of which I have spoken were re- 
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moved. In other words, the British Government of that day dis- 
avowed the Schomburgk line within which we are now told Great 
Britain can not assent to arbitration. It required half a century, 
however, to bring into clearer relief just what really was intended 
in referring to the Schomburgk line as a mere ‘‘ preliminary step” 
to future negotiations. Lord Aberdeen repudiated the Schoin- 
burgk line in 1841. In 1890 Lord Salisbury, then prime minister, 
ee the act of his predecessor, Lord Aberdeen. This is 
what he said in a note on the 10th of February to the Venezuelan 
minister of foreign affairs: 

Her Majesty's Government can not accept as satisfactory any arrangement 
not admi as English property the territory included within the line laid 
down by Sir R. Schomburgk. 

We can see in this way how that line, from being the mere sug- 
gestion of an explorer, b on natural objects, has now become 
an immutable right beyond which discussion is out of the ques- 


on. 

Popular feeling in Venezuela had been greatly excited by the 
event connected with theSchomburgk incident. It wasinresponse 
torepeated instructions from Caracas that the Venezuelan minister 
in London finally succeeded in opening negotiations. The attempt 
was abortive in any immediate results. The Venezuelan Govern- 
ment proposed the uibo as a frontier, and based its argument 
upon the ancient maps and treaties. In response Lord Aberdeen 
proposed the Moroco. This proposition would probably have been 
accepted as a compromise had it not been accompanied by some 
offensive and humiliating conditions which forced Venezuela to 
reject it. Instructions, however, were issued to Sefior Fortique, 
the Venezuelan minister, to suggest suitable modifications, but 
his sudden death virtually suspended further negotiation for a 
period of thirty years. 

Occasional notes were, however, interchanged, and of these quite 
the most significant was one by Belford Hinton Wilson, 
the British chargé d’affaires at Caracas, on November 18, 1850, 
to the Venezuelan minister of foreign affairs. Mr. Wilson, it ap- 
pears, had become somewhat alarmed ‘‘in relation to the existence 
of a —— to mislead and excite public opinion concerning 
the boundary question.” He therefore took this opportunity 
of saying (I quote from his published letter): 

‘The Venezuelan Government, in justice to Great Britain, can not mistrust 
for a moment the sincerity of the formal declaration which is now made in 


name and by the express order of Her Majesty's Government, that Great 
Britain has no intention to occupy or encroach upon the territory in dispute. 


The territory in dispute lies between the Orinoco and the Esse- 
uibo; most of it between the Schomburgk line and the Essequibo. 
t was the territory in dispute, according to the authentic utter- 
ance of Her Majesty’s Government in 1850, and now it is territory 
which must not even be disc > 
imilar assurance from Venezuela was asked for and promptly 
given. This was of course pending the settlement of the boundary 
question. 

It was not until 1876 that negotiations were again opened, the 
initiative being taken, as ala by Venezuela. Dr. José Maria 
Rojas was sent to London as minister resident, with explicit in- 
structions to terminate the dispute, if possible, in a way honorable 
to Venezuela. Intimation was conveyed to the British foreign 
office, in accordance with the spirit of these instructions, that a 
line of compromise rather than one of strict right would be con- 
sidered, so anxious was Venezuela to bring about a final settle- 
ment. After several years of unremitting endeavor Dr. Rojas 
was at length rewarded by receiving from Lord Salisbury on the 
10th of January, 1880, a statement ‘‘of the claim of Her Majesty's 
Government by virtue of ancient treaties with the native tribes.” 

This revised line of demarcation was found to include not only the 
old Schomburgk line, but avast and valuable tract beyondit. Lord 
Salisbury promised in conclusion to consider in the ‘‘ most friendly 
spirit” any ae a sg which the Government of Venezuela might 
see fit to make for the establishment of a limit satisfactory to both 
nations. The reference to ancient treaties with the native Indian 
tribes was justly regarded by Venezuela as being involved in a 
good deal of obscurity. The claim, which was now set up for 
the first time, was certainly a novel one. The particular treatics 
and the icular tribes referred to were known to Great Britain 
alone. Likewise the manner in which these tribes came to be rec- 
ognized as free and independent, possessed of the attributes of 
soverei ity, was another diplomatic secret, which was safely 
canted thin the precincts of the British foreign office. Asa 
matter of fact, the Indians had been for centuries subjects of Spain 
and Holland, and had long since lost ail right to make a treaty 
with anyone. 

In accordance with Lord Salisbury’s suggestion that Venezucla 
submit some proposition “ for the establishment of a limit satis- 
factory to both nations,” Dr. Rojas mene the Moroco, Lord 
Aberdeen’s old divisional line, but shortly afterwards the Bea- 
consfield mini fell and Lord Granville became minister of 
eae a note dated September 15, 1881, Lord Gran- 
ville to accept the Moroco as a boundary, but suggested a 
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line which should begin at a place on the seacoast at a longitude 
of 29 miles to the east of the right shore of the River Barima. 
This proposition was in turn rejected by Venezuela. A fewyears 
later a final adjustment of all difficulties between the two coun- 
tries seemed at length to be in sight. The British Government 
consented to unite the boundary question with the question of ad- 
ditional duty on merchandise coming from the Antilles and _cer- 
tain indemnity demands made by British citizens against Vene- 
la. 
mt was proposed to pave the way to an adjustment of all issues 
and controversies by one treaty. ‘‘ The proposal to settle by arbi- 
tration questions which may arise between the countries,” wrote 
Lord Granville to Gen. Guzman Blanco, on the 15th of April, 
1885, ‘‘meets with the entire concurrence of Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment.” An actual convention was drawn up but before it 
could be signed the ministry changed. Lord isbury, who re- 
sumed the foreign portfolio, expressly repudiated the arbitration 
ment made by his pees. and the negotiations abruptly 
ended. According to Lord oe to refer all disputes and 
controversies to arbitration ‘‘ would be without precedent in the 
treaties made by Great Britain.” 

The next attempt to reopen the question came in the following 
year, when the Venezuelan legation renewed its efforts to secure 
some satisfactory compromise and suggested arbitration as the 
means. Lord Rosebery, in J nly, 1886, replied by proposing a 
frontier which would include the River Guaima in British Guiana. 
Coupled to this memorandum was a demand for the free naviga- 
tion of the Orinoco, which made it impossible. 

Meantime the British eenrmane in the disputed zone, the re- 
gion which Great Britain had solemnly promised not to occupy 
while in dispute, began to be more and more —— Begin- 
ning with October, 1884, various marks of British sovereignty 
were repeatedly set up or posted. Fortifications were thrown up 
at Barima Point. The Venezuelan commissary at the mouth of 
the Amacuro was arrested and tried for the alleged ill-treatment 
of a Portuguese subject. Venezuela protested that the status quo 
of 1850, not to occupy the territory in dispute, was being flagrantly 
violated. No heed was paid to this remonstrance. There was 
under such circumstances but one honorable course for Venezuela 
to pursue, She broke off diplomatic relations with Great Britain 
on the 20th of February, 1887. 

Even this, however, did not terminate the efforts of Venezuela 
to arrive at some as with her powerful adversary. 
She has since made several futile endeavors to refer the whole 
question to friendly arbitration. The last one was made as late 
as the spring of 1893, by Dr. Michelena, the confidential agent 
of Venezuela at London. It went the way of all the others. Lord 
Rosebery, in 1893, was plainly convinced that his demands of 1886 
were too moderate; he reenforced them by conditions more objec- 
tionable than ever. In 1850 Great Britain herself suggested non- 
intervention in the disputed belt; in 1893 it was quite impossible 
for England to consent to arbitrate the greater part of this iden- 
tical territory which had for so many years constituted ‘‘ an inte- 
gral portion of British Guiana.” 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me for 
just a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts seems to have 
given thesubject great consideration, and I desire to ask him if he 
can inform the Senate whether Venezuela has ever at any time re- 
fused to submit the matter to arbitration? 

Mr. LODGE. Never. 

Mr. HILL. I asked the question because of a published inter- 
view said to have been given out by Mr. Lincoln, in which it was 
stated that at one period Venezuela had refused arbitration. 

Mr. LODGE. I have never met with any instance in which she 
refused arbitration by itself. So far as Iam aware—and I think 
I have examined all the correspondence—she has sought arbitra- 
tion constantly. She has rejected sume of the compromises offered 
by Great Britain in which arbitration may have been a feature, 
but on other grounds. She rejected, for example, one compro- 
mise offered by Great Britain, because Great Britain insisted upon 
the free navigation of the Orinoco. But I do not think that Vene- 
zuela has ever rejected arbitration as an independent proposition. 
On the contrary, she has always sought it. 

It will be observed from the brief outline of the dispute which I 
have given that no new rights have come to England or to Vene- 
zuela since 1814, i. e., since the declaration of President Monroe. 
They have the rights of Spain and Holland, respectively, nothing 
more and nothing less, and are entitled toexactly what those inher- 
ited ts give them. In 1836 a British minister acknowledged 
that t Barima belonged to Venezuela by asking the Venezuelan 
Government to erect a light-house there. In 1840 a British court 
in Demerara declared the territory of the Moroco, far to the east 
of the Orinoco, to be Venezuelan territory. In 184i an English 
engineer laid out a perfectly arbitrary line running from the 
mouth of the Orinoco in a southerly direction until it reached the 
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southern boundary of British Guiana. Lord Aberdeen disavowed 
this line and proposed another starting at the River Moroco and 
going farther into the interior; Lord Granville proposed another 
reaching further to the west; Lord Rosebery another inside the 
Schomburgk line, but coupled with the free navigation of the Ori- 
noco. In 1893 he proposed a second line, and meantime Lord Salis- 
bury had extended the British claim while he was secretary for 
foreign affairs. . 

The Statesman’s Year Book will show, if anyone cares to exam- 
ine it, that the British claim upon Venezuela advanced in one year 
33,000 square miles. Every British minister has offered a different 
line within which Great Britain would not consent to arbitrate, and 
every British minister has gone beyond his predecessor in making 
fresh claims to territory beyond the line which he offered and about 
which he would arbitrate. At first sight this seems to denote in- 
consistency on the part of the British Government, but in reality 
their course has been just the reverse. There is apparently just 
as much support for one line as another when they pass beyond 
the valley of the Essequibo. From Schomburgk down, every line 
was entirely arbitrary, and the constantly growing claims beyond 
the various lines offered was in entire keeping with the policy of 
the British Government. Their object was to get as much new 
territory as they could if the matter ever came to a settlement, 
which they have used every artifice to delay. 

I do not personally believe that Great Britain has a good claim 
to a foot of land beyond the Essequibo, for Indian treaties are alto- 
gether too flimsy to support any serious contention, and the claim 
of recent settlement is impossible, as that would entitle England 
to any vacant land anywhere in North orSouth America on which 
a British subject had settled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether in his researches he has discovered any trace of the Indian 
treaties alluded to by Lord Salisbury? 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave not. They must be concealed in the Brit- 
ish case. 

But it is not my purpose to pass upon the merits of either the Brit- 
ish or the Venezuelan claim. All [ have desired to show is that 
there is a dispute as to the ownership of the territory lying west of 
the Essequibo, and that neither England nor Venezuela holds an 
uncontested title to any portion of it. That disputed territory 
either belonged to Holland or it did not. If it did, England ought 
to have it, and there would not be the slightest disposition on the 
art of the United States to interfere with her possession of it. If 
it did not, it belongs to Venezuela, and V »nezuela ought to have it. 
The question is one for the arbitration of an impartial tribunal, 
and by the decision of such a tribunal the United States would 
cheerfully abide. 

But if England, with noauthority but adisputed claim, seizes 
territory and declines arbitration upon it, her action does not differ 
from seizing and holding new territory in the Americas by the 
right of conquest. The boundary dispute does not touch the es- 
sence of the question, which is the acquisition of new territory in 
this hemisphere by a European power. Such pretextscan always 
be found. If England can seize territory under a claim which 
has grown larger with each succeeding year, there is nothing to 
prevent her taking indefinite regions in South America. If Eng- 
land can do it and is allowed to do it by the United States, every 
other European power can do the same, and they will not be 
slow to follow England’s example. We have seen them parcelout 
Africa, and if we do not interpose now in this case the fate of 
large portions of South America will be the same. We shall have 
formidable rivals all about us; we shall be in constant danger of 
war; and we shall be forced to become a military power with great 
armies and navies. 

The seizure of this South American territory by England is an 
absolute violation of the Monroe doctrine. I have heard it said 
that no one knows what the Monroe doctrine is. Mr. President, 
it is as simple in principle as the Declaration of Independence, to 
which Jefferson compared it. It is not a doctrine of international 
law, and the attempt to discuss it or to oppose it on that basis isa 
waste of words. Like the independence of this country, it is a 
question of fact and not of law. The independence of this coun- 
try is unquestioned, because, having declared it, we compelled the 
world to recognize it. In the same way we have always acted on 
thé declaration of Mr. Monroe as the guiding principle of our for- 
eign policy. We shall now, I hope, declare it again with the 
formal sanction of Congress, representing the people of the 
United States. Itis idle to argue either for or against it as a 
matter of international law, for it requires no such support. 

We declare the Monroe doctrine as a principle which we believe 
essential to the honor, the safety, the interests of the United 
States. We declare it asa statement of fact, and we must have it 
recognized as our independence and national existence are recog- 
sleet by all the world. It must be recognized, because we sustain 
and support it, and we can no more permit it to be a matter of dis- 
cussion with other nations than we can afford to discuss with 
them our national welfare or our forms of government. It em- 
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bodies for us the same principle as the balance of power so jeal- 
ously maintained by the nations of Europe. They will not allow 
that to be disturbed, and we hold to our balance of power with 
ual tenacity. 

he Monroe doctrine interferes in no wise with the rights which 
the principles of international law give toallnations. It does not 
touch the question of reparation for injuries inflicted upon the 
subjects of any European power by a of the Central or South 
American States. e cherish that right jealously ourselves; we 
do not deny it to others. If the subjects of any European power 
suffer wrong at the hands of any of the Governments of South 
or Central America, that power is entitled to demand the fullest 
satisfaction and redress. But, Mr. President, the question of 
reparation must not be mixed up with the acquisition of territory. 
Lord Salisbury, with the ingenuity for which he is distinguished, 
has made a claim for reparation upon Venezuela on account of 
the arrest by the Venezuelan authorities of certain British subjects. 
He turns to us and to the rest of the world with the inquiry as to 
whether the Monroe doctrine is to interfere with the right of 
every power to protect its citizens in South America. 

To such a question there can be but one answer, and Lord Salis- 
bury is assured beforehand of the sympathy of all nations on that 

oint. But the whole case has not been stated in that question. 

hose British subjects were arrested on the disputed territory, on 
the land which the British Government, by its accredited repre- 
sentative, solemnly a itself not to occupy until the question 
of ownership was finally settled. If that territory belongs to 
England, those men were wrongfully arrested. If it belongs to 
Venezuela, they were ree arrested. If Venezuela pays now 
the indemnity fixed and demanded by England, and_ admits that 
she does sc because these men, being on British territory, were 
wrongfully arrested, she gives her whole case away. The Monroe 
doctrine does not interfere with any nation seeking reparation for 
injuries to its subjects, but it does interfere if a demand for repara- 
tion is to be made the pretext for the seizure of territory by a 
European power on the American Continent. 

The Monroe doctrine, as I have said,isvery simple. It is merely 
the declaration that no foreign power must establish a new gov- 
ernment, acquire new territory by purchase or force or by any 
method whatever, or seek to control existing Governments in the 
Americas. That is the principle which Mr. Monroe declared. If 
there is any dispute as to the meaning of his language, it is not 
needful to dwell upon it. That is what the American people be- 
lieved he meant. at is the way American statesmen have inter- 

reted it, and that there may be no future misunderstanding, that 
what we should declare it to be and to have always been by this 
resolution. ; 

Mr. President, we have neglected too long our foreign policy 
and the great interests of the United States which lie beyond her 
borders. Wehave permitted this English advance upon Venezue- 
lan territory to go unchecked for years. The time has now come 
to end this state of things. We want this matter settled, and set- 
tled by arbitration, because if it is settled otherwise it is a blow to 
a principle vital to the welfare and the dignity of the United States. 
But, Mr. President, there ismorein it than this. If we neglect our 
foreign affairs, England does not neglect hers. 

At the lastsession of Congress I called the attention of the Senate 
and of the country to the manner in which England had absorbed 
the islands of the Pacific and to the necessity of our controlling 
the Hawaiian Islands, a or which becomes more pressing 
with each succeeding day. I ask you nowto look at the Carib- 
bean Sea. I ask you to note the strong naval station which £ng- 
land has established at Sta. Lucia. Follow a line thence to the 
westward and you find Trinidad, the development of which has 
been strongly pushed of late years, then Jamaica, and finally British 
Honduras. That line faces the South American coast. is ter- 
ritory claimed from Venezuela is being pushed steadily to the west- 
ward along that coast, and the point at which it aims isthe control 
of the mouths of the Orinoco, one of the great river systems of 
South America. The purpose of all these movements is written 
plainly on the map. If successful they will give Great Britain 
control of the Spanish Main and make the Caribbean Sea little 
better than a British lake. 

We are a great nation, Mr. President, and we have a great na- 
tion’s duties and responsibilities. The path which we should fol- 
low lies clear before us. We must be the leaders inthe Western 
Hemisphere. Wemust protect our coasts and hold the commerce 
of that hemisphere. We do not meddle with the affairs of Europe. 
Neither Great Britain nor Europe must be permitted to interfere 
with our affairs or gain new territory here. We seek no quarrels 
with any nation. We have not been the rs in any of the 
difficulties which are now lowering upon the horizon. But, Mr. 
President, | think there is no mistaking the temper of the Ameri- 
can people. For thirty years they have been absorbed in healing 
the ravages of civil war and in completing the conquest of the 

t continent which was our inheritance. That work is done. 
American people have begun to turn their eyes toward those 
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interests of the United States which lie beyond our borders and 

etsonearourdoors. They see those interests have been neglected. 

hey see another nation hemming them in with fortifications 
and encroaching upon regions which must remain what they have 
always been—American. They are resolved that there shall be an 
end to these things. They are resolved that the United States 
shall not sink in the scale of nations, that it shall not be menaced 
even by that nation to whom we are united by the bonds of blood 
and speech, but that it shall fulfill abroad as at home the great 
destiny to which it has been called. The American people, in my 
judgment, believe in and cherish the Monroe doctrine and will not 
suffer it to be ere 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that the people of England have 
the least desire to engage in hostilities with the United States an 
more than we seek or desire hostilities with them. Nor doI thin 
that they take any serious interest in this disputed Venezuelan 
territory or realize even now that the question involves for usa 
ew which we consider vital to our safety and our welfare. 

e have no desire to interfere with any rightful possession of 
Great Britain in South America, but we can not allow her to set 
up claims to American territory and then seize and hold that terri- 
tory by force. If she can do it successfully in Venezuela she can 
do it in Mexico or Cuba; if she can do it other nations can also. 
We do not ask her to give up her rightful territory or retreat an 
inch. All we ask is that she shall submit this disputed boundary 
to the arbitration of an impartial tribunal. We have nothing to 
gain ourselves by the decision of that tribunal, but in the refer- 
ence to arbitration there is involved a — which we regard 
as vital. We can not believe that any English ministry seriously 
intends to force hostilities on the United States, and yet their 
recent policy is, to say the least, unfortunate. 

We have seen British forces at Corinto. We know the attitude 
they assume in Venezuela. They are attempting to take land on 
the Alaskan boundary. They have just denounced the modus 
vivendi and reopened in that way the perilous dispute of the north- 
eastern fisheries. It is not by accident that these events have all 
occurred or all come to an acute stage within the past year. They 
are not due to us, for we have committed no aggression upon any- 
body. Of all these difficulties which are now upon us, the most 
immediate is that involved in the dispute with Venezuela. They 
tell us that this territory is remote and worthless. It is remote, 
perhaps, but it is not worthless, for if it had been the Venezuelan 

ossession of it would be undisturbed. But it matters not whether 
it is worthless or valuable. The tea tax was trivial, but our fore- 
fathers refused to pay it because it involved a great principle, and 
the attempt to collect it cost Great Britain her North American 
colonies. The American people believe to-day just as firmly in 
the principle of the Monroe doctrine. They deem it essential to 
their honor, their safety, and their interests as a nation, and they 
are prepared to defend it when it is assailed. 

Mr. ident, who is responsible for the unhappily strained 
relations between England and the United States? As I have 
pointed out, we have not been the aggressors on any of the points 
now in os whether in Alaska or Venezuela. What, then, 
hasstrained our relations? Isitnot peremptory refusal toarbitrate 
this question of boundary? Whogavethatrefusal? Great Britain. 
We have ts inted a commission, not to arbitrate between Great 
Britain and Venezuela, but to inform us, after careful investiga- 
tion, what the true divisional line, in their opinion, should be. 
Who has drawn an arbitrary line of boundary and declared that 
they would not arbitrate to the east of it? Not the United States, 
but Great Britain.. Ultimatums are what strain relations, and 
they have come from Great Britain and not from us. I believe 
that this question will be peacefully settled by the good sense of 
the Se of England and the United States, but I am 
very clear that such settlement can only be reached by action on 
the part of Congress and of the President which shall be as firm 
as it is temperate and which shall maintain the Monroe doctrine 
absolutely and at all hazards wherever it justly applies. That 
doctrine is as important to us as the balance of power is to Europe, 
and those who maintain the latter must not attempt to break down 
the principle which guards the integrity of the Americas and pro- 
tects them from the interference and control of foreign powers. 


STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the Senate proceeds to the 
appointment of the standing and select committees, I offer a reso- 
lution which I send to the desk, and preliminary to its considera- 
pd aa unanimous consent for the suspension of the rules at 
this time. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which 
will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved = ee names of the following select committees of the Senate 

,as : 

The * t Committee to Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the United 

States against the Government of Nicaragua,” to the “Select Committee on 
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the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal"; the “Select Committee on the 

uadro-Centennial,”’ to the ‘Select Committee on International Exposi- 
tions’; the “Select Committee to Investigate the Geological Survey,” to the 
“Select Committee on the Geological Survey”; the “Select Committee on 
Forest Reservations.” to the “ Select Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game,” and the ** Select Committee on Corporations in the 
District of Columbia,” to the * Select Committee on Corporations Organized 
in the District of Columbia.” : 

Resolved further, That each of the new select committees above provided 
for shall be entitled to a clerk at the rate of $1,440 each per annum; and the 
Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to pay 
such clerks the salaries aforesaid from the appropriation of clerks to com- 
mittees from the dates that they shall severally qualify. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? TheChairhearsnone. Thequestion 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask unanimous consent that the 
rules be suspended and that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which 
will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following, commencing with January 1, 1896, shall con- 
stitute the standing and select committees of the Senate of the United States 
for the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The list of committees is a part 
of the resolution. Perhaps it is not necessary to read it at this 
time. Iask unanimous consent that it be printed in the REcorpD 
without ae, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
considération of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Oregon? The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to 


the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand unanimous consent 
has been given to suspend the rules for the consideration of the 


resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; for its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the list be printed in the ReEcorp in 
connection with the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The paper which the Senator from Oregon holds 
in his hand is a part of the resolution which he has sent to the 
desk? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it had better be read. It will not take 
long, and the Senate will then comprehend exactly what is pro- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well; let it be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The list will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the following, commencing with January 1, 1896, shall con- 
stitute the eae and select committees of the Senate of the United States 
for the Fifty-fourth Congress: 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Agriculture and Forestry: Messrs. Proctor {chairmen}, Hansbrough, 
Warren, Gear, Butler, George, Bate, Roach, and Irby. 

On Appropriations: Messrs. Allison (chairman), Hale, Cullom, Teller, Quay, 
Pettigrew, Perkins, Cockrell, Call, Gorman, Blackburn, Brice, and Faulkner, 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: Messrs. 
Jones of Nevada ae. Gallinger, and Jones of Arkansas. 

On the Census: Messrs. C dler lehsivmen), Hale, Allison, Cullom, Petti- 
grew, ‘I e, Berry, White, and arreg- 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment: Messrs. Pritchard (chairman), Lodge, 
Morrill, Du Elkins, Gordon, Irby, Walthall, and Chilton. 

On Claims: Messrs. Teller (chairman), Mitchell of Oregon, Stewart, Allen, 

ws, Warren, Pasco, Caffery, Chilton, Bacon, and Martin. 

On Coast Defenses: Messrs. Squire (chairman), Hawley, Proctor, Burrows, 
McBride, Butler, Gordon, Irby, Mills, White, and Smith. 

On Commerce: Messrs. e (chairman), Jones of Nevada, gusy; MeMillan, 
Sauize, Be Nelson, McBride, Vest, Gorman, White, Murphy, Berry, 
Pasco. ery. 
~ On the District of Columbia: Messrs. McMillan (chairman), Gallinger, 
Hans | Proctor, Pritchard, Baker, Wetmore, Harris, Faulkner, Gibson, 


cs and on. 
a a es Mecare. Shoup p (chairman), Kyle, Perkins, Mantle, 
c e uw , an ; 
Bills: Messrs. Cockrell (chaivenen), Allison, and Baker. 
: Messrs. Sewell (chairman), Dubois, and Caffery. 
On Epidemic Diseases: Messrs. Vest (chairman), Harris, Irby, Jones of 
Nevada, Sane. ay, and Butler. 
To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service: Messrs. Peffer 
(chairman), Hoar, Gallinger, Gray, and Vilas. 
On : Messrs. Morrill Ser Sherman, Jones of Nevada, Allison, 
Ae, Platt, Wolcott, Voorhees, Harris, Vest, Jones of Arkansas, White. 


Fisheries: Messrs, Perkins (chairman), Proctor, Frye, Wilson, Butler, 

eosin Relatio: ; oo Shot ( hairman Frye, Davis, Came 
ions: Messrs. Sherman (c i, e, ‘ 

Cuilom, Lodge: Morgan, Gray, Turpie, Daniel, and Mills or 
tion: oan (chairman 


), Chandler, Squire, Sewell, 
‘i. en Oe oe i Riv wrt tn Wei etock M Nel 
ver ies: essrs. NN Gl- 

don (chairman); Gear, Beker Carter, Blanchard, Bate aod Palaoe 
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On Indian Affairs: Messrs. Pettigrew (chairman), Platt, Shoup, Stewart, 
Pentio, Wilson, Allen, Jones of Arkansas, Morgan, Roach, Blanchard, and 
Chilton. 

On Indian Depredations: Messrs. Wilson (chairman), Kyle, Shoup, Sewell, 
Mantle, McBride, Lindsay, Faulkner, Cockrell, Bacon, and Martin 

On Interstate Commerce: Messrs. Cullom (chairman), Chandler, Wolcott, 
Aldrich, Carter, Gear, Gorman, Brice, Lindsay, Smith, and Chilton. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: Messrs. Warren (chairman), 
Kyle, Stewart, Thurston, Peffer, White, Jones of Arkansas, Roach, and Brice. 

On the Judiciary: Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Teller, Platt, Mitchell of Ore- 
gon, Davis, Clark, Thurston. Pugh, George, Vilas, Hill, Lindsay, and Daniel. 

On the Library: Messrs. Hansbrough (chairman), Wetmore, and Voorhees. 

On Manufactures: Messrs. Wetmore (chairman), Cameron, Clark, Gibson, 
and Smith, 

On Military Affairs: Messrs. Hawley (chairman), Proctor, Shoup, Sewell, 
Warren, Elkins, Bate, Cockrell, Palmer, Mitchell of Wisconsin, and Walthall. 

On Mines and Mining: Messrs. Stewart (chairman), Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Mantle, Warren, Bate, Call, Mills, and Tillman. 

On Naval Affairs: Messrs. Cameron (chairman), Hale, Perkins, Mc Millan, 
Chandler, Dubois, Blackburn, Gibson, Smith, Bacon, and Tillman 

On Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Depart- 
ments: Messrs. Butler (chairman), Dubois, Lodge, Wilson, Wetmore, Smith, 
Cockrell, Hill, and Caffery. 

On Pacific Railroads: Messrs. Gear (chairman), Stewart, Davis, Wolcott, 
Frye, Brice, Morgan, Faulkner, and Murphy. 

On Patents: Messrs. Platt (chairman), Pritchard, Clark, Wetmore, Call, 
Mills, and Berry. 

On Pensions: Messrs. Gallinger (chairman), Shoup, Peffer, Hansbrough, 
Hawley, Lodge, Baker, Palmer, Brice, Vilas, Mitchell of Wisconsin, Lindsay, 
and Roach. 

On Post-Offices and Post-Roads: Messrs. Wolcott (chairman), Mitchell of 
Oregon, Chandler, Burrows, Carter, Butler, Vilas, Irby, Hill,and Blanchard. 

On Printing: Messrs. Hale (chairman), Hansbrough, and Gorman 

On Private Land Claims: Messrs. Harris (chairman), Pasco, Berry, Turpie, 
Hale, Platt, and Baker. 

On Privileges and Elections: Messrs. Mitchell of Oregon (chairman), Hoar, 
Chandler, Burrows, Pritchard, Gray, Pugh, Turpie, and Palmer 

On Public Buildings and Grounds: Me&ssrs. Quay (chairman), Morrill, 
Squire, Mantle, Warren, Gear, Vest, Daniel, Gordon, Blanchard, and Murphy. 

On Public Lands: Messrs. Dubois (chairman), Pettigrew, Hansbrough, Wil- 
son, Carter, McBride, Allen, Berry, Pasco, Vilas, and Tillman. 

On Railroads: Messrs. Clark (chairman), Gallinger, Gear, Elkins, Nelson, 
Thurston, Berry, Gordon, Palmer, Blackburn, and. Blanchard 

On Relations with Canada: Messrs. Carter (chairman), Hoar, Hale, Petti- 
grew, Perkins, Murphy, Pugh, Mitchell of Wisconsin. and Tillman 

On the Revision of the Laws of the United States: Messrs. Burrows (chair- 
man), Pritchard, Thurston, Daniel, and Call. 

On Revolutionary Claims: Messrs. Pugh (chairman), Bacon, Bate, Cam- 
eron, and Aldrich. 

On Rules: Messrs. Aldrich (chairman), Hoar, Mitchell of Oregon, Teller, 
Blackburn, Harris, and Gorman. 

On Territories: Messrs. Davis (chairman), Shoup, Squire, Sewell, Elkins, 
Thurston, Hill, Blackburn, Bate, Call, and White. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard: Messrs. McBride (chairman), 
Aldrich, Clark, Sewell, Allen, Irby, George, Turpie, and Gordon 

SELECT COMMITTYES. 

To Investigate the Condition of the Potomac River Front at Washington: 
Messrs. George (chairman), Martin, Blanchard, Frye, Sherman, and Perkins. 

On the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal: Messrs. Morgan (chairman), 
Palmer, Martin, Hawley, Mitchell of Oregon, Squire, Sewell 
Pom Woman Suffrage: Messrs. Call (chairman), George, Hoar, Quay, and 

eter. 

On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress: Messrs. Voor- 
hees (chairman), Pugh, Morrill, Cullom, and Allison. 

On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians: Messrs. Gray (chairman), Pasco, 
Teller, Platt, and Davis. 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: Messrs. Blackburn (chair- 
man), Vest, Wolcott, Wetmore, and Allen. 

To Establish the University of the United States: Messrs. Kyle (chairman), 
Sherman, Hawley, Frye, Nelson, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, Walthall, and 
Mitchell of Wisconsin. 

_ On International Expositions: Messrs. Thurston (chairman), Pettigrew, 
Sherman, Cameron, Hawley, Warren, McBride, Vest, Gray, Daniel, Gibson, 
Voorhees, and Lindsay. 

On the Geological Survey: Messrs. Elkins (chairman), Wolcott, Allison, 
Walthall, and Mills. 

On National Banks: Messrs. Mantle (chairman), Dubois, Burrows, Mitchell 
of Wisconsin, and Chilton. 

On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: Messrs. Allen (chair- 
man), Kyle, Teller, Mantle, Morgan, Roach, and Tillman 

On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia: Messrs. Jones of 
Arkansas (chairman), Gorman, Aldrich, Hoar, and Mc Millan. 

To Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands: Messrs. Baker (chairman), 
Carter, and Roach. 


Mr. GORMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
who offered the proposition to one omission. There is one place 
on the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads which has not 
been filled by this side. I make this statement so that it may be 
thoroughly understood if the resolution shall be adopted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand if the resolution is 
adopted there will be a vacancy to be filled by the minority. 

r.GORMAN. Mr. President, it has been the universal cus- 
tom of the Senate that the party in the majority should control the 
majority of the committees of this body and the chairmanships 
of all the committees, except perhaps eleven, which are usually 
allotted to the minority, and so with the majority of the member- 
ship of the committees, leaving, for instance, the membership of 
the minority in a committee of seven to consist of three, and ina 
committee of nine, of four. To that there is no objection. It is 
the proper and ordinary way of conducting the business affairs of 
the Senate. Butowing to the fact, as was well known prior te 
the assembling of this Congress, that neither of the great parties. 
Republican or Democratic, was likely to have a clear majority of 
the Senate, a resolution was passed continuing the old committees 
until otherwise ordered by the Senate. On this side of the Chamber 
we are perfectly well aware of the fact that the Democrats are ina 
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minority in this body. We havenotaclear majority of all the Sena- 
tors elected, and we do not know as yet that the Republicans have a 
clear majority. Thatcanonly be tested and demonstrated bya vote 
upon this proposition. If the other side have a clear majority, 
they are unquestionably entitled to the adoption of this resolution 
and the entire change of all the principal committees of this body. 
Then the country will understand perfectly who is to be held 
responsible for the conduct of business in this body. Witha 
view of ascertaining that fact, I shall demand the yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on eeing to the 
resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ALDRICcH’s name was called). I 
am requested to announce that the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH] stands paired on this vote with the Senator from 
uth Carolina [Mr. weg ts 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name wascalled). My 
colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] is paired on this question with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr.PRitcHARD]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTt], but an arrange- 
ment has been made by which that pair has been transferred to 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr, CARTER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Greson]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* yea.” ’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were 
presert, 1 should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Torrie]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’s name wascalled). My 
colleague {[Mr. GEORGE] has a general = with the junior Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. McBripg]. y colleague would vote 
‘‘nay ” if present. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). As has been an- 
nounced, I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKkBURN]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea,” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Michigan to the fact that a transfer was made of that pair 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] a moment ago. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Oregon is mistaken. 
It was the transfer of a pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
camer) , and not to his colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand it as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has stated it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
— with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas]. If he were 

ere I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.BLancHarD]. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from ifornia [Mr. Wuite]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam requested to announce that the junior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston] is paired with the junior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr.BACON. As has already been announced by the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr.Gear], he is paired with my colleague 
[Mr.Gorpon]}. I simply desire to say if my colleague were 
present he would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr.PASCO. I am requested to announce that the junior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TaursTon }. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, s Morrill, Sherman, 
c Nelson, Squire, 
Pettigrew, ‘arren, 
Platt, Wetmore, 
Wilson. 


Proctor, 
Sewell, 


DECEMBER 30, 


Pasco, 
Pugh, 
Mills, Roach, 
Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Morgan, Vest, 
Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Jones, Ark. Palmer, Walthall. 
NOT VOTING—27. 


Jones, Nev. Stewart, 
McBride, Tharston, 
McMillan, Tillman, 
Mitchell, Oreg. Turpie, 
Peffer, Vilas, 

2 White. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is due to the Populist party, 
represented in this Chamber, that a very brief statement as to their 
position be made to the Senate. 

During the Fifty-third Congress it was very common for Re- 
publican Senators and Democratic Senators to classify us as ‘‘ Dem- 
ocratic Populists” and ‘‘ Republican Populists,” respectively. The 
classification was altogether improper. It is due to the Senate and 
to the country to state that the Populist party, while not number- 
ing a great many in this Chamber, are as thoroughly and com- 

letely a party organization as either the Democratic or the Repub- 
ican party. We want it distinctly understood by the Senate and 
by the country that we have no political affiliations whatever with 
either of the old parties. While our personal relations with Sen- 
ators on both sides of the Chamber are what they should be, yet, 
so far as our political principles and our political sympathies are 
concerned, we are just as averse to being known as ‘‘ Republican 
Populists” or ‘‘ Democratic Populists” as either of the old parties 
are to being known as having any tendency to Populism. 

When this Congress convened we realized that there was a clear 
majority in the Senate in favor of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. We believed that Senators who declared themselves in 
favor of silver meant what they said, and that they were not 
Democrats first and silver men second, or Republicans first and 
silver men next, but we believed that they were sincere, and that 
they were perfectly aan unite in bringing about the passage 
of a free silver measure in this body. Tothatend we promptly sent 
out letters to every man in this Chamber who had declared him- 
self in favor of free silver, inviting Senators, regardless of their 
political affiliations, to meet in a caucus and organize the Senate 
upon free silver lines. With the exception of two or three Sen- 
ators, no one was there but the members of the Populist party. 
When it came to the question of the reorganization of the Senate, 
we felt that as a matter of 2 it was due our party that we take 
no part in it whatever. e felt that the Republican party, as 
between the Democratic party and itself, was in the ascendency 
here. We felt as though the responsibility for the legislation of 
Con should to the Republican party in both Houses as 
speedily as possible, and that the country should understand that 
the Republican party is now in the majority, or in the ascendency, 
in both branches of Congress, and is therefore responsible for leg- 
islation in the future. e felt that it was due to ourselves as a 
ata that we take no hand whatever in the organization of the 

nate, and that we should refrain from voting, permitting the 
Republicans and Democrats to settle the question of the organiza- 
tion between themselves. 

I want to repeat, Mr. President, so that no man, woman, or child 
in this country may misunderstand what is said, that the Populist 
party in this Chamber and in the other branch of Congress and 
in this country is a distinct political entity, having its organiza- 
tion in every State and Territory of the Union, having a vote 
within 200,000 of the number that landed Mr. Lincolnin the Presi- 
dency in 1861. We are a distinct organization, and propose to 
maintain our organization throughout this and future Congresses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am inclined to ask the Senator 
from Nebraska if his ization, composed of six members, as I 
understand it, in this y, did not deliberately, with a full knowl- 
edge of the fact that they held the balance o —< as between 
the two great political parties represented here, determine by their 
silence to allow the Republican organization here, that has two or 
three more votes than the Democratic, to take absolute control of 
the management of the affairs of this Chamber, and if by that 
silence he does not understand and hold that they are as responsi- 
ble for the act as if they had cast their votes instead of sitting 
here silent? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I take very great pleasure in an- 
swering the question of my distinguished friend from Tennessee. 
When we came to consider this question we realized, as the Sen- 
ator well knows, that we held the balance of power in this Cham- 
ber. We realizeit now; and I will say tothe r we are going 
to utilize it to the fullest extent as =o? ame 

We could pursue one of two courses. That was 
man. We could either vote against the adoption o 


ye to any 


this resolu- 
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tion, and by that means join our forces to the Democratic party, 
which we did not propose to do, or we could refuse to vote, and 
by our negative action of course we could permit the Republican 

rty to take charge of thisChamber. We saw fit to do the latter. 

vil was the result either way [laughter], and we chose what we 
considered the lesser evil. : . . 

Let me say, Mr. President, in all kindness and all fairness, the 
Democratic party has proven itself absolutely incapable of legis- 
lation. [Laughter.] The Democratic party came into this Cham- 
ber in March, 1893, with a clear majority of its own, not relying 
in the slightest degree upon the Populist vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In both Houses. 

Mr. ALLEN. I never undertook to do anything in better faith 
in my life than I did when I came into this Chamber to support 
the reform movements of Mr. Cleveland. I did not care whether 
he was a Democrat, a Populist, a Republican, a Prohibitionist, or 
what he was. If he could give to the homes of this country re- 
lief, as he professed he could and would, I was for Mr. Cleveland 
and for his measures. The Democratic party claimed to be for 
tariff reform. I believé in tariff reform myself; I believe in light- 
ening the burdens of taxation upon the people of this country. 
When the measure came before the Senate for its consideration, it 
was loaded up with protection; it was loaded at both ends and in 
the center with protection in a very crude and imperfect form. 
Every time a measure has been introduced here and brought up 
in this Chamber which looked to the enlargement of the volume 
of money, the Democrats, who have professed to be in favor of 
monetary reform, voted against it. They have talked one way 
and voted another, until this country has passed into an indebt- 
edness of over $163,000,000 in the last eighteen or nineteen months, 
and is going still deeper in debt. 

I have no faith in that portion of the Democratic party repre- 
sented by Mr. Cleveland and his friends. I have no faith in their 
capacity or in their disposition to relieve this country. 

| want to say, Mr. President, that I have no faith in the Repub- 
lican party’s capacity or disposition to relieve the country—not 
the slightest.. [Laughter.] These gentlemen have all talked 
about the Democrats, and will talk about them and about the Pop- 
ulists; but I want to say to them that the do-nothing policy which 
they have inaugurated in the other branch of Congress and which 
they have inaugurated in this branch will work their ruin, and 
I want the responsibility to begin now, so that the people of this 
country in the next six months will see the do-nothing policy on 
the part of the Republican party result im as much disaster as the 
policy pursued by the Democratic party. Now, I hope I have sat- 
istactorily answered the question. 

Mr MITCHELL of Oregon. I thought afew moments ago that 

rhaps a word of response would be appropriate to the sugges- 

ion made by the Senator from Maryland {Mr. GormMAN] when 
the resolution was under consideration, to the effect that while it 
was not quite certain as to whether the Republicans were in a 
majority in the Senate, if we succeeded in adopting the resolution 
that then, as suggested by the Senator, of course it must be taken 
for granted we are in a majority, and must be held responsible for 
the legislation of the Senate. The answer to that has been fully 
made by the speech by the Senator from Nebraska to which we 
have just listened and the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

The truth is, Mr. President, the Republicans of the Senate are 
not ina majority. They were not in the majority before this res- 
olution was presented; they are notin the majoritynow. Whether 
they ever will be in a majority during the present session of Con- 
gress remains to be seen. The Senate is composed, whenits mem- 
bership is full, of 88 Senators. That membership now consists of 
87, which constitutes the present Senate, as there is one vacancy, 
namely, from the State of Delaware. Of these 87 the Republicans 
have 42 members, the Democrats have 39, and the Populists have 6. 
If that state of the case gives a majority of the Senate to any polit- 
ical y in the Senate, then it requires some kind of figuring 
that I have no knowl of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to put 
@ question to him? 

tr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; two of them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The adoption of the resolution gives to the Re- 
publicans the control of every committee in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Therefore—— 

Mr. of Oregon. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, every important committee. The Finance 
Committee, for instance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not every important committee. 
There are eleven committees, some of them quite important com- 
mi in some of which the Democrats have control and in all 
of w there is a Democratic chairman. 

ad ALLEN. Let me put to the Senator another question. 


CHELL of m. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN. Si clctind atten the tenia wate con- 


trol of the Finance Committee, from which must come monetary 
measures for the relief of the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, Mr. President, the Senator is 
wrong thereagain. AsI understand the present complexion of the 
Finance Committee, and as fixed by the resolution just adopted, 
it is composed of six Republicans, six Democrats, and one Popu- 
list—thirteen in all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Therefore the Populist party, so 
ably represented by the distinguished Senator from Nebraska, has 
the balance of power in the Committee on Finance—— 

Mr. ALLEN. We are satisfied with that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As it has the balance of power in 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want the Senator from Oregon to under- 
take to escape responsibility for his party. This is a government 
of the committee, by the committee, and sometimes for the commit- 
tee. Every important committee in this Chamber is completely 
in the control of the Republican party, and I hope the distin- 
guished Senator from Oregon will not now undertake to back 
water and say that the Republican party will not be responsible 
for what measures are presented here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Republican party is responsi- 
ble for measures passed through the Senate whenever they have 
enough members of their party to pass a measure through the 
Senate, and only then. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will indulge me further, I will 
state that you have power now to present those measures to the 
Senate for us to vote on. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; we can present them. 

Mr. HOAR. So can any individual Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But so long as the Republicans of 
the Senate have but 42 votes in this body they are powerless 
against a majority of the Senate to pass any measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. | I think, if the Senator will indulge me one mo- 
ment further—. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever you present a respectable measure, 
designed for the relief of the people of this country, you can safely 
count on the Populist vote to help you pass it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope so, and I hope more than 
that. I hope when the Republican party presents a respectable 
measure in the Senate, and one that is right, and I trust they will 
never present any but such, not only the Populist members, but 
every Democrat will vote for it. I shouldhopeso. Still, perhaps, 
it is hoping against hope. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply want the Senator to make his state- 
ment a little more distinctly and more in exact accordance with 
the facts. It is the uniform custom of the Senate for long years 
past that the majority party, claiming the right to organize and 
control the action of the body, has invariably given to the minor- 
ity party some ten or twelve of the minor and least important 
committees. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; that is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. And that is what the majority party with its 
Populite contingent has done to the Democratic party now. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will sus- 
pend until order is restored. The Senate will be in order. The 
Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to state that the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], representing the Populist party in 
the Senate, has stated the case precisely, so far as the organization 
of the committees is concerned. The Populists of the Senate ab- 
solutely refused to take part. They even refused to make sug- 
gestions as to assignments on committees. Their statement was, 
**You Republicans and Democrats can settle these matters your- 
selves. é€ are a very small minority here; there are but six of 
us; .we will take no part one way or the other.” We, however, 
assigned them to places on committees—— 

Mr. HARRIS. WilltheSenator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In one moment. We permitted 
them to retain substantially the same places they held under the 
Democratic assignment two years ago. Four of the chairman- 
ships, I think, were left precisely as they were before. That of 
Mr. Perrer, I think, was changed to another committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I wanted to ask the Senator is, 
whether that position of nonaction and silence when they came 
to a yea-and-nay vote in this Chamber was not quite as satisfac- 
tory to the Senator from his Republican partisan standpoint as if 
he pledged the members of that party to stand here and vote 
wit the Republican party upon all questions? 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am always bound to be satisfied 
with whatever the majority of the Senate does, so far as that is 
concerned; but so far as Iam concerned personaliy, when I offered 
the resolution I was not advised before the vote was taken as to 
whether the resolution would receive a majority of the votes cast 
or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Tennessee, not ony I am sure, has made some re- 
marks which are calculated to give a very wrong impression to the 
country and which exaggerate altogether the importance of what 
has been done. The rule of the Senate long 880, and the rule for 
which, I have no doubt, the Senator from Tennessee voted when 
it was adopted—but whether he did or not, the rule of the Senate 
long ago provided that the committees of the Senate should be 
organized by pluralities and not by majorities. 

r. HAR als. I am aware what Rule XXIV is. 

Mr. HOAR. I dare say the Senator knows everything under 
the sun. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no; I do not — to know everything. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam speaking for the information of the country 
at present. 

Otherwise, when there happened to be three parties in this 
country of so many diverse opinions represented here, none of 
them having a majority, the Senate can notact. Now,everything 
that is necessary to the proceeding by the Senate in due order to 
legislate is provided for by that rule, which is that the plurality 
shall organize the committees. If there were ten parties in the 
Senate, nine of them having eight members apiece and the other 
one having but nine, the nine members, from the necessity of the 
case, organize the committees. . 

Now, whea the committees are organized everything has hap- 
pened which is necessary to a complete provision for the due and 
orderly transaction of the public business. The committees meet. 
They have no chairman, That is required to be done by a major- 
ity. But without a chairman, a committee, having met, can des- 
ignate one of its members to present to the Senate what it agrees 
on, whether it has a chairman or not. So if every Populist had 
voted ‘‘no” against the resolution it was equally in the power of 
the Republican party to have made all of the committees of this 
body just as it pleased, and for those committees to go on and 
frame and present business for the country. The election of a 
chairman is a mere matter of personal convenience. 

Mr. PALMER. I should be glad to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a oo socom. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Republican party decline to be re- 
sponsible for the committees that have been organized? 

Mr. HOAR. That question does not relate to anything that I 
am saying at present. I would rather complete first what I have 
to say. I will come to the Senator's question afterwards. 

There is a further fact which gentlemen familiar with the con- 
stitutional organization of this body, as the Senator from Tennes- 
see, ought to know, and which the Senator from Tennessee does 
know. Itisin the power of hag See my eae Senator in this body 
to present any measure to the y he chooses. The power of 
amendment is unlimited. A bill presented by an individual Sen- 
ator has the same right on the Calendar to be considered and dealt 
with by the Senate under our rules as a bill presented by the most 
important committee of the Senate. Not only does that right 
exist, but, as I was about to say, the right of amendment, there 
being no previous question here, is absolute and untrammeled, 
important as the right of free and untrammeled h itself. 
So the Populist party has the same power, whether commit- 
tees are made up as we propose or not, that the Republican party 
has, or that the Democratic party has. There is no difference 
whatever on that point. The election of a chairman is a mere 
matter of convenience involving the right under our rules to oc- 
cupy the committee room for private ay ew and involving the 
right, I suppose, to appoint the clerk of the committee, though I 
believe he may be appointed by the committee itself if it chooses 
to take the matter into its own hands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that while it is in our power to present such measures as 
may seem proper, yet the world knows, or ought to know, that the 
committee rooms are burial places for the best measures that have 
ever been presented in this Chamber; and that the Republican 
party, having control of the important committees, has it in its 
a to bury every Populist measure in this Chamber and never 

e 


t it see daylight again. 
Mr. HOAR. So have the Populist party and the Democratic 
publican measure. The Sena- 


rty the power to bury every 

ir 

Mr. ALLEN. Can the Senator fromm Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. Now, let me goon. The Senator is not rising to 
correct anything I say, but to make a speech of his own. ' 
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Mr. ALLEN. I merely want to ask the Senator a question. I 
do not wish to interrupt him unnecessarily. Can the Senator from 
Massachusetts as a representative Republican promise us that 
those measures will be reported back in one form or another to the 
Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a very different question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought so. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether I promise or whether anyone promises, 
no Republican and no ten Republicans have authority to make a 
promise that the committees shall report measures that they do not 
believe in. What I say is that there is not a measure of pub- 
lic gag d on any important or unimportant matter which it is 
not in the power of any individual Senator to present under as 
good circumstances as if it were reported by a committee, either 
by presenting it himself as a separate measure or by moving it as 
an amendment. If he can get a majority of the Senate to favor 
it, it passes. If a majority of the Senate are against it, it fails. 
The matter of the chairmanship has nothing to do with the mat- 
ter of important political power or the advantage given to meas- 
ures in this body. 

Now, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] talks about the 
Populist party as a contingent or addition to the Republican party. 
Mr. President, take the political doctrines of the Senator from 
Tennessee and the political doctrines of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] who sits next to him, and they have voted 
together in the past and will vote together in the future ten times 
where the Senator from Nebraska votes with me or the majority 
of Republicans once. That is a ridiculous, idle, and utterly un- 
founded suggestion on the part of the Senator from Tennessee. 
In the present condition of this country it is very absurd to talk 
about political parties in this matter. The divisions which exist 
in this country to-day are in regard to certain doctrines concern- 
ing which the oe, lines or party fetters or obligations sit very 
lightly on the shoulder of any Senator in this body. They vote 
according to their individual opinions and the opinions of their 
constituents. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] asked me if I supposed 
the Republican party are not willing to be responsible for the ac- 
tion of the majority of the committees of this body. I suppose 
they expect to be responsible within all reasonabie bounds; that 
is, if a committee report, as they ordinarily will, measures based 
on the principles which the Republican party believe in, they will 
accept the responsibility. An individual Republican may not do 
so, and he is not responsible. 

But what I rose to say and what I wish to repeat is that such 
responsibility as grows out of the framing and presenting meas- 
ures of committees and the election of committees in this body is 
a responsibility which the rule puts upon pluralities and not upon 
majorities, and the Senator from Maryland, the Senator from 
Tennessee, the Senator from Nebraska, the Senator from Illinois, 
and the whole country know as well as I do that the Republican 
party is not in the eat in this Chamber. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the impression made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts ought not to go out uncorrected. He 
seems to suggest that the resolution which has just been carried by 
a majority of the Senate could have been carried equally as well by 
a plurality. Now, while that may be true with reference to the 
individual memberships of the committees—— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say so. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the impression that will go out from the 
Senator’s remarks, whatever his exact words may have been. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I said that as to the construction of the com- 
mittees, except the chairmanships—— 

Mr. P. . But this was not a construction of committees. 
This was the appointment of chairmen of committees as well as 
—— up the membership, and the Senator did not speak with his 
us candor in referring to the action as one that could have 
been carried — as well by a plurality as by a majority. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Florida pardon me? I am 
afraid my honorable friend did not hear what I said. 

Mr. PASCO. I did. 

Mr. HOAR. I expressly stated that the chairman uired a 
meres , and went on to state that the power of the chairman 
had nothing to do with the matter of framing measures or the 


construction of a committee as far as it was a political agent. 
Mr. PASCO. I listened very carefully to what the Senator said 
and for what he did not say. As a matter of fact, it ought to be 
understood by the country that the resolution required a majority 
vote, and that it could not have been carried through the Senate 
without a —— vote. It was not simply a question, as the re- 


marks of the r from Massachusetts would seem to indicate, 
as to who were to form the membership of the committees, but it 
included also the on as to who should be chairmen of those 
committees, and that really was the most important part of the 
resolution. 

I do not feel willing that this matter should pass without com- 
ment, and the impression should not go out to the country that 
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the resolution would have been equally as effective if the Populist 
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members of the Senate had voted, and had voted against it. Asa | 


matter of fact, it required their votes or their silence to carry 
through this reorganization. In order that this matter may be 
made more apparent, I ask that the Secretary may read the rule, 
so that it may show clearly that the chairmen of committees must 
be selected by a majority vote, and that the vote which we have 
just cast was for the selection of chairmen as well as for the mem- 
tershi of the committees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


RUuLe XXIV. 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 

1. In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless other- 
wise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the chairman of 
each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other members necessary to com- 
plete the same. A aaagorty of the whole number of votes given shall be nec- 
essary to the choice of a chairman of a standing committee, but a plurality 
of votes shall elect the other members thereof. All other committees shall 
be appointed by ballot, unless otherwise ordered, and a plurality of votes 
shall appoint. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I regret that I am compelled, 
so soon after entering this body, to take issue with those who have 
served here so long and so prominently. But some things have 
been said reflecting on the People’s Party which I, representing 
that party in part as I do, can not allowto go unchallenged. For 
instance, such a statement as that made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS], who seemed to take peculiar pleasure in try- 
ing to brand or stigmatize the People’s Party as an annex of some 
other party. It is due the People’s Party, and it is due the Senate, 
that the facts shall be known as they are. I propose to state the 
facts. 

The People’s Party Senators had not decided what position they 
would take with reference to the organization when we came here 
from our homes. We knew that we held the balance of power. 
We had a consultation to decide what was best. After consult- 
ing, viewing the situation fully, we decided that it was our duty to 
Sale advantage of the situation and to use the power which we 
had, this balance of power, to try to effect some reforms that we 
believe are necessary to relieve the oppression of the people and 
restore prosperity to the country. It was, of course, understood 
that we should make no bargains or trades with either party for 
patronage or spoils, but we decided unanimously that we would 
cooperate with such Senators in both of the old parties who would 
stand together with us against the monopolists and the gold com- 
bine and make a square fight to give the people of this country 
such remedial legislation asis necessary to give new life to agri- 
culture, manufacturing, and to every honest industry. 

We decided further that we not only would express our willing- 
ness to do this, but that we would invite such Senators to coop- 
erate with us on this line. We knew that a number of such 
Senators agreed with us as to the results that should be secured, 
yet disa: with us as to some of the methods of getting this 
relief. But there is one remedy (one plank of the People’s Party 
platform) on which a majority of the Senators in this body are 
understood to agree, and that is the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver on equal terms with gold. So we decided to ask those 
who were elected as free-coinage men to cooperate with us. The 
first step toward legislation was to organize the Senate. Wesent 
a written invitation to 52 silver Senators. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris} 
if he did not receive an invitation as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., November 80, 1895. 
Hon. I. G. HaRRIs. ¢ 


DEAR Sir: There will be a meeting of Senators friendly to silver in the 
Marble Room of the Capitol on Monday, December 2, at 11 a. m., to consult 
with a view of organizing the Senate on silver lines. You are respectfully 
invited to attend. 


Signed by W. M. Stewart, W. V. ALLEN, W. A. Perrer, and 
myself. Senators KYLE and Jones of Nevada were not present; 
they came in that night and indorsed it. Did not the Senator 

Tennessee get such an invitation? 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator desire an answer? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I give it with pleasure. I did receive, I im- 
agine, a “7 of the paper the Senator reads, and the only remark 
I care to is that up to this hour there has been no oo of 
my life when I was willing to join in the organization of a great 
political party based upon one single idea. I have never been 

uite ng to organize a political party upon a single idea or a 
Sate ce Yet I am as earnest an advocaie of the utiliza- 
tion of the free and unlimited coinage of silver as any one of the 
gentlemen who attached their names to that paper. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman says that he will not help to 
organize or fight for one idea. I think he had better try to get 
his party to organize and stand for at least one idea, for it has not 
a single idea ae It would be to his credit and to his ot he 
if they had one idea—just one. They have deserted the 
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ideas and principles they claimed to cherish. They have deserted 
them bag and baggage and gone over to the Republican camp 
in everything but name. Yes, if they had stood by the teachings 
of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson there would have been 
no People’s Party to-day. The People’s Party came into exist- 
ence to defend and uphold the very principles which your party 
has deserted. It came into existence to defend and to put into 
practice the great, true principles of Democracy and Republican- 
ism as répresented by Jackson, Jefferson, and Lincoln, and be- 
cause your party, both old parties, have deserted and gone over 
to the side of the monopolists and gold bugs. I hope the Senator 
from Tennessee wili show his devotion to silver and the people 
when he votes for President inthe next campaign, even if he will 
not help us to organize the Senate against the gold bugs. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. You may. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator speaks of combining with other 
organizations. I hope it is not impertinent if I ask the Senator 
if he does not hold the seat he occupies upon this floor by a com- 
bination between the Populists and the Republicans of the State 
that he in part represents? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer the question with pleasure. I 
hold my seat by such a cooperation for the simple reason that the 
party in my State which you belong to got to be so corrupt the 
people in the State rebelled against its management. Your party 
could to-day be in full power in North Carolina if it had stood by 
its pledges and promises. A cooperation of all who opposed its 
methods was made, but that combination could not have driven 
the Democratic party from power in North Carolina if that party 
had been true to its pledges, true to its promises, and true to its 
people. It not only deserted the principles of Thomas Jefferson 
and Andrew Jackson, thereby disgusting the great rank and file 
of the party, but it tried to keep itself in power by stealing and 
perjury at the ballot box, by ballot-box stuffing and manipulating 
the returns. This made fair elections—the purity of the ballot 
box—the overshadowing issue in North Carolina politics. 

A large majority of the votersof the State joined in a movement 
to correct these abuses. The Democratic party held the election 
machinery and under a vicious election law determined to count 
enough votes in the last election to keep them in power. But the 
revolt of the people against the Democratic machine was greater 
than the leaders anticipated. They stole over 30,000 votes, but 
fell 20,000 shortof havingenough. Yes,we freed North Carolina, 
and, I trust, forever, from such corrupt methods. This was done 
with the help of men who had been Democrats all their lives. 

I trust that I have given the Senator from Tennessee a full and 
satisfactory answer to his question. 

Mr. President, to return to the point, this invitation was sent to 
the Senator from Tennessee and to 51 other Senators on this floor. 
Fifty-two Senators on this floor got that invitation. What was 
the position of the People’s Party? If those 52 men, elected as 
silver men, men pledged to vote against the gold standard, had 
accepted our invitation, we could have organized the Senate and 
put every committee in the hands of the friends of silver. This 
would have enabled us to have brought forward and passed a free 
coinage bill and also to have repealed the law under which Presi- 
dent Cleveland is about to issue more bonds. We were anxious to 
do this. But only a few Senators from the two old parties ac- 
cepted our invitation. 

he Senator from Tennessee declined that invitation. Which 
course was it the duty of the People’s Party Senators to pursue? 
We had to do one of three things. I want to be understood. We 
had either to vote with the Democrats to organize the Senate, or 
vote with the Republicans to organize the Senate, or to stand 
alone. We decided to vote with neitherside. We had invited the 
men on both sides who claimed to agree with us on financial ques- 
tions to cooperate with us, and both sides had refused. But the 
Senator from Tennessee makes the point that we refused, and by 
not voting—mark his words—we virtually voted for the Repub- 
licans. I believe I state him correctly. Now, let us see what we 
would have done by voting. By voting for candidates of our own, 
as we wanted to do, we found that we would simply deadlock the 
Senate, and the result would be what? Virtually to vote for the 
Democrats. Now,markthat. We would be just as much voting 
for the Democrats as if we had cast our ballots for them, and the 
Senator from Tennessee knows it, and he would be forced to ad- 
mit it if he dared to say anything now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to ask the Senator from North 
Carolina a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask him if he regards my 
colleague, Senator KYLE, as a member of the Populist party in 
this body? 

Mr. BUTLER. Senator Ky Le is a Populist, but I believe he 
did not act entirely with the other People’s Party Senators in the 
programme I am now speaking of. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. He voted with the Democrats on the reso- 
lution, and I simply wanted to know where to classify him. 

Mr. BUTLER. Senator KyLE—— 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me 
just one word? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. 1 should like to inform my colleague, and all mem- 
bers of the Senate present, that the junior Senator from South Da- 
kota is independent all the way through and is not bound by any 
caucus. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
says he was elected as an independent and that he is acting as an 
independent. 

The Senator from South Dakota is a mighty good Populist, for 
he votes the Populist doctrine every time. I wish there were 
more here like him. . 

Now I will proceed with what the five did. I repeat that if we 
had voted as the Senator from Tennessee says we ought to have 
voted we wonld virtually have been voting for the Democrats, 
and he knows it. I wish to state right here that there are two 
reasons why we did not doso. The first reason is that we e ted 
that the Senator from Tennessee and others on the other side who 
have made such loud professions for free silver and for financial re- 
form would at least be among the foremost if not the foremost to 
join hands with us in trying to organize the Senate for silver and 
the ~~ and against the gold-standard moneney- 

r. President, we were sorely disappointed, and on top of it we 
see interviews in the newspapers from gentlemen on the other side 
saying the country will go to perdition if we do not have free coin- 
age, and yet in the same interviews saying that if their party 
nominates a gold bug for President next time they will bowdown 
and lick his feet and votefor him. There is something I wish to 
say now and to say with emphasis. I would not say it, for I dis- 
like to say unpleasant things, but for the fact that I believe the 
situation in this country is so perilous with re to the welfare 
of the people that I ought to say it. Itis this: coi would 
have been secured long ago if it had not been for those who claim 
to be free-coinage men, but who sacrifice it for party success. If 
these men would stand for free coinage, party or no ty, the 

ple of this country would have had free coinage before now. 

t is the men who talk free coinage in campaigns, but bow to the 

party lash in their national convention, when gold bugs, who have 

prevented the passage of free-coinage legislation, tell them which 

way to vote. Such men are the worst enemies of free coinage, al- 
though they profess to be its friends. 

Mr. President, there is one other reason. If the Democratic 
party had more votes here than the Republicans, we would have 
acted just aswedid. Why? Because by not voting we would have 
allowed the party that had the most votes to take the offices, since 
they would not help us. We decided that we would not help a 
minority that would not help us to organize, but that between 
the two sides we would allow those who had the ter number 
of votes to take the organization before we would help those who 
were in the minority to take it—a minority that refused to 
a its hands to help free coinage when we called upon them to 

elp us. 

There is something else. I do not think the members of the 
party which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] represents 
can afford toask for Populist help so long as they stay inside of 
that party, with its present views and leadership. I wish to say 
that in my humble opinion his party does not deserve the mone: 
or the help of the vaage's Party. It had a majority in the last 
Congress, and yet on the statute books to-day ent is a Repub- 
lican law givi the President the power to issue bonds. He 
issued bonds under your teeth here in the last Congress. And we 
understand now that he is in another dark-lantern trade negotiat- 
ing with private individuals for the sale of more bonds under a 
law that the Democratic party has denounced but refused to repeal 
when it had the power. We suppose the President will make an- 
other deal that will put millions of the people’s money into private 
pockets. The People’s Party is opposed to such infamous laws 
and to such infamous transactions. Therefore the Democratic 

rty does not deserve Populist support any more than the ub- 

ican party, on its record, deserves alist omees, and neither 


rty will get it. We have simply stood by t nciples. We 
nave let the two old ies fight it out. b had 
the most votes, and they got the organization. If Democra’ 


ts 
had had the largest number of votes they would have secured it. 
We have been consistent. You gentlemen must make the best of 
your records you can. 

Mr. On o ny age I de not oo oe is need of much 
more speech ow the situation. There is nothing mysterious 
about it, there is nothing undiscerned, and the discussion 
has disclosed it entirely. The Republican members of the Sen- 


ate, a plarality, but with no power of carrying into execution any 
measure, whe of on or of simply pro- 
pounded a list of co ttees as touching iis, ts Dome. 
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crats propounded a set upon their side, and the Populists were 
left substantially as they were in the Senate during the last Con- 
gress, which was Democratic. 

Now, those propositions were brought before the Senate, and 
nothing could more clearly disclose what is the situation now and 
what will be the situation hereafter than the vote and the discus- 
sion. The list of committees as reported by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MrrcHELL], representing the Republican side, and 
with the control of the committees substantially given to the Re- 
publican side, received on a yea-and-nay vote 30 votes. The oppo- 
sition, whatever it may have been, to the committees so constituted 
received 28 votes, and 5 Populists sat silent. Had they voted with 
the Democratic party, which was solid, the vote weld. have stood 
30 yeas and 33 nays, and the Republican programme would have 
tumbled and fallen to the ground. 

So it must be, Mr. President. The country must see and must 
understand that in the case of any proposition framed by the ma- 
jority of a committee, Republicans though they may be, and pre- 
sented to the Senate, the same thing that occurred to-day will 
occur again and again recurringly. The Populist members have 
the balance of power. If the Republicans report what is called a 
sound-money measure and hold their votes for it and the Demo- 
crats vote against it and the Populists vote with the Democratic 

arty, the Republican pr mme falls and is naught. If the 

publicans on any committee formulate a measure of another 

class, something that does not pertain to sound money, and pre- 
sent it here, the result will depend upon the Populists. 

I welcome the fact, however, that after all the discussion and 
after all question about where the responsibility lies, we have to- 
day brought it out of the domain of discussion and speculation 
into the domain of the concrete and the demonstrable. That is 
shown by the vote here to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am very glad to hear the Senator 
from Maine say that this proposition has now come to the concrete, 
as the concrete of the whole matter is that the Populists remained 
silent and permitted the Republicans to take charge of the com- 
mittees of this body, because the Committee on Finance, as now 
constituted, has on it a majority of free-coinage men. It has been 
stated here that that committee is compo of six Republicans 
and six Democrats, with one Populist; but the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcott] is put upon the committee with the know!l- 
edge and understanding that it gives the committee to the free- 
coinage advocates in this body. at is the concrete of the whole 
business. Without that arrangement we never would have seen 
our oe friends sit here dumb as oysters while the programme 
was being carried through. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the fact that the complexion of the 
Finance Committee is not altered by the change in the commit- 
tees, except that the number is increased. It is well known that 
a majority of the Finance Committee as organized are in favor of 
the free coinage of silver, every Democrat on the committee being 
understood to be in favor of it. As respects the selection of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotoorr! or the selection of the 
new Democratic member of the committee, we do not deceive 
each other, no matter what we may say here. It is known that 
the Finance Committee was and is in favor of the free coinage of 
silver, and it is also known that practically no organization of the 
Senate could be made without that being the case. Therefore we 
are to-day dealing with leather and prunella with respect to the 
whole oe We came here with a perfect knowledge on the 
part of both sides of the Chamber that neither the Republicans 
nor the Democrats had a majority control in this body, and that 
the decent and orderly conduct of business required that there 
should be such an organization of the Senate as would assign new 
members, who come in on both sides of the Chamber, to proper 
and effective places with relation to the business of the Senate. 

It was also found, in the adjustment of the committees, that 
certain committees which hitherto had nine or eleven members 
were too small, in the judgment of both sides of the Chamber, to 
take into consideration the varied interests of the ple of the 
United States. It was necessary, in the nature of things, that 
there should be some composition of the situation whereby the 
committees should be organized. They had to be organized either 
by a union of the in dent party, called the Populist or Peo- 
ple 


’s Party, with the ublicans or with the Democrats, or by 
that party taking the organization which had the largest number 
in membership on this floor. The Republican party, asshown by 
the vote here y, notwithstan the fact one Populist 
voted with the ats, had a plurality of 2 as against the 


Democratic party. If the alist Senator had not voted with 
the Democrats we would have had a plurality of 3 in this 
Chamber as against.the Democrats. 

It may be well for gentlemen upon the other side of the Senate 
and upon this to seek partisan advantage out of the condition, but 
those who read and see what is done in this Chamber will under- 
stand that the whole arrangement has practically been made under 











the necessities of the situation. When my friend the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] this morning sent to the desk the 
resolution providing for the organization of the committees, it re- 

uired the unanimous consent of this body—of every Democrat and 
every Populist in it—to deal with the question to-day. It could 
not have been dealt with except by a common and general under- 
standing that it was wise to deal with it and to deal with it as we 
have done. I believe this is the first time (certainly it is the first 
time within my experience in this Chamber) that we have ever 
had a yea-and-nay vote upon the organization of committees. It 
arose from the fact that neither of the great parties has a majority 
in this Chamber, and the minority party,as between the Repub- 
licans and Democrats, sought by a yea-and-nay vote to ascertain 
how the Populist members of the Senate would vote or whether 
they would vote at all. ee 

I shall not into the minutia of what would have been the 
effect if they had voted one way or the other. Nobody is to be 
fooled about the matter. As Mr. Lincoln said, ‘‘ You can fool all 
of the people some of the time and part of the people all the time, 
but you can not fool all the people all the time.” The people of 
this country understand the play here to-day. They know that 
neither of the old parties has a majority in this Chamber; that 
neither of them in the concrete, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] say, has the 
power of legislation here. None of the great questions which are. 
the subject of controversy between political parties in this country 
can be settled by this body unless Democrats vote with the Re- 
publicans or Populists vote with the Republicans, or unless Re- 
publicans vote with the Democrats or with the Populists. There- 
fore, to charge party responsibility upon either side, either in the 
committee room or in the Chamber, is playing with the whole 
question as ts our responsibility. 

Mr. GORMAN . Mr. President, I confess my amazement at the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who, with his 
party friends on the other side of the Chamber, has been most 
anxious to assume cat geoer by taking charge of the main 
committees of this y, and yet, before the committees are or- 
alee to the country that they have no power to carry 
out the decrees of their party. 

From this time henceforth Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber are responsible for the action of both branches of Con- 
gress. The Republicans came here knowing that they had not a 
clear majority in the Senate. By common consent provision was 
made at the last session of Cosgeets for this very condition of 
affairs, knowing that it was absolutely necessary to make such 
concessions as had never before been made in the Senate, for such 
a condition, where a few gentlemen hold the balance of power, 
had existed but once before in the history of this body. In that 
condition, as I understood it and as I supposed the other side 
meant it, the resolution was adopted, in order that this great body 
might adjust its committees on more liberal lines as between the 
two es on a line which would have secured for the country 
the consideration of measures in committee by the best thought of 
both sides of the Chamber, without reference to the third ary 

Mr. President, after all, the country will hold either the Repub- 
licans or the Democrats responsible for the Government for the 
next two years. It is a divided responsibility. With an over- 
whelming majority of the Republican party elsewhere, a gentle- 
man who was elected as a Democrat in the Executive branch, and 
this Chamber in the condition in which it was, partiotic action 
suggested at the last session that we would meet it here by coopera- 
tion on both sides. But the desire for power, the anxiety to con- 
trol committees and keep the legislation in their hands, have made 
the Republicans take a step which possibly will not give them the 
power of legislation, but they have taken the responsibility. Meet 
it. Meet it as we did in the last Congress, when we had but a 
single vote in the majority. Meet it, and take the responsibility. 

r. HOAR. MayI ask the Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
because these are generalities and not practical matters, if he will 
suggest a single measure or doctrine or principle which to-day it 
is within the power of the Republicans in this y to pass with- 
out the aid of Democratic votes? 

Mr.GORMAN. That is true, 

Mr. HOAR. There is none. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iadmitit. But the Senator from Massachu- 
setts knows as well as I do that when you take possession of every 
great committee of the body, putting Democrats in the minority 
on every single committee where legislation originates save one, 
you—a eat: as you claim, in body—have placed your- 
selves in a position to frame legislation, to stop legislation. 

It is the ibility of the majority which you have assumed. 
If you had carried out the idea that was suggested by the resolu- 
passed at the last session of Congress, or the com- 
ttees under this condition of affairs by more liberal concessions 
both sides of the Chamber, bringing togetiter the best thought, 
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shaping the committees so as to secure the services of the men 
who, as Democrats and Republicans, understand it and have the 
best interests of the country at heart, I think we would have had 
better legislation than we shall have now. But by the action 
which has been taken the great Finance Committee, as has been 
stated on the other side to-day, is controlled by the Populist party. 

Mr. HALE. Will theSenator from Maryland allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. The question I desire to ask is pertinent to the 
Senator’s allusion to the Finance Committee. He has twice re- 
ferred to what might have happened beneficently if another pro- 
cedure had been taken and if the best thought of the Senate had 
been brought together on the committees. Before the Senator sits 
down, I wish he would explain to the Senate what he means by 
that statement. Whatissue isit? Is it the money question, is it 
the tariff question, or what? And upon the money question, let 
him explain to the Senate, if he desires the better thought, per- 
haps the conservative thought, of the country to be more promi- 
nent, how it happens that when the membership of the Committee 
on Finance, which must report all financial measures, was in- 
creased, so that the Democratic party was entitled to an additional 
member, having already on it five silver men, it proceeded to put 
onanother silverman. If the Senator refers to that subject when 
speaking of the sound thought of the country, let him explain to 
the Senate and the country why it was that the Democratic party, 
in making up its composition of the Finance Committee, did not 
give preference to the sound-money men on the other side of the 
Chamber. With one supporter of the Administration for sound 
money and sound thought, to use the Senator's language, going 
off the committee, why did the Senator and his associates fill the 
place of a sound-money man with a silver man when they had to 
put on a new man? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I yielded only for a question. I shall detain 
the Senate but a moment longer. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
have the term ‘‘ sound money ” defined? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 42 Republicans on the other 
side of the Chamber assumed that they were in the majority in 
this body. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. GORMAN. They assumed that they had the right to con- 
trol the majority of the committees of this body, and, as is usual 
where a party is in the majority, they proceeded to assign to the 
Finance Committee seven members and gave to this side six. It 
is no matter of mine how they selected their seven. They did 
select one from Nevada, another from Colorado— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nevada was an old member. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, he was an old member; but the Senator 
from Maine knew his views, because they are better known through- 
out the country than those of any other Senator. I am not going 
into the manner of the selection. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make one suggestion. 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows that in filling up the Demo- 
cratic minority of that committee if his side had put on two what 
we call sound-money men, antifree-silver men, then the sound- 
money or antifree-silver men would have had 2 majority of the 
committee, and when they declined to do that, declined to put on one 
sound-money man, the whole control of the committee went to the 
silver men. 

Mr.GORMAN. Thatwasnotthe point. Idonotcare anything 
about the individual views of the members of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. In reply to the Senator’s suggestion relative to 
the Democrats selecting for the Finance Committee sound-money 
men, or what I would call ‘‘ unsound-money ” men, I want to say 
for a number of us here that there would have been no reorgani- 
zation of the committees if that had been done. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is true, and that is the full explanation. 
That is precisely what the country ought to know. hat is the 
reason why the distinguished Senator from Nebraska sat quietly 
in his seat. It is a mistake, in my judgment, that you have made 
on the other side of the Chamber, but you have made it; the at- 
tention of the country has been called to it by this debate, and you 
ought to stand up and take the full responsibility, for it is yours; 
it is not any longer ours. 

Before I take my seat I want to say that, while I think, in the 
interest of this body, the reorganization is an error of judgment, 
I think, in the interests of the country, you ought to have subor- 
dinated your desire for control until you had a fair majority, for 
there are pending a number of important questions which affect 
not only the business interests within our own bounds, but inter- 
ests as ocenshing as the bounds of the world. I trust that from 
this time out, notwithstanding you have the control, full oppor- 
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tunity will be given for the consideration of these measures; and 
I believe there are a number who, while they think a great error 
has been cominitted, will be ready to cooperate with the Senators 
who have charge of these great committees in so framing legisla- 
tion and in so conducting our affairs that the best interests of the 
country will not be put in jeopardy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will soon recover his 
composure and not continue to show the anxiety which he and 
other Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have been mani- 
festing these many days past concerning the Republicans of the 
Senate and the fearful responsibility which they say has been im- 
posed upon the plurality in the Senate of voting for their own 

sropositions. 1at responsibility the plurality will endeavor to 

“ar With composure. 

The senator the other day said something about a combination 
by which the Republicans were to obtain control of the Senate, 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. aed to-day has spoken 
of a ‘‘contingent” of the Republican party, referring to the mem- 
bers of the Populist party. I do not think those suggestions are 
wise. I do not think that it is wise for the Senator to criticise the 
method, if there has been any method, by which the Republicans 
have come into the control in the main of the committees of the 
Senate, and by which they will, I hope, at some future day elect a 
President pro tempore of the Senate, much as I dislike to spare 
from the performance of that high function the respected Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. President, if the method by which the Republicans are now 
in such power as has been given to them does not compare favor- 
ably with the method by which the Democratic party obtained and 
retained power in the last Senate, then Iam mistaken. I shall not 
at this hour go into a review of the two methods. I leave them to 
the verdict of the future. 

There has been no combination that I know of; there is no ‘‘con- 
tingent”’ of the Republican party in this Senate that I know of. 

r. ALLEN. ill the honorable Senator permit me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has there not been a perfect and complete un- 
derstanding for the last three or four weeks between the Repub- 
lican and Democratic parties in the Senate that the Republican 
party should organize? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould say no, Mr, President. There have 
been conferences between the chairman of the committee on our 
side and the chairman of the committee on the other side with 
reference to the way and manner of arranging the committee lists, 
which has always m the custom, but we have always under- 
stood that a vote in the Senate would be insisted on. 

Mr. ALLEN. What does the distinguished Senator from Mary- 
land mean when he says in substance, not in words perhaps, that 
all through the months past ‘‘ the very best thought of this Cham- 
ber ’—whatever that may be, from what source it may come I do 
not know, of course—but ‘‘ the very best thought of this Chamber 
on both sides has cooperated and will continue to cooperate in the 
control of the Senate in the future”? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I will come 
to that in a moment, 

The inquiry has been made as to the motive which actuated the 
Senator from Nebraska and the other Populist Senators in their 
decision to refrain from voting. The answers have been given, and 
I trust our friends on the other side of the Chamber, led by the 
Senator from Tennessee, who showed curiosity, are satisfied on 
that point as to the motives which actuated the Populists. 

So far as I am concerned, I repeat that there has been no com- 
bination, and there is no contingent of the Republican party in 
this Chamber. The real regret of the Senator from Maryland 
seems to be that the Republicans have not in fact made a combine 
with somebody on the Democratic side of the Chamber, and the 
Senator from Nebraska well asks, What was that combine which 
was proposed? Does the Senator from Maryland wish it to be 
understood that the Republicans have been considering all these 
months any proposition from him, or oe number of 
Senators upon his side, to organize this y by an arrangement 
between the Republicans and the Democrats? Is it the trouble 
with the Senator that there has been any such proposition pend- 
ing as that, and that it has been declined on this side of the Cham. 
ber and a combination made with the Populists? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator knows perfectly well that no 
such suggestion has been made to him or to any else. The 
Senator from New Hampshire knows perfectly well that we were 
content, and have been to-day, to give unanimous consent for any 
resolution his party desired to offer to take the committees when- 
ever they wanted them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator stated distinctly that it was a 
matter of regret to him that there had not been some arrange- 
ment made by Senators on his side of the Chamber—the Demo- 
crats he meant—with the ublicans on this side of the Chamber 
with reference to the organization of the Senate. The Senator, 
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it is true, left his statement in a somewhat nebulous form, so that 
it has naturally puzzled the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] and 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to deal with it. The 
Senator said it was to be an organization which should comprise 
“the best thought” of this Chamber. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Maine well asked the Senator from Maryland to state upon 
what idea, upon what principle, it was that he desired to have this 
Democratic-Republican organization of the Senate made. Was 
it Seen with the silver question, the Senator from Maine 
as . 

The question was pertinent. Why, Mr. President, if the Repub- 
licans of this Senate had not seen fit to come in and vote for a 
resolution appointing committees mainly Republican, allowing 
the Populists to vote or not vote as they pleased, and to take what- 
ever result might come, but had, instead, been willing to recog- 
nize the Senator from Maryland as the great leader of ‘ the best 
thought of this country” and had undertaken to negotiate with 
him and such Democratic associates as he could command upon 
the principle of opposition to the free coinage of silver, we should 
not have found enough sound-money Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber to negotiate with to equal the six Populists. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maryland referred to ‘the 
best thought” on both sides of the Chamber, and the Senator from 
New Hampshire now designates the Senator from Maryland as 


‘the leader of the best thought in the Chamber.” Will he be 


kind enough to designate what Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber is the leader of the best thought there? Can the honor- 
able Senator point out the leader of the best thought on the Re- 
publican side? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam afraid, Mr. President, the number who 
would beentitled to be counted as “‘ the leaders of the best thought ” 
on this side of the Chamber would not be larger than that on the 
other side of the Chamber; certainly not larger than the Populist 
party in this body, and the only Senator that I know of on either 
side of the Chamber who is willing to rise and assume to represent 
the best thought of the Senate and of the country is the Senator 
from Maryland. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I did not intend to talk morethana moment. I 
rose for one thing—simply to say to those Senators who are so ago- 
nized and distressed at the responsibility which has been this day 
assumed by this side of the Chamber that the responsibility will 
be chee y undertaken. We shall take it with the incidental 
comforts and pleasures and benefits which go along with it, with 
an equanimity which will be astonishing to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. [Laughter.] The Republican party is not afraid of 
prea ity; it never has been afraid of responsibility in all its 

story. 

The facts connected with the organization of the Senate have 
been brought out by the Senator from Maryland to-day by insist- 
ing upon a yea-and-nay vote on the adoption of the resolution 
appointing committees. I trust the Senator is entirely satisfied 
with his exploration. I assure him that we upon this side of the 
Chamber are more than satisfied; and, with the 42 Republican 
votes which there now are in this Chamber, soon to be increased 
by 2 more, and possibly by 1 other, we shall go on proposing 
measures to this y; fetting them through if we can; while, if 
we can not, the responsibility for the failure will rest solely upon 
the members who vote in the negative. 

Mr. President, the process of transferring responsibility to the 
Republican party, painful as it is to Senators upon the other 
side, is going on with astonishing rapidity. I hope that the Repub- 
licans of this body—I hope that the Republicans of the country 
will not only use their powers wisely, but that they will deal cour- 
teously with their opponents on every occasion. Indeed, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I now come to the foremost object which was in my mind 
when I rose to speak. I have been under many obligations in the 
last two yearsto the Senator from Maryland and to the Senator 
from Tennessee for courtesies extended in debate and otherwise. 
They have been exceedingly gracious not only to me, but to all 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber, so far as I am aware. 
They are now a little troubled, a little excited, a little downcast, 
as they contemplate the heavy ee, which they say the 
recent vote has cast upon us, but I am sure that in a day or two 
they will recover their customary amiability, gentleness, and 
sweetness, and we shall see them in the minority as kind, as 
charming, and as courteous to us as they always have been while 
wa ere been in the majority. ne gene 

. HARRIS. Mr. President; I want to state to the Senate, 
because I think I owe the statement to the Senate, that if I had 
had the remotest thought that the innocent question which I pro- 
pounded to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] would have 
Feeney the rant of the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 

LER] and the volubility of the Senator from New Hampshire 

bo CHANDLER] I should have restrained myself and_refrained 
asking the innocent question of the Senator from Nebraska; 

but having witnessed the result and having inflicted the Senate 
with these things, I think I owe an apology, and I serve notice on 
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the Senator from Nebraska that I shall never ask him another 
question, no matter what the provocation. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MILLS. If the debating society is over, I wish to move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator to yield to me for one 


moment. : 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to make a statement, that it may go 
into the REcoRD, to show the true facts of the eleven committees 

iven to the Democratic minority. The Democrats have a major- 
ity on only one of those committees, and that is the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. On one other, the Committee on the 
Reclamation of the Potomac Flats, there is an equal division, and 
on the other nine committees the Republicans and Populists have 
a majority. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will allow me to say 
that the proportion is just the same as it was in the last Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same as it was before? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Exactly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the line suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] concerning the minority committees, I 
want to make the statement that the Committees on Agriculture 
and Forestry, on Claims, on Coast Defenses, on Contingent Ex- 

nses, on Commerce, on Education and Labor, on Finance, on 

isheries, on Immigration, on Indian Depredations, on Indian 
Affairs, on Pacific Railroads, on Pensions, and on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads have an equal number of Republicans and Democrats, 
and the Populists hold the balance of power in all those great com- 


ittees. 
ier. CHANDLER. As I understand, the plurality have treated 
the Populists just as the Democrats treated them in the last Con- 
gress; they have treated the Democrats just as the Democrats 
treated the Republicans in the last Congress, and the Republicans 
have treated themselves just as the Democrats treated themselves 
in the last Congress. That is all. 


PROPOSED HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer a resolution which I ask to have read 
and lie upon the table, to be brought up to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved (the House of Representatives concurring), That when the two 
Houses adjourn to-morrow it shall be to meet on Tuesday, January 7, 1896. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 


DUTY ON WOOLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow, immediately after the conclusion of the morning busi- 
ness, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of a 
resolution I offered some days since, and which is on the table, 
for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. On what resolution does the Senator desire to 


ak? 
Ki MITCHELL of Oregon. Ona resolution submitted by me 
some days ago looking to an instruction of the Finance Committee 
in reference to the tariff on wool. 
Mr. BERRY. All right. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-six minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
48 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
December 31, 1895, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 30, 1895. 
MEMBER BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 


Joseph H. Outhwaite, of Ohio, to be a member of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification, vice Byron M. Cutcheon, resigned. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Edward M. Scott, to be postmaster at Seaford, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of Severn A. Brown, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Claude 8. Hazelrigg, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kentucky, in the place of 

C. Everett, resigned. 

- Bastian, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois, in the place of John C. Martin- 
dale, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

Nathaniel R. Davis, to be postmaster at Barry, in the county of 
Pike and State of Illinois, in the place of George L. Booth, whose 

on expired December 23, 1895. 

H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Polo, in the county of 
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Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of Harrison W. Coursey, 
whose commission will expire January 19, 1896. 

Julius F. Kerberg, to be postmaster at Sanborn, in the county 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa, in the place of Chauncey F. Owen, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

J. H. Watson, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas T. Anderson, 
whose commission expired December 23, 1895. 

Lou 8S. Flouxnoy, to be postmaster at Ruston, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Louisiana, in the place of William H. H. 
Mullin, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

George H. Walling, jr., to be postmaster at Machias, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine, in the place of Daniel A. Curtis, 
whose commission will expire January 6, 1896. 

Michael J. Green, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George H. 
Tarlton, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

William Killefer, to be postmaster at Paw Paw, in the count 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of Kirke W. 
Noyes, whose commission will expire January 6, 1896. 

Alfred L. Brock, to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of Watier S. 
Reeve, whose commission will expire January 6, 1896. 

Edmund P. Looker, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. H. Hoffman, 
deceased. 

Sarah Hodgdon, to be postmaster at Deming, in the county of 
Grant and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of James P. 
Byron, whose commission expired December 23, 1895. 

Thomas J. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Sigmund E. Wisner, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Alexander M. Cornmesser, to be postmaster at Bellwood, in the 
county of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
A. McDermitt, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Ellsworth M. Daron, to be postmaster at Steelton, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
H. H. Seig, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Thomas C. Humphries, to be postmaster at Berkley, in the 


| county of Norfolk and State of Virginia, in the place of Jeremiah 


E. Hozier, whose commission expired December 22, 1895. 

George W. Ford, to be postmaster at Pullman, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington, in the place of John T. Lo- 
baugh, whose commission will expire Ja..uary 27, 1896. 

David J. Brothers, to be postmaster at Kaukauna, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Thomas 
Reese, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry 8. Chase, to bea lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 10th of May, 1895 (subject to the physical exam- 
ination required by law), vice Lieut. James W. Carlin, promoted. 

Ensign Clarence 8. Williams, to be a lieutenant (junior derg)a 
in the Navy, from the 10th of May, 1895 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry §., 
Chase, promoted. 

Commander Nicoll Ludlow, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 2ist of May, 1895, vice Capt. John A. Howell, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Chapman C, Todd, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 2ist of May, 1895, vice Commander Nicoll Ludlow, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Gottfried Blocklinger, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 21st of May, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander Chap- 
man C. Todd, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Le Roy M. Garrett, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 2ist of May, 1895, vice Lieut. Gottfried Block- 
linger, promoted. 

Lieut. Perry Garst, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 7th of June, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander Robert E. Car- 
mody, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles C. Marsh, to be alieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 7th of June, 1895, vice Lieut. Perry Garst, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. Commander Joseph N. Hemphill, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 15th of June, 1895, vice Commander Oscar F, 
Heyerman, retired. 

Lieut. James K. Cogswell, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 15th of June, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander Joseph 
N. Hemphill, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John B. Blish, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 15th of June, 1895, vice Lieut. James K. Cogswell, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles W. Jungen, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist of August, 1895, vice Lieut. Charles W. 
Ruschenberger, resigned. 

Lieut. Commander Abraham B. H. Lillie, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the ist of September, 1895, vice Commander John 
K. Winn, retired. 
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Lieut. Frederic Singer, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist of September, 1895, vice Lieut. Commander 
Abraham B. H, Lillie, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles Harlow, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, aoe the ist of September, 1895, vice Lieut. Frederic Singer, 

romoted, 

* Lieut. (Junior Grade) William A. Gill, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 4th of October, 1895 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Charles F. Norton, retired. 

ieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas W. Ryan, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 12th of October, 1895 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by add vice Lieut. Randolph H. Miner, resigned. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles 8. Ripley, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy,from the 5th of November, 1895, vice Lieut. Downs L. 
Wilson, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter J. Sears, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 5th of November, 1895 (subject to the exam- 
inat a required by law), vice Lieut. Nicholas J. L. T. Halpine, 
retired. 

” Ensign Wilford B. Hoggatt, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the a from the 2ist of May, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
Le Roy M. Garrett, promoted. 

Ensign Albert M. Sosuber, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 7th of June, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
Charles C. Marsh, promoted. 

Ensign Frank K. Hill, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy, from the 15thof June, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John 
B. Blish, promoted. 

Ensign Roger Welles, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, fromthe ist of August, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 


Charles W. J promoted. 

Ensign John b. McDonald, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 1st of September, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Charles H. Harlow, promoted. 

Ensign Walter O. Hulme, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 4th of October, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) William A. Gill, promoted. 

Ensign Henry E. Parmenter, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Na , from the 12th of October, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Thomas W. Ryan, promoted. 

Ensign Hilary P. Jones, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 16th of October, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
James C. Drake, vanes 

aoe William R. Shoemaker, to be a lieutenant a —_ 
in the Navy, from the 29th of October, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Joseph Beale, resigned. 

Ensign Isaac K. Seymour, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 5th of November, 1895 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles S. 
Ripley, promoted, 

nsign Charles M. Fahs, to be a lieutenant (junior e) in the 
Navy, from the 5th of November, 1895 (subject to the examina- 
tions ent by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter J. Sears, 
promoted. 

Ensign Charles P. Plunkett, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 5th of November, 1895, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Houston Eldredge, retired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 30, 1895. 


CHIEF OF CONSULAR BUREAU. 


Robert 8. Chilton, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be chief 
- the consular bureau of the Department of State of the United 
tates. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Thomas H. Craven, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 

a in the district of New York, in the state of New 
York. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Felix C, Bennett, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Green and State of Wisconsin. 

John F. Anderson, to be postmaster at Lockhart, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of Texas. 

A. B. M. Thompson, to be postmaster at Webster Groves, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 
David A. Frayser, to be postmaster at Vinita, in the county of 
NGdene A. temiaiedic Sail denitiatiiediitlasatis Mii cial 
Gideon A. Hendrick, to a . e coun 
of Montcalm and State ot Michigan. 

Edward F. Rakow, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Racine and State of Wisconsin. 

Hugh J. Mulholland, to be petoere: at South Kaukauna, in 
the county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank P. Bogardus, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the county 
of Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
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Edward Arnold, to be 
Van Buren and State of Michigan. 

Peter Brady, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Mary J. Huntington, to be postmaster at Delta, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio. 

John §. Ellen, to be postmaster at Willoughby, in the county of 
Lake and State of Ohio. 

William Keough, to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. . 

Willis M. Dent, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county 
of Fayette and State of West Virginia. ; 

A. Hewett Hill, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake 
and State of Florida. 

Josiah B. Willis, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Madison and State of Kentucky. 

Griffith B. Thomas, to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the 
county of Mason and State of West Virginia. 

Lloyd Reed, to be Pee at Clarksburg, in the county of 
Harrison and State of West Virginia. 

James H, Edwards, to be tmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Lewis and State of West Virginia. 

Peter F. Clark, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington. 

Charles Reed, to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin. 

Michael J. McNamara, to be postmaster at Cudahy, in thecounty 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

Rufus E. Bean, to be ey at Franklin,‘in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

John Richardson, to be postmaster at Hoquiam, in the county 
of Chehalis and State of Washington. 

Gilbert 8. Meem, to be postmaster at Seattle, in the county of 
King and State of Washington. 

Eugene A. Ayers, to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 

Willis F. Hardy, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

John O’Loughlin, to be postmaster at Laconia, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Daniel C. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the 
county of Lamoille and State of Vermont. 

Oscar McGregor, to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 

Charles N. Brady, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Orleans and State of Vermont. 


stmaster at Decatur, in the county of 


SENATE, 
; TuESDAY, December 31, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of eeneeeee ten by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of the 
United States court-house and post-office building at Mankato, 
Minn.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S.R.32) authorizing and 
directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, thereby making 
said ram a part of the United States Navy; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate sundry petitions 
of citizens of Monroe County, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of John H. Stevenson and 
sundry other citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against 
the issuance of interest-bearing bonds, and praying for the free 
and full coinage of gold and silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition, in the nature of resolutions 
adopted by the American Protective Association of Nebraska, in 
State council assembled, praying that the Government acknow|- 
edge the people of Cuba as belligerents and have them accorded 
the privileges known in diplomatic circles as belligerent rights; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present petitions of citizens of South 
Dakota. The petitioners ask to be allowed to enter the Sioux In- 
dian Reservation in that State under the homestead law, without 
paying the purchase price of $1.25 per acre, as now required by 
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law. Imove that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tower City, 
N. Dak., praying that the Government of the United States make | 
every possible effort to relieve the suffering of Armenians in Tur- | 
key; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MANTLE presented resolutions adopted by Washington 
Council, No. 1, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of | 
Butte City, Mont., indorsing the message of the President of the 
United States on the Monroe doctrine; which were referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Grocers and Im- 
porters’ Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the construc- 
tion of a ship canal to connect the Delaware River with New 
York Bay; which was 1'eferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Meade Post, No. 1, Department 
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
enactment of legislation reviving the rank of Lieutenant-General ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1095) for the relief of Enoch Vernon, a citizen 
of the United States, reported it favorably, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

CRIPPLE CREEK DISTRICT, COLORADO, 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado (Mr. TELLER] on the 9th instant, to report it 
without amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. . ; 

Theresolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 

Resolwed = Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the bat ent — ting anna a oe i aos ae. 
5,000 ies in separate form, wi r covers, 0: e or enti “ Geol- 

ont industries of the Uripple Oreck district. Colorado,” consti. 
tating 1 to 209 of part 2 of the Sixteenth Annual Report of the United 
States Survey, with the accompanying illustrations, of which 
2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 copies for the use of the 
— of Representatives, and 500 copies for distribution by the Geological 
vey: 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1280) to repeal section No. 61 of 
the act of Congress approved August 28, 1894, entitled “An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other ;” which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to ittee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1281) grant- 
ing @ pension to Joseph Heimen; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1282) to provide for the 
relief of injured and disabled employees of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8.1283) to amend the 
charter of Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1284) making appropriation 
to pay the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska and South Dakota 
for lands, unpaid annuities, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Scomnlioen on Indian 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1285) to promote the efficiency 
of the militia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1286) for the relief of Abner 
D. Lewis, of Fayette County, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 

















title, and, with accom i rs, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. + pe peat 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1287) to place Francis W. 
Seeley on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Stull; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on any Aiaien. 

Mr. R introduced a bill (S. 1289) to facilitate the pro- 
curement of evidence and to compel the attendance of witnesses 
in matters before the registers and receivers of the local land of- 
fices of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1290) to facilitate the determina- 
tion of land matters in the ent of the Interior; which 


Departm 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
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Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Horace Boughton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced « bill (S. 1292) to furnish artificial 
limbs to pensioners under the law of June 27, 1890; which was 


| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1293) to establish an army 
90st in King County at or near the city of Seattle, in the State of 
Vashington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1294) for the relief of Louisa A. 
Bozorth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1295) toregulate the course 
of study at the Naval Academy, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1296) te commission passed assist- 
ant surgeons in the United States Navy, and to provide for their 
examination preliminary to their promotion to the grade of sur- 
geon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1297) to provide for the purchase 
of lands adjoining the United States naval station, Port Royal, 
S.C.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1298) to cancel and re- 
deem United States legal-tender notes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1299) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis A. Field; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1300) for the relief of Hannah 
Newell Barrett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S.1301) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to 
Thomas Madden; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1303) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles F. Holly; which was r-ad twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1304) granting a pension to Cyrus 
A. Bowers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H.R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to 
meet the expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROPOSED DUTY ON RAW SUGAR. 


Mr. PERKINS. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its consideration at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the conditions of soil and climate in the United States are so pe- 
culiarly favorable to the growth of the sugar beet and sugar cane that the 
meee sugar should be the most important industry of the country; 
anc 

Whereas under the operation of the tariff law of 1890 the sugar industry was 
greatly encour and promoted, to the benefit not only of the persons di- 
rectly interested, but of all of the people of the United States; and 

Whereas the operations of said law were fast making the manufacture of 
sugar the most important industry of the country, causing vast tracts of land 
to be put under cultivation, and affording employment to many thousands of 
persons in field and manufactory; and 

Whereas the effect. of the changes made by the tariff law of 1894 has been to 
stop the development of this greatindustry, to retard its progress, to hamper 
it in every way, to discourage the planting large tracts of land by reducing 
the price of raw material, to take away the means of livelihood from farmers 
and farm laborers, and to close the manufactories against the laborers who 
had been employed therein; and 

Whereas without some further protection granted by Congress for a few 
years, or until the industry becomes solidly established, it will not be possible 
to long continue the cultivation of the sugar beet or even, perhaps, of the 
sugar cane, or to manufacture sugar in this country in competition with 
foreign farmers and manufacturers who employ cheaper labor than can be 
procured in the United States; and 

Whereas there is now pending before the Finance Committee of the Senate 
a bill to increase the revenue by laying additional duties on a large number 
of articles, but not onsugar: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to report an amendment to said revenue bill providing for an additional duty 
on raw sugar equal to the proposed increase on other articles enumerated in 
the said bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. BERRY. I object, Mr. President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 


tion will go over under the rule. 
THE GOLD RESERVE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution which I ask to have read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That by injurious legislation yy. the Fifty-third Congress the 
revenues of the Government were reduced below its necessary expenditure 
and the fund created by law for the redemption of United States notes has 
been invaded to supply such deficiencies of reserve; that such a misapplica- 
tion of the resumption fund is of doubtful legality and greatly injurious to 
the public credit, and should be poe by restoring said fund to the sum 
of not less than $100,000,000, in gold coin or bullion, to be segregated from all 
other funds, to be paid out only in the redemption of Uni States notes and 
Treasury notes, and such notes when redeemed to be reissued only in ex- 
change for gold coin and bullion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I shall desire on Friday probably, if it is the 
—— of the Senate, to make some remarks upon the resolution. 


t it go over until that time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on a next, for the reason that the Com- 
mittes on Finance desire the time on Thursday to consider the 
bond and tariff bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COAST DEFENSE ESTIMATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ae before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Procror 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
amount of money can be advantageously used for the pu of coast de- 
fense prior to July 1, 1897, and what portion of said amount should be made 
available during the present fiscal year; also, an estimate of what portion of 
the amount would be required for sites for fortifications, and how much for 
engineering, and how much for ordnance work, and whether the requisite 
number of heavy guns can be supplied from the Government shops, and if 
not, Peewee the deficiency can be manufactured by private plants in this 
country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from North Carolina coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLER 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 

Whereas it was the purpose of Con to keep gold and silver coin ata 


rity by investing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion of pay- 
ng the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either metal: 


Therefore, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, when liqui- 


dating either the interest or principal of the Gevrnaeet's coin obligations, 
to make such pe ment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 grains 
of standard gold is less than the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, 
and to continue to pay in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 grains 
of standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 412} ns of standard 
silver, but when the market value of 25.8 grains of stan gold shall be 
greater than the market value of 412} grains of pure silver he shall 

coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay the same 
in silver coin until the market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be 
equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not notice the Senator from North Carolina 
in the Chamber at present, and I suggest the propriety of letting 
the resolution pass over without eee a until he comes in. 

a ey VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered, 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLu], 
coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that all the resolutions introduced by me 
which are on the Vice-President’s table may lie over without preju- 
dice until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

PAN-AMERICAN UNION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read. 

The retary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
December 24, 1895, as follows: 


Whereas recent events have shown that European nations are making an 
sqapemive attempt to obtain a greater foothold on the American Continent; 
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Whereas such an attempt shows the necessity of a closer union of the 
American Republics: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States of 
America should as speedily as possible invite all American Republics to enter 
into a closer union, to be known as the Pan-American Union, for the purpose 
of promoting the general industrial and commercial welfare of the members 
thereof and secure said respective Republics from European or other foreign 
encroachment. Such union should be made of lasting benefit to the people 
of the several Republics forming it, and a unit of value should be established 
and maintained therein, which shall be a full legal tender and circulate freely 
between the various Republics and the people thereof. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to have that resolution lie upon the table 
subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 


ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire, coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
December 30, 1895, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be directed to inquire 
whether the prices paid or agreed to be paid for armor for vessels of the 
Navy have been fair and reasonable and as low as the prices charged by the 
same manufacturers to foreign Governments; also whether any prices paid 
have been increased on account of patent processes used for the introduction 
of nickel, or for cementation by the Harvey process; and if so, whether the 
increases in price are fair and reasonable; whether the issuance of any of 
the patents was expedited at the request of the Navy Department; whether 
such patents were properly issued and were for inventions not previously 
known or used, and who were and are the owners of such patents; whether 
any officers of the Government were interested therein; or at the time when 
any contracts were made were or have since been interested in the patents 
or employed by the owners thereof; and whether any legislation is necessary 
to further promote the manufacture and cheapen the price of armor for ves- 
sels of the Navy. 


Mr. CHANDLER. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN],I desire to modify the resolution by 
striking out the words which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ reasonable,” strike 
out the words ‘‘ and as low as the prices charged by the same 
manufacturers to foreign Governments” ; so as to read: 


That the Committee on Naval Affairs be directed to inquire whether the 

rices paid or agreed to be paid for armor for vessels of the Navy have been 

‘air ani reascuntie; also whether any prices paid have been increased on 
account of patent processes, etc. 


Mr. MILLS. What are the objections, I will ask the Senator, 
to retaining the words he proposes to strike out of the resolution? 
It seems to me their retention would enable us to get information 
about the prices abroad and in this country, too. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I struck the words out at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. I have no objection 
to having them stricken out. The information desired on that 
point can be ascertained just as well without inserting the lan- 
guage in the resolution. e Senator from Maryland, to whose 
opinion I attach high value and who thought it would be injudi- 
cious to have those words retained in the resolution, can make 
the explanation as to the reason of his request. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the facts connected with the 
sale of armor to the Russian Government by one or two firms in 
this country are perfectly well known, and have been reported to 
Congress, I think, by the Navy Department. At all events, they 
are perfectly well understood, and the matter was disposed of at 
the last session of Congress. 

The facts, as I understand, are these: The Russian Government 
asked for bids for armor for one vessel. There was a very great 
desire in the country on the part of manufacturers of this class of 
steel to have the United States compete with England or ey: 
and a very low bid was put in for a very small amount, only 
enough, I think, for one vessel. There was some criticism about 
it, as it was at a lower price than the same material had been fur- 
nished to our Government asarule. Indeed,it was furnished at 
a loss, merely to give the United States a standing with the Russian 
and other foreign Governments, and er to finish the one ves- 
sel. An attempt was made immediately afterwards to apply the 
same rule as to payments for similar material furnished to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. The matter was thoroughly con- 
sidered by both Houses and disposed of, it being decided unfair 
and unjust, if not destructive, to the firms who entered into that 
Russian contract to apply the same rule to their dealings with us. 
Therefore I see no necessity of going over that matter. It is per- 
fectly well understood an ectly open. Q 

As to the remainder of the resolution directing the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to oe into all the matters suggested, there 
is apparently connected with it an intimation that there has not 
been a careful business conduct of the offices of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and a further intimation that some officers of the Govern- 
ment have been interested in patents relating to these different 
processes. If the information which has reached the author of 
this resolution is sufficient in its character to warrant the belief 
on his part in the statements which have been made in the press 
and otherwise, such an inquiry should be made, and I have no ob- 
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jection to it. I regret, however, that it is thought by anybody 
necessary to make such an inquiry. I have believed—and I have 
been associated with the appropriations to a considerable extent— 
that under no Administration, certainly in the last twelve years, 
has there been anything except the most careful conduct of affairs 
by the Navy Department. Both political parties have united in 
promoting the affairs of the Navy Department. We have given 
great discretion to the Secretaries of the Navy, and the result of 
their work has been a marvel not only to this country, but to the 
world. No intimation whatever, on any of the Secretaries of the 
Navy, Democratic or Republican, has been made of a want of 
honesty or integrity or intelligence in the conduct of the affairs of 
that Department. Just at this time, with the peculiar atmosphere 
with which we are surrounded, I for one regret that it is thought 
necessary even to make an inquiry into the honesty and integrity 
of naval officers or of the Navy Department. At the same time, 
the distinguished Senator who has offered this resolution has had 
experience in that Department and knowledge of the business 
connected with it, and if, in his judgment, such an inquiry should 
be made, 1 certainly have no objection. But I suggested privately 
to the Senator from New Hampshire that, in my judgment, if the 
jtem as to the sale to the Russian Government, about which there 
is no question of fraud and no question as to the integrity of the 
practice or of the Department, were included, it would probably 
embarrass our entire operations. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I agree entirely with what the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has said about the history of transactions in 
the Navy Department for the last twelve or fourteen years. I 
regret very much that any information has come to the Senator 
from New Hampshire which constrains him to institute this in- 
quiry. Ido not by this mean to say that information has not 
come to him which justifies the inquiry, but I regret its existence. 

One of the most pleasing spectacles that we have witnessed in 
these years is the harmony with which Congress has acted and 
stood by the different Secretaries of the Navy in the great work 
of building up this branch of our naval establishment, and inci- 
dentally connected with it the still greater work of building up the 
plants throughout the country by which we are able now not only 
to build every ship, but to produce every article that is needed in 
its construction, its armor plate, and every pound of the ordnance 
that thunders from the decks of the ship. Fifteen years ago we 
could do nothing of this kind. In these fifteen years had there 
not been unity of action between the two parties, nothing could 
have been done in the direction in which we have proceeded. But 
it has been the pleasure of this body and the duty of this body 
and of the other branch of Congress to uphold the hands of the 
different Secretaries of the Navy. 

The Senator from. New Hampshire himself is to be credited with 
the initiation of this great work and partially building, not en- 
tirely completing, some of the best ships that are to-day in the 
Navy. His successor, a most eminent gentleman, a most success- 
ful administrator of the Navy Department, had his hands upheld 
by all Republicans here and in the other branch. When he was 
succeeded by another distinguished gentleman from New York, a 
Republican, our Democratic friends on the other side reciprocated 
the treatment awarded on this side to his predecessor, and in turn 
the present Secretary, long distinguished in the other House for 
his service as chairman of the Naval Committee there, has in his 
im t work been sustained by both branches of Congress. 

t has been believed and I have believed that these great trans- 
actions have been done not under cover, not in the night, but 
openly and aboveboard, and with integrity transfused through 
every branch of the service. I regret very much that now any- 
thing has arisen that in any way would disturb the confidence 
which Co has had in all the branches of the Navy Depart- 
ment and that the country has shared, and in which the country 
has felt so much pride. If there is anything it ought to be brought 
out. I hope the investigation will demonstrate (and I know if it 
does no one will be more rejoiced than the Senator from New 
Hampshire) that there is nothing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I concur in every word that 
has been said by the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Maine, including the regret which they expressed that there is any 
occasion, if there be occasion, for the adoption of this resolution. 

I take the responsibility of offering the resolution and of saying 
that facts have come to my knowledge which require investiga- 
tion, and also which require publicity, if the facts are as I under- 
stand them, in order that in future contracts for armor for the 
vessels of the Navy, which we hope to build and ought to build in 
considerable numbers during the next few years, everything may 
be above suspicion and above reproach. 

Unless it is n to secure the adoption of the resolution, 
I do not to bring into the Senate and put on record any 
statemen fact which would injure any officer of the Navy or 
other officer of the Government. Senators are inclined to learn 
a part of the foundation of this proposed inq they can do so 
by reading in the New York Times of November 18, page 1, in 
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the New York Times of November 19, page 1, and in the New 
York Times of November 20, page 4, statements which justify 
and require, in my judgment, this investigation. 

Certainly we shall be the more likely to make judicious con- 
tracts and to secure the large appropriations for the increase of 
the Navy which ought to be nde 4 if this subject can be cleared 
from the doubt and the suspicion that now rest upon it in con- 
nection with the publication made in the newspaper to which I 
have alluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


MONEY ISSUES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of outstanding paper money, currency, 
silver certificates, gold certificates, legal-tender notes, and Treasury notes, 
respectively, issued by the Government of the United States from March 4, 
1789, to the present time, and the respective acts of Congress, by titles and 
dates, under which they were issued, properly classifying the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out all after the word 
**directed,” in the first line of the resolution, and to insert as a 
substitute what I send to the desk. Let the resolution be read as 
it would stand with the substitute agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate astatement containing a copy of each obligation issued 
by the Government since March 4, 1789, with a reference by title and date to 
the laws, respectively, authorizing such issues, and showing the amount of 


each issue and the amount now outstanding, properly classified, and includ- 
ing Treasury notes of every kind, bonds, and certificates for currency, silver 
and gold. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missour1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of 
the United States court-house and post-office building at Mankato, 
Minn., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


NANCY G. ALLABACH., 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
The Calendar under Rule VIII isin order. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S.894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach. It will take 
but a minute. It is a little pension bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will it lead to any debate? 

Mr. CAMERON. Noneatall. If it does I will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nancy G. Allabach, widow of Peter 
.H. Allabach, late colonel One hundred and thirty-first Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DUTY ON WOOLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move thatthe Senate proceed to 
the consideration of a resolution offered by me on a previous day, 
for the purpose of enabling me to submit some remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Oregon on the 20th instant will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. MITcHELL of Oregon, in- 
structing the Finance Committee to incorporate into any bill for 
raising revenue that may come to that committee from the House 
of Representatives certain provisions relating to wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I ask that the reso- 
lution submitted by me on the 20th instant, relating toan increase 
in the duties on wool, be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Oregon on the 20th instant will be read. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer asubstitute for the resolu- 
tion, which, as it is quite lengthy, I ask may be printed in the 
ReEcorD, the reading of all except the first part to be omitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first part of the proposed sub- 
stitute will be read, and it will be printed entire as requested. 

The proposed substitute is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to incorporate into any bill for raising revenue which may come to 
that committee from the House of Representatives at the present session the 
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following provisions, either as a substitute or as an amendment, and report 


the same to the Senate at their earliest convenience: 

That from and after hone this act there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon all wools and hairs imported from foreign countries, and men- 
tioned in Schedule K herein contained, the rates of duties which are by said 
schedule and paragraphs respectively prescribed, namely: 

SCHEDULE K.—WOOL. 


First. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, al lama, and other like ani- 
mals shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, 
into the following classes: 

Second. Class 1, that is to say, Merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools and 
inciuding all other wools having any admixture of Merino blood, immediate 
or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools of like character with any of the 

receding, including such as have been heretofore usually imported into the 
Enited States from Buenos Ayres, New Zealand, Auaeneee Cape of Good 
Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and elsewhere. and also including all 
wools not hereinafter described or d . Also Leicester, Cotswold, 
Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, Ca: a long wools, or otherlike combing 
wools having any admixture of English blood, immediate or remote, and usu- 
ally known by the terms herein used, and also all China wools, and similar 
wools and all hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals. 

Third. Class 2, that is to say, Donskoi, native th American, Cordova, 
Vaiparaiso, native Smy Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools 
of like character from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, except- 
ing improved wools hereinafter provid or, and not including any wools 
hereinbefore mention But no wool shal: be deemed of this p Ben Ceonese 

sorted from the places named. 

‘ourth. From the standard enpinet all wools and hair which are now 
or may be hereafter d ted in principal custom-houses of the United 
States, under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shal) be 
selected under his direction the stan 
under this act, and he shall have the authority to renew these standards and 
to make such additions to them from time to time as may be required, and 
he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the 
United States when Shey may be needed. 

Fifth. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the admix- 
ture of Merino or a or other bi or by domestication or breeding, 
from their original native character, such improved wools shall be classified 
for duty as class 1, as the case may be. 

Sixth. The duty on all wools and hair which shall be imported washed or 
otherwise clean: shall the amount of the =, which they 

wools and hair 


would be subjected if imported unwashed. 

Seventh. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn 
from the sheep without “y cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. 
Washed wools shall beconsidered such as have _ washed with cold water 


: . Wool w: or cleansed other 
the sheep's back as aforesaid shall be considered as scoured 
wools having less than 12 per cent of yolk, dirt. or other matter 
shall be deemed washed, and wools having any admixture of M 0 blood, 
immediate or remote, and having less than a cent of grease, a. dirt, or 
other foreign matter shall be deemed scoured, and all other wools having less 
aS per cent of grease, yolk, dirt, or other foreign matter shall be deemed 


w u 
Bighth. The duty u wool of the or hair of the camel, a: 
“ae. and other like animals which shall be im in any other gen 
dinary condition, or which shall be in or condition for 
the purpose of evading the duty, or w has been skirted, sorted, or other- 
wise increased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece or 
Oe isax mectemn of aaukie tole tanaiiol intent 
an e or e of wool or 
any : ified ns, Gr claimed by the importer to be dutiableas of 
ies damnve coach tha duels bale shall be subject to the 
ce 80 8 , thew or su es 
rate of duty chargeable on wool or og 
rate of duty, and if any bale or package be claimed by importer to be 
shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class specified in 
this act, and such bale contain ony odmexture of any one or more 
terials, or of any other material, whole bale or 
to duty at the highest rate imposed any 
Ninth. The du pee aS yous hair of the first class 
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tis washed ot apecally provided for in thi shal 
or 
be subject to the same duties as are imposed aon manufactures of wool not 
specially provided for in this act. 

Twelfth. On noils, shoddy, top waste, bur 
waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, 


Fourteenth iphone chal be levied, and "pon ahee and iam bs 

‘ou nth. There 

imported set ae A geen rates of 

du Sollawing: On mutton > 3 2 head; on stock sheep other than 

bu ace bs, $1.50 per ; on cks, including lambs for stock sheep, 

Fittcenth. Any animal im for shall be 
Prot Rosle ARE as al sna taal bs weed fe 


re bred of a recognized breed, and d registered in the book of record 
Pstablished for that breed: And , That certificate of such 


_record and of the of such animal be produced and submitted 
to the customs ae, Oy ticated by proper custodian of such 
book of reccrd, © with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or 

that ouch enim the identical da certificate of record 
an pe. e Secretary Treasury prescribe such ditional 
regulations as may be uired 


, after 
the 30th day of June following the passage of act, the 
in this act shail be ennaally 


increased one-half cent for four 
years on unwashed wools and hair, and 1 cent om washed and 1} cents on 


scoured wools and hair. ° 
Seventeenth. There shall be levied and duties on Peruvian cot- 
otherwise called vegetable 


collected 
wool, 15 cents per pound,and on other raw 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, this resolution is 
in the nature of an instruction to the Committee on Finance to 
incorporate into any revenue bill that may come to that commit- 
tee from the House of Representatives the provisions of the 
Se tariff act of 1890 relating to duties on foreign wools, 
with such modifications only, however, as the history of the oper- 
ation of that act clearly demonstrated to be advisable, not only in 
the interest of the Government as a means of raising revenue, but 
also of the sheep and wool industry as a measure of adequate 
protection. 

Since the ae of the resolution by me a revenue bill has 

the House of Representatives, come to the Senate, and been 
referred to the Committee on Finance, where it is now awaiting 
the consideration and action of that committee. As this measure 
is now within the jurisdiction of the Senate, it will be entirely 
proper, I take it, to refer to it, analyze its provisions, and suggest 
amendments. Before doing so, however, I may be permitted to 
say that, perhaps, since the organization of our Government no 
important agricultural and manufacturing interest, which for 
nearly the entire history of that Government had been encour- 
aged and promoted by the vitalizing application of the protective 
— has received such a staggering and deadly legislative 
low as was inflicted on the wool industry of the United States 
7 what is known as the Wilson tariff act of 1894. That the effect 
of the one schedule of this ruinous act by which wool was placed 
on the free list has already, within the last year, drained our 
country of many millions in gold to pay for foreign wool, and 
occasioned a loss to the woolgrowers of this country on wool and 
sheep alone of more than $100,000,000, are facts susceptible of 
practical demonstration. And it is equally true if that legisla- 
tion is permitted to stand on the statute books of this country a 
few years longer our sheep and wool industry, and especially and 
within a remarkably short space of time that of the Pacific Coast 
States and Territories, by reason of the great disadvantage under 
which it labors by reason of heavy freight rates from ranch to 
market, will be wholly annihilated. 

The advantage which the Australian woolgrowers have over 
those of the Pacific States and Territories in the one matter of 
—— rates places the latter at the mercy of the former in the 
markets of Boston and other Eastern cities. Wool is shipped from 
Australasia to Boston, including freight, commissions, and all 
other charges of handling and transportation, for 1 cent per pound; 
while freight rates alone from most of the shipping depots west of 
the Rocky Mountains range from 1.3 to 2.5 cents per pound, but 
this does not include the cost of transportation and charges con- 
nected therewith in getting wool from the sheep ranches to the 
railroad and water aan to say nothing of commissions which 
invariably attach to the shipper before his product reaches the 
manufacturer. 

According to a statement in a recent issue of the, Chicago 
American Sheep Breeder the ocean rates on foreign wools are as 
follows: 

From South America to the three principal United States ports, New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston, the cost is about $1.17} per 100 pounds; from 
Turkey, 70 cents per 100 ds; from South Africa, $1.15 per 100 pounds: 
from 55 cents per 100 pounds; from China, 65 cents per 100 pounds by 
sailing vessel and 30 cents by oe and from London, England, the 
great dumping ground of the free w of the world, the current rate is 
about 25 cents per 100 pounds. 

That is but one-quarter of a cent a pound from the great Eng- 
lish wool depot. 

The opportunity is now presented to correct the flagrant wrong 
of 1894 and to arrest by appropriate legislation po peeraas and 
destructive influence of a policy which has tended with amazing 
rapidity and s ing effect to stimulate and build up the sheep 
and wool industry of the Argentine a Australia, China, 
ane and other foreign a at aes ee aiete y 

is industry in our own country. year Congress legislate: 
in the interest of alien lands and alien peoples, and in direct antag- 
oni in to the interests of American industry and 
American labor. Let us in these closing hours of the present year 
call a halt and in our legislative capacity endeavor to rise to the 
level of the occasion and the demand of the times and legislate in 
the interest of and for the promotion of the industries and inter- 
ests of our own people. Let our legislation be in the interest of 
the labor and of our own country, and not for the benefit 
of alien labor foreign Soe tir 

Let us not be content with ing in governmental abstractions. 

i i igilance and with a firm 
voice and a steady, determined purpose defend at every hazard 
pies esc naa of our Government involved in international 
and policy affecting territorial rights and interests, it is 
well if at the same time we would wipe from our statute books 

vestige of ion by whomsoever there which 
stant on o menaie the promotion and thy growth of the 
industries of this country, and which tends to degrade the 

the tiller of the soil, the day laborer of America, to the 
hordes of Asiatic and other foreign countries. 
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THE POLICY OF GREAT BRITAIN. 


The history of legislation in Great Britain bearing upon the wool 
and woolen industry, running through a period of more than three 
centuries, sometimes ill advised and oftener otherwise, shows in a 
most remarkable manner the disposition upon the part of the 
British Parliament and sovereigns of that Kingdom to protect 
and encourage the growth of these industries by legislative and 
imperial decrees, and at the same time indicates in the strongest 
possible sense the importance placed by the people of that country 
and their rulers upon the wool industry as a vital element in the 
promotion of civilization. In all of these various acts which in 
any manner had any relation to the subject of wool or woolen 
manufactures the intention was always clearly manifest of pro- 
moting home production and home industry at the = not 
only of alien foreign countries, but also very often of her own 
colonial dependencies. : ; 

Prior to the time of Edward III English wool was in large de- 
mand on the Continent, where it was excelled only by the Spanish 
wools, which for ages preceding had supplied Europe with the 
best cloth-making material known to man, and during this time 
the export duty levied on wool constituted an important part of 
the revenues of Great Britain. But Edward III, regarding the 
policy of permitting wool to be exported from England as a re- 
straint on the development of English woolen manufactures, pro- 
hibited by royal decree, under pain of life and limb, the further 
exportation of English wool, and imposed high rates of duty on 
imported wool. e imported weavers, dyers, and fullers from 
Flanders, and, for the purpose of setting an example, he himself 
wore Flemish cloth. 

This character of legislation continued down until the reign of 
Elizabeth, when the free exportation of English wool was permit- 
ted; but in 1660 the absolute prohibition of the export of English 
wool was again decreed, and this continued for a period of one 
hundred and sixty-five years, until 1825, when this prohibitory law 
was repealed. And it is interesting to note the reasons assigned 
by history for the long continuance of this embargo upon English 
wool. Itis that there existed a belief upon the part of English 
rulers and of the English Parliament that England the 
monopoly of the finest kinds of wool, and that by withholding it 
from foreign competition the home manufacturers would command 
the markets of the world. Itis true this ee policy, which 
for a time responded to the purposes had in view and stimulated 
home manufactures, in the end hada contrary effect. Itsostimu- 
lated the production of wool that eventually, the export being pro- 
hibited, it far exceeded the demand for English consumption, and 
as a necessary consequence the price of the raw material fell. 

Smuggling in wool became one of the recognized illicit indus- 
tries of the time, and, as a result, the industry became disarranged. 
Then it was that most unusual, extraordinary, and, in a sense, 
ridiculous measures were resorted to by the English rulers for 
the purpose of promoting woolen manufactures and stimulating 
the demand for English woolen products. The manufacture of 
woolens was absolutely prohibited in Ireland. The most ghastly 
of these acts, intended to stimulatethe demand for English woolens, 
was an act during the reign of Charles II, to the effect that 
all dead es should, under pains and penalties to be inflicted on 
the relatives of the deceased, be buried in woolen shrouds. And 
it is a remarkable historical fact that this somber enactment re- 
mained unrepealed on the statute books of England for a period 
of one hundred and twenty years, = it is proper, perhaps, 
to state that it had long prior to its actual repeal fallen into innoc- 
"Gotan t, indeed dered by the English peopl 

in , Was wool consi y the English people 
and by Parliament and sovereigns of Great Britain, as an 7 
fluential and powerful factor in the development of the civiliza- 
tion of the age, that the historian makes this declaration: 
FP was indeed the flower and strength and revenue and blood of Eng- 


And' further: 


enn the development of tee cotton tenis, Sougee the ciose si the aon 
century, woolen industries parison most im- 
portant sources of wealth in the country. eee ce 

But as time went on not only the production of English wool, 
but the capacity to produce sufficient to meet the English demand 
fell off, as was the fact in 1825, when the British Parliament pro- 
vided that colonial wool might be imported free of duty, the duty 
on colonial wool ao for a long period prior to that date, 
since 1802, as high as 6d. pound, and in 1844 the duty was re- 
woo 


Thus it will be seen the Parliament of Great Britain, with the 
Ce nian of her manufacturing industries and her 
0 and foreign trade, changed from time to time the cus- 
toms of England. but always with an eye single, whether 
the was one of protection or free trade, of export or import 
_ all ae role to the — encouragement, 
agricultural and manufacturing interests 
rather than the matter of revenue alone. 
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THE CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 


The present condition of the Treasury, occasioned mainly by 
the failure of the Wilson tariff act of 1894 to produce sufficient 
revenue to meet current expenses, and the mad effort to maintain 
the single gold standard and absolutely eliminate and destroy 
bimetallism by saddling the taxpayers of this country with hun- 
dreds of millions of high interest bearing bonds, has compelled 
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury to appeal to the 
Congress in the midst of the holiday season in terms and in tone 
sounding much like Caesar's appeal to Cassius, in his extremity: 

Help me, Cassius, or I sink! 

Whatever may have been the cause or combination of causes 
which resulted in this unfortunate condition of affairs, the ap- 
peal of the President is one which no patriotic man, whatever 
may be his politics, can disregard. 

At all times, under all circumstances, upon every occasion, the 
credit of this Government must be sustained. Every one of its 
obligations must be promptly met when due and demanded, at the 
time, and in the kind of money specified in the contract. Not one 
of these obligations, even though it cost millions, must be permit- 
ted to go to protest. The President’s hands must be and will be 
sustained by Congress in every proper way. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has promptly responded with a revenue bill, and it is 
here for the consideration and action of the Senate. It should 
receive the prompt consideration and action of the Senate. But we 
should not proceed with such a degree of haste in its considera- 
tion as to cause us to overlook for one moment great industrial 
interests which can just as well as not, now that the opportunit 
is suddenly presented through the emergency to which I have al 
luded, be properly guarded and protected. While, therefore, pro- 
viding at the earliest possible moment legislation which will pro- 
duce sufficient revenue to relieve the Administration of its present 
embarrassment, other important questions should not be lost sight 
of in the performance of our patriotic response to the President, 
and we should so legislate as to relieve from imminent danger of 
destruction some of the great industries of the country so merci- 
lessly stricken down by the Wilson tariff act. 

This necessitates an inquiry into the effect which the operation 
of the existing tariff act has had, not only on the revenues of the 
Government, but also on the industries and labor of the country. 
This I shall attempt to do at this time only in the briefest and most 
perfunctory manner, and shall postpone more elaborate discussion 
until the bill is reported from the committee. 


THE POLICY OF THE PRESENT ADMINISTRATION. 


The policy of the present Administration, including, of course, 
the Wilson tariff act, so far from providing a means of raising 
revenue, has proven beyond all controversy to be a policy of defi- 
cits. For the two fiscal years ending July 1, 1895, the revenues 
of the Government have been less than the expenditures to the ex- 
tent of $128,324,524.30, as follows: 


i ecient cialaiasmenicinasgemianenariipen $229, 672. 38 
Uf ee ee 69, 805, 260. 58 
ccna il cn ts oeminnionian mareinae amine .. 42, 805,223.18 
First four months fiscal year 1896, deficit .................-....-- 16, 045, 722. 66 

Total deficit Cleveland Administration -..................- 128, 324, 524. 30 


But not only so. During the year about to close the deficiency 
has been constantly growing until now, since July 1, 1893, it 
reaches the enormous sum of over $133,000,000, $20,000,000 of 
which amount has arisen during the last six months, and no less 
than about $2,000,000 of this amount during the present month of 
December; and still the gap between receipts and expenditures not 
only does not contract, but continues to —— And yet the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury tell us that none of the 
fearful embarrassments in which the Administration finds itself 
in carrying on the ordinary operations of the Government are at- 
tributable to a lack of revenue. 

This, it seems to me, is a most remarkable claim on the part of 
the President and the Secretary. And based on such a claim, un- 
tenable as it would seem in every particular, the demand is made 
upon Congressto retire $346,000,000 of legal-tender notes and $140,- 
000,000 of Sherman Treasury notes, all redeemable in either gold 
or silver coin, by an issue of nearly $500,000,000—to be accurate, 
$486,000,000—of interest-bearing bonds, not redeemable in coin, 
but in gold coin. No such character of bonds was ever issued by 
this Government in all its long history, not even when involved 
in the terrible convulsions of civil war. And this claim that there 
is no lack of revenue and this demand for authority to issue 
bonds come, moreover, after the Secretary of the Treasury has 
within the past twenty months issued and sold a fraction over 
$162,000,000 of 5 per cent ten-year, and 4 per cent thirty-year 
bonds, from which was realized over $182,000,000, and out of one 
issue of $62,000,000 of which the New York and London syndicate 
realized some $11,000,000 of profits. ; 

What has become of this money? This is a most pertinent in- 
quiry at this time. If it is claimed that no part of this vast sum 
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‘was necessary or was not used tomeet current expenses, then thatis, 
it occurs to me, a somewhat disingenuous statement, and one not 
borne out by the facts. It is simply a play upon words. What 
are the facts? 

With the $182,000,000 realized from the sale of these bonds the 
redemption of about $182,000,000 of United States legal-tender 
notes was made; but owing to a lack of sufficient revenue aris- 
ing from customs duties and excise taxes to meet the current 
expenses the Secretary was compelled to and did immediately 
reissue and pay out for the purpose of meeting current expenses 
about $133,000,000 of the $182,000,000 of these legal-tender demand 
notes so redeemed. It is undoubtedly true the Secretary had the 
right under the law, and moreover it was his duty under the law, 
to reissue these legal-tender notes when required to meet current 
expenses, but still the great fact confronts us that had our revenue 
laws been so constructed—and they were not—that a sufficient 
revenue to meet expenses would have been brought into the 
Treasury from month to month, then the necessity for the imme- 
diate reissue of these $133,000,000 of legal-tender notes to meet 
current expenses would not have existed. 

As the revenue was insufticient to meet such expenses, the im- 
mediate reissue of this vast amount of legal-tender notes afforded 
immediate further opportunity to the New York and London syn- 
dicate to draw gold from the Treasury. This opportunity is 
created by the vicious policy of the Treasury Department, to re- 
deem all notes and demands in gold coin, although by the very 
terms of such demands they are redeemable, not in gold coin 
merely, not in silver coin, but in coin; that is, in either gold or 
silver coin. 

The redemption of $133,000,000 legal-tender notes in gold coin 
arising from the sale of bonds, and immediately paying out this 
vast sum to meet the current expenses of the Government, is simply 
equivalent to selling bonds for gold and applying the proceeds in 

ayment of current expenses to meet a deficiency occasioned by a 
ack of monthly revenue from customs duties and excise taxes for 
such purpose. When, therefore, the President and his Secretary of 
the Treasury insistthere is no need for raising more revenue by in- 
creasing customs duties, they are simply emphasizing a demand 
upon their part for another issue of interest-bearing bonds. And 
we are now told the Administration, withoutawaiting the action of 
Congress to enact legislation that will supply the requisite revenue 
to meet expenses, and which would operate as a check on the de- 
mands of the gold syndicate, will, before the close of the present 
year, less than twelve hours of which now remains, issue to that 
syndicate another $100, 000,000, or perhaps greater amount, in bonds, 
and thus add this additional amount of interest-bearing debt of this 
Government to that which has already been increased since this 
Administration came into power to the extent of $168,202,879.55. 

The revenue bill recently by the House of Representa- 
tives and now ee in the Finance Committee of the Senate will, 
it is estimated, even without amendment, bring in an increase 
of $40,000,000 a year. Amended, as in my judgment it should be 
and will be if my vote will accomplish the purpose, by affording 
wool, lumber, barley, hops, and other agricultural products rea- 
sonable and proper protection, it will give an additional revenue 
annually of $60,000,000, and will at once place a padlock on the 
**endless chain,” so called, by which gold is drawn from the Treas- 
ury, will stop ail necessity or pretense of necessity for the further 
issue of bonds in time of profound peace, and will at the same 
time rescue from impending ruin the wool and other agricultural 
interests of this oar. 

This House bill is called ‘‘an emergency revenue bill”; and so 
it is; a bill made absolutely necessary by the condition in which 
our Treasury has been plunged, mainly by the lack of efficiency 
of the Wilson tariff act to bring in revenue to meet the ordinary 
expenses of the Government; and second, by the failure upon the 
part of the Secretary of the Treasury to meet the avaricious and 
Government-wrecking demands of the gold can in the man- 
ner he should have met such a raid on the ury, and that is 
by exercising the discretion with which the law clothed him, to 
redeem the notes presented, or offer to redeem them, in coin, 
not necessarily in gold coin, but in either gold or silver coin, in 
either of which such notes are by law redeemable. 

Such a brave and patriotic stand as this upon the part of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, authorized as he was and sustained as 
he would have been by the supreme law of the land, and as I 
believe, outside of those envel by the tainted atmosphere of 
the Wall and Lombard streets gold syndicate, by the intelligent 
and patriotic sentiment of the American people, would, in my 
judgment, have stopped all demand for the redemption in any 
considerable quantities of legal-tender or Treasury notes. And 
furthermore, in my judgment, the financial credit and standing 
of the Government would not have been in the slightest manner 
adversely affected by such a course; most certainly would such a 
peter not have affected the financial standing of our Government 

finitely as much as does the policy which compels the issue of 
$50,000,000 or $100,000,000 of bonds every six months in time of 
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profound peace, and which places this country and our Govern- 
aoe — in the hands of a receiver, composed of a foreign 
syndicate. 

Why even the New York bankers, those of them outside of the 
enchanted circle of the gold syndicate and who are not permitted 
to share in its benefits, thoroughly understand this whole busi- 
ness. They know full well it was not the Sherman law, that it is 
not the greenback that drove or is driving gold from the country 
by the tens of millions, which has depleted the Treasury of gold, 
led to bond issues, and-involved our Government in deplorable 
embarrassments. They know, and now frankly admit, that one 
of the great causes of these financial embarrassments is the in- 
sufficiency of our revenuelaws, and inferentially they do not hesi- 
tate to say that one other great cause is our failure to give full 
recognition to the money metals of the Constitution, and with- 
holding from one of them the full equal mintage privileges accorde« 
to the other and full legal tender purchasing power and debt-pay- 
ing functions. 

r. HILL. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask whether it is not a fact that ever 
since 1879 it has been the custom under all Secretaries of tho 
Treasury to pay the greenbacks in gold when demanded? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That perhaps has been the custom, 
but itis a very bad one, in my judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Beginning in October, 1891, and never be- 


fore. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Beginning in October, 1891? Is 
that the fact? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I stand corrected by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

I know that has been the custom during recent Administrations, 
but I am firmly of opinion that if the demand for the redemption 
of those notes, coming as it did to a large extent within the last 
few years, had been promptly met by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, whoever he might have been at the time, by a statement of 
the gentlemen presenting the notes to this effect: ‘‘I am author- 
ized to redeem these notes either in gold or silver coin; it is not 
convenient to redeem the whole amount in gold, and therefore | 
shall either redeem half in gold and half in silver, or all in silver 
or all in gold,as it suits my convenience and as I am authorized to 
do under the law,” then a stop would have been put at once to 
any considerable demand for the redemption of the legal-tender 
notes. That is what I think about it. 

Mr. HILL. It is not a question as to what policy the Senator 
from Oregon thinks ought to have.been pursued. That to which 
I desire to call attention is a question of fact—what has been done 
by all Secretaries of the Treasury since 1879; and upon that I dis- 
agree with the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL]. 

I a not recall any criticism of that policy upon the part of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] during his career in the 
Senate with reference to the Republican Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury who pursued that course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In October, 1893, in response to a telegram 
sent by me to Secretary Carlisle, he stated that the first Treasury 
notes of 1890 were redeemed in gold in 1891 by Secretary Foster. 

Mr. HILL. I assumed that the Senator was not talking about 
Treasury notes. We were talking about what are called United 
States notes—the greenbacks. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was talking about both. They 
are both alike so far as the power of redemption is concerned. 

Mr. HILL. I assumed that the Senator was talking about 
United States notes. Now I will ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether it is not true, so far as the United States notes are con- 
cerned, those which are commonly called greenbacks, that since 
1879 they have always been redeemed in gold by all Secretaries of 
the Treasury, when gold has been demanded? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were never presented and there was 
no demand for gold, and the Senator can not show by the records 
that such was the case. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN) 
since that time proposed to redeem, retire, and cancel every one 0! 
the greenback notes with silver dollars. The amendment is here 
on record in which he proposed to substitute silver dollars for 

n 3 


every one of the backs 

Me. MITCHEEL of Oregon. Iam very much obliged for this 
contribution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In addition, 1 wish to say that in January, 
1895, Mr. Secretary Carlisle stated to the Committee on Appropr!- 
ations of the House of Representatives that if in the beginning 
the Secretaries of the Treasury had exercised the discretion of 
paying in silver and gold conjointly it would have operated well 
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and would have been a oe benefit, but that according to all the 
prophecies it would be dangerous now to reverse the policy. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask either the Senator from Mis- 
souri or the Senator from Oregon whether Secretary Foster did 
not redeem any of the United States notes in gold. ill the Sen- 
ator from Missouri state as a fact that Secretary Foster did not 
redeem any of the United States notes and redeem them in gold? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know. Possibly he may have 
done so. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that it had not 
been done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not done upon demand, and I repeat 
it. NoSecretary of the Treasury, until October, 1891, ever yielded: 
the option to the holder of the note and paid gold regardless of 


consequences. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, my pointis that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has repeatedly done so; that it has been the 
custom to redeem the greenbacksin gold when gold was demanded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The option was never given to the holder 
of the note until 1891. 

Mr. HILL. I am not speaking of what ought to have been 
done; I speak of it as afact. I assert that it is the fact, and the 
records will show it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very much obliged both to 
the Senator from New York and the Senator from Missouri for 
their contributions to the question. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr.STEWART. Onthe 17th of November, 1891, Secretary Fos- | 
ter, at a dinner at Delmonico’s, was interrogated by the bankers, 

articularly by those bankers who export gold, as to what was to 
Se done under the act of 1890. The provision of the act which 
puzzled them, and which they regarded as a barrier to the Secre- | 
tary in his operations, made it the duty of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to coin sufficient of the bullion purchased to provide for | 
the redemption of the notes issued under the act. That was the 
matter which was under consideration at the dinner. 

Secretary Foster informed the bankers that it was the policy of | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


the Government to pay gold whenever demanded and that it | 
would do so. Then the President of the United States, in his | 
annual m e, referring to this matter, stated that that policy | 
had done much to sustain the business of the country and would | 
be carried out to the full power of the Government. Then the | 
Austrian deal followed. 

Mr. HILL. Iam glad the Senator from Nevada has made that | 
statement, for it shows that the Secretary of the Treasury not | 
only redeemed the greenbacks in gold, but also the United States | 
Treas notes. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not say anything about greenbacks. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Coming back to the question of 
revenue and the view taken by leading New York bankers who 
are not in aay with the gold syndicate, I desire to attract | 
the attention of the Senate to the following article, which I find 
in the Chicago Inter Ocean of November 26 last: 

THE NEW YORK BANKERS ON CARLISLE’S FINANCIAL POLICY. ; 

Eli Perkins one through Chicago yesterday, fresh from Wall street. | 
When asked what the shrewd bankers who handle billions of money were | 
saying about Carlisle and the deficit in the revenue, he said: 

“ Hepburn, of the Third National; Cannon, of the Chase National; Garland, 
of the First, listened to Carlisle respectfully, but they didn’t take any stock 
in his th that greenbacks were the cause of the bad times. Mr. Cannon 
said to Mr. lisle in a private conversation afterwards: 

“**No, Mr. Carlisle, we made the innocent Sherman bill a scapegoat once, 
when we now know the hard times were caused by lowering the tariff. The 


| 
| 
Government is doing a sonnet, netnces. Weare not earning enough to pay 
our ave . We have run behind $300,000,000, and we might as well be hon- 


say so. Why make another scapegces out of pe " 

i ks,’ said the president of the Second Na- 
ears, and always had poate. We had 
backs and the Sherman bill when we paid off $2,000,000,000 of the national 

ebt. We had prosperity all that time. Now, what we want to do is to raise 

the revenue i enough to meet our expenses. We must put back that 

e must own up that we have made a wretched mistake and 

right it as soon as we can. 
revenue.’ 

“George W. Williams, of the Chemical National, said he was sick of dodg- 
ing the real cause of hard times. He said, with A. P. Hepburn, of the Third 
National, that we had better put the tariff back on wool and woolen goods. 

“*Yes,’ said Henry Cle a 000 we have paid to Asia for wool 

the last year took $81,000. in gold out of the Semmes. and that gold 
had to come out of the Treasury. If we ned pats that gold to Tennessee 
Kentucky, Ohio, and cena ree we would have been better off—it would 
have been here. We are no politicians on Wall street,’ continued Mr. Clews, 
“we are men; and when the expenses of the Government in four 
$400,000,000, less our receipts, we must expect gold to go out to pay 


at Carlisle. 


e must quit politics, let money alone, and fix 


““*The importers in New York,’ said Mr. Perkins, ‘ are la’ 


They know they are bu about all their woolen cloth in ord. They 
know the Rhode Islan: husetts, and Connecticut worsted mills are 


with unsold goods on which they will have to lose money, and that 
most of these mills are . They know that the lace factories in New 
sonmey and Peansyivanie, w made Nott’ fanee Ince wader the Mexinley 
ae >. ¥ the Nottingham factories are getting Carlisle's gold. 

the Jersey potteries are stopped and will have to cut again 
they, over start, and gold that they used to gt is going to and 
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“Then the Sherman bill and Carlisle's greenback scare are both hoaxes, you 
think?” was asked. 

“Why, of course. But Carlisle hates to admit it. He hates to admit that 
the Wilson tariff is a failure and if continued long enough will destroy the 
nation's credit, make wages still lower, stop our mills, and clean the last gold 
dollar out of the Treasury. Everything we buy in Europe must be paid for 
in gold, or enor | as good as gold, and if we buy more stuff from them than 
we sell we must balance up with gold. ; 

“Yes,”’ continued Mr. Perkins, ‘“‘ we have let the low-wage nations into our 
eleven-billion-dollar market, and we will never supply their market until we 
have their low wages, plus the freight. Our 7,000,000 bales of cotton, at 80a 
bale, are worth $350,000,000. Our meat and grain is worth $400,000,000. What 
do we do with the $750,000,000? Why, we send it back to Europe for kid gloves, 
wool, champagne. silks, laces, pottery, tin, and glass, when we can, and used to, 
make them at home. The Wilson bill gives Europe our market, but we don't 
get theirs. We are balancing up with gold, and Carlisle and Grover lie and 
say hard times and loss of gold were caused by the silver bill and are still 
caused by the poor old greenback.” 


While, therefore, believing Congress, irrespective of party, should 
come to the relief of the Government and the President and Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, not, however, by authorizing a further 
issue of bonds, but by a revenue bill that will provide the neces- 
sary revenue, and thus avoid the necessity for a further bond issue, 
I am heartily in favor of the bill as it passed the House, but with 
amendments of the character I have suggested. Furthermore, I 
would favor an amendment striking out the provision which 
limits its operation to two and a half years. The bill, of course, 
shall have my support, whether we shall succeed in amending it 
or not; but there are, aside from its failure to give proper pro- 
tection to wool and other agricultural products, certain vices in 
the measure which, in my judgment, should be eliminated, or at 
least which ought not to receive the sanction of tlie Republican 
party, and nothing except a great emergency would excuse, much 
less justify, the Republican party in giving them its sanction. 
lirst, the horizontal feature of section 4 of the bill is highly ob- 


| jectionable, as it in a measure recognizes— 


First. The ad valorem system adopted in the main by the Wil- 
son bill; 

Second. The classification of rates in the schedules covered by 
said section; 

Third. It fails to deai fully, as it should, with the free list of 
the present law; and 

Fourth. The act, in my judgment, should not be limited to two 


| and a half years or any other time. If it is a good thing it ought 


to come to stay; if itis a bad thing we ought not to enact it at all. 
The first section of the bill as it passed the House imposes a duty 
on all imported wools of classes 1 and 2, as defined in the 
McKinley Act, approved October 1 1890, and subject to all the 
conditions and limitations thereof, and on all hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, and other like animals, except as otherwise pro- 
vided, and on all noils, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste, slub- 
bing waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, and all other 
wastes composed wholly or in part of wool, and on woolen rags, 
mungo, and flocks, a duty equivalent to 60 per cent of the duty 
— on each of such articles by the McKinley Act of 1890. 
his provision, should it remain unchanged and become a law, 
will, it is claimed, give a specific duty of 6.6 cents per pound on 
these classes of wools, the duty under the McKinley Act being 11 
cents. This section further provides that on all wools and Rus- 


| sian camel’s hair of class 3, as defined in the McKinley Act, and 
| subject to all the conditions and limitations thereof, there shall 


be levied, collected, and paid the several duties provided by such 
act. 

This relates to carpet wools, and it restores the full duty of the 
McKinley Act of 32 per cent ad valorem. 

This whole section should, in my judgment, give way to the 
provisions incorporated in my resolution of instructions to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon whether 
the all-controlling and important fact in the consideration of a 
tariff measure at this time is not as to what kind of a tariff 
measure can probably be enacted into law, considering the fact 
that we have a Democratic Executive; and whether, taking that 
fact into consideration, it is not probable that the action which 
has been taken in the other body has been taken directly with 
the view of meeting the emergency as to the condition of the 
Treasury, in view of the fact that the Executive has well-known 
views on the subject of the tariff, and the great improbability of 
a thorough and proper Republican measure being enacted into law 
at this time? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In answer to the Senator from 
Washington, I will state that I have no right to know, and if I 
did know I should have no right to state, what were the motives 
which influenced the House of Representatives in its action. Ionly 
believe that so far as the Senate is concerned we should proceed 
to do our duty as we understand it, and enact such legislation as 
we, in our judgment, think ought to be enacted, without reference 
to the views either of the House of Representatives or of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Has the Senator made any estimate as to the 
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amount of increased revenue that will be derived from the in- 
creased duties apes the wool schedule? 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As levied in the bill which was 
passed by the other House? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; as the bill comes to us. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have made no estimate myself, 
but I take the estimate of the House committee, which is about 
$40,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. Not 7 the wool schedule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On wool alone? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did not understand the Senator. 
About $12,000,000 on wool. 

Mr. VEST. I think it is $18,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it is $12,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. I thought possibly the Senator had made an esti- 
mate. I beg leave to state that I differ entirely with the estimate 
made by the House committee on the wool schedule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it is about $12,000,000, but 


I may be mistaken. I have not the report before me. 
Mr. VEST. My recolleetion is that it is $18,000,000. However, 
I only read the report once, But that is a very im t con- 


sideration in regard to legislation of this kind, and omens, as 
the Senator was speaking specifically on the subject of wool, that 
he had made some estimate of the amount of duties to be derived 
from this increase. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ispeak of the figures of the House 
committee’s report. . 

HOW THE PRICE OF WOOL HAS BEEN RUINOUSLY AFFECTED BY THE WILSON 
TARIFF ACT. 

The effect of the wool policy of the present Administration must 
be regarded as commencing to operate, subject, however, to the 
checks that policy received in the next Presidential election. as of 
the date of President Cleveland’s annual message of December 6, 
1887, when he gave sanction to the ion in favor of free 
wool contained in the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the previous year, December 6, 1886. That policy, with 
others of like nature, however, was repudiated and rejected by the 
American people in the election of Benjamin Harrison as Presi- 
dent in November, 1888. Hence the priceof wool, while materially 
depressed in 1888 by this declaration of a free-wool policy upon 
the part of the President and his Secretary of the Treasury of the 
previous year, was not affected adversely materially beyond this 
single year of 1888 immediately following this declaration. 

But the price again advanced at once on the election of a Re- 
publican President and continued at living rates until the result 
of the election of 1892 was known, when Mr. Cleveland was again 
called to the Presidential chair, when prices again went down, 
and the decline in the price of American wools in the last two 

ears has been an average of 89 percent. True, this decline can not 
wholly charged tolegislation ing wool on the free list, but it 

is chargeable mainly to the combi ra causes of the in- 
crease of foreign sheep and the withholding of all duties of foreign 


wool. Of course there has been a general decline in the prices 
of allcommodities the world over, occasioned in a + measure, 
as I believe, by the erection and maintenance of the single gold 


standard. Thedifferenceinthe decline of the priceof foreign wools 
and that of American wools in the past two years, the decline in 
the former being 12 per cent and in the latter about 39 per cent, 
will demonstrate pretty clearly to the satisfaction of any unprej- 
udiced mind to what extent decline in the price of erican 
wools is chargeable to the free-wool policy of present Admin- 
istration. 

The following table, taken from the wool circular of Justice, 
Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia, of date January 1, 1895, is both 
interesting and instructive, and as an argument against a free- 
wool policy is unanswerable: 

The following table, giving the prices of a few grades of American wool 

d th to sh of 
Prise ere Sid fa Lucy on faoney Se eich was inmedltely tre 
ceding the attack upon the McKinley wool duties), and January I, 1895 
(more than four months after the dw were removed). The table also 
shows the percentage of decline which has taken place in domestic and in 
foreign wool. The greater fall in prices of American over foreign wools was 
owing to the removal of the duty on wool. In other words, 


foreign 
have declined in two years from about 10 to 14 per cent, while the same kind 
of American wool during the same time has declined about 38 to 40 per cent. 














In Philadelphia: 
eS EL RGR SRE 38.6 
Ohio medium, washed .................... 40.3 
PORNO lei nieces aden 41.2 
» A ne Port Phili 43 

verage Por K CPURER. . nce ens cue 

Average Australian, crossbred. .......... 10.5 
Average Cape, grease... . 12.5 
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I also beg to insert at this point, from the circular of Justice, 
Bateman & Co., the following statement and table of prices show- 
ing rates at different dates. 


PRICES THEN AND NOW. 


After one year’s experience with free wool prices are still lower than at 
this time last year, when the new tariff law went into effect, as will be seen by 
the followi ‘able A, giving a number of the principal grades of American 
wool, none of which are higher, while the majority are from 1 to 2 cents per 
pound lower than at this time last year: 











TABLE A.—Comparison of Pan September 1, 1894 (when the free-wool bill was 
passed), with Septem 1, 1895 (one year after). 
“ p 3 Sone. 1, Lower. 
Ohio: Cents. Cents. Cents. 
A dion nian windes sake ihacebed 204 1 2 
hindi dcinmbephibadsntioe ewnntiapinthetinawtdigl 2 21 1 
Si ihe iatindnatiegimehoincedietinevenenens 23 22 1 
diam lbieniediinih weéuieisimaten 14 Sa 
Indiana and Missouri 
Os dia dias sisininGiviisieieebhombaiéowsne 13 12 + 
OD iin cancimaconesccsnuscoes 16 15 1 
CS EASES 17} a 
Oregon and Colorado fine (shrunk 70 per cent) -- 10 Bidder vce 


In order to show how domestic wool prices compare after one year of actual 
practice with each of the last two tariff laws, we —- in Table B the 
—— for the a grades of American wool on October 1, 1891, when the 

cKinley law been in force one year, and the prices at this date, when 
the Wilson law with free wool has been in force one year. In the outside 
column is the number of cents per pound that wool is lower after one 
ed of actual th trade than after one year of actual trial of Mc- 

inley protection. Below the quotations for American wool will be found 
the London quotations of similar grades of foreign. It will thus be seen that 
the leading es of American wools under free trade were from 7} to 15 
cents per pound lower on fleeces and from 15 to 274 cents per pound lower on 
scoured under one year of free trade than under one year of the McKinley 
law, _ foreign wools were either unchanged or only from 1 to 2 cents per 
pound lower. 


TABLE B.—Comparison of prices for leading grades ¢ American wool Septem- 
he Wilson 


- 
ber 1, 1895 (about one year after the passage of ti Sree-wool bill), with 
_— Sor the same grades in October, 1891, about one year after the passage of 


cKinley law. 
Sept. 1, 
Oct. 1, 1891 1806 (one 











American wool (Philadelphia and Boston | (one year | ,¥°#" of 
prices). of McKin. ee wool. Lower 
ley law). | Gorman 
law). 
: Cents. Cents. Cents. 
oes I i ilies he been tock helinninw nina wtell 30} 18} 12 
o— 
Medium washed............. el a aan 36 21 15 
Coarse washed (one-fourth blood)... ..... 33 22 il 
NE a iitids arcicidmiithicitbimbitin eintinets 214 14 Tt 
Indiana and Missouri— 
Se cae 20 12 8 
edium unwashed (one-half blood). .-..... 27 15 12 
unwashed (one-half blood) --.-....- 25 174 7} 
Oregon and Colorado fine (shrunk 70 per cent) - 18} 10 8h 
i EE NT tnintdinteuhicinsans done: oncace 65 393 254 
Ohio medium scoured. -............-...-...----- 60 35 2 
Ohio one-fourth blood scoured _.............-.-. 44 20 15 
Oregon and Colorado fine scoured............- 61 | 334 274 


For the purpose of showing the effect of the Wilson tariff act 
upon importations, I beg to submit the following table, taken from 
an article prepared by Albion E. Shepard, of Texas, believed to be 
reliable, and indo by the National Wool Growers’ Association: 


Table showing the increased importations of wool and woolens in the first year 
of the present “ tariff for revenue” over the last year of a“ tariff for protec- 
tion *—excess of imports of raw wool, manufactures of wool, shoddy, etc., re- 
duced to raw wool. 


Imports of raw wool for first year free-wool law, ended 
I Td BONE oe iter 6 wens don ng vanintiindives pounds... 249, 496, 058 
Imports of raw wool for last year McKinley law, ended 
MER TEs TER cin cb dndbtdevtencccinneneesi pounds.. 58, 678,677 


Excess of imports of raw wool-.................-..--.-...... 
Imports of manufactures of wool, exclusive of shoddy, 
waste, etc., for the first year of the free-wool law, 

ended August 31, 1895....... . ie ------ $45,858, 428 


Pounds. 
190, 817, 381 


$15, 384, 260 


Thontve of choddy rasta: ote en Of Wook OX so0 974,168 80,022,504 
ve ° COs ns sccdcces cove ssne , 974,168 89,922, 
wenn. noils, ete., for the first 
year of the free-wool law, August 31, 1895...... $17, 666, 563 
Imports of shoddy, waste, rags, noils, etc., for the last 


year of the M law, ended August 31, 1894... .. $210, 404 ee 
—-—— ‘0 
Excess of i rts of shoddy, waste, rags, noils, 
ie een ice haere aa ake ote cae ONAN 52, 368, 477 
Excess of importations of raw wool, manufactures of wool 
ee ae pounds of Ameri- 
can ot foreign wool-_........... 833, 108, 362 
American wool clip sheared Tene tae. ikcdlbiakaeicededieaiiiads EER 264, 000, 000 


Excess of imports of wool over American wool clip of 1895. 69, 108, 362 








“a 
% 


OT ee 





1895. 


The following table, from the Bureau of Statistics, illustrates 
the effect of the Wilson Act on foreign importations of wool and 
woolens. This table covers but ten months of each year. The 
foregoing covers the full year ending August 31 of each year: 








Eee _'~S:CS:S:sé‘S™:S 












Imports for ten months. 1894. | 1895. 
EE ee oe 
IN enisbovcve cescccnswccces cocces pounds... 83, 223,270 | 211,057,088 
Shoddy, Cte. ......- 2.2. ----00------ +--+ ------ ---- do....| 1,081,441 | 17,823,008 
Carpets --.---- square yards... 265, 314 829, 423 
Chothiag ....-..- _.....dollars..| 673,088 | 1, 296,210 
GI oop dnsd niccns occewe cnccce cocecncosens pounds._| 5,317,056 | 34,573, 887 
Dress square yards..| 32,761,465 | 25,976,470 
Knit woolens --..- .dollars. . 598, 669 1, 988, 349 
Shawls..---------- pies ale 69, 553 370, 264 
TIN a pv win cedes aooten pounds... 383, 985 3, 383, 285 
All other woolens .-.... ....-.---..------------- dollars... 542, 235 1,919, 785 








THE RUINOUS LFFECTS OF THE FREE-WOOL POLICY. 


The damaging effects of this free-wool policy have been exem- 
lifiedin amultiform manner. It has damaged flockmasters, who, 
ving become discouraged by reason of the policy, have driven 
their sheep to the slaughterhouse and abandoned the business, 
thus diminishing rapidly and vastly the number of sheep and 
the amount of wool produced, and, as a further result, throwing 
out of employment hundreds of thousands of men, herders, shear- 
ers, and others connected with the industry. 

Again, it has, while reducing the product, reduced the price. 
January 1, 1894, according to reliable statistics, we had in this 
country 45,048,017 head of sheep, while on April 1, 1894, there 
were 43,501,904, and the estimated number at the present time 
is only about 40,000,000, or a decrease in the number of sheep in 
this country in the last two years, under the free-trade wool policy 
of this Administration, of over 5,000,000 head. 

According to the official report of the comptroller’s office of the 
State of Texas the number of sheep in that State in 1893 was 
8,366,257, valued at $4,776,848; while the number in 1895, the 

resent year, is but 2,386,822, of the value of but $2,442,162, ora 
falling off in number in the last two years of 979,435 and in value 
of $2,334,686. 

But still further. According to this same report the average 
price per pound of wool in the State of Texas in 1892 was 15.72 
cents; while in 1893 the average price was but 9.82 cents; in 1894, 
7.44 cents, and in 1895, 7.89 cents. 

In the State of Ohio, according to the memorial of the National 
Woolgrowers’ Association, there were on January 1, 1894, 3,765,704 
head of sheep; while on April 1, 1894, under the threat of free 
wool, this number was reduced 112,271; and in the past two years 
it is alleged the woolgrowers of that State have lost in the value 
of sheep about $6,000,000 and in the value of the wool clip of 1894 
below a fair price more than $2,000,000. 

In the State of Oregon, according to the report of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, the value of sheep has decreased from 
$5,903,182 in 1893, but two years ago, to $2,945,905 in 1895, or a 
decrease in value in two years of free-wool policy of $2,957,297. 

The following table shows the values, respectively, of sheep in 
the three years 1893, 1894, and 1895 in nine States and three Ter- 
ritories: 

THE EFFECT OF FREE WOOL ON VALUE OF FLOCKS. 


The offcial reports from the Department of Agriculture show the 
following values of flocks, January 1: 

















Locality. 1895. 1898. 
EE Ne $4,227,400 | $4,891,895 $6, 528, 560 
Mocs 2b ceccus ouneaan axe 2,692,898 | 3, 689, 169 4, 101, 948 
Cea 2,998,885 | 3,098,480 5, 036, 022 
SS aaa 2,945,905 | 4, 433, 408 5, 903, 182 
sg 1,316,667 | 1, 164, 162 1,347,092 
NTE ne bacee 1,984,058 | 2,396,295 8, 105, 803 
2 heya aera 901,081 | 1,209, 681 1, 306, 978 
ee 616, 701 754, 073 1, 173, 699 
eRe Rar er 532, 969 759, 642 1, 066, 608 
Re ea RRR 299, 770 753, 981 1, 910, 655 
Th a 304, 360 989, 796 2, 828, 130 
> Sy a ER 004, 107 606, 284 8, 300, 255 
Tie 824, 801 861 932 
SR EAE TE SO OE OO, HO , 922, 000 
I ik  sechiidemeenebebes reat 


FREE WOOL DOES NOT GIVE CHEAPER NOR BETTER CLOTHING. 


We are told free wool gives the poor man cheap woolen cloth- 

’ the very same law that provides for free wool and takes 
from the farmer and woolgrower all protection imposes a du 

of 42.82 per cent on woolen manufactures—this upon the basis 

of the importations of 1893—thus giving protection to the manu- 
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facturer of nearly 50 per cent, and on the Democratic theory that 
the tariff is a tax to be paid by the consumer, imposing a tax to 
this amount on the backs of the people who wear woolen goods. 

As bearing upon the question of free wool bringing cheap cloth- 
ing and better clothing by excluding shoddy, the theory having 
been urged that foreign wool would be so cheap that the tempta- 
tion to make shoddy would be removed, it is a fact worthy of note 
that shoddy importations have been overwhelmingly increased 
under the free-trade policy, and much of it doubtless finds its way 
into our domestic product. 

The following extract from the memorial of the National Wool 
Growers’ Association (Senate Document No. 17, present Congress), 
which bears upon the subject of imports of sh« dy, is interesting, 
and I ask to incorporate it in my remarks: 


The total imports of shoddy, waste, rags, etc., under the McKinley law were 
as follows, in pounds: 





CO a 
crn oi. sdbbcbawanneeaee wawabiranuunin beet 9, 306 
id ass ihe nubcdd niacin queeablaliniae oli 47, 492 
a snes meatal einai aritentl 5, 319 
ele hes italia enubeaiperannmeeabe-aaneminadets 10, 001 
I a a all al a emia aad iwatniedaedily 59, 42 
I a cients tic giegiamenmubigtnsieil 22, 701 
I cinco cheb sscaercheenstbvecstoalinib-alteinatnea tecueinieociere hkiine bnaeiniaden athe ae 11,576 
a caked dc ah aid ae Sicha cs aad linge escapee ap ns neatuumhundadieate 21, 823 
Total for nine months-......................-. vneaiedeeeakaaeiaad 504, 536 
Year ending June 30— 
a al 262, 992 
ee Cnkouubaal cineca all ;. 333, 376 
I a ih inenane walad = 143, 003 
a a ad 2 
a a 
ea 
Total for three months 18, 515 
Total imported under McKinley law-..... ..................-... 1, 362, 421 


And the following, on the subject of shoddy, is from the wool circular of 
Justice, Bateman & Co., November 1, 1895: 

“In our last circular we showed an increase of over 17,000,000 pounds in the 
imports of shoddy, waste, etc., during the first year of the Wilson law. 

“The entire amount of these wool adulterants imperted under the four 
years of the McKinley law was but slightly over 1,300,000 pounds, but the im- 
ports in the first year of the Wilson law were over 17,600,000 pounds. The in- 
crease in the year ended September 30, 1895, over the previous four years was 
over 16,300,000 pounds, a quantity greater than all the clean scoured wool that 
was produced last year from our two largest woolgrowing States.” 

The Philadelphia Press of November 2, 1895, gives the following: 

ate woolen manufacturer, writing on this shoddy question, says: 

“* The wool contained in all formsof waste is washed and scoured wool, and 
most of it has been one or more times spun, woven, and, in the case of shoddy, 
worn out, and perhaps respun and rewoven and reworn out. 

“*While these facts deprive the wool of its staple or length, destroy its ad- 
hesive “ kink,” and render the cloth which is made of it relatively ** rotten” 
and worthless, at least so far as it is used in the way of warp, they do not 
deprive it of the advantage it possesses relatively to new wool of having been 
washed and scoured, and therefore counting each pound as 3 pounds in its 
rivalry with unwashed and unscoured wool in the quantity of cloth it will 
make. Henceevery pound of these “‘ wastes" displaces 3 poundsof American 
wool in the quantity of cloth it will make, and aly 1 pound of American wool 
in the length of time the cloth will wear. The real price of the shoddy for 
each pound of the raw wool which has entered into it is therefore only 4 
cents a pound, instead of the 12 cents which the Record thinks makes it so 
respectable. 

“*American farmers and the American Congress are likely to say before 
long whether 4cent wool in 12-cent shoddy is the sort of stuff which they 
care to see substituted for American flocks. What it will mean in clothing 
will be that American working men and women will soon be clad in woolen 
clothing which will fall off their backs in the first rain. General Sherman 
declared that this was the kind of clothing the free-trade tariffs of 1846 and 
1357 gave the soldiers when they first went into the Army in 1861. But by the 
time the war closed, he said, they were all clad in American woolens, made 
of American wool, which would defy a hundred storms.’ "’ 

The eminent secretary of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
in an article in the bulletin of the association for June, 1895, says: 

“Practically all the wool that passes into daily consumption comes back 
again into the mills in the course of time, revamped as shoddy or mungo or 
‘wool extract,’ to again pass into consumption in a cheaper grade of goods. 
The life of the wool fiber is long: it is converted and reconverted until it 
finally disappears. No approximate estimate is possible of the amount of old 
wool which takes the place of the new, but it is enormous, and grows larger 
yearly as the mechanical methods of handling it improve.” 


THE PERILS OF GOODS MADE OF FOREIGN RAG SHODDY. 


A reliable authority treats of the perils of goods made from these adulter- 
ants as follows: 

“ Shoddy always was, now is, and always must be, an unwholesome article 
of dress. It is made from waste woolens, the rags worn by foreign lepers, 
discarded from hospitals, or worn out on the backs of beggars being no smal 
_ of its makeup. No shred of wool is too frayed, too coarse, or too dirty 

or conversion into shoddy. The rags of the mop that has cleansed the floor 
of the most loathsome saloon on which the drunkenest of the lowest class of 
residents of a great city have trodden and spat, the cast-off stocking of the 
dirtiest tramp, the skirt of the most diseased drab that walks the streets in 
nightly quest of whom she may allure, all go to the shodd i mill, and all come 
out as material for the manufacture of ‘cheap clothing, all wool.’ 

‘“ Under tariffs that were as protective of health as of industry heavy duties 
were laid on the importation of foreign shoddy and of the foreign rags from 
which American shoddy is made. All this is changed, so that during the 
twelve months ended August 31, 1895, the vast amount of 17,666,563 pounds of 
shoddy and of r: for its manufacture were imported to the United States, 
against no more than 201,404 pounds in the preceding you. 

“From this plague and possible tilence that the Wilson bill has invited 


to our shores delivery is needed. Heavy duties should be laid upon foreign 


shoddy and fore rags, or, if the President refuse to sign a bill designed to 
ie of this dangerous class of importation, Congress at 


prevent further 
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least should enact a law that will compel venders of shetty mote goods to 
label them as shoddy. No one should be in danger of infection to himself or 
family by the purchase of garments made of contaminated shoddy, but pur- 
chased as ‘cheap all-woolen goods,’” 

THE INEQUALITIES OF THE WILSON TARIFF ACT. 

The Wilson tariff act of 1894, said to have been enacted in the 
interest of the people and to reduce taxation, takes from foreign 
wool duties to the amount of a fraction over $8,000,000, but 
imposes a tax of over $40,000,000 on the sugar which every man, 
woman, and child in the country consumes more or less of every 
day, and this is called a reduction of customs taxation in the in- 
terest of all the people. 

But not only so. The Wilson tariff act, while denying to the 
farmer all protection on wool, imposes duties equal to ad valorem 
duties on seam rice of 83.89 per cent; cotton manufactures, 36 to 
45 per cent; woolen cloths, flannels, etc., 40 to 50 per cent; dress 
goods, 50 per cent; carpets, 30 to 40 per cent; bar iron, 27.22 per 
cent; iron ore, 22.97 per cent; iron beams, 49.76 per cent, and pig 
iron, $4 per ton. 

THE EFFECT OF THE WILSON ACTON AGRICULTURAL IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 

The effect of the Wilson tariff act during the short time it has 
been in operation, in increasing agricultural importations and 
diminishing agricultural exports, is clearly indicated by the fol- 
lowing table from the latest Statistical Abstract. 


Agricultural imports. 






















Last year of 
. Last year of 
= Wilson law. 
IE iitind reeune nonddsnbaens shéhie gipenieaeedae $966, 359 $2, 121, 524 
III ain arn acs noes megleiaialinesdihianasiaiadaimaaline 2, 207, 027 2, 895, 297 
DR. cdbise nage steep conctbe sdvabsgueurvessguesnneaaed 161, 328 341, 284 
TD nnisdtinwedenccodoncbecececoteminabiuselbanodsaauhe 1, 101, B47 2, 545, 610 
TTT. incancktinpeopebishhetateunlbadubabiansnaniiial 910, 981 8, 077, 955 
SD « cenbunqocndevacapduegveseenanegenth summations 4, 659, 5, 335, 499 
Ed cate cebcédnasees cdekbe n seachagines aden sanaiane 846, 1, 658, 331 
BD 4 nets boctsnewdesdnséokenihpelariegn seman 266, 682, 468 
IITs asscc Wich dev sale ain sioobfagc eed lea amaiekieaaA ike sede aecck 24, 623, 269 
BE i. paane dgnndeoWolen deepen peummanenshewnbhttnaeed * 682, 875 601. 188 
IOS slid A, Jolie dhl abe teecandedeud/ emma snimnae $1, 824, 709 $2, 087, 535 
Ri 2, 566, 089 3, 407, 166 
Seeds 2,361,813 7, 146, 504 
ITN tic: oti sci lamnnien chien pertabanbinhiediadnmenaninneihsiie 18, 005, 715 14, 389, 381 
SII. cite nc onulavceiiin budinaeemeuta obiaaneninimele maint 8, 083, 400 8,858, 770 
EE in. ctdnvanbires snieeianman sdk thes baniteaaet , 209, 934 , 589, 791 
IRIEL n:iecsnmahtacoeenighy'> erties wabiaiesieiiaintiitt mamiecineibidhas 51, 414, 844 107, 343, 522 
Agricultural exports. 
TREE cuvcececnncovcconpncusssbaseh enupectecnehapeionses $924, 916 $800, 000 
I ia av eatah act “ 3 > 8, 752,215 1, 849, 898 
Vegetables ....... Kee 2, 072, 974 1,775, 551 
NR SEER iG) 0, 442, 045 8, 070, 082 
bcxuschee cnkhs e6éqncuntabistinheiaaeitenenkenss 8, 038, 558 2, 972, 242 
REE cnndicctnegitngn anacnathnns onusecntingnennecinubbichnn 81, 207, 331 19, 082, 404 
WEED én cennnnpene cocesseunuesnessannnneupnaiineses 67, 793, 497 52, 330, 282 
ST .cahanniisehs snouecateks ene sineaenvanineunennianead 78, 062, 212 59, 226, 244 
IR. oncne akccce ncadottubtesteenehbins nabbewenee 169, 831, 131 155, 493, 283 
Pn enacnnencrescsachisekninniiudensuaniiaiaes 371, 124, 879 301, 558, 885 


Our loss in the export trade on these sixteen agricultural prod- 
ucts is about 20 per cent, while there has been an increase in the 
imports of these products coming in direct brag na with the 
like products of the American farmer of nearly 100 per cent. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. From the tenor of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, in — of the decline in the price of wool, 
it might be inferred that he attributed all of that decline to the 
reduction of the tariff. There has been a decline in all commodi- 
ties in this country in the past three _ to a very large extent, 
and I suppose 15 or 20 per cent would be a moderate estimate. I 
inquire of the Senator if wool would not be affected as other 
commodities, the tariff to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. MITCHELL of n. Undoubtedly, and I distinctly 
stated, as the Senator would have known if he had listened care- 
fully, that I did not attribute the decline in the price of wool 
wholly to tariff legislation. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Nevada makes the Senator from 


Oregon state that there has been a decline in the price of wool 
he make 


That thereis a decline in the price 
Mr. VEST. Yes; in the market of New York—the principal 


since the passage of what is called the Wilson Act. 
that statement? 

' Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
of wool? 


market. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I certainly do, unqualifiedly. 
Mr. VEST. In all classes of wool? ° 
Mr. MITCHELL of 
rate in my remarks fully bear out my statement, 
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Oregon. The tables which I shall incorpo- 


DECEMBER 31, 


Mr. VEST. That there has been a decline in all classes of wool? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; in all classes of wool, and 


particularly in those classes in which this country is most in- 
terested 


Mr. VEST. Since the passage of the Wilson Act, as compared 


with the prices in preceding years? 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. As compared with prices under the McKinley Act, 
which of course had effect up to the time the Wilson law went 


into operation in August, 1894? Do I understand the Senator to 
state that the prices have fallen since that act took effect? 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I say the prices have fallen, and 


they commenced falling, as the statistics show, as soon as the 
threat of free wool was made by the incoming Administration; 
in fact, as soon as it was known that Mr. Cleveland had been 
elected President of the United States a decline followed. There 


have been some occasional upward spurts in the price of wool, but, 
taken on the whole, there has been a decline in price of 39 per 
cent in American wools. 

In 1892 we imported culy $36,000,000 worth of woolen goods, 
while in the present calendar year the importations will exceed 


According to the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the production of wool in this country in 1894 was 54,(00,- 
000 pounds less than it was in 1892. 

A CHINESE DANGER. 

It is not, perhaps, generall known that the wool industry of 
America is being seriously threatened, not only from the rapid 
increase in the production of sheep in the Argentine Republic, 
aaerera, Canada, and some European countries, but also in 
Shina. 

Twenty-five years ago there were no imports into this country 
of China wools. In 1870 there were 9,016 pounds of China wool 
imported, of the value of but $1,312, the import price per pound 
then being 10.45 cents; whereas in the present year (1895) the iim- 
ports of China wool have reached 26,089,418 pounds, of the value 
of $1,699,414, the import price per pound being 5.15 cents. This 
China wool, moreover, has been demonstrated to be equal to our 
low-grade of merino wool. 

The following table indicates the rapid increase in Chinese wool 
imports: 





Import 
Year. Quantity.| Value. | price per 

pound, 

Pounds. Cents. 
BR Sitie iin bined bnekttekethigdemwebtbenonewootas 9, 016 $1,312 10.45 
Bhi da denbae wanda ieese Qi bene ohmend 66, 751 9, 188 13. 76 
i uvactdidnscun side nbataqusaidwddenedsie 8, 587,575 814, 264 9.48 
Piiittin palined pus ésdligiaatieimasdgeniicones 20, 753,893 | 1,812,250 8.74 
Sl ninKitetuthahinsaningcihiinireamibninietanicsen 0, 186, 264 818, 157 8.08 
Ge datthis ccetibetnenasconkankvadepenmbindwaphis 26,089,418 | 1,699,414 5.15 





THE WILSON ACT HAS DRIVEN MILLIONS OF SHEEP TO THE SLAUGHTERL- 


HOUSE. 

The annual increase in the slaughter of sheep in this country 
during the last two years has been immense. The four great 
slaughterhouses of the West are Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, 
and Omaha. In 1886, prior to the passage of the McKinley Act, 
the aggregate number of sheep slaughtered at these four points 
was but 979,000, while in 1894 the number was 3,564,000, or nearly 
treble the number of only eight years before. In 1885 Chicago 
alone slaughtered only 743,000 sheep, while in 1894 2,766,000 wero 
killed, or nearly four times the number of nine years previous. 

The four great Eastern cities, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
and Baltimore, slaughtered 3,274,000 sheep in 1890, but increased 
the number slaughtered four years later, in 1894, to 4,079,000. 
AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS NOT BENEFITED BY FREE WOOL; EUROPEAN 

MANUFACTURERS BENEFITED BY IT. 

The manufacturers of this country must surely realize by this 
time that their interests are not advanced by free wool. It is re- 
cently authoritatively stated that 1,000,000 pounds of South Ameri- 
can wool and half a million pounds of Montana wool were recently 
exported from Boston to Bradford, England. Whyisit? Simply 
because our manufacturers have been unable to compete with for- 
— mills. Our factories are not prospering, not running, as 4 

e, on full time, but on short orders, while the English mills are 
running on full time and on full orders for home consumption and 
export. The — of foreign wool has been advanced, and they 
are thus enabled to ship wool from Boston to Bradford. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me an observa- 


tion? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator makes the suggestion that 
probably the manufacturers of woolen goods in this country have 
ascertained that free wool is not desirable. I want to say to the 
Senator that a little time some of our New England manufac- 


turers were clamoring for free wool, but at the present time it is 














a 





1895. 





an impossible thing, I think, to find a single one of them who does 
not want the duty on wool restored. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very glad to hear it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iwant tosay furthermore that two months 
I met an intelligent Englishman in the city of Manchester, 
.H. He said to me that he was representing certain woolen 
manufacturing establishments in England, and he knew of a great 


many a establishments in that country that would not accept 


an order for woolen goods to be delivered prior to January 1, 1897. 
He said their mills were running day and night, and they did not 
care very much for additional orders, while our woolen mills in 
New England are on the verge of bankruptcy, and are praying 
that the duty on wool may be restored, and of course they believe 
that we ought to have a compensatory duty on woolen manu- 


factures. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thank the Senator from New 
Hampshire for his statement. It confirms all for which I contend. 


THE MAGNITUDE AND IMPORTANCE OF THE WOOL INDUSTRY. 
Tt will not do to underestimate the magnitude or attempt to 


minimize the importance of the wool industry in this country. It | 


is of infinitely too much importance in a variety of senses to be 
overlooked in legislation. An industry which engages more than 
1,000,000 men, aside from hundreds of thousands of employees, 
owning over 40,000,000 sheep, of the value, under normal condi- 
tions, of more than $150,000,000, and including lands and fixtures 
for sheep husbandry, with a total capital of $500,000,000, giving to 
labor, including services of flockmasters, $85,000,000 annually, 


with an annual product in wool, mutton, and pelts, at fair prices, 


of more than $110,000,000, is one which deserves a better fate than 


receiving a fatal legislative blow at the hands of the American | 


Congress, as it certainly did in the free-wool provisions of the 
Wilson ¢ariff act. 
CONCLUSION. 

Had the wise provisions relating to wool incorporated in the 
act of March 2, 1867, been permitted tostand, with only such modi- 
fications from time to time as the changed condition of the coun- 
try warranted—had the modification of 1883 never been made, it is 
more than probable that our annual product would to-day be equal 


to our consumption. Estimating on the basis of the increase of | 


sheep in this country during the sixteen years that act was in op- 
eration, it is confidently claimed by those thoroughly conversant 
with the subject that now, instead of 40,000,000 sheep, we would 
have in this country not less than 110,000,000, producing, instead of 
264,000,000 pounds, the product of 1895, 650,000,000 pounds of wool. 
What a saving of gold which goes to foreign countries each year 
to pay for imported wool this would have been, to say nothing of 
the manifold blessings an industry of that character and magni- 
tude would be to the people of this country. 

But a glance at the other side of the ledger, based on strong 
ee nee also, will show a widely different state of affairs. 

mtinue the free-wool heresy indefinitely, and what inevitably 
must be the result? 


First, the sheep industry of this country, now discouraged and | 


languishing, will eventually and at no distant day be entirely an- 
nihilated, except, pepntee, as to occasional small flocks on still 
smaller farms. The mutton supply of our country will vanish. 
Instead of ne: as we donow, one-half the wool we consume 
we will soon be compelled to import all. 

Another result will undoubtedly follow. ‘The foreign flock 
masters, having thus obtained absolute control of our market, 
will advance the price of wool; the woolen manufacturers of the 
country will be at the mercy of the foreign wool producer; the 
price of woolen cloth will advance, and our country will be annu- 
ally drained of millions of gold to pay for foreign wool. 

desire to have printed as a part of my speech, and as its con- 
clusion, a communication signed by William Lawrence, president 
of the National Wool Growers’ Association, of date December 26, 
1895, received oe me this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
will be the order of the Senate. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


WOOLGROWERS—JUDGE LAWRENCE ON THE WOOL TARIFF—AN INTEREST- 
ING STATEMENT ON IT—THE PROPOSED TARIFF AND THE AMOUNT OF 
PROTECTION IT GIVES. 

BELLEFONTAINE, OHIO, December 26, 1895. 

To the Woolgrowers of the United States ; 


The National Wool Growers’ Association held a session of five days in 
on, D. C., commencing December 4p sarees on @ memorial to 
printed as Senate Document No. 17, which can be procured from 

members of Co It did not reach the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House of Representatives in time to enable them to fully consider it, 
and the committee, deeming it necessary to speodhy rt a tariff bill, de- 
clined to give the woolgrowers an oral hearing. e reported by the 
committee and pat by the House this day prescribes as duties on merino 
wool 60 per cent of the rates of the McKin ey Act of 

unwashed, and on class 3 wools the valorem rate of that act, 32 
per cent on the only wools that will be imported under the bill if it becomes 


a law. 
To those who do nct understand the.operation of the act of 1890, the new bill 
oa gives the specific rate mentioned. The McKinley Act gaveadut 
cents per pound on unwashed merino, 22 cents per pound on wash 
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and 38 cents on scoured. Most people supposed this gave protective benefit 
to the woolgrowers of these rates, and certainly Congress intended, and 
woolgrowers so expected. But it is shown in the memorial (page 49) that the 
‘protective benefit’ was in practice on merino similar to that grown in 
Ohio only 6 cents on washed and 13} on scoured,in competition with the 
Australian merino. This wasthe result of two causes, first, the fatal * skirt- 
ing clause,”’ which added all of 2 cents to the value of each skirted pound, 
and saved most of the expense of ‘sorting,’ shown to be nearly one-tenth 
of the pay roll in some factories. (Memorial, page 47.) The second cause was 
the light shrinkage in scouring of Australian merino. 

Thus the nominal duty of 11 cents on unwashed was in practice only equal 
to 6 cents in favor of Ohio washed, and not more than 4 or 5 cents on much of 
the woolsof Texas and the Western States. The nominal duty of 6 cents in 
the new bill will only give a protective benefit of 3.6 cents on Ohio washed 
merino, and from 2 to 2.5 cents on much of the Texas and far West State 
wools. This is no protection at all. Inadequate protection is no better than 
free wool. Evidently the Committee on Ways and Means for want of time 
and mature consideration did not understand this, or their bill would have 
been so framed as to give some measure of protection. 

The report of the Committee on Ways and Means says their bill will give 
“6.6 cents per pound on unwashed wool.” This proves they did not under- 
stand its effect. 

But this is not the worst feature of the bill. When Mr. McKinley reported 
the tariff bill of 1890 it proposed specific duties of 2.5 cents and 8 cents, accord- 
ing to value on third-class wools. The bill reported by Senator ALLIson in 
1888 as a substitute for the Mills free wool bill proposed specific duties of 2.5 
cents and 6 cents, according to value. But certain carpet manufacturers 
succeeded in getting an ad valorem duty of only 32 per cent in the act of 1890 
on such wools as are now chiefly imported as third class. These wools pro- 
duce more ruin to our woolgrowers than all others. They supplant our 
American merino and the long wools of the mutton breeds. Their importsin 
the fiscal year 1895 were 144,488,265 pounds, while the imports of all other 
wools for consumption were only 121,237,612. 

These wools are of such light shrinkage that they would equal nearly 
200,000,000 pounds of ourunwashed merino. Of these imports in 1895 there were 
of China wools 26,089,418 pounds, at an import price of only 5.15 cents per 
pound. Thisis a new oni the cheapest source of supply, almost unknown 

rior to the act of 1890. The import price of all third class from August 28, 

894, to June 30, 1895, was only 9.13 cents. The duty of 32 per cent on China 
wools would be less than 1.65 cents per pound, and, on an average of all, 
would be only 2.92 cents, and this is on wools shrinking in scouring not over 
40 per cent; so that the protective benefit of the new bill on our unwashed 
merino is less than 2 cents per pound. 

The China wools, by reason of light shrinkage, would supplant the use of 
40,000,000 pounds of unwashed merino. The memorial, page 38, produces evi- 
dence that these wools are used in the manufacture of clothing goods, and 
that “fashion” has made it popular to use the very coarse wool goods 

American woolgrowers can not compete with these wools, imported at these 
low prices and with these low duties. The report of the committee says 
“the duty on carpet wools is left at 32 per cent ad valorem, as we raise very 
few carpet wools.” The law does not deecribe any “carpet wools,”’ because 
all wools are now used to make clothing goods. We do raise carpet wools, 
and can raise all needed, as shown in our memorial, page 76. The report says 
the bill is framed *‘mainly on revenue ground.” Why, then, did not the 
committee adopt as a temporary expedient the less than low revenue rates 
of the bill in our memorial, page 218? The committee bill does give protec 
tive rates to iron and other industries, but not to wool. 

The report says the bill gives manufactures “a compensatory duty equiva- 
lent to the duty on wool.” The fact is iv is largely more than an equivalent. 
Woolgrowers are discriminated against. Since the McKinley Act was passed 
the prices of wools in ail foreign countries have declined materially. See 
memorial, page 60, etc. This, of course, was not foreseen when the McKinley 
bill was passed. 

A new law should meet these new conditions. By reason of the combine 
operation of these causes—(1) the skirting clause; (2) the light shrinkage of 
Australian merino; (3) the new and enlarged use of third-class wools for 
clothing goods, formerly used only for carpets, and (4) the decline in the 
world’s wool prices—the McKinley Act ceased to accomplish the purpose in- 
tended by it. Under it prices of wools constantly declined, and the inevita- 
ble result would soon have been a failure to secure prosperity to American 
sheep husbandry. Even in Texas, where the cost of growing wool is as low 
if not less than any other State, sheep declined in numbers from 4,218,812 in 
1890 to 2,859,269 in 1894. 

These new and unexpected results and conditions call for increased pro- 
tection, not for reduction. The duties of the act of 1890 are now even less 
than low-revenue duties. No other industry has suffered from such a com 
bination of causes of ruin, and hence the new bill should have recognized 
this fact and made provisionaccordingly. The new tariff bill gives the ruin- 
ous ad valorem duties to woolgrowers, the specific duties to all other indus: 
tries. Why continue this unjust discrimination? 

Under the new bill most other industries can live by reducing wages, but 
under it the wool industry is doomed to ruin only a little less speedy than by 
free wool. Woolgrowers in every State are urged to send delegates to ap 
peal to the Senate to amend the bill. I remained in Washington for three 
weeks, until refused a hearing before the committee on December 24. I will 
return in to Washington on January 20. when the National Woolgrowers’ 
Association will again meet. Iam in receipt of letters so numerous that I 
can not answer all, and take this method of stating what has been done and 
what remains to be done. Papers friendly to justice for woolgrowers are 
requested to present the facts to their readers. 

If the new bill becomes a law, wool growers can never get adequate wool 
duties. [tis an outrageous wrong to woolgrowers. Enough of Eastern wool 
manufacturers to defeat us will repeat the cry, “Give the tariff a rest!” 
while they prosper and our wool industry will be in ruins. 

The Ohio Wool Growers’ Association will meet at Columbus January 1, 
1896, to act on the subject. Let there bea full attendance at this the most 
important meeting ever held. 

i WILLIAM LAWRENCE, 


President of the National Wool Growers’ Association. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Minnesota permit me to 
offer a resolution? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

SALE OF BONDS. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 
United States shall be sold at private sale or under private contract. Andin 
case of any sale of bonds under existing laws, the same shall be made only after 
due advertisement of such sale and proposals invited, and then only to the 
highest bidder. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will be printed, and go over under the rule. 

Mr. VEST subsequently said: I ask that the resolution offered 
by the Senator from West Virginia be read. I could not hear the 
reading of it, and that is the reason why I asked that it be printed. 

em PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again 
read, 

The Secretary again read the resolution submitted by Mr. 
ELKins. 

Mr. HILL. I think the terms of the resolution might in some 
way reflect upon the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who, 
when Secretary of the Treasury, was constantly making these 

rivate contracts; and he being absent, I think the resolution had 
tter lie over. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think the Senator from New York ought to 
allow the Senator from Ohio to speak for himself. If the Senator 
wants to object to the resolution, let him do it openly. 

ai HILL. The Senator is entirely competent to speak for him- 
self. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think so. 

Mr. HILL. But the Senator from West Virginia does not seem 

to quite see the point of the criticism. 
r. ELKINS. I do not, I confess. 

Mr. HILL. I can not explain it further than I have done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. HILL. Let it lie over. 

Mr. SEWELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will lie over. 


THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit a few re- 
marks on the resolution of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. Mitcu- 
ELI], which I understand to be still before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Minnesota will 


proceed. 

Mr. NELSON. It is conceded on all sides that our currency is 
in an unstable and embarrassed condition. Various causes are 
assigned for the disorder and various remedies are prescribed. 
The silver men affect to believe that the source of the difficulty 
lies in the suspension of the free coinage of silver, and on all occa- 
sions, out of season as well as in season, they urge, as an ample 
and plenary relief, the unconditional and eaten’ ited free coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, regardless of the course that other 
nations may take in the premises. The President and Secretary 
of the Treasury, on the other hand, ascribe all our financial ills to 
our paper currency, ially to our Treasury notes, commonly 
called greenbacks; and they urge and insist that substantial relief 
can be obtained only by the t retirement of these notes, 
even if it has to be done without substituting other paper currency 
yet t in 1879 th integrity f th 

ince we resumed specie paymen © of these 
notes has, in part, been sustained by a gold reserve, the amountof 
which has been fixed by custom rather by law at $100,000,000. 
And it is this fact—that these notes have been used as the appar- 
ent instrument to effect large withdrawals of gold from the - 
ury—that forms the basis and ground of the claim for their per- 
manent retirement. : 

While these notes have been the instrumentality they have not 
been the real cause for such withdrawals. ‘The causes are other, 
lie deeper, and have not been confessed nor disclosed by the Pres- 
ident or Secretary. Neither of them has pointed out the true 
source and origin of the gold withdrawal. 

The right of issuing proper money and making it a 
is one of the most important attributes of sovereignty, 
every free and independent nation, and itisa right w no nation 
should ever forego or abdicate. is the lesson of history, and 
one of the important and never-to-be-forgotten lessons taught us 
by our great civil war. 

The people prefer in their daily business and for their everyday 
wants a paper rather than a metallic currency. Our own con- 
scious experience in the transaction of commerce and trade, the 
great volume of our check and clearing-house currency, and the 
make-up of our circulating medium leave no doubt on this J oe ya 

On the ist day of November, 1895, our total money circulation 
was $1,598,859,316, and was made up of the following items: 


$475, 181, 593 
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Notes: 
United States $238, 986, 280 
Treasury, act July 14, 1890 114, 526, 669 
National-bank 207, 364, 028 


50, 417, 659 
333, 456, 236 
56, 740, 060 
While the foregoing statement shows that there was gold coin 
to the amount of $475,181,593in circulation—that is, outside of the 
Treasury vaults—yet scarcely none of it was in active use in traffic 
or in transit from d to hand like other money, but nearly all 
of it was hoarded by the banks, national and State, asa part of 
their reserve. 
If the people are content with and desire to use a convertible 
se me currency as money, as working capital, with a proper gold 
emption reserve, the use of the excess of paper over the gold 
reserve is, under ordinary and normal conditions, a saving and a 
profit which ought to inure to the Government and to the whole 
people and not to private parties. 
notes are the noninterest-bearing demand notes of the 
Government, redeemable on presentation in gold. They maintain 


‘themselves in circulation under normal conditions, not so much 


because the Government has the actual gold on hand to redeem 
on demand at one and the same time every outstanding paper 
dollar as because of confidence in the resources, the Administra- 
tion, the business methods, and the integrity of the Government. 

The gold in the vaults is only a part of the reserve for the out- 
standing circulation. The chief reserve is confidence in the Govy- 
ernment. It is so with the National Treasury; it is so with the 
banks. And whenever the Government handicaps itself so as to 
suffer a loss of confidence, so as to diminish this reserve, the bur- 
den shifts to the metallic reserve, and that becomes the chief point 
of tension; and this is precisely what the Government has done 
within the last three years. 

From the time of the resumption of specie payment, in 1879, till 
the year 1894, the receipts of the Government largely exceeded its 
expenditures. The gate of such excess for the five years next 
preceding 1894 was $242,611,467. Since that time—since the end 
of the fiscal = 1893 up to the end of December, 1895—the ex- 
penditures of the Government have exceeded its income to the 
extent of $128,390,388.70. 

From the time of the resumption of specie payment until the 
end of the fiscal year 1894 the balance of trade, under our then 
existing system of tariff protection, was, with the exception of a 
slight adverse balance for three years, largely in our favor. The 
total aggregate of such balance of trade in our favor for the entire 
period was $1,622,683,859, which was equal to an annual average 
of $101,417,741. 

Since 1894 the balance of trade has been against us. For the 
ten months ending October 31, 1895, the aggregate of such balance 
was $31,057,171. In short, since 1894 the country has labored 


under an adverse balance of trade and under an insufficient rev- 


— both superinduced and brought about by the tariff law of 


In 1893 an era of hard times set in, which has continued with 
but slight improvement ever since. I shall not here undertake 
to enumerate the various causes which brought about this condi- 
tion. Some were, undoubtedly, of a political nature, and arose 
from a change of Administration and a threatened change in the 
then existing revenue and tariff system. The situation, too, was 

vated 7 forced inflation of silver currency under the act 
of 1890, but this cause was removed more than two i ago by 
the repealing act of November, 1893. This act would have per- 
haps afforded substantial and permanent relief had the industrial 
situation not been threatened and afflicted with another danger. 

In 1894, notwithstanding the great depression still existing in all 
industrial and manufacturing en rises, and at a time when, 
above all others, confidence and rest from disturbing and hostile 

egislation were needed, the country was afflicted with a long- 
drawn-out legislative tariff contest, which finally culminated in the 
so-called Wilson-Gorman tariff law of 1894. And it is under this 
law and as a result of the same that we now have an insufficient 
revenue, and, worst of all, an adverse balance of trade. This legis- 
lation and these results have undermined that confidence which is 
even more valuable than a gold reserve. 

As long as we had an ample revenue and an ample balance of 
trade in our favor there was but a limited and moderate with- 
drawalof gold. Public confidence the vaults of the Treas- 
7. gnu — io to July 1, 1892, a a ave — 

y $43,310,896, while during the year en anuary 28, 1895— 
the year of the tariff tion and tariff legislation—there was a 
withdrawal of over $172,000,000. And since that time, except 
d the period when the country was under the protecting 
by of the bond syndicate, who reaped a golden harvest of over 
$8,000,000, the withdrawals have been at an equally rapid rate. 
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So that now we are in face to face with another bond issue, on 
perhaps even more unfavorable terms than the last one; and at a 
time when another loan was so imminent the money-loaning syn- 
dicates have been favored with a war scare to give them a plausi- 
ble and apparently fair excuse for exacting higher rates and more 
severe terms. ; 

From July 1, 1892, till December 1, 1895, the withdrawals of gold 
from the sey amounted to the sum of $360,266,512, and the 
entire export of gold from thecountry during that period amounted 
to $305,617,419, showing that only $54,649,093 of the withdrawals 
found a lodgment and were hoarded in this country. Thus it ap- 

ars that this heavy and continuing demand upon our gold sup- 
ply comes not from our own people, but from foreign countries, 
and it comes from there not so much from want of confidence— 
for they are to-day as anxious to take our Government bonds as 
ever—as to meet an adverse balance of trade. And by this bal- 
ance of trade I mean not only the matter of merchandise, but I 
also include tha whole system of credits. The balance of trade 
between our country and foreign countries is the difference be- 
tween what we pay them and what we receive from them upon 
all current transactions, whether in credits or in merchandise. 

It is estimated that we have to pay Europe yearly from $75,000,- 
000 to $100,000,000 in dividends and interest on mortgages, stocks, 
and bonds. Add to this anadverse balance in the matter of mer- 
chandise alone of upwards of $40,000,000 a year, and also take into 
account the large sums spent abroad by American tourists, and it 
is safe to say that even under normal conditions we have an ad- 
verse balance of at least $100,000,000 a year which we have to 
liquidate in the universal money of the world—gold. This balance 
is often abnormally increased when investors, either as a matter of 
speculation or for the purposes of change, or through a panicky 
feeling, call in or sell their stocks, securities, and bonds. This 
adverse balance of $100,000,000 a year or more upon credits alone 
we overcame and more than liquidated by the balance of trade 
in our favor upon goods and merchandise in the five-year period 
next preceding 1894, which balance, as I have already pointed out, 
was more than $100,000,000 of annual average. 

It was this fact, the fact that our merchandise exported in those 

ars more than liquidated the credit balance against us, that 

imited the withdrawals of gold in that period to such a moderate 
quantity as compared with the period following. 

Our currency system was no better then than now—in fact, 
not as , for we were then laboring under the load of a forced 
silver inflation, a burden of which we were relieved more than 
two years ago. Is it not clear—clear to all candid minds who are 
disposed to look beneath the surface of things—that it is this ever- 
increasing adverse balance of trade that is the ultimate and con- 
trolling force which impels gold withdrawal and disturbs our 
financial system? It is this hostile balance of trade, and not the 
now downtrodden greenback, that caused the great outflow of 
gold in 1894 and 1895. Had the balance of trade been ever so 
little in our favor, the stream of gold would inevitably, as by the 
law of gravitation, have flown our way. Our claims against for- 
eign countries in those two years have been insufficient to liqui- 
date their claims against us, and we have had to make up the 
difference in gold; hence the outflow. 

Manifestly and palpably, then, our Pa have been the 
instruments and not the real cause of gold withdrawals. Had 
these instruments not existed, others would have beenfound. The 
burden would simply have shifted to other shoulders. 

Our national-bank notes are, under existing laws, redeemable in 
greenbacks, or in so-called Sherman notes; in fact, in any legal- 
tender money. But if the greenbacks and the Sherman notes are 
retired, are destroyed, then the national-bank notes will become 
redeemable in gold, and their 25 or 15 per cent reserves and their 5 
per cent redemption fund will all have to be made up of gold, and 
they will have to bear nearly all the gold burden which the Treas- 

now bears on behalf of nbacks and the Sherman notes. 
nternational balances would still have to be liquidated in gold, 
and importers and others having occasion to use gold for shipment 
abroad would . with national-bank notes, draw the 
money from these banks instead of from the Treasury, as now. 
The burden which this great Government of ours, with all its 
resources and great credit, has staggered under would be more 
than the banks could bear. Within two or three years, under the 
= a ee of trade, they would succumb and inev- 
y have to suspend specie pa t, for in four or five years 
at the present rate the entire gold y would escape so the 
country and the banks could not, like the Government, lenish 
their vaults by the recurring sale of bonds to foreign icates, 
for the ‘endless chain,” of which we have heard so much, would 
still exist, but not where the Administration placesit. It will ex- 
SE ie rane of tendle wpon the sqgmagnte 2 all Gur teen 
actions with foreign countries is to our favor. Selling 
bonds to foreign syndicates increases the credit balance against 


us 
by the annual interest charge and ultimately by the pri to 


meet which, unless we can overcome it with a merchandise bal- 
ance in our favor, we shall have to ship gold abroad. 

The outward flowof gold can not be stopped permanently either 
by the sale of bonds to foreign syndicates nor by the retirement of 
the greenbacks and other Treasury notes. The flow can only be 
permanently and steadily checked by restoring the ultimate bal- 
ance of trade in our favor. For years to come Europe must of 
necessity continue to have upon our stocks, mortgages, and bonds 
a large credit balance in herfavor. This balance we should meet 
and overcome, not by the shipment of gold, but by the balance of 
traffic in merchandise in our favor. Our tariff and revenue laws 
should be so adjusted as to leave us a creditor rather than a debtor 
nation, with a merchandise balance sufficient to meet and liqui- 
date the adverse credit balance, and with a revenue ample to meet 
all the expenses of the Government. Ample revenues and a clear 
balance of trade in our favor can alone stop the flow of gold and 
effect permanent and substantial relief. 

To shift the entire gold burden from the Government to the 
banks at this time would be a most hazardous experiment. In the 
present situation and under existing conditions no institutions and 
no interests are more vitally interested in the continued existence 
of the greenback dollars or would be so injuriously affected by 
their permanent retirement as our own national banks. They can 
now say what they could no longer say if the policy of the Admin- 
istration should prevail, ‘‘I know that my redeemer—the green- 
back—liveth.” 

To retire at this time the greenbacks and the 1890 coin notes 
would not only lead to the dangerous consequences I have already 
— out, but to make such retirement without making suita- 

le provisions for a sound paper currency of equal volume totake 
the place of the retired notes would lead to a contraction of our 
currency almost as fatal and as dangerous as the contraction which 
would result from the isolated free coinage of silver on the ratio of 
16 to 1. Inthe one case $500,000,000 of paper currency would be 
driven out of circulation—a currency, too, much better liked by 
the people at large than any other—and in the other case $560,- 
000,000 of gold would disappear and the parity of our currency 
would be destroyed. But while I believe it would be hazardous, 
especially at this time, and unjust and unwise to shift the entire 
gold burden from the Treasury to the banks, yet [ think that asa 
matter of justice and fair play, and as a matter of self-interest 
and self-protection, the banks should share a part of the gold 
burden with the Treasury. 

The Government has granted to them a part of its sovereign at- 
tribute, that of issuing notes and circ.lating them as money, and 
with this prerogative they should also carry the burden justly in- 
cident to a sound paper currency, that of redeeming their notes 
in gold. They are in a shapeto assume this burden now, for with 
a circulation of about $213,000,000 they carry a goid reserve of 
over $160,000,000. Let them convert the 5 per cent redemption 
fund into a gold fund, and maintain it as such, and let their 25 
and 15 per cent reserve be a permanent gold reserve. By this plan 
they would merely be carrying the gold burden incident to their 
own paper, while the Government would still be carrying the 
gold burden incident to $346,000,000 greenbacks, $141,000,000 coin 
Treasury notes, and $343,000,000 silver certificates. 

In round numbers, out of a total paper currency of $1,000,000,000, 
the banks would be carrying about one-fifth of the gold burden and 
the Government four-fifths. Itis strange that neither the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury nor the Comptroller of the Currency, while 
they have advocated so many currency reforms, have never thought 
of advising or recommending that the banks bear their just, fair, 
and proportionate share of the gold burden. 

In consideration of the banks assuming this burden, they should 
be permitted to carry a circulation equal to the par value of the 
bonds deposited, and the tax upon their circulation should be re- 
duced to one-fourth of 1 per cent. The banks ought to be willing 
for the purpose of fortifying the Government in protecting and 
maintaining our vast paper currency on a parity with gold, espe- 
cially at this juncture, to assume their fair proportionate share of 
the burden. 

Aside from a few extremists here and there, the great body of 
the American ple are not hostile to the banks. Wesometimes, 
some of us, feel that they are not always as patriotic as they might 
be, and that sometimes the~ are a little selfish and lack a little of 
the milk of human kindnes». But be this as it may, for better or 
worse, they are a part of our financial system, and we are anxious 
to have their cooperation and aid, especially now, in maintaining 
the integrity and greatness of our common country at home and 
abroad. Now is the accepted time. 

As a feeble, but honest and well-meaning spokesman of the com- 
mon people, I hope that 1h> banks will rise to the emergency that 
is now upon us, and will be willing to bear their just share and 
portion of that gold redemption burden incident to the integrity 
ofour paper currency. Take your share of the burden voluntarily 
and with good grace, and then the American people will never 
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permit the Administration to cast the entire gold burden of the 
country on your shoulders. 

Mr. President, on behalf of the common people of this country 
I beg leave to enter this brief, plain, and unvarnished plea to the 
indictment preferred by the Administration against our green- 
backs—that currency that was so near and so helpful to us in the 
days of our greatest adversity, the days of 1861-1865. 

Juring the delivery of Mr. NxLson’s remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER said: The Senator from Minne- 
sota will kindly suspend for a few minutes. It becomes the duty 
of the Chair, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, to place before 
the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask so, too. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the unfinished busi- 
ness will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (8. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of the remains of deceased members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the Senator from Minnesota may finish his remarks. 

; Me se a And that the unfinished business be temporarily 
aid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that the unfinished business 
may go over without prejudice. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. NELSON’s remarks, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon said: I move that the resolution 
which I offered be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SALE OF BONDS. 


Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw my objection to the resolution 
a a short time since by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

CLKINS |. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from New Jersey having with- 
drawn his objection to the resolution, I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from West Virginia has offered this 
most extraordinary resolution at this time. An objection was 
made by the Senator from New Jersey a SEWELL] to its pres- 
ent consideration, and then subsequently withdrawn. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia desires its present consideration. I desire 
simply to state why I do not think it should be entertained, and I 
ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment. The other House 
has passed a bill which is now in the ion of the Finance 
Committee of this body. I donot know whether it is to be re- 

rted within a very reasonable time or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably it will be reported either ad- 
versely or favorably. 

Mr, HILL. I said within a reasonable time, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. HILL. That leaves a pretty wide margin, Mr. President. 
The Senator from West Virginia undoubtedly thinks that there 
may be some delay possible in the reporting of that bill, because he 
oes seen fit to offer this resolution now. I read aclause from that 

Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds 
authorized for sale by this act or og che resumption act of 1875, he shall ad- 
vertise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the 
Treasury Department and at the subtreasuries and designated depositories 
of the United States. 

That covers all the points suggested in the resolution now pre- 
sented for consideration. I conceive no good reason why the reso- 
lution should be taken up at this time and pending the considera- 
tion of the bill which we are assured by the Senator from Rhode 
— is very soon, in some form or other, to be reported to the 

enate. 

Mr. President, for that reason and because of the further reason 
that if it should be considered I desire to offer some remarks to the 
Senate upon the general subject involved in the resolution and in 
the bill, and there is notime to-day—for those reasons altogether 
I object to the consideration of the resolution to-day. 

Mr. ELKINS. If in order to do so, I shall move to take up the 
resolution notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from New 


ork. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that a motion to take up 
the resolution would not now be in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sucha motion can not be entertained. 
=~ resolution having been introduced to-day, an objection carries 

over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m co Senate adjourned until Friday, January 3, 1896, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 31, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 31, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
H. M. CoupeEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 

Mr. NDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

he motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under Rule XXTV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report in reference to commerce pass- 
ing St. Marys Falls Canal, Michigan, during the season of 1895: 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a list, 
of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Letters from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting copies of the findings filed by the court in the following. 
named cases; which werereferred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 

George H. Woolwine, administrator, against The United States; 

William B. Lynch, administrator, against The United States; 

H. Harrison Beeler against The United States; 

David P. Atkinson against The United States; and 

N. W. Nelms, administrator, against The United States: 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Lewis for two weeks, on account of important business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, under the direction of the Department of the Interior, 6,000 copies 
of a paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, entitled ‘‘ The public lands and their water 
sup ly,” ie h the accompanying maps and illustrations, of which 
number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 3,000 for the 
use of members of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Geological Survey. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the National 
Soldiers’ Home and 500 copies of the report of the Assistant Inspector- 
General of State Homes, for the use of the officers of said National and State 
Homes; 150 copies of each of said reports to be bound in the usual form. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
the papers filed before the Committee on War Claims iu the 
matter of the Episcopal Church at Franklin, Tenn., withonat 
leaving copies, there being no adverse report. 

Mr. DERSON, . Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 12 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H.R. 3114) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 3115) to establish a foreign 
commerce commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H.R. mt to repeal the tax on the 
circulation of banks other than national banks—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 3117) fixing the compensation of 
the United States district attorney and the United States marshal 
for the district of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3118) to amend chapter 132 of the statutes of 
Fifty. third Congress and approved July 12, 1e04-_to the Commit 

- and approv y 12, o the Com 
tee on the J alidary. 








—_ 


By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H.R.3119) to erect a post-office 
buildingin thecity of Mount Sterling, Montgomery County, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) for dredging and widening the chan- 
nel of the Big Sandy River, in Kentucky, between Richardson, in 
Lawrence County, and Pikeville, in Pike County—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) to provide for holding terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for the district of 
Kentucky at Jackson, in said district, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3122) to complete the lock and dam at the 
Three Forks of the Kentucky River, in Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 3123) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes,” — March 2, 1895—to the Committee 
on Public aiidings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) to amend section 34 of an act entitled 
“An act makin 
expenses of the Indian 





epartment, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 


Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) to provide for the construction of a 
ublic building at Butte City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3126) providing for disposal of lands on aban- 
doned portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in 
Montana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3127) to do justice to all Union 


appropriations for the current and contingent | 


| 
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By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3142) for relief of S. D. Herndon and 
to place his name on regular pension roll—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R. 3143) granting a pension to 
James O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 3144) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Miller, of the State of Washington—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) for the relief of Robert Williams, ser- 
geant of ordnance, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
issue an honorable discharge to H. R. Calkins, late of Company B, 
First California Veterans—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) granting to soldiers and sailors of late 
war military land warrants—-tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3148) to do justice to the Home 
Guards of Scott County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 3149) increasing the pension of 


| Frank Hight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) increasing the pension of George Lam- 


é : | bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, | 
1892, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891—to the | 


| 
| 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) increasing the pension of John Nico- 
demus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to 
Charlotte A. Welton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3153) granting a pension to William H. 
Byrum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3154) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John H. 


| Campbell, of Donegal, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R.3155) granting a pension to Annie E. Park— 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


soldiers and sailors who were confined in rebel prisons—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3128) author- 
izing appeals in certain cases from the decisions of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 3129) to establish and provide 
for the maintenance of a free public library and reading room in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3130) to provide for a mili- 
tary peace establishment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R.3131) grant- 
ing pensions to acting assistant surgeons, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) to amend section 3 of an act ‘‘ fixing the 


amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of | 
national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” approved June | 


20, 1874—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) to amend sections 8 and 10 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to enable national banking associations to extend 
their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” approved July 
12, 1882—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 


amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United | 


States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill -_ R. 3136) bn aie for the purchase of asite and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Grand Haven in the 
State of Michigan—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for 
the payment of the force of Truck Company D, in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3156) for the relief of Jacob Kern— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 3157) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Harris Handshoe—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3158) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of R. L. Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) for therelief of the soldiers of the Three 
Forks Battalion of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3160) removing the charge of desertion from 


| the military record of W. H. Kindrick—to the Committee on Mil- 
| itary Affairs. 

By Mr..SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R.3132) to amend sec- | 
tion 5191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) for the relief of Mrs. Joyce B. Shoe- 
maker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John W. Faulkner—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3163) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from William L. Peeples—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Russel M. Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Henry W. Schro- 
der—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension and arrearage of pen- 
sion to George B. Merchant—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R. 3167) for the relief of Julius 
Austrian—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 3168) toincrease the pension of John 





D. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIn: A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Howard 
Female College, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) for the relief of George W. Conatzer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3171) for therelief of Jackson County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3172) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles | of Granville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


were ap and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3137) for the 
relief of the heir or heirs of John Howard Payne—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 3188) removing 
the charge of desertion from the record of John T. Faulkner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. cg for the relief of M. R. Wil- 
liam Grebe—to the Committee on ae Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H.R. 3140) for the relief of Samuel 
Plo ta (Et i ist for the rel af of Geant W. Dunni 

, a bill (H.R. or the relie ; ng— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Miles F. West, of Ma- 
con County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 3174) for the relief of Joseph K. 
Pitts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) for the relief of James W. Jones—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 3176) to remove the charge of 
desertion against James Crowley, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) —— a@ pension to Mary Allard—to 

e 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R.3178) for the relief cf R. H. 
an—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H.R. 3179) for the relief of the estate 
of Elias N. Conway, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3180) for the relief of 
Mathias Pedersen—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) for the relief of Barnaby Du Charme— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 3182) granting an honorable 
Giemnenge to Wylie Scoggins—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R.3183) to increase the pension of Mrs. Grace 
Harrington—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) to appoint a commission to report and 
determine upon certain damages done to citizens of Lauderdale 
County, Ala., by the building of the Muscle Shoals Canal—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) to pension John Morris—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3186) for the relief of 
— Sachs and Frederick Rhine—to the Committee on Military 

TLairs, 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) to pension Frances Jones, widow of 
Lieut. Col. Toland Jones, of One hundred and thirteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion against William Wardell, late of Company G, One hundred 
and ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of 
J. 8. Cochenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

~ Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Stewart Sanderson, of Shelby, 
N. Y., praying for a test of a steam ram invented by him—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Hon. T. O. Torroson 
and 445 others, asking for an appropriation for the harbor at Mani- 
towoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Anderson Merchant, request- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sallie K. i asking that she be granted a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of C. E. Babcock and 27 others, of 
Necedah, Wis., in favor of the passage of the bill to reclassify and 
prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial and resolution of the 
State council of the American Protective Association of Nebraska, 

raying the acknowledgment of belligerent rights of the Cuban 
Insurgents-to the Committee on —— Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Francis H. Conway, as administra- 
tor of the estate of Elias N. Conway, deceased, for relief, and Ex- 
hibits A 1 to A 7, inclusive—to the Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Charleston, 8. C., urging the of the bill introduced by 
Senator Squire, ‘“‘ providing for f tion and other seacoast 
defenses”—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of G. L. Jones and others, of Shell 
Lake, Wis., for the nationalization of transportation—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


J ANUARY 3, 


the mouth of the Willamette River and the city of Vancouver, in 
the State of Washington, a letter from W. P. Craighill, Chief of 
Engineers, together with a copy of a report with map from Maj. 
James C. Post, Corps of Engineers, upon the subject; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN RIVER CANAL, FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 9, 1895, calling for information as to the 
condition of the canal on Indian River authorized to be built by 
the State of Florida, a letter from W. P. Craighill, Chief of Engi- 
neers, together with a copy of the report from Maj. Thomas H. 
Handbury, Corps of Engineers, upon the subject; which, with the 
accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The law provides for an annual report of the 
National Academy of Sciences, and there is also a permanent stat- ° 
ute providing for the printing thereof. I have the honor to send 
to the desk the annual report for 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The report will lie on the table and 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of J. W. Evans and other 
citizens of Kansas, praying that the inclosed bill to retire national- 
bank notes and to substitute Treasury notes in their place be en- 
acted into a law. I move that the petition and accompanying 
a - be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I also present a petition of C. P. Taylor Post, 
No. 378, Department of Kansas, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation allowing a service pension of $8 a month for soldiers of 
the late war who served ninety days or more and received an hon- 
orable ae I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I present a petition of citizens 
of Portage, Berlin, Oshkosh, Fond du Lac, Neenah, Menasha, 
Appleton, Kankauna, Depere, and Green Bay, representing the 
manufacturing and commercial interests of the Fox River Valley 
in Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the use of water in Lake be ipeoe oes <a and the Lower Fox River. 
The petition contains much valuable information, and I move that 
it be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted at a mass meet- 
ing of citizens of Duncannon, Pa., extending their sympathy to 
Armenian subjects in Turkey, and promising a hearty support 
to our Government in any steps that may be necessary to vindi- 
cate the principles of humanity; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHER mted a petition of sundry citizens of 
Amesville, Ohio, and a petition of the Chicago (Ill.) Congrega- 
tional Club, praying that protection and security be granted to 
American citizens in Turkey and that redress be obtained for in- 
juries committed upon them; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist preachers’ meeting 
of Columbus, Ohio, representing 25 pastors and 10,000 members, 
praying that an investigation of the labor problem be made with 
a view to industrial arbitration; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented apetition of the Methodist preachers’ meeting 
of Columbus, Ohio, representing 25 tors and 10,000 members, 
praying that the consent in the District of Columbia be raised 

rom 16 to 18, and that the ninety-day divorce law of Oklahoma 
Territory and the divorce law of Arizona Territory be repealed; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also nted a petition of the Methodist preachers’ meeting 
of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law and the enforcement of a law for compulsory education at the 
national capital; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colum 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Patrons of Husbandry of California, praying for 
the construction and control of the Nicaragua Canal by the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Con- 
struction of the Ni Canal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present sun petitions of citizens of 
Alabama, one from Jasper Parker and 16 other legal voters of Cof- 
fee County, another from M. A. Conan and 30 other legal voters 
of Etowah County, another from E. M. Kirby and 38 other legal 
voters of Jackson County, and another from omas Brigden and 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 3, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mursurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved, 

REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved February 24, 1891, 
the annual report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification for 
the year ended October 31, 1895; which, with the accompanyi 
report, was referred to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs, oat 
ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, 
resolution of Densmban tie 1895, i 
ence to the continued improvement of 
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44 other legal voters of Walker County, praying for the establish- 
ment of a republican form of government in Alabama, which, 
they say, does not now exist. I move that the petitions be referred 
to the ittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I presenta petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Seattle, Wash., concerning the improvement of the 
waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound at Salmon Bay 
with Lakes Union and Washington by enlarging the waterway 
into a ship The petitioners represent the great commercial 
importance of the completion of the improvement already begun. 
An appropriation has been heretofore made for the improvement, 
and they ask for an additional appropriation of $500,000 for the 
continuance of the work by the Government, giving the reasons 
therefor. I move that the petition be printed as a document and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta petition unanimously adopted by 
the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., requesting Congress to 
grant belligerent rights to the people of Cuba who are struggling 
for their independence, thereby placing them on an ae with 
the Spanish. I move that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Francis O’Bannon, 
of Fredericktown, Mo., verified by his affidavit, praying for a ref- 
erence of his claim for military stores to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act. The petition is accompanied by letters 
from the eee cee wr and the Commissary-General, 
and the affidavits of Thomas Williams and Emanuel Smith. I 
move that the petition and accompanying papers be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa. praying for protection to woolgrowers and 
duties compensatory and protective on manufactures of wool; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ted resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
citizens of Duncannon, Pa., extending their sympathy to Arme- 
nian subjects in Turkey, and promising a hearty support to our 
Government in any steps that may be necessary to vindicate the 
principles of humanity; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. T presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., praying Con- 

to grant belligerent rights to the people of Cuba struggling 
or their independence; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. Mr. President, permit me 
to say that I hope at that time the Committee on Finance will be 
able to report both the House bond bill and the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1305) to grant a service 
pension to officers and enlisted men who served in the late war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1306) to authorize and encour- 
age the ak of a transmississippi exposition at the city of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in the year 1898, and making an 
appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Select Committee on International Expositions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1307) authorizing the retire- 
ment of certain officers of the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Rear-Admiral John Jay Almy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 1309) to amend section 11 of 
an act approved July 10, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 

of the State of se into the Union, and for other 
urposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 1310) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Shubeal Gould; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Dudley F. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1312) to aid in the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood and 
the soldiers of the ine in the war for American inde- 
peaienens which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mittee on the Library. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1318) for the relief of Anna M. 
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Anderson and Charles Y. G. Anderson, executors of George W. 
Anderson, deceased, late of Washington County, Md.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1314) for the relief of Francis 
Scala; which was read twice by ‘ts title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1315) to redeem out- 
standing certificates issued by the board of audit and the board of 
— works of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 

»y its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. HALE. Iintroduce a bill to facilitate the construction and 
maintenance of telegraph cables in the Pacific Ocean for the use 
of the Government in its foreign intercourse. It is a more elabo- 
rate form of the movement initiated in the last Congress. I ask 
that the bill may lie on the table, and [ shall call it up early next 
week for the purpose of making some explanation before it is 
referred. 

The bill (S. 1316) to facilitate the construction and maintenance 
of telegraphic cables in the Pacific Ocean for the use of the Govern- 
ment in its foreign intercourse was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1317) to grant certain lands 
to the city of Colorado Springs, Colo.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1318) granting a pension 
to Samuel K. Williams; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I file with the bill a report from the Auditor 
for the War Department explaining the military record of the bene- 
ficiary. I move that the bill and accompanying paper be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1319) for the relief of 
Francis M. Owens; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present a letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy of December 30, 1893, with a copy of 
a letter of the Judge-Advocate-General of the United States Navy 
of July 19, 1893, and the military record of Mr. Owens in the 
Eighth Kentucky Cavalry, with affidavits of H. L. Keesee, cap- 
tain, and John L. Lamb, second lieutenant, Company B, North 
Cumberland Battalion Kentucky State Troops; the affidavit of C. 
H. Dyer and J. H. Lasasta as to Mr. Owens’s character, and cer- 
tificate of the assistant adjutant-general of Kentucky as to his en- 
listment and muster out of said company and battalion. I move 
that the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1320) to confirm the title 
to certain lands in William Morgan and Harrison Moore and to 
require the issue of patents therefor; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present certain 
papers—a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and an abstract of the title to the lands situated in the 
State of Kansas. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1321) for the reorganization 
of the Medical Department of the Navy on the basis of the organ- 
ization of the Medical Department of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1322) granting a pension to 
William A. Buck; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Maria 
Somerlat, widow of Valentine Somerlat; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1324) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of William H. Howard; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
7 Affairs. 

r. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1325) confirming to the paten- 
tees, their heirs and assigns, portions of sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, in 
township 2 south, of range 20 east, of the sixth principal meridian; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1326) for the relief of Eli Fox, 
George C. Fox, and Thomas Levick; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1327) granting a pension to Stal- 
naker Marteney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1328) granting pen- 
sion to soldiers and sailors of the late war, and providing pensions 
to their widows and minor children; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to John R. Watson; 

A bill (S. 1330) granting a pension to James Gilmore; 

A bill (8.1831) granting a pension to David Melton; 

A bill (8. 1382) for the relief of Michael Lynch; 

A bill (8S. 1833) granting a pension to George Heishman; 

A bill (5. 1334) granting a pension to Sarah J. Hunton; and 

A bill (8. 1835) for the relief of John Veeley. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John 
Mellifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1337) relating to the sale 
of gas in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (8S. 1338) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Durham, in the State of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its = and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (8.1339) authorizing and directing 
the International Deep Waterways Commission to make certain 
additional inquiries and investigations and a report; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr, CALL introduced a bill (S. 1842) a nsion to Lena 
D. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying a. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1343) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Enoch G. Adams; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1844) providing for 
the selection of the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reserva- 
tion, N. Dak., by the State of North Dakota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1345) setting apart a portion 
of the Fort Keogh Military Reservation in the State of Montana, 
for the ee or of an industrial school for Indian children, for the 
establishmentof such school, foran appropriation forits establish- 
ment and maintenance, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1346) to reimburse the State of 
Montana the sum of $120 for fees erroneously expended in certain 
land selections; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. L introduce (by request) a joint resolution propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
confer the right of suffrage on women. While I am in favor of 
conferring the right of suffrage on women, I have supposed that 
it would be hardly worth while for Con to make a proposal 
of that kind to the States, which would require the assent of 
three-fourths of the States, until a larger number of the States 
have adopted it for themselves, as they have aright todo. But I 
introduce the joint resolution out of respect to the petitioners. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 38) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY, 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I introduce a joint resolution 
and ask that it be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S.R.39) making an appropriation to de- 
fray the joint expense of locating the boun line between the 
Territory of Alaska and the British North erican territory 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of R tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in view of the ex mcy of forthwit 


negotiating a convention with Great Britain for mar: convenient points 
upon the one hundred and forty-first meridian of west longitude where it 
forms, under existing treat Visions, the peunmery See between the Terri- 
tory of Alaska and the Bri North American y, and to enable the 
President to execute the provisions of such convention without delay, when 
concluded, the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same ae, aa out of any moneys in the not 
otherwise approp , to be immediately available, under the on of 
the President, to defray the share of the United States in the joint expense 
¢ ae d meridian and marking said boundary by an international 
on. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I will state in lanation of the 
joint resolution that the people of the Pacific desire a y 
settlement of the boundary question in Alaska. I have rep- 
resentations made to me on that subject of the most urgent char- 
acter. People whose homes are in the State of Washington are 
engaged in mining in the Territory of Alaska. They are 
in transporting supplies for their subsistence while conduc 
their operations in mining. Others are engaged in trading as 
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merchants between the 
Alaska. 

From a report publihsed by the Coast Survey in 1893 I quote 
the following extracts,as showing the extent and importance 0: 
this great Territory: 


It is regrettable that our sources of information for late Alaskan statis: 
are confined to the brief summaries of the governor's reports, and that fo; 
comprehensive study of all the wealth-producing industries of the Territory 
we have to go to the publications of the census for 1890. 

The extraordinary growth of this but eee explored Territory, with 
valuable resources on land and the almost limitless wealth in its waters. ¢ 
mands greater attention than has heretofore been accorded it, and makos 
imperative oapqenares and comprehensive aids to its navigation and eo. 
merce be supplied. 

vast region contains about 600,000 square miles, being about two! 
and a half times the area of the State of New York. It has approximat 
26,000 miles of shore line, which exceeds that of the Atlantic, Pacific, and (; 
coasts of the United States by over 11,200 miles, while the islands along 
coast are estimated to be 1,100 innumber. A course parallel with the t: 
of its shore from Cape Muzon, its most southerly yore. to Point Barrow 
most northerly one, is about 2,800 miles. The Aleutian chain of islands 
about 1,100 miles long, and Attu, the most westerly one of this group, is al 
2,200 miles west of Sitka. 

There are immense forests in Alaska, densel severing every part of t! 
country and.climbing steep mountain sides to wants of 2,000 and 2,500 f 
above sea level, and which extend as far west as Kadiak Island, being a coy 
tinuous stretch of a thousand miles. 

They consist mainly of spruce, hemlock, and cedar, one variety of the |at- 
ter, the yellow, bein pint | valuable in the construction of small vessels on 
account of its durable ities. 

The commerce of Alaska is and doubtless always will be carried on by water 
owing to the peculiar formation of the country; and being so varied and large, 
conducted by nonresidents and by vessels hailing from so many different 
ports, it is difficult to obtain an exact idea of its extent. The internal com- 
merce is carried on through about 126 agencies, located in 104 towns and sct- 
tlements, situated along its eoast and among its islands. 

_ The exports consist mainly of furs, ivory, Indian curios, gold and silver }yul- 
lion and ore, and the products of the whale, cod, and salmon fisheries 

During the earlier occupancy of the country its commerce depended al: 
exclusively on the fur trade, but since other industries dependent upon t 
actual necessities of man spran, =p this important factor, although of g 
value, has already fallen to a third place in importance. From 1868 to |s\)! 
the total value of the furs exported is estimated at $50,124,500, and the annual 
yield for the last-mentioned year amounted to about $1,605,000. 

In 1892 there were sixteen gold and silver mines in operation, and up to that 
date the total output amounted to about $6,000,000. The traffic dependent upon 
the necessities of the small army already engaged in this comparatively new 
enterprise is considerable and will undoubtedly increase. 

The salmon industry commenced in 1878,and from that date up to 18% the 

k had amounted to $9,612,000. In 1878 the entire product was valued at 
.416, while that of 1890 was $2,731,000. The salmon-canning industry of t 
country is confined to the waters of California, Oregon, Washington, and 
Alaska. In years past the Columbia River has been the principal source of 

supply, but the run in all the sections south of British Columbia has bec«: 
smaller from year to year. In the year 1887 the total pack for the entire 
Pacific Coast was 969,200 cases, of which the Columbia River furnished 4:3)),(00 
In 1890 the output of the western coast was about 1,223,955 cases, of which 
Alaska alone furnished 688,322, or more than half the entire product of the 
United States. The capital invested in the Alaska salmon fisheries. including 
—— improvements, vessels, etc., is something more than $4,001.11») 

here were, in 1890, 37 canneries between Dixon Entrance and Bristol By, 
25 of which are west of Sitka, and about 6,000 persons were employed during 
the fishing season, using 66 vessels for the purpose. 

Judging from the rate of increase during the past ten years and the enor- 
mois field yet to be developed, the commerce depending upon this sing! in- 
dustry will be one of the most notable interests of the Paciffe Coast. Th: 
fourths of it is now beyond the region reconnoitered, and is rapidly crow 
northward into unchartered localities enormously rich in fish. It is interest 
ing to note that the two newer industries, mining and salmon fishing 
grown so rapidly that while in 1880 both these industries were insignificant 
and —. overshadowed by the fur trade, by 1890 their products 
amoun in value to $15,000,000, or more than twice the purchase price of tle 
Territory. 

The Pacific and Arctic whaling catch, though not confined strictly to Alas 
kan waters, is conducted by American vessels, and all but a very small per 
centage of it is secured in waters contiguous to the Alaskan coast. The total 
value of oil, bone, and ivory of the catch between 1874 and 1890 was $11.2)! 
465. There are about fifty vessels engaged in this industry, their port of cull 
being Port Clarence. The charts of the tracksand rendezvous of these vvs- 
sels are simply compilations of early explorations and are very crude and 
inaccurate. 

Of the food fish of Alaska the cod-fish stand next in commercial importance 
tothe salmon. The eastern part of Bering Seais a great reservoir of cod, and 
the area within the limits of 50 fathoms depth is no Jess than 13,000 squat 
miles, sea fishing must be done as it is off Newfoundland, without 
harbors of refuge, but in a much less depth of water. The fishing banks alons 
the south shores of the Aleutian c will add about 45,000 more square 
miles, making a total of 63,000 osyere miles, this being about four times the 
areaof the banks in the region of Newfoundland. Though over twenty yours 
have ela; since the inception of this industry, it must still be considered 
in its cy. The value of the catch durin the last twenty-seven years 
has amounted to about. oo It is ed on without regard to the 
abundant supply, but in accordance with the demands of the local and 
limited market on the c coast of America. f 

It is evident, with the numerous transcontinental railways and with the in- 
creasing along their lines and growing tributaries, that the demand 
will constantly and permanently increase, so that this interest will alone 
crowd the waters of Gulf of and Bering Sea with sails. 


In this report too much stress is not laid on the importance of 
the fishing industry alone, and this will be appreciated if we reflect 
that a t historical fact has been epitomized in the statement 
that ‘* is built on herring bones.” 

Sundry questions have arisen to cause 
anxiety on the subject of the boundary line. It has even been int'- 
mated to me that there is a strong probability that some conflict 
or strife may take place between the miners I have referred to or 
the others who are in taking in supplies and those who 
would collect duties from them on the frontier. 


ports on Puget Sound and the ports of 
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Mr. President, I believe that this question is an important one; 
even more important, perhaps, than the decision of the Venezuelan 
boundary, because this question relates to the boundaries of our 
own country. It relates to peace between our own citizens and 
the citizens of the adjoining British possessions. In my judgment, 
it is the duty of this Congress to facilitate in aoe proper way the 


adjustment of the question relating to this boundary line. 

t may be appropriate to give here a brief sketch of the history 
of the boundary survey. In 1872 General Grant, then President 
of the United States, anticipating that a postponement of the defi- 
nite marking of the boundary might involve future disputes, rec- 
ommended in his annual message the creation of a commission 
for settling the boundary line. But the matter was allowed to 
drop, and nothing was done until President Cleveland, about fif- 
teen years later, again brought the subject forward by a reference 
to it in his message. . 

In 1887 the Department of State inserted an item of $100,000 in 
the estimates for a preliminary survey of the boundary, but on 
this item no action was taken. 

In 1888, however, an appropriation of $20,000 was made for a 

reliminary survey, to be conducted by the Coast and Geodetic 
urvey in accordance with projects to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of State. Under this act two parties were organized in the 
spring of 1889 to ascend the Yukon and its affluent, the Porcu- 

e, to determine by astronomical observations the intersection 
of the one hundred and forty-first meridian with these rivers. 
The party on the Rorcupine accomplished its purpose during the 
following winter, while the party on the Yukon was compelled 
by adverse circumstances to spend two winters there. 

Small appropriations were annually made under the same word- 
ing as the act of October 2, 1888, referred to above, until the year 
1892, when a convention was concluded at Washington, on July 
22, 1892, for conducting a coincident or joint survey ‘‘ witha view 
to the ascertainment of the facts and data necessary to the per- 
manent delimitation of said boundary line,” that is, from latitude 
54° 40’ north to the point where it encounters the one hundred 
and forty-first meridian west of Greenwich. 

Under this convention commissioners were appointed by the 
Governments of the United States and Great Britain, respectively. 

It was prescribed that the commissioners should complete their 
duties within two years from the date of their first meeting, but 
as this was found impracticable the time was extended to Decem- 
ber 31, 1895, by supplementary convention of February 3, 1894. 

The total amount appropriated under this convention was $60,- 
000, and the surveys were conducted on behalf of the United 
States under the direction of the Superintendents of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

The Aiaskan boundary is conveniently divisible into two sec- 
tions: The first where it follows the contour of the coast from 
the southernmost point of Prince of Wales Island until it strikes 
the one hundred and forty-first meridian at or near the summit 
of Mount St. Elias; the second where it is formed by the one 
hundred and forty-first meridian, which it follows from that 
intersecting point to the Frozen Ocean. 

The determination of the exact limits of the first coastwise sec- 
tion is in progress, or has been in progress until recently, through 
a preliminary survey by American and British expeditions acting 
separately or coincidentally, as convenience might dictate, under 
the provisions of the convention of July 22, 1892, and the supple- 
mentary convention of February 3, 1894, between the United 
States and Great Britain. The object of this preliminary survey 
has been to obtain for the information of their respective Govern- 
ments affirmative data from which they may by conventional 
agreement determine the true boundary Gencntbed in the Anglo- 
Russian treaty of 1825, and redescribed in the first article of the 
treaty between the United States and Russia of March, 1867, 
ome the Russian territory of Alaska was ceded to this 
country. 

As before stated, this prelimi examination had been taking 
place until the 3ist day of December, 1895, to which date it was 
extended by supplementary convention of February 3, 1894. It 
seems that, referring to the President’s message, a further exten- 
sion of time will be n , 4s well as an additional appropria- 
tion for the completion of this work. 

It has been erroneously stated in the public prints, as I am in- 
formed upon good authority, that some agreement has been signed 
by the respective commissioners in the past few days. This seems 

be a misapprehension. These commissioners were not created 
for the purpose of coming to any agreement. They had no power 
relative to coming to any such agreement so as to bind their 
Governments. They were simply to examine and report for the 
information of their respective Governments, and to furnish 
the necessary data to afford the basis for a treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain relative to the southeastern 
boundary of Alaska. I doubt not there should be an appro- 
priation for the continuation of the work of the commission, 
and I believe it is expected that the present commission will be 
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continued by a convention between the two Governments ex- 
tending the term of its existence and its labors. 

As the Alaskan coast is steadily becoming settled and an extén- 
sive development of interests of great magnitude is taking place, 
it seems needful that provision be made for the settlement of both 
these boundary questions. The second question, and the one to 
which the joint resolution refers more particularly, is in relation 
to the one hundred and forty-first meridian. It seems as to this 
that all the preliminaries are completed, so that a conventional 
agreement can now be made between the United Statesand Great 
Britain. The theoretical existence of this boundary on the one 
hundred and forty-first meridian is an undoubted fact, and is not 
at all in question, but the physical location of the boundary line 
remains to be established. I am informed by those who have 
given this subject great attention that the ascertainment of a 
given meridian at any given point is a work depending upon the 
precision of the scientific instruments employed and the accuracy 
of the astronomical and geodetic observation, so that it needs much 
time and care to reducethe remaining amount of error to so small 
a degree that it will be practically immaterial and of no conse- 
quence. Such observations and surveys were undertaken by the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey in 1890 and 1891, and the 
ae where the one hundred and forty-first meridian crosses the 

ukon River, also where it intersects Forty Mile Creek, and 
again where it passes by the summit of Mount St. Elias, have been 
marked with some degree of accuracy. Similar surveys in some 

uarters under British auspices are believed to give nearly coinci- 
dent results. I am informed that there is a difference of perhaps 
not more than 450 feet between the location by the respective Gov- 
ernments on the Yukon River where that is intersected by the one 
hundred and forty-first meridian, and that there is but a slight 
difference at the intersection of the meridian with what is known 
as Forty Mile Creek, where active mining operations are con- 
ducted. 

It seems to be practicable to reach an agreement along this line, 
inasmuch as the difference is so slight. These surveys by the 
respective Governments have been independently conducted, and 
no international agreement has yet been made to mark those 
or any other parts of the one hundred and forty-first meridian 
by permanent monuments. 

The going in of the miners and the development of the country 
has been such that the valley of the Yukon is becoming a high- 
way through the hitherto unexplored wilds of Alaska. This re- 
gion has great mineral resources recently discovered, especially 
at or near the junction of the bour dary meridian with the Yukon 
and its tributaries. What is known as the Porcupine River is 
another of the tributaries upon which surveys have been made. 
The outposts of civilization and enterprise are springing up, and 
under these circumstances it seems exceedingly important, and, 
indeed, necessary that the jurisdictional limits of the respective 
Governments in this new region should be determined. It is 
understood that Her Britannic Majesty’s Government has already 
proposed a joint delimitation of the one hundred and forty-first 
meridian by an international commission of experts, and if Con- 
gress should create this commission, and make provision there- 
for, the necessary result can be accomplished with no unreasonable 
delay by means of the convention which is contemplated to that 
end. 

I fear that there has been at times a degree of indistinctness in 
the conception of my fellow-citizens in regard to the Alaskan 
boundary question. There has been a mixing of the two separate 
and distinct questions, the one relating to the one hundred and 
forty-first meridian and the other relating to the line starting from 
the southernmost end of Prince of Wales Island and following along 
the contour of the coast (I mean the mainland), at a distance of 


not more than 30 geographical miles from the ocean, There has 
been a degree of uncertainty and confusion in the public mind on 
this subject—a commingling of the questions. hey are easily 


separated. The question that is dealt with in the joint resolution 
I have introduced this morning relates solely to the boundary line 
along the one hundred and forty-first meridian. As to the other 
question, I understand that the examination which has been made 
by the commission in reference to southeastern Alaska is purely 
preliminary and relates principally to the character and descrip- 
tion of the region. 

The people of the city in which I reside have recently forwarded 
to me a very carefully prepared report, going into the history of 
this whole Alaskan boundary question. It shows the interest of 
my people in this question. It has been prepared with much care 
and research. I deem it to be of great value and interest at the 
present time, when this subject is so prominent in the public 
mind. I believe there is one error in the paper toward the close, 
in which it is stated that it is understood that the reports provided 
for by the convention referred to ‘‘ have been submitted to the re- 
spective Governments and await further action, in pursuance of 

e terms of the convention of 1892 and the supplemental conven- 
tion of 1894.” The report of the commission may have been pre- 
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sented tothe Canadian Government, but I have to-day learned that 

it has not yet been presented to the Government of the United 
States, and, as I before stated, this report can only present data 
for the information of the res ve Governments, upon which, 
when the entire examination shall be completed, the two nations 
may be duly advised, so as to enable them more intelligently to 
enter into a treaty. With the exception of this paragraph, I be- 
lieve the representations set forth in the followi report are 
mainly correct. I ask that the report which was © by a com- 
mittee of the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle be appended and 
made part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 
tion. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

ALASKAN BOUNDARY—SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT. 
Tothe Boarp or TrusTEEs, 
Chamber of Commerce, Seattle, Wash. 

GENTLEMEN: Since the report submitted to r honorable body under 
date of April 1, 1895, the committee has pursued its search for further infor- 
mation which would tend to assist the Government of the United States to 
firmly maintain the in y of our Alaskan possessions. The boundary line 
of the United States of erica and the Dominion of Canada divi the 
warrteery af sae from the Province ci Columbia and the North- 
west ' has, reason extraordinary 
oped two eahde or inv on, which may be pursued and 
separately, w the permanent delimitation of the entire boundary involves 
the satisfactory settlement of each. ‘The one comprehends the physical loca- 
tion of the one hundred and forty-first meridian as produced northwardly 
from Mount St. Elias to the frozen ocean. 

The controversy over the above-mentioned part of the boundary has, by 
the separate off: of the Governments of the United States and Canada, 
been brought more nearly to a determination than that cver southeastern 
Alaska, and which, it rsto the be attended wi 
vexatious incidents, re 
eastern compen the strip 
aw as as Portland and which 
cally contended has been conceded by Canada for more than sixty years, and 
ecrtainly, as far as the investigation of the committee has extended, has never 
been questioned by that Government until comparatively a recent date. 

It is necessary, for a clear understanding of the points at issue, to carefull 
peruse the description of the line as defined in Article 
of the convention concluded March 3), 1867, between United States of 
America and Russia. The line of demarcation as set forth therein is as 
follows: ‘ 


“ARTICLE I. 
“His esty the Emperor of all the Russias agrees to cede to the United 
Seereal all the Geaettorp dod dameieiok oe womeaaall a tie eal itaieene on 
ereof, rritory an now 
the tinent of ‘Amerion and in the t 


con! adjacent islands, the 

tained within the limi 
nit is the line ot foceetion Bri 
sions in North Americaasestablished by the convention between Russia and 
Great Britain of 28-16, 1825, and described in Articles III and IV of 
said convention in the f, terms: 

ee ee rem Se 
Wales Island, which point lies in the 


longitude (meridian of Greenwich) 
along the channel called Portland as faras the point of the 
continent where it strikes the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude; from this 
last-inentioned t the line of demarcation 1 
mountains si rallel to the coast as far as the point of intersection of 
the one hundred forty-first of west 
ian), and finally, from the said tof in 
< the one hundred and forty-first degree, in its prolongation as far as the 
rozen ocean. 
“*TV. With reference to the line of demarcation laid down in the preceding 
article, it is understood— 
“* First. That the island called Prince of Wales Island shall belong wholly 
to Russia,’ (now, by this cession, to the United States). 
“*Second. That whenever the summit of the mountains which extend in a 
direction parallel to the coast from the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude to 
the t of intersection of the one hundred rn an, a a 


winding of the coast. and which shall never exceed t' 
ieoquaas therefrom.'’'—United States Statutes at 

The wording of the 
identical with that con’ in the convention 
Britain of February 28-16, 18%, in Articles III and 1V thereof, save the follow. 
= Raton aa this one. to the United States),’’ which occurs in the 


above. 
The used in the Russian convention of 1825 is 
Race gimp. in coder the accuracy of the may be compared, 


as follows: 
“ArtTroLnT IIL. 
“La ligne de démarcation entre les Possessions des Hautes Parties contrac- 
anaes amass continent et les flesde l'Amerique nord-ouest, sera tracée 
u 


‘i S 

eartir de point le plus méridional de I'fle dite Prince of Wales, lequel 
point se trouve sous la paralldle du 54 degré 40 minutes de latitude et 
entre le 13i et le 183 degré de ouest Greenwich). La 
dite ligne remontera au nord le de la dite Portland jus- 
u’au point de la terre ferme ou elle le 56 degré latitude nord; de co 
ernier point, la ligne de démarcation suivra la créte des montagnes situées 
meee St We ay ye ee EYo- 
ude ouest (méme i ot, Gamiemant, So SS pee 
méme | méridienne du 141 degré formera son prolongement 
Mer © la limite entre les Possessions Russes et le 
continent de l'Amérique nord-ouest.’ 


Arricia IV. 
“Tl est entendu, par rapport & la ligne de démarcation déterminée dans 
en 


i. . 
wey 
“sg 

tion 
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section dn 141 degré de longitude ouest, se trouverait a la distance de 

de 10 lieues marines de I’ . la limite entre les Possessions Britannic an 

—— de ve aaa ape comme oavat woeestente a la ——e 
mée une ligne paralléle aux sinuosités de la céte et qui ne pourra 

jamais —— Gt ée que de 10 Howes marines.’ ” . eas 

The su 0 e controversy ween Russia and Great Britain whic 
culminated in the convention of 1825, above referred to, was the Siioetoa 
ukase of September 4, 1821, issued by the Emperor Alexander, and which 
prohibited foreign vessels not only from landing upon the coasts and islands 
of the northwest belonging to Russia, but also the coast and islands of Sibe- 
ria, or to approach them in less than 100 Italian miles. It was intended to 
protect all SaeaTee whaling, and fishery at such places from foreign com- 
pee. as an exclusive franchise, in all such industries at such places, was 

ereby granted to Russian subjects. 

Mention is here made of this ukase because of the diplomatic correspondence 
which ensued and was carried on for several years between the British and 
Russian Governments, in which the settlement of this identical boundary 
line was the most prominent subject of the eoetay. 

hout this most interesting correspondence the intent of the high 
con parties is clearly and unmistakably laid bare as to the physical 
location of the eastern boundary of the Alaskan strip, and when read \ogether 
with the description set forth above, annihilates the pretensions of Canada 
to any of the canals, bays, or inlets to which claims are now being set up. 

The alleged claims o: © Dominion of Canada to portions of the Alaskan 
strip arises, first, from the strained construction given to the description of 
the boundary line as hereinabove set forth; and, second. from a real or pre- 
tended belief in the existence of a fact which is emphatically controverted 
by the engineers of the United States, 

CANADIAN CLAIMS. 
The Parliamentary papers and the jeatiing jozenein of the Dominion of 
and particularly of the Province of British Columbia, vigorously 
contend, in ore of the construction referred to, that— 

First. That m Canal,” and not “Portland Canal,” is the channel in- 
tended om which the boundary line commencing at the southernmost 
portion of Prince of Wales Island “shall ascend tothe north * * * as far 
= point of the continent where it strikes the fifty-sixth degree of north 

Second. That the eastern line, in its extension from the point 
where it strikes the fifty-sixth d of north latitude, shall follow an al- 
leged r of mountains, arbitra: Lom and cutting off the heads of 
bays and inlets the ownership of which by the United States has hitherto 


been unquestioned. 

Third. That the said eastern boundary line is not a line following the sin- 
uosities of the coast, and giving to the terms “ windings of the coast” an in- 
terpretation which es to British Columbia not only parts of the inland 
waters, but a large area of the most valuable portions of the coast-line strip 


as southeastern 

Fourth. That neither Portland nor Behm Canal was named when the 
British-Russian convention of 1825 was acted upon. 

That t among other points inimical to the proprietorship of the United 
States, are rously contended for by the press of Canada and are sup- 
poms by semiofficial utterances may be safely inferred from the following 

Twenty of the mounted police of the Dominion of Canada passed through 
the city of Seattle last July to enforce customs regulations of that Govern- 


ment in . 
of or ee well-known ote evar. and wie oat charge, 
part, corps queesep cagneee n the “ joint or coincident survey”’ 
hereinafter spoken of, is quoted as to the boundary line through “ Portland 
Canal” ae follows: “This, bytheway, * * * isobjected toby the Province 
of British Columbia, and with reason, for in strict conformity with the word- 
of the article of the treaty a northerly line from the southernmost point 
of Wales Island would never Portland Canal at all, but would 
go up the channel known as Behm Canal.” 
Provincial Premier Turner (Province of British Columbia), in a recentl 
blished interview,says: “ From what I learned ates a in England, 
is to me that if something is not done immediatly this country [Can- 
a great risk of losing forever a great and valuable block of terri- 
tory that was stipulated as being part of British America at the time of the 
enactment of the British-Russian treaty of 1825. The Americans have quiet! 
issued maps in which this ter , in reality belonging to Canada as muc 
as historic Quebec, is represen’ as forming part of ka, and, sorry to 
say, some of our own map makers have fallen into the snare, and, taking it for 
gran that the A: ican claim is a valid one, have ‘corrected’ Canadian 
the very tateet official mop of the Province of British Columbia, issued 
under governmental author ¥ and purporting to be compiled under direc- 
‘on. G. B. Martin, chief com: oner of lands and works at Victoria, 
British Columbia, shows the boundary line as proceedin: up through Behm 
, and, further, places in British Columbia the Reade of the most valu- 
bays and inlets and an area of valuable territory heretofore eperaed as 
conceded by Canada to be the possessions of the United States, a 
of w has been the subject of recent special legislation by our Federal 


t. 

The committee has earnestly and diligently endeavored to ascertain upon 
what sound reasoning these msions are founded and in what manner the 
Dominion of Canada can cally establish its claim to this rich territory, as 
said claim is manifested by official maps and the fore g assertions. 

An exhaustive examination of the evidence that is material or relevant, 
which the committee has been able to obtain, leads to the conclusion that 
these with the hereinafter mentioned, are founded on 

the controversy, when once clearly under- 

of its perplexities. The exception 
a range of mountains ‘‘ which extend 

, from the oe degree of north latitude 
the one h ae forty-first degree of 
in the judgment of the commit- 
claims are untenable 

and a reference to the same will 


and 


civilized world from 1825 to about 1834, 

a oe oe maps of that 

was so recognized at the time Alaska was pur- 
States from Russia in 1867, and United States troops 
at Fort Tongass, at the mouth of Portland 

customs officials maintained at said — 
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Third. That Behm Canal and Portland Canal were both well known at the 
time of the convention of 1825 between Great Britain and Russia, and that 
Portland Canal was so named by that eminent British navigator, Capt. George 
Vancouver, in 1793, and was one of the subjects of diplomatic correspondence 
between Bogiend and Russia for several years immediately preceding the 

convention of 182. 
“Fourth. That for many years prior to the purchase of Alaska by the United 
States, that powerful English commercial institution, the Hudson Bay Fur 
Company, paid the Russian Government an annual stipend for the privilege 
of trading in the very inlets that the Dominion of Canada now claims; that 
the compact between that company and the first-named Government it is be- 
lieved can be found among the Russian archives. 

Fifth. That if written evidence of such a compact can not be found, there 
are now living witnesses who can testify that the Hudson Bay Company paid 
the annual compensation referred to as late as the year 1857, as the following 
letters from the Rey. William Duncan and the Indian secretary of the Metla- 
kahtla Indians will show: 


On Boarp City oF TOPEKA, ALASKAN WATERS, May 3, 1895. 


Before leaving home for a trip to Sitka I received a letter from Mr. Miner 
Bruce, the explorer, asking me to write you any particulars I might happen 
to know regarding the question of the boundary between Alaska and British 
Columbia. Most likely the little information I have on the subject is already 
known to you, but it can do no harm to write what I know. 5 

First. In 1857 I was located at Fort Simpson, and was in constant daily in- 
tercourse with the officers of the Hudson Bay Company, who had a monopoly 
of the country at that time. From this intercourse I learned that all the 
country north of Portland Canal belonged to Russia, and for the privilege of 
trading with the Indians from that point, and as far as Chilcat, the Hudson 
Bay Company paidarent to the Russian Government of 1,000 otter skins each 
year. It Cw at alllikely that a company of such proportions as the Hudson 
Bay Company would consent to pay rent for territory of which there was 
uncertainty as to ownership. That aamewey would most assuredly be well 
acquain with the maps which assigned the territory to Russia, or it would 
have never made the agreement with Russia which it did. Nor did those of- 
ficers during all the years I was in daily intercourse with them ever hint at 
a doubt as to the boundary from which Russian claims started. 

Second. I have known lawbreakers to escape to Tongass from justice, being, 
while there, out of the jurisdiction of British Columbia. 

Third. When the United States purchased Alaska, a corps of soldiers was 
stationed at Tongass and continued there for years in undisputed control. 

Fourth. On my migrating with over 800 Indians from British Columbia 
in 1887, we had to callat Fort Ton and give an account of our paeneraee. 
I paid the customs officers over $1,000 to bring my goods into Alaska. The 
customs authorities resided at Tongass, just over the inlet called Portland 


Yours, truly, WM. DUNCAN. 


J. B. Mercaure, Esq., Seattle, Wash. 


METLAKAHTLA, ALASKA, May 31, 1895. 


Dear Str: Since the report reached us of the controversy which is going 
on between Canada and the United States concerning the boundary line be- 
tween British Columbia and Alaska, we have met to discuss the matter. 

The information which we have to offer on the subject is: 

First. When we left our old home in British Columbia we were regarded 
as fo ers by the Canadian authorities. 

Second. In the summer of 1887, when we migrated to Alaska, Fort Ton- 
gaus, just over Portland Inlet, was a port of entry. We had to pay duty toa 
custom-house officer residing there on all dutiable articles we brought over 
to this country. 

Third. We employed three small steamers to convey over our belongings, 
one of which the custom-house officer at Port Simpson tried to detain as 
coming from a foreign country. We had to receive our clearance papers at 
Port Simpson before coming over to Alaska. 

Fourth. rene got over to Annette Island, the Canadian Indian agent at 
Metlakahtla, British Columbia, ceased to have any control over us, which 
would not have been the case (such was the animus of the man) if the bound- 
ary line had been doubtful. 

We remain, truly yours, 
THe PeorpLe OF METLAKAHTLA, ALASKA, 
D. LEASK, Secretary. 


J. B. MetcaAuFE, Esq., Seattle, Wash. 


Sixth. That the Rev. Mr. Duncan, having become engaged in a controversy 
with his religious su sent out to overlook his charge of the Metla- 
kahtla Indians, a ed to the Congress of the United States for a haven for 
himself and his Indians away from their control or molestation, and that 
by an act of Neer 9 ew approved March 3, 1891 (chapter 561, section 15, United 
States Statutes a lose. volume 26, page 1101), Annette Island was set aside 
forhisuse. The new Metlakahtlaisnow a thriving community, with churches 
and schools, and self-sustaining industries carried on by these Indians, and 
nay a not at that time announced the present claim or any claim 

Seventh. That it can be shown that the process of the British Columbia 
courts were never attem: to be served on the north side of Portland Ca- 
nal on offenders nst Columbia laws. 

Eighth. That it is conceded by the press, and also officials of British Colum- 
bia, that some one has blundered that the official of that province, 


sons by Can have to be “ corrected,” and sa t ‘“*the Dominion 
officials have followed, sheep like, in the track of the United States diplo- 
matists. Luckily, their stupidity in lazily copying the blunder of the pub- 
lic servants of the United States did not legalize what is manifestly an error. 
It is not too late to correct the mistake that has been made.” The utterance 

Premier Turner is to the same effect, “The Canadians will have to repu- 
diate some of their own maps.” 

The foregoing references are made to show that the facts therein set forth 
reasonably constitute a tacit admission by Canada of the proprietorship of 
the United States in the now contested territory, since d all the time 
mentioned the open and well-known thereof and the exercise of 


governmental control over the same the United 
until recently, assailed nor questioned. States has never been, 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE CONVENTION OF 1825, 


The committee has heretofore alluded to what a to be an ill 
construction given to the terms of Article ITI and Wy of the cumventiin at 
1825, which are identical with those of Article I of the convention of 1867 
wherein the description of the boundary line is recited. A careful perenne of 
the description fixes the initial point at oe Chacon, at the southernmost 
Point of Prince of Wales Island. The first See oe 

ihe said line shall ascend to, the north along the ch called Portland 
Channel, as far as ni continent where it strikes -si 
degree of north latitude.” ‘ ae 


451 


The southernmost point of Prince of Wales Island is on the line of He 
north latitude, and the entrance of Portland Canal is due east from said point 
about 50 or 60 miles. The Canadian contention is that Behm Canal is meant, 
because you can only “ascend to the north" from the initial point through 
thatchannel. Literally this is true, but the construction disregards the ob- 
ject to which the line is carried by the words “shall ascend to the north 
along the channel called Portland Channel." The familiar doctrine that 
courses and distances will be controlled by monuments does not seem to have 
been taken into consideration. 

Again, it is contended that Portland Canal is not intended, because Port- 
land Canal does not “ strike the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude,” and that 
Behm Canal does, and was therefore intended. This interpretation is also 
unwarranted by the language used, for the plain reading shows that the line 
is the subject, and not the canal. In other words, the line “shall ascend to 
the north,” etc., as far as the point of the continent where it, the line, strikes 
the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude. 

The boundary line from this point northwesterly to Mount St. Elias, as 
shown by the official map of British Columbia, is arbitrarily drawn, and seems 
not only to hold in contempt the language of the description in Article IV, 
before mentioned, but takes no note of the physical facts. The language, it 
appears to the committee, can sustain no other interpretation than that 
‘whenever the summit of the mountains which extend in a direction parallel 
tothe coast * * * shall prove to be at a distance of more than 10 marine 
leagues from the ocean, * * * thelimit * * * shall beformed bya line 
parallel to the windings of the coast, and which shall never exceed the dis- 
tance of 10 marine leagues therefrom."’ How thisline, which must follow the 
summit of the mountains which extend in a direction parallel to the coast, 
and where no mountains exist within the prescribed 10 marine leagues, must 
be parallel with the “ windings of the coast,’ can, with uncontrolled licen 
sever the heads of the great bays and inlets, spring from shore to shore, an 
leap across the great arms of these inland waters, the committee has not yet 
been able to grasp. 

To the words “‘ten marine leagues from the ocean” is also given the con- 
struction that this distance should be measured from the outlying islands, 
This can not be sustained, because the point where the line strikes the fifty- 
sixth degree of north latitude at the head of Portland Canal is about the pre- 
scribed distance, and it then follows the windings of thecoast of the conti- 
nent and not that of the islands. 

The committee is persuaded that this entire interpretation can be safely 
overthrown and the contention of the United States established before any 
impartial tribunal. An examination of the diplomatic correspondence car- 
ried on between the distinguished representatives of the Russian and British 
Governments conclusively establishes the intention of both the high con- 
tracting parties as to this very line. This correspondence was carried on 
from the cities of St. Petersburg and London for the space of several years, 
and culminated in the convention of 1825. At the beginning of these commu- 
——- the Russian chancellor directs the Russian ambassador at London 
as follows: 

‘In order not to cut the island of Prince of Wales, which, according to that 
arrangement, should rest with Russia, we would propose to take the southern 
frontier of our domain to 54° 40’ of latitude, and to make it abut on the con- 
tinent at the Portland Canal, of which the embouchere into the ocean is off 
the island of Prince of Wales, and its origin is in the continent between the 
fifty-fifth and fifty-sixth degrees of latitude.” 

This ——- is practically maintained throughout the many negotia- 
tions which occurred, and is fairly admitted by the British plenipotentiary in 
his final communication to his Government at the time of the execution of 
said convention. 

As to the disagreement upon the facts: If ‘he reports in the press of British 
Columbia be true, it is strenuously contended that there exists a range of 
mountains within the 10 marine leagues limit, and it is stated that the main ef- 
forts of the Canadian engineers are directed to the establishment of that range. 
In this connection, the committee called upon Mr. Phillip A. Walker, one of 
the corps of engineers which has been engaged on the part of the United States 
in ee ae disputed territory, and he informed usa few days since that 
the result of their labors established, without doubt, that no range of moun- 
tains exists. 

The output from the resources of Alaska since its purchase by the United 
States runs into the millions far in excess of its purchase price, and its com- 
merce with the States is now great, and increasing yearly. he Alaskan trade 
with the city of Seattle in the past year has reached rearly a million dollars, 
and with the present increase of trade will double within the next year. 

The committee respectfully submits the above as some of the results of its 
labors, and believes that no efforts should be spared by this chamber to brin 
to the aid of our Government all evidence which will enable it to establis 
our rights over the disputed territory. 

The convention of 1892 between the United States of America and the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and [reland provided for the appointment of com 
missioners by the high contracting parties ‘“‘ with a view to the ascertainment 
of the facts and data necessary to the permanent delimitation of the said 
boundary line,” ete. To secure such facts and dataa coincident or joint sur- 
vey of the territory adjacent tothe boundary line was agreed upon, and the 
commissioners were to make a joint report to each of the two Governments 
upon such facts as they were able to agree upon, and to jointly or severally 
report to each Government such points as they were unable to agree upon. 
As soon as the reports shall have been received, then the high contracting 

arties further agree that “they will proceed to consider and establish the 

undary line in question.” 

The committee learns through the press dispatches that the reports pro- 
vided for by the above convention have been submitted to the respective 
Governments, and await further action, in pursuance of the terms of the con- 
vention of 1892 and the ae convention of 1894. 

Sincerely hoping that the efforts of the committee may aid a peaceful and 
satisfactory ockution of the controversy, this report is herewith respectfully 


submitted. 
J. B. METCALFE, 
Chairman of Committee. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I trust that early action may be taken upon 
the joint resolution. I do not deem it necessary that it should be 
referred to any committee for action, but if it is thought best it 
may be referred. 

Several Senators. Let it be referred. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. I move that the joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROOF OF LOYALTY IN BOUNTY LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1340) to repeal in part and 
to limit section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read the first time by its title. 
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Mr. GEORGE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill, 
and I desire to call the attention of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts ee. Hoar] to what I am about to say. 

During the last Congress a similar bill, a copy of which I hold 
in my hand, passed the House of Representatives. It was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee of the Renate and reported favorably 
without amendment July 16 of last year. 

The object of the bill is to remove a bar now created by law 
and to enable soldiers of the United States who served in the Mex- 
ican war and are entitled to pensions to get them without makin 

roof of loyalty as required by section 3480 of the Revi 

tatutes. The sole effect of the bill, which I have shown to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, is to allow men who served the 
United States in a military capacity, and who by law are entitled 
to bounty lands, except where they have forfeited them, under the 
statute to which I have referred, for want of yond to obtain 
them. I ask that the bill be read at length, and then I shall ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate that it may be considered and 


The bill was read the second time at length, as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States be, and the same is hereby, so far, and no further, modified and re- 

ed as to dispense with proof of loyalty during the late war of the rebel- 

ion asa prerequisite in any application for bounty land where the proof 
otherwise shows that the applicant is entitled thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

nw _— DLER. Has the bill been considered by a com- 
mittee 

Mr. GEORGE. It mas pent by the other House during the 
last Congress, and refe to the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate and reported favorably by that committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the present session? 

Mr. GEORGE. At the last session. The bill is in the exact 
words in which it was reported by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate after it had passed the House of Representatives in 
the last Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Revised Statutes of the 
United States (in that respect following a previous statute) pro- 
hibit among other things the issuance of any bounty land war- 
rants not only without full proof of loyalty, but proof that the 
claimants were in sentiment desirous of the suppression of the 
rebellion. The bill introduced by the Senator from a 
dispenses with that proof so far as it relates to cmon” lands. In 
the nature of the case, as the bounty lands were all taken sub- 
stantially before the war of 1860, the committee did not see an 
reason why the statute should be enforced against the few old sol- 
diers who did not get their bounty lands at the time. The com- 
mittee were unanimous in the last Congress, and I myself do not 
see any objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will give me pleasure to support any 
measure of reconciliation or conciliation which has the favor of 
both the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi at the same moment. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not suppose that there are a 
half dozen cases where old soldiers of the Mexican war will be the 
beneficiaries of this act enabling them to get these bounty lands. 
I presume there will be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

y unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of this bill. The matter is so simple, so plain, and yet 
so important that the Senate, I think, will agree to pass the bill, 
and I make the request. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United 
States for an parpose whatever, without further authority of Congress, is 
hereby prohibited 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. That bill will lead to some discussion. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is ready, I think, very soon to 
address the Senate upon the whole general financial question. I 
think it would be unwise to precipitate the discussion upon this 
particular measure. I ask the Senator from North Carolina to 
withhold his request for the present. Perhaps after the Senator 
from Ohio concludes his remarks it might be advisable to take up 
the bill. I ey make that suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 


JANUARY 3, 


a aa a oe no objection. 
; . ink the bill ought to go to the Commi 
on Finance, and I object to its comsiderttion.- _ 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to the request made by the 
Senator from New York except to say that this is a matter which 
needs no discussion because it is distinctly understood now. Ever 
Senator knows now as well as he will know a year from now how 
he will vote on this question. It has been discussed ably, pro and 
con, as I see from the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD, for years. There 
are two distinct sets of opinion in this country as to this plain 
simple bill, Itis as plain as that two and two make four or do not 
make four. Therefore it needs nodiscussion. I have no remarks 
myself to make upon it unless there should be some remarks pre- 
sented against it. It is perfectly plain. Everyone knows how he 
would vote now. This country is appalled with the fact that we 
are about to have a tremendous issue of bonds. 

It is seriously questioned whether under the present law the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury 
have the power to issue bonds. The bill sayssimply that the bonds 
shall not be issued without the consent of Congress. Can any 
Senator object to referring this matter to Congress? Congress is 
the power invested by the Constitution with the control of our 
finances. Can any Senator object to Congress being consulted 
about so important a matter? 

The bill meen no discussion, Mr. President. But, as the 
Senator from New York has made the request, I will let the bill 
go over until we can hear the Senator from Ohio, and then I shall 
ask unanimous consent for its consideration. I ask that the bill 
= lie on the table for the present. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase the revenue 
to meet the expenses of the Government and provide against a 
deficiency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
deb ess to meet temporary deficiencies of the revenue, the 
amendment proposing to provide for the issue of legal-tender 
Treasury notes of the United States to be exchanged for gold and 
bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. ' 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase reve- 
nue to meet the expenses of Government and provide ‘against a 
deficiency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME REPORTS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in addition to the number authorized h« resolution adopted De- 
cember 30, 1895, 600 copies of the reportof the Board of M rs of the Na 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and 600 copies of the report of 

t in -general of State Homes for the use of Congress, 2)) 
copies of each report to be for the use of the Senate and 400 copies of each re- 
port for the use of the House of Representatives. 


THE GOLD RESERVE. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate if the sum of $100,000,000, or any part thereof, has at any 
time since the establishment of the so-called gold reserve been actually segre 

or set apart from the other oemesaer or money in the Treasury De- 
partment, in gold coin or gold coin and go d certificates or either, for the 
redemption of the 1 -tender notes and different forms of paper money of 
the Government, and when and by what act of Congress, giving the title of 
the act and the date of its approval, said so-called gold reserve was estab- 
lished, and if not established by act of Congress, state by what authority, if 
any, it was established. 


PNEUMATIC DYNAMITE GUNS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the ry War be directed to inform the Senate what 
disposition has been e of the appropriation made in the act ‘“ making ap- 
propriations for the support of the y,” apaeyved September 22, 188s, for 
pneumatic dynamite guns, whether any batteries have been established under 
said act at any of the ports of the United States, and whether it would be 
possible to establish such a battery at Fort Warren, Boston Harbor. 


EQUIPMENT OF MONITORS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
what it would cost to equi th guns and machinery and to i“ in suitable 
condition for purposes of harbor Ectense all monitors not now in conumission 
or undergoing repairs. 
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ISLANDS OF ST. CROIX, ST. JOHN, AND ST, THOMAS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire 
and report to the Senate whether the islands of St. Croix, St. John, and St. 
Thomas, in the West Indies, can be now purchased from the Danish Govern- 
ment, as provided by the treaty signed at Copenhagen in October, 1867, and 
whether if these islands are not purchased by the United States it is probable 
that they will be sold by the Danish Government to some other power. 


MESSENGER FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Be it resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum, from 
the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until 
otherwise ordered. 


GEN. NAPOLEON J. T. DANA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S.4) for the relief of Gen. Napo- 
leon J. T. Dana has been introduced and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. A bill in precisely similar terms was 
passed in the last Congress. I move that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution, submitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLER], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLER 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 


Whereas it was the purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver coin ata 

rity by investing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion of pay- 
te the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either metal: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, when liqui- 
dating either the interest or pasive! of the Government's coin obligations, 
to e such payment in gold-coim whenever the market value of 25.8 grains 
of standard gold is less than the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, 
and to continue to pay in such gold coin until the market value of 25.8 grains 
of standard gold shali be equal to the market value of 412} ins of standard 
silver, but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold shall be 
greater than the market value of 412} grains of pure silver he shall pay said 
coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay the same 
in silver coin until the market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be 
equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I will not ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, although I believeif the resolution were 
passed and observed by theSecretary of the Treasury there would be 
no necessity for the issue of bonds, even from his standpoint. I be- 
lieve it is all due to a disregard of the law as some of us under- 
stand it, and as a majority of the people, I think, understand 
it. But inasmuch as we have a bill now before the body to 
prohibit the further issue of bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress, and inasmuch as the Senator from Ohio wishes to speak to- 

on the financial question, I ask that the resolution go over 
subject to call, without losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLv], 
coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that: the several resolutions introduced by 


— lie over under the rule without prejudice, retaining their 


Mr. HARRIS. I gest to the Senator from Florid 
that the several resolutions introduced by him lie on rape flee 
ect to his call, instead of having the lay them before the 
nate every morning. I hope he will adopt that course. 
Mr. CALL. I suppose that is just what will be done. The 
resolutions will lie over without losing their place. 
Mr. HARRIS. Under that order it is the duty of th i 
lay the ae gears oa a every eeleee ag 
panes our, when under the other order the reso 
the table subject to his call. coiexsandean 
Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands the order. 


The resolutions will lie on the table until called 
aan un up by the Senator 


PROPOSED DUTY ON RAW SUGAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PERKINS 
December 31, 1895, as follows: 


Whereas the conditions of soil and climate in the United States are so pe- 
culiarly favorable to the growth of the sugar beet and sugar cane that the 
ees sugar should be the most important industry of the country; 
anc 

Whereas under the operation of the tariff law of 1890 the sugar industry was 
greatly encouraged and promoted, to the benefit not only of the persons di- 
rectly taberentell but of all of the people of the United States; and 

Whereas the operations of said ow were fast making the manufacture of 
sugar the most important industry of the country, causing vast tracts of land 
to be put under cultivation, and affording employment to many thousands of 
persons in field and manufactory; and 

Whereas the effect of the changes made by the tariff law of 1894 has been to 
stop the development of this great industry, to retard its progress, tohamper 
it in every way, todiscourage the planting of large tracts of land by reducing 
the price of raw material, to take away the means of livelihood from farmers 
and farm laborers, and to close the manufactories against the laborers who 
had been employed therein; and 

Whereas without some further protection granted by Congress for a few 
years, or until the industry becomes solidly established, it will not be possible 
to long continue the cultivation of the sugar beet or even, perhaps, of the 
sugar cane, or to manufacture sugar in this country in competition with 
foreign farmers and manufacturers who employ cheaper labor than can be 
procured in the United States; and 

Whereas there is now pending before the Finance Committee of the Senate 


a bill to increase the revenue by laying additional duties on a large number 
of articles, but not on sugar: Therefore, : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 


to report an amendment tosaid revenue bill providing for an additional duty 
on raw sugar equal to the proposed increase on other articles enumerated in 
the said bill. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolu- 
tion which I think will relieve it from any objection by Senators, 


and as thus amended I shall ask the reference of the resolution to 
the Committee on Finance. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the resolution by 
striking out all after the preamble and inserting: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, requested 


to consider the advisability and expediency of reporting an amendment to 
said revenue bill, providing for an additional duty on articles embraced in 
Schedule E, relating to customs duty on sugar, equal to the proposed increase 
on other articles enumerated in said bill, or for a specific tax upon the same. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask that th. amendment be adopted and 
that the resolution as amended, with its preamble, be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from California? 

Mr. BERRY. I movethatthe resolution, without adopting the 
amendment, be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLS. The resolution and amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. I moved that the resolution and amendment be 
referred. i 

Mr. PERKINS. I haveno objection, so that the subject-matter 
can be brought to the consideration of the Committee on Finance. 
There is no reason, in my opinion, why there should not be a duty 
levied upon sugar, and as there is an emergency for revenue, 
such a duty would bring in a revenue which would be less a bur- 
den upon our peoplethan any article that is named in the schedule. 
If the Senator from Arkansas is willing, let the whole subject- 
matter be referred to the Committee on Finance without further 
discussion. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. BERRY. That was my motion. I think there is a very 
great objection to an increase of revenue by a duty on sugar, or 
an increase of duty on any other article. I do not want to adopt 
the resolution and thereby commit the Senate to that course this 
morning. Therefore, I move that both the resolution and amend- 
ment be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. The Senator from California can 
modify his resolution in the manner suggested. 


THE GOLD RESERVE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 31, 1895, as follows: 


Resolved, That by injurious legislation by the Fifty-third Congress the 
revenues of the Government were reduced below its necessary expenditure 
and the fund created by law for the redemption of United States notes has 
been invaded to supply such deficiencies of reserve; that such a misapplica 
tion of the resumption fund is of doubtful legality and greatly injurious to 
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the public credit, and should be prevented by restoring said fund to the sum 
of not less than $100,000,000, in gold coin or bullion, to be segregated from all 
other funds, to be paid out only in the redemption of Uni States notes and 
Treasury notes; and such notes when eemed to be reissued only in ex- 
change for gold coin and bullion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I mtend to do what I have 
rarely if ever donein the Senate, read a speech to this body. I 
have felt that on account of the importance of the subject-matter 
and the necessity of brevity it would be better for me to reduce 
my remarks to writing, and I have done so in order to save the 
time of the Senate more than for any other pipes. 

The President, in his annual message to Congress, confined 
himself to two important subjects, one our foreign relations and 
the other the condition of our national finances. He followed it 
by another message on the application of the Monroe doctrine to 
the controversy between Great Britain and Venezuela. 

While Congress has heartily, perhaps too hastily, but with en- 
tire unanimity, supported him in maintaining the interests and 
honor of our country in the field of diplomacy, it has not and will 
not approve his recommendations on the more important subject 
of our financial policy, and especially of our currency. He has 
mistaken the cause of our present financial condition in attribut- 
ing it to the demand for gold for United States notes instead of 
to the deficiency of revenue caused by the legislation of the last 
Congress. He places the effect before the cause. He proposes as 
a remedy the conversion of the United States notes and the 
Treasury notes into interest-bearing bonds, thus increasing the 
interest- aring debt nearly $500,000,000. He proposes a line of 
public policy that will produce a sharp contraction of our cur- 
rency, add greatly to the burden of existing debts, and arrest the 
oe of almost every American industry which now competes 
with foreign productions. 

The President is ees in these views by Mr. Carlisle, his 
able Secretary of the Treasury, in his report to Congress. It is 
with diffidence I undertake to antral Ginke opinions; but my 
convictions are so strong that they are in error that I hope the 
strength of the facts I will submit to the Senate will convince it 
that the true line of public policy is to supply the Gcvernment 
with ample means to meet current expenditures and to pay each 
year a portion of the public debt. The gold reserve provided for 
the redemption of United States notes can then be easily main- 
tained without cost except the loss of interest on the gold in the 
Treasury, but with a saving of interest on United States notes and 


Treasury notes of five times the interest lost —— = held in 
terest is secured 


A vastly greater benefit than savi 

to our — by a national yo oed currency with coin sup- 
ported by the credit of the United States ont redeemed on de- 
mand in coin at the Treasury in the principal city of the United 
States. 

The only difficulty in the way of an easy maninteance of our 
notes at par with coin is the fact that during this Administration 
the revenues of the Government have not been sufficient to meet 
the expenditures authorized by Congress. If Congress had pro- 
vided necessary revenue, or if the President and Mr. Carlisle had 
refused to expend a not mandatory in form,but per- 
missive, so as to confine expenditures within receipts, they would 
have had no difficulty with the reserve. This would have been a 


reserve. 


stalwart act in harmony with the President’s character and 
plainly within his power. All appropriations which are not pro- 
vided to carry into effect existing law are permissive, but not 
enna x and his refusal to expend money in excess of the reve- 
nues of the Government would not only be justified by public 
policy, but would have been heartily approved by the people of 
the United States. He knewas well as anyone that since the close 
of the civil war to the date of his inauguration the expenditures 
of the Government had been less than its receipts. I have here a 
— ie shows the receipts and expenditures each year from 
1866 to 3. 


Receipts and expenditures of the Government from July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1895, 
Total expendi-| Excessof 

Total revenue. | tures, including] revenue over 

premium. expenditures. 


Fiscal year— 


| 
| 
| 


» 223, 203. 07 
33, 091, 335.11 
28, 297, 798. 46 
48, 078, 469. 41 

101, 601, 916. 88 
91, 146, 756. 64 
96, 588, 904. 89 
43, 392, 959. 34 

2, 344, 882. 30 
13, 376, 658. 26 
20, 022, 241. 83 
80, 340, 577. 69 
20, 799, 551. 90 

6, 879, 300. 93 
65, 883, 653. 20 

100, 069, 404. 98 

145, 543, 810. 71 

132, 879, 444. 41 

104, 393, 625.59 
63, 463, 771. 27 
93, 956, 588. 56 

108, 471, 097. 69 

111, 341, 273. 63 
87, 761, 080. 59 
85, 040, 271. 97 
26, 838, 541.96 

9, 914, 453. 66 

, 841, 674. 29 

* 69, 808, 260.58 

* 42,805, 223.18 
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* Excess of expenditures over receipts. 

From this official statement it appears that each and every year 
during that long period there was a surplus, which was applied to 
the reduction of the ges debt bearing interest. is debt 
amounted August 31, 1865, to $2,381,530,294. On the istof March, 
1898, it was $585,034,260, thus showing a reduction of the interest- 
emg debt of $1,796,496,084. The public faith was pledged to 
this reduction in our loan laws and by the act creating a sinking 
fund, and, though in some years we did: not comply with the terms 
of the sinking fund, yet in other years we exceeded its require- 
ments, and prior to this Administration the aggregate reduction 
of debt was greater than the law required. Now, for the first 
time since 1866, we have deficiencies of revenue. Since the ist of 
March, 18938, to the ist of December, 1895, the national debt has 
been increased $162,602,245. I insert an official table showing in 
detail the reduction of the public debt in periods of four years from 
August, 1865, to March 1, 1893, and its increase from that date to 
December 1, 1895. 


Decrease of the national debt from its highest point, August 31, 1865, to December 1, 1895. 


Debt on which 
Debt, bearing |Pie coat has 


terest. 


iio i a pt 
December 1, 1895 


Sssssssese 


The President, in his recent annual message, complains that 
the law of October 6, 1890, known as the McKinley Act, was ‘‘in- 
efficient for the purposes of revenue.” Thatlaw, though itlargely 
reduced taxation by placing many articles on the free list and 
granted a bounty for the production of s , yet did not reduce 
revenues below expenditures, but provi as us of $37,239,- 
762.57 June 30, 1891, and $9,914,453.66 June 30, 1892, and $2,341,- 
674,20 on the 30th of June, 1893, when Mr. Cleveland was President 
and a Democratic majority in both Houses of had been 
elected, all pledged to repeal the McKinley Act and to reduce du- 
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ties. That the McKinley Act did not produce more revenue in 
1893 and 1894 is not a matter of surprise. Any tariff law de- 
nounced by the in power, with a promise to repeal it and to 
reduce duties, would prevent importations under the old law and 
thus lower the revenue. Early in December, 1893, at the first 
regular session of Congress during Mr. Cleveland’s term, a bill was 
formulated, and as soon as practicable passed the House of Repre- 
sen . 

That bill met the hearty approval of the President. If it had 
become a law as ecetmaliy presented, the deficiency in revenue 
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proved the House bill, added other duties and changed the scope 
of the measure. With these amendmentsit became alaw. The 
President refused to sign it, expressing his opposition to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and yet now supports it when deficiencies have 
been greatly increased, when the public debt is increasing, and 
doubts are expressed as to the ability of the Government to main- 
tain its notes at par with coin. The President makes no mention 
in his message of these deficiencies; no mention of the issue of in- 
terest-bearing bonds to meet them. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is more frank in his statement. He reports a deficiency of 
$69,803,260.58 during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894, and for 
the year ended June 30, 1895, §42,805,223.18, and for the six months 
prior to December 1, 1895, $17,613,539.24; in all, $130,221,023. 

No complaint was made that the McKinley law “ was inefficient 
for the purposes of revenue” when the Wilson bill was pending. 
The objection to the McKinley law was that it was a “‘ protective 
tariff,” and the Wilson bill was a ‘‘revenue tariff.” I have astate- 
ment showing the receipts and expenditures under each law each 
month, the McKinley law from its passage to the election of Cleve- 
land, and the Wilson law from its passage to December 1, 1895. 
During the twenty-five months of the McKinley law the average 
monthly surplus was $1,129,821. During the existence of the Wil- 
son law the average monthly deficiency was $4,699,603. If the 
McKinley law was, in the opinion of the President, inefficient for 
revenue, he should have said of the Wilson law that it was boun- 
teous in deficiencies. 

Receipts and expenditures under McKinley law up to election of Fifty-third 


Congress and President Cleveland (October 1, 1890, to November 1, 1892), twenty- 
jive months. 





Month. Receipts. Expenditures. 





$39, 222,174 $35, 690, 720 
28, 678, 674 40, 460, 337 
31, 106, 164 18, 043, 047 
36, 810, 233 21, 470, 967 
29, 273, 173 29, 445, 669 
29, 027, 455 29, 062, 737 
25, 465, 231 23, 791, 107 
27, 289, 305 27, 690, 326 
31, 631, 849 33, 628, 108 
B4, 158, 244 38, 100, 294 
28, 773, 281 19, 537, 484 
27, 165, 554 22, 267, 087 
28, 448, 562 30, 650, 810 
26, 802, 887 i 26,156, 047 
27, 646, 515 % 

30, 383, 478 f 

30, 608, 044 } 

29, 836, 606 , 27,784,217 
26, 971, 224 30, 059, 631 
28, 228, 398 31, 732, 793 
30, 958, 617 27, 922, 412 
34, 314, 331 36, 333, 976 
33, 479, 058 31, 440, 254 
31, 797, 628 28, 192, 423 
31, 288, 540 31, 187, 962 








759, 456, 825 731, 211, 184 





Surplus, $28,245,641. 
Average monthly surplus, $1,129,821. 





Receipts and expenditures under Wilson law up to meeting of Fifty-fourth 
Congress (September 1, 1894, to December 1, 1895), fifteen months. 





Months. Receipts. | Expenditures. 
$22, 621, 228 $30, 323, 018 
19, 159, 240 82, 713, 039 
19, 411, 408 28, 477, 188 
21, 866, 136 27, 136, 460 
27, 804, 399 34, 523, 447 
22, 888, 057 25, 636, 035 
25, 470, 475 25, 716, 957 
24, 247, 836 32, 990, 676 
25, 272, 078 27, 918, 982 
25, 615, 474 21, 683, 029 
29, 069, 697 38, 548, 063 
28, 962, 696 &., 588, 184 
27, 549, 678 24, 420, 481 
27, 901, 748 34, 508, 425 
25, 986, 503 27, 112, 708 
373, 796, 648 444. 290, 692 














Deficiency, $70,494,044. 
Average monthly deficiency, $4,699,603. 


I beg the attention of Senators to the statistics I have presented. 
ba, d are authentic and official. During the first year of the Wil- 
son law the eearel imports, all of which are such as are pro- 
duced in the United States, the most common products of our farms, 
were of the value of $107,342,522. During the last year of the Mc- 
Kinley law the ae of the same farm products were of the 
value of $51,414,844. So, under the Wilson law the imports of ag- 
ricul products, which we produce in the greatest abundance, 


were doubled in amount as compared with the amount imported 
under the McKinley law. 

Notably, during the same time, the importation of two articles 
(that we can produce in the United States) under the Wilson law 
were wool, valued at $32,589,791, and hides, $24,623,239. Under 
the McKinley law wool valued at $6,299,934 and hides valued at 
$10,480,562 were imported. Importations of wool were increased 
under the Wilson law sixfold. It isno wonder that our sheep are 
being destroyed. The importation of hides under the present act 
increased two and one-half fold. The American farmer was thus 
deprived of his home market. 

Other importations made during a year under the Wilson law 
of articles which we can readily produce in this country were 
valued at $263,684,513, while under the McKinley law the value 
of the same articles imported was $172,748,601. 

The enormous importations under the Wilson law, for which 
we had to pay gold, necessarily diminished the exports of the 
United States. Our chief reliance in our foreign trade is to 
export our products, mainly agricultural, in sufficient quantity 
or more to pay for our imports, so that the balance of trade shall 
be in our favor. Under the Wilson law we exported in a year 
agricultural productions valued at $301,578,885, while during the 
last year of the McKinley law we exported similar productions 
valued at $371,125,299. 

Statement showing the imports and exports of leading farm products during the 
jirst year of Wilson tariff compared with last year of McKinley tariff. 
[Compiled from official publications of Treasury. ] 

AGRICULTURAL IMPORTS. 











Last year of 
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a aceite atin tals i eietindbiten: Maen: tesandtdh ae tainnin tania 10, 480, Ste 
ae reetee we Hdd avectascawese senses conscuseces 5&2, 8 
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TPE: cnweccen dail tadnb-netaseiGaeniantindditipaeamilapisdamniaeanmnnesitthins 6, 209, 034 
aes Ri a he i 51, 414, S44 107, 342, 523 
AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS. 
OS ED es $924, 916 | $800, 000 
I os ae CE ee Che a ee mainte bulbienls maimene 8, 752, 213 | 1, 849, 808 
SE See ei sanendibieeeens 2, 072, 974 1, 775, SL 
Oil eake and meal --............- aa iicadaaenicthieaitnilaniipadllieie 9, 442, 045 3, O70, 088 
cet et i ae 8, 088, 558 2. 972, 243 
OR rete ee nk nd vamdanad 81, 207, 331 19, O82, 404 
TEs inhieldinmbahiatnidiaintabbtinticld cities tiaentihenticmidbndiniins eaphiedaatied 67, 79%, 499 §2, 330, 258 
I a ci a aa ll 78, 062, 212 5U, 226, 244 
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Statement showing imports of manufactures during first year of Wilson law 
conpared with last year of McKinley law. 












Last year of |1; 
ny “: 1... |First year of 
Articles, M« — Y | Wilson law. 
ee  Sadlleadowoninen $5, OO4, 469 | $7,066, 125 
wees } 6, 302, 686 9, 793, 131 
Leather and manufactures.-_............-...-.....- 9, 206, 212 | 15, 213, 076 
Wood and manufactures....................-.....- 16, 870, 581 19, O70, 141 
i enemineinn’ 15, 838, 204 | 51, 747, 908 
Textile grasses, manufactured .................... 18, 737, 663 26, 399, 108 
ee Ce SIONS 6.6 inns wcdundennesennomsawpes 22, 741, 982 30, DLL, 884 
ND inn a nacinencindeendcddwsakewanndas 21, 310, 629 34, 781, 538 
NS a: 19, 005, 999 | 24, 030, 799 
SI eh Nida he Aiciesdatdansnindieteh ctaesdselinceatak atibbinists-octinlbcepiats 87, 725, 176 44, 645, 815 
Ce nD tied 172,743,601 | 263,684,513 


It will thus be seen that under the McKinley law we exported 
more and under the other act less, the difference amounting to 
about $70,000,000. Therefore, the balance of trade necessarily 
turned against us. 

Mr. GEORGE. Which two years are compared? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wecompare the last year under the McKin- 
ley Act with thefirst year under the Wilson Act; they follow each 
other. 

I could pursue the analysis of these two laws further, but I 
have said enough to explain the preference by the President of the 
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Wilson bill. He believes inlarge importations at the lowest cost, 
without regard to the industries and labor of our countrymen, 
while I believe in a careful discrimination and the imposition of 
such duties on articles that compete with home productions as 
will diversify our employments and protect and foster impartially 
all industries, whether of the farm, the workshop, the mine, the 
forest, or the sea. I have not been satisfied with any tariff law 
made during my public life, though I have shared in framing 
many. I prefer a law that will impartially protect and encourage 
all home industries, and regard the McKinley law as infinitely 
better than the Wilson law, which I believe is the cause of all the 
evils which we now encounter by adverse balance of trade, by 
exportation of gold and derangement of our monetary system. 
The Wilson law has produced a deficiency in To and day 
that it has been on the statute book, while the McKinley law has 
always produced a surplus until after the incoming of this Ad- 
ministration, and if administered since that time by friendly 
oe would have furnished the Government all the revenue 
needed. 

The deficiency of revenue was the eueey cause of the demand 
for gold for United States notes. The gold hoarded for resump- 
tion purposes was not separated from the money received for cur- 
rent revenue, and this revenue being insufficient to meet expenses, 
the gold accumulated for redemption purposes was drawn upon to 
make good deficiencies. This created a doubt of the ability of the 
Government to maintain the parity of United States notes with 
coin, and led to their presentation for redemption in coin. The 
draft on the Treasury for coin during this Administration has 
been greater than the amount of deficiency of revenue during the 
same period. In every aspect in which the subject presents itself 
to my mind I come to no other conclusion than that the deficiency 
of revenue and theconsequent encroachment upon the redemption 
fund is the cause of our present financial condition and that the 
only remedies are either a radical reduction of expenditures or an 
increase of taxation, and perhaps both. I do not believe that the 
condition requires a suspension of public works or a —— 
a of measures now in progress to strengthen the Army and 

avy. 

It is strange that the President in dealing with our financial con- 
dition should ignore entirely the pregnant and controlling fact 
that during his term of office thus far three issues of bonds have 
been made, amounting in the aggregate to $162,315,400, to meet 
current expenses in time of profound peace. He attributes all our 
financial culties to the continued circulation of United States 
notes and Treasury notes, debts bearing no interest, amounting to 
near! oo His statement of the origin and history of 
the Un States notes is strongly tinged with prejudice, for 
—— these notes were irredeemable for a time, they were con- 
vertible into bonds bearing interest payablein coin. They replaced 
notes issued by banks chartered by the several States. 

They were the best possible substitute for coin, and, in connection 
with the bonds of the United States, they furnished the means by 
which alone the Army and Navy could have been sustained dur- 
ing the war. After the war was over the question of the retire- 
ment of United States notes was mooted, but no party or section 
of our country demanded a cancellation of these notes, but dif- 
fered as to the amount to be retained in circulation. The Demo- 
cratic party then demanded the largest amount named, while a 
new party called the ‘‘ Greenback y,” demanded an unlimited 
issue without any provision for their redemption in coin. The 
a rty provided, by the resumption act of 1875, for the 

uction of United States notes to the maximum of $300,000,000, 
— their redemption in coin on and after the Ist day of January, 

This reduction was arrested by Congress when the amount 
of United States notes had been reduced to $346,681,016, when 
both Houses of Congress had Democratic orities. Provision 
was made for the redemption of the United States notes by coin 
on demand and for their reissue, and authority was given to sell 
United States bonds for that a 

From the Ist day of January, 1879,to the election of Mr. Cleveland 
in November, 1892, there was no disturbance of the orderly re- 
ceipt and exchange of gold and currency. The gold deposited in 
the Treasury in exc for bonds in the summer and fall of 1878 
amounted to $95,500, The ordinary current revenue in the 
Treasury conducted the vast operations of the Government with- 
out friction or trouble for nearly fourteen years. United States 
notes were at par with coin not only in every part of the United 
States, but in every country in the world. all that long 
period United States notes were presented for redemption, but in 
amounts compenniieg insignificant. I have here a table, — 

by the Treasury Department, by which it ars that dur- 
thirteen years, from the 1st of July, 1879, to the ist of July, 
1892, the redemption of United States notes in gold averaged less 
than $3,000,000 a ran while during the last and one-half 
years the redemption of United States notes and Treasury notes 


JANUARY 3, 


exceeded $100,000,000 for each year. During the first thirteen 
years gold was exported in large quantities, but it was not drawn 
from the reserve: but during the past three and a half years 
$360,000,000 was drawn from the reserve and $305,000,000 ex- 
ab The balance, with the domestic supply of gold, was 
oarded in the United States. I here insert a table showing the 
redemption of notes each year and the exports of gold. 


Redemptions in gold of United States notes and Treasury notes of 1890, and 
exports of gold from January 1, 1879, to December 1, 1895. 


a 
cas United States} Treasur Exports 
Fiscal year notes. notes of 1800, | Total. cold. - 


$4, 587,614 
3, 639, 025 
2, 565, 132 

82, 587, 880 

11, 600, 8388 

41,081, 957 
8, 477, 892 
2, 952, 191 
9, 701, 187 

18, 376, 234 

59, 952, 285 

17, 274, 491 

86, 362, 654 

50, 195, 327 

108, 680, 844 

76, 978, 061 

66, 131, 183 

53, 809, 201 


695, 044, 048 
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The recent report of Secretary Carlisle shows that prior to 1891 
the demand for coin for United States notes during a period of 
thirteen years, from July 1, 1879, to July 1, 1892, was only $43,- 
810,896, while the receipts of gold for United States notes during 
the same period amounted to $160,000,000. Gold was deposited 
and - kind of paper money was demanded. The withdrawals 
from the Treasury from July 1, 1892, to December 1, 1895, have 
amounted to $360,266,512. 

I will read what he says in his report: 


The withdrawals from the Treasury between July 1, 1879, and July 1, 1892, 
amounted to 310,896, while the gross exports during the same time 
amounted to 354,757, showing that $346,043,861 was supplied from sources 
outside of the Treasury— 


He is speaking of gold— 


but the withdrawals from July 1, 1892, to December 1, 1895, have amounted to 
and the gross exports have amounted to $305,617, 419, from which it 

appears that the Government has furnished a sum equal to the whole export 
and $54,649,093 in addition. While the Government has thus been compelled 
during the last three and a half years not only to furnish gold from the Treas- 
ury for export to other countries,.but also a large amount for the use of our 
ple at feme its receipts of gold on account of customs and other taxes 
ave been constantly diminishing since July 12, 1890, and have now entirely 


I have a graphic map attached to the Secretary’s report of 189+, 
which shows the amount of gold in the Treasury from 1879 to 
July 1, 1894. It steadily and almost continuously increased from 
$140,000,000 on the ist of Jan , 1879, to $300,000,000 on the 
ist of January, 1891. It then steadily decreased to the Ist of July, 
1894, when it was reduced to $125,000,000, and, though replen- 
ished by the large sale of bonds, it was reduced December 31, 1895, 
to the sum of 204,651. 

During the first term of Mr. Cleveland, when he was powerless 
to affect our currency and tariff policy, the Senate being Repub- 
lican, the gold increased from $240,000,000 on the ist of April, 

ee on the ist of April, 1889. This gold came 
ury without cost in exchange for United States notes 
ld certificates. 

just to Mr. Carlisle to say that he attributes the withdrawal 
of gold to silver legislation, yet the Bland-Allison Act was in force 
from 1878 to 1890, when the accumulation of gold occurred, and 
the great body of gold was withdrawn after the act of July 14, 
1890, was repealed. In 1880, while I was Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Government received over $60,000,000 of gold in exchange 
for silver certificates and United States notes; and yet this was 
done after the Bland-Allison Act was in force and the silver cer- 
tificates had been issued under that act. United States notes and 
silver certificates were more convenient to purchase cotton and 
corn, and when maintained at parity with coin will always be pre- 
ferred in large commercial transactions as well as in the current 

business of life. 

In view of these official facts can any fair man doubt as to the 
cause of our financial condition? What other cause can be stated 
than that unwise | tion reduced our revenues below our ex- 
penditures, im confidence in our ability to maintain our 
currency at par, and compelled the Government to sell bonds pro- 
vided for the redemption of United States notes in order to meet 
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The reserve would not have fallen below the minimum of $100,- 
000,000 during and after 1893 but for the known policy of the 
President to reduce duties on imported goods, followed soon by 
the enactment of the tariff law now in force, resulting in a large 
reduction of revenue and in deficiencies that could only be paid 
out of the resumption fund. 

It is but fair to state that the resumption act of 1875 did not 
segregate the resumption fund from the general balance, nor did 
it provide that notes redeemed should be held in place of the coin 

idout. The then Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report 

» Congress on the 6th of December, 1880, pointed out these defects 
in the resumption law. He said: 

The Secretary expresses the utmost confidence that without new legislation 
the entire amount of United States notes now authorized and outstanding 
can be easily maintained at par in coin, even if the present favorable finan- 
cial condition should change; but in order to accomp this the coin reserve 
must be kept unimpaired, except by such permeate as may be made from it 
in redemption of notes. Notes redeemed should be temporarily held, in place 
of the coin paid out, especially if it appears that the call for coin is g ter in 
amount than the coin coming in due course into the Treasury or the mints. 


ft *” oo” * ~ a * 


It is suggested that Congress might define and set apart the coin reserve as 
aspecial fund for resumption purposes. The general available balance is now 
treated as such a fund; but as this balance may, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, be unduly drawn upon for the purchase or payment 
of bonds, it would appear advisable that Cheevens prescribe the maximum 
and minimum of the fund. 

This advice, given in 1880, was not needed, at least until the 
present Administration came into power, and now it is very sorely 
needed by them. Con neglected to enact into law the meas- 
ures proposed, but neither the Congress nor the Secretary of the 
Treasury anticipated that the time would come when this fund 
would be applied to pay current deficiencies in the revenue 
amounting in two and a half years to $162,000,000. Both the 
President and the Secretary say that no provision had been made 
by law for the happening of such deficiencies and that their only 
resort was the paae und in the Treasury, composed of the 
resumption fund and the general balancein the Treasury. But it 
is due to truth to say that in February, 1893, a short time before 
the close of the Fifty-second Congress, when Mr. Carlisle was a 
member of the Committee on Finance of the Senate end it was 
known that he was to be Secretary of the Treasury, and when the 
probabilities of a deficiency became apparent, that committee, 
upon my motion, with the approbation of Mr. Carlisle, reported 
an amendment to an appropriation bill as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to ide for and to maintain the 
redemption of United States notes ing to the provisions of the act ap- 
prov eenneny 1875, entitled “‘An act to vide for the resumption of 

tie payments,” $50,000; and, at the discretion of the Secretary, is au- 
thorized » issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of 
the description of bonds authorized in said act, or bonds of the United States 
bearing not to exceed oper cent interest, yable pony nye me 2m- 
able at the pleasure of the United States r five from their date with 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds 
therein authorized, to the extent necessary tocarry said resumption act into 
full effect, and to use the proceeds ther for the purposes provided in said 
act and none other. 


This amendment is practically and substantially the bill now 
pending in the Senate. The amendment was adopted by the Sen- 
ate. It went to the House of Representatives and was there re- 
ferred, withouta vote, toacommittee of conference, which rejected 
it, and, as it was understood at the time, with the approval of Mr. 
Carlisle, who said it was unn . No deficiency at that time 
existed, but it was manifest that the policy of the incoming Ad- 
ministration would create a deficiency. If that amendment had 
become a law the Secretary could easily have maintained the re- 
serve and met deficiencies as they occurred by the proceeds of the 
bonds described in it. ; 

Nor would deficiencies have occurred had not the President 
and both Houses of the Fifty-third Con; , then in political 
sympathy, united in oes a law reducing the revenue below 
expenditures for the + time since the close of the war, and 
compelled the executive authorities to apply a fund created for 
the redemption of United States notes to meet the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government. This demonstrated fact is the source 
and fountain of all our present financial difficulties. 

I do not wish to criticise the sales of bonds authorized by the 
resumption act to meet these deficiencies. Under the circum- 
stances the Administration was justified in doing this, even to the 
impairment of the resumption fund, but it ought frankly to say 
that the cause of the invasion of the resumption fund was the 
deficiency of revenue created by faulty tariff legislation by the 
last Congress. . 

Such a deficiency is discreditable to the United States, with its 
vast wealth and resources. There is no difficulty in collecting by 
taxation all and more money than is necessary for its expendi- 
tures. It is humiliating to read in the ees of the day that 
our Government is negotiating for money from associated - 
ers, and, like a distressed debtor in view of bankruptcy, is offered 
by a friendly power its accumulated gold to relieve us from our 
supposed financial distress. The true remedy is to supply addi- 
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tional revenue by taxation in some form, and, until this can be 
effected, to borrow from the Lage a of the United States enough 
money to cover past and future deficiencies. This done, gold will 
readily be exchanged for United States notes, as was done from 
January, 1879, to the election of Mr. Cleveland. 

The two defects in existing law relating to redemption are 
mentioned by the President. 

First. That the notes presented for redemption must be reissued. 
It seems from the newspapers that he has found the power to hold 
notes redeemed until they can be exchanged for coin, a discovery 
that he should have made sooner. 

Second. That the resumption fund is a part of the general bal- 
ance in the Treasury and may be applied to current expenditures, 

Congress neglected to cure the defects pointed out by me as Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in December, 1880, but I hope will correct 
them now at the request of the President. It was not then antici- 
pated that a deficiency of revenue would occur or thatif it did 
occur the Government would use a fund specifically pledged for 
another pu to meet current liabilities. Notes once redeemed 
should only be reissued for gold coin, and such reissues should be 
mandatory when coin is deposited in the Treasury. With this 
provision of law the scarcity of currency would create such a de- 
mand for it that coin would be freely deposited in exchange for the 
more portable and current notes of the United States. 

The resumption fund should be segregated from all other 
moneys of the United States and paid out only in redemption of 
United States notes. With such provisions in the law the re- 
sumption fund could not be invaded to meet deficiencies in the 
revenue. They should be provided for by bonds or certificates of 
indebtedness of small denominations at a low rate of interest, 
which would be readily taken ma the people through national 
banks, subtreasuries, and post-offices. 

There seems to be a ann of the difficulties of main- 
taining the redemption of United States notes. The nominal vol- 
ume of these is $346,681,016. This is the reduced volume from 
the maximum outstanding during the civil war of $450,000,000. 
But this sum of $346,000,000 includes all the notes lost and de- 
stroyed by casualty since the first issue in 1862. The amount thus 
lost has been estimated from twenty to forty million dollars, re- 
ducing the notes outstanding to $320,000,000, orless. The national 
banks in certain large cities are required to keep on hand in law- 
ful money of the United States an amount equal to at least 25 per 
cent of the aggregate amount of their notes in circulation and their 
deposits, and all other ing associations are required at all 
times to have on hand in lawful money of the United States an 
amount equal to at least 15 per cent of the aggregate amount of 
their notes in circulation ah of their deposits. Under this law 
the national banks now hold for the redemption of their notes and 
the security of their deposits the sum of over $93,000,000 in lawful 
money almost exclusively in United States notes, and this money 
can not be withdrawn by any bank without reducing their notes 
in circulation and their deposits from four to six fold the amount 
of their withdrawal. The actual amount of United States notes 
now in circulation among the pecnle can not exceed $227,000,000, 
and this is scattered among 65,000,000 people who cherish this 
money with confidence and faith as the best money they have 
ever had. With a provision in the law that notes redeemed with 
coin shall not be reissued except for coin the value and stability 
of our currency can never be endangered. 

As the term ‘‘lawful money” includes gold coin there is a dispo- 
sition by timid banks to convert their United States notes into coin, 
thus aiding in depleting the redemption reserve. This has been 
done to the extent of forty to fifty million dollars. This ought 
to be prevented by a provision of law that the bank reserve of 
lawful money shall be United States notes or Treasury notes only. 
The banks can redeem their notes with Treasury notes and United 
States notes, because the law expressly makes those notes a legal 
tender for that purpose. It is a bad sign when the banks seek to 
embarrass the Governmentin order to convert their greenbacks into 
gold, and I trust it will be discontinued. It has not gone further 
than the amount I have mentioned, which is about $40,000,000. 

National banks are the creation and instruments of the Govern- 
ment and ought not to be allowed to discredit the money with 
which they can redeem their own notes, nor should the Govern- 
ment itsel? be permitted in any way to weaken the credit and con- 
fidence of the people in their paper money by using it for current 
expenses in excess of current revenues. 

t is a practical fraud for the Government to use these notes 
for such purposes, and it never has been done except during this 
Administration. Every dollar thus taken is an impairment of 
the redemption fund. It is the misapplication of a fund specially 
created by law for another purpose. e effect is to destroy con- 
fidence in the credit and safety of our paper currency. It has led 
to the demand for gold coin for United States notes. I do not 
believe that has been the design of the executive branch of the 
Government, but that has been its effect and should be prevented 
by the immediate action of Congress. The resumption fund is 
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the safeguard of the money of the people, and its use for any 
other purpose is a practical repudiation of the public faith. 

The-President complains that the notes are presented and paid, 
reissued, and paid again and again, making a continuous circuit. 
When did this circuit commence? The only answer is, when this 
Administration, supported by the last Congress, created a defi- 
ciency. Why doesthe circuit continue? Itis because the deficiency 
continues. The Government resorts to the financial policy of Mi- 
cawber. It gives its bondsand thinks the debt paid. But the cir- 
cuit continues. The money received for current revenue is paid to 
cover deficiencies and is returned for gold, and then more bonds. 
The Secretary hopesthat intwo or three years there will be no defi- 
ciency. What is the ground for this hope? It is that a new Ad- 
ministration will provide more revenue, and then the circuit will 
be broken. Why not apply the remedy now? 

If deficiencies occur Congress should immediately supply the 
means to meet them, and Congress, and not the Administration, 
must be the judge of the mode and manner of relief. The inva- 
sion and misapplication of the resumption fund is of infinitely 
greater injury to our people than the imposition of ten times the 
amount of taxation. : 

It is said that the law for their continued reissue is mandatory. 
That is not a fair construction of the law. The plain meaning of 
it is that the redemption of the notes shall not cause their cancel- 
lation. They are placed on the footing of bank notes. What sol- 
vent bank would reissue its notes when there was a run upon it? 
It would hold them until the demand ceased. The Government 
ought to exercise the same prudence. The President is of the 
opinion that the United States notes and Treasury notes should 
be retired and give place to bank notes. This is a question for 
Congress to decide. It is certainly not of that opinion now, nor 
was the last Congress of that opinion. Outside of a few large 
cities where banking facilities are abundant and business is con- 
ducted by checks and commercial paper, there is no desire for the 
retirement of national paper money. Itisnotrightfor the execu- 
tive authorities to discredit this money by using it for current 
deficiencies. It was the use and dispersion of the redemption fund 
that created the circle of which he complains. 

I believe that under existing law the aggregate sum of United 
States notes and Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890, 
amounting to about $460,000,000, can be easily maintained at par 
with coin if the two amendments I have mentioned are adopted 
by Congress. These notes are a legal tender for all debts, public 
or private. They are a debt of the United States without interest 
sail without other material cost to the Government than the inter- 
est on the cost of the coin or bullion held in the Treasury to re- 
deem them. They are preferred by the people to any other form 
of paper money that has been devised. They have all the sanc- 
tions of law and all the security that has been or can be given to 
our bonds. They have the pledge of the public faith that they 
will be redeemed in coin. e substitution of these notes for 
State-bank paper money was one of the greatest benefits that has 
resulted from the civil war. These notes have all the sanction, 
protection, and security that has been or can be given to our na- 
tional-bank notes, with the added benefit that the large saving 
derived from them inures to the people of the United States instead 
of to the bankers. 

Another reason, founded upon belief, is that the national banking 
system could not long endure if the United States notes were 
withdrawn. Iwill not on this occasion discuss this, nor any other 
of the numerous financial questions involved, such as the policy of 
requiring the duties on imports to be paid in gold. Imports are 
purchased with gold, are paid for in gold, and we may require 
gold for duties. The disposition of silver certificates is a much 
more serious problem. ey are in express terms redeemable in 
silver dollars. Ought they not to be redeemed by silver dollars? 
While the silver dollars are maintained at par with gold it would 
seem that there was no injustice in paying the silver dollars for 
silver certificates. Then comes up the question of free coinage of 
silver, which I regard as the most dangerous policy. 

these are vital questions I do not wish to mingle with the 
nace of the President in his last annual mes- 
sage “that authority be given the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds of the United States bearing a lowrate of interest pay- 
able by their terms in gold for the purpose of maintaining a suffi- 
cient gold reserve and also for the redemption and cancellation of 
outstanding United States notes and the Treasury notes issued 
for the purchase of silver under the law of 1890.” He recommends 
the ge of gold interest-bearing bonds for the legal-tender 
notes of the United States, and the substitution of national-bank 
notes as our only currency. He is supported in this by large and 
influential classes of our fellow-citizens, most of them engaged in 
ing or classed as capitalists. Their arguments mainly rest 
upon the difficulties encountered by this Administration in main- 
taining a reserve in coin to redeem United States notes. They 
—— that during a period of fourteen years when the revenues 
of the Government exceeded expenditures and when the public 





debt was being reduced with unexampled rapidity there was no 
difficulty in maintaining our notes at par with coin. There is 
scarcely a doubt but that in all conditions of trade or finance, ex- 
cept the contingency of war, the whole mass of United States 
notes and Treasury notes now in circulation can be maintained 
at par with coin if it is supported by a reserve of gold coin or bul- 
lion or silver bullion at market value in due proportions equal to 
one-third or one-fourth of the amount of such notes. 

Acareful study of the systems of banking, currency, and coinage 
adopted by the principal nations of Europe convinces me that our 
system, when cured of a few defects developed by time, founded 
upon the bimetallic coinage of gold and silver maintained at par 
with each other, with free national banks established in every city 
and town of importance in the United States, issuing their notes 
secured beyond doubt by United States bonds or some equivalent 
security, redeemable on demand in United States notes, and the 
issue of an amount of United States notes and Treasury notes 
equal to the amount now outstanding, with provision for a ratable 
increase with the increase of population, always redeemable in 
coin and supported by an ample reserve of coin in the Treasury, not 
to be invaded by deficiencies of revenue, and separated by the sub- 
treasury system from all connection with the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the Government—such a system would make our money 
current in commercial circles in every land and clime, better than 
the best that now exists in Europe, better than that of Great Brit- 
ain, which now holds the purse string of the world. 

It is not given to man to foresee with certainty the future; but 
if we may judge the future by the past, the growth and progress 
of our country will continue, the diversity and extent of our indus- 
tries will expand, the vast plains of our broad territory will be 
teeming with population. The rapid growth of our cities, unex- 
ampled in the history of mankind, willcontinue. A century spans 
the life of this Republic; what will the next century do? I have 
seen great changes in my life, but those who come after us will 
see greater changes still. I may on some proper occasion here- 
after give the reasons for my faith in our present financial system. 
All I ask now is that you will not disturb it with your deficien- 
cies, you will not rob it of its safeguards, you will not return to 
the days of wildcat money, you will not lessen the savings of 
prudent labor or the accumulations of the rich. Time makes all 
things even. Let us give to the executive authorities ample means 
to meet the appropriations you have made, but let us strengthen 
rather than weaken our monetary system, which lies at the foun- 
dation of our prosperity and progress. 

Mr, BUTLER. Mr. President, tt:s morning I introduced a bill 
and asked unanimous consent for its present consideration. At 
the requestof the Senator from New York [Mr. Hui], I allowed 
it to pass over until after the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
had addressed the Senate upon the financial question. 

The burden of the speech of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], to which the Senate has listened with so much attention, is 
to charge the responsibility for the present bad financial condition 
of this country upon the Democratic party. Of course there will 
be replies to this charge. The People’s Party would like to reply; 
the Democratic party would like to reply; but if we go into a dis- 
cussion of this question of responsibility now we may prolong the 
discussion, and while it is prolonged the President may issue more 
bonds without the consent of Congress. The people are not inter- 
ested now so much about who is responsible for tlie wrongs already 
committed as they are interested in stopping the fresh wrong that 
the Presidentis now about to commit. This is no time to be play- 
ing politics—to be sparring for party advantage. It is the time to 
act. If weare opposed to this issue of bonds that the President is 
about to make, let us be honest and say so. 

The Democratic Senators should at this hour put patriotism 
above party instead of wasting time in replying to the Senator 
from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN] as to who is responsible for the country 
being bankrupt. They shouldrise tothe duty of the hour and pass 
this bill which I have offered calling upon the President of the 
United States and his Secretary of the Treasury not to issue more 
bonds without the consent of Congress. Every Senator should 
vote for this resolution; we can pass it in an hour, and we ought 
to do it. 

I say we can not afford to discuss other questions here for party 
advantage when we see in the morning papers that the President 
is about to issue $200,000.000 of interest-bearing bonds. We are 
informed that he will wait a day or two to hear from Congress. 
Let us not keep him waiting, Let us give him our opinion, and 
do it unanimously. Let us tell him not to issue any more bonds 
without the consent of Congress. Let us call upon him not to 
bankrupt this country with debt. Let us repeal the Republican 
law under which this Democratic President is about to commit 
another great wrong upon the people. Let us call upon him to 

— the credit of this country by not plunging it deeper in 
ebt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hriu in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to 
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lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which 
will be stated. 

TheSecretTary. A bill (8. 236) to provide for proper disposi- 
tion of remains of deceased members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives who die at the capital during the sessions of 
Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid 
aside temporarily. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to talk about funerals to-day. I 
am trying to prevent a funeral. Iam trying to keep the liberty 
and prosperity of the people from being murdered. If this policy 
of contracting the currency and piling up debt in times of 
is not sto , we will all soon be forced to attend the funeral of 
our republican form of government. If Con 8 will pass this 
bill (to prohibit the further issue of bonds without the consent 
of Congress) then the President will be forced to refer this whole 
matter to Congress. 

Mr. President, there are two things which it is highly impor- 
tant for this Congress to consider now, and which in my judgment 
are more important than the questions raised by the Senator from 
Ohio or any other questions at this time: First, shall there be 
more interest-bearing bonds issued? Second, if they are to be 
issued, how, in what manner, and at what price? Congress is the 
sole power that should decide these questions. The Constitution 
delegated this power solely to Congress, and we have no right or 
power, in my opinion, to delegate it to another branch of the Gov- 
ernment, In — opinion Congress has not done so; but the Pres- 
ident claims that he has the power under an old law, the resump- 
tion act of 1875. Therefore if this bill is not passed the President 
will use his own judgment and go into this big transaction with- 
out the advice or consent of Con Iam not willing to trust 
poe oe oro of the President. is bad judgment in the last bond 
deal cost the people of this country $16,000,000, and besides 
brought shame and disgrace upon this country. 

The bill which I have introduced covers the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from West Pa. ELKINs] requiring that 
the bonds, if sold at all, shall be sold at public sale after having 
been duly advertised. That is proper; but it does not go far 
enough. This whole matter should be in the hands of Congress. 
This is the effect of the bill which I offer. - I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of interest-bearing bonds 
without the consent of Congress. 


pistes, for any papas whatever, without farther suthority of Congress is 
, for an uu Ww er, 0) 
hereby prohibited. ee 

Mr. BUTLER. This bill is perfectly plain and simple. ae 
body understands what it means. It needs no discussion. It 
should be at once, and every Senator should vote for it. 

It is perfectly clear from the wording of the bill that it makes 
no difference what a man’s opinion may be about where the re- 
sponsibility lies for the issuance of bon If they are necessary, 
he can not oppose this bill. It makes no difference whether aman 
is in favor of bonds or opposed to bonds, he can not oppose this 
bill. The bill is pees drawn so as not to raise a discussion of 
those questions to-day. It is important for this bill to pass at 
once. How can any Senator object to it? Itsimply provides that 
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury 1 get the ad- 
vice and consent of Congress before issuing any more bonds. If 
there is any necessity to issue bonds, can not Congress trust itself 
to act? Do Senators think that Congress is not as patriotic as the 
President? Is not the credit of the country as safe in the hands of 
Congress as in the hands of the President? If it is not the right 
and duty of Congress to decide when a bond issue is necessary, 
then Congress had better a ail of its power to the President 
and go home and let Cleveland make all the other laws. If Con- 

sits still and allows the President to issue these bonds, then 

ngress is just as responsible for the wrong as the President him- 

self. This is a dangerous power which Congress has permitted 
the Executive to exercise, 

The distinguished senior Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] 
said _ year on the floor of the Senate—I quote from memory— 
that so long as the present law, the resumption act of 1875, re- 
mained on the statute books the President and the Secretary of 
the Treasury could, in his opinion, continue to issue bonds *‘ so 
long as water runs down hill, so long as time lasts, unless Con- 

should prohibit them from doingso.” That is his interpreta- 

on of the law. And it is on this interpretation of the act of 
1875 that the President is about to issue more bonds. If this in- 
terpretation of the law is correct—which I deny—then the law 
should be repealed at once. If the President has the power, to is- 
sue bonds without limit, then it is the most rous power that 
was ever given to any one man. It gives him the power to mort- 
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gage the whole country to foreign eee without asking the 
consent of the ple or of Congress. Shall Congress intrust such 
tremendous and dangerous power in the hands of any one man? 
Nearly every Senator on this floor has criticised the President's 
course in the last bond deal. I hope that no one would approve 
— a shameful transaction, except those who made money out 
of it. 

The new bond deal that the President is about to make is as 
great a swindle as the former one. Will Congress sit still and seo 
this country mortgaged to death and besides see millions of the 
people’s money filched into private pockets? It is our duty to stop 
this scandalous wrong, and to stop it now. 

Let us this bill, and then the whole question of issuing 
bonds will come up before Congress, where it belongs. Then, if 
Con finds that there is a necessity to issue bonds (which I do 
not believe), it cam provide regulations, limitations, and conditions 
like those proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKIns] in his resolution, or such others as may be necessary to 
“wipe scandal and save the ya money. Certainly there can 

no objection to this. Under the rule of the Senate this bill can 
not be voted on to-day without unanimous consent. Our duty in 
this matter is so plain that there is no need of discussion. Mr. 
President, I ask for a vote on this bill now, and I hope that there 
will be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
now in the chair objects to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few remarks in 
reply to some statements made by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] while he was on the floor a few moments ago. 

I confess that I was much surprised to hear the Senator from 
Ohio state that the present embarrassed condition of the Treasury 
was due to the tariff law passed = the Fifty-third Congress, and 
which went into effect on the 28th day of August, 1894. Let us 
a to the facts and see whether it is the Fifty-third or tho 

-first Con, which is responsible. The Fifty-first was a 
Republican and the Fifty-third a Democratic Congress. I meet 
his charge with a countercharge that the guilt attaches to tho 
skirts of the Fifty-first Congress, and the Senator from Ohio has as 
large a share of that responsibility as any citizen of the United 
States. He was a member, and a very influential member, of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate then, as he is now. 

When the Democratic Administration went out of power on 
the 4th day of March, 1889, it turned over to the Republican Ad- 
ministration the following funds: 


RCE a a a at $64, 502, 445.02 
Net Calineo i a re ee amc tine <.. 165, 846, 471.10 


eg 280, 848, 916. 12 


In addition to this it turned over to the Republican Adminis- 
tration $100,000,000 of gold belonging to the so-called reserve 
fund.~ In addition to this there was a fund held in trust for the 
redemption of national-bank notes. This last fund, amounting 
to $54,207,975.75, was covered into the Treasury during the ai- 
ministration of President Harrison. On the ist day of March, 1%‘):, 
the available funds in the Treasury, exclusive of the $100,000,000 
gold reserve, was— 





ee est devincwebiae $38, 365, 832. 90 
Net balance in the Treasury -..............-....- 24, 084, 742. 28 
ee id dtnddaneunvddinnctedsosnss 62, 450, 575. 18 


The remainder of that large sum had emmneares by the Ist of 
March, 1893. On that day the receipts for the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1, 1892, amounted to $259,430,096, and the expendi- 
tures to ,620,556, showing a deficit of $190,460. That deficit 
did not result from the Fifty-third Congress. It was not then in 
being. The Wilson tariff was not then in existence. This was 
the legitimate product of the McKinley law, which went into 
—: a ggg 2 1890, b reba vee i eee —s ry em = ? a 
gust, 5 very or a Senator so nguished an 
so well informed as the Senator from Ohio to rise in his place 
here and condemn the Wilson tariff for reducing the revenues so 
as to produce a deficit when he knows and every Senator knows 
that the falling of the revenues occurred under the McKinley 
law, and that law was enacted with the deliberate intention to 
reduce the revenues. 

When I say that it was the deliberate intention of the support- 
ers of that measure to get rid of the enormous revenues turned 
over to them in March, 1893, and reduce the peas revennes, I 
speak by thecard. I willread from thereportof the distinguished 
author of the McKinley Act, one of the boldest of the rotectionist 
leaders, and a gentleman who never shunned responsibility for the 

ust results of his political actions. If he is to be the standard 
r of his party in the coming contest, I am sure he will stand 
upon the doctrine that it is the duty of Congress to prohibit impor- 
tations in order to give increased prices to domestic producers. 
When he presented his bill to Congress it was not entitled ‘‘An act 











1896. 





to raise revenue,” but ‘‘An act to reduce revenue.” Our bill was 
an actto reducetaxation. His object was to raise taxes and reduce 
revenues by prohibiting the importation of the articles from which 
the revenues were to be raised. 

That was then and is now the policy of the Republican party. 
There are two ways of raising revenues from imports—one by 
high and the other by low rates of duty. A 50 pe cent duty on 
$100,000,000 of imports will bring $50,000,000 of revenue, and 25 
per cent duty on $200,000,000 of imports will bring the same reve- 
nue tothe Treasury. The first is the Republican, the last the 
Democratic contention. The Republican policy is to exclude im- 

rtations as far as it can be done and yet obtain enough revenues 

or Government expenditures. In their eagerness to restrict in 
1890 they overshot the mark, embarrassed the Treasury, and now 
charge the results to us. Our dutiable imports for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1890, three months before the passage of the 
McKinley law, amounted to $507,571,764, and brought revenue to 
the Government amounting to $229,668 584. : 

On the 30th of June, 1894, two months before the Wilson tariff 
law went into effect, our dutiable imports amounted to $257,645,- 
708, bringing revenue to the Government amounting to $131,818,- 
530. The dutiable imports had fallen off $249,926,061, and the 


revenues $97,850,054. And all this was before the Wilson tariff | 


bill was born, and yet, in the face of these official returns, the Demo- 
eratic tariff bill is charged with the guilt that attaches to this 
“humiliating” spectacle. In 1889, when Mr. Cleveland turned 
over the administration to Mr. Harrison, the revenues exceeded 
expenditures by $87,761,080. On June 30, 1893, the excess was only 
$2,341,674, and the Republican arithmetic charges the loss to the 
Cleveland Administration and the Wilson tariff. The next year, 
still under the McKinley tariff, the expenditures exceeded the 
revenues by $69,803,260. And the country is told that this is all 
due to the Wilson tariff and the Cleveland Administration. On 
the 80th of June, 1895, with ten months of the Wilson law, the 
excess of expenditures over receipts was $42,805,223. ; 
The revenues under the Wilson bill had reduced the deficit 
$26,998,037. And if the Supreme Court had not declared uncon- 
stitutional the provisions of the Wilson law which imposed the 
tax on income fan would have been no deficit at the end of that 
year, and a large surplus at the end of the fiscal year 1896. The 
revenues derived from customs the first year of the Wilson law 
exceeded the revenues derived from customs under the McKinley 
law the year preceding by $20,340,087, and with these figures 
standing in the official reports of the Government, known to all, 
the Wilson bill is arraigned and accused of producing a deficit in 


the National Treasury. This ‘‘ humiliating” spectacle, to use the | 


adjective of the Senator from Ohio, was the product not of the 
Wilson but of the McKinley law. In the report of Mr. McKinley, 
when he presented his bill to the House, he says: 


The exact effect upon the revenues of the Government of the proposed 
bill is difficult of ascertainment. That there will be a substantial reduction, 
as we shall show, admits of nodoubt. It is not believed that the increase of 
duties upon wools and woolen goods and upon glassware will have the effect 
of increasing the revenues. That would, of course, follow if the importations 
of the last fiscal year were hereafter to be maintained, which, however, is al- 
Coane improbable. The result will be that importations will be decreased, 
and therefore the amount of revenue collected from these sources will be 
diminished. In every case of increased duty, except that imposed upon tin 
ee which does not go into effect until July 1, 1891) and upon linen fabrics, 

he effect will be to reduce, rather than enlarge, the revenues, because im- 
portations will fall off. It was the aim of the committee to fix the duties 
—- that class of manufactured goods and farm products which can be sup- 
plied at home, so as to discourage the use of like foreign goods and products 
and secure to our own people and our own producers the home market, be- 
lieving that competition among ourselves will secure reasonable prices to 
consumers in the future, as it has invariably done in the past. 


Here was the policy of restriction of importation and reduction 
of revenues boldly proclaimed by the author of the tariff act of 
October 1, 1890. e@ purpose declared was to raise prices to con- 
sumers, not revenue to the Treasury. The law executed its pur- 
pose effectually, cut off importation, cut down revenues, raised 
prices, lowered w: ,andsent distress throughout all the branches 
of our national industry. We told them in the Senate and House 
that they would raise prices, but not revenue. And now when 
the Treasury has been emptied of more than two hundred millions 
of surplus money and a deficit in receipts is presented, we are 
held up to the public as responsible for the miserable condition 
of our finances. There was not a Democratic Senator or a Dem- 
ocratic Representative who did not vote et the passage of 
the law that produced these pernicious results. 

In the Fiftieth Congress when a Democratic House sent to the 
Senate a bill “to reduce taxation,” the Senate, then with a Re- 
= majority, adopted a substitute increasing taxation for 

@ purpose of reducing revenue. The Finance Committee then 
said that it was necessary “ to reduce the national revenues, which 
are now excessive”; ‘‘that no valid reason could be given why we 
should, under existing circumstances, continue to collect annu- 
ally a sum approximating $60,000,000 in excess of the amount re- 
apr to inister the Government economically and to k 

pledges of public faith.” They said that reducing rates woala 
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get more money; that the acts of July 14, 1870, May 1 and June 6, 
1872, were acts reducing rates. It was estimated, they said, that 
the reduction of revenues would exceed $57,000,000, but they in- 
creased the revenues more than $8,000,000. It was not increase 
but decrease of revenue they wanted, and when they got the 
power, as they did in 1890, they reduced the revenues, convulsed 
the business of the country, bankrupted the Treasury, and now 
say to the country that Democrats did it. 

I have shown from the official reports of the Government that 
a Democratic Administration inherited this ‘‘ humiliating” con- 
dition from its Republican predecessor. I will now show that a 
Cabinet officer admitted it to the Senate and House before the 
Democratic Administration came into power. In February, 1893, 
Secretary Foster was flitting between the Senate and House ask- 
ing Congress to come to his relief. The McKinley bill had filled 
the pockets of manufacturers, but it had emptied the vaults of 
the Treasury. He was begging for authority to sell bonds to raise 
revenues to supply the deficiency made by the McKinley law. The 
Senator from Ohio came to his relief and had an amendment au- 
thorizing him to sell bonds put into an appropriation bill. This 
was nearly two years before the Wilson law. Mr. Foster went 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House with his 
grievance, and appealed to them for assistance. When before 
that committee Mr. TURNER of Georgia asked him this question: 

Taking into considereation all these conditions which you anticipate, what, 
in your judgment, would be a fair conjecture of the condition of the Treas- 
ury at the end of the next fiscal year? 

Secretary Foster. I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit. 

When asked by Mr. TurNeER of Georgia for an approximate es- 
timate he replied: 

I will only say this, that if I was to have the management of the Treasury 
I should insist upon an increase of revenue to the extent of $50,000,000 

Here was an anticipated deficit of the next year of fifty millions, 
Who did it? Certainly not the Wilson Act. It was not the Fifty- 
third Congress, not yet in existence, but the Fifty-first Congress 
that passed the McKinley Act. The Secretary was then appealing 
for authority to sell bonds to raise revenues to meet the current 
expenditures of the Government. It was then too late to wait for 
Congress to increase revenues by decreasing taxes. Money must 
be bo henrtorwed. The authority to sell bonds was placed in the 
appropriation bill, and the Secretary sent the following letter to 
the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 
Sir: You are see authorized and directed to prepare designs for the3 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 


pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s 
sae a of the coupon bonds, and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered 
nds. 
_ This authority is given in advance of the enactment in view of pressing con- 
tingencies, and you are directed tohasten the preparation of the designs and 
plates inevery possible manner. 


I inclose a memorandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 
body of the bond. 


Respectfully, yours, CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 

The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Inclosed in the letter were the following words to be printed on 
the face of the bonds: 

WASHINGTON, April 1, 1893. 

This bond isissued in accordance with the provisions of section — of an act 
entitled “An act making eee for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United States 
after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1898, in coin of the standard value of the United 
States on said March 3, 1895, with interest in such coin from the day of the date 
hereof at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semiannually on the Ist 
-" of October and April in each year. 

he principal and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxcs or 
dutiesof the United States, as wellas from taxation in any form by or under 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

The Secretary was in trouble; the Treasury had taken an over- 
dose of McKinleyism. He urged his engraver and printer ‘‘to has- 
ten.” There were ‘‘ pressing contingencies.” Who made these 
‘* pressing contingencies”? Who had emptied the Treasury? The 
McKinley law, that public indignation swept from the statute 
books in 1894 and which a Republican Congress is now trying to 
reenact. The Senator from Ohio disowns the petted child of his 
party and charges the tariff law of 1894 with all the ills of the 
three years preceding. There was no Wilson law in February, 
1893, when he was crying to Congress: 

Help me, Cassius, or I sink! 

The authority to sell bonds asked for by the Secretary was re- 
fused by the House, and in afew days Mr. Foster turned over the 
Treasury and the deficit to Mr. Carlisle to deal with as best he 
could. The receipts for the four months preceding the Ist day of 
March, 1893, he says in his report, were $4,094,021.38 less than the 
expenditures. This was the condition that confronted him on en- 
tering upon his trust. The deficiency estimated by Secretary Fos- 
ter at $50,000,000 for 1894 turned out to be $69,803,260.58. In 1895, 
with ten months of the Wilson law, the deficit went down to 
$42,805,223.18. The revenues are now increasing under the Wil- 
son law. The revenues from customs already exceed $83,000,000 
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for the first six months of this fiscal year, and are estimated at 
$172,000,000 by June 30. The deficit will be reduced by that time 
to $17,000,000, and by June 30, 1897, it will be converted intoa 
surplus. 

hese are the plain facts, and in spite of them the Senator from 
Ohio, the Nestor of the Republican party, deliberately arraigns a 
Democratic Administration for bankrupting the Treasury. This 
isa strange a After the mocratic people in the 
Senate and House, in the press, on the stump, and everywhere pre- 
dicted this result and did everything in their power to prevent it, 
they are now solemnly c ed with having produced it! I was 
a member of the House of Representatives when the McKinley 
bill passed that body over the protest and vote of every Democrat 
in it. In opposing its passage I said then: 

I want you to meet the people whom you have “ not hesitated ” totax from 
1 to 200 per cent on the necessaries of life. We will content ourselves by giv- 
ing our votes against it, and when you leave this House and Senate with this 
enormous load of guilt upon your heads and appear before the great tribunal 
for trial may “the Lord have mercy on your souls.” 

I thought I could see that keeping out imports would increase 
taxation, increase prices of manufactures, reduce w: and Gov- 
ernment revenues. i thought I could see in the near future a day 
of reckoning, and it came. When I saws , that was bringing 
to the Treasury more than fifty millions of revenue, put on the 
free list, and the Treasury — with bounties for sugar pro- 
duction amounting to many millions, I felt sure the collapse would 
come. It did come, and when the people e their words of 
condemnation they did not speak with bated th. 

Now, Mr. President, when the Treasury is working out of the 
disaster in which it was placed by the McKinley law, when our 
revenues are increasing, it is being proposed to reenact into law 
the same duties and produce the from which we 
are emerging by the aid of s er rates and larger revenues. 

It is astonishing to me to see Republican leaders now proposing 
an ‘‘emergency” bill in order to help the Treasury to obtain more 
money by the same means they employed in 1890 to prevent the 
Treasury from getting so much money. In 1890 they said there 
is too much revenue. We will raise duties, prohibit importation, 
and reduce revenues. Now they say there is not enough revenue. 
We must replenish the Treasury. How? By the same means we 
used in 1890 to reduce the revenues. 

The Secretary does not ask for more revenues. The President 
does not recommend increase of revenues. Republican states- 
men in both Houses were grievously disappointed when the mes- 
sage of the Executive omitted mention of it. The m e was 
criticised all round because the President did not invite them to 
send him a McKinley tariff. So they had to get up an ‘emer- 
gency ” bill, when there was no emergency. They arer ting the 
role of 1890, Every well-informed Senator and Member of the 
House knows that duties ranging from 50 to 150 per cent are not 
revenue duties. One of the most distinguished Secretaries of the 
Treasury we ever had held that a majority of articles were at the 
revenue point at 20 per cent; under the present tariff, duties on 
woolen goods are above the revenue point. Many of them are 
over 50 per cent. Yet it is proposed as an emergency measure to 
put a duty on wool and a compensatory duty on woolen goods to 
restrict their importation and get more money. 

I hope this bill will not pass. I do not believe it can pass with- 
out the support of our Populist friends, and I do not believe it can 
obtain their support. But if it does , and the people shall be 
again plunged into the horrors entailed on them by the McKinle 
law, I suppose our Republican friends will say ‘‘the Wilson bill 
did it.” y will not enter upon the discussion of the different rates 
and phases of the newtariff bill. Iwill wait till the ‘‘ emergency” 
comes out of the committee and enters the arena of discussion. 
I may then have something to say of the new idea of increasing 
revenues by prohibiting imports. 

SALE OF BONDS. 


Mr, ELKINS. Mr. President, I wish to call up the resolution 
I introduced on Tuesday last. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from West Virginia t me 
to ask what has become of the resolution of the Senator Ohio? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has gone to the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that that resolution may lie on the table, in 
order that it may be called up again when the Senate reassembles, 
as I desire to speak u the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. What was the suggestion of the Senator from 


West wen 

Mr. E 8S. I wish to call up the resolution I introduced on 
nM BAULEN —— 

r. ER. I understand that my coll to 

call up the resolution for the purpose of subsnitting some remarks. 

Mr. ELKINS. And to try to pass it, if I can. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I shall not object to the resolution being 
taken up for the p of remarks, but I would object to its be- 
ing called up for action, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the junior Senator from 
West Virginia accept the suggestion of his colleague? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir; I will call it up for remarks just 
now—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And not for passage? 

Mr. ELKINS. Hoping to pass it later on. I ask that the reso- 
lution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from West Virginia, which will now 
be taken up only for the purpose of some remarks, The resolution 
will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ELkins 
December 31, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of tho 
United States shall be sold at private sale or under private contract. And in 
case of any sale of bonds under existing laws, the same shall be made only after 


due advertisement of such sale and proposals invited, and then only to the 
highest bidder. 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, inasmuch as there seems to be 
some misapprehension or some misunderstanding in the minds of 
Senators as to the import of this resolution, I will try to explain 
it. Itdoes not raise any question as to the policy of selling bonds. 
It does not question the action of the President of the United 
States in proposing to sell bonds. The simple question raised by 
the resolution is one as to the plan or method of selling bonds 
and as to what is best for the Government under the circum- 
stances. 

It ap from the newspapers that the President is about to 
conclude a contract at private sale for the disposal of $100,000,000 
of 4 per cent bonds of the United States. My contention is that a 
sale of Government bonds under a private contract will not result 
as beneficially to the Government as if they should be sold after 
due notice and advertisement to the highest bidder. In other 
words, I think it best and to the interest of the Government that 
the bonds be sold directly to the people rather than at private sale. 


LAW AND POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT IN SELLING PUBLIC PROPERTY. 


We have on the statute books of the United States a law in re- 
gard to the disposition of public property in charge of officers of 
the Government. It has been the policy of the Government uni- 
formly that in the sale of public property notice should first be 
given of the time and place as well as the conditions of sale, and 
that it should be to the highest bidder. The House bill which is 
now pending before the Finance Committee meets this question 

intedly, and provides that in any sale of bonds it shall be done 

y advertisement. 

Here we have the expression of the House of Representatives by 
a large majority on this subject. If a public officer of the Gov- 
ernment, a quartermaster or —. other officer in charge of public 
property, can not sell even one hundred or one thousand dollars’ 
worth of property without giving notice of the saleand inviting pro- 
posals, 6r if an officer can not buy without first giving notice and 
asking bids, why is it or how is it that the President of the United 
States and the ieavetary of the Treasury should be hedged around 
by some privilege lifting them out of this policy or general rule? 
Surely if an officer of the United States can not sell a small amount 
of property without public advertisement and due notice, why 
should the President of the United States and the Secretary of the 
Treasury be permitted to sell $100,000,000 of public property with- 
out giving notice of the time and place of the sale and inviting bids 
from the people? 

This, sir, is the question raised by the resolution. I contend 
that the uniform policy of the Government of the United States 
and the law as well in regard to subordinate officers should be 
carried out in case of a = of bonds. In all matters of public 
concern officers of the Government from the President down 
should take the people into account and take them into their 
confidence, ially in a transaction as large as one involving 
$100,000,000. 

WAR LOANS. 

Now, Mr. President, we are not without precedent in the mat- 
ter of floating Government bonds. We can go back to the period 
during and following the war for precedents. Nearly all the 

t loans of the Government in the time of its peril were popu- 

loans. The great war loans were generally floated on a com- 

mission to bankers, and in most cases these commissions did not 
exceed 1} cent. ; : 

It is said the tatal amount of commissions paid for floating the 
war loans, ting more than two thousand five hundred mil- 
li was about $5,500,000, while the profits to the syndicate that 
Pp the sixty-two millions of bonds in February, 1895, under 

vate contract with the Secre of the Treasury, is estimated 
be greater than this vastsum. Of the 5-20 loan of 1862 five hun- 
dred and fourteen millions was placed with the people, and the 
t 7-80 loan of 1864-65, oe $829,992,500, was a popular 

As I understand, the cost to Government in the way of 
of floating these two great loans with the people, 

amounting to more than one thousand three hundred millions, 











was about one-half of the estimated profits made by the syndicate 
on the purchase of the sixty-two millions they bought in February 
under private contract. ; 

These loans were first advertised. They were floated on the 
basis of a commission, and not by selling outright to a syndicate 
under private contract. If the Government, when it was in peril, 
could make popular loans on the basis of 1} = cent commission 
why can we not do the same now in a time of profound peace? 

The commissions paid for floating the great war loans were in 
most cases about 14 per cent, and in those times I remember very 
well that this was considered a fair commission. I insist now that 
$1,000,000 would have been ample commission for selling the $62,- 
000,000 of bonds of the Government that were sold at the last 

le. 

SON ow, Mr. President, I am not here to say how much the syndi- 
cate made under the private contract entered into last February. 
The trouble is we do not know the facts, and that is one of the 
objectionstosucha contract. The people should knowall the facts. 
We only have the rumors and what is said in the newspapers. We 
have estimates. Wecan figure if the syndicate got these bonds 
at 1044 and sold them at 117—it is simply a matter of arithmetic 
to determine what the profit was. Llonly give the result of figuring 
on this subject. According to the estimates, it took more money 
to float the last loan of $62,000,000 of bonds than it took to float 
all of-the great war loans combined. Are Senators prepared to 
sit here and not protest? Weare a part of this Government as 
well as the President, and if we do not protest, if we do not indi- 
cate that we have some ideas as to the method of selling our bonds, 
he can readily turn to the country and say, ‘‘Congress was in 
session, and nothing was said—no objection was made.” 


LAST BOND SALE UNDER PRIVATE CONTRACT NOT FAVORABLE TO THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

But, Mr. President, we are not without experience altogether in 
this matter. We have had under the various Secretaries of the 
Treasury salesof bondsfrom time to time; and I think I can assert, 
without fear of contradiction, that generally they have been made 
to the people after due advertisement and notice. I remember 
when the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. ens was 
Secretary of the Treasury and had occasion to float some loans 
that he insisted and contended that for thirty days the people 
should have the right to subscribe before a syndicate could take 
the bonds even on a commission. 

If the re the Treasury and the President of the United 
States are to be believed as to the condition of the Treasury, the 
Government is not in a position to lose $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 
by selling bonds under private contract toasyndicate. The Gov- 
ernment needs this money if it is in a state of bankruptcy, as 
charged. No transaction in the history of the Government in- 
vited such adverse criticisms and comments all over the country 
as the bond transaction in February, 1895. Americans were hu- 
miliated to see a syndicate virtually take ssion of and enter 
into a contract to manage the finances of the Government for six 
months. The best opinion of people on this subject was that this 
Government should have made the profit that the syndicate made; 
and I hold now that the people would have bought bonds from 
the Government just as readily as they did from the syndicate, 
only the opportunity was not offered them. 

Iam told—I do not know how true it is—that this contemplated 
loan of $100,000,000 has been already oversubscribed in New 
York, and the syndicate is even now counting on 10 per cent profit 
that it will make off the Government. Are we as American Sen- 
ators to sit here silently and not protest against a transaction of 
this kind? 

It is said in the New York Tribune of Janu 1, which I will 
read from, that one banker coming from New York to Washing- 
ton and returning with the privilege to float this loan charged 
$1,000,000 for ing the contract, besides the profit that he and 
his coll es in the syndicate will make, which will be about $10,- 
000,000. ‘These vast sums are beyond the comprehension of the 

lain people of the United States. Where are we drifting if a 

w men, under a private contract with the President, can make 
millions and tens of millions in a few days? And it is easy to be 
made if the great Government of the United States, the richest 
in > world, stands behind them with its wealth and enormous 


On this subject of the profits of the syndicate, I do not want to 
insist on my own judgment in the premises, but I want to read 
from the New York World, the leading Democratic paper in the 
United States. It gives every item of profit and every item of ex- 
pense, and it figures out that on the transaction that was made 
and concluded in February there was $8,000,000 profit, and on the 

that is now under consideration, the sale of $100,000,- 
000, there will be $12,000,000 profit. The total will be $21,168,757. 
The World also in its issue of to-day offers to take $1,000,000 of the 
new loan at, I think, 117; and we all know Mr. Pulitzer, its able 
editor and owner, is amply able to make good any offer he makes. 
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[From the New York World of January 1, 1895.) 
MORGAN ET AL.'S PROFITS FOR 189. 


If this new loan is negotiated the account of J. Pierpont Morgan and his 
associated gold brokers with the Government of the United States will show 
the following handsome book profits for the year 1895: 


HOW THE ACCOUNTS STAND—FIRST TRANSACTION—LOAN OF FEBRUARY 18 
LAST. 

Face of loan......-. Se eeanaa an ok dienddddcticde en alcioass educate macacediond $62, 315, 000 

Morgan-Belmont paid 104.49 as premium -.--.......................... 2, T97, 943 

United States got., e-eee «= 65, 12, HB 


- wom 
69, 948, 587 


Morgan-Belmont got from bankers’ syndicate, at 112} . a 





Morgan-Belmont syndicate's first profit sale Beatie ite 4, 835.644 
Bankers’ syndicate got from public, at 118. _..... 22-2... =| 78 1, 700 
Bankers’ syndicate’s second profit --...-.......--..- ‘ ae 3, 583, 113 
United States lost by transaction and the bond syndicate made 
an apparent clear profit of ..........................-.... iaetade 8, 418, 757 
SECOND TRANSACTION (PROPOSED)—DECEMBER 31. 
Face of loan (with $100,000,000 more in prospect) ............--.... 100,000,000 
Morgan, as syndicate manager, pays about 104} premium. --.-.---- 4,750, 000 
pe | Ul eee eee biahadlasiiiaicsnincd’ > Saag Oy Oe 
Morgan syndicate will get from publica premium of 117} (yester- 
og tL a 
Morgan and other bankers’ profit . ..... .... -..... ....c0.ccces- cescee 12, 750, 000 
Morgan and other bankers’ profit in February ..............-..... 8, 418, 757 
Total for 1895 if new contract is accepted _................... 21, 168, 757 


I know it will be said this is newspaper talk; but will any Sena- 
tordenyit? Theallegationis made. Howis anyone going todeny 
it any more than I can prove it? The trouble is, as I said before, 
this comes from the vicious system of allowing even so great a 
man,and so great an officer as the President of the United States, 
to make a private contract to float a great loan. I hold that it 
would be far better not to sell Government bonds to a syndicate 
under a private contract, even if the Government should not 
make as much as is would realize under advertisement at public 
sale. The people would then have the satisfaction of knowing 
just what we are doing, and how the business of the Government 
is being conducted. 

Can any Senator or any citizen tell anything about these enor- 
mousprofits? The peopleshould betaken into the confidence of the 
Executive. Public servants have no right to conclude such great 
transactions without letting the people know all of the facts. It 
seems to me that it would have been wiser and safer for the Presi- 
dent to have said, as Congress was in session, ‘‘ WhbelievIlie e 
there is a great emergency, a great crisis, approaching us, I am 
here only as the Executive. I send to the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States, for their approval at least, 
or for such action as they may think proper, this private contract 
that is about to be made and entered into with the bankers for 
the disposal of $62,000,000 of bonds.” 

This contract should never have been made when Congress was 
in session except with its approval. The President should have 
given all the facts and asked the representatives of the people to 
divide with him this great responsibility. In a Republic there 
should be nothing secret, nothing hidden from the people by 
their public servants. 

Now, Mr. President, I mean no reflection upon the Executive, 
nor upon his able Secretary of the Treasury. I mean no harsh 
criticism. Irespect both of these great officers and have the fullest 
confidence in the purity of their motives. Istand here asa Senator 
and a business man interested in this Government simply to say 
that the method they propose, in my judgment, is not the best one 
and not in the best interests of the Government of the United 
States. Nor have I any reflection to make against the syndicate. 
It is composed of great and powerful men, great bankers, men 
of the highest integrity, character, and responsibility, known 
throughout the world. They are business men and will make 
money in an honorable way whenever an opportunity is offered. 

Mr. President, to show you how strong the credit of the Gov- 


ernment is and how eagerly thisloan is sought for, Iread from the | 


New York Advertiser: 
It issaid that the price to be paid for the bonds will net the Government 
about 3} per cent. 
« * *~ * * * 


The all-important point about the new deal is that the syndicate does not 
guarantee to maintain the Treasury gold reserve as it did in the other agree- 
ment. This was the cardinal feature of the previous loan. 


* 7 x ow & © ” 

So eager were the banks and other larger financial institutions to get an 
allotment that before 3 o’clock, if report is to be believed, the first $100,000,000 
was more than subscribed. 

Another paper says the bonds were subscribed for three times 
over. 

The same bonds sold day before yesterday at 1174. Complaints 
have been made by the bankers from Boston, from Philadelphia, 
and from all the great cities that they did not have a chance to take 
part of the bonds. How is it that only a few bankers have this 
right and privilege? Now, if the banks will subscribe to take 
these bonds from a syndicate, why will they not take them from 
the Government? It may be said that time is necessary, that we 
must have this money to-morrow, or next day, or the next day, 
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Why did not the Executive and Secretary of the Treasury ad- 
Serie this loan thirty days in advance? Why wait until this 
moment and then make a private contract and let the profits be, as 
estimated, ten or twelve million dollars? 

There have been three sales of bonds under the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration. The first two were under advertisement, in which 
bids were invited from the public, and were 5 per cent ten-year 
ponds. The first sale was January 17, 1894,for fifty millions of 
bonds, which were sold for $58,660,000, or about 117. The next 
sale was in November, 1894, and consisted of fifty millionsof bonds, 
which were subscribed for three times over, 297 bids being re- 
ceived. The amount realized netted the Government $58,538,530, 
or about 117. The third sale was made February 8, 1895, under 

rivate contract. No bids were asked. The bonds amounted to 

2,815,400, and were 4 per cent thirty-year bonds, for which the 
Government received only $65,116,244.62, or about 104}. 

The following summary shows the results of the three bond 
sales—two to the public under advertisement, and one under pri- 
vate contract to a syndicate: 

Date of Rate of in- | Period of Amount Amount re- Price 
bond. terest. bond. issued. alized. , 


Feb. 1, 1804 ..| 5 per cent... 
Nov., 1804 
Feb. i 


It will be noted that the bonds sold to the public under adver- 
tisement brought about 124 per cent more than those sold under 
private contract to a syndicate. 

On these bonds issued the country will be called upon to pay 
$124,778,480 in interest. - 

Mr. President, I protest that the credit of this Government is 
too good to turn over its finances to a syndicate and sell its bonds 
at a price which readily commands 10 per cent profit to the syndi- 


cate. 

This Government is not bankrupt; the country is not bankrupt. 
There is some trouble in the Treasury, and as thisis not a political 
question I am not here to give my reasons why I think there is an 
embarrassment in the Treasury. I have my views and my notions 
on the subject, but this is not the time to set forth ay particu- 
lar views. I simply say that there is some trouble, but there 
is no danger of this poy going into bankruptcy. It was vir- 
tually in the hands of a receiver for aboutsix months, Iadmit, and, 
I congratulated myself as an American citizen when it out 
of the handsof thereceiver. Now, I wantto keepitout of the hands 
of receivers; I want no more syndicates to float loans under pri- 
vate contracts. I want the a to have achance at the loans; it 
is — Government and it eir credit and their money that is 
at stake. 

Mr. President, what are the debts of the various countries of the 
world? The debtof Great Britain is $3,350,000,000 in round num- 
bers. Eachcitizenof that Empire owes$87.79. Thedebtof France 
is $4,446,000,000, and each citizen of that Republic owes $116.38. 
Germany’s debt is $1,957,000,000, and each citizen of that Empire 
owes $23.61. ‘The United States owes $915,000,000, and each of her 
citizens owes $14. Note this t difference. I state a fact well 
known, that according to the last census we are immeasurably the 
richest nation on the globe. The estimate, under tine last census, 
shows our wealth to be $65,000,000,000. Now, how does it come, in 
view of these facts, that we are in suchstraits that we have to make 

rivate contracts with a syndicate to float our loans? I used to 
hink that only third-rate powers, South American Republics, and 
the Turkish Empire, were obliged to call in the Rothschilds to ad- 
minister = their finances, but it has happened that my own Gov- 
ernment, the richest in all the wide world, all at once had to call 
on the Rothschilds for help. 
CLEVELAND'S WORDS AND CLEVELAND'S ACTS. 

A distinguished statesman, when a candidate for the test 
office in the gift of the people, and after his triumphant election, 
used a great many expressions which are familiar to many of us, 
—_ Be — office is a = wae. “the commu’.ism of 

,” “the rich growing richer an @ poor growing poorer,” 
Pike greed of avarice,” ‘the rapacity of corporate power,” ‘the 
oppression of labor by organi capital,” going so far in his ap- 
peals to unjust passion and prejudice as to invoke the ugly mem- 
ories of Homestead. I want to know where the force or aptness 
of these expressions come in, in the faceof a private contract made 
by him when he got power by which millions were made by a few 
men in a short time. 

Mr. President, there is no surer way, no matter how pure the 
motive, to plant the seeds of discontent, unrest, impatience, and 

icion among the people than private en authorized 
7 igh officials by which a few ery ons at the expense 
the many. The safety of the Republic rests upon the respect, 


the affections, and the loyalty of the plain people for our Govern. 
ment and its Administration. Nothing should be done to take 
from them this t or to forfeit their confidence. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to offer a resolution on this subject. 
r. ELKINS. I should like to have a vote on the pending res- 


Mr. HILL. The resolution is before the Senate merely to ena- 
ble the Senator from West Virginia to make some remarks, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution which the Senator from 
ome ss SQUIRE] wishes to offer be read for informatio). 
a KINS. I did not understand the Senator from New 

ork. 

Mr. HILL. I simply said the resolution of the Senator fro: 
West Virginia is not before the Senate for action. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Senate take up the resolution 
for present consideration, and I will state the reason. Iam afraid 
the contract will be entered into if we do not adopt the resolution 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask that the resolution which I sent to the desk 


me be read. 
r. ELKINS. I ask for a vote on the motion to take up the 
resolution. 

Mr. HILL. In the first place, the Senator from West Virginia 
makes two or three motions at the same time. Will he now dis- 
tinctly tell us what motion he makes? What is the motion before 


us? 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution. That is clear. 

Mr. HILL. That is distinct and clear. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from West Viesinda. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. The motion is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable, but the 
Chair will hear the Senator from New York. The resolution of- 
fered by the Senator from West Virginia will again be read. 

The Secre read the resolution submitted by Mr. ELkins on 


tary 
the 31st ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 
United States shall be sold at private sale or under private contract. And in 
case of any sale of bonds under existing laws, the same shall be made only after 
due advertisement of such sale and proposals invited, and then only to the 
highest bidder. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from West Virginia, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ELKINS. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If lie 
were present, Ishould vote “‘ yea.” Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PaLMER]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). | 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who 
is absent on account pf the illness of his sister. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote “‘ yea.” é 

7 (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who is absent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when the name of Mr. ViLAS 
was called). Mycolleague [Mr. ViLas] is paired with the Senator 
from . MITCHELL}. ? ; 

Mr. WETMORE (when his namewas called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ " 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. he were present, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” 








1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 465 





The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania es QuAY], 
who is absent, is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morean]. With the consent of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
ey I transfer my pair with the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. GRAY] to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], and 
th the Senator from Alabama and I can vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. I have ageneral pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTtT], but by agreement I transfer my pair to 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and will vote. 
I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I am paired with the Senator from California 

Mr. Waite]. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ITCHELL] that I transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SEWELL], which will enable the Senator from Wisconsin 
and me to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Very well. 

Mr. SHOUP. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to inquire whether the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Hehasnot voted, the Chair isadvised. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. SmitH], but I take the liberty of transferring my pair to the 
nator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], leaving the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH] paired with the Senator from Nevada. 


7 vote may stand. 
he result was announced—yeas 48, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—48. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Cullom, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, Davis, Kyle, Pugh, 
Baker, Dubois, Lodge, Roach, 
Bate, Elkins, McBride, Sherman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mantle, Shoup, 
Burrows, are Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Gallinger, Morgan, Turpie, 
‘all, George, Morrill, Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Nelson, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harris, Peffer, Walthall, 
Clark, Hawiey, Perkins, Warren. 
NAYS—6. 
Brice, Chilton Mitchell, Wis. Murphy. 
Caffery, Hill, ° i 
NOT VOTING—3L 
mn, Gorman, Palmer, Stewart, 

Blackburn, Gray. Pasco, Thurston, 
lanchard, Hansbrough, Platt, Tillman, 
Carter, y, Pritchard, Vilas, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Quay. Wetmore, 
Gear, MeMillan, Sewell, White, 
Gibson, Mills, Smith, Wilson. 
Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the resolution submitted by Mr. ELKus. 

Mr. HILL. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr, GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILL. Not quite yet, please. I will say to our friends 
upon the other side, who are anxious for a vote, that in due time 
a vote can be had upon this question, and the yeas and nays can 
be ordered if desired. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let us have them now. 

- HILL. Mr. President, as to the propriety of the adoption 
of the motion I have made, it strikes me there can be no question. 
: = on — vey = nm — —_ Senate ee to a a reso- 

ution like or the simple purpose of referring it, when at an 
-— — vo can be aa . . 

e Senate Finance Committee has this very subject before it. 
It has been engaged for at least a day in ite consideration, and 
nothing has yet been brought forth. It was suggested this morn- 
ing by the distinguished chairman of the committee that we might 
expect something on Tuesday next in regard to this very subject, 
because it is embraced in one of the very bills which the commit- 
tee is considering. The Senate, in consideration of the fact thus 
told that the Finance Committee is to consider the subject, has 
agreed that when it adjourns to-day it will be to meet on Musolay 
next, so that to-morrow and Monday the committee can take up 
and dispose of this question. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VooRHEES] says the matter is being actively considered; Orat 


every consideration it uires is being — to the subject. 


Every Senator here knew the situation, and knew it : 
far as pee \ lyn that the matter is being csialioias m4 ee 
nce Committee. 


XXVIII—30 


There is more, sir, than this single question involved in that 
bill. I do not think the Senate can take up and properly consider 
at this time this portion of the relief which is demanded. The 
question whether bonds shall be sold at public or private sale is 
one that should go with the determination of that bill,and should 
not be determined by piecemeal. This seems to me so clear that 
there ought not to be any question about it. 

Mr. President, this is not even a bill for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether bonds shall hereafter be sold at public or private 
sale. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkrNs] has not in- 
troduced such a bill. The resolution, if it is passed, will simply 
be like the Pope’s bull against the comet; it will amount to noth- 
ing. It is simplyan expression of the sense of the Senate. There 
is no sense in the resolution, in my judgment, and it would be 
nonsense upon the part of the Senate at this time and under the 
circumstances to proceed to pass the resolution. 

What is it that is contemplated? Let me read the resolution: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 
United States shall be sold at private sale or under private contract. Andin 
case of any sale of bonds under existing laws, the same shall be made only after 
due advertisement of such sale and proposals invited, and then only to the 
highest bidder. 


It is not only not a joint resolution, but it is not even a concur- 
rent resolution. It is merely an expression of the Senate alone. 

I suppose the argument will be presented that the resolution, if 
passed, is expected to have some weight with the executive au- 
thorities of the Government. I do not know whether it will or 
will not have any weight, but I think it is uncalled for at this 
time, because you propose to express your sentiment upon a ques- 
tion when you have not yet enacted that sentiment into law. 
You propose to tie the hands of the executive authorities of the 
Government. Are they not embarrassed enough already? Are 
not their duties circumscribed enough already? Is there not 
enough difficulty pertaining to the financial question thus thrust 
upon the executive department of the Government without now 
putting this further restraint upon it? 

Mr. President, let us see what is proposed here. It is proposed 
to prevent the executive authorities of the Government from 
exercising the powers which have been exercised by all such 
authorities of the Government since the conclusion of our war. 
Our friends upon the other side now have considerable criticism 
to make with respect to the propriety of selling bonds to syndi- 
cates. Under existing law the Secretary of the Treasury has a 
right to sell bonds at public or private sale. No one questions 
that right. That is the law, because there is no restrictive pro- 
vision to the contrary, and under existing statutes that course can 
be pee. In the absence of any express prohibitory legislation, 
and under this particular exigency of public affairs, it is proposed 
not to legislate, but that one House shall simply say that it is its 
sense that no bonds shall hereafter be issued except at public sale. 
I can not believe that Senators upon the other side who give a few 
moments’ thought to the subject are prepared to vote for the 
resolution. 

This denunciation of syndicates is rather a new thing. I have 
studied the records and speeches made by Senators years ago, 
when, back in 1877 and from that time on, contract after con- 
tract was made with syndicates, and I do not discover that then 
Senators, some of whom are now members of the Senate, put 
forth any criticism whatever. I have not time to analyze the 
particular contracts which have already been made. That is not 
the real question here involved. The question is simply whether 
we, by the passage of the pending resolution, shall express the 
sentiment that the present Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States ought not to be vested with the powers which all other Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury have had upon the subject of the disposi- 
tion of bonds. 

We upon this side of the Chamber may differ among ourselves 
on the question of the free coinage of silver—a respectful and 
honest difference—but I think, sir, that we have nothing to gain, 
and I think it would be unbecoming, at least upon the Democratic 
side of this Chamber, for us to vote a want of confidence in the 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury or the President of the 
United States upon this question. I merely say that the present 
executive authorities of the ey are entitled to the same 
rights that Republican Secretaries of the Treasury have always 
had under the Government. If you want to legislate, put it in 
the shape of a bill; but I see no occasion for it. I think the 
present situation is complicated enough. I think the times are 
critical enough without adding this new embarrassment to our 
authorities. 

Ihave no ial s pa hies with the syndicates that are formed 
in the city of New York. It is not the first time, though, that 
similar syndicates have had contracts made with them, and we 
are yet to be pointed to a single denunciation made years ago by 
men who are now so flippant in their criticism of present syndi- 
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cates. I hold in my hand the contract of June 9, 1877. Here are 
the parties to it: C 
This agreement entered into this 9th day of June, 1877, between the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United Sta of the first and Messrs. 
August Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & 
Sons, of London, England, an , and themselves; Messrs. Drexel, 
Morgan & Co.,at New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co. of Lon- 
don, and themselves; Messrs. J. & W. Seli: n & Co.,of New York, on behalf 
of Messrs, ae Bros., of London, and themselves; Messrs. Morton, 
& Co.,of New York, on behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, and 
themselves; and the First National Bank of the City of New York. 


There is a familiar sound to the words “ the First National Bank 
of the City of New York.” 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. That contract was entered into after thirty days’ 
notice had been given. 

Mr. HILL. The contract from which I have quoted? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not g of notice. I am speaking of the 
fact that there was a syndicate, and that the men who composed 


it——_ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New York will find that 
there was an express stipulation in that contract that during thirty 
days the bonds should be offered to the le of the United States, 
and, thank fortune, the people of the United States subscribed for 
nearly all that it was desired to issue. There is a clause in the 
contract—I am not quite sure, but I think it is near the end—re- 
cos the syndicate which p to take the loan to offer the 

mds at par for thirty days at public subscription, which was 
done all over the country. 

Mr. HILL. Does the tor from Ohio mean to say, with ref- 
erence to the particular contract from which I have read, that in 
fact the syndicate did not take the bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the date of the contract? 

Mr. HILL. June 9, 1877. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from New York will see 
that there is an express stipulation in the contract that for thirty 
days the bonds should be offered at par. 

Mr. HILL. That is not my question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh. 

Mr. HILL. The question is, whether in fact the syndicate did 
not take the bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; they did not take the bonds, for the peo- 
ple took them before the thirty days expired. 

Mr. HILL. I know that those who desire to secure bonds— 
syndicates—sometimes put the people forward and have the bonds 
taken in their names. I recollect a bond sale in the city of New 
York, where the — of bankers, their clerks, servants, and 
others, took their places in the line for the very purpose of taking 
what is called a popularloan. They called it a popular loan, but, 
in truth, it was taken by the bankers themselves. I venture the 
assertion that within a very short period after this date these very 
same bonds largely found their places in the pockets of the syndi- 


cate. 

I know it is said that a ‘‘ popular” loan is eee. I wish, sir, 
it were possible for this Government to float its bonds through 
what is known as a popular loan. I wish it could be done; I 
should prefer it. But I am willing to leave this question to the 
determination of the officials whom we have selected to transact 
the financial business of our Government. I am not willing to 
set myself up as a judge and to say that in this critical period of 
our history it is wise or just for us to hamper and ct them. 

Who knows, except on chimerical conjecture, whether the bonds 
would be taken at what would be regarded as a reasonable rate 
of interest? I know Senators say itcan be done. That is easy to 
say. We around this circle have not the gold. That is very cer- 
tain. Who knows whether the people have gold stowed away? It 
is gold which we must have forthe bonds. Thatis con . it 
is said that undoubtedly the — have money in the savings 
banks; undoubtedly the people have money stored away; that th 
have many Treasury notes and many United States notes sto 
away. Ihave no doubta popular loan would a to them. 
But what would bethe practical effect of it? I wish it were other- 
wise, but I fear the practical effect of a popular loan would be that 
the people who desire to invest in the bonds would get the green- 
backs from their savings banks, take them to the subtreasury in 
the city of New York, and for the purpose of the bonds 

rocure from the Government gold that is now needed 

in the Treasury. It has been s , on the other hand, that 
it is usual in contracts with rs or a syndicate to de 
that they shall not take the gold out of the Treasury of the United 
States. That is one of the express provisions. 

These are the facts that put 


may understand it differently. Senators may say, ‘Oh! it is an 


ee eee a ae 


ties in the way. Senators | the 


easy thing to float this great Government’s bonds.” It may be so, 
With the exception of one or two Senators, we have no one here 
with practical oe upon this question. I am willing to 
trust the - retary of the —eaaenny upon this particular 
point. Ithink we can afford to give him the same authority that 
other Secretaries of the Treasury have had for years. 

Here is the contract of April 11, 1878: 

This ment,entered into this llth day of April, 1878, between the Secra 
tary of t. ca enears the United States, of the first part, and Messrs. August 
Belmont & Co., of New York, on be of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons 
of London, England, and associates, and themselves; Messrs. Drexel, Morcan 
& Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., of London. an. 
themselves; Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., of New York, on behalf ? 
Messrs. Seligman Bros., of London, and themselves; Messrs. Morton, Bliss 
& Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, and 
themselves; and the First National Bank of the City of New York. 


Mr. TURPIE. I wish to ask the Senator from New York who 
was the Secretary of the Treasury at that time? 

Mr. HILL. wt knows, I suppose, that it was the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, the Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. And [ 
have not heard in his very able —— to-day, which I listened to 
with great attention, as I always listen to the utterances that couio 
from him, a single word of criticism of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon the particular contracts that have been made. The Sen- 
ator differs with the President and the Secretary of the Treasury 
a other questions, and he frankly stated those differences to us. 

ey are questions about which honest men may well differ. But 
I have not heard from him any word of criticism in this respect, 
and I am loath to believe that when the time comes he will pro- 
— his vote to cripple the present Administration, either by 
the adoption of the = resolution without sense or by the 
passage of a bill. I think that in his generosity he will say: ‘‘ \Vo 
can trust these officials of the Government to do what is right 
upon the subject.” 

I have hastily glanced over the contract of April 11, 1878, and I 
do not discover the provision to which the Senator from Ohio 
— SHERMAN] referred. I asked the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 

RICE], whois a practical man, to go through the contract and 
see whether there is any provision of the kind which compels the 
syndicate to offer the bonds to the public. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New York is now speaking 
of another contract, made a year after the one to which I referred. 
The first contract was of the date of June 9, 1877. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes; there are lots of such contracts here, all 
made with the same ‘‘favored” parties, as has been stated by 
Senators upon this floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When I answered the Senator from New 
York I spoke with reference to the contract of 1877. 

Mr. HILL. I will turn to that contract. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the contract of 1873, 
which preceded resumption, provided for what are called the ten- 
dollar certificates, which were sold to the people to the extent of 
forty or million dollars. I have sent for the book and will 
furnish the Senator with the statement. 

Mr. HILL. The size of the bond does not make any difference; 
that is not the question. It is not the question which is undir 
discussion here. The question discussed here is whether there 
was a syndicate and whether that syndicate had substantially the 
complete disposition of those bonds. The question is, whether tle 
Republicans, having by an ‘“‘ unholy alliance” obtained control of 
the body, will now attempt to hinder, embarrass, and restrict the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the disposition of bonds. I think it 
would be an unwise step. I do not believe the people would ap- 

rove of it. I am inclined to think that the people believe tlic 
nds should first be offered to the general public. Ihave already 
said that I should prefer to have that course pursued. But | (0 
not know the , 1 do not know the risks, I am not so fully 
i i © precise situation as are the officials of the 


I know of no reason why Mr. Carlisle should seek to do favors 
for these men in New York. Who are they? Who is this man 
Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, of New York? He is a man who isa 
liberal contributor to the Republican cause; he is a man in that 
city who in every Presidential election comes to the front with 
the sinews of war to keep the Republican party in power. Is it to 
be said, is it to be whispered, is it to be intimated even, that the 
oe and the Secretary of the Treasury are anxious to do him 
a favor 

I should say, in justice to Mr. Morgan, having such political 
as he may, that it was substantially through him and 
same men that the great war loans of the Government were 
These are the men on whom we relied in the “ times 
that tried men’s souls,” when the war for the Union wasin prog- 
ress, but now, because they and some of their descendants, al- 
though, so far as I am aware, Mr. Belmont has nothing to do with 


roposed loan, if there is to be one, propose to take this loan, 
critician is passed upon them. " 
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I do not for the syndicate. I do not know who, with the 
exception of Mr. Morgan, compose it, and I know but little upon 
the subject; but I do state here that I do not believe there has 
been a contract made with or a promise given to any of these 

ntlemen on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury. I know 
it is said in the newspapers—and the newspapers are ordinarily 
reliable—that contracts are about to be made. Yet I discovered 
only yesterday that it was stated by Mr. Morgan in the public 
prints that he had no assurance that the Government was going 
to make a loan; that he had nocontract with it. Of course, some 

reparation is necessary. Or is it so easy to raise fifty or a hun- 
Seed million dollars that all you have to do is to step over into 
Wall street and ask for it? Does it not require careful prepara- 
tion? Does it notrequire hoarding of funds? Does it not require 
able financiering? I think it does. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] has now read the contract 
more carefully than I have had the eee to do, because I 
did not cient to discuss this question to-day, although I had the 
book before me expecting to discuss it when the bill finally came 
before the Senate properly reported. He informs me that there is 
nothing about certificates there; that it isa plain, simple contract 
with the syndicate, nothing more and nothing less, in which the 
Government gives them a commission on the sale of the bonds. 
The contract prevents the Government from selling any other 
bonds to other parties during its pendency. 

I do not point to that contract—and the Senator from Ohio, of 
course, understands me perfectly well—for the purpose of inti- 
mating that there is anything wrong in it. On the contrary, I 
believe that it was, in all probability, for the best interests of the 
Government. I should have resisted then, if I had been a mem- 
ber of this Senate, as I resist now, any restriction upon the hands 
of a Republican Secretary of the Treasury, because, however I may 
differ with the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. eenen). 
I respect his financial judgment in most matters, and I certain y 
believe that he would not make a contract which he did not thin 
was for the best interests of his country. I or refer to these 
contracts; and there are more of them here—plenty of them. 
Here is one of January 1, 1879, between the same parties. The 
contracts are always with the same parties. Why? 

We hear a blast from the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
E.xins], and he asks, why can not the people have something to 
say about these bonds? How many bonds, for which gold would 
be paid, does the Senator from West Virginia think would be 
taken by people in his State? Not many, Mr. President. If the 
loan were confined to such States gold bonds could not be floated, 
and no one knows it better than does the distinguished Senator 
from West Virginia. You must make the contract for gold with 
the people who either have it or can secure it. 

Those are the men who in those days controlled the sale of bonds. 
They are the same men—every one of them, with the exception of 
August Belmont—prominent, active, influential, contributing Re- 
publicans, including the far-famed First National Bank of the 
City of New York. I speak of these matters for the purpose of 
showing that there is no reason for this squeamishness, this undue 
sensitiveness about bonds being floated by a syndicate, as though 
it were something new and unprecedented in the history of this 
Government. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whatis the peculiarity about the First National 
Bank of New York, to which the Senator from New York refers? 

Mr. HILL. Has not my friend read—I know he has—the re- 
port, I think it was of some investigating committee made years 
ago, in which it was claimed that undue favoritism was extended 
to the First National Bank of the City of New York, for which it 
was said they were liberal contributors to Republican campaign 
funds? But I am not going into the details of that matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let us have them. 

Mr. HILL. I prefer not to be drawn into it. It is not neces- 

to discuss that matter now. 
ese names are very familiar to the country—Mr. Seligman, 
sages Morton, Mor - oo poli of a tlemen are — 
nt, active men in can itics. is is the syndicate 
which in those days had substantial control and disposition of 
issues of bondsand of securing the large amountsof gold necessary. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
interrupt him for just a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certain! 


y. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to do justice to the First National Bank 
of New York. I deny that its officers or directors are liberal con- 
tributors to the Republican campaign fund, and I deny that they 


are Republicans. One of them is a Democrat, one Ind 
— and one is a Republican. There are no Glee penn > 
country than they are. 
Mr They are first-class men. 


Mr. ELKIN: 4 they have an opportunity to make money the 
will make it whether mb syndicate or out of it. 5 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have the book now—— 


Mr. HILL. One Senator at a time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave the book now containing the contract 
of June 9, 1877, to which the Senator from New York referred, 
and here is the express provision. 

HILL. To which provision does the Senator from Ohio 
refer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will be remembered that the bonds were 
to be sold by the syndicate at one-half of 1 per cent commission, 
and no more. The syndicate were to stand all the expense of the 
loan—the printing of the bonds, transportation,etc. Besidesthat, 
the contract contains, in the eighth clause, the stipulation which 
I shall read. I quote from page 62 of the volume: 

Eighth. It is also agreed that the parties of the second part shall offer to 
the people of the United States, at par and accrued interest in coin, the 4 per 
cent registered consols and 4 per cent coupon consols of the denominations 
of $50 and $100 embraced in this contract for a period of thirty days from the 
public notice of such subscriptions and in such cities and upon such notice as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe prior to the opening of the lists, 
and, further, to offer to the subscribers the option of paying in installments 
extending through three months. 

That was thestipulation. It wasacontract made with the syndi- 
cate, by which they were to sell $50,000,000 of bonds. They were 
to have one-half of 1 per cent in the way of commission, and it 
was provided that they should pay all of the expenses, which 
amounted to a considerable sum. This proposition was submit- 
ted to the people, and the great body of the $50,000,000 of bonds 
was subscribed for by them under the eighth clause of the con- 
tract. Has the Senator from New York a copy of the book I 
hold in my hand? 

Mr. HILL. I have it before me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has pointed to a provision in the first 
contract to which I called attention. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Give me the date of the next contract, and I 
will turn to it. 

Mr. HILL. I have before me now the contract of January 1, 


1879. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was after the resumption of specie 
payments. I will state what everybody knows—it is a matter of 
public notoriety—that as a part of the law under which those bonds 
were sold there was provision made for the sale of the ten-dollar 
certificates, in the expectation that they would be bought by peo- 
ple all over the country and converted into bonds of a higher rate 
if they chose. The whole issue was taken with great rapidity by 
the populace. People formed in long lines at every place where 
those bonds could be purchased. 

Mr. HILL. That is an instance of popular demonstration to 
which I alluded—bankers’ clerks, ouustlaniet clerks, directors’ 
clerks, and their men. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Each person could get only $100 worth at one 
payment. 

Mr. HILL. Thatisverytrue. Thatis the reason they crowded 
the sidewalks. That was a farce as a popular loan. 

April 11, 1878, is another one to which I referred. The one 
of January 1, 1879, seems to be a plain contract with the syndi- 
cate. Does the Senator from Ohio mean to say that he at no time 
made a contract with the syndicate in which the syndicate did 
not absolutely take the bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do say most emphatically that the large 
portion of the bonds at every sale were taken by the popular sub- 
scription provided for in the contract. 

r. HILL. Then the bonds must have been taken outside of 
the terms of the contract, and the subscriptions must have been 
given by the bankers themselves. Of course if bonds are sold to 
bankers and they desire to sublet them and sell them by piece- 
meal to the people, there is nothing to prevent them from doing it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Instead of that being done 

Mr. HILL. But the point I make is that there is nothing in 
the subsequent contracts—and there were other contracts—which 
requires any such thing to be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
the provision which I have read is a part of the contract with the 
syndicate. Itis embodied in the contract with the syndicate as 
one of its clauses. 

Mr. HILL. In the contract of 1877, not afterwards. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not looked at the contracts subse- 
quent to that time. 

Mr. HILL. It is notin the contracts made afterwards. 

There are more of these contracts scattered all through this vol- 
ume. The finances were conducted ably and intelligently by the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio. Iconcede that. He knows, and 
the Senate knows, and the country knows that I am not here cast- 
ing any reflection upon him. I know there was some criticismin 
the newspapers at time. There was not very much, but there 
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wassome. I know it was said that the members of this syndicate 
were favorites of the Secretary of the Treasury. I know such 
charges were echoed throughout the country in the public prints 
and on the stump. Such things are incident to political contests 
in this country; they are incident to the disposition of millions of 
dollars of bonds, Of course every banker can not have his supply 
of the bonds. 

In the first place, there have to be some parties who are upon 
the ground floor, if I may use the expression. There must be, 
first, the original members of the syndicate, some parties who go 
outside and induce subscriptions by other bankers. They are in- 
cident to the formation of every syndicate. The question for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to determine is merely, will this syndi- 
cate furnish the gold promptly, as agreed; and, secondly, will the 
syndicate take the bonds at a reasonable rate of interest and pay 
acertain premium? What disposition they make of the bonds 
afterwards to other bankers is of no consequence. 

I do not know at what rate the pro bonds can be floated. 
I can see no reason why the present officials of the Government 
should es oy 4 cater to the wishes of these New York bankers. 
I know of no relations between them which would justify the sus- 
picion that there is anything wrong. On what ground can it be 
said that they have made an unjust or unfair contract? Sir, read 
the words of the President of the United States in his recent an- 
nual message. Differ with him as we may upon questions of inter- 
poy policy, differ as you may with him upon the question of the 

iff, yet you must respect his courage; you must respect, I think, 
his good judgment, when he assumes in his message the respon- 
sibility for the sale of the bonds made in February last. He has 
given you in full in that message the reasons why he thinks it 
saved the credit of the Government. He assumes the responsi- 
bility. He is willing to endeavor to save the credit of this Gov- 
ernmont again if it shall be necessary so to do. 

Mr. President, what is the play that is going on? The Presi- 
dent sent in his message some ten days ago and over. There has 
been some necessary delay, of course, by reason of the reorgani- 
zation of the committees. It was said here this morning that 
every Senator knows how he wants to vote upon this question. 
It was said that it did not require any discussion, that the Senate 
Finance Committee have before them a bill involving this 
very question. Does anybody know what is to be reported? Is 
anybody authorized to say that a provision similar to this is to be 
reported? Is anybody here authorized to rise and say that differ- 
ent kinds of bonds are going to be authorized by the new bill? I 
doubt the authority of a single member of the Finance Committee 
to make any such statement. They honestly and sincerely, of 
course, do not know, I presume, what will be repo 5 

The executive authorities of this Government are bound to act. 
The gold reserve is — being drawn down; the gold is being 
siphoned out of the Treasury by people who evidently want it for 
divers purposes—some for the very purpose, undoubtedly, of pur- 
chasing bonds again. The credit of the country is endangered. 
The Senator from Ohio, of course, will not differ with me upon the 
question of the propriety of having that fund restored to its full 
sum of $100,000,000. e thinks it ought to be done, unquestion- 
ably, and I think the country wants it done. Unless some better 
legislation shall be pro: here, the President of the United 
States and his Secretary of the Treasury have but a single duty to 
perform, and that is to proceed to sell bonds. Now, upon the eve 
of what it is said is to done, on the eve of and prior to any 
proposed legislation, this resolution is brought into the Senate to 
ve the sense of the Senate upon this subject. 

do not propose at this time to discuss the question as to what 
should be done with the mback currency. I had the author- 
ity I am inclined to think I should solve it by a method that was 
suggested yesterday in a New York newspaper. Before I would 
be annoyed with this proposed legislation, before-I would be 
hampered by the present situation of the ry, I should pro- 
ceed under the law of 1875, and I should issue bonds sufficient in 
amount, say two hundred millions—a heroic remedy, it is true— 
for the purpose of solving the question. An issue of $200,000,000 
of bonds would substantially give to the Secretary of the Treasury 
the control of the financial situation. It would prevent this con- 
stant siphoning of the gold out of the . It would socon- 
tract the currency temporarily that the bankers would be coming 
to the Secretary of the ry and asking him to “‘ give us green- 
—— for - Some such heroic remedy, in my opinion, ought 

a ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Would that not at once depress the price of 
cotton and wheat? 

Mr, HILL. Temporarily it might depress prices, it is true; but 
if this situation continues the prices of those articles will be de- 
pressed in the near future any way. 

What legislation is proposed to take the place of the present law? 
Nobody knows. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says he 
is opposed to retiring and canceling the greenback currency. I 
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heard him express the same views in February last in this Cham- 
ber, and he is consistent _ that point. Others say they are 
— to the retirement of this currency. I can not for the life 
of me see why this currency should be retained. I am opposed to 
paper money. I believe it was issued during the war as a mere 
temporary expedient. Igofurther. I doubt its constitutionality. 

I know how the Supreme Court of the United States finaliy 
mustered up the courage to say that it was constitutional, but I 
have never heard the reasoning of Salmon P. Chase upon that 
question overthrown. I-have read it carefully, as we have all read 
it, and in that opinion he lays down in substance the principle 
that this Government has no right to make money of its promises 
to pay; that — is money in this country except that which 
is coin, the gold and silver of your Constitution. t think that is 
good Democratic doctrine. It may not be good Republican doc- 
trine; Ido not know. Our friends upon the other sidle may deter- 
mine that question for themselves. 

I believe that this Government ought not to enter into the bank- 
ing business, so far as attempting to provide a paper currency for 
the people. [am not now speaking of the national-bank system, 
which involves a different question. I am speaking of the strain, 
the effort, the struggle, the burden upon this Government for the 
purpose of doing what? To maintain substantially an irredeem- 
able paper currency. I say irredeemable because when it must 
be constantly redeemed and never extinguished, never paid, it is 
in le effect an irredeemable paper currency. It has all the 
indicia, all the features of that kind of currency. I think it is a 
dangerous experiment on the part of the United States to en- 
deavor longer to float this currency. I think it ought to be can- 
celed; I think it ought to be retired. I am not now going to de- 
tain the Senate with suggestions as to what should take its place. 
In my judgment, there are plenty of methods by which that 
vacuum may be — 

Mr. GEORGE. Suppose you destroy both the greenbacks and 
silver; what would the currency be? 

Mr. HILL. In the first place, you have in the Treasury a large 
amount of silver bullion from which, when the greenbacks are dis- 
posed of, there can be little or no danger by its coinage either into 
standard silver dollarsor fractionalcurrency. The very message of 
the President of the United States, when he vetoed the bill for the 
coinage of the bullion, stated that one of the reasons was that the 
bullion was there pledged as security for the redemption of those 
notes. But when those notes are themselves canceled, disposed 
of, destroyed, done away with, there can be no good reason why 
the bullion in the Treasury should not be coined. 

But, Mr. President, Ido not propose now to discuss the gold 
and silver question proper. The simple question before the Sen- 
ate is,whether we should pass this resolution or whether it should 
not be referred to the Finance Committee; whether it is wise for 
us two or three days before we are to act upon this question to 

a resolution as to what our sense isupon thissubject. I think 
it unwise; I think it uncalled for. 

Mr. President, I do not believe the President of the United States 
would pay the slightest attention to this resolution, and he ought 
not todoso. His duty is to be determined by existing laws. His 
duty is to be determined by the statutes as he finds them. [lis 
duty is to be determined by the condition of the Treasury of the 
United States. He can not fall back and justify himself simply 
upon the _—— that the Senate has said by a simple resolution 
that these bonds should not be disposed of in a certain way. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all I care to say for the present 
upon this subject. If we are to have a vote to-day upon the reso- 
lution, I shall in that case have a few more remarks to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
has fallen into great errors simply because he has not had time to 
read what he is citing. The first contract that was made under 
the Administration of President Hayes was the first one in April, 
1877. That has been read. It expressly reserved the right of the 
people to take as many of the bonds as they would take. Thesec- 
ond contract to which he referred had no specification in regard 
to popular loans, because it was a contract for the purchase by 
the syndicate of $50,000,000 for resumption purposes, to be paid at 
the rate of $5,000,000 a month from the date of the contract until 
December, when — was to be perfected. They were to 
— $4,000,000 of gold in exchange for $4,000,000 of 4} per cent 

mds, and there was no provision, as a matter of course, for 4 

pular loan in that case, Cochaee it was a specific loan to be paid 

gold, and to be paid into the Treasury ee accumulation. 
at is the contract of April 11, and from that time forward, 
with the exception of the contract which was made for a specific 
urpose, the loans of the United States were sold by the Treasury 
partment without any — and without the employment 

of any t whatever. e whole sale of the vast amount of 
our bonds for refunding p was made without any syndi- 
cate at all. The Senator not be able to show any such con- 
tract. It was made by sales all over the country. In every na 
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tional bank, in every 


post-office, in every place the 4 per cent 
bonds were sold, and in that way, in the summer of 1879, a few 
months after resumption occurred, the whole mass of indebted- 


ness was provided for. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator explain what is meant in the 
contract of April 11 that the sellers are to have a commission of 
one-half of 1 per cent and that the bonds are to be sold? It looks 
at least as Seog they were selling agents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ey agreed by the contract to take $50,000,- 
000 of bonds, payable asI have mentioned. Then there is this last 
clause, to which my honorable friend calls my attention: 


The parties of the second part— 


That is, these bankers, and I may say that those were the same 
bankers employed in the previous Administration under Mr. Mor- 
rill, the same persons engaged in the same enterprise, The con- 
tract made in 1878 provides that— 
un EY dak on oft Wepds taiee be teone enor thi een 
allowed by the act of July 14, 1870, and shall assume and defray all expenses 
which may be incurred in sending bonds to London or elsewhere upon their 
request, ag oe = bonds, coupons, or coin to the Treasury Depart- 
ment at W gton, including all cost of making the exchange of bonds, and 
chell aise be charged with the cost of the preparation and issuing of the 
bon 

This shows that the only commission received by these men was 
one-half of 1 percent. They complained bitterly that the expenses 
ran so far upon this fund that they really did not make anything 
out of the loan, and I think it is very probable that they did not; 
but even then the 4 per cent bonds were offered for refunding pur- 
poses; thatis, inexchange for the old bonds. They were offered for 
refunding purposes without cost to anyone. If any members of 
the syndicate entered into the operation of buying bonds for 
refunding purposes, they received no commission, nor did anyone 
else. Thatis the condition. After that time, in 1879, during all 
the period when resumption was being perfected, not one dollar 
was paid to anyone for commissions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. The 
Chair will state to the Senator from North Carolina that the pend- 
ing question is upon the motion torefer. The amendment can be 
read for information, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have my amendment read for 
information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by striking out all after the words 
‘shall be sold,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘for any purpose 
whatever, without further authority from Congress; ” so that when 
amended the resolution will read: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 
United States shall be sold for any purpose whatever without further author- 
ity from Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, my amendment brings up the 
main question—I wish to protest —- considering details when 
the main question should be settled by Congress. The Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Ohio have admitted that 
they are together on the main question. Now, they differ about 
some details and are using a — deal of time discussing these 
details. What the Senate ought to do, what the country wants to 
see, is the main question vo on. Upon that main question, as 
brought forward in my amendment, we would get a square vote 
by the Senate either for or against the issue of bonds, and on that 

vision the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from New York 
would vote together. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope if they do vote together they will vote 
against these bonds; but we understand that both of them in- 
dorse the President in issuing bonds under the resumption act of 
1875, which I deny he has the power todo. The Senate ought to 
say ge sew whether in its ee bonds shall be issued or 
not. t is the question. t is what the people are interested 
in; that is the burnin Ame oy: of the hour. 

I indorse the made by the distinguished Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs], but his resolution is not as big as 
his remargs. I want to make his resolution cover the main ques- 
tion. His remarks cover the amendment that I have offered, and 
his remarks are pertinent to that amendment. 

The Senator from New York objected to my bill referring to 
this question this morning because it was a bill. Now he objects 
to resolution because it is a resolution. The Senator from 
New York is getting to be a monumental objector. I wish to 
ask the Senate, when it votes down the motion ta refer, as I be- 
lieve it will, to consider and adopt this amendment. 

There are Senators on this floor besides myself who do not know 
how to vote on the resolution as it stands. The resolution seems 
authorize the issueof bonds. Any Senator here who is opposed 
to bonds being issued can not conscientiously vote for the resolu- 


s 


tion, because it says ‘‘in case of any sale of bonds under existing 
laws,” etc.; and I deny there is any existing law under which 
bonds can be lawfully sold. I would like to vote with the Senator 
from West Virginia, for I am opposed to secret sales to private 
parties and to syndicates. Iam opposed to having midnight bar- 
gains in dark-lantern corners, and paying $13,000,000 of the peo- 
ple’s money to private individuals as afree gift. It is an outrage 
upon the ple of this country, and ninety-nine out of every 
hundred of them condemn it. 

The Senate ought to speak out, Mr. President, and put a stop to 
this wrong. I agree with the Senator from West Virginia on that 
point. Butif I vote with him for his resolution as it stands, I 
would be saying by my vote that I think the issue of bonds is 
allowable under the act of 1875 and that the President is justified 
in issuing them at this time. I say that no Senator on this floor 
who is opposed to bonds can vote with the Senator from West 
Virginia—although a majority of us, I think, arein sympathy with 
the resolution that he has offered—because the resolution recog- 
nizes the power of the President to issue bonds ‘‘ under existing 
laws.” Ido not believe that such power exists, and I do not be- 
lieve the majority of the Senate think it exists. 

Mr. President, that is the vital point at issue. Therefore I am 
bound to offerthis amendment and insist upon it. We should say 
here and now, in language that can not be misunderstood, that we 
are opposed to the further issue of bonds without the consent of 
Congress. 

Mr.CHILTON. Iprepared,afewminutes since, an amendment 
to the resolution offered by the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
ELKINS], and I have the permission of the Senator from New York 
{Mr. Hii] that his motion to refer shall be withdrawn long 
enough for the presentation of my amendment. Perhaps the 
proposition I desired to submit is sufficiently covered by the 
amendment just offered by the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. 
BUTLER]. Theonly difference which I discover is that this amend- 
ment is general in character, while the amendment which I have 
prepared refers to the question of bond issues to obtain gold for 
the redemption of the United States notes and Treasury notes. 

I voted, sir, against the resolution offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia, because, in the first place, the resolution only pro- 


oses to take the sense of the Senate, and it would seem of doubt- 
ul utility to pass an empty resolution simply declaring our own 
views without regard to the other branch of Congress; in the 


second place, for the reason, which has been alluded to by others, 
that the wording of the resolution seems to approve in advance 
an issue of bonds; and, in the third place, because I am not alto- 
gether sure that a cast-iron rule requiring public advertisement 
in each and every case would be the best policy for the Govern- 
ment. 

It seems to meif the exclusive method of advertising for bids 
was adopted it would expose the gold .eserve to such a constant 
and extraordinary drain that one bond issue would follow another 
almost every month. Suppose an advertisement calling for bids 
should be published thirty days in advance of the date of issue. 
During that time intending purchasers of bonds would present 
greenbacks and withdraw gold from the Treasury in such sums 
as = desired, and, when the thirty days had expired, pay back 
in exchange for the bonds of the Government the same gold which 
the Treasury had furnished them. The Government would thus 
get back again, not outside gold or foreign gold, but the very gold 
which its own advertisement had stimulated cunning investors to 
withdraw. It does not seem to me, therefore, that it would be 
well to say that, at all hazards and in every case, a public adver- 
tisement of bond sales should be made. I can see grave objec- 
tions to sales of bonds by private contract, but the difficulties are 
equally as formidable in the case of sales by public notice in ad- 
vance. So I would go into the question deeper than any mere 
question of methods. 

I am opposed to the issue of bonds, root and branch. I am, as 
has been discovered, of course, by the votes heretofore given by 
me in this body, a friend of silver coinage. I believe that the 
parity of gold and silver coins would be insured by an undiscriin- 
inating treatment of them on the part of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and hence it is the purpose of the amendment which I 
have offered to prohibit any further issue of bonds to procure gold 
alone for redemption pu Ss. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of tke Senator from 
Texas will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, after the word “‘ Senate,” strike out 
the remainder of the resolution and insert: 

That no further issue of bonds of the United States to procure gold to re- 
deem United States notes or Treasury notes shall be made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury either by public advertisement, private sale, or otherwise. 

So that when amended the resolution will read: 

Resolved, Thatit is the sense of the Senate that no further issue of bonds of 
the Uni States to procure gold to redeem United States notes or Treasury 


notes shall be made by the Secretary of the Treasury either by public adver- 
ment, private sale, or otherwise. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire merely to call attention 
toone point which I understood the Senator from New York to 
make, which seems to me to embody the fallacy which underlies 
all the arguments in favor of a syndicate without giving any op- 
portunity of a popular loan. 

The Senator says the Government must go to the people who 


have the gold. Undoubtedly; but it seems to me that it is the 
barest assumption in the world to sup that the gold can only 
be got from one small syndicate in New York. We know as a 
matter of fact from the reports of the Director of the Mint that 
the banks of the country hold a great deal of gold. Those banks 
are not admitted to the syndicate. We have no means of know- 
ing from statistics how much gold is held in hoards or savings by 
the ag ape but undoubtedly a great deal is so held, and no oppor- 
way given for the people to offer that gold in exchange for 
nds. 

Here is the New York World, the a organ of the Dem- 
ocratic party. It comes forward and offers to take $1,000,000 of 
these bonds and ny for them in gold. 

Mr. HILL. Wil the Senator from Massachusetts allow me? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest that the average Democratic editor is 


pretty poor. I aspecee that is about the only Democratic editor 
in the country who got any gold. 
Mr. LODGE. I will read his offer: 


The World now offers to head the list with a subscription of $1,000,000 on 
its own account. It will take that amount of 3per cent bonds, or it will take 
,000,000 of 4 per cents on a3 per cent basis, and it will 
rnish the gold with which to pay for them. 


That, compared to the amount which the Government seeks, is 
small. It is a large subscription for one person or one newspaper. 
But what reason is there to assume that the gold can not be pro- 
cured by a popular loan? This Administration has never tried a 
eee loan. In the days when the other loans were made under 

publican administration, as has been shown, in all the con- 
tracts but one the loans were first offered to the le. They 
can be offered now tothe people. They ought to be offered tothe 
people first and give them a to see whether they will not 
come forward and take the bonds of their Government and give 
their Government the gold that it needs. That appeal has never 
been made to the American people in vain. 

I can not understand, Mr. President, why there should be any 
objection to the Senate e ing its sense that if a loan is to be 
made it should be offered in the popular form, and let us see 
whether the on are ready to take it or any part of it. Cer- 
tainly there can be no reason in paying, without any attempt at 
a popular loan, the gigantic percentage which was paid in the last 
contract. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
seems to think that we are endeavoring to embarrass the Admin- 
istration. I judge from his argument, as wellas I could hear and 
understand it, that he supposes if the syndicate is not allowed to 
take this loan it can not be made. The syndicate will have the 
same opportunity of bidding, when such a loan is put forth, that 
the individuals will have. Every national bank be at liberty 
to bid; every millionaire can bid. The question is, how shall the 
Government of the United States the most for the sale of its 
bonds, if its bonds are to be sold? uestion who shall have the 
bonds is immaterial to the Government; but how shall we the 
highest sum for them; how shall we, with the least num of 
bonds, get the most money? We think by all the people to 
bid on them they would outbid the syndicate’s proffer made to the 
Administration, judging by what syndicate proffered on a 
former occasion. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is, whether the syndicate shall bid 
with or without competition. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Massachusetts suggests, 
it is a question whether the syndicate shall bid with competition 
or whether it shall bid without competition. meni of the 
Senator from New York is that it shall bid without competition; 
gold becuase ia act onywhaes sien. the Treasury say Sepertaone 

use n i e reports are 

be relied upon, there is in the United States in hbor- 

hood of $600,000,000 of gold. All the national banks in the United 

States hold less than $200,000,000. The last time I looked they 

had $160,000,000. Where is the balance of it? It is the 

people. Why should we say that or can furnish the gold ex- 
cept a syndicate of bankers in the city of New York? 

e Senator from New York has gone intoan examination of the 
old sales of bonds, and it seemed tome that his argument was that 
there had been ee done at that time, and there- 
fore we ought not to say im: should not be 
done now. There was no public with the sales 


of bonds prior to Fe , 1895. In 1898 the present Adminis- 
tration put $50,000,000 of Gonds on the market to the public. In 


promptly find and 


November following they advertised again for $50,000,000 more. 
That $50,000,000 was sold for something over 116 on every bond. 
On the 8th of February following this Administration made a 
contract with a private syndicate in the city of New York to sell 
$62,000,000 of bonds. That contract brought the Government of 
the United States a trifle over $65,000,000. Sixty-two million 
three hundred and some odd thousand dollars brought the Goy- 
ernment $65,000,000, while in November a fifty-million-dollar loan 
brought the Government fifty-eight million dollars and some 
hundreds. When the fifty-million-dollar loan was offered in No- 
vember, as I stated the other day, $178,000,000 was bid at a price 
that brought to the bidders less than 3 per cent interest. If the 
bonds in February following had been sold on a 3 per cent basis 
they would have been sold at 1174 at least. They weresold. That 
is the proper method, I understand, because, of course, when the 
bond is paid the premium is not paid back, and that must be 
accounted for. 

Mr. President, the bonds were sold in February by a private 
contract, by such a contract, I undertake to say and do say here 
and now, as had never before been made; and Iam credibly in- 
formed that a still worse one is about to be made. It was a con- 
tract at 104.49, when it was but a question of computation, as 
the other bonds were selling in the market, that they were worth 
at least 1174, if not more. In criticising that transaction I said 
in a speech I made on the floor of the Senate that they would go 
to 124. They have been to 123} even in these times of depres- 
sion. As I said the other day, when the panic and war scare were 
onin New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and other places, they main- 
tained themselves at 119. Yet we are told now that you can not 
sell a bond of this kind at more than you sold them for in Feb- 


ruary. 

After the syndicate bought the bonds they agreed to let the 
— have an ape to buy them at 112. They kept their 

nk open for subscriptions less than two hours. The amount 
that they gave to ae was subscribed for by more than six 
times, and if they kept their bank open twenty-four hours 
the amount would have been subscribed for forty or fifty times. 
We are now told by the public press that this thing is to be re- 

ted. Whether they are to be sold at a dollar or a dollar and 
our cents I do not know, but they are to be sold on less favorable 
terms, we are told repeatedly. 

There ought to be no private contracts touching the sale of bonds. 
lf the syndicate wants them, it should be willing to stand compe- 
tition with the other banks in the country, with the individuals 
who have money, with the men who have their money in savings 
banks and who would like to take it out and put it out at a small 
rate of interest where they know it will be absolutely safe. That 
is what the Senator from New York resists. He is not alarmed 
but what the sale can be made. The Treasury Department is not 
alarmed but what the sale can be made. They want to make a 
contract with certain parties, and I do not need to say why. 

The Senator from Massachusetts read a statement from the pub- 
lic press cf to-day that one of the great newspapers in the country, 
a Democratic newspaper at that, proposes to take a million dol- 
lars of these bonds at a 3 per cent rate—either to take a million 
dollars of 3 per cent bonds at par or a million dollars of the pres- 
ba 4 per cent bonds, if they should be issued, at a 3 per cent rate. 

r. HILL 


, . Will theSenator allow me? Does he know a single 
individualin the country, aside from Mr. Pulitzer, who is willing 
to take coin bonds at 3 per cent? 


Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. HILL. I venture the assertion that no bank in the country 
has made any such su a Ihave not seen it anywhere. I 
venture to say, what I did not say the other day, that even after 
this discussion there is not a single bank in the country that will 
offer the Treasury now to take any large quantity of these bonds, 
coin bonds, at 3 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER.. The Senator asks me a question and then pro- 
ceeds to make a h. I do know that these bonds can be sold 
at 83 per cent. I w that $1,000,000 of them can be sold here. 
I know that bankers have been interviewed and their statements 
are published in this paper that they would take them at a 3 per 
cent rate. I know more than that, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Notnow. The last quotation is 3 per cent on 
bonds that were sold in Fe 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, what 
banks are willing to take any amount? 

Mr. TELLER, I did not say banks. I said bankers and promi- 
nent men. 

Mr. HILL. ‘What bankers? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New York says they can not 
be sold at 3 per cent. The Secretary of the Treasury is reported 
to have said that they could not be sold. How do they know? 
They know that when they offered the last bonds at very nearly 
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8 per cent they were bid at a tremendous rate. They know that 
id ek they raised the price and put them in London they were bid 
there in a few hours four or five times what they were allowed to 
take. How is this Administration to know whether there can be 
a popular loan until it tries it? What right has the Senator from 
New York or what right the Secretary of the Treasury to say it 
can not be done? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. No; not now. We have made these sales. I 
know that the sales can be made. The first gold that was put into 
the Treas by voluntary contributions came from the State of 
Colorado. I will venture to say that more than two or three mil- 
lion dollars of the loan can be taken in the State of Colorado at 3 
per cent. I know one banker telegraphed when the other syndi- 
cate was putting its loan out at 12 per cent that he wanted a mil- 
lion dollars of the bonds. I know other bankers from my State 
who telegraphed they wanted it at $1.12. 

Mr. President, I do not want to say anything harsh about the 
Administration. I made a statement the other day, and I notice 
some of the papers say that perhaps I will modify it when I am 
cooler. I said the transaction was marked either with dishonesty 
or imbecility. I repeat it here to-day, that no man can come to 
any conclusion but that either the Administration in that affair 
was a dishonest one or that the Administration was an incapable 
oné. Bonds were sold in February for $1.04} that in ninety days 
were selling for $1.22. They sold for $1.04} in February and for 
$1.22 three months later, with no better condition of market, with 
nothing to make a demand for bonds three months later that did 
not exist then. 

Mr. President, it will not do to say that these bonds can not be 
sold at 3 per cent until they try it. It will not do to say thata 
popular loan will be a failure until they try it. If the public does 
not want it, let the syndicate come in then and bid with the pub- 
lic. If the public will not bid the syndicate will take the loan, I 
suppose, on as favorable terms as it can get it. 

Mr. President, I am going to read a little extract from the New 
York World. Iam not particularly in love with the New York 
World myself, but there is an appeal to the President in the World 
of to-day such as has never been made before to an Executive of 
ours. It isan appeal that he shall not scandalize the Administra- 
tion that this paper has supported and helped bring intoexistence. 
It isan appeal that he shall not by his conduct destroy the confi- 
dence of the American people in the integrity of their officials. I 
sup , a8 the Senator from New York says, that if we pass this 
resolution the President will pay no attention to us; so he will pay 
no attention to this great Democraticorgan. Butthe fact remains 
that they have challenged the honesty and the integrity of the 
last transaction as they challenged the honesty and integrity of the 
proposed new loan. I read from the New York World of to-day: 


AN APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT. 


To you, Mr. Cleveland, the World appeals. It asks you to save the countr 
from the mischief, the wrong, and the scandal of the pending bond deal with 
the Morgan syndicate. 

It is not yet too late to repudiate the whole transaction, and its rejection 
will be the greatest act of your life. It will give = more of prestige than 
any other, more of honor, and more of the gratitude of your countrymen. 

For this thing is a monumental wrong. If it is consummated, its memory 
will be a colossal scandal and you will bear the blame. You only have power 
a eco vetoit. That power oon yes } oar greatest opportunity of your 

e an upon you a corresponding duty. 

The nendions waste of ten or fifteen sailtions in this transaction is not the 
only or even the chief objection to it. It involves something of immeasur- 
ably greater worth than any number of millions. It involves popular con- 
fidence in the integrity of the Government, that faith of the people in their 
rulers which is the lifeblood of free institutions. The manner of this thing 
is more vitally im t than its matter. 

In all kindness the World asks you to look at the facts as they present 
themselves to the mind. This bargain has been made with a suspi- 
cious secrecy whi been gente by a picket line of falsehoods put forth 
for the misleading of the people. It is a bargain between yourself in your 
official capacity and your near friends. It promises to give princely millions 
of the people’s money to those friends, and that without any need, as we 
You ba > a och advice of th 

ou have no ce e party leaders in Congress or out. The 
only person you are known to have counseled with is the contractor with 
whom you have been , and he had millions to make by inducing you 
to gocent his — ‘ 
wyer, who was former our law partner. been ashingt 
“a T Wood a resid = ae — a 
ames T. ward, p ‘ent of the Hanover Bank, has also been in Wash- 
ington, and he is La amd known to have accumulated $4,000,000 of gold in 


WDM Matinee, of Yes City Wathesend Shiekh: Wik hie olth anes 
; man, of the a ; 
has a hoard of $8,000,000 to tavest in the speculation. a 
ou must see, Mr. Cleve negotiation und - 
cumstances is bound to excite suspicion. You must realize that —_ = 
already saying things which the newspa; as yet hesitate to print. You 
must be alive to the fact that these directed he conduct 
of the Government itself, are more threatening to the sta of our insti- 
tutions than the enmity of any ‘eect Soe could be. damaging 
that could happen to the Repu would be the lodgment of s con- 
vi in the poor ~ —= iat our Government has become one of syndi- 
cates and ‘or pu moneys. 
Why you not end all this danger and scandal now? Why should you 
not sweep away all doubt and banish all suspicion by repudiating w 





miserable business? You have spoken eloquent words about the necessity 
of reposing confidence in the yple. Why should you not now trust them 
to come to the rescue of the Treasury instead of hiring a syndicate to do so 
at an extortionate price? 

You can get all the gold you need in Europe at 1 per cent or less premium. 
You can get it in our own country without paying any premium atall. An 
issne of fifty millions of bonds would completely meet present needs, and such 
an issue at 3 per cent or on a8 per cent basis would be subscribed many times 
over. The very bankers who have bargained with you for a profit of ten or 
fifteen millions would be the eagerest subscribers the moment they found 
that the loan would be offered in no other way. As for the fear that they 
would conspire.to draw the reserve out of the Treasury, there is nobody who 
would regard such a transaction with greater apprehension than they. The 
wrecking of the currency bya suspension of gold redemption would cost them 
many more millions than they expect to make even out of this bond deal. If 
such a calamity were really threatened the street would hardly hold the 
wagons sent by them to carry gold to the subtreasury. 

you make your copen to the people they will quickly respond. There 
are sis, 000,000 of gold in New York alone, to say nothing of the hoards in other 
cities. You will have no difficulty in securing all of it that the Treasury 
needs if you show ‘“‘ confidence in the people.” 

So sure are we of this that the World now offers to head the list witha 
subscription of $1,000,000 on its own account. It will take that amount of 3 
per cent bonds, or it will take $1,000,000 of 4 per cents on a 3 per cent basis, 
and it will promptly find and furnish the gold with which to pay for them. 

The whole country would respond with like alacrity. It would not require 
a week, it would not require a day, to sell $50,000,000 of bonds to the people at 
afair price. Why sell them toa syndicate at an unfair price and witha secrecy 
which excites suspicion and distrust? 

Why should you not appeal to the patriotism of the rich asin case of war 
a call to arms would appeal to the patriotism of poor and rich alike? Why 
should you invite a great national scandal where you can.as easily invoke a 
great national demonstration of devotion to the welfare of the country? 

Now is your time, Mr. Cleveland, to make war. Make war on fraud and 
wrong. ake war upon the usurpations of speculative wealth. In this 
matter lies real peril to the integrity of our institutions, and you have re- 
cently professed your readiness to go to war in their defense at all costs and 
all hazards. Will you rise to the occasion? Are you equal to your golden 
opportunity? 

THE LOSS TO THE PEOPLE. 


The selling of $100,000,000 of thirty-year 4 per cent bonds at 1043, when they 
are worth 117}, gives to the syndicate a profit of $12,750,000 

At the rate formerly stipulated by law and usual in similar transactions 
the payment to the brokers would be $500,000. Putting it at $1,000,000—very 
liberal pay, considering that the transaction involves no risk—the squeezing 
of the Government by the syndicate costs the people $11,750,000. 

The difference between a 3 per cent rate (which the Government can com- 
mand) and a 4 per cent rate (which this loan will carry if Congress shall not 
prone action) will be $1,000,000 a year, or $30,000,000 for the life of the 

‘And the taxpayers foot the bills! It isa golden opportunity for President 
Cleveland to come to the defense of the people by a direct appeal to the 
country. 

Mr. President, there were never words of truth and soberness 
uttered anywhere more appropriate and pertinent than those. It 
is not the ten or twelve million dollars that these men are 
allowed to make out of the Government. It is the fact that the 
American people facing this question must see that either one of 
two things exists, an incapable administration of public affairs or 
a dishonest one. It is frightful to contemplate that the people 
should come to either conclusion at this time, when it is said our 
credit is at stake. 

Mr. President, it is time tocall a halt in this matter. It is time 
at least that the people should have an opportunity to bid on these 
bonds if they desire. I have no idea that they will have that op- 
portunity. I have no doubt that this scheme will go on, and I 
have no doubt that the scandal will follow. But in due time the 
American people will wake up to the fact that there has been a 
misappropriation of public funds, arising, as I said the other day, 
either out of dishonesty or imbecility, and it is our duty here to 
put in our protest unless we are to be partakers of the contumely 
that must follow such conduct on the part of the administration 
of public affairs. 

For one, I do not propose by my silence to acquiesce in this kind 
of administration of public affairs. Heretofore at least we have 
been able to say to the people of the country, mistaken as the Ad- 
ministration may be in its policies, it is evidently working for the 
public good and is honest. We will not be allowed to say that 
much longer if these thingscontinue. If the syndicate, whose in- 
terest lies so close to the heart of the Senator from New York, is 
not willing to bid with the blacksmiths, and the mechanics, and 
the laborers, and the other bankers, then let it keep out of the 
market and let the Government depend upon the honest people of 
the country; and they will find they will not be mistaken, for they 
never have when they put faith in and relied upon the great 
American heart, which respondsin money as it responded in force 
when the nation’s life was assailed. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, as a contribution to this debate, 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Mex- 
ican loans that were made in 1846 and 1847 by Secretary Robert 
J. Walker, were made by the acceptance of sealed bids after pub- 
lic advertisements, and opened in the presence of bidders and the 
public in general. 

Iam afraid that some of the expressions by the Senator from 
New York will leave the impression that I had in some wise re- 
flected upon the syndicate. I did not mention the conspicuous 
member in the manner the Senator from New York did. I said 
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expressly that I had no reflections to make; that I did not chal- 
lenge their motives; that they were honorable men and able men, 
‘And it is beyond me to make any reflection whatever upon the 
President of the United States or challenge the motives of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. As I said before, I believe that they, 
as public servants and as public officials, are trying to do their 
duty as they understand it, and we are here ing to do ours. 
We have a right to differ with them as to the method of the trans- 
action of the public business, and that is all that this resolution 
means, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it is all very well for Senators to 
differ with the executive authorities of the Government and to 
criticise them most severely by saying that they are either dis- 
honest or incompetent, and then suggest that they have not 
meant anything by that criticism. I do not believe that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has up to this hour had any understanding, 
much less an agreement, with any syndicate whatever as to the 
issuing of any bonds. N obody knows to the contrary. There 
have been some suggestions that bonds must be issued to meet the 
emergency; there have been suggestions of preparations upon the 
= of bankers to take these loans if they shall be offered, and 

at is all. No man is authorized to say that he has been prom- 
a a — No terms have been agreed upon that any Senator 

ows of. 

Mr. President, if the friends of these gentlemen upon the other 
side whose pockets are lined with gold want to help the country out 
of its present emergency, let them come forward and make their 

ropositions now, to-day, to-morrow, Monday. Who knows that 
eir offer will not be accepted? Who is authorized to say? If 
everybody is clamoring for these bonds, as the Senator from West 
Virginia says—if the merchants, if the blacksmiths, if the n- 
ters, if the plain people, as he calls them, are so anxious for these 
bonds, let them come forward now, singly, by twos, by fours, by 
dozens, by syndicates, if they have a mind to. Where is the Sen- 
ator authorized to say the proposition will not be entertained or 
will not be accepted? 

Mr. President, no syndicates have come forward thus far; no 
men from the West, or from the East, or the South, or the North 
have come forward with any such suggestion that they were clam- 
oring to take these bonds. The sole person in the country who 
has made a definite and distinct offer is the editor and proprietor 
of the New York World, who has suggested that he would take a 
million dollars’ worth. So far, so good. Where are the others 
who are to take the $49,000,000? ere are the others to take the 
other $99,000,000, if there is to be $100,000,000 issued? It strikes 
me that there is a great deal of demagogy in this ap to the 
people. From all we have heard said here in the last few weeks, 
the people have but little ready money; they have but little money 
to invest in bonds at a premium, and under existing laws only 
bonds at a premium can issued, practically. 

Mr. President, I have no interest nor friendship, even, with the 
men who compose this syndicate in the city of New York. They 
are not of my political household, and I care nothing about them. 
I am here simply to say they have a right to e their bids. 
Any syndicate in any other city in the United States can make 
their bid now. Put the Secretary of the Treasury to the test at 
once if you want todo so. If your men in Colorado have got 
their gold that they are telegraphing you about, and annoying you 
with telegrams, let them put their propositions in better shape. 
Let them say that the united wealth of Colorado is willing to 
—_ this Government to the amount of $100,000,000 at 8 per cent, 
and see what the Secretary of the Treasury will say. 

Mr. President, there are no such propositions. en the people 
are drawing the oe aa the ay of the United States 
by at least a million dol a day—this gold out of the Treasury— 
and the credit of the country is im , impaired by our 
— inaction here to-day, impaired by the very proceedi in 
which we are attempting to embarrass the Treasury, do you think 
it is the time for this t Government to tinker around with a 
million here and a million there, with Tom, Dick, and Harry? 

Mr. President, these men do not believe it. These men are 
speaking for political effect. These men are attempting simply to 
get up a political advantage of the party now in power. at is 
all there is of it. I have no reason to believe that they would pro- 
ceed, if intrusted with power, any different than John G. Carli 
is proceeding to-day. competent or dishonest is the suggestion 
made. John G. Carlisle incompetent! One of the ablest men in 
— life dishonest! Look at hishonorable career. A poor man 

ay. Thisman has been in public life for thirty years. He has 
no bonds. He has no mone any account. You know his situ- 
ation. He is a poor man who lives upon his , and you know 
it. Dishonest or incompetent is the word out here upon 
this floor. Mr. President, he is neither. I can say this, that if 
any man has suffered political injustice at the hands of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury it is my cola and m in sagen! orb 
affairs in the great State of New York; igno: be I aypds ss ti 
appointments; ignored by him in every way, e others have 
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been recognized in their r tive States. But, sir, I think Iam 
broad minded enough to do him justice in his official financial re- 
lations to this Government. 

Sir, he is endeavoring to do the best for the country under the 
statutes passed before this Administration came into power—stat- 
utes which we inherited, statutes which he has suggested ought 
tobe remedied. He hassuggested amendments to get relief. You 
refuse to give this relief. You stand here picking flaws upon this 
thing and that thing that he has done to preserve the credit of the 
Government. You stand here not reporting your bills, holding 
them back, discussing these — questions when the financial 
credit of the country is at stake. 

Mr. President, you would think that the Democratic party is in 
oe with these men in New York. There is nothing in regard 
to New York business men different from other business men, 
Great financial transactions are had there because it is the 
moneyed center of the New World. Thatis the onlyreason. The 
great political parties have their national committees in the city 
of New York not because we ask to have them there, but be- 
cause it is believed that is the proper place from which to make a 
political campaign. There is where syndicates are naturally or- 
—. There is where great moneyed transactions take place. 

here else could the Secretary of the Treasury go? Shall he go 
hunting around the mountains of Colorado to find a syndicate 
ready to furnish him gold to float the bonds of the Government? 
I think not. You would then, indeed, say he is incompetent, 
although you might not then say he is dishonest. 

This is a simple question. Has anything been presented in the 
debate here to-day, has anything occurred since last February to 
justify the allegations against the competency and integrity of 
these officials? I think not. You have not forgotten nor has the 
country forgotten the message of the President of the United 
States, submitted to Congress last February, in which the samo 
difficulty presented itself, the same siphoning of gold out of the 
Treasury to redeem these same never-ending greenbacks. Hoe 
sent a respectful communication to Congress. What did he say? 
He said, in substance, ‘‘ The best offer I have received is that I can 
float coin bonds at 3 per cent and gold bonds at 3 per cent.” He 
had no authority under existing law to make bonds absolutely 
payable in gold, and the Congress knew it. He therefore said, *: If 

oumake the bonds payable in gold, I can float them at 3 per cent. 

f you insist upon keeping them payable in coin, under the old 
act of 1875, I can not do better than 3% per cent.” While that was 
pending here where were the other syndicates who, it is said, 
were offering 3 per cent for coin bonds? Nowhere—Colorado, 
West Virginia, or anywhere. Here and there some smart petty 
financier might say he wanted a few bonds at a little higher rate. 
But large offers did not come. When the proposition to issue 
bonds was pending any citizen, any bankers, any syndicate could 
have come forward. Any bankers, any syndicate can come for- 
ward to-day, to-morrow, Monday, any time before this question 
must be absolutely decided. 

Let Senators = the other side telegraph to their banker 
friends and let them present their propositions to Mr. Carlisle. 
Let them say, ‘‘ We will take five, ten, fifteen, or twenty million 
dollars of bonds at 3 percent.” If the Secretary refuses to accept 
the offer, then and then alone have you aright to say that he is 
incompetent or dishonest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the United States is full of cap- 
ital ready to be invested wherever there is abundant security. 
I have not the slightest doubt that if bonds were offered at 110 or 
112 they would be taken up as soon as the subscriptions could be 
got to the Secretary of the asury. There are $1,700,000,000 in 
the savings banks of the United States, of which a very consider- 
able percentage is lying where the trustees are unable to lend it 
at any such rate as they ought to have. 

It does not follow that because the times are difficult there is no 
capital tolend. That is just the time when capital dare not invest 
itself. I do not wish to discuss party questions here; it is a bad 
place and time to consider them; but as a business statement and 
proposition the tariff agitation has seriously affected the industries 
and business of this country, and I consider that the silver agita- 
tion is also to blame, for, whether or not the principles of our 
friends from Colorado are right, they are not accepted by the 
great financial world, and they will create distrust. Not all the 
people are so sanguine or are so well convinced as our friends from 
the Western States. 

I would havenoobjection whatever to a provision for the future— 
after this loan, if you choose—like this: 

Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds au- 
thorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, he shall adver- 
tise the same and authorize su ptions therefor to be made at the Treas- 


ury Department and at the subtreasuries and designated de tories of the 
United States. sig 


That is a provision found in the bond bill which comes over here 
from the o House. But now suppose we interfere, just about 
when a t loan is to be made, by something which is intended— 
the ution is not a legal enactment—to stop the loan, toshow the 





1896. 





desire, the will of Congress that the loan should be stopped, and 
in the meantime Congress has not provided any other way of mak- 
ing a loan. During the last Congress, which was Democratic— 
the present Congress has scarcely had time—nothing whatever 
was done to provide a substitute. Now, when the Government 
has made the proposed loan, if we can not do it before, let us pro- 
ceed immediately to provide a wise way of borrowing hereafter. 
Let us give our Government something like the exchequer bill 
law of Great Britain, providing a permanent right to loan in case 
of seriousemergency, for whatever reason. Wecan crust our Gov- 
ernment. The English have trusted theirs for generations and do 
not find any difficulty. They find their profit in it. To every 
sensible man, every plain man who can figure, and who does not 
know all about the inside motives, it seems a very strange thing 
that we are willing to sell for 104} the identical bonds which other 
ple within a week can sell for 115 or 117. 

I think it is a monstrous mistake to suppose that the people of 
the United States would not take the proposed loan. I say they 
would take it as soon as they could telegraph to the Treasury De- 
partment. You misunderstand the means of the American people, 
and you misunderstand their patriotism. Because of factious 
counsels among ourselves and without faith in the people we are 
bringing our great nation into a very discreditible condition. I 
will vote for anything that is decent and respectable to get us out 
of it. 

I happened to be in Paris in 1872 when France was about to pay 
her forfeit of a thousand million dollars to Germany. It was late 
on a Saturday night, and the subscriptions were to be opened the 
next morning in what is equivalent to a ward, in almost every 
ward in the city of Parisand all over the Empire. An American 
gentleman, long resident in that city, said to me, ‘‘I will wager 
you that the people are now gathering to offer their little sums of 
money for that loan.” The subscription places were to be opened 
at 9 o’clock in the morning. The bonds were 5 per cent 100- 
franc (twenty-dollar) bonds, I think, offered at 84, which made it 
in the neighborhood of a 6 per cent bond, with 25 per cent down. 
I said, ‘If that is the case, I want to see it.” Although I had to 

o away the next morning, we took carriages and drove down the 
amps Elysées, and the first place we came to was the well- 
known Palace of Industry. At midnight there were not less than 
1,200 people of the city of Paris om | for the window to be 
opened at 9 o’clock the next morning. History tells us how that 
loan was taken many times over. 

Does anybody suppose the patriotism of the American people is 
not equal to that? ill anybody throw doubt upon it who reads 
‘the history. of the war? Let us trust our people. Offer the pro- 
loan at 110 or 112, if you please, and to-morrow morning by 

legraph it will be taken. Trust the people of the country to 
take care of our honor. I shall not vote for the resolution until 
next week. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I merely rise to make one observa- 
tion, which it is hardly necessary to make to the Senate, but the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] has reiterated again and 
ain his ee why do not the people of the United States, 
they are willing to bid for the loan, come in with their offers? 

Why do you not come herefrom Colorado or from West Virginia or 
from the banks, other than the syndicate? The one sufficient 
answer to that argument which the Senator spent so long in urg- 
ing is that the ‘Administration has not yet made known its pur- 
pose to issue bonds at all, or to solicit a loan. 

The trouble with these loans, the last one and the one which is 
said to be now going on, is that no one knows how much the 
Government wants to borrow, or whether it wants to borrow 
anything, or whether it intends to issue any bonds at all until the 
whole transaction is over. How absurd to inquire why this 
wmneien with $500 in a savings bank and this old woman 
with in her teapot on the upper shelf do not come forward 
and make a tender of it to the Administration now. Nobody has 
any means of knowing what the President is going to do, either 
in manner or amount. The secrecy is not only as to the terms of 
the bargain, but also as to the purpose to make the bargain. 

For one, Mr. President, I do not wish to say anything, if I could, 

. which will affect the national credit; but I wish to repeat what I 
said in the last Congress, that I deny the lawful authority of the 
President of the United States or the Secretary of the Treasury to 
contract new debts for the sake of paying the current expenses of 
the Government. He has undoubtedly by the resumption act the 
right to issue the bonds therein described and provided for the 
P of maintaining the gold reserve; but when that is not the 
reality of the transaction, when he first pays out the gold reserve 
for the current expenses of the Government, it is ap idle device, 
a pretense, an artifice, to say that he has any lawful authority, 
either in substance or even technically, to issue these bonds. I 
have no doubt they will be paid, because their proceeds will have 

e undoubtedly to the advantage of the United States; but I 
it is one of the worst things ever done in our history that 
the President of the United States or the Secretary of the Brens- 
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ury should assume authority at will, without restraint, to increase 
the public debt. 

Mr. President, there has been a time, andit was a time which 
began when this country was settled and continued until Grover 
Cleveland’s Administration came into power, when the Ameri- 
can people thought it was a disgrace to owe a debt which they 
were not endeavoring to pay, and when they considered that 
the first ie of honest administration and the first principle 
of sound finance was to relieve the country from the burden of 
debt. With freedom from debt all the rest of these financial 
problems disappear. A man who is paying his expenses from his 
receipts, and is increasing his property and has no debt, com- 
mands the situation anywhere; he does not need to go to philoso- 
phers or experts or financiers to inquire what is the path to 
prosperity. That has been the simple doctrine the American 
people inherited from our fathers. 

I hold it to be one of the greatest of the numerous calamities 
this Administration has brought upon the American people that 
it has taken away from men from whom better things were ex- 
pected the sense of national honesty in regard to the matter of 
paying the national debt. What has become of the old Demo- 
cratic party? What has become of the old statesmanship of the 
South? Whatever else we may have to charge against the people 
of that section in times past,if we have anything, one thing until 
lately it always stood for, freedom from debt, economy of ex- 
a and sound and honest money, gold and silver. Now, 

am sorry to say, with some honorable exceptions, the statesman- 
ship of that part of the country seems to have abandoned all three. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I deny that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is using the proceeds of the bonds to pay the expenses of 
the Government. The records do not show any such use. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I shouldlike to ask my friend, if he will allow 
me, whether the Government has not used money specifically set 
aside for resumption purposes, and is gradually encroaching 
upon it. 

Mr. HILL. No, the Secretary has not. The bonds are sold for 
gold with which the greenbacks are redeemed. The Senator has 
just stated in his speech to-day that there is no law, there is no 
requirement, that the greenbacks in the Treasury should be set 
apart, but had the right to be placed in the general fund. Then 
the law of 1878 steps in and says they shall be put out again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law, the act of 1882, I think, provides for 
$100,000.000 for the reserve fund. 

Mr. HILL. The law recognizes, rather, the existence of such a 
f 


und. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The real amount, asI said to-day, was $95,- 
500,000. When that sum had been reached, and the surplus above 
that sum exhausted for current expenses, it seems to me it was the 
duty of the President of the United States and the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have avoided paying ana refused to pay any of that 
money for any purpose except to redeem United States notes. 

Mr. HILL. yhat law has he violated? What statute is there? 
Point it out if the Senator can. Not one. The Senator says it 
might be better. As a matter of financiering in the Treasury it 
might be better to keep that fund set apart. There is no statute 
which says it must be done. He has violated no law. Gold is 
converted into greenbacks by the redemption of them, and then 
the greenbacks are a part of the general fund of the Treasury. 
Then comes in the law of 1878, which says he shall pay out and 
shall not keep those greenbacks in the Treasury. I say here that 
he is violating no law; that, on the contrary, he has a perfect 
right to doit. You may say, as a matter of propriety, you may 
say, as a matter of financiering, he ought not to do it. That is 
one thing. That is addressed to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. But he violates no law. He is guilty of no mis- 
conduct. There is no dishonesty about it. It is his duty to keep 
this Government running, and he will discharge that duty in 
spite of the combined criticism of the gentlemen upon the other 
side. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
make a suggestion to him on that point? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; suggestions are in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand myself that wherever there is an ap- 

ropriation for a public expenditure made from moneys in the 

reasury not otherwise appropriated it can not be applicable unless 
the reserve fund is completed, because the moneys in the Treasury 
are otherwise appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. Let me read what a distinguished member of this 
body when he was Secretary of the Treasury said. Secretary 
Sherman discussed this question in his annual report for 1877, be- 
fore the passage of the act of May 1, 1878. Among other things 
he said: 

A note redeemed with coin is in the Treasury and subject to the same law 
as if received for taxes, or as a bank note redeemed by the corporation issu- 


ing it. The authority to reissue it does not depend upon the mode in which it 
is returned to the Treasury. 


Therefore these greenback notes are there for any legitimate pur- 
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pose. They are assets of the Treasury. They can be paid out for 
any proper purpose, appropriations, ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, or for 7 purpose. 

Now, Senators, this is elementary. Senators upon the other side 
know it aswellasIdo. Idonotintendto protract this discussion. 

A word has been said here about the enormous profits which 
are being made on the sale of these bonds. The United States 
4 per cent bonds of 1895, the last issue, are selling to-day, or were 
on December 28, for 116} flat, called. Those ds only real- 
ized to the investor a little over 3 per cent. The Government 
actuary has figured it out. And yet Senators are ting us to- 
day to float a coin bond at 3 cent, to be readily taken. I hope 
it can be done. I wish the Government were in a position to try 
it. Wecan suggest its trial. We would not be responsible for 
the failure. No Senator here has suggested what would be the 
effect of a trial and failure. You would then be at the mercy en- 
tirely and completely of any syndicate that might be formed. 

If a syndicate will accept these bonds at a reasonable rate, 
whether it is precisely at 4 per cent or a little less or a littlemore, 
and take the whole of them, I am not prepared to say that it may 
not be a good business transaction for the Government to close. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] speaks of indi- 
vidual sales of bonds; that a little lot of bonds are sold for asmall 
amount. You — take one barrel of apples and throw it upon 
the market down here and it would bring perhaps a fair price; 
but bring 50,000,000 barrels of apples, and would not the price go 
down? is Government is not simply to float one bond or 
$1,000,000 of bonds. It has to float $50,000,000 of bonds within the 
very near future, within a very few days, ibly $100,000,000; 
and to quote what this or that or the other d is selling for is 
idle and weak on the great question involved. 

Irrespective of any question of that kind, the simple question is 
whether the Senate is a to slap the officers of your Treas- 
ury in the face, and pass here an ion of opinion upon this 
great vital question, at this critical hour, depriving the Demo- 
cratic Secretary of the eee the power that all former Sec- 
— of the Treasury have . I will not believe it until it 

one. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us suppese that we pass a resolution here 
expressing by a large majority the condemnation by Congress of 
the Administration. Let us that next Tu y instead of 
passing the reasonable bond bill that comes from the other House 
we substitute for it a free silver coinage bill. Have we hel the 
financial situation? Shall we not discredit ourselves in the eyes 
of the world? Will the Senator from New York vote for free 
coinage under those circumstances and refuse a proper bond bill 
which will relieve the Administration of all its difficulties? 

Mr. HILL. It depends upon what you mean by a proper bond 
bill. That term is pretty indefinite. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Draw one yourself. 
one HILL. If I drew it myself I should be very likely to vote 

r it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know. I think the Senator from 
New York is very likely to have drawn or said things he would 
not indorse years afterwards. 

Mr. HILL. Possibly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the bond bill from the other House is not 
reasonable, let us modify it and make it so, and the House will 
concur with us, or shall we throw it aside and vote for free coin- 
age and discredit us, whether right or wrong, in the great mar- 
kets of the world? 

Mr. HILL. That is bringing up an entirely different question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a subject the Senator will have next 
Tuesday, and it directly affects the calculation of the money mar- 
kets of world upon the proposed loan. 

Mr. HILL. I should very much regret if the Committee on 
Finance next week should, as a substitute for any bond bill to 
meet the present emergency, add to it as an amendment or substi- 
tute for it a free-coinage bill. Does the Senator anticipate that 
that will be done? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam very much afraid of it, because I have 
assurances from many Senators that that will be the result. 

Mr. HILL. And we are having Senators here saying that 
the President of the United States is about to issue some Leute 
of the Government without waiting for the action of Congress. 
Now, the tion is made by an honorable Senator of influence 


Mr. President, permit me to say a word on that 


hoped it would not be done, because I think it d be unwise 
mix the general great financial question of the policy 

oe of silver with a temporary remedial measure 

I , in all good faith, that it would be unwise 

of the true friends of silver to bring here such a measure. 

no objection, if they desire to do so at a proper time, to 

in, in the near future, such a bill and let it be discussed; 
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they have the votes in the Senate to pass it, let it be passed; but 
let it stand on its own merits. 

Let not the free silver coinage question grab the Government by 
the throat every time it needs relief. I do not believe it is the 
proper policy to pursue, every time the Government gets into such 
an emergency as at present exists in reference to its financial af- 
fairs, to add to every bond bill a measure for the free coinage of 
silver. I think itis unwise. I think it will not practically solve 
this question. If a majority of the committee so desire, let them 
report their free-coinage bill in a manly fashion; let it be discussed 
here, and if they have a majority of the votes they are entitled to 
pass it. Ishall not delay it. I shall submit my views upon the 
subject, and thatis all. I donot think it would be wise—I do not 
know whether it will be done—to add to any bill that purports 
upon its face to give tempor relief tothe Treasury at this 
crisis a free-silver measure. I do not think it ought to be done, 
and I trust it will not be done. 

I have said frankly all that I care to say upon the subject. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, Iam not aware what effect the 
passage of the pending resolution would have upon the action of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the matter of selling bonds. I 
am of opinion that it would have but little effect. Iam of opinion 
that what he thinks is his official duty under the circumstances 
would be executed by him notwithstanding the passage of this 
resolution by the Senate. 

It occurs to me that the resolution is aimed more at the main- 
tenance of the parity of gold and silver than as a reflection upon 
the Administration. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] called attention to the fact that when Mexican bonds 
were sold there was advertisement and notification to the public. 
Attention has been called to the fact that when the Sherman bonds 
were sold in 1877 there was advertisement and notice to the pub- 
lic. When the bonds were sold in 1893 by the present Adminis- 
tration there was advertisement and notification; but at that time 
there was a very protracted and earnest debate as to the repeal of 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. That debate had the 
effect of shaking confidence in the maintenance of the gold stand- 
ard. I believe everyone will admit that that debate the effect, 
as all the constant assaults upon that standard have had the same 
effect, of shaking confidence in the ability of the Government to 
maintain gold at a parity. 

When the bonds were sold in February, 1895, the gold reserve 
in the Treasury had dwindled down to small proportions. There 
was no time to hesitate; there was no time to advertise. Conse- 
quently the Secretary of the Treasury had to act according to the 
exigency as it then presented itself. He made the best arrange- 

nt that he could with a syndicate. They undertook certain 
obligations on their part which I am told have been performed. 
They undertook to keep up the gold reserve, I believe, until last 
October. They undertook to prevent the exportation of gold. 
Have these obligations on their part been performed? No one has 
heard to the contrary. The situation is not inviting now for an 
advertisement. 

We are told by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that 

ld is hoarded. Wearetoldthatthereismore gold in the United 
States not in circulation than is necessary to cover any advertise- 
ment of bonds offered. But in spite of the violent attempts made 
to bring about the unlimited coinage of silver, in spite of the open 
declaration made that the bonds of the United States stipulated 
to be paid in coin are to be a in gold or silver indiscriminately, 
would holders of this gold exchange it for United States bonds 
threatened with thatsort of payment? Idonotbelieve they would. 

Mr. President, I have no quarrel with those who entertain free- 
silver views. I respect their opinions. I think they are in error, 
and thinking they are in error I would not willingly do anything 
on my part which would bring about the unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver. I believe that tying up the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury oe uiring an advertisement of bonds, when the exi- 
gencies of the demand an immediate repletion, might 
precipitate a silver , and thinking that, Is vote against 
the resolution. I believe that the Secretary of the Treasury ought 
to have unlimited discretion in such a case. 

As to the reflections — the honesty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, I think, in all deference to the Senator from Colorado, 
that they had better not have been uttered. In his heart the Sen- 
ator does not believe that the Administration, either individually 
or collectively, is dishonest. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not charged that. I charged that it was 
incapable or dishonest. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The dishon therefore attaches either to 
the Administration collectively or to the individual members of 
the Administration, and the tor reiterated the charge with 
emphasis. {say that I do not believehemeansit. Ido not believe 
that he understood or intended the full consequences of his charge. 


The Administration is epee arn Dademney up the side of the ques- 
tion which tends toward a main of the parity of the twe 
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metals, and in taking that view of it, the Administration can be 
charged with neither inbecility nor dishonesty. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] de- 
plores the decadence of Southern honesty and Southern states- 
manship and of sound views of Southern people upon finance. 
There perhaps is unfortunately a very wide departure between 
the statesmanship of this day of the Southern Senators and mem- 
bers of Congress and thestatesmanship of Calhoun, and Clay, and 
Benton. There is likewise a very large margin, perhaps, between 
the statesmanship of Massachusetts and the statesmanship which 
was ornamented and signalized by such great men as Webster. 
But, sir, the Southern men do not add hypocrisy to their lack of 
statesmanship, and while they are for the maintenance of what 
they call sound views on finance, they would not seek tostab those 
views by indirection for what I consider to be a puny party ad- 

vantage. 
vaWhat difference does it make in regard to the gold reserve 
whether we have more in the Treasury in. the way of paper than 
the needs of the Government require? If bonds are sold and gold 
obtained, and the gold drawn out again by greenbacks, so that 
there is an apparent overflowing of the Treasury and yet a deple- 
tion of the gold reserve, how are you to maintain the thousand 
million dollars of paper, every dollar of which is bottomed upon 
the ability of the Government to redeem in gold? How would it 
Lenefit the country to pile up taxation, not a dollar of which now 
is paid in gold, in order to get paper notes into the Treasury which 
you could not hold at a parity with gold? 

I admired the frankness of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
when he said, from the standpoint of the Administration, that it 
was idle to talk about advertising bonds when the very people 
who would take the bonds with gold would get the gold by draw- 
ing it out of the Treasury with greenbacks. . 

r. ELKINS. I hope, after the full discussion which has taken 
place, that we may now get a vote on the motion to refer, and 
then reach a final vote on the resolution this evening. We have 
been here long enough, it seems to me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if we are going on I wish to 
say just a word or two, if the Senator from West Virginia will 
excuse me. I do not know whether I was misunderstood or not. 
I do not wish to be understood as approving of the course of the 
Treasury Department in making the various loans which have been 
so much discussed. 

I did not believe that the Government had the right to borrow 
money under the law of 1875 and devote it, directly or indirectly, 
to the current necessities of the Government. I can not under- 
stand the mathematics by which the Treasury satisfies itself that 
the successive loans in no way went to pay current expenses. But 
I appreciate the necessity and the emergency, and if that method 
of borrowing can be palliated at all it is only by reason of the 
— of the last Congress to act upon this general subject of 

nance. 

Mr. ELKINS. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to say asingle word. Ishall 
vote for the resolution. I am opposed to the issuance of bonds of 
any kind. I believe there are other means by which the wants of 
the Treasury may be supplied. All the arguments in opposition 
to thé resolution are predicated upon the idea that there is no 
people of the United States, that a few men constitute the con- 
trolling power in finance and control the revenues and the products 
of the labor of this great people. Where are the gentlemen who 
subscribe for these bonds to get the gold? It is to come from the 
people, the millions of toilers in the United States. There is no 
= of finance that is great enough to supplant the results of 
the labor of the millions of the American people. 

Sir, you have only to advertise, and the notes of this Govern- 
ment, redeemable at its option in gold or silver, and bearing 3 per 
cent interest, will be taken up in gold, dollar for dollar, by the 
people of this country without delay. It seems to me that there 
is no kind of question in regard to the truth of that proposition. 
The resources of this country are in the labor of its millions of 
toilers and in the brains of the poor people of the country, and 
not in the great princes of finance and the men who have at- 
tained, even by laudable enterprise, the position of captains of in- 
dustry. There is no a of the credit of this Government 
failing when it is intrusted to the people of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in view of the importance of 
this question, and the very grave questions raised by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKtys}, the certainty that other amendments will 
be offered to the pending resolution, and the equal certainty that 
the matter can not be disposed of to-night, I move that the te 


Ns ELKINS. Ihope not. I call for the yeas and nays on th 
motion to adjourn. .: * Wi 7 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. . 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
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with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. Otherwise I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). I understood that the Senator from Idaho and myself had 
transferred our pairs. I voted with that understanding. 

Mr. SHOUP. Very well. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida jeg Pasco]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iannounce the pair of the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH] with the junior Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. StTEwWaRT]. 

Mr. BRICE. I wish to state again that the general pair which 
I have with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] has 
been transferred by agreement to the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Linpsay}. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
“oe. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
— is paired with the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a general pair with the Senator from Texas |Mr. Minus]. Hehas 
not voted, and I will therefore withdraw my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Chilton, Harris, Murphy, 
Allison, Cullom, Hawley, Roach, 
Bate, George, Hill, Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Hoar, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gorman, Lodge, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Wetmore. 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. 
NAYS 6 
Allen, Clark, McBride, Pugh, 
Baker, Davis, Mantle, Shoup, 
Burrows, Dubois, Nelson, Squire, 
Butler, Elkins, Peffer, Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Perkins, Warren. 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Kyle, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Bacon, Gordon, Morrill, Smith, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Palmer, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Irby, Pasco, Thurston, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Platt, Tillman, 
Daniel, Mc Millan, Pritchard, Turpie, 
Faulkner, Mills, Quay, Vilas, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Sewell, White, 
Gear, Morgan, Sherman, Wilson. 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 24 minutes 
’ 2 S S ryt 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, January 7, 1896, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 3, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY M. CouDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CUSTOMS DISTRICT, ALASKA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting draft of a bill for the reorgani- 


zation of the customs district of Alaska; which was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting the annual report of the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification for the year ended October 31, 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 


adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The joint resolution (S. 32) authorizing and directing accept- 
ance of the ram Katahdin, thereby making said ram a part of the 
United States Navy, having been found truly enrolled, the Speaker 
signed the same. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 895) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy G. Allabach; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a concurrent resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of 5,000 copies of the oy entitled ‘ logy 
and mining industries of the Cripple Creek district, Colorado.” 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON (at 12 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.), adjourned until Monday, January 6. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill = R. 3190) to provide for fortifica- 
— and other seacoast defenses—to the Committee on Appro- 

ations. 
. By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 3191) to provide 
for fortifications and other seacoast defenses—to the Committee 
on = EO 
my r. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 3192) fixing the salary of the 
clerk to the disbursing officer and quartermaster at the West 
Point Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3193) relating to the 
payment of customs duties and to the finances—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 3194) in regard to that portion of 
the public domain situated in the State of Kansas known as 
“sand hills,” and unappropriated public domain situated in said 
State composed of sand lands, and providing for the reclamation 
and entry thereof—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) to regulate the rates of pensions in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8196) granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the United States in the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 3197) for the erec- 
tion of a reformatory and house of detention for women and zirls 
convicted of crimes and misdemeanors in the District of Columbia, 
and the safe-keeping, care, and protection of those awaiting trial, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 8198) for the adjudication of pen- 
sion claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H.R. 3199) granting to the city of 
Chamberlain, 8. Dak., the right to improve, beautify, lease, and 
use for sanitarium and public p ses American Island, hereto- 
fore granted to said city asa public park—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) to establish a mili t at or near 
the city of Pierre, Hughes prtene = A in the State of South Dakota— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 3201) to provide 


for closing the artificial sloughs between Ferry and Fire- 
baugh, in the State of California, and pees money for 
that pur to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


pose— 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) to pay for improving the streets in front 
of the post-office site in the city of Sacramento, State of California— 
to the Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 3203) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to punish as a felony the carnal and unlawful know- 
ing of any female under the age of 16 years,” abe February 
9, 1889 (Twenty-fifth Statutes, page 658, chapter 120)—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8204) estopping the 
Secretary of the Interior and those under him from denying a 
sion claims in certain cases, and for other purposes—to the - 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8205) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to discontinue the office of collector of customs at 
certain ports, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury ent. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur- ani in 
— and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8207) to increase the pay of surf- 
men in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3208) to amend sec- 
tion 3738 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 1878—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8209) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories, 


_By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H.R.3210) to provide for the adju- 
dication and payment of damages sustained by citizens of the 
United States in the border counties of York, Adams, Cumber- 
land, Franklin, Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and Perry, in State of 
Pennsylvania, from Union and Confederate troops during the 
late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3211) to retire 
United States and Treasury notes, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R.3212) to secure a better foreign 
market for grain and the oe of grain and other agricultur,] 

roducts of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 

mmittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A resolution that it is the 
sense of the House of Representatives that no more bonds be soli 
at private sale or under private contract—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A resolution directing the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency to report a bill to establish postal 
savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BARHAM: A resolution relating to clerks in post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A resolution in regard to the refusal of 
certain officials in the Treasury Department to carry into effect 
certain laws enacted to pay certain bounties on sugar—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H.R. 3213) grant- 
ing a pension to John L. Britton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H.R. 3214) for the relief of Philip 
Loney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of William A; Cole—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of 
pension to James P, Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 3217) placing the name of John W. 
Brooks, of Elisworth, Kans., on the rolls of the Army and grant- 
ing him an honorable discharge with pay and allowances—to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 3218) for the relief of Wil- 
liam D. Matthews—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8219) for the 
relief of James Boland—to the Committee on Claims. 

7 Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3220) to pension 
E. 5. Thompson, a soldier of the Mexican war—to the Committce 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of James H. Wimpey, of 
McDonald County, Mo., authorizing him or his legal representa- 
tives to select 160 acres of unoccupied and unappropriated land 
of the United States (not mineral) and subject to homestead entry 
and directing the issue of scrip therefor in legal subdivisions—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of Mrs. W.C. Lucas—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 3224) for the relief of actual s«t- 
tlers on the Navajo Reservation addition—to the Committee on 


dian rs. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H.R. 3225) for the relief of John 
F. Bretz, of Springfield, I1l.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURT of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3226) granting a pen- 
sion to George Wolf, of North Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bili (H. R. 3227) for the relief 
of Kate A. Hill—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) to provide for the erection of a wall 
around the jail of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hanna) 
Newell Barrett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H.R. 3230) granting pension to Lena 
D, Smith, widow of Green Clay Smith, late colonel Fourth Ken- 
tucky Cavalry and brigadier-general United States Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8231) granting a pension to John J. Benike, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. aoe the relief of Anthony McAndrew, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TON: A bill (H. R. 3283) to authorize the Court of 
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Claims to hear and determine the claim of the heirs of Dudley B. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Wil- 
liamson Durley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles R. Bortle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill -- R. 3236) granting a pension to Stephen Jackson, 
of Glassford, [1l.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3237) to increase the pension of 
John Houk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3238) to increase the pension of William P. 
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 3239) granting 
a pension to Annie E. Hetherington—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

; Also, a bill (H. R. 3240) granting a pension to Hannah Osborne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (HB. R. 3241) granting a pension to Mary E. Boyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) restoring Sarah J. Thompson, late Sarah 
J. Wilson, to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 3248) to correct the military record 
of.Samuel Trout, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 3244) to remove 
the charge of desertion and grant an honorable discharge from 
the United States Army to Franz S. Zoller—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Alfred 
Vansickles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3246) granting a pension to Henry B. Magill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3247) granting a pension to Charles 
Blitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 3248) granting a pension to Lena 
Moser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting a pension to Anne Tracy—-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting a pension to Levi R. Long—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8251) granting a pension to Walton Butler— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting a pension to John N. Corgan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3253) granting a pension to Jane Dykes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 3254) for the relief of the 
vestry of the Episcopal Church of Remington, Fauquier County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3255) for the relief of James Y. Smith—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 3256) for the relief of Alfred T. | 


Morey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 3257) to pension Maria L. 
Hughes, as widow of Isaac M. Hughes, late a private in Company 
H, Twenty-fifth Iowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3258) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Daniel Straw, late private 
Company F, Twenty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3259) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Michael Monahan and grant him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3260) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James M. Canney and grant him an hon- 
orable dischar to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3261) correcting the muster of Second Lieut. 
E. D. ae ae the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3262) for the relief of 
Frances A. Monholland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3263) to increase the pension of 
Carlos Bombard, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Ynvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia 
ve of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Pen- 

ns. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following polices and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolution of North Avenue 
Baptist Society of Cambridge, Mass., favoring the discontinuance 
of Indian contract schools; also, resolution of the Twelfth Bap- 


——— 


tist Society of Boston, Mass., favoring same legislation; also, reso- 
lution of John L. Clark and others, favoring same legislation—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution unanimously adopted by the Board 
of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., at a meeting held November 30, 
1895, requesting Congress to grant belligerent rights to Cuba—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolution of American Protective 
Association of Nebraska, praying that the Government recognize 
the belligerent rights of the Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Santee Sioux Indians praying for the passage of 
the bill (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to In- 
dians, and for other a the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Memorial from the city of Chamberlain, S. 
Dak., relative to authorizing said city to use American Island for 
certain purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of D. A. Banta and 25 others, citizens 
of Barton County, Kans., praying for the passage of the bill for 
the relief of Lena Moser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Anne Tracy, praying Congress to grant her a 
pension—totthe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Neal, for the passage of House bill 
1856, granting her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of John F. Lewis, for the passage of House bill 
1852, for his relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. P. Taylor Post, No. 387, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Conway Springs, Kans., for 
the enactment of a service pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Capt. William D. 
Richards and 45 others, owners or masters of vessels, asking that 
the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis., may be improved—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce, concerning the Venezuelan dispute—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of members of 
Washington Camp, No. 436, Patriotic Order of Sons of America, 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of S.G. Richards, M. E. Hotchkiss, and 
others, praying for an increase of the pension of Lemuel J. Essex— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Paper from ex-Governor Bulkeley, of Con- 
necticut, in reference to transfer of cases from State to Federal 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Lucy A. Tontain, of Banning, Cal., 
asking for relief—to the Committee on ti.e Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Charles Blitz, Company C, Sixty-seventh New 
York Infantry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Mary Eliz. Craig, for pension, together with 
affidavits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 6, 1896. 


+ The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CoupDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under Rule XXIV, clause 2, the following communications, etc., 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the board of appraisers appointed to appraise the im- 
provements of intruders in the Cherokee Nation, together with 
accompanying papers and letters upon the subject; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of an appropriation to carry into effect the provisions 
of a convention for the exchange of public documents with cer- 
tain foreign Governments; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin 
a copy of a communication from the president of the Nationa 
Academy of Sciences, with papers and vouchers relating to ex- 

nditures madein accordance with the act of Congress approved 

uly 12, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Appro 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
additional estimates for pameess of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. — ts 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, ene 
an estimate of an appropriation for the ee of a press an 
separating machine for the office of the Treasurer of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. , 

A bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A concurrent resolution: 

lved by the Senate (the H Representatives concurring), That th 

scien a the eo ee Office, at the earliest day practicable, 
5,000 copies in separate form, with covers, of the paper entitled *‘ Geol- 

and mining industries of the le Creek dist: ict, ,”" consti- 
tuting pages 1 to of part 2 of the teenth Annual of the United 
States Geological Survey, with the accompanying ill tions, of which 
aad copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 ees for the use of the 
z ~— Le Representatives, and 500 copies for distribu by the Geological 


Which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
A concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate (the Howse of 
be printed, under the direction of the De 
of & paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual 
5 
y ” 


tatives concurring), That there 

tof the Interior, 6,000 copies 
Report of the Director of the 
tates Saoe Survey, entitled ‘‘ The public and their water 
supply, er with the accompan and illustrations, of which 
number 1,600 copies shal! be for the use of mem of the Senate, 3,000 for the 
use of members of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Geological Survey. 


Which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. 8 er, @ joint resolution introduced by 
myself—joint resolution (H. Res. 61)— aa for the per. 
ment of the force of Truck Company D in the District of Colum- 
bia was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
As it contains an appropriation it should have been referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that the reference be 


corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made, and the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Ap iations. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. The bill (H. R. 276 ich I intro- 
duced, granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Ha: 
Military Reservation, in said State, for the purpose of establish- 
ing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural —— and of 
the Kansas State Normal Institute thereon, and for a public park, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. That bill has 
reference to the di tion of a military reservation which has 
been abandoned, and is now a part of the public domain. I ask, 
therefore, that the reference be corrected and that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLUE. A bill of similar character introduced by m 
House bill 1238—took the same reference. I ask that in this case, 
also, the reference be changed. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1238) granting to the 
State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, 
in said State, for the p of establishing western branches of 
the Kansas Agricultural and of the sas State Normal 
School thereon, and for a — park, was referred to the Com. 
mittee on the Public Lan 


SETTLEMENT OF THE VENEZUELA BOUNDARY, ETC. 


Unite 


Se unanimous consent. The 
a will be read, after which there will be opportunity for 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (fhe Mewes of Daprgemntatiose coneeres ), That 

000 extra copies of Senate t No. session e Congress, 
Solatien to the Venezuela ery, Me ee in See, of which 
number 2,000 shall be for the use of Senate and 4,000 for the use of the 
House of tatives. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask permission to make a brief state- 
ment in connection with this resolution, after which I think there 
will be no objection to its immediate consideration. 

This House has already — a resolution, introduced by the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Lacey], similarto this, But that was 
simply a House resolution, which, inasmuch as the cost of this 
Sern , can not be executed by the Public Printer. 

e resolution on which I now ask the House to act has already 
been passed by the Senate, and the action of the two Houses is 
mecossary in order that this work may be done. 


J ANUARY 6, 


Mr. PERKINS. Is not the number here proposed—6,000—largey 
than is required? ; 

Mr. RI VHARDSON. Ithink this is the same number that was 
pee in the House resolution introduced by the gentleman’s 


co “ene — LACEY]. 

Mr. HITT. I suggest that the resolution be amended so as to 
include the message, with accompanying correspondence, that 
recently came in. is will complete the history, so far as cor- 
respondence goes, of this Venezuela question. The limited num- 
ber that was 7 of.the message and documents makes it 
somewhat difficult to get them, and it is desirable that all these 
documents should go together. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a Senate concurrent resolution; 
it is not offered by myself. 

Mr. HITT. But it might be amended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. es, if the House should decide to con- 
sider the resolution it would be amendable. I think the gentle- 
man’s suggestion is eminently proper. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HITT. I move to amend the resolution by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ boundary ” the words ‘‘ and the President’s message of 
December 17, 1895, and the documents accompanying the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Iask unanimous consent that Mr. Clarence 
E. Allen, Representative-elect from the State of Utah, be now 
swornin. As gentlemen all understand, Utah is now a State, the 
President’s proclamation to that effect having been issued on 
Saturday. The term of Mr. Allen, who was elected as a Repre- 
sentative of the State, commenced onSaturday. He has filed with 
the Clerk credentials signed by the governor and the secretary of 
state, but not as officers of the State, because they could not he 
sworn in until to-day. There is no contest of Mr. Allen’s election; 
and I therefore ask unanimous consent that he be now sworn in 
as a member. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kansas [Mr. BropDEricx | 
asks unanimous consent that the oath of office be administered to 
Clarence E. Allen as a Representative from the State of Utah. 

Mr. CRISP. I will ask my friend from Kansas whether he has 
examined into this matter at all and has ascertained that this gen- 
tleman is entitled to be sworn in? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. This of course is not precisely similar to the case 
ordinarily presented where the oath is administered to a member- 
elect before his credentials have been formally presented. I under- 
stand that Utah, by proclamation issued on Saturday last, has been 
declared a State; but has the gentleman from Kansas looked into 
the law sufficiently to satisfy himself that the action he now pro- 
poses is entirely Pa ? 

Mr. BRODERIC Yes, sir. Under the enabling act the gov- 
ernor and the secretary of the new State must sign the credentials 
of the member elected to Congress. These officials will be sworn 
in to-day in Utah; but they have already signed credentials to the 
same effect. 

I confess that this pean is somewhat irregular; but in 
view of the fact that there is no contest over the election of Mr. 
Allen, and as the credentials, although somewhat irregular in 
form, are already filed with the Clerk of the House, I see no rea- 
son why the member should not be sworn in now. I know that 
there is no contest; I know that he was elected under a constitu- 
tion — by the State, and I therefore make the request. ’ 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that in a matter of 
this sort there ought to be some reference and report froin 4 
committee of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). This Territory has just been admitted 
as a State, and the RecorD ought to show some report either fro: 
the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Elections «s 
to the facts involved. In other words, there ought to be som: 
report showing that Utah is now entitled to a Representative on 
the floor of this House, and therefore, under the circumstances, 
I think I shall have to object to the unanimons consent asked by 
the gentleman from Kansas. ; 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman from Georgia will allow 
me to = there are precedents for this action. : 

Mr. ISP. ‘This can be done to-morrow, and it will occasion 
no material ei 4g 

The SPEAK Objection is made to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will withhold that moticn for an instant. 

I would suggest that this master of the election in Utah be re- 
ferred to some committee to meet the objection of the gentleman 
from Georgia. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions or to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ith the right to report at any time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Itshould go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa suggests that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRopERICK] be 
submitted to the Committee on Elections or the Judiciary Com- 


mittee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the committee have the right 
to report at So . . 

The SPEA . With the right to report at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I notice, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Iowa suggested in the first instance that this should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections. I think it belongs properly 
to the Judiciary Committee, the law committee of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was aot struggling to get control, but 
simply to get action on the matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wanted the gentleman to get control. I 
know his oer Se prevented him from asserting himself. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You know me thoroughly. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that this 
matter be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with power 
to report at any time? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, for two weeks, on account of 
business. : : 

To Mr. Sora, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DayTON, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
business. 

CODIFICATION AND ARRANGEMENT OF THE PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask a change of reference of 
House bill No. 2782, to codify and arrange the laws relating to 
nsions. I ask that the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
discharged from the further consideration of this bill and that 

it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TheSPEAKER. In this form it requires unanimous consent of 
the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have no motive except to at- 
tain the best results by the committee charged with the investiga- 
tion and report on this matter; but it seems to me that this per- 
tains properly to one of the law committees of the House, and I 
think it ought to remain with the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws or else be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The revisions heretofore made have been under the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and I think it en- 
tirely eae that this should go fhere also. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is a modification or arrangement of the 
laws relating to pensions that was made in the last Congress. 
The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Pearson, was a member of a com- 
mittee of three appointed by the House to arrange and codify 
these laws. It was reported and d by the House, but no final 
action was taken upon it. Now, it is entirely true that either the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions or the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws would have jurisdiction of this matter. As I intro- 
duced this bill myself on the opening of this session, it went to 
the Committee on the Revision of t the Laws. But I have consulted 
the chairman of that committee, Mr. Bowers of California, and 
it is his request that it be rereferred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, as they do not care to take up the matter of pensions at 
this time and go through all of the various laws on the subject. 
It would come under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions anyway, and that is the desire of all whom I have con- 
sulted in the matter. It was before the last House from time to 


time and finally passed the House. 
Mr. McMILL All propositions, so far as I have known, for 


the revision of the pension laws have gone to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. In addition, I happen to know that 
this committee has very little else to do, and as the question sub- 
mitted is an exceedingly important one, it ought to go to that 
committee. I have the utmost confidence in the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, but that committee is overwhelmed with work 
in the consideration of individual pension bills, which will require 
all of their time. They would have no opportunity to consider a 
en of this importance, and therefore I object to the change 
reference. ‘ 
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Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will permit me a moment—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. I must object to the request. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

REGENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw my motion for adjournment for 
a moment to allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] to 
present a matter to the Honse. 

Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a joint resolution (H. Res. 19) to fill a vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, of the class other than members of Congress, shall be tilled by the 
appointment of William L. Wilson, of the State of West Virginia, in place of 
Henry Coppée, deceased. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DInGLEy (at 12 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned can- 
non and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River 
Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3266) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
of the late war, and providing pensions to their widows and minor 
children—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3267) to facilitate the determi- 
nation of land matters in the Department of the Interior—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3268) to facilitate the procurement of evidence 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses in matters before the 
registers and receivers of the local land offices of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3269) to grant and settle with the public-land 
States 5 per cent of sales and warrant locations—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3270) authorizing commutation 
to certain inmates of the Soldiers’ Hors for Regular Army at 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 3271) to extend the provisions 
of the pension laws to the Indiana State Militia, known and des- 
ignated as the ‘‘ Indiana Legion,” and to the widows, children, and 
dependent relatives of deceased members of the Indiana Legion 
who rendered service to the United States during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3272) to do justice to the widows 
of our soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 3273) for the classification of 
clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3274) to restore widows to the 
pension rolls in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8275) to provide for the pur- 
chase or condemnation of the property of the Monongahela Navi- 
gation Company—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 3276) to revive and reenact the 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the building of a railroad bridge 
at Little Rock, Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 3277) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to extend its 
line of road into and within the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R.3278) to amend section 1 of an 
act approved December 21, 1893, entitled ‘“‘ An act to provide for 
two addi@ional associate justices of the supreme court of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes”—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H.R.3279) to authorize the reas- 
sessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) to amend section 5 of an act entitled 
** An act to punish the carrying or selling of deadly or dangerous 
weapons within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
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_— July 138, 1892—to the Committee on the District of 
umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improve- 
ments and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 8282) to repeal 
section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other perpen, which became a law August 
25, 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. ) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post-office, office of the superintendent of the 
Hot Springs Reservation, and other civil offices, in the city of 
— Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

ounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3284) to provide a public building for the 
use of the post-office and other civil offices of the city of Pine 
Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

" Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. ) to confer the 
rank and pay of a first lieutenant of infantry upon the director of 

mnastics and instructor in swordsmanship at the United States 

ilitar a the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3286) for the establishment of 
branch hydrographic offices at Duluth, Minn., Sault Ste. Marie, 
Mich., and Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 62) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relative to 
taxation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Joint resolution [*- Res. 63) directing the 
Secretary of War to pre and submit plans and estimates for 
opening up Gravesend Bay and Coney Island Creek, New York— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MERCER: Joint resolution ¥ Res. 64) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores for mili- 
tar _—— in high schools—to the Committee on Military 
Aff rs 


airs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A resolution to have printed cer- 
tain House documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: First credentials of Mr. Clarence E. 
Allen, Representative-elect from the State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were aan from 
i consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
OLLOWSB: 

A bill R. 582) for the relief of Dobson Johnson, of Dekalb 
County, Tenn.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H, R. 1118) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth V. 
Harman—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 685) for the relief of James M. Hankins—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on ae Affairs, 

A bill (H. R. 699) to pension John Morris—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill “ R. 728) for the relief of Ami Simmons—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 3287) to correct the military 
record of William H. Signet, of McKeesport, Allegheny County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3288) granting a pension to Annie O’Neil and 
Mary O'Neil, of Uniontown, Pa.—to 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8289) to correct the military record of Harvey 
H. Young, of Bealisville, Washington County, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3290) for the 
relief of Goff A. Hall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3291) granting a pension to 
John L. Rumery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 8292) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Seth Porter Church, alias Samuel Church—to the Com- 
mittee on et Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 3298) to correct the military 
re of George C. Deininger—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) for the relief of officers and crews of 
the United States gunboats Kineo and Chocura—to the Committee 
en War Claims. 
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By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of John K, 
mage of Portsmouth, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Af. 

airs. 

_By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R.3296) to do justice to the sur. 
vivors of the shipwreck of the Sultana—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8297) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John D. Brining, of Canton 
Ill.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of B. F. 
Moses—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 3299) for the relief of C. Ss. 
Lobdell, of Parkersburg, lowa—to the Committee on War Claims. 

aot HARDY: A bill e. R. 8300) granting a pension to 
William Mathers, late of the Marengo Light Guards—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3301) gue & pension to James Condra, 
late of the Marengo Light Guards—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. =e) pains a pension to John Blunk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3303) to extend the patent 
granted to William Farr Goodwin for an improvement in rail- 
way tracks and trucks—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3304) directing the correction of 
the record of John Irvin, late of Company E, Sixty-fourth Ohio 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 3305) to carry into effect the 
finding of the Court of Claims in favor of Admiral I. Nunn, of 
Arkansas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3306) to increase the pension of 
Theodore V. or 2 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 3307) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George W. Witting—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

* Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 3308) to confirm to Allen 
C. Clark the title to certain real estate in the city of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of James 
L. Ord, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3310) granting a pension to Patrick Bogan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3311) for the relief 
of ncis M, Kirby and to amend his milita.y record—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3312) to correct the 
military record of Michael Garvey, late of Company H, Twelfth 
ae Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

0 Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of James 
a the Committee on Military Affairs. 

so, a bill (H. R. 3314) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Heustis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 3315) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of John F, Kelley—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) granting a pension to Cora L. Dodge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) to remove the charge of desertion against 
a Stock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
off the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 3319) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob Witmer, late private Company 7 eet -seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3320) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert Herr—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3321 ting an increaseof pension to Isaiah 
E. Mehring, ies @, Two hundred and ninth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3322) ——<. pension to James K. McCul- 
lough, Company F, Seventeenth Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) granting a pension to Mary Hatz, de- 
dent mother of William Hatz—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 

By Mr. TRACY: A bill (H. R. 8824) for the relief of Charles 
Brewster, and to place him on the retired list—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3325) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the service record of Alexander Warren—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. j 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) for the relief of certain officers of the 
Missouri State Militia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3327) for the relief of David C. Allen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy M. 
Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3329) for the relief of George W. Cherry, and 
to place him upon the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 3330) to pension Samuel Akins—to the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3331) to pension Col. James Lindsay—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3332) granting a pension to Mrs. Fanny 
Warren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas 8. 
Daugherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3334) to grant a pension to Levi C. Faught— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pene and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of John Richard Dimock, pray- 
ing that his naval record may be corrected—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Ne : 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of 11 ex-soldiers of Havelock, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of a service — bill on the per 
diem plan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of M. H. Norton and 85 other citizens 
of the State of Missouri, for the improvement of the Missouri 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARDY: Evidence to be filed in support of bill to pen- 
sion James Condra—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Ministerial Association of Indianapolis, Ind., asking (1) to raise the 
age of consent; (2) to repeal the ee divorce law of Okla- 
homa; (3) to enact a Sabbath law for the capital equal to the best 
State law; (4) to enforce compulsory education and suppress child 
labor in the capital; (5) to pass a law for arbitration of railway 
strikes, and (6) to provide for a commission to investigate the 
labor problem—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the Chicago Con- 
gregational Club, December 20, 1895, concerning outrages upon 
the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: Resolutions of the Brooklyn Veteran Associa- 
tion, denouncing the outrages of the Turks and Kurds upon Chris- 
tian Armenians and calling upon the Government of the United 
States to interfere—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

phy HOWELL: Petition for the extension of a patent granted 
to William Farr Goodwin for an improvement in railway tracks 
and trucks—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 77 citizens of North Platte, Nebr., 
asking for the passage of a bill regulating immigration, introduced 
y Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE—to the Committee on Immigration and 

aturalization. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial of John H. Clark, the son of a Rev- 
olutionary soldier, urging currency reform—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MAHON: Two petitions of members of Washington 
Camp, Patriotic Order of Sons of America, No. 93, of Alfrurata, 
Mifflin County, and No. 658, of Knobsville, Fulton County, Pa., 
asking for the Passage of House bill No. 5446, Fifty-third Con- 

ss, known as the W. A. Stone bill, to restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

_By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of American Protective Asso- 
ciation of Nebraska, that the Cubans be recognized as belligerents 
by the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of John A. Fairfax—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of John 8. Black, M. D. Martin, and 
100 others, Indian Bay sufferers, for relief, with Exhibits A, B,C, 
and D—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: Resolution adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
— Boston, Halifax County, Va.—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Burlington Woolen Mills, Col- 
chester Mills, and Winooski Worsted Company, for the revision 
of the tariff on wool and woolen goods—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of St. Johnsb Vt., prayin 
for a revision of the tariff on roman and portland cements —to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ Also, resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of New England 
favoring the passage of the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions adopted at @ mass meeting in 
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New Haven, Conn., concerning the Armenian outrages, calling 
sm Congress to act, and accompanied with letters from Rev. 
Newman Smyth, D. D., and others—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of J. Jones and 41 other citizens 
of New Hampshire, praying for the passage of a bill to reclassify 
and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition asking for an appropriation of $1,000,- 
000 per year for three years to continue the improvement of the 
Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, four petitions from Ozark, Sparta, Guinn, and Nixa, State 
of Missouri, asking for the passage of House bill No. 1686—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Alexander Warren—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Charles Brew- 
ster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of George W. 
Cherry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Mrs, 
Nancy M. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Peniene, 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 7, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, a Senator from the State of Louisiana, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BERRY. The Senator-elect from Kentucky, Mr. Lindsay, 
is present, and I ask that the oath of office be administered to him. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Kentucky, 
whose credentials have heretofore been presented, will please come 
forward and receive the oath of office. 
Mr. Lindsay was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
BERRY, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to 
the act of Congress of March 2, 1895, a~thorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to consider and examine the terms of 
the contract between the United States and William H. B. Stout, 
Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac 8. Bangs, dated April 21, 1888, for fur- 
nishing stone for the Congressional Library building, which was 
rescinded by the act of Congress of October 2, 1888, a report as to 
the extent the contract was executed prior to its rescission and 
what payments have been made, etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ing report, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting,in conformity with the act of 
Congress of March 2, 1895, the report of the board of appraisers 
appointed by the President to appraise the improvements of in- 
truders in the Cherokee Nation, together with accompanying pa- 
= and letters upon the subject; which, with the accompanying 
etters and papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 extra 
— of Senate Document No. 226, first session Fiftieth Congress, 
relating to the Venezuelan boundary line, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 19) for filling a vacancy on the Board of Regents, 
Smithsonian Institution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of North 
Platte, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mason City, 
Nebr., sobtiots in the late war, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation giving the same weight and credibility to the evidence of 
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noncommissioned officers and private soldiers before the Pension 
Bureau as is given to the evidenceof commissioned officers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of members of General John 
Sedgwick Garrison, No. 37, Regular Army and Navy Union of the 
United States of America, of West Point, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the 
Statutes at Large of the United States, relating to enlisted men in 
the service of the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry ministers of the State of 
New York, of sundry citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., and of sun- 
dry citizens of the State of New York, praying that protection 
and security be granted to American citizens in Turkey, and that 
redress be obtained for injuries committed upon them; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present, by request, resolutions passed at 
a public meeting held in Kansas City, Mo., November 30, 1895, 
signed by D. 8S. Harriman, chairman. They are resolutions of 
sympathy with the Cuban revolution, and they conclude by say- 
ing, ‘‘ That we believe, as Spain set the precedent during our 
civil war by recognizing the Southern Confederacy, we are amply 
justified in extending to Cuba the same aid and assistance in her 
struggle for liberty that France did our ancestors of the original 
thirteen colonies during their struggle for freedom from des- 
potic England, and that all people seeking the blessings of a free 
country and self-government should receive the fullest encourage- 
ment and aid from the United States.” I move the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, I present a petition signed by 111 members of the 
University of Wisconsin and a vast number of representatives of 
different posts of the Grand Army of the Republic all over the 
country, praying for the passage of the bill introduced by the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. HansprovesH], to prevent an im- 
proper use of the American . I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR. LI also present a petition signed = mayor and 
city council of Worcester, Mass., praying that Congress will au- 
thorize the use of a suitable vessel of the United States Navy to 
forward supplies to suffering Armenians. I move that the ;eti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR. I also present the petition of Rev. Albert Eugene 
George, rector of St. Matthew's Church, Boston, Mass. , and others, 
praying that Congress will coo with Great Britain and other 

wers for the immediate relief of suffering Armenians in Turkey. 
T move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I also present a petition of citizens of 
Malden, Mass., praying that the Government of the United States 
make every possible effort to relieve the suffering of Armenians 
in Turkey. 

If I may have consent, I should like to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations whether that committee 
have considered a resolution in regard to wees the Presi- 
dent in any action he may take to relieve the Armenians. Thisis 
a matter that seems to excite the interest of the Christian churches 
and of citizens at large much indeed all over the part of the 
country with which I am most familiar; and if I can do so I 
should like to be able to assure the capone coor ape write to 
me, as they do to other Senators, that the i 
Relations are likely to take immediate action on the matter. 

Mr.SHERMAN. A great many petitions have been sent to the 
Committee on F Relations with to the Armenians, 
I am sure I speak the sentiment of every member of that commit- 
tee when I say that the committee have an earnest desire to relieve 
the Armenians if possible. As yet we have taken no steps in the 
matter. There is no doubt that due attention will be given to the 
subject at an early day. It is difficult to tell what is the 
— in the mind of the petitioners or the particular rem y that 

y seek. Some assistance ought to be given, if possible, by the 
American authorities in Turkey. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted, I will state that it seems to 
me at least that the passage of a resolution the i- 
dent that the Senate is interested in the matter and that it is its 

urpose to support him in any measure that he may take, as far as 
tcan be done, would be a very great moral to these people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt that is , but it must be 
borne in mind that the Senate did not choose to form its com- 
mittees until within a few days. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not say this by way of complaint, but only 
for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There is no doubt that attention will be given 
to the subject-matter as soon as possible, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 

Committee on Foreign Relations. 
_ Mr. ALDRICH. resent resolutions adopted at a large and 
important public meeting in Providence, R. r. praying Congress 
to recognize the belligerent rights of the Cuban revolutionists. | 
move that the petition be printed as a document and referred to 
the Commitiee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. es presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of citi- 
zens of Claysville, Pa.,; favoring the intervention of civilized 
nations to prevent outrages upon Christians in Armenia; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of J. G. Allen and 25 other citi 
zens of Jefferson County, Pa., and the petition of H. C. Fuller 
and 181 other citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the 
yassage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Port Townsend, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made to 
be used in constructing coast defenses, representing that the cities 
of the Pacific Coast, especially those on Puget Sound, are in an 
utterly defenseless condition, and that the increasing population 
and growing commercial interests of the region require that larger 
ee be made by Congress for this purpose. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ialso present a petition on the same subject 
from the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Seattle, represent- 
ing the defenseless condition of the seacoast in the State of Wash- 
ington, embracing some 1,900 miles, and incidentally the unhappy 
= of the other coast States of the American Union in this 
r ct. 

move that the petition be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. WARREN. ane the petition of D. A. Hastings and 
153 other citizens of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for the passage by 
Congress of an act designed to secure a better grade of immi- 

ants, such as the bill introduced in the House of Representatives 

y Representative WILLIAM A. StonE of Pennsylvania. I move 
that petition be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Ipresent a — of the Indiana Yearly 
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, touching the question 
of arbitration between nations. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To his exce Grover Cleveland, President o 


Richard Olney, Secretary of Stale, and to t 

sentatives; 

The delegated 
Society of Pri 
fully represent t— 

e Society of Friends has always been distinguished for its earnest advo- 
cacy of “ peace on earth and good will to men” and for its testimony against 
all war. For this advocacy and this testimony many of our members in the 
past have suffered the loss of their property, others imprisonment and per- 
sonal violence, and some have sacrificed their lives. 

We have always urged upon individuals and nations the a 
benign es le of arbitration in all their disagreements, w 
guage the Joint resolution passed by Congress in Fourthm 
no ney.” 


the United States, to the Hon. 
Senate and House of Repre- 


representatives of Indiana Yearly Jicoting of the Religious 
os embracing a membership of nearly 20,000 persons, respect 


lication of the 
ich, in the lan- 
onth, 1890, ** can 


234 members 
of Parlia: proposed to the Congress of the Uni States t these two 
nations should enter into an ment to submit 

to arbitration all questions of difference that might arise between them; and 
ae and grieved at the refusal of Great Britain to submit its 
ute with Venezuela to arbitration, and that the reply of our Government 

the President's message to Congress upon this subject should have 
aroused in both countries such an outburst of the vrar spirit. 
We are, however. that very soon the spirit of peace 
oO 


to assert itself, first ~ Rae reuniaaa and benevolent 
, irs Ls ons evolent as 
then by organtaat and now by the people, until 
ene sentiment seems to be in opposition to war. : 

e respectfully but earnestly beseech our Government to cooperate with 
this sober and second thought of the people, and strive to avoid all measures 
calculated to provoke so unparalleled a calamity as a war with Great Britain. 

And we would urge = our Government that the existing condition 
presents one of the strongest reasons for the adoption of an international 
to referall questions of controversy between these two nations to 
a court of arbitration. 

By direction and on behalf of the Representative Meeting of Indiana Yearly 
Meeting of the Society of Friends. 

DANIEL LAWRENCE, Clerk. 


RicHMOND, IND., Firstmonth 2, 1896. ° 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The motion was to. . 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of the legislature of Florida, 
relating to the adjustment of the Perrine grant; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 
in the RecorD, as follows: 


diplomatic 
Only a few ok 2 dthegetion o Englishmen, representin 
men 
lish: 


House joint resolution to the adjustment of the Perrine grant. 
of the public domain | con us to Bay Biscayne, 

in southern Florida, 56-and 56 of range 40, was set apart for the 

purpose of the introduction and cultivation of tropical products by act of 
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Congress approved July 7, 1838, and conditionally granted to one Henry Per- 
rine and bis associates; and — ; ial 

Whereas said Henry Perrine was killed by the Indians while living at In- 
dian Key, - before he or his associates complied with the conditions of said 

nt; anc 
SAWhereas an act of Congress approved February 18, 1841, renewed the rights 
of said ey Perrine to Mrs. Anna Perrine, the widow of the said Henry 
Perrine, and Sarah Ann Perrine, Hester M. 8. Perrine, and Henry E. 
Perrine, his surviving children, and extended the time for a compliance with 
the conditions of the grant toa games of eight years after the cessation of 
the then existing Indian war; an< : 

Whereas the said Mrs. Ann F. Perrine, Henry Perrine, Sarah Ann Perrine, 
Hester M. 8. Perrine, and Henry E. Perrine have failed to comply with said 
conditions as expressed in said acts; and _ 

Whereas said lands are at present occupied by a large and increasing num- 
ber of industrious agricultural people, who desire to secure their said posses- 
sions as homesteads: Therefore, 5 

Be it resolved, That the legislature of the State of Florida asks our Senators 
and Representatives in the Congress of the United States to use every effort to 
restore said lands to the public domain and open the same to settlement un- 
der the homestead laws; and if the said Mrs. Ann F. Perrine, Henry Perrine, 
Sarah Ann Perrine, Hester M. 8. Perrine, and Henry E. Perrine have any 
rights under said acts that the same be adjusted; and © ; 

e it further resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to 
send copies of this resolution to the Secretary of the Interior and to our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress. 

Approved June 3, 1893. 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of house joint resolution 
No. 6, relating to the adjustment of the Perrine grant, as appears on page 
408 of the session laws of Florida, 1893, and as filed and of record in this office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this the 5th day of November, A. D. 1895. 

JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Walter H. Browne and 
‘other settlers within the limits of what is known as the Perrine 
grant, in Dade County, Fla., together with sundry affidavits, 
praying for the restoration of the so-called Perrine grant in Flor- 
ida to the public domain. I move that the petition and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Ialso present sundry papers relating to the bill 
for the relief of Mrs. Emily Hawkins, heretofore introduced by 
me. Imove that the papers bereferred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented petitions of the Cotton Exchange, the 
Board of Trade, and city council of Savannah, Ga., praying for 
the improvement of the coast defenses of that city; which were 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Savannah, 
Ga., and a petition of the Cotton Exchange of Savannah, Ga., 
praying for the enactment of such legislation as will insure the 
maintenance of the present depths of the harbor at that city and 
the immediate construction of the extension of the oyster bed 
training wall at Tybee Roads; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brunswick, 
Ga., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect all our seacoast 
cities; which were referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of Savannah, 
Ga., praying for the extension of the wharves and facilities of the 
South Atlantic quarantine station at Sapelo, near Savannah, Ga.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing a 
sufficient, ter at Savannah, Ga., in connection with the 
present river and harbor improvement plan now in course of con- 
struction, so as to afford a sufficient anchorage and ample protec- 
tion of vessels at that port; which was referred to the Committee 

"Mr CULLOM, I 
Mr. . t two petitions, to accompany pension 
bills heretofore in by me, one a petition to accompany 
the bill (S. 483) te grant a = Eli D. Walker, and the other 
a petition to acc y bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to 
the widow of Gen. John Newton. I move that the petitions be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Washington, relative to the improvement of the Skagit 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the senate and house of represe 
Washington, would respectfully represent: That eee nat 
Whereas the Skagit is the i 


is river em into Pu Sound, and 
drains one of the most important sections of the S$ : a 
Whereas said river is ier tnaad _ 


ams of timber carried down by floods 
which, besides im: navigation, auses itn times of higit water fo hack 
3 overflow surrounding country, the richest and most fertile sec- 
in the State of Washington, causing widespread desolation and ruin; 


Whereas beside said jams there also several sand bars near mou 
of said river which are a serious hindrance to commerce aud na atl a 








— 483 








also in time of flood tend to cause the waters to back up and overflow the ad- 
jacent land; and 


Whereas the farmers of that extensive region known as the Skagit Valley 


have been to great expense in building dikesand levees, and have found that 
they can not in that manner protect their lands from overflow until said jams 
and bars are removed; and 


Whereas the inundation of the Skagit Valley in the year 1804, which re- 


sulted in a loss of at least half a million dollars to the mhabitants thereof, 


was in great measure caused by said jams and sand bars; and ‘*¢ 

Whereas said jams are each year increasing in size, thereby threatenin 
impending ruin to a large tract of country and pointing out the necessity o! 
speedy action to avert the same; and 

Whereas thé removal of said jams and bars would be of great benefit to 
the public at large: Therefore, 

Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, do most 
earnestly petition your honorable bodies toinclude in the next river and har- 
bor bill an appropriation for the _—- se of removing said jams and making 
the necessary surveys, plans, and estimates of the cost of removing sai {sand 
bars and deepening the channel where necessary. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the house .fanuary 28, 1895. 

ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Passed by the senate, February 6, 1895. 

F. H. LUCE, 
President of the Senate. 

(Indorsed:) House memorial No. 6 To the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, James H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the House me- 
morial No. 6 with the original now on file and of record in this office, and find 
the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia this 15th day of February, in the year of our Lord 1895. 

J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 

Mr. WILSON. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Skagit 
County, in the State of Washington, relative to the same subject. 
As the matter is very important, I ask that the petition be also 
printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The undersigned citizens of Skagit County, State of Washington, believe 
that a fair consideration of the conditions surrounding the Skagit River and 
tributary country will induce stich liberal action on the part of Congress as 
will meet the requirements of our present environments and prevent any 
disaster in the future such as we have suffered in the past. 

Attached to this memorial are statistics compiled with considerable care, 
and which are known to be generally correct. Wecommend them to your 
careful consideration as ~_———e the statements in this memorial 

In order that your honorable tx sien may better understand the importance 
of this matter, we invite your attention to the present and constantly in- 
creasing commerce, foreign and domestic, of Puget Sound; and we also in- 
vite your examination of the geography of this immediate section and the 
character and quantity of our products. 

The surveys ciready made, and the map attached hereto, sustain the state- 
ment that there are tributary to Skagit Riv-r about 40 townships, or over 
1,400 square miles of land. Of this large area about one-fourth is strictly 
agricultural, about the same quantity is coal and mineral, and the remainder 
is timber land. A large proportion of this country is now, and all of it when 
developed must be, largely dependent for its commerce on this important 
river. It is navigable for light-draft steamers from its mouth to Sauk City, 
a distance of about 70 miles, and at some seasons to Marblemount, 15 miles 
above Sauk City. 

An examination of the map of Washington will show the rise, course, length, 
and disappearance of the Skagit in the broader and deeper waters of Puget 
Sound. © river is spanned by three large public bridges, each more than 
700 feet in length, and with revolving draws more than 200 feet, for the pas- 
sage of steamers engaged in commerce in the river. 

A system of dikes extends on both sides of the river from its mouth toand 
above the village of Avon, about 15 miles; and, connecting with the main sys- 
tem, are other dikes running across the level country toward La Conner 
and other points to the north and south of the river. 

This diking system has been rendered necessary by the filling in of the bed 
and mouths of the river from causes which will be explained, and ought to 
be remedied. 

The system already constructed and maintained embraces 158 miles of 
dikes, and has cost in money and labor expended in construction the large 
sum of $335,000. All of this has been expended by owners of land in the Skagit 
Valley, including the residents of towns liable to inundation. 

The maintenance of the dikes is now provided for in the laws of our State, 
but the tax levied under these laws is confined to the lands immediately 
affected, and aggregates about $12,000 annually. We are confronted by the 
fact that each year these dikes must be wider and higher, because the bed of 
the river is constantly filling in, and no matter how well our work may be 
done there is an absolute certainty that every large freshet in the river will, 
at weak points, break the dikes and overflow and for miles inundate the sur- 
rounding country. : 

Before the mouth of the river began to be obstructed the accumulating 
waters of the atest freshets did not overflow the banks. A channel vary- 
ing in depth from 12 to 20 feet was a sufficient outlet for all the water that 
passed in swift torrents from the mountains and highlands of the north and 
east. Resolute and industrious settlers reduced to cultivation the fertile 
lands of the Skagit Valley, and made subservient to man the thousands of 
acres that were a few years since inhabited by the beaver and other animals 
whose pelts excited the cupidity of the hunter or the Indian. We do not be- 
lieve that the famous of the Nile or any other in the world are more 
fertile and productive. For years these lands, without fertilizers, have 

ielded an average of 100 bushels of oats to the acre, and the hay crop on the 

her lands wil me Fruits and oe grow in profusion, 
and their flavor and ric are u 5 t all of this has involved a 


nsurpassed. 
ex iture of money and unremitting toil and patience on the part of 


our , 

Unless the Congress of the United States shall make an appropriation suf- 
ficient to clear out the mouth of the Skagit River, a very large proportion of 
this country must be abandoned. 


seeewe seeker 8 So FkMS RM RIBIE | 


ww 





See See 








ee eae 






ve 




























etter: 





* 






as 













ae BE iy PR verse a ee 





i 









a eae 






* 





a: a alin 





— 







eee 






~ 







—7 


Ae 





Lew oe te ae 





ame 






PPLE 












San in hevie gh 







ST 










ea Abgiaihe 















484 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JANUARY 7, 





The main channel or mouth of the river is now closed from an accumula- 
tion of logs, driftwood, and sediment. re a few years steamers 
could eadlly navigate in 15 feet of water persons can now walk from one 
bank of the river to the other on logs or other obstructions. The only entrance 
from the Sound into the Skagit is by war of a small slough, narrow and un- 
safe, and through which steamers at high tide can find only about 6 feet of 
water. The north fork of the river, through which navigation was formerly 
maintained, is now practically closed, and no boat can verse its waters. 
The south fork is only navigable from Fir, where it flows through and be- 
comes a part of Steamboat Slough heretofore mentioned. 

Various reasons may be assigned for the obstruction and closing of the two 
mouths of the river, but until boom companies were permitted to place ob- 
structions in the river, and to locate their booms and appliances near the 
mouths, there was no trouble about overflows. 

or million feet of lumber in logs is a fair estimate of the quantity that 
for eac soe and for many years has been ted or floated down the 
Bkagit. ost of it has been caught in the pockets of the booms and ap Li- 
ances, and in that way an immense number of large trees, er. other 
material drifted by the current have found lodgment along the ks, in the 
channel, and in the mouths of the river. 

The tides ebb and flow from the Sound and ocean, and thus the obstruc- 
tions have become permanent, and each year have inc in area, until 
the river no longer discharges its waters in quantity through its natural and 
original channels, 

It is manifest, therefore, that when the stream is swollen and finds no out- 
Jet sufficient for the increased volume, that the waters are backed and rise 
rapidly and with increasing fo pagainet the dikes bendeumng on and raising 
higher the banks of the 8) t. en such condition arises it becomes only 
a question of a short time how long the dikes can withstand the enormous 

ressure, how soon the water will overflow all the surrounding country and 

rer all that the labor and patience and capital of our people have accom- 


We call your attention to the fact that since November, 1892, the floods in 
the Skagit have four times swept over the banks, broken the dikes, and inun- 
dated the surrounding country. The destruction of property by the over- 
flow in November, 1892, and January, 1895, was not very great, but the overflow 
in May, 18%, and June of that year entailed a direct loss on the —- of the 
Skagit Valley,as shown by estimates attached hereto, approximating one- 
half million of dollars. 

The town of Mount Vernon was entirely flooded, small boats and rafts 
navigated the streets,and the people were driven from their homes for 
safety to thehills. The damage to pense and private property was ‘ 
and the suffering from exposure and sickness was distressing. All of these 
overflows have been caused by the ponding of the water in the river, result- 
ing from the obstruction and closing the channels of the North and South 
Forks, above mentioned. There is comparatively little danger of loss from 
the overflow in the winter, but in ey and June, when the crops are most 
promising, the genial weather and hot suns melt the snow in the mountains 
and the creeks and 1 rivers and mountain stream. empty their waters 
into the Skagit, which sweeps down with terrible fury, completing its de- 
structive mission. 

It isa well-known fact in this session, and the records of the War Depart- 
ment show, that some years ago, and when Washington was a Territory, a 
large and formidable jam of logs, trees, and other débris had collected about 
10 miles from the mouth of the river, and near where Mount Vernon now 
stands, entirely obstructing na tion. Ata great ppcnare of muney and 
labor the people resident in the t Valiey removed the jam, so that steam- 
ers passed up » and down the river in safety. Under the license of Territorial 
law, and with the knowledge of the officers of this qo Government, ob- 
structions known as log booms have been placed in the river and near the 
mouths, since which time the difficulties and dangers that now surround us 
have arisen and been allowed to continue. 

Under the law the General Government has ample jurisdiction in all mat- 
ters affecting navigable waters, and we can only account for its failure to 
exercise that jurisdiction in this instance from the negnect to bring the mat- 
ter v4 your attention and to press it with the zeal t its importance de- 
mands. 

The earnest efforts of our pee le to protect ourselves and the temporary 
relief that has been afforded by the construction and maintenance of our dik- 
ing system may to some extent account for the neglect that has heretofore 
surrounded this destructive nuisance, but the situation has now assumed 
Conn grave consequences that it can not longer be overlooked or permitted to 
continue. 

Until the obstructions in the river and at its mouth are removed the fur- 
ther construction and maintenance of our diking system can not protect us; 
until the channel of the river shall be restored as it was before obstructions 
were permitted to be made and to stand, the navigation of the S t must at 
all times be uncertain and dangerous, and in a very few years must cease al- 


Caggthor. 
edo not believe that an intelligent examination into this matter will 
show that its importance has been overestimated by us; nor is this the first 
time that we have endeavored to it to your attention. Memorials from 
our ple have already been fo; ed to Congress, ere some action on 
behalf of this section, and at the last session of our ure a joint me- 
morial of that body was unanimously for the same object. 
Thoroughly impressed with the justice of peas, we respectfully sub- 
mit it to your good sedement, snd earnestly hope for an early and favorable 
consideration by your honorable bodies, and by such other authorities as shall 
have this matter in immediate charge. 
Indorsement of memorial by State officials: 
M. McGraw, Governor; J. H. Price, Secretary of State; R. O. Dun- 
bar, Judge of Supreme Court; T. J. Anders, Judge of oa 
Court; Elmon Scott, Judge of Supreme Court; O. C. White, 
State Printer; O. A. Bowen, State Treasurer; James C. Hughes, 
Assistant Attorney-General; A. M. Anderson, Deputy Commis- 
sioner Statistics; John P. Hoyt, Chief Justice Supreme Court; 
M. J. Gordon, Judge Supreme Court; ©. 8. Reinhart, Clerk 
Supreme Court; J. E. Frost, State Auditor; Geo. D. Evans, 
apety Auditor; C. W. Bean, Pegerpatensens Public Instruc- 
tion; A. A. Linsey. Deputy State Treasurer; W. 
Public Lands; M. E. 


Co: J. M. Hicks, 
sioner; Brad. W. Davis, Chief Clerk : 
8. R. Nettleton, Representative, Fortieth Representative Dis- 
trict, Ki a = J. Chadwick, State Land Commissioner; 
E.C. onnel, Governor's Private Secretary. 

Mr. WHITE poceenane a petition of sundry citizens of the coun- 
ties of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, Riverside, San Diego, Orange 
re 7 ee Neg praying for — ee 
legislation to promote and foster the t-sugar ustry; W 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of Nathan Mitchell, of 


San Antonio, Tex., a veteran of the Mexican war, praying that he 
be granted a pension; which was referred to the Committe on 
Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 790) to aid the States of California, Oregon, 
Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and 
—. Dakota to support schools of mines, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 29) to print, with 
certain additions, the last map of the United States published by 
the Interior Department, to submit an adverse report thereon, and 
to move its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the joint resolution may go upon the 
Calendar. It is a measure of considerable importance. 

Mr. HALE. And let the report which accompanies the joint 
resolution be printed for the information of Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
upon the Calendar, with the adverse report of the committee. The 
report will be printed under the rule. 

r. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 697) for the recon- 
struction of the United States custom-house and post-office build- 
ing at St. Albans, Vt., destroyed by fire May 19, 1895, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1344) providing for the selection of 
the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by 
the State of North Dakota, reported it without amendment. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Finance to report back with an amendment the bill (H.R. 2904) 
to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to author- 
ize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary (e- 
ficiencies of revenue, and to recommend that as amended the bill 
do pass. 

I desire to give notice that to-morrow, immediately after the 
morning business is concluded, I shall ask the Senate to take the 
bill up for consideration, and I hope that it may be disposed of at 
the earliest ible day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to state that the bill just re- 
ported by the Senator from Arkansas was approved by a majority 
of the Committee on Finance, but not by the Republican mem- 
bers. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read at length as proposed to be 
amended. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as requested. 

The SkcrETARY. The Committee on Finance report to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That from and after the poamage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains oy of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided by 
the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the limi 
tations and I joo See ere of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender quality 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received 
—- re ae ury, certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now pro- 
v Ww. 
SEC. 2 t the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under authority of the act of July |}, 
1390, entitled ‘“‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” that portion of said silver 
bullion which represents the seigniorage or profit to the Government, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act and it 
coinage value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the payment 
of the current expenses of the Government; and for the Eespot of making 
the said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed _ to issue silver certificates 
against * as if it was already coined and in the Treasury. 
SEC. 3. ¢ no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomina 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomina 
tions less than that sum shall be,as rapidly as practicable, taken u) 
redeemed, and congeled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall ! 


issued in their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency 
Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the redeem the United States 
notes, comm: mbacks,” and also the Treasury notes issued 


onl “ gree’ 
under the provinions of the act of Jul 14, 1890, when presented for redem) 
tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of said 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder, but 


exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said notes, com- 


mon! a backs,” when so redeemed, shall be reissued as provided 
by the act of May 31, 1878. 


i VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
en . 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN, 


Mr. QUAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 60) concerning the completion of the United States court- 
house and ce buil at Mankato, Minn., to report it 
without amendment. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] to this report. 
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Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
may be now considered. 

The joint resolution was read, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, fead the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME REPORTS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL of Wisconsin on the 3d_ instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in addition to the number authorized by resolution adopted De- 
cember 30, 1895, 600 copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and 600 copies of the report of 
the Assistant Inspector-General of State Homes for the use of Congress, 200 
copies of each report to be for the use of the Senate and 400 copies of each re- 
port for the use of the House of Representatives. 


REPRINT OF DOCUMENT ON THE VENEZUELAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the resolution 
which has come from the other House, that I may move to concur 
in the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘“ boundary,” insert 
‘and the President’s message of December 17, 1895, and the docu- 
ments accom ing the same.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read as it will stand 
when the House amendment is agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion as amended by the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House Do ot ope concurring), That 6,000 
extra copies of Senate Document No. 226, first session Fiftieth Congress, re- 
tings the Venezuela boundary, and the President's message of December 
17, 1 and the documents accompanying the same, be printed in paper cov- 


ers, of which number 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4 or the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


BOARD OF REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask that the joint resolution just received 
from the House of Representatives in reference to vacancies on 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution be now taken 
up for action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 19) for filling vacancies on the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution; which was read twice by its title. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROOF IN TIMBER-CULTURE ENTRIES. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
ds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 103) relating to final 
proof in timber-culture entries, to report it with an amendment. 
Mr. KYLE. A similar bill was by the Senate in the last 
Congress. It is but seven lines long and is a Mr f ene 
measure indeed, It should be acted upon at once, and I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate spoeeee to its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, at the 
end of line 8, to insert ‘‘ United States court commissioner or a”; 
so as to make the bill read: 

That hereafter timber-culture claiman i 
final proof, to ogee at the land office = ee aot be ens ae ‘oe 
before an officer designated by the act of May 26, 1890, within the county in 

h the land is situated; but such claimant may have his or her personal 
evidence taken by a United States court commissioner or a clerk of any court 
of record, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

Th ik ser esteaet to be 

6, bill was ordered to engrossed’ for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. = Fy 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PruveEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 4th-instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S, R. 


32) authorizing and directing the acceptance of the ram Katahdin, 
thereby making said ram a part of the United States Navy. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL introduced a bil (S. 1347) for the construction of a 
steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tribu- 
tary waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1348) for the relief of claim- 
ants to public lands under the homestead laws; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1349) for the relief of applicants to 
purchase public lands under the timber and stone act; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1850) to make Commodore William 
P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE. At the request of various domestic science asso- 
ciations in the United States I introduce a bill for reference to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The bill (S. 1351) to create a bureau to investigate the adultera- 
tion of food products, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1352) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1353) to revive and reenact 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the building of a railroad 
bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1354) for the relief of J. F. 
Bailey & Co. and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1355) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Whitaker, late special disbursing agent of the Navy Department; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1356) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth L. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1357) for the removal of 
charge of desertion against Lott Colbert; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1358) grating a pension to Martin 
Rickor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1359) for the construction of 
two steam revenue cutters forservice on the Pacific Coast; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1360) granting a pension to 
Michael Nagle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying panes, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1361) to correct the military record 
of Henry F. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1362) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Patrick O’Meally; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1363) for the recognition of the 
military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain Penn- 
sylvania military organizations; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (8S. 1364) providing for town sites 
in the Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that I introduce the bill by re- 

uest; that while there is very great need for some legislation, I 
do not mean by introducing this bill to commit myself to its pro- 
visions. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the Na- 
tional New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1366) for the relief of Louis H. 
Bristol, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jacob R. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1368) prescribing the qualifications 
of soldiers and marines of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1369) directing the foreclosure of 
the Government lien on the Pacific railroads, and for other pur- 
poses; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1370) for the relief of William 
Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1871) authorizing the purchase by 
the United States and the making free of the toll roads passing 
over the Yosemite National Park; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, CAMERON introduced a bill (8S. 1372) granting an increase 
of pension to James K. Brewer; which was read twice by its title, 
cal. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1378) to regulate the busi- 
ness of storage in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
py _ title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1874) to authorize thereassessment 
of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1875) to amend section 5 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to punish the ae or selling of deadly or 
dangerous weapons within the District of Columbia, and for other 

urposes,” approved July 13, 1892; which was read twice by its 
itle, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1876) to authorize reassessments 
for local enemas and general taxes in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1377) for the relief of Wil- 
a M. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

e Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1878) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to re timber-culture laws, and for other p ;” ap- 

roved March 8, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 1379) for the relief of Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1880) for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GAL GER introduced a bill (8.1381) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick Larkin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (8.1382) for the relief of Lieut. 
Col. John L. Broome; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1383) for the relief 
Daniel W. Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1384) for the relief of John Baker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1885) for the relief of James R. D. 
Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1386) to incorporate the National 
Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution; which was 
—_ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (8S. 1887) authorizing an increase 
of See in certain cases; which was read twice by its title. 

r. TURPIE. The object of the bill is to increase the rate of 
pension now allowed for total deafness from $30 a month to $50 a 
month. The beneficiaries of the proposed enactment are not very 
numerous. I do not believe that the disability of total deafness 
has ever received the rate which it should receive as such. The 
condition of a person made jet bees in both ears is one of the 
most unfortunate incapacities. e condition of one born deaf is 
much better, much to be preferred. In the case of a person born 
deaf the senses are reenforced by the touch, oy Sows: the whole 
Deey atte 00 on ser to say es oe e case of a 
soldier who labors under such a disability incurred at a mature 
period of life it is too late for him to receive these betterments 
conferred by the kindly remedial resources of nature. 
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The present rate for total disability for deafness in both ears is 
below that of the rate for the amputation of a limb, yet we seo 
persons with the loss of a limb pursuing ordinary vocations in 
every department of life. So nice are now the artificial appliances 
that frequently the loss of a limb is not missed even by intimate 
acquaintances until it is ex pa stated. But the person who 
has become deaf, not bode nen 20rn so, no matter what may he 
his skill, will find himself greatly embarrassed in seeking employ- 
ment. Of course he can learn the sign language, but the sign 
language is not a vernacular. In the unspoken language very 
few become expert. Or he may use the tablet and pencil instead, 
but most employers have no patience with such a method of com- 
munication. It is extremely difficult for a person totally deaf to 
find employment of any sort, and when he does find it he must 
work for small wages on account of his disability. 

There is an imaginary misery, too, connected with the condi- 
tion which is hardly less than the actual or real disadvantages 
to which I have called the attention of the Senate. In the case of 
a person who is made deaf by service in the Army or Navy, 
although the external auditory nerves are destroyed. the interna! 
sensations remain, and the brain is haunted by ajaritions of 
sound, with ghosts of sound, so that the fancy becomes the re- 
ceptacle for all the noises which the air carries. It is a very 
terrible condition, and one disturbing and embarrassing the }) 
son laboring under it to a great extent in whatever vocation he is 
so fortunate as to find employment. 

I hope the Committee on Pensions, to whom I now move tht 
the bill be referred, will give to it very early and Suvenniile con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred, with the 
accompanying paper, to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1888) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Vanderpool; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I present a letter from the Pension Office 
and one from the Auditor for the War Department to accompany 
the bill. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be rv- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1889) grant- 
ing a pension to Charlotte Poe, widow of Isaiah Poe, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of the beneficiary, with the marriage certificate, and a letter ai- 
dressed to me, and the affidavit of John E. Liles. I move that the 
bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1390) granting to the 
city of Chamberlain, 8. Dak., the right to improve, beautify, 
lease, and use for sanitarium and public purposes American 
Island, heretofore granted to said city as a public park; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. ROACH (b uest) introduced a bill (S. 1391) for the re- 
lief of Goff A. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1392) to reimburse the State 
of Colorado for moneys mapenees in the suppression of Ute 
Indian depredations during the year 1887; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1393) to abolish the office of Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the office of Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and to create in lieu thereof a board 
of Indian commissioners ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1394) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. E. 8. Kelly; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1395) granting a pension to A. M. 
Bliss: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1396) for the relief of Robert 
McCardell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1897) for the relief of Patrick J. 
Sullivan, John B. Dillon, Jeremiah McCarthy, and Bartholomew 
Shea, of Newport, R.I.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1398) for the relief of Maj. Samuel 
T. Cushing; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


compenrae pager. referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 1399) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon and 
condemned cannon balls tocertain posts of the Grand Army of the 








1896. 





Republic; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1400) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to convey to Junction City, Kans.,a certain tract of land for 
park purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyi —— referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALL NGER introduced a bill (S. 1402) to provide for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Littleton, in the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1408) granting honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the late civil war privileges under the land | 
laws of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 41) to revive the 
grade of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 42) providing 
for the sale and disposition of United States bonds; which was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 


[Joint resolution (S.R. 42) providing for the sale and disposition of United 
States bonds. } 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That hereafter, in any sale or disposition of United States 
bonds, the same shall be first offered to the public for a period of not less than 
twenty days, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and shall be sold to the highest bidder, in case such bids, or 
any of them, are satisfactory. 

Mr. ELKINS. Inasmuch as the House of Representatives has 
incorporated in the bill which is now pending in the Senate the 
method or plan of advertising bond sales, thereby virtually declar- 
ing against such sales under private contract, and inasmuch as the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury 
have also recently adopted the plan of advertising and selling 
United States bonds tothe people, it seems to me that the time is 
at hand when we may with propriety enact such a policy into a 
law and make it a part of the law of the land. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) 
directing the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of the act making appropriations for the purchase and dis- 
tribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing and distribution 
of farmers’ bulletins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) 
making an appropriation for the rebuilding of the old ship Con- 
stitution; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 45) to provide 
for the disposition of income-tax returns, statements, and records 
relative thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, I offer an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to 
meet the expenses of Government and provide against a defi- 
ciency. The amendment proposes to restore protective duties on 
raw materials of the South and agricultural products in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act of 1890. I ask that the amend- 
ment be printed and that it lie on the table. To-morrow I shall 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to submit some remarks 
in relation to the amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iask for the present consideration of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. Let it be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas, in order to complete the building for the Library of Congress 


within the time fixed for that event, it is now necessary that certain 
yet to be done should be placed under contract without delay: a 


Se it resolved, That Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, the officer in change of the 








erection of said building be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to con- 
tract for said work to be paid for from time to time as Congress shal! appro- 
priate the required amount of money: Provided, That the entire expenditure 
on said building shall not exceed the limit of cost already fixed by law forthe 
same. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Under the circumstances I will ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolution. I presume it 
needs no explanation. Itexplainsitself. Inorder to complete this 
great work in view by the time which it is expected, it is necessary 
now that certain contracts be made for work in advance of the 
time when it is possible for appropriations to be made. To wait 
for the appropriations would delay the completion of the Library 
building for six months perhaps—I do not know how long, but it 
would delay it unnecessarily—and inasmuch as this work is in the 
hands of so safe and capable an officer, I venture to ask Congress 
to extend to him the authority to make contracts now and to pay 
for the work when the appropriations are made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould be glad to have the Senator from Indi- 
ana state about what time it is thought the building will be com- 
pleted and ready for occupation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The building can be completed twelve months 
from this date if this authority is given. I make this statement 
upon the highest possible authority. 

Mr. CULLOM. [inquire whether the time which was expected 
to be consumed in the construction of the building will not expire 
next spring—the six years or seven years? 

Mr. VOORHEES. One may state the difference between Janu- 
ary and March if hedesires. One is winter and the other is spring. 
With this authority given to General Casey to make contracts now, 
he can have the building ready for occupancy a year from the pres- 
ent time. Otherwise there is no certainty as to when it will be 
completed. 

a FRYE. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me just one 
word? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The building will be completed within the time 
and within the appropriation. ; 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
from Maine. Of course it will be completed within the time, with 
quite a margin, if we give Colonel Casey authority to go on now 
without waiting for the delayed appropriation. It will be com- 
pe quite largely within the limits fixed by law—more so than 

desired. 

Mr. HALE. Is the resolution reported from the Senator’s com- 
mittee? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itissubmitted by me this morning, and not 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Isit not a fact that General Casey (and it is an 
unprecedented case) expects to complete the great building, all 
its ornamentation and everything, and to have a surplus of from 
$60,000 to $80,000? 

Mr. VOORHEES. About $80,000. 

Mr. HALE. A thing never known before in any building built 
at public expense. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes; it happened in regard to one of the Smith- 
sonian buildings under Mr. Langley. It has happened in one or 
two cases. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know of any other case. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if there is not 
much work yet to be done, and is there not danger that the esti- 
mates of the engineer will be exceeded? 

Mr. VOORHEES. None whatever. There is certain tiling 
work on the second floor yet to be done, and some other items that 
I could go into if I had General Casey’s memorandum, which he 
furnished me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that he 
will not accomplish his purpose by the resolution now at the desk. 
A concurrent resolution will not be sufficient authority for the 
engineer in charge to make the contracts. A joint resolution to be 
signed by the President is necessary. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will make it a joint resolution. I was 
hasty; in fact, I prepared the resolution here, though I will not 
hesitate to state that I prepared it after full conference with Gen- 
eral Casey. As a matter of course, I take no such step without 
him, and upon the specific points giventome. But the resolution 
can be put in proper form, I will say to the Senator from lowa. 
I will have it done. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be changed to a joint resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

The resolution was changed to a joint resolution (S. R. 40) pro- 
viding for the completion of the Congressional Library building. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be regarded 
as having been read twice. Is there objection to the present con- 
—— of the joint resolution introduced by the Senator from 

ndiana? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the joint resolution by adding 
as an additional proviso: 


Provided further, That the labor required in said work shall be employed 
and paid for by the day at the usual wages for such work. 


Mr. VOORHEES. While I might support an amendment of 
that sort, I hope it will not be considered in connection with this 
matter and that the Senate will vote it down. Itis not needed 


now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. Add at the end of the joint resolution: 


Provided further, That the labor required in said work shall be employed 
and paid for by the day at the usual wages for such work. 


Mr. VOORHEES. The work is being done that way anyhow. 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. It will only embar- 
rass the subject I have in view. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not in the least desire to embarrass the 
passage of the joint resolution, but, as is usual in all such cases 
where work is contracted for by one person or a firm of persons, 
the men who perform the labor are employed in about the same 
way. It leaves the average workman at a disadvantage, and the 
constant tendency is to depress the wages. In these hard times I 
think that the men who do the work ought to have the same wages, 
especially when the Government of the United States is one of the 


arties. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was oe to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PORTRAIT OF ALLEN G, THURMAN. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I submit a resolution and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to purchase the portrait of the late Allen G. Thurman nted 
by J. H. Witt, and now hanging in the Judiciary Committee room of the Sen- 
A and to pay to William L. Woods, its present owner, the sum of $250 for the 
same, said payment to be made out of the miscellaneous items of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and upon vouchers to be approved by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to submit a suggestion before the 
reference. After the word “portrait” I suggest to add ‘‘ with a 
suitable frame.” I understand that the estimate involves the 
probable framing of the picture. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wanted to see the Senator from Massachu- 
setts this morning on the subject. I think the portrait is exceed- 
ingly cheap at $300 with a frame, but to avoid the frame question 
I put it at $250, and think it very small. 

r. HOAR. I do not wish to be niggardly in dealing with 
artists—— 

Mr, VOORHEES. Iam sure the Senator does not. 

Mr. HOAR. But I was told by the young gentleman who 
brought the picture into the Judiciary Committee room that the 
owner desired to sell it for $200; so that $250 would provide also 
for a valuable frame. I presume that a suitable frame could be 
procured for $25. I do not think the price should be increased. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Massachusetts stands 
upon it, I concede it. I want to say, however, that I knew a case 
where persons came here so destitute with a couple of valuable 

ictures that they offered them for $1,000 to the Corcoran Art 

allery, and I afterwards took great pleasure in paying those 
women $6,000 for the pictures, because they were worth it. I did 
not take advantage of their necessities. I do not know whether 
this is a case of that kind or not. However, fam inclined to think 
it is. Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire the amend- 
ment? If so, I shall put it in. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I will not insist on it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted the follo resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereb - 
thorized and directed to appoint a m r for th Soret te aCe De- 
fenses, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be 55g oe by the Committee to Audit 
9 Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until otherwise provided 


REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I offer a resolution, which I-ask to have read and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
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The 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
resolution will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, Thata select committee of five Senators shall be appointed to make 
inquiry whether there is, and for the last two years and a half has been, a 
republican form of government in the State of Alabama; and to inquire into 
the manner of the election of United States Senatorsand Members of Congress 
trom said State, and whether there was any fraud, force, intimidation, or other 
unfairness in the elections in said State during that period, and to inquire into 
the election of State senators and members of the legislature, in so far as their 
election may have affected the election of a Uni States Senator, and into 
all other matters and things in any manner pertaining to or affecting the 

litical autonomy of said State, and the status of its membership in the 

Inited States Senate and the Congress of the United States, and the fairness 
of the elections by which the selection of the United States Senators and 
Members of Congress was brought about. Said committee may sit as a full 
committee or by subcommittees, as it may elect, and in vacation or during 
the sessions of Congress, and at such times and places in said State or else- 
where as it may see proper, and said committee, or any subcommittee, shall 
have power to send for persons and papers, employ a stenographer, swear 
and examine witnesses, take and report testimony and evidence; and said 
committee shall make due report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the law the resolution 
should first go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it should first go to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and be referred by them to the Committeo 
on Contingent Expenses. However, whatever the Chair rules will 
be satisfactory to me. , 3 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. QUAY. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, for 
which I ask immediate consideration. I will say that I am not 
r nsible for the terms of the resolution. I believe it is intended 
to bring to the attention of the Senate the judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in favor of mail carriers. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate, in the usual form, a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims 


not including those for which provision was made at the last session of Con- 
gress, and which require an appropriation for their payment. 


CLAIMS OF B. H. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate a copy of the re- 

ort and ayy oy documents of a special agent of the United States 

eretofore sent to the Fiji Islands to investigate the claims of B. H. Henry, 
of Oregon, and other American citizens, for compensation for certain lands 
sitegedt to have been owned by them in said islands and claimed to have been 
appropriated by the British Government; which report is now on file in the 
partment of State. 


POSTAL SAVINGS NOTES. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1401) to provide for a 
pular loan through postal savings notes; which was read the 
t time by its title. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
make a brief statement in reference to this bill. 
Mr. President, I noticed in the morning newspapers a message 
to the American people, communicated through the New York 
World, dated London, January 6, and signed N. M. Rothschild 
& Sons. A paragraph of this quotation is as follows: 
bo uestion is a we do not believ ither the 

wineeaan Syullieeraaieane will So y American bonds: a ae ment. 

Whatthe Messrs. Rothschild mean by a settlement of the bound- 
ary question is that America will agree to Lord Salisbury’s propo- 
sition that we shall allow, without objection, Great Britain to 
take substantially all of Venezuela which she needs, and refer to 
arbitration the question whether she shall have the remainder or 
not. In this view of the situation, it seems to me that it is time 
for the American people and the American Government to see 
whether they can not raise among themselves the money that is 
necessary to carry on the Government, to see whether they can 
not provide from their own resources the gold that is necessary 
for the redemption fund in the Treasury. I am satisfied that 
this can be easily on by a suitable appeal to the people 
of the United States. I fear that the hundred-million-dollar gold 
loan which has been recently advertised will not result in many 
subscriptions to the small bonds by the people. They are called 
upon to bid and to fix a price themselves, and then wait until 
they know whether the Secretary of the Treasury has or has not 
accepted their bids. 5 

Mr. President, we do not want a popular loan like that. We 
want something that shall be immediate in its operation; we want 
a loan that will allow not only the rich people of this country, but 
the poor peopie of the country to come to the front and to pour 
a gifts into the Treasury for the national needs and the public 
welfare, 
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The first section of my bill reads: 
That any person may deposit at — money-order post-office the sum of $100 
and receive therefor a receipt duly dated and authenticated in the following 


tor Received of A Bthe sum of $1(, for which there is due to him or his or- 
‘der a postal-savings note drawing interest from this date.” 

There are only 25 words in that receipt. Their issue may be 
authorized by telegraphic order from the Postmaster-General. "The 

stmasters in all the money-order offices of this country can begin 
to receive the people’s offerings to-morrow. All they have to do 
is to sign and issue a dated receipt: 

Received of A B the sum of $100, for which there is due to him or his order 
a postal-savings note drawing interest from this date. 

That gets the money into the Treasury and puts it on interest 
immediately. What is to be issued in return for this receipt? 


Sxc. 2. That upon the presentation of a postal-savings receipt at any desig- 
nated depository of the United States within the State where the receipt was 
issued, there shall be issued in the place thereof a postal-savings note duly 
authenticated in the form following, to wit: 

I ask the attention of the Senate to the extreme simplicity of 
the postal-savings note. 

For value received the United States of America promise to pay to 
,or order, the sum of $100 in lawful money in one year from ~, with 
$8 interest thereon; and in case of delay of presentation the interest paid 
shall be $6.10 after the end of the second year, $9.30 after the end of the third 
year, $12.60 after the end of the fourth year, and $16 after the end of the fitth 
year; and thereafter, in addition to the sum of $116, there shall be paid $4 for 
vach year’s further delay of presentation. 

Mr. President, to carry out this law after these sums of money 
have been deposited in the postal money-order offices there is 
nothing to do but for the Secretary of the Treasury to print the 
<= notes and send them to the designated depositories of the 








Now, I call the attention of the Senator from North Carolina 
to the next clause of the bill, which reads: 
In case any deposit is made in gold coin, the note may, if the depositor so 


desires, be made payable in gold coin as to the dollars which may become 
due thereon. 


This feature of the system may or may not be adopted, as Con- 
gress sees fit, but it seems to me that there is gold enough in this 
country to supply the needs of the Treasury if you will give every 
man who has $100 in gold, or who can obtain $100 in gold the 
privilege of putting it into the Treasury and receiving one of these 
notes and receiving his gold back again when the note becomes due. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether there is any legal distinction between the form of 
the notes for which he provides in his bill and the issuance of 
ordinary bonds? Is there any legal distinction in the force or effect 
of the two forms of obligations? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It isa simplification of the Government's 
promise to pay; it is the postal savings note, which specifies upon 
its face exactly what that note is worth before the end of the 
first year, exactly what it is worth after the end of the next year, 
exactly what it is worth after the end of each year for five years, 
and exactly what it is worth at the end of each year thereafter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Still, after all, its legal effect is the same as any 
other national obligation or bond? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is borrowing money. 

Mr. ALLEN. Its legal effect is precisely the same as that of a 
Government bond? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is borrowing money on interest. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is an interest-bearing obligation of the Gov- 


nited States. The note during the first year is worth $100; at | ., ment? é 
the end of the first year it is worth $103; at the end of the second Mr CH ANDLER. Certainly 
year it is worth $106.10; that is to say, the interest is compounded; Mr. ALLEN H see Senet, tee Une: Genabes’s tefemend. would i 3 
10. cents is peid for one year’s interest on $3, and so the interest be until the banks wollte nt a bes gulbinel te ai as of : 
is compounded during the five years—$9.30 at the end of the third ole anlebian? — rs ~ — ; 
Ue veer, & oon fo ete gen mare ene Mr. CHANDLER. This is a popular loan. Those notes would j 

t would be $115—five times three—at the end of the fifth go out on the prairies of the Senator's State; they would take the 
—, ti has heen added b f hen ine place of the gold which is hoarded, and stay there until the end of . 
far . es ¢ th d f fiv pa 2 the. ule ie seme 1 the five years, and they would stay there a year or two longer, and . 
Thereafter it is worth $4 i sere am delay of petnentation poe then come in and be renewed, if the Government wishes to re- ; 
that $4 is 3} per cent interest upon the $116. That runs until the new them. , 


holder of the note shall see fit to realize upon it. 

Mr. President, I can not conceive of a security more admirable 
than this for the people of this country who wish to invest their 
savings. The difficulty I have noticed in most of the postal sav- 
ings bank bills is that the system is elaborate and cumbersome. 
There is a proposal that men shall deposit 10 cents, 20 cents, 30 
cents, 50 cents, and when the amount of $5 is reached then inter- 
est accounts are kept, postal cards and bank books areissued. The 
Government will have to provide in such a case a very elaborate 
machinery to avail itself of the savings of the people for the benefit 
of the Treasury; whereas here there is nothing in the world nec- 
essary except for the postmaster to issue these receipts and for the 
Treasury to issue through the designated depositories of the United 
States these postal notes, which bear interest and are payable at 
the end of each year at any time after the first year, which bear 3 
per cent interest, compounded during five years, and which after 
the end of five years bear 3} per cent interest until they come in 
and are canceled and other notes are issued in their stead. 

Mr.BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. What kind of money do I understand the peo- 
ple are to pay for the postal notes? 

Mr. C DLER. So far as I have read the bill already, they 
would pay in lawful money. The Senator will hear the whole 
bill in a moment, and then I shall be very happy to have him ask 
me any other questions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; I will wait until the Senator finishes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say that is a simple system. It does not 
require an paren | except the oe of the receipts and the 
printing of the postal notes. It does not require any great expense 
at the money-order offices and very little expense in connection 
with the designated depositories of the United States. 

These postal notes will soon become as popular as the compound- 
interest notes of the United States were, as every Senator who re- 
members those days will recollect. They circulated as money for 
a time, the interest began to accumulate upon them, and they were 
held for investment, until at last they were redeemed. 

I continue to read the bill: 

Such note may be issued with the name of the depositor inserted, or it may 
be issued in blank, as above described, and any holder may afterwards insert 
his name in the blank space. 

That is to ame the system which was adopted in the case of the 
- 7.80 bond is followed. They were issued in blank, payablein blank 
or on order. As long as the blank was not filled they passed from 
hand to hand like demand paper. Whenever the holder of. the 


note chose to write his name in it, then it became negotiable pa- 
per and had to be indorsed before it was redeemed. 





Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that the little notes which were issued during the war to circulate 
as money very soon disappeared and were hoarded in the banks, 
Would not that be the result as to the notes under the Senator’s 
bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whenever the holder of one of these $100 
notes needs the money on it, he will get it, and of course he will 
sell it to his neighbor or the nearest bank. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘ust one more qués‘ion, and then I shall cease 
interrupting the Senator. Does the Senator regard the present 
call of the Secretary of the Treasury as in the line of a popular 
loan, when there are only four or tive places where the bonds can 
be subscribed for? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do notregard the notice which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has recently issued announcing a popular loan 
as in satisfactory form. Iam grateful to the Secretary for heed- 
ing the voice of the people, as uttered in the Senate the other day 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and other tribunes of 
the people, to the extent of offering a popular loan even in form; 
but I do not regard it as a wise method of testing the willingness 
of the people to supply money to the Treasury. I do regard the 
bill which I hold in my hand as the wisest and simplest possible 
method, and like most other Senators who draw bills, I regard it 
as an absolute, complete, and perfect panacea for existing con- 
ditions. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator suggest why the President and 
Secretary of the Treasury abandoned their purpose to make this 
loan through a syndicate and adopted a formof call by which bids 
could be made for bonds at only four or five different places in the 
United States? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not undertake to criticise any further 
the recent announcement of the Secretary of the Treasury. It is 
not entirely satisfactory to me. It is, however, something of a 
concession. If the Senator will help get this bill through, the 
people can pour their money into the coffers of the Government 
through the post-offices of the country, and can begin to-morrow 
to do it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator please, if I was in favor of the 
issuance of Government bonds or interest-bearing obligations I 
should pursue the very course the Senator is now pursuing, but I 
am opposed to the issuance of anything by this Government which 
bears interest. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presume the Senator did not think that 
either I or the Senate was unaware of that fact. I did not pro- 
pose this as a sovereign remedy which would meet the approval 
of those persons who do not believe that the Government shorld 
borrow money at all or pay any interest on its loans. 
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I read further: 


Deposits may also be made in sums of $50 and the receipts and notes shall 
be issued specifying one-half the sums above mentioned. 

The notes issued under this act shall be redeemable at the option of the 
United States, in whole or in part, in the order of their issue after five years 
from their dates upon six months’ notice Gres by public advertisement, at 
the end of which time interest thereon shall cease. 

There is only one other simple section. The whole case is in 
two propositions: First, the deposit of sums of money in fifty-dol- 
lar and in hundred-dollar quantities in the money-order post-offices 
and in the issue of postal notes that state upon their face what 
they are worth, and then this clause: 

Sxc. 3. The Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized and directed to make rules and regulations for the prep- 
aration and issue of the tal savings receipts and postal-savings notes au- 
thorized by this act, for the safe custody, d tion, and use of the proceeds 
thereof, and for the payment of the notes when the same may be presented. 
They may also limit the number of postal savings receipts which shall be 
issued to one individual, and may at any time suspend the issue of such re- 
ceipts, according to their discretion. 

This bill will make us ee of foreign countries, it will 
make us independent of the Messrs. Rothschild, who serve notice 
on us to-day, and it will enable us to pay to the people of this 
country the interest we on their small savings, which will 
aggregate hundreds of millions of dollars which we now pay to 
foreign bankers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. If I understand the Senator’s bill, it allows 
these postal notes to be paid for in ‘‘ lawful money,” but permits 
a person who may happen to have a hundred dollars in gold and 
sees fit to depositit and get notes with special favorsattached. 
But little gold would go into the Treasury under this bill. The 
difficulty with the Administration is not that they want revenue, 
they say, but because they need gold to redeem mbacks and 
to pay the coin obligations of the Government. ill the Senator's 
bill remedy that? The executive department of the Government 
says it is absolutely necessary to pay in gold under their construc- 
tion of the law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not sure that it will, but I say to the 
Senator from North Carolina and to the Senator from Nebraska 
that unless they propose to exclude the use of gold entirely as a 

rt of the money of the United States there certainly can be no 

arm in allowing a citizen who has $100 in gold, or in gold, 
to deposit that in the Treasury, and promise to pay him back 
within five or seven years gold in return for the gold which he 
deposited. It is not a case of long bonds—I call the Senator’s at- 
tention to that fact—but a case of short-time postal savings notes, 
which, if the gold is deposited for them, we pay in gold when the 
note is redeemed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want the Senator to understand that I much 
prefer his plan to the Administration plan, but I should like to 
get the information I have asked for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, can I put the Senator down in favor 
of this bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, and I will explain to you why not ina few 
words. I am opposed to increasing the interest-bearing debt of 
the Government. I would prefer to see ses reduced and 
taxes lowered. The Senator just now said that the Administra- 
tion had made a concession in response ‘to the wish of the nae 
for a popular loan. If it were in accordance with the people’s de- 
mand there would be no bonds issued at all. But the point I wish 
to get at is, does the Senator approve the construction of the law 
made by the Secretary of the ury under which he redeems 
the greenbacks in gold and pays the coin obligations of the Gov- 
ernment in gold; and if so, does he expect enough gold to come 
into the Treasury through his bill to meet the requirements of the 
Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, I believe if wewill take 
gold in small sums from the people of this country and promise to 
pay them back in gold any time after the first, second, or third 
year, and so on, thatthis Government will getallthe gold it wants, 
and that the necessities of the Treasury will be wholly relieved by 
the adoption of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithink the Senator is mistaken about that; but 
if we are going to have a loan at all it ought to be a ‘“ popu- 
lar loan” in fact. But few > can raise $100, and only a 
very few can raise that much gold. If we are going to have a 
popular loan, I would like to ask the Senator whether it would 
not be better to make the sums smaller, like the popular loans in 
France, which were madesmall enough for every t to be a 
holder of Government securities. In my State there are a few 
gold pieces, but not as much as one gold piece to a family, and 
when they have any at all it is in the old , and is saved 
simply as a souvenir—a kind of curiosity. I know several farmers 
in my-State who might raise $5 in gold. If we are to issue more 
bonds (the necessity for which Ideny), then let them be in $5 and 
multiples of $5, so every man who has that much gold can pur- 
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chase them. And also let the price at which they will be sold 
be made known, so every man will know how to purchase. 

I do not want to interrupt the Senator further than to say that 
if the construction of the law by the Secretary of the Treasury is 
correct, and if the Senator indorses that, then I do not think this 
bill will meet the needs of the Government. The first thing is to 
decide whether cr not their construction of the law is right; that 
is, whether or not they are justified in redeeming greenbacks, pay- 
ing coin obligations in gold only. That is the main question and 
it should be settled at once.’ I repeat that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury would obey the law there would be no necessity to bor- 
row gold or money of any kind. The President and the Secretary 
are purposely ing it necessary to pile up this debt. Congress 
can put a stop to this wrong and do it now. Let us promptly 
pass a law prohibiting the further issue of bonds without further 
authority of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I repeat I.have not introduced this bill as 
one likely to be satisfactory to those Senators who do not believe 
in borrowing money and paying interest on it; whoseremedy is to 
first coin all the silver in the Treasury and pay our debts out of 
that; second, to set the printing presses going and print all tho 
obligations of the Government that are issued without interest, 
and deal with the national emergency in that way. This is the 
simplest possible form of taking the people’s money for the needs 
of the Government, and I commend it to the careful attention of 
Senators. 

I ask to have the bill referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, but I give notice that I shall move it as an amend 
ment to the financial bill which was reported this morning from 
the Committee on Finance. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. i think that bill ought to go to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire requested its reference to the Committee on Post-Offices ani 
Post-Roads. Is there objection to that reference? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so referred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not object to that reference now, but 
when the bill comes back from that committee I shall ask that it 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg to assure the Senator that if this bill 
is simply dealt with by an ordinary committee of the Senate, like 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, it would never re- 
ceive a moment’s consideration by the Senate unless referred to 
the Finance Committee, of which the Senator is an honored mem- 


r. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed from the nature of the remarks 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire that he expected 
to pass the bill this afternoon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould be very glad to have that done, but 
if it has to go to a committee at all it will certainly have to pass 
the scrutiny of the Senator’s committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I should like toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. I desired to do so before he took his seat, but | 
was not fortunate enough to be enabled to secure recognition. | 
wanted to ask him a question in regard to a statement he made at 
the opening of his speech, not in reference to the financial details 
of his bill. I understood the Senator to make the statement—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will let 
us ae the routine morning business transacted. 

r. LODGE. I simply wish to proceed in order on the bill of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that the whole debate on the introduction 
of the bill was, as the Chair thinks, out of order. The bill has 
been referred, and is not now, in any form, before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. That was because I was not fortunate enough 
to secure the President’s eye. I was standing before the Senator 
from New Hampshire took his seat, and I appealed to the Chair 
for recognition on that matter, but was unable to secure it, and it 
was through no fault of mine that I was not recognized. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was unfortunate in 
not seeing the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I am quite aware that the whole debate was 

by unanimous consent, as most of the Senate debates 

o. They are almost always out of order, except by unanimous 
consent. I saw no reason why I should be discriminated against 
after half a dozen Senators had taken part in the discussion on 
the a of the Senator from New Hampshire, quite properly, as I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not sought to dis- 
pain a ong the Senator. He has recognized the Senator, 
that the whole debate is not in ac- 
cordance with the of the Senate. 
Mr. LODGE, Iam quite aware of that. Few debates are. 











Mr. ALLEN. I object to further debate on this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska ob- 
jects to further debate. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: If there is no other morning 
business at this moment, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that I may now put the question to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] with reference to what he said about his 


pill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to propound a question to the Senator 
from New Hampshire in reference to the discussion of a bill 
introduced by that Senator. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from Massachusetts is recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. A loan of the United States is a measure of the 
United States, and into the letter the Senator from New Hampshire 
has read about the loan is imported a question of the boundary dis- 
pute with Englandin Venezuela, which is a matter of open contro- 
versy between the two Governments atthis moment. Wehaveseen 
other efforts to substitute private individuals for the officers of the 
United States charged with the care of our foreign relations by 
appeals to persons conspicuous in foreign governments for their 
opinions. e have also seen a similar movement by the New 

ork Chamber of Commerce, a very eminent and honorable body, 
headed by a distinguished citizen of German birth, to take charge 
of the diplomatic affairs of the United States. 

Mr. President, I think the Government of the United States, 
duly organized in all its branches, is perfectly competent to deal 
with affairs affecting the welfare of the country; and as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has read this letter from a firm of bank- 
ers and great money lenders, one of whom at least is a member of 
the House of Lords and therefore within the words of the statute, 
I desire to ask him whether he does not think that an interference 
withthe measuresof the Government, and whether all those letters 
were not attempts to throw doubt on the credit of the Govern- 
ment; whether they were not intended to bring in the influences 
of foreign bankers in order to discredit the Government loan and 
the Government bonds even before they are issued, to force us 
from the position which we now occupy, and to try to make the 
Government more than ever dependent on a syndicate of bankers? 
I ask the Senator whether what he read does not come within that 
statute? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has correctly stated the law and has properly applied it, 

rovided the telegrams sent during the last two or three weeks by 

fr, Joseph Pulitzer, the editor of the New York World, were sent 
to foreign governments or to any officer or agent thereof. That 
is undoubtedly true in reference to the telegram of Mr. Pulitzer 
to the Prince of Wales. He made a direct appeal by public tele- 
gram to the heir apparent to the British throne on a public ques- 
tion that made the relations between the two countriesacute. He 
a ed to him in a sense which was derogatory to the sovereignty 
of the United States and contrary to the statute which the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has read. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? I listened to the language of the statute. It applies to citi- 
zens of the United States doing the things therein mentioned. I 
would inquire if Mr. Pulitzer is a citizen of the United States or 
the subject of some country of Europe? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was a Hungarian originally. I think 
he has been naturalized. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly he is a citizen of the United States, be- 
cause he has been a member of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All the telegrams sent by the editor of the 
World to the officers of the English Government in reference to 
the crisis that had arisen between the United States and Great 
Britain were violations of this statute, and if the President and 
the Attorney-General do their duty Mr. Pulitzer, if he ever sets 
foot upon the soil of America,as I understand he occasionally 
does, ought to be prosecuted according to law. [Applause in the 
galleries. | 

The telegram to the Rothschilds, from the reply to which I read 
the statement that ‘‘until this boundary question is arranged we 
do not believe either the European public or capitalists will take 
many American bonds for investment,” was sent to them as bank- 
ers. It was not sent, in form at least, to any official of the Brit- 
ish Government, nor do I perceive that any maker dispatches which 
were sent by the World for the purpose of obtaining an expres- 
sion from foreign countries as to the probable success of the new 
oon States loan were addressed to officers of foreign Govern- 
ments. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
the governor of the Bank of England, which is a semiofficial body, 

having close relations with the Government, is not an officer of 
that Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts has re- 
cently returned—— ; 
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Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer to answer the question of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts first. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has recently returned from foreign travel and has come in closer 
contact with the governor of the Bank of England, doubtless, than 
T ever did; and if the Senator says that the governor of the Bank 
of England is an officer of the British Government I shall not dis- 
pute it. 

Mr. GRAY. Willthe Senator be kind enough to read the see- 
tion of the statute to which the Senator from* Massachusetts 
refers, so that we may all have enlightenment as to its precise 
terms? 

Mr. LODGE. I read the whole of it. 

Mr. GRAY. A single reading of it is not enough. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York [Mr. H111.], 
the defender of the Administration on this floor, now happily lo- 
cated on this side of the Chamber, is engaged with thestatute, and 
he will favor me if he will read it to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HILL. Whatever else the Senator from New York may be, 
he is not at this particular time the defender of Mr. Pulitzer. I 
will leave that to other gentlemen. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is a good reader and I will allow him to read the statute for 
himself, but will not allow him to interpret it for the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should expect any interpretation of mine 
to be at once summarily overruled by the Senator from New York. 
But the law says: 

Every citizen of the United States, whether actually resident or abiding 
within the same, or in any foreign country, who, without the permission or 
authority of the government, directly or indirectly, commences or carries 
on any verbal or written correspondence or intercourse with any foreign 
government, or any officer or agent thereof, with an intent to influence the 
measures or conduct of any foreign government, or of any officer or agent 
thereof, in relation to any disputes or controversies with the United States, 
or to defeat the measures of the Government of the United States 

Shall be a criminal and be punished as such. That is the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lrise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As these international questions seem to be 
settled to the satisfaction of the gentlemen who are discussing 
them, I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate is proceeding upon 
a request for unanimous consent, which was granted, and the 
Chair does not think it proper 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the unanimous consent extend for the 
rest of the session? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It extends until 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It extends until the hour of 2 
o'clock arrives, when the Chair will have to arrest all discussion 
and lay the unfinished business before the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Arrest the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], I suggest. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Am I to infer that the Chair has appointed 
the Senator from New York a deputy sergeant-at-arms to take 
part in the arrest? [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not selected the 
Senator from New York for any such purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not rise to consume the time 
of the Senate, dnd I shall take only a moment to express my sur- 
prise at the suggestion made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
|Mr. LopG@E], and my still greater surprise at the approbation 
given to that suggestion by the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. CHANDLER]. That suggestion seems to be that in this even- 
ing of the nineteenth century we should hark back upon our 
track for centuries in order to stifle the expression or the effort to 
obtain an expression of public opinion in this country or anywhere 
in the civilized world. 

Mr. President, if we have achieved anything in all these years 
of eventful history that have come and gone we have accomplished 
this, that among civilized countries just public opinion is the final 
arbiter of all public conduct and all public measures. 

It is not necessary, for me or for any other Senator to say that if 
the suggestion were seriously made, and the approbation seriously 
given by my usually judicial and self-poised friend from New Hamp- 
shire, it will miserably fail of accomplishment. No attempt to 

jlace this inquisitorial interpretation upon any law on the statute 
Sash of the United States by which tostifle an expression of public 
opinion, or to prevent the free exercise of that right in regard to 
all matters and affairs that concern the people of the United States, 
will succeed. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has exercised, and I trust will 
continue to exercise, the extremest freedom in the expression of 
his own opinions, whether as a Senator on this floor or asa member 
of this body, when in his own home, or when receiving the hospi- 
tality of those who live under foreign skies. I do not know that 
that freedom has ever been abridged. When it is sought to be 








—or ses Se eee 


=. 








See Marg (rir. keane Oy hay Ee, 


Se tance fn 


aoe TIC 
asada ah Sam A tae 


a 


Sans ab alin Sig mE 


Sewn 


af 
. 





492 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 7, 





abridged, or when it shall be abridged, then our institutions will 
have received a blow more serious than any that can be attempted 
by those who attempt to promote unsound finance or economic 
measures, for in that day the very corner stone of American liberty, 
the very corner stone of our world-wide civilization, of which weare 
the advance guard, will be sapped and undermined. 

Mr. President, Iam loath to believe that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was quite serious in the suggestion that we have a law 
upon the statute books of the United States so inquisitorial and 
so unworthy of the civilization of our day and generation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr, GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. e were not discussing the wisdom of the 
law, but the question as to what is a violation of the law as it 
stands upon the statute books. Now, suppose that war were fla- 
grant between the United States and Great Britain, does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware think it would be a violation of the law which 
has been quoted for Mr. Joseph Pulitzer to telegraph the Prince 
of Wales asking him if this wicked war ought not to be stopped? 
That is the concrete form of the proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. When war has nm declared and is flagrant it 
will be time enough to answer the question. Thank God, it is 
neither one nor the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by title. 

The Secretary. A re‘olution, submitted by Mr. ELKrs, pro- 
posing to declare that hereafter no bonds of the United States 
shall be sold at private sale or under private contract, etc. 

Mr. VEST. I gave notice that I should address the Senate upon 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is 
entitled to the floor upon the pending resolution. 


SALE OF BONDS. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Democratic party does not seek 
to avoidany just responsibility forits ostensible control of the Gov- 
ernment during the present Administration. I use the word “ os- 
tensible” because every fair-minded man knows that under the 
rules of the Senate and with the relative strength of the two great 
parties upon this floor it was practically impossible for us to im- 
press upon the legislation of the country the policies and principles 
which are a yb by amajority of Democratsof the United 
States. I shall not stop nowtoe my oft-repeated regret that 
those defective rules exist, but it ts matter of history that during 
the last Congress, with an ostensible majority of Democrats in this 
Chamber, we were, by reason of having P cally no rules, obliged 
to submit to the individual opinions of a few Senators upon both 
sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, the Democratic a recognizes the fact that, 
because apparently in control of the Government during this Ad- 
ministration, it must be held ible for all the disasters which 
have come upon the country. It was said by a great soldier after 
a great defeat that success was the criterion of merit in war; and 
the rule equally applies in political affairs. Success is the crite- 
rion of merit; and althougha hard rule, and oftentimes an unjust 
one, every party apparently in control of a representative Gov- 
ernment is held responsible by the people for any disaster which 
may occur. I donot seek to evade even this unjust responsibility. 
I shall not waste time in noticing the statement that the Demo- 
cratic party is dead. Sir, the political jackals that are snarling 
and snapping around the wounded lion will soon disappear. The 
Democratic — as founded by Jefferson will exist so long as 
this country lasts, and when it dies the last hope of popular gov- 
ernment upon this continent will have been destroyed. 

INCOME-TAX DECISION. 

It is said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the 
Democratic party exhibited its incompetence when it f: d 
the last Congress to enact a tariff law which would furnish suffi- 
cient revenue to defray the expenses of the Government That 
statement is unjust and not founded in fact. The Wilson Act, as 
it is called, which was enacted by both Houses of Congress and 
became a law without the signature of the President, would have 
furnished ample revenue to conduct this Government, with a 
small surplus besides. If that law had not, asto between $40,000,000 
and $50,000,000 of taxation, been declared invalid by the Su e 
Court of the United States, there would have been no deficit in 
the Treasury, as every intelligent man must concede. 

That the Supreme Court made this decision was a matter of 
surprise to every intelligent lawyer in the United States, and 

ially to those of us in the 1 tion of the country. 

I shall observe the laws of decorum and of comity between the 

coordinate branches of the Government, but I not conceal 

Lance of that decision, even of the highest judicial tribunal 
é land. 

In my judgment no decision by the Supreme Court of the United 


States has done so much to weaken the influence of that tribunal] 
and to excite the distrust of the masses of the American people 
including thoughtful and intelligent lawyers, as that rendered in 
the income-tax cases. It had always been believed and claimed as 
one of the chief excellences in our Federal Constitution that what- 
ever might be the vacillations and uncertainties of inferior tribu- 
nals the citizen could rely with absolute confidence upon the sta- 
bility of the great court of last resort. Its judgments, formed 
after elaborate argument in the calm and passionless atmosphero 
of judicial ey were supposed to be above the sudden and 
capricious changes which often represent the prejudices of indi- 
vidual judges. That the Supreme Court has reversed its decisions, 
unbroken for a hundred years, upon a question vitally important 
to the Administration of the Government and to all its citizens, 
and that this reversal has placed the legislative department in tho 
attitude of having through ignorance or recklessness violated the 
Constitution, must cause the deepest concern to all who are sin- 
cerely attached to our institutions. 

That the court reversed the decisions of a century is beyond rea- 
sonable question. From the Hylton case, in 1796, three years after 
the Federal Constitution was adopted, down to the Springer case, 
in 1866, an unbroken line of decisions had been rendered by the 
Supreme Court to the effect that incomes from real and personal 
property did not come within the meaning of direct taxes under 
the Constitution, and could be levied without apportionment 
among the States according to x dena y I repeat the assertion 
that for one hundred years no lawyer had doubted that this was 
the law judicially determined by the highest tribunal in the land. 
The Hylton case was decided in 1796, three years after the Federal 
Constitution was adopted, as I have said, by judges who had been 
members of the convention which made the Constitution and of 
the State conventions which ratified it. 

Chief Justice Ellsworth, who presided over the Supreme Court 
when the Hylton case was decided, had been a member of the Con- 
tinental Congress and of the convention which made the Constitu- 
tion of 1789, and was also a leading member of the Connecticut 
State convention that ratified the Constitution. He was on the 
bench when the opinion was delivered, and although he did not 
participate in the judgment, by reason of his having just been 
sworn into office, it can not be doubted that. he was consulted by 
the justices who joined in the opinion. 

Justice Paterson had been a member of the convention, and had 
drawn one of the two original drafts of the Constitution which 
were debated. 

Justice Wilson was a member of the Continental Congress, and 
had given especial attention to the subject of taxation. He had 
also been a member of the convention that framed the Constitu- 
tion, and then of the Pennsylvania convention which ratified it. 

Justice Chase had been a member of the Continental Congress, 
and had there been prominent in the discussion of taxation and 
apportionment. Afterwards he served in the Maryland conven- 
tion which ratified the Constitution. 

Justice Iredell was a leading member of the North Carolina 
convention that ratified the Constitution. 

Those were the lawyers who made the decision in the Hylton 
case, which was affirmed and reaffirmed for a hundred years by 
the tribunal of last resort until it was discovered by a majority of 
the present justices that all the judges who had preceded them 
upon the bench had been mistaken in regard to the law, and Con- 
gress was branded with having violated the Constitution which 
i by judicially construed. [Applause in the galleries. | 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in thechair). There 
must be order in the galleries. 

Mr. VEST. What did the Supreme Court of the United States 
decide in the Hylton case? I hold in my hand the decision of 
Chief Justice Chase, delivered a afterwards, in which he gavo 
the unanimous judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
i vs. Fenno, 3 Wallace, affirming the Hylton 
case and declaring that Congress had the right to tax the incomes 
from real and personal property without apportionment among 
the States according to population. I shall not read that opinion 
familiar to every intelligent lawyer, but will insert an extract 
from it in my remarks. 


It a safely be assumed, therefore, as the unanimous petgment of the 
court [in the Hylton case] that a tax on carriages is not a d tax. Andit 
may further be taken as established, upon the testimony of Patterson, that 
the words “direct taxes,” as used in the Constitution, comprehended only 

“roe taxes on personal property, 

* sone valuation and assessment of the various descriptions possessed 
the several States. It follows necessarily that the power to tax with- 

out as ex all other objects. Taxes on other objects are 
included under the heads of taxes not direct, duties, mapoate, ome excises, 
and must be laid and collected by the rule of uniformity. The tax under 
consideration is a tax on bank circulation, and may very well be classed un- 
der the head of duties. Certainly it is not, in the sense of the Constitution, 4 
direct tax. It ae be said to come within the same category of taxation as the 
tax on incomes of insurance companies, which this court, at the last term, in 
the case of Pacific Insurance Company vs. Soule (7 Wall., 424) held not to be a 


Mr. Justice Brown, of the Supreme Court, with whom I differ 








litically, but who is a lawyer of eminent ability and unques- 
tioned integrity, in his dissenting opinion summarizes all the cases 
from the Hylton case, in 1796, to the Springer case, in 1866, show- 
ing that the Supreme Court had again and again affirmed the 

wer of Congress to levy an income tax upon the proceeds of 
real and personal property without apportionment. 

He says: 

So, also, whenever this court had been called upon to give aconstruction to 
this clause of the Constitution, it has universally held the words “ direct 
taxes”’ applied only to capitation taxes and taxesupon land. In the five cases 
most directly in point it was held that the following taxes were not direct, 
but rather in the nature of duty or excise, viz: A tax upon carriages, Hylton 
vs. United States (3 Dall., 171); a tax upon the business of insurance compa- 
nies, Pacific Insurance Company vs. Soule (7 Wall., 438); a tax of 10 per cent 
upon the notes of State banks held by national banks, Veazie vs. Fenno (8 
Wall.. 533); a tax upon the devolution of real estate, Scholey vs. Rew (23 Wall., 
$31), and, finally, a pees income tax was broadly upheld in Springer vs. 
United States (dae S., 586). These cases, consistent and undeviating as they 
are, and extending over nearly a century of our national life, seem to me to 
establish a canon of interpretation which it is now too late to overthrow or 
even to question. If there be any weightat all to be given to the doctrine of 
stare decisis, it surely ought to apply toa theory of constitutional construc- 
tion, which has received the deliberate sanction of this court in five cases, and 
upon the faith of which Congress has enacted two income taxes at times when, 
in ite judgment, extraordinary sources of revenue were necessary to be made 
available. 


The counsel who argued the case against the Government, Mr. 
Seward, of New York, in his printed argument, which I have be- 
fore me, admitted that the Supreme Court had so decided for a 
century, but he said that the decision in the Springer case, ren- 
dered in 1866, was made by a loyal court to sustain the war-mak- 
ing power of the Government, and that therefore the Supreme 
Court should overrule it, together with the Hylton case and the in- 
termediate decisions from 1796 up to 1866. The argument orsugges- 
tion then made to this great tribunal was that the Supreme Court 
was a part of the war-making power of this Government, or that its 
judges should commit perjury in order tosustain the Constitution 
for which battles had been fought in the preceding year. That I 
may do no injustice, having mentioned the name of this eminent 
lawyer, I ask the Secretary to read an extract from his printed ar- 
gument. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Springer case adopted the reasoning of the court in the Hylton case. 
The statute ee under consideration was passed to aid the General Govern- 
ment in the hour of its peril. The decision was that of a loyal court seeking 
to uphold the Government by sustaining a tax which had been passed as a 
war measure, and which was necessary to uphold and strengthen the Gov- 
ernment against those who were seeking to destroy it. The loyalty of the 
decision is not questioned, and that loyalty may have had an influence even 
upon a judicial mind. 


Mr. VEST. Inthe SpringercasetheSupreme Court of the United 
States, after reviewing every decision that had been made from the 
Hylton case down to that time, emphatically and distinctly declared 
that no sort of question remained as to the power of Congress 
to levy income taxes upon the profits from real and personal prop- 
erty in this country without apportionment. 

After examining the cases above cited, the opinion concludes, speaking for 
the entire court: “All these cases are undistinguishable in principle from the 
ease now before us, and they are decisive against the plaintiff in error. 
The question, what is a direct tax, is one exclusively in American jurispru- 
dence. The text writers of the country are in entire accord upon the subject. 
Mr. Justice Story says that all taxes are usually divided into two classes— 
those which are and those which are indirect—and that ‘under the for- 
mer denomination are included taxes on land or real property, and, under the 
latter, taxes on consumption.’ g Const., sec. 950.) Chancellor Kent, speaking 
of the case of Hylton vs. United States, says: ‘The better opinion seems to 
be that the direct taxes contemplated by the Constitution were only two, viz, 
a capitation or poll tax and a tax on land.’ (1 Com., 257. See also Cooley, 
Taxation, 5, note 2; Pomery, Const. Law, 157; Sharwood’s Blackstone, 
808, note; Rawle, Const., 30; Sergeant, Const., 305.) Weare not aware that any 
writer since Hylton vs. Uni States was decided has expressed a view of 
the subject different from that of these authors. Our conclusions are, that 

taxes, within the meaning of the Constitution, are only capitation 
taxes, as expressed in that instrument, and taxes on real estate, and that the 
tax of which the plaintiff in error complains is within the category of an 
excise or duty.” 

When judges one hundred years afterwards undertake to say 
what was the meaning of the framers of the Constitution, in face 
of the judicial declarations of the men who made the Constitu- 
tion and then sat upon the Supreme Bench and construed it, no 
one can be surprised that Mr. Justice Harlan, in his dissenting 
opinion, declares that the age of miracles is not past, and that after 
a century these modern lawyers know better than the framers of 
the Constitution what they meant. a 

Sir, I shall not undertake to analyze the decision of the Supreme 
Court; I would not trust myself in the Senate Chamber to say 
what I should be tempted to say as to this most extraordinary pro- 

ceeding. I will leave it to the members of that court to stigma- 
tize the decision as it deserves. I send to the Secretary now, to be 
read, the declaration of Mr. Justice Harlan, who sat upon the 
bench and delivered a dissenting opinion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


qeemienetion effect of the decision to-day is to give to certain kinds of 
a position of favoritism and advantage inconsistent with the funda- 
mental principles of our social organization, and to invest them with power 
influence that may be perilous to that portion of the American people 
whom rests the larger part of the burdens of the Government, and who 

not to be subjected to the dominion of aggregated wealth any more 
the property of the country should be at the mercy of the lawless. 
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Mr. VEST. If that be not sufficient, I ask the Secretary to read 
from the dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Brown. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


By resnecneling an argument that was exploded in the Hylton case, and 
has lain practically dormant for a hundred years, it is made to do duty in 
nullifying, not this law alone, but every similar law that is not based upon an 
imp anes theory of apportionment. Even the specter of socialism is conjured 
up tofrighten Congress from laying taxes upon the people in proportion to 
their ability to pay them. It is certainly a strange commentary upon the 
Constitution of, the United States and upon a democratic Government that 
Congress has no power to lay a tax which is one of the main sources of reve- 
nue of nearly every civilized State. Itis aconfession of feebleness in which 
I find myself wholly unable to join. 

While I have no doubt that Congress will find some means of surmounting 
the present crisis, my fear is that in some moment of national peril this de- 
cision will rise up to frustrate its will and paralyze itsarm. I hope it may 
not prove the first step toward the submergence of the libertiesof the people 
in a sordid despotism of wealth. 

As I can not escape the conviction that the decision of the court in thisgreat 
case is fraught with immeasurable danger to the future of the country, and 
that it approaches the proportions of a national calamity, I feel it a duty to 
enter my protest against it. 

Mr. VEST. If I had made the declarations which have come 
from these two justices of the Supreme Court of the United States 
I should be charged with partisan malice and misrepresentation. 
Coming from distinguished lawyers, holding the highest judicial 
positions in the country, of life tenure, and removed from per- 
sonal and political motives, I submit that those declarations from 
that source constitute the most fearful arraignment of this court 
of last resort found in the judicial annals of the country. 

I have said that I do not propose to analyze this decision, nor 
shall I trust myself to enter into conjecture as to the reasons that 
caused one member of the court, after agreeing on deliberate ar- 
gument as to the constitutionality of the largest portion of the 
law, in two weeks afterwards, upon a motion for a rehearing, to 
reverse his opinion and fasten upon the country ‘‘ the sordid des- 
potism of wealth.” This justice unquestionably had the right to 
change his opinion; it is the highest prerogative of a judicial of- 
ficer; but I must say most respectfully that it is a matter of regret 
that he did not see proper to put upon record the reasons that 
caused him to make the change; that he did not stand before the 
American people as the only member of the court really responsi- 
ble for this far-reaching and terrible judicial decision. The name 
of that justice is known alone to himself and to his judicial asso- 
ciates. Not even the clerks of the court are able to say what in- 
dividual justice changed the decision after the case was first 
argued. The reasons that controlled him are lost to the profes- 
sion and to the country, and it is simply a matter of conjecture as 
to why, in a case the most important, possibly, that ever came be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States, he allowed his name 
and his reasons to be buried in obscurity. 

Sir, the Senate of the United States has been ridiculed and ma- 
ligned because of executive sessions. What would be thought of 
a member of this body who had changed his opinion on a great 
question like that before the Supreme Court who did not have the 
manhood to stand before the American peopie and declare his re- 
sponsibility for that result? I can imagine now the storm of op- 
probrium, the charges of corruption, the wrath of the independent 
press against a Senator who would dare to hide his name in order 
to escape responsibility for a public act. 

I must also be permitted to express my regret that in the argu- 
ment of this case eminent counsel were not only permitted but 
encouraged to make scurrilous innuendoes as to the motives of 
those of us who had placed in the income-tax law the provision 
exempting savings banks and mutual life insurance companies 
from taxation. The reasons for this exemption were given in the 
Senate debate, and it is not strange that they did not weigh with 
paid counsel who made this attack upon the majority of Congress. 
Those banks and companies were exempted upon the broad and 
humane policy which encourages the citizen in all civilized coun- 
tries to make provision for those who are dependent upon him, 
The same eminent counsel who attacked Congress because they 
had made this exemption in the next breath assailed us as legisla- 
tive communists who were making assaults upon the wealth of 
the country. This versatility would have been astounding but 
for the fact that the same lawyer a few weeks afterwards stood 
before a New York jury, Bible in hand, and read the parable of 
Lazarus and Dives to secure averdict for his client against a multi- 
millionaire who was childless, upon the ground that he ought to 
be made to divide his estate with the poor devil who was fortu- 
nate enough to have such an advocate. [Laughter. | 

I assert that in all the debates which were had in both Houses 
of Congress it was not suggested that the Supreme Court had not 
settled forever in the Springer case our right to pass the income- 
tax provisions which were contained in the Wilsonlaw. Even the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who so vigorously opposed 
the income-tax provision, although his individual opinion may 
have been otherwise, did not pretend to controvert the fact that 
constitutionally we had the power to impose such a tax. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? I know 
he does not want to misrepresent me. 
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Mr. VEST. Not at all. 
Mr. HILL. Ido not intend, of course, at the present time to 
argue the question, but I will state that I took the position all 
through the debate that we had no authority under the Constitu- 
tion to pass any such income-tax provision as that bill contained. 
Mr. VEST. Ihave said that was the individual opinion of the 
Senator from New York, but as a lawyer he never pretended to 
urge that the Supreme Court had not decided that we had the 
power and that the Springer case was conclusive upon the question. 
Mr. HILL. Of course my views are published in the speeches 
which I made here upon that question, in which I spoke of the 
Springer case, and we had considerable discussion upon it. I en- 
deavored to draw a distinction between what was decided in the 
Springer case and what was involved in the bill then pending. 

Mr. VEST. What was decided in the Springer case speaks for 
itself in language so plain that there can be no mistake about it. 
The Springer case decided without one dissenting jud, eclared 
emphatically and distinctly and beyond the shadow of suspicion— 
that Congress had the power to impose the taxes that we placed 
in the income-tax provision of the Wilsonlaw. I know that coun- 
sel in the Supreme Court tried to evade that conclusion, but I have 
read from the printed argument of Mr. Seward to show that 
he admitted that the Supreme Court had so decided and only 
attempted to escape the legal effect by saying it was a war-time 
decision, made by a loyal court to sustain the Government. 

Mr. President, I do not rapes to speak at length in regard to 
the effect of this decision. y sole object is to repel and repudi- 
ate with all " power and with all the earnestness of which my 
nature is capable the assertion that Congress was guilty of either 
recklessness or ignorance in enacting that statute. I say that 
every intelligent Ya er concluded that the question had been 
judicially determin To have doubted that the Supreme Court 
would have followed the decisions of one hundred years would 
have been a reflection upon the intelligence and consistency of 
that great tribunal. During the individual selfishness that 
always comes in times of great depression, while gloom and dis- 
aster and other great issues have been impending over the country, 
our people have not understood the full effect of this terrible de- 
cision. It has marked a new era in our history, and I much mis- 
take the American people if the time will not come when neither 
soft words nor honeyed phrases will be sufficient apology for the 
doctrine announced by the Supreme Court. 

Sir, the people of this country will never submit to the system 
of taxation which has been put upon them by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in opposition to its decision of an entire cen- 
tury. That Mr. Vanderbilt, with his hundreds of millions of 
dollars, should pay no more for the support of the General Gov- 
ernment than the poorest man in the land is abhorrent to every 
honest mind. The Army and Navy of the United States, the 
military and financial resources of the Government, must be used 
to defend Mr. Vanderbilt’s untold millions; and yet he pays sim- 
ply internal-revenue taxes and tariff import duties upon what he 
may. choose to consume, and the poor man does the same. He 
pays no more to support the Army and Navy than I do, or any 
other citizen of this country, without regard to his estate or 
means. 

The people of the United States will never concede that either 
the State or national administration should be fixed upon a basis 
like this. This decision, I say, has not attracted the attention 
that hereafter must be given to it. The time will come when the 
prophetic language of Justice Brown will come home to every in- 
telligent and thoughtful man throughout our wide domain, that 
by this adjudication the highest tribunal in the land has fixed 
upon the country “ the sordid despotism of wealth.” 


DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio proceeded to draw a com- 
arison between the administration of the Government by the 
epublican and the Democratic parties, and the general drift of 
his argument was to show incompetency a the part of the 
Democracy, while great national ity come from the 
licies and administration of the Gisehiicen party. The Sena- 

r read xe extracts from statistical reports to prove his as- 
sertion. I have with great interest and some labor followed him 
in his effort to convict the party to which I belong of utter in- 
competency and to elevate and laud the organization of which he 
is so prominent and distinguished a member. 

What are the facts in regard to the administration of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. Cleveland was elected President of the United States in 
1884. The surplus revenue in 1885, the first year of his Adminis- 
tration, was $17,859,755; in 1886, the next year, $49,405,546; in 
the next year, 1887, $55,567,645. In the last year of Cleveland's 
Administration it was $67,608,725. 

Under this incompetent and unfaithful Democratic party the 
surplus revenue cf the Government constantly increased, and I 
asvert here and now, differing, as is well known, from the head 
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of my party as to great questions pending before the American 
people, that no administration of this Government from the he- 
ginning until now was more successful, more satisfactory, than 
the four years of Grover Cleveland from 1885 to 1889. : 

During those four years how much gold went out of the coun- 
try? The gold exports during the whole four years were $79.- 
507,504. _ 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him one question? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire simply to ask the Senator whether during 
a years there was any Democratic law in force; andif so. 
what? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator asks me if any Democratic law was in 
force. Ireply to him that the Democratic party was then at tho 
head of affairs in this country, and there by a law superior to al] 
others, the will of a majority of the people of the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. It was not in control of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, let us goto the Administration 
of Mr. Harrison, under Republican laws, of which I shall speak 
directly, and more fully answer the Senator from Massachusetts. 

In 1889, the first year of Harrison’s Administration, there was 
$48,694,000 surplus. In 1890, $45,192,000, a fall of three millions, 
In 1891, $17,167,000, a fall of nearly $30,000,000 in a year. In 
1892, $9,914,483. There was a constant fall in the surplus under 
the Administration of the Republican party, with both Houses 
of Congress at that time under their control. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be very glad if the Senator would 
state how much of the public debt was paid during that Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. VEST. I will do so with very great pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought it was $259,000,000. I am not sure. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad the Senator has called my attention to 
that point. Iam very much obliged to him. 

As I have stated, the surplus was a constantly declining one. 
The surplus, permit me to say, is shown from official reports, in 
1893 and 1894, the last two years of Harrison’s Administration, to 
have been made up by drawing money out of the Treasury, which 
was not a surplus upon imports and revenues of the country, in- 
ternal-revenue taxes and otherwise, but, as the Treasury Depart- 
ment shows (and I hold the report before me), it came from money 
drawn out of the Treasury of the United States in order, under 
their system of bookkeeping, to show a surplus. 

In Harrison’s Administration the gold exports, instead of being 
$79,000,000, as under Cleveiand’s four years, were $213,784,757. 
There was incompetency for you, according to the criterion of tle 
Senator from Ohio. The great evil of which we now hear coin- 
plaint is the export of gold, but under these incompetent Deio- 
crats, for four ro but $79,000,000 went out, while under the Ad- 
ministration of Harrison and his colleagues there was exported 
the enormous amount of $213,000,000. Evenin the present Adimin- 
istration of Mr. Cleveland so far the records show that but $1s1,- 
068,087 in gold has been exported from the United States. 

But again, the receipts under Cleveland’s Administration were 
$1,451,660,246. The expenditures during his whole four years were 
$1,063,223,202, there being the difference between $1,063,000,000 and 
$1,451,000,000. 

The receipts under Harrison’s Administration—now mark the 
contrast—were $1,539,723,590. The expenditures during Harri- 
son’s four years were $1,330,394,780. The excess of expenditures 
under Harrison over those under Cleveland amounted to $267,- 
171,577. 

Butagain, in answer tothe Senator from Connecticut, the amount 
paid by Cleveland to retire the bonds and to pay the public debt, 
as shown by the official records, was $360,419,053. The total amount 
= by Harrison to retire bonds and pay the public debt during 

is whole four years was $292,963,436, showing that these deride! 
and incompetent Democrats who are now destroying this coun- 
try and causing liberty to lie bleeding in the streets saved millions 
and millions of dollars, while the Republican 7 managed to 
deplete the Treasury and to leave us a legacy of indebtedness un- 
der which we are now struggling. 

But, Mr. President, in ition to this, the continuing appro- 
priations of the Fifty-first Congress left to the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, and of which complaint is now made, amounted to $15!,- 
000,000 in round numbers. They bequeathed to Mr. Cleveland's 
second Administration liabilities amounting to $96,051,325.06. | 
have before me (which I will not read unless Senators desire to 
hear it) the specific amounts, and on what account, handed down 
by our ican predecessors to us, and which are now made « 
subject of taunt and derision, because they say the incompetent 
Democrats are not able to furnish sufficient revenues to pay them. 

The amount above the gold reserve turned over by Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration to that of General Harrison was $83,627,100. 
The amount turned over at the end of Harrison’s Administration 
to Mr. Cleveland (nearly all of it in subsidiary coin and unavail- 
able for the purposes of paying indebtedness) was $24,128,697. 








1896. 





During Harrison’s Administration the disbursing officer's bal- 
ances available for current expenses were reduced from $47,905,42: 
to $28,515,033. 

Mr. President, in addition to that, the Harrison Administration 
extended bonds that matured September 1, 1891, amounting to 
$25,364,800. We were asked here the other day, in an almost in- 
sulting manner, why the Democratic party did not pay its debts. 
Let me inquire why the Republican party did not pay its debts, 
and why it permitted these bonds maturing September 1, in' the 
year I have named, togo by without payment by the Government, 
thereby impeaching the good faith of the American people. They 
also defaulted in 1892 and 1893 in paying $40,000,000 due to the 
sinking fund. 

Besides all this, the party which now attacks the Democrats as 
being false to their obligations and to the law misappropriated 
the amount of $54,207, 

laced there to redeem the national-bank notes. 

This is the record from official sources of the four years of Har- 
rison’s Administration. 

The Senator from Massachusetts asked me what laws were in 
force that were put there by the Democratic party during the suc- 
cessful Administration of Mr. Cleveland. What laws? The Sen- 
ator impliedly exults in the legislation passed by the Republican 
party, the organization to which he belongs. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I think he misun- 
derstood the purport of my questica. He was claiming for Pres- 
ident Cleveland the credit of the expenditures and receipts in his 
first Administration. During that whole first Administration the 
expenditures and the receipts of the Government were governed 
by Republican laws, which the President of the United States had 
no power to change; and during his whole Administration there 
was a Republican Senate, so that no Republican law could have 
been changed by the Democratic party. That was the point of 
my question, not whether they passed good laws. 

r. VEST. -I listen to the Senator always with great pleasure 
and with renewed admiration from session to sessionof his ingenu- 
ousness and ingenuity. Now, the Senator from Massachusetts 
speaks of a Republican Senate; but did they have during Cleve- 
land’s first term a Republican House of Representatives, which 
under the Constitution originates al] appropriations? Who made 
the great oh ae a bills? They were made by the Democratic 
party. Whocontrolled the expenses of the Government which 
enabled us to save the money of the people and show the surplus 
which I have read from the official reports? 

But I could answer the Senator further and tell him of the law 


which bears the name of a distinguished Democrat from my own | 


State that was then unrepealed on the statute books. I refer to 
what is calledthe Bland Act of 1878, which the Republican party 


declared afterwards to be hurtful to the country and placed in its | 


stead the law which bears the name of the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio—the Sherman Act. 

In 1890, flushed with the victory of 1888, the Republican party 
came back under the impression that they owned this country for 
an indefinite period. They placed themselves and the fate of their 
organization upon three bills. The first was the force law, a Mas- 
sachusetts bill, controlled and managed in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] 
and — name; controlled and managed in the Senate by 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Aftera ter- 
rible struggle, with the assistance of patriotic Republicans, we 
were enabled todefeat that odious measure. Contemporaneously, 
a using the parliamentary power placed in the Speaker of the 

ouse of Representatives, the McKinley Act was passed, enor- 
mously increasing duties, upon the broad and undisguised assump- 


tion that revenues should be levied for protection and not to pay | 


the expenses of the Government. 
_ That bill came to this body, passed by the methods I have named 
in the House, and was here enacted into law. The Republican 
i put up its oriflamme before the United States and em- 

lazoned on it ‘‘ Protection for protection’s sake.” They went to 
ag upon that issue. 

ey passed another law to give relief, as they said, to the 

finances of the country. It is known as the Sherman Act, which 
stored in the Treasury of the United States as so much cord wood, 
as s0 much lumber, silver bullion, not to be coined, but to be made 
the basis of notes issued to the people. 

What was the result of that legislation? The Republican party 
came back from their appeal to the people utterly discomfited and 
defeated. They gathered into this Hall a funeral procession, 
stamped with the disapproval of the people of this country. The 
McKinley law was repudiated distinctly and emphatically, and 
conspicuous Republicans have repeatedly said that they would 
never be p: to go back to the measure of protection ac- 


corded by that law. The Sherman law was repudiated by its 
author and his colleagues who gave their votes for it. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio stood on this floor and declared that his own off- 
Spring must be bastardized and put beyond the pale of law. It 
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had brought disaster upon the country. It had disturbed the 
| finances. It was unworthy the name of the great statesman, for- 
| merly Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, that law was passed under political coercion, so 
far as the Senator from Ohio was concerned, [ will do him the 
justice to state. Weare told now that the Democratic party is 
hopelessly divided upon the question of the free coinage of silver. 
In what better condition are our Republican brethren? They 
dare not make the issue in their own ranks in regard to the free 
coinage of silver, because they know it would disintegrate and 
divide their party hopelessly. They passed the Sherman Act to 
| retain the votes of the silver Republican Senators from the West- 
ern States, and all the world knows it. They afterwards were 
compelled, under the stress of public opinion in the Northeastern 
| and Middle States, to repeal that law. To-day they hold control 
of the committees in this body on account of the same potent 
| influence inside of their own organization. The Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], frankly and in his own manly and 
emphatic way, told us the other day that if the Senate Committee 
on Finance had not been organized in favor of free coinage no 
committees would have been appointed and no chairmanships 
made in the Senate. No declaration could be moreemphatic and 
distinct than that. Now the struggle of our Republican friends 
is to evade that issue, if possible, and not to permit the public of 
the United States to ascertain that they are as hopelessly divided 
upon it as they claim and as I concede the Democratic party to be. 

Mr. President, whatever the Democratic party may have 
omitted to do,it has never enacted any law which it was com- 
pelled to come before the people of the United States and admit 
to have been vicious legislation that ought not to have been placed 
| upon the statute books. Weare honestly divided in regard to the 
| free coinage of silver, and it is a tribute to the personal integrity 
| of the individuals composing the Democratic party that manhood 
and patriotism enough still exist in public life to impel those of 
us who entertain an opinion different from the President of the 
United States, the head of our party, to come out boldly and un- 
equivocally against his policy. 

We are engaged now in an irrepressible financial conflict; a con- 
| flict as irrepressible as that which marched the armies of the 
| North and South in the civil war. I trust that the arbitrament 
may not be by violence; I hope and believe that it will not be; but 
the conflict is just as irrepressible, and must be fought out to the 
last extremity between those of us who believe in retaining silver 
as standard money of redemption and those who believe in the 
single gold standard and the use of silver only as fractional coin. 
All attempts to evade this issue are impossible. The sooner it is 
| settled the better for the tranquillity of the country, the better for 
| the public and private life of the land. Those who attempt to evade 
it by the use of cant phrases, such as “sound money,” and by the 
declaration that this lunacy has passed away, are guilty of abso- 
lute public crime, if intelligent men, when they assume that the 
vast millions who believe in the free coinage of silver will ever 
concede that they are either dishonest or incompetent to decide 
that question. 








TIN PLATE. 

Mr. President, pursuing further the analogy instituted by the 
Senator from Ohio between the policies and legislation of the two 
great parties of the country, let me remind our Republican friends 
of certain episodes in the tariff discussion when we passed the 
Wilson Act and of subsequent events, which I thought then ‘cast 
their shadows before.” The McKinley Act put a tariff duty of 
2, cents a pound upon tin plate, an infant industry, as it was 
claimed, that must be fostered and encouraged in the United 
| States. We proposed to reduce that duty 1 cent and leave it 1 
cents per pound. We were told by tin-plate manufacturers from 
Pittsburg and by the leaders of the Republican party in the debate 
upon the other side of the Chamber that this reduction would de- 
stroy the tin-plate industry in the United States. What is the 
result? I hold in my hand a report made by Mr. Ayer, whose 
reports have heretofore furnished the staple arguments of our 
Republican friends for higher protection upon tin plate. This 
report has just been made to the Treasury of the United States, 
and I will ask the Secretary to read it. Itshowsthe result of the 
reduction of 1 cent a pound on tin plate in one year under the 
Wilson Act, made by an agent confessedly inimical to the doctrine 
of freer trade which I entertain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as indicated unless objection be made. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TIN AND TERNE PLATES. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Custom-House, New York, October 13, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to report that during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
18%, the production in the United States of commercial tin and terne plates 
was 193,801,073 pounds, against 139,223,467 pounds produced during the previous 
fiscal pene, showing thereby an increased production of 39 per cent. 

Of the production for the year, 160,576,934 pounds, or about 83 per cent, were 
made from sheets rolled in the United States, against about 62 per cent made 
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from such sheets during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894. 
The production for the year distributed according to weight and kind of 
plates was as follows: 








[Agee than o unds per 
3 pounds per square 
feet and Total. 
heavier 
Pounds. Pounds. 
yee eons 17,071, 806 | 120,327,949 
Terne plates 62, 934, 216 10, 538,908 | 73, 473, 124 
UE -cssicisbbmennieeeditnn seine 166, 190, 359 27,610, 714 | 193, 801, 073 
These figures show that about 86 per cent of the production belonged to the 
class weighin 


lighter than 63 poun ad 100 square feet, the proportion of 
na 


the previous fiscal year having bee ut 9% per cent of the production for 


er ont firms were poeta during the quarter ended June 30, 1895, 
as against 40 during the corresponding quarter of the previous fiscal year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Missouri now prepared to 
admit that tin plates can be successfully produced in the United 
States? 

Mr. VEST. Under a Democratic Administration, yes [laugh- 
wee}; never under a Republican. 

r. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me to make a state- 
ment, the rates fixed in the iron and steel schedule in the bill for 
which the Senator voted were so fairly protective in every part—— 

Mr. VEST. I know they were. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it was, so far as that schedule was con- 
cerned, a protective measure. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator from Rhode Island, I must say frankly, 
had a good deal more to do with that schedule than I had, al- 
ome I was ostensibly with the majority of the Senate. I re- 
sisted the retention of the enormous duties in the iron and steel 
schedule. But he can not divert me from what I state here now. 
The Senator himself made the issue as to tin plate, and he de- 
clared that if we took off 1 cent a pound it would or the 
industry. We did take it off, and it was one of the few things 
we managed to save in that bill. The result has been an increase 
of 39 per cent, showing, what we have always contended, that 
these enormous and exclusive duties do not help the producers of 
the United States in any regard. It is a plain, palpable evasion 
to talk about the whole iron and steel schedule. I take this s 
cific article, and I show by official reports that it has thrived under 
a decreased duty, and I thereby establish the contention of the 
party to which I belong that these enormous McKinley duties 
are not necessary. 

AGRICULTURAL IMPORTS. 

The Senator from Ohio significantly alluded to the increased 
imports of agricultural products under the Wilson law, and it was 
equally significant that the distinguished Senator did not name 
one of the principal agricultural articles in his list of imports. He 
said that under the McKinley law there were $51,414,484 worth of 
agricultural articles named in his list imported into this country, 
and under the Wilson law $107,342,522. He includes in those 
items hides, which, he says, in 1894 were imported to the extent 
of $10,480,562 under the McKinley law, and $24,623,269 in 1895, 
under the Wilson law. 

Mr. President, that is an unfortunate allusion for the distin- 

ished Senator. We all remember that his candidate for the 

sidency, the Hon, William McKinley, of Ohio, then chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representa- 
tives, in his report on the McKinley bill made an eloquent and 
learned argument in favor of imposing a duty upon hides, Some 
mysterious influence attacked him after he prepared the report. 
The bill was changed, but not the report, and the astounding 
spectacle was ee the next morning to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the country of a report from the chairman of the 
committee in favor of a duty on hides and in the bill hides were 
put on the free list. 
- Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator does not wish to nfis- 
state the facts. 

Mr. VEST. No; I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as reported to the House did not 
contain a duty on hides. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. I said the report favored a 
duty. Does the Senator deny that? 

r. ALDRICH, I do. 

Mr. VEST. I say the ar; 
bill of the Committee on 
on hides, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot know what the ar ent was, but—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator ought to know before he interrupts 
me with such a statement as that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I knowin what shape the bill was reported. 

Mr. VEST. I know, and I stated distinctly, the bill was changed 
the night before its report, and the name of a prominent Senator 
of this body, then a member of the House of tatives, was 
connected with that transaction. He went to Mr. McKinley in an 


ent in the report on the McKinley 
ays and Means was in favor of a duty 
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entirely legitimate way and told him that if the duty on hides was 
retained he could not look for his support and that of other New 
England Representatives. W hy, r. President, put a duty on 
hides and you would hear the New England slogan much londey 
and more ferocious than it has been on the Venezuelan questi), 

You would smell powder then in this hall and hear the hurtlin , 
of bullets. Puta _ on hides, and immediately the spirit of the 
Pilgrim fathers would be aroused, and they would march to vic- 
tory or to death. [Laughter.] 

ar gee my assertion, that the mow of that committee con 
tained an argument for a duty on hides, and the bill itself did 1+ 
contain any such duty. 

The Senator from Ohio tells us that it is the fault of the Wilson 
bill that there is an increased importation of hides. Let me a.| 
the distinguished Senator, Have not hides been free under bot}, 
laws? Were they not free under the McKinley law? Are they 
not equally free under the Wilson law? What change in legis!;\- 
tion causes the increased importation? What could be the cause 
except an increased activity in the leather business caused by the 
advent of the Democratic party to power? Twenty-four milli 
dollars against cer by the official report it is fifteen to 
twenty-six, but I care nothing about the figures. It is the fact 
that with free hides under both laws it is a palpable evasion of «:!] 
logic to say that the Wilson law is veuponalite for the increased 
yy ere 

ut I return to the list of agricultural products. The Senator 
from Ohio names hides, tobacco, rye, barley, and all the articles 
in which he can find an increased importation. Why did he not 
ut in sugar? Is not sugar an agricultural product? Ask my 
iend from Louisiana whether it is or not. Is it not raised in tho 
fields of the South, and the fields of Cuba, now desolated by fire 
and sword? Is not sugar produced even in the cold climate of 
Nebraska, and out upon the sunny fields of the Pacific Slope? Yet 
the Senator evades sugar, because he saw, or the expert who mace 
out his list saw, that it would put the balance against him on the 
importation of agricultural products if he added sugar to the list 
he produced in the Senate. 

According to official reports, the sugar imports under the last 
year of the McKinley law were $126,629,061; under the first year 
of the Wilson law $67,839,995. So, if sugar be added, as it should 
be, the account of the Senator from Ohio under the last year of 
the McKinley Act of the importation of his agricultural products 
would be $178,043,905, and under the Wilson law $175,182,517, 
making the imports larger under the McKinley law than under the 
Wilson Act. 

WOOL. 

But I come now to the most important part of this whole dis- 
cussion, so far as the comparison of the two laws is concerned. 
The wool schedule has always been the citadel of undisguised and 
unlimited protection. Strike out the wool schedule and you 
strike out the element of vitality from the protective policy of the 
Republican pee. In 1893, a year of immense importations and 
exports—and I ask the attention of the Senate to it—we importe: 
of woolen fabrics $36,987,904. The duties under the McKinley Act 
were $36,457,582—a duty of 100 per cent within the shadow of a 
fraction. That was the ultima thule of protection; that was the 
Arcadia to which all protectionists go—100 per cent, making the 
importer pay upon the goods which he imported an equal amount 
with the value of the goods themselves. I said in the debate 
upon the tariff bill, and have repeated it a hundred times in 
speeches to the people, that if the Wilson law did nothing else it 
drew the line between protection for protection’s sake and the im- 
position of duties for revenue. I never approved that law in «ll 
its features, as the world knows; I took it because I thought it 
was better than the McKinley Act, and on that ground alone, but 
not as a fair revenue measure or one that I would have drawn. 

One thing in the speech of the Senator from Ohio I approved, 
and that was his frank declaration that he had never voted for 
tariff bill that met his full approval. I never did, and never ex- 
pect to. To make a tariff bill you must give and take. This 
country is now so a and its interests are so immense, and even 
antagonistic, that without concessions, mutually made, no legis 
lation can be had from the National Congress. magogues and 
people almost unworthy to cast a ballot may demand of Congress 
unanimity. Whenever Congress becomes unanimous upon a st))- 
ject like the tariff, Congress will be dishonest, and the elementary 
representative features of our Government will have been elimi- 


na . 

I voted for the Wilson bill because I could do no better, but I 
declared then, and have ated everywhere, that if there had 
been nothing else in the Wilson law, I was glad it had been en- 
acted, because it threw down the gage of battle on free wool dis- 
tinctly, emphatically, and unequivocally as between protection for 
protection’s sake and the imposition of import duties for revenue. 

The contention of the Democratic in making the wool 
schedule was that free wool would not only increase the price of 
the domestic article to the producer, but would lower the price 
of woolen fabrics and make them of better texture and would in- 











crease the prosperity of the woolen mills. Our Republican friends 
accepted that gauge and they declared that free wool would lower 
the price of domestic wool, close the mills, and bring disaster 
upon the people of the United States. That was their unequivo- 
cal declaration. : 

Mr. President, I believed then, and can prove now, that free wool 
has done more for the woolgrowers of the country and for the 
woolen mills of the country than any legislation that the Repub- 
lican party has ever enacted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, although I should prefer the Senator would 
answer me when I get through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not interrupt the Senator again, but I 
should like to remind him that the industry of woolen manufac- 
turing in the United States was never in such an unsatisfactory 
condition as it is at the present time. 

Mr. VEST. We shall see about that. I have great respect for 
the Senator from Rhode Island—except in politics. [Laughter. | 
I must state to him frankly that [ can not trust him on this ques- 
tion. He comes here poisoned and prejudiced with his protection 
ideas, and he makes a specialty of this tariff business, which he 
has a perfect right to do legitimately. I do not complain of that, 
but I do most emphatically repudiate his opinions, and I do not 
dispute the fact that his statements are perfectly honest, but they 
are not supported by official reports, and I shall undertake to 

rove it. 

7 I say the price of wool in this country has increased under the 
Wilson law, notwithstanding the assertion of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. I say that the woolen mills are pros- 
perous, and that they have had a year’s prosperity such as they 
never had before, notwithstanding the statement made the other 
day by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] that 
the mills of New England were on the verge of bankruptcy. 

Lhave here the report of the Woolgrowers’ Association, of which 
the shepherd king of Ohio, Mr. Lawrence, is president. He re- 
pudiates the McKinley law on wool and the Wilson law, and says 
they are both antagonistic to the interests of the woolgrower. He 
is not satisfied with 11, 22, and 33 cents upon the three grades of 
wool, which is given him by the McKinley law; but now comes to 
Congress for 12, 24, and 36. If we give him that, next year he 
would be here for 14, 28, and 42.. He would never be satisfied with 
the increase. He says the McKinley law was a sad mistake and 
did not protect the woolgrower. He declares that the Wilson law 
was murderous and ruinous in its effect, and the House bill sent 
to us now is a mere fraud and pretense of protection and will do 
no good to the woolgrowers of thiscountry. Inthis report, which 
is Senate Document 17, and forms the basis of the wool speech of 
the Senator from Oregon, a comparison is made between the last 

ear under the McKinley law and the first year under the Wilson 
aw, and the conclusion is drawn that wool has declined, as if any 
sane man inthis country denied it. Wool has been declining since 
1881. It declined all through Harrison’s Administration under 
the McKinley law, and declined more rapidly than it did at any pre- 
ceding period, as I shall show from figures prepared and brought 
~ oe ya by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 

mself, 

Would any fair man who was fit to sit upon a jury or to be 
heard in a court of justice pretend that it was any test between 
the two laws, the McKinley law and the Wilson law, to take the 
market under the last year of the McKinley law and then the first 
year under the Wilson law, and say that wool had continued to 
decline? Would it not be the only fair test to take one year under 
the McKinley law and then one — under the Wilson law—a 
different system and different legislation—and compare the effect? 
What honest man would pretend to do anything else? Now let 
us see what has been the result of the legislation of the Repub- 
lican partyon wool. I said I would read from statistics furnished 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. Here is an extract from his 
speech republished with a blare of trumpets in the Wool and Cot- 
ton Reporter and sent by the thousand all over this country to 
the woolgrowers. The Senator furnished this table. I will ask 
the Secre to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 











The Secretary read as follows: 

Price of se aee ot 

fine Ohio ne Ohio 

Year. fleece | Year. fleece, 

scoured. scoured. 

$0. 734 

. TH 

708 

.68 

55 


50 
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Mr. VEST. That table, taken from the speech of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, delivered June 15,1894, shows a decline in 
wool, XX Ohio, scoured, from 1881 and during all the years when 
the McKinley Act was in force, and the decline, according to the 
president of the Woolgrowers’ Association, was caused by the 
decline in the price of wool all over the world and, he says, also 
oy a decline in prices produced by the single gold standard. 

owever palatable that may be to the Senator from Ohio, that is 
what his constituent says in regard to the cause of the fall in the 
price of wool everywhere. 

But I proceed now to institute a fair comparison between the 
operations of the two laws. In September, 1891, about one year 
after the McKinley Act took effect, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West 
Virginia XX wool was worth in the Boston market from 30 to 31 
cents a pound; in October, 1892, the same grade was worth in the 
same market 28 to 29 cents, being a fall of 2 cents per pound under 
one year of the McKinley Act. Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West 
Virginia X wool was worth September, 1891, in the Boston mar- 
ket, 29 to 30 cents a pound; in October, 1892, one year afterwards, 
under the McKinley law, it was worth in the same market 27 to 
274 cents. In September, 1891, No. 1 was worth in the Boston 
market 35 to 36 cents, and a year afterwards it was worth 32} to 
33 cents. In September, 1891, fine unwashed was worth in the 
Boston market 21 to 22 cents; in October, 1892, a year afterwards, 
it was worth 19 to 20 cents, and soon. I here insert the table, 
which is as follows: 

WOOL. 

In September, 1891, about one year after the McKinley bill took effect, Ohio, 
aa vania, and West Virginia XX was worth in the Boston market 30 to 
31 cents. 

In October, 1892, the same grade was worth in the same market 28 to 29 
cents, being a fall of 2 cents a pound. 

Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia X was worth in September, 1891, in 
the Boston market, 29 to 30 cents. 

In October, 1892, it was worth in the same market 27 to 27}. 

In a, 1891, No. 1 was worth in the Boston market 35 to 36 cents, and 
No. 2, 33 cents. 

In October, 1892, No. 1 was worth in the same market 32} to 33 cents, and 
No. 2, 31} to 82 cents. 

o September, 1891, fine unwashed was worth in the Boston market 21 to 2 
cents. 

In October, 1892, it was worth 19 to 20 cents. 

In the Boston market in September, 1891, Michigan, New York, and New 
England was worth 27 cents. 

In October, 1892, it was worth 2% to 26 cents. 

In September, 1891, Oregon (scoured) was worth in the Boston market from 
56 to 58 cents. 

In October, 1892 it was worth 53 to 56 cents. 
en September, 1891, Texas (scoured) was worth inthe Boston market 60 to 

cents. 

In October, 1892, 56 to 58 cents. 


These returns are taken from the official bulletin of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers for 1891 and 1892-93. This 
was under the McKinley law. Now, I ask your attention to the 
operation of the Wilson Act. In Sepismber, 1894, immediately 
after the passage of the Wilson Act, XX wool, the same quality of 
Ohio wool, was worth in the Boston market 18 to 19 cents; De- 
cember 19, 1895, it was worth in the same market 19 to 21 cents. 
Fine, unwashed, was worth in September, 1894, 12 to 13 cents; it 
was worth a year afterwards, in December, 1895, 12 to 14 cents. 
Fine, unmerchantable, was worth in September, 1894, 13 to 15 
cents; December 19, 1895, it was worth 14 to 15 cents, showing a 
gradual improvement in prices during one year under the Wilson 


law. These figures are taken from the American Wool and Cotton 
Reporter for December 19, 1895, which I have and can produce if 
necessary. 


Mr. President, we have been told here that the Wilson Act assas- 
sinated wool, and I see from the returns of protection papers, 
which never breathe a sentiment in favor of my opinions upon the 
tariff question, that the price of domestic wool has gone up in the 
United States; and, in addition to that, I can prove from the same 
sources that the woolen mills were never so prosperous as they are 
to-day and have been during the year 1895. The official reports 
show—and I have a volume of them—that we have consumed in 
1895 540,000,000 pounds of wool, more than was ever consumed in 
the most prosperous wool year in the history of this country. 
What did the manufacturers do with it? Did they eat it? Did 
they burn it? Did they store it? They manufactured it, and the 
consumption of wool in the United States, foreign and domestic, 
has been fabulously increased. 

We have heard from interested protective sources that sheep 
have been butchered by the thousand. Itis true. Whocaused it? 
The shepherd kings of Ohio, Mr. Lawrence and his colleagues, 
who, when we passed the Wilson bill, went among their people 
and said,‘‘ These incompetent Democrats have rendered your shee 
worthless; cut their throats and pile them on the market,” ont 
some friends of mine in Missouri slaughtered their whole flocks, 
and sold them at 50 cents and 37} cents a head, against my pro- 
test and that of ‘‘other deluded and incompetent Democrats.” 
To-day they are praying for the sheep to come back from that 
shadowy land to which sheep and men alike hasten. 

Mr. President, I have here a collection which my strength and 
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the patience of the Senate ree not permit me tc read, taken 
from protective pws I have brought oe. here from 
my own side of question if I know flson bill. SH e result of 
one year under the legislation of the Wilson bill ere is an ex- 
tract from the American Wool and Cotton rter in its annual 
review, which I will ask the Secretary to , and will promise 
not to read much more. 
The —— OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
ueste 
the Secretary read as follows: 
Boston, December 2/,, 1895. 
The American Wool and Cotton Reporter will say, December 26, of the wool 


” The year which five days hence will have rounded out its course has been, 
on the whole, a sapely © eventful one. In the volume of sales it has broken 
all previous reco: e amount of oe ond domestic wool of 
in the three principal market Gites coon aes 060,105 
pounds, as compared with ae 229 nds December 15, 1892. It will be 
also memorable for an unprecedented development of the worsted indust 
and for the lead which combed yarn fabrics have held in the woolen dry got 
trade, notably in cloths for men's wear. And, finally, it seen some y 
recovery in values of the staple from the depression’ of 

“Some idea < = momsnaveeys in values of Capeote wool cum 


F prwes ber 21, 1895, wi 
At the rm er. 1 date, Ohio XX and above was q 
the latter, 1 a, 2 xxx at 21 cents; vn and Mic’ 
She ee hb to tt 7 cents, in December, 16 to 18 cents 1 wools, at he com- 
mencement of the year, 18 to 20 cents; at the cl O80, ome cents; one-half and 
three-eighths unwashed combing, 15 to a per in combing, 10451 16 to 18 cents in 
December; three-cighths and one-fourth bi 7 seney in 
the year; 17 to 19 cents attheclose. Fine ie Wy in Janu- 
ary, 10 to 12 cents; n December, 12 to 13 cents; eastern eo in January, 
11; to 12 cents; in ee 12 » 13} cents. Stocks of domestic wool Decem- 
ber 21, 1895, in ‘the three principal markets, amount in toto to 58,726,588 pounds. 
“ Stocks of foreign wool at points agaregate 27,241,200 pounds. 
“ The total —~ y of domestic wool in all the markets of the country, to- 
ther with unreported lots, 
ned with the sand tekal (about fore’ 
will make the 


Mr. VEST. I hold in my ae a statement from the American 
Wool and Cotton Reporter as to the number of mills in the United 
States in 1895, which shows a vast increase in every department 
of the woolen industry. I will insert it in my senate and will 
not weary the Senate by reading it. 

The extract referred to i is as follows: 


MILL BUILDING—NEW ENTERPRISES LAUNCHED THE PAST SIX MONTHS AND 
DURING 1895—COMPILED FROM THE REPORTER'S WEEKLY BULLETIN OF NEW 
ENTERPRISES. 


The past six months has seen the undertaking of the construction of many 
— mills that will stand for years to come as monuments of what 
«y, and money can produce in these days of active com tion. 
the ast half of the ear 1895 has not such a brilliant reco: = eee the 
construction of textile plants as the first six months can boast, still it is a rec- 
ord fy be proud, of, of, and can not but demonstrate the ay. steady, an 
senid ero growth of the textile industry of the comnts, Sane y opening more 
any a field iS the investment of the we furnishing 
employment, e yep or indirectly, for 
The Yast half of 18 seen 156 new mill 


of 9 mills. 
— tout mills aa ene 
rns being 73, exactly the same as 
initting mills with & or 16 less than 
also a loss of 15; miscellaneous, 
The number of new en 


JANUARY 7, 


y operating 'e mills have seen fit to erect additional mill; 
thereby larg largely increasing their capacity, in some instances to the doubling 


a jurers generally are fully alive to the importance of the improv; 
facilities for the potuction of their goods, and demonstrate this fac t by ee 
way they have added new machinery. re both in the way of build- 
ings and machinery, have been the Laer of the mony them being of 
such size as to approach the importance of fave miike of worn out and 
antiquated a machinery have given way to the newest and most improved that 
oaneey can buy, with a view to producing the maximum amount of goods at 
. a cost, this being made absolutely necessary by the keenness of 

‘om pe 


Mr. VEST. In 1895, under a ser of the Wilson law, there 
have been constructed in the United States 61 woolen mills 
against 45 in the last nen of the McKinley law. How do our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber explain this disparity? 
How do they account for the fact that this industry, which has 
been “ murdered o— Wilson bill,” is now putting up new mills, 
to say nothing of the vast improvements spoken of in the artic le 
T hold in my hand? I have here the annual review from the Wool 
and Cotton eam thom of the mill buildings in the United States, 
giving the number of new woolen mills and cotton mills in ever y 
of the Union. It shows the figures which I have named in 
the relative proportion of 61 to 45. 
The article referred to is as follows: 


NEW MILLS. 


New York. 


Alban: ene Knitting Compan Y; knit goods; capital, $50,000, 
Alloa Enipting mills, athletic knit goods. 
ingfield nufacturing Company, woolen goods; capital, 


een ee Knitting Mills, rib knit goods; employ 250 hands. 
oa oversville Knitting Company, all kinds of wearing apparel; 
ca: 
olly wood § Silk Se nena Comm 

Hoosick nitting PMiis Company, knit goods. 

Tlion—Ster! rling Mills, knit goods; capital, $30,000. 

soe ew York—Gudebrod Bros. Company, spool and sewing silk: capital, 

Potedam—Potedam Kni pans Comoen: ; capital, $50,000. 

sohenestedy —Herman U ez, & Go emer, = t 

South Bethlehem— Silk Mill; 240 by 145 f feet, with 80-foot wing. 

St. Johnsville—Union Company; capital, ear employ 40 hands, 

Valatie Kni 

ve Knitting Mill Company; capital, $ 

Yonkers Carpet > ere Skinner & Co; 25 —— 100 by 530 and 85 by 
50 feet; dyehouse, 100 by 30 
, 

Adams—Berkshire Manufactu Company; 440 by 118} feet, five stories; 
Oe aon. 2,100looms. Estima 
ed —Sawyer & Wolff, new two-story brick factory, 98 by 54 feet; 

new. Jacquard 

East ton—Corr Manufacturi ng Compa cotton mill for manufacture 


Taun 
of °all B poems 40,000 spindles; oe 
wer—barnard Man 
$0 apindice, & sonspes *s ca 
"Fae ‘Skinner & soma oP Uacturers: 5 weaning mill. 


F. ‘Brigham Go.. projectors 
a 8 by feet, two stories. 
eres aes Gordon, proprietor. 


“100 feet, brick, with allimprovement 


ial 
orks; three stories, 200 by 75 feet. 
North Chelmsford—George C. Moore; two-story wool- -washing building, 100 
* 50 feet; new 100-horsepower engine. 
gy cer—Massasoit xaos Company, knit goods. 
Andover—Mill for the purpose of extracting grease from wool, ctc 


Georgia. 
Atlanta—Atlanta H Company: 25 machines to start with. 
Fae eT ey ane eee 
t Co Mill okton al 6 capital, 000. 
Athens—Cotton mill; Cotton Mill Company; capital, $50,000. 
Augusta—J. C. Wernig; underwear facto’ 


Brunswick—Knit mill, to employ ois panie. 
Cedartown Manufac' Compan pany: 3,500 spindies; capital, $500,000 
lasville—Eden Park m Mills Company; hosiery yarns; 3, 500 spin- 


dies; capital stock, 000. 
t—Pearl Cotton Mill; manufacture seine twine; 3,000 spindles. 
Cotton Mills; capacity, 15,000 spindles; mill 100 by 402 feet; 


Marietta Paper Manufacturing Company; three-story brick cot- 
ton-waste factory. 
Monroe Cotton Mill; CoM spindles; two stories; manufacture cloth and 
180 1 


ring’ Company additional mill; capacity, 


arn; cay 
Poulan Cotton Mil 
Winder Cotton Mil 


Ohio. 
Cleveland—Miner Worsted Company; capital, $400,000. 

Cleveland—Turner Worsted ens: y; capital stock, $400,000. 
Toledo—Knitting Factory, 50 by 100 f Roth & Co. 
Toledo—Knitting Mill, to employ 300 to 400 cede 

New Jersey. 
Elizabeth—Yates & Co.; cornote: capital, $250,000. 
Paterson Wool Extract Mill, J es B. Daily, proprietor. 
tet tee” Ml Ww. pee: 200 by 50 feet, two stories; engine 


house 45 
Rhode Island. 


_ ooms, 


Centerville—$500,000 cotton mill. 
4 eens View, J. Kenyon, cotton manufacturer; four-story factory, 


300.b SD hooki boile 
a tiske ville—Mill for dyeing, and Suiting bookbinding and win- 
‘Lonsdale Goddard oe Bres., for ‘the capital, $1,000,000. ture of cotton cloth. 








te—Mill to manufacture ramie yarn; capital stock, $250,000. 
Woonsocket—Simson & Kirkaldy, worsted; new one-story brick mill, 220 by 
110 feet; 50 looms. ; 
Woonsocket Worsted Yarn Mill, Glenark Knitting Company; two-stories, 
200 by 80 feet. . 5 
Missouri. 
ling Green—Tinker Woolen Mill Manufacturing Company; product will 
be wool shoddies, felt boots, etc.; capital, $25,000. ns 
Virginia, 
) rfield—W. D. Craig Knitting Mill. 
Sanville—Dan River Power and Manufacturing Company; cotton mill, 90 by 
400 feet, five stories; 40,000 spindles. 7 
Fountain Hill—E. Lipps; silk mill, 240 by 145 feet. 
Winchester—Lewis Jones Knitting Company; new two-story mill, 150 by 40 
; 250 es; to he wy 250 hands. ; 
Riverside—Riverside Company; cotton mill, 40,000 spindles, 150 looms, 
90 by 400 feet, five stories. ‘iin 


Canaan—$60,000 woolen mill. har 
Illinois, 

Chicago—Great Northern Manufacturing and Woolen Company; capital 

. 500. 
seo Sord-—Rockfora Cotton and Warp Company; capital, $10,000. 

Bprmagnet--Cemumetion Knitting Company; knit goods; capital stock, 

— Alabama. 

Alabama Citgo epinite mill, Dwight Manufacturing Company. 


i —Afro-Alabama Cotton Mill Com y; capital, $100,000. 
firmningham—5,000- indle cotton mill; J. B Cotton and associates. 
Decatur—5, indle mill. 


New Orleans—N ew Orleans Cotton Manufacturing Company; capital stock, 
He rattville—20 000-spindle mill, sonoae Manufacturing Company. 
Selma—O. A. Hobdy; cotton-rope mill. 
Connecticut. 
Greenwich—London Manufacturing Company; to manufacture and scour 
wool; capital, $100, : 
Newto y Hook Woolen Company; capital, $5,000. 
Putnam—John A. Dody Corporation; silk goods; ‘capital, $12,000. 
Texas. 
= capital. 
, Washington. 
Spokane—Post Falls Woolen Mill Company; capital $100,000; Eugene Danzel 
and: associates. 


Austin Cotton Mill, 
Marble Falls Cotton 


Mississippi. 
Stonewall Cotton Mill Company, 10,000 spindles. 
Tennessee. 


Sweetwater—Mascot Knitting Mill. 


Vermont. 


Bennin: —Lyons Bros.; product, yarns or threads for knit goods; em- 
ploying 50 to 75 hands. . 7 

Winooski Worsted Company; brick mill, two-story and basement, 200 by 60 
feet; 104 looms. 


Indiana. 
Michigan City—Lakeside Knitting Company; $50,000 capital; two sets of 
cards and mules, 
Arkansas. 


Morrillton Woolen Mill; yarn, flannel, jeans, and blankets, 


North Carolina. 


Big Island—Cotton mill to cost about $1,000,000 with equipment; Col. Frank 
Cope, of Asheville, prime mover. i : 

Hig Island, near Rutherfordton—Large cotton mill; R. R. Haynes is inter- 
ested. 


Buffalo Shoals Cotton ae Cogil stock, $100,000. . 
Charlotte—Ada Cotton Mill; additional mill for weaving, costing $50,000. 
Concord: ,000 cotton mill. 
Durham oars cotton mill; cost, $200,000. 
Fayettevill 00,000 bleachery. 
Fayette mill; Messrs. Holt. 
Franklinton—Sterling Cotton Mills. 
Gastonia—G. A. Gray; eee cotton mill. 
Goldsboro—Wayne Cotton Mills; 5,000 spindles; capital, $100,000. 
Greensboro— Manufacturing Company; capital, $200,000. 
Greensboro—Revolution Cotton Mill Company; capital, $200,000. 
Henderson—$100,000 cotton mill; 9,050 spindles; fine yarns. 
Hende: indle mill; Henderson Cotton Mill Company; capital 
stock, aon. 
Hills Cotton Mill; Webb & Co., proprietors; 5,000 spindles. 
island Ford—Riverside Cotton Mill, 75 by 165 feet; one story. 
Island Ford Cotton Mill; 5,000 spindles; capital, $50,000. 
Liverpool—120-loom 
Lockville—Lockville Cotton Mill Co.; capital, $450,000. 
Lumberton—Cotton Mill; B. Goodwin and associates. 
were nare Vale Cotton Mills; capital, $300,000. 
Newton 


Mill. 
New Sterling—Riverside Cotton Mills; to produce yarns. 
— Cotton dies. 


Raleigh sai 100 by 125 feet, three stories; 10,800 spindles. 
— rn mill, ee 3; 
Raleigh—Cotton mill on Crabtree Creek for weaving. 


Salis! Fs Goteon mall capita stock, $60,000. 
Spray —tigieindle 


8 
ei mill. 
Weldon—Cotton; 254 by 100 feet, four stories; 30,000 spindles. 


Pennsylvania. 


Avon— it & Deer, proprietors; knit goods. 
Chester— ry Mill two stories; Thomas Chong & Sons, proprietors. 
Clifton Heights—H. A. O'Neill & Co.; shoddy mill. 


1 ooste—Moosic Knitting Company; cotton-ribbed underwear; $25,000 cap- 


Perkiomen—John Schull; hosi mill. 
Philadelphia—Caleb J. Milne; ‘siten mill, six stories. 


Philad mill; f sto. 4U 130 fee’ 
tt See and woolen goods ‘our stories, 40 by t, 
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Philadelphia—Campbell Cotton and Woolen Mills; three stories, 75 by 150 
feet; one-story addition, 50 by 50 and 50 by 150 feet. 

Philadelphia—Five-story shoddy mill; W. & J. Ford. 

Philadelphia—Frankford Manufacturing Company; cotton goods; three 
stories, 150 by 80 feet. . 

Philadelphia—Aramingo Hosiery Company; capital, $10,000; Alexander Lig- 
ett and associates. ; 

Philadelphia—Southdown Knitting Company; for the production of under- 
wear. 

Philadelphia—Leicester Mills Company; textile fabrics; $500,000 capital; 
Everett Brown and associates. 

Royersford Hosiery Mill, to employ 100 hands; three stories, 40 by 90 feet; 
Cc. P. Fritz and Mr. Krause. ; 

Schuylkill Haven—FE. L. Thomas, knitting mill. 

Seranton Knitting Mill. : , 

Spring City Knitting Mill; 125 by 90 feet, three stories; P. C. Fritz, propri- 
etor. 





Michigan. 
Alpena—Alpena Woolen Mill; capital stock, $7,500. 
Ann Harbor—Hay & Todd, knitting mill. 
Michigan City Woolen Mill. 
New Hampshire. 
Claremont—Yarn, knit goods, etc.; Bailey Manufacturing Company; capf- 
tal, $25,000. 
Enfield—New yarn mill, to employ 100 hands. ; 
Manchester—Manchester Mills; large weaving mill, costing over half a mil- 
lion dollars. 
South Carolina. 
Abbeville—Abbeville Cotton Mill; additional mill, capacity 10,000 spindles, 
Aiken Knitting Mill 
Anderson—$250,000 cotton mill, R. S. Hil and associates; Anderson Cotton 


| Mills, addition at cost of $300,000. 


Cheraw Hosiery Mill, J. T. McNair and W. H. Willard, proprietors; employ 
109 hands. 


Factory Mills—Marlboro Manufacturing Company; cotton; capital, $40,000; 


| A. T. Manship and associates. 


| 
| 





Greenwood Knitting Mill. 

Greers—Victor Manufacturing Company; cotton; capital stock, $50,000, 
Lancaster—Cotton mill to cost $100,000. 

Spartanburg—Spartan Mill, to cost $500,000. 


Maryland. 
Cumberland Hosiery Mill, Harry Thompson, projector. 


Williamsport Hosiery Mill. 
ENLARGEMENTS AND IMPROVEMENTS. 
Georgia. 
Augusta Factory, Augusta; improvements costing $70,000. 


Crown Cotton Mills, Dalton; 10,000 additional spindles. 

Eden Park Cotton Mills, Douglasville; 1,500 spindles. 

Griffin Cotton Mill, Atlanta; two-story brick addition. 

Hamburger Cotton Company, Columbus; to double capacity. 
Harmony Grove Mills; addition and machinery, doubling capacity. 
High Shoals Manufacturing Company; machinery. 

Star Thread Company, Athens; 2,500 additional spindles. 

Union Cotton Mills, Lafayette; 3,072 spindles, 84 looms. 

Warwick Mills, Augusta; 1,700 spindles and 150 looms. 


Maine. 


Anderson, Lewis & Co., Skowhegan, power house, brick, 30 by 40 feet. 

Androscoggin mill, Lewiston, addition, 250 hands. 

Campbell & Son, D. R., Sangerville, 100-horsepower boiler. 

East Pond Woolen Comepeny Newport, 30-inch wheel. 

East Wilton Woolen Mills, enlarged. 

Edwards Manufacturing Company, Augusta, $40,000 worth of machinery. 

Goodall Worsted Company, Sanford, weave room, two stories, 124 by 55 feet. 
; Indian Springs Woolen Mill, Madison, new 100-horsepower boiler and boiler 
1onse. 

Lewiston Bleachery and Dye Works, seven large boilers. 

Pondicherry Mills, Bridgton pumps, water tower, etc. 

Sanford Mills Company, addition, 25 by 40 feet, two stories; center wing, 
80 by 50 feet, two stories. 

Sangerville Woolen Company, boiler and addition to boiler house. 

Springvale Cotton Mill, 5,000 spindles, sateens and twills. 

Vassalboro Woolen Mills, addition. 

Worumbo Manufacturing Company, Lisbon Falls, set of cards, bolette. 


New Hampshire. 

Aiken Hoisery Mills, Franklin Falls; 67 new knitting machines, 75 looms, and 
finishing machinery. 

Amory Manufacturing Company, Manchester; humidifier. 

Bartlett & Sons, P.; dyehouse, 32 by 28 feet. 

Belmont; mill increased capacity by adding machinery. 

Cocheco Manufacturing Company, Dover; water wheel, etc.; in mill No.1, 
new steam plant. 

Collins, John 8., Gilsum; additional story. 

Elm Woolen Mills, Tilton; 12 new looms. 

Great Falls Cotton Manufacturing Company, Somersworth; 50-foot addition 
to boiler house, and 6 new boilers. 

Harrisville Woolen Mill; water wheel, granite top to dam. 

Hillsboro Woolen Company, Hillsboro Bridge; 2 sets of cards. 

Mascoma Flannel Company, Lebanon; 60-inch shear. 

Monadnock Blanket Mill, Marlboro; additional story. 

Nashua Manufacturing Company; addition to be used as a bleachery, cards, 
and wenden bg po 

Riverside Mill, Laconia; 25-foot addition. 


Massachusetts. 


Adams Bros. Manufacturing Company, Adams; addition to ell. 

Algonquin Printing Company, Fall River; three-story building, 90 by 60 feet; 
printing, bleaching, and finishing machinery. 

American Print Works, Fall River; 50 foot addition. 
a= Manufacturing Company, Lowell; addition, 100 by 120 feet; seven 

ories. 

Arlington Mills, Lawrence; 40 combing machines, burling room 300 by 30 
feet, of wood; wool-drying machinery. 

Arlington Yarn Mills, Lawrence; cards and combs. 

Barnard Mill, Fall River; new weave shed and 13,000 spindles. 

Beaver Mills, Adams; oy addition, 200 by 75 feet, 24,000 spindles, 600 
looms; two-story addition, 150 by 75 feet, boiler, % cards, 21 speeders, pickers, 
Grewing and combing machinery. 

Blackinton Woolen Mill, water wheel. 
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@ one ville Dye and Bleach Works; addition, 170 by 70 feet, three stories; will 
ouble capacity. 
Boott Corporation's No. 6 Mill, Lowell; 6 drawing frames; additional story 
on mill facing Bridge street. 

Boston Duck Company, Bondville; 2 pair water wheels, 350 horsepower 
each; cards, slubbers, spinning frames, electric plant. 

Byfield Woolen-Blanket Mill; one-story addition and fire-hydrant service. 

Carew Manufacturing Company, South Hadley Falls; addition, rotary 
bleach boiler, steam boiler, and engine. 

Chace Mills, Fall River; weave shed, the improvement costin ,000. 

Clinton Worsted Mills; dye house 40 by 35 foot. two and a half stories; 3 
looms, new boiler, and iron smokestack. 

Cohannet Mills, Taunton; four-story storehouse, 40 by 80 feet. 

Cole, Senior & Co., Medway; drier. . 

Conanicut Mills, Fall River; new looms. 

Cordis Mills, Millbury; 24 looms. 

Dartmouth Manufac uring Company, New Bedford; 10,000 additional spin- 


es. 

podgeville Mills, Dodgeville; specie. 

Durfee Mills, Fall River; additional building, one story, 280 by 96 feet, of 
wrmei cht Catton Manufacturing Co Chi in f spinnin 
wight Cotton Manufactur: mpany, lcopee; increase o nD 
ouanie, additional story to aeaban mul. Cot a 7 s 

Eagle Lake Woolen Mill, Jeffersonville; boiler house and boiler. 

East Village Mill, Webster; sprinklers. 

Eclipse Mill, North Adams; 36 cards, drawing and combing machinery, 21 
peers, 5 pickers; addition, 150 by 75 feet, 2 stories; boiler, 24,000 epindios, 
ooms. 

Endrick Woolen Com ,Great Barrington; mules, picke , napper, 

water wheel, electric lig oe etc. . rs, gig, nappe 

Everett Mills, Lawrence; cloth room. 

Fall River Bleachery; 60-foot addition and additional story. 

Flint Mill, Fall River, 1,250-horsepower engine, new machinery. 

French & Ward, West Stoughton; knitting machines, dresser and spooler. 

= Yarn Company, Fitchburg; three-story addition, 140 by 75 feet, 15,000 

spindles. 
"re ylock Mills, North Adams; 5 pickers, 25 cards, spooling and warping 
machinery. 

Globe arn Mills, Fall River; new mowbinery. | 

. Conmnes Manufacturing Corporation, New ford; building for weaving, 
wo stories. 

Hampden Bleachery, Chicopee Falls; brick addition, 30 by 65 feet, two 

stories; cost ne 

Hamilton Mills, Southbridge: system of sprinklers. 

ean eietin Mill No. 2, Fall River; addition to increase productive capacity 
spindles. 

Hayward, Harry T., Franklin; shoddy pickers. 

Hebron Manufacturing Company, Dad ville; 10 pair mules, 12 spoolers, 8 

eee, 6 spinning frames, 40 looms, 275-horsepower engine, steam pump, 


Hubbardston Woolen Mill; to increase capacity. 

Kerr Thread Company, Fall River; humidifier. 

Lawrence Dye Works; addition to plant. 

Lewis, E. Frank, wool scourer; Lawrence, wool drier. 

Linwood Mills Company, North Adams; two-story addition, 30 by 60 feet; 
ekein dyeing machine. 

Lowell Manufacturin, Company; looms. 

Lyman Cotton Mills, Holyoke; 30,000 spindles, 600 looms, boilers. 
oink aan aoe Lowell; brick bu ding, 75 by 100 feet; two-story addi- 

ion, y 85 feet. 

McWilliams Bros., Hubbardston, woolen manufacturers; enlargement. 

Methuen Company's Mills; repairs and machinery. 

Millbury Cotton Mill; additional two stories to brick mill; 14 spinning 
frames, 6 fly frames, etc. 

Millbury Woolen Mill; addition. 

Nonotuck Silk Company, Florence; extensive additions. 

Norfolk Woolen Company, Unionville; two-story brick dry house, 20 by 40 


‘eet. 
> North Adams Manufacturing Company; new looms, mules, boiler, and boiler 
ouse. 

Northboro Woolen Mills, Chapinsville; 12 looms. 

— Company, Three Rivers; addition to stock house, 80 by 60 feet, three 
ries. 

Pemberton Mills, Lawrence; spinning tromes. 

eatery. vi D., Webster; addition, 20 by 36 feet, two stories; set of cards, 
mules, engine. 

Pontoosuc Woolen Manufacturing Company, Pittsfield; boiler house and 3 
boilers; two-story wool house, 100 by 60 feet; designing room, 6 sets of cards, 
and spinning machinery. 

Ray Woolen Mill, North Bellingham; 4 rub machines. 

Ray, William F., Unionville; brick addition. 

Rhodes Warp Company, John, Millbury; addition, 50 by 36 feet, two stories; 
new dressing machine. 

Sanford Spinning Company, Fall River; machinery. 

Sayles & Jenks, Warren; engine. 

Seaconnet Mills, Fall River; machinery. 

Star Worsted Mills, Fitchburg; brick addition, two stories, 50 by 35 feet; 
drying machine, 6 —— frames. 

tevens & Sons Company, M. T.; additional machinery in Haverhill and 
Franklin mills. 

Taft, Murdock & Co., Caryville; 3 Gothy rice. 

an Mills, Fall River; weave shed to increase capacity from 50,000 to 
spindles. 

neler Woolen Company, North Oxford; iron water tower; capacity, 
gallons. 

Thorndike Company; new cards in No. 2 mill and looms in No. 1. 

Tremont and Suffolk Corporation, Lowell; addition to No. 6 mill, 191 by 80 
feet, five stories; new storehouse. 

Valley Woolen Miil, Cherry Valley; new building for d ing. 80 by 35 feet. 

ee Manufacturing Company; new three-story abore ouse, 30 by 40 


‘eet. 
Whitin Manufacturing Company, Paul, cotton, Northbridge; brick addi- 
fica, 200 by 100 feet, four stories, to cost $250,000; looms, 5 boilers, etc., cotton 


ouse. 

Whittenton Mill, Taunton; brick addition to cloth room; machinery; addi- 
tion to storehouse; flat revolving cards, etc. 

Wowds Mill, Jefferson; iron smokestack. 


Pennsylvania. 


Allegheny Worsted M Ww , Philadel ; 
eg a eS ee Sasa, Cee phia 
Baker, Seth, Philadel ; 2 power weft looms. 

an burg Carpet Works; brick building for spinning, 54 by 160 
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Bowers’s Sons, James, shoddies; wool-scouring machine. 
Bromily & Burnes, a and finishing works, Philadelphia; additional story, 
yrne & Parsons, Phoenixville; three-story building, 120 by 48 fect; ma. 


B 
chinery to double capacity. 
Cardington Woolen Mills; 50-horsepower engine. 


Campbell & Co., George, Thirty-first and Reed streets, Philadelphia; feeds 
Carlisle Silk Mill; added 7 new machines. ere Sede. 
Chester eee Peay | addition, 179 by 200 feet, one story. 
gswecd Mills, Philadelphia; 3 worsted combs and enlarged drawin+ 
epartment. 
mtinental Worsted Mills, Philadelphia; 5 boilers, 9 cards, spinning, com), 
ing, drawing, and twisting machinery. 
Joplay Knitting Mill Company; increase capacity one-third. 
Craven & Dearnley, Philadelphia, cotton and woolen goods; four-story ad 
dition, 50 by 150 feet. 
Crozier muel 8., Upland; warpers. 
Curry, Daniel, carpets, Philadelphia; four-story wing, 24 by 60 feet. 
Cutter Silk Manufacturing Company, Bethlehem; 100 looms. 
Dunlop’s Carpet Mill, Philadelphia; storage addition. 
Eddystone Print Works; addition to cost $15,000. 
Emmons & Co. Royersford; hosiery, addition, four stories, 125 by 45 fect, 
Ford, W. & J., Philadelphia; addition. 
Gomersall, A., dye works, Germantown, Philadelphia; machine shop; 40- 
inch hydro extractor. 
Greenwood & Bault, R., Frankford; addition. 
Hallstead Textile Company; additional building for weaving and throwin 
Hamill & Co., B., Germantown, Philadelphia; new looms. 
Harvey & Son, David, finishing works, Philadelphia; twostories added and 
three-story addition. 
Hazeltine Woolen Mills, North Warren; addition. 
aan & Jones, Philadelphia; drawing machinery; increasing caya 
one- i 
— & Co., George C., Chester; woolen and worsted goods, dye tub and 
er. 
Kauffman & Harley, Mifflintown; two-story addition. 
Kelley & Elser, Germantown; cotton hosiery; double capacity. 
Kraemer, Henry, Nazareth; ess hosiery; machinery. 
Lackawanna Knitting Mills, Scranton; office and wing, 160 by 50 feet. 
Lehigh Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia; curtain machines. 
Long, Bro. & Co., James, Ph: elphia; 10 Eclipse harness motions. 
Lorrimer’s Woolen Yarn Dyeing Establishment, Philadelphia; two-story 
addition, 50 by 150 feet. 
Marion Hosiery Mills, Philadelphia; knitting machines. 
Moss Rose Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia; 20 looms. 
Park Mount Mills Company, Lennie; additions to dyehouse. 
Perseverance Knitting Company, Spring City; 6 new machines. 
Philadelphia Novelty Company; hammocks, school bags, etc.; exten 
improvements. 
lling & Madley, Philadelphia; new building, 50 by 150 feet, three storivs. 
Quan, Oe, ny Works, ladelphia; new one-story laboratory. 
eynoldsville Woolen Com 


ny; self-acting mule. 
we a RESINS mpany, Scranton; brick addition, five stories, 
50 by 50 feet. 
. Sans & Sons, John, cotton goods, Philadelphia; addition, two stories, 45 
y 55 feet. 
Schadewald, Henry, Philadelphia; 100 quilt looms, engine, etc. 
Scholes & Sons, Wiliam, carpet-yarn spinners, Philadelphia; four-story ad- 
dition, 57 by 57 feet. 
Simons, F. W., hosiery, Frankford, Philadelphia; additional machinery. 
Standard Fast-Black Dye Works, Philadelphia; chroming machine 
Sternberger, 8. eee. shirt manufacturer; washing machine. 
Geenas Woolen Mills; brick smokestack, burling machine. 
Stroud, D. H., curtains, Philadelphia; additional story. 
Thurman, Thomas, Germantown; brick addition, three stories, 50 by 2 feet. 
em jr,, Company, William P., Frankford, Philadelphia, tentering ma- 
chine. 
Wallworth & Sons, Upland, shoddy manufacturers; machinery. 
Waterloo Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia; capacity increased 
Wilkesbarre Lace Factory; 8,000 spindles and other machinery, increasing 
capacity 50 per cent. 
ilson Bros., Philadelphia; additional story. 
Young, William M., Philadelphia; 4 tape looms. 
North Carolina. 
Buffalo Manufacturing Company, Cleveland County; water whee.. 
Cannon Manufacturing Company, Concord; addition, and 20 tenement 
houses for a k : 
Caraleigh Cotton Mills; electric-light plant, 200 lights capacity. 
Charlotte Cotton Mills; 45 new looms. 
Charlotte Hosiery Mills; addition. 
Clermont Mills, Newbern; plant enlarged. 
Columbia Manufacturin mpany, Ramseur; additional machinery 
Commercial Knitting , Durham; additional machinery increasing ca- 


pacity 25 per cent. 
Dilling Mill, Ki Mountain; addition. 
Durham Cotton nufacturing Company; extensive addition. 
addition, 51 by 98 feet; employ 300 


East Durham Cotton Mills; two-story 
hands. 


Edna Cotton Mills, Reidsville; additional story; additions, one 150 by 100 
feet, and another 42 by 60 feet; spinning frames, looms, engine, etc. 

Elmira Cotton Mills, Burlington; addition, 100 by 170 feet, two storics, to 
contain 5,000 spindles. 

Empire P Mills, High Point; enlargement of plant. 

Enterprise Manufacturing Company. leridge; electric lights. 

Erwin Cotton Mills, Durham; addition. 

Fingerville Manufacturi Company: 1,500 spindles. 

Hooper Mills, Mountain Island; addition, doubling capacity picker room. 

Lincoln Cotton Mills; electric lights. ot, 

Long Shoals Cotton Mills; increase their capacity 2,080 to 5,200 spindles 

Minneola Manufacturing Company, Gibsonville; new engine and boiler, 6 
looms, ae uilling machinery, electric lights, an rinklers. | 

sereevan ‘acturing Company; 1,250 spinning and 1,050 twisting 
spindles. 


Mo ton Cotton Mills; new machinery. 
Newton Cotton Mills; 10,000 spindles, engine. = 
Odell Manufacturing Company, J. M. Bynum; $15,000 worth additional 


machinery. 
Pearl Cotton Mills, Durham; 25 looms. : 
Pilot Cotton Raleigh; brick storage warehouse, 50 by 70 feet; 4 cards, 
8,000 spindles, and 60 looms. 
Raleigh Hosiery Yarn Mill; three-story addition, 100 by 125 feet; 4,600 spin- 
es. 
Roberdel Manufacturing Company, Rockingham; turbine wheel, boiler,av4 


“Gootland Neck Cotton Mills, Scotland Neck; dye department. 





Singleton Silk Mill, Wadesboro; machinery and electric light plant. 
Spencer Mountain Cotton Mill; to double capacity. 

ey Creek Cotton Mills; capital stock increased $15,000; machinery. 
Wayne Cotton M Goldsboro; new machinery. 

Wilmington Cotton ; Weave room, two stories, 75 by 111 feet. 


Connecticut. 


American Velvet Company, Stonington; looms. 

Ashland Rpisting Company, additions. 

Aspinock Print, Dye, and leach Works, Jewett City; new building, 80 by 
900 feet, three stories and basement. 

Atawsagen Mills, Killingly; 3 pair rope drive mules. 

B ufacturing Company, Voluntown; dye house and cotton house. 

B Brook Company, Broad Brook; new machinery. 

Cheney Bros., silk manufacturers, South Manchester; brick storehouse and 


machine a ' ‘ 
Dayville Woolen Company, anes: drier. ‘ ; 
Dunham Hosiery Mills Company, Naugatuck; automatic sprinklers. 


Falls Cotton Mills, Norwich; extensive improvements. 
Grosvenor Dale Company, No. 3 Mill; 300 looms to replace others; 40 looms. 
Hawthorne Woolen Company, Glenville; 2 sets of cards and engine. 
Montville Woolen Company; vane heater. : 
New Engine Knitting Company, nsted; three-story addition, boiler. 
Regan, James J., Rockville; 8 looms. 
Rockville Felting Mill; additional room. 
Springfield Manufacturing Company, Rockville; extensive improvements. 
Storlin Dyeing and Finishing Company; engine and boiler house, engine. 
Uncasville Manufacturing Company; reservoir, two-story dyehouse 100 by 
50, engine, spartans, treme. : ; 

Union Cotton Mills, Moosup; lawns, sateens, sheetings, 6 combing machines. | 

Warrenton Woolen Company, Torrington; 125-horsepower engine. 

vee Manufacturing Company; fire pump, water tank, and auto- 
matic sprinklers. 

Willimantic Linen Company, Willimantic; 35 combing machines, two-story 
addition 40 by 50. 

Rhode Island. 


Ashaway Woolen Company; weave-shed. 

Atlantic Mills, Providence; humidifier. 

L ay Manufacturing Company, Providence; addition to dyehouse, 
boiler, etc. 

Bray & Sons, John P., Pawtucket; new tanks and fountain; increased dry 
ing facilities. , s 

6 Manufacturing Company, Griswold; spinning frame. 

Campbell Mills, Potter Hill; spinning mach ery. 

Careyville; 40-foot addition to the mill; new stock house, 125 by 45 feet. 

a. ens Company; additional buildings, increasing ca- 

ty one- 

PGentreville Manufacturing Company. Manville; two large additions, two 
100-horsepower boilers, engine, 50 additional operatives. 

Clark ‘Thread Mill, Westerly; 30-foot extension. 

Crefeld Mills, Pawcatuck, opposite Westerly; weave shed, 269 by 89 feet. 

Dempsey Bleaching and Dye Works Pawtucket; two-story box shop, 98 by 
oie ; one-story kier room, 49} by 68 feet; one-story kier room, 71} by 23 feet. 

iske, John T., jr., Pascoag; addition. 
Goes Knitting Company, Woonsocket; one-story brick storehouse, 100 
‘eet. 

tie: five new looms in woolen mill. 

Guerin pemning Company, Woonsocket; to double capacity. 

Hope We mone, Vompany ‘Pawtucket; addition, one-story, 80 by 270 feet, 
with basement, by 140 feet. 


Jackson Mills, J m; new engine house and chimney. 
Knight, B. B. & R., Jackson; addition to mule room, and new mules. 
Leicester Knitting Company, Woonsocket; addition 60 by 50 feet. 
Lrmensvila Company, Lymansville; new machinery. 
ville Mills; mammoth addition, 100 by 200 feet, two stories, 400 looms. 
ituate; addition. 
ills, Providence; garnet machines, 


two pair of mules. 


Monwassicut Ppeepewereng Compas % 
National and Providence Worsted 


looms, boilers, etc. 

North Scituate; addition to mill, 100 by 75 feet. 

Oak Hill Mill, North Kingston; 12 looms. 

Feces Dyein; Semapeny, ovidence; additions and new boilers. 

ichmond Manufacturing Company (cotton), Bristol; storage house, one- 

story, 190 by 40 feet. 

Sayl bs Mr Rave en now stock house. 

Silver Spring Bleaching and Dyeing Company, Providence; extensive ad- 
ditions, 108 by 70 feet, four stories. 

lade & Co., W. F. , Bridgeton; piece dye kettle and storing washer. 
Social Mill, ‘Woonsocket; new boilers. 


Virginia. 
Lows Fones Knitting Company, Winchester; 150 new machines, doubling 


ca , 
yncnburg Cotton Mills, Lynchburg; 1,500 spindles; machine shop and other 
improvements. 
ontas Manufacturirg Company, Petersburg; 9 revolving flat cards and 
eee 
Portsmouth Cotton Manufacturing Company; 6 sets of cards. 
Swift Creek Cotton Mill, Petersburg; improvements and new machinery. 
Maryland. 
y, W., Oella; additional story. 
ville Mili, additional machinery, increase of 25 per cent. 
Maryland Silk Mills, Hagerstown looms. 
Be ceintarkn Semneny la d automat inkl 
vage m ; large reservoir and automatic sprinklers. 
Vella Mills; additional building ‘urthonse. woolen machinery, etc. 
Warren Manufacturing Company; additional machinery. 


New Jersey. 
y, Passaic; additional machinery. 


Doherty & Wadewr 
& Wadsworth, Paterson; looms. 
Freis, & Co., Camden; rug and carpet manufacturers; three-story 
brick ane, 7 feet. 
Gloucester City t Works; color pans and self-mixer. 
Worsted Mills, Howland Croft, Sons & Co., Camden; la 


Somerville Woolen Mills; spinning room 54 by 120 feet, and 
40 by 46 feet. . - . 


Anderson, 0. A., Craftsburg; new set of cards, mule, fulling mill, ete. 
Burlington Cotton Mills, Winooski; steam plant. 
Ludlow Woolen Company; 4 new mules. 
Proctorsville Woolen Company, Proctorsville; 2 sets of cards. 
City Cotton Manufacturing Company, Burlington; humidifiers. 
eld Cotton Mill; machinery. 


Dickey & Sons, J. 


addition. 
iler room 


Vermont. 
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Taft, Burbank & Murdock, Proctorsville; shoddy house 100 by 40, two stories, 

engine house 17 by 20 feet. : 
alentine Knitting Company, Bennington; boiler house, l4{-horsepower 

boiler, and 125-horsepower engine. . 

Wright Health Underwear Company, Pownal; hydrants, sprinklers, etc. 

New York. 

Banta, J. L. & G. 8., Amsterdam; new maohinery. 

Camden Knitting Company; boiler, dyehouse. 

Conde Knitting Mill, Oswego; five-story addition. 

Fiebig & Hart, Candor; boiler-house. 

Gardiner & Warring, West End Knitting Mill, Amsterdam; addition 30 by 
150 feet, doubling capacity. 

Goodwill, Ashworth & Co., Jamestown; spinning, twisting, and roving 
machinery. 

Hudson River Woolen Mills, Newburg; 2 sets of cards, 20 looms, fire pump, 
engine, etc. 

ohnstown Knitting Company; new warehouse. 

Kavanaugh Knitting Mill, Waterford; addition. 

Mackinnon, Robert, knitting mill, Little Falls; 60-foot extension, 4 sets 
cards. 

Norristown Hostess Oomapany, addition to plant. 

Oneida Knitting Mills, \Jtica; brick storehouse, 100 by 40 feet, four stories. 

Paragon Knitting Company, Mohawk; new cards, increasing capacity 2% 
per cent. 

Rose Valle 

Smith & 
by 60 feet. 

Snyder & Fisher; additional building. 

Underhill Knitting Mill, Mellenville; addition. 

a Bros., Newport; additional two stories, four-story tower with ele 
vator. 





















Woolen Company, Auburn; white blankets machinery 
ons Carpet Company, Alexander, Yonkers; new dyehouse, 172 


South Carolina. 


Cheraw Cotton Mill; electric light plant. 

Darlington Manufacturing Company; 420-electric-light plant. 
Fairmount Yarn Mill, Spartanburg, S. C.; 200 looms. 
Lockhart Mills; mill enlarged. 

Union Cotton Mills; enlargement of plant. 


Wisconsin. 
Beaver Dam Woolen Mills; steam plant. 
Proctor, James, Genesee; woolen cards. 

Michigan. 


Clinton Woolen Mill; $4,000 addition. 
Novelty Knitting Works, Detroit; 56 knitting machines. 


Towa. 
Des Moines Knitting Company; capacity increased. 
Kentucky. 
Kentucky River Mills, Frankfort; 300-horsepower turbine wheel. 
Illinois. 
Rockford Knitting and Hosiery Company; new dyehouse. 
Louisiana. 
Alden Knitting Cgmpany, New Orleans; addition, 104 by 60 feet. 
Ohio. 
St. Marys Woolen Manufacturing Company; machinery. 
Oregon. 
Pendleton Wool Scouring and Packing Company; addition; to manufacture 
blankets, flannels, hosiery. 
West Virginia. 
Crawford Woolen Company, Martinsburg; . vo-story addition, 124 by 50 feet; 
14 looms, etc. 
Tennessee. 
Brookside Cotton Mills, Knoxville; capacity increased 50 per cent. 
Texas. 


. ee Cotton Mills; addition; increasing capacity one-third; 100 additional 
ands. 
California. 


Oakland Worsted Company; 2 new boilers. 
North Dakota. 


Grand Forks Woolen Mill; additional building; 3 looms, 1 set of cards; 25 
additional hands. 
Delaware. 


Georgetown Hosiery Company, Wilmington; $3,500 worth of new machinery. 
James Bancroft, Sons & Co., Wilmington; two stories to the main building. 
Knowles Woolen Mills, New Castle; addition, 75 by 250 feet; 25 iooms. 
Triton Mills Company; New Castle; machinery. 

Alabama. 

Howard, B. F., Uniontown, rope factory; to double capacity. 

Montgomery Cotton Mills; electric-light plant. 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible for me to conceive how anything 
but partisan blindness can overlook the effect of free wool upon 
woolen manufacture and the production of wool in this country. 
I say nothing of the results to the consumer, which to every hon- 
est legislator should be the first and principal consideration. 
Woolen clothing to-day is cheaper than ever before, and the free- 
wool clause of the Wilson Act is a benefaction not only to the 
manufacturers and woolgrowers, but to the poor and humble in 
the harshest and coldest latiutdes of our broad land. 

There never was so complete an exemplification of the unques- 
tionable truth and correctness of the Democratic position on the tar- 
iff as the present wool schedule. I repeat thatif there were noth- 
ing else in the Wilson Act Iam glad we enacted it, because it has 
shown every impartial and honest man that protection for pro- 
tection’s sake, instead of being beneficial to a people, is absolutely 
destructive to their best interest. I have here a number of ex- 
tracts, all taken from protection sources, showing the truth, elab- 
orated, of what I have said. I have extracts from the Boston 
market and the New York market in the last year. 

I come now to sheep, which the other side say have been butch- 
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ered by millions on the Western prairies. I take from the Wool 
and Cotton Reporter extracts from letters received from Oregon, 
California, Washington, and a number of other Western States, 
including the Dakotas, showing that the sheep flocks are increas- 
ing now under the Wilson Act, and that there are more sheep to- 
day than there were a year ago; that the insane idea of rushin 
their sheep into the markets for mutton has been abandoned, an 
that the sheep growers have now at last found that not in high 
duties is their safety, but in free wool, which enables the manu- 
facturer to use the American product, mixing it with the foreign 
product that we can not produce in this country, thereby giving 
employment to his mill, and furnishing a better article of goods 
at a cheaper rate to the American consumer. 

I have here a list of the advances in wages woolen mills. 
Twice during the last year, in some instances, and three times in 
others the wages of employees were advanced by the woolen mills, 
which are running day and — And yet we are told by the 
Senator from New Hampshire the woolen mills of New Eng- 
land are upon the verge of bankruptcy. I have here the state- 
ment shewing the fact that mills which were closed under the 
McKinley law have been opened under the Wilson Act. I know 
that statements can be brought here from manufacturers that 
they are in favor of a duty on wool. But why? Because it is a 
subject of bargain between them and the woo . The 
oy tn kings of Ohio stand with a million votes, they say, ready 
to destroy any public man who dares to vote for free wool. The 
same men who counseled their neighbors to a sheep 
and maké mutton of them are now telling the Republican leaders, 
**Unless you repudiate the duties of the McKinley law and the 
Wilson law and the Senate bill, and give us a duty hitherto un- 















































GOLD EXPORTS. 

But let us go further. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Senn} 
told us, referring to another portion of hisaddress, that the cause o 
gold exports is a deficit in the revenue, and that it is only necessary 
to increase the receipts of the Government in order to stop the ex- 
portation of gold. I havenot time nor strength to read the tables 
which absolutely disprove that statement. I have carefully pre- 

extracts from the Government reports, showing that in the 
years when there was a surplus of revenue there was the largest 


—— of gold, ‘ 

e Secretary of the in his report _— beyond ques- 
tion, it seems to me logically, that it is not the deficiency in the 
revenue that causes the exportation of gold. I think the Senator 
from Minnesota {[Mr. NELSON], who spoke the other day, came 
nearer the truth when he said the exportation of gold came from 
the balance of trade being against us. This is shown by the fact 
that from the table which I have beforeme, and which I will take 
the liberty of printing, it is seen that in those years when the bal- 
ance of trade, as it is called, was against the United States—that 
is, when we imported more than we exported—gold was exporte:| 
to pay the balance. When the balance of trade turned in our 
favor the imports of gold cameinto the United States. But I call 
the attention of the tor from Ohio to one fact. This rule 
holds good, as shown by the Treasury reports, up tothe year 1890, 
when the Sherman law was passed, and in the following three 
years there was an excess of exports over imports, and at the 
same time there were large — of gold. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


1893— Gold exports. 





heard of in the annals of protection, we will hurl 1,000,000 votes iil aia onl dliiathidacind bimnbcredeennaeninitbsee $108, 680, 844 
ageinst you at the polls.” op ene me Al 647 
Therefore the Manufacturers’ Association of Philadelphia meets Sere ennrerecenwes yaerosnrenvonnecasets — 
in solemn conclave and resolves thata duty should be put on wool. | 2eceipts $85,819,628, as against $354,997,784 for 1892 and $207,722,019 for 1804. 
But mark the sequel in that resolution: ‘‘ Put a duty on wool, and | 1891— 
then give a compensatory duty to us.” There is the honey in | hp an ERE em, 3 
that hive; there is the milk in that cocoanut. ‘Tax wool, but | Excess of revenue over expenditures ----.---2.-.2ssssos--2 96,888,511 
give us an increased duty; put money in our pockets.” Then they 
a —- =. a arm a % ene — Bet empante--——-—- ana ve onnn non nnann-m-n amma = == - 74,978,061 
est and say, ‘‘ Brother, I am your friend; bring your million oten redecmed _ --.-..------...-- Fa saenencuneeeewemnomnanecnmas oo 
votes and increase duties on woolen goods for —” That is the | , RSE GRPSRNTES SYST TeNegeS.---——-————- on ne) 
whole of this secret. Mr. Lawrence said that he applied to the ee sasiieliiaat 43, 941, 589 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Represeniatives, Eo ctiielibuniseindad caeencnanccccthwpeanveetqvowese 87, 768, 346 
under the chairmanship of Mr. Dinairy, to be heard upon this | , Mxcess of expenditures over revenue. ....----..--.---~--------- 0,56, = 
great interest, and they shut the door in his face. He left the mummers ert he 59, 952,285 
Capitol swearing vengeance, with L.ood literally in his eye, and La sia siincsen henattepaincacs.onankiathedaioaanncndi-anctaih 730, 143 
called his association again, on the 20th instant, in order to se of —_- over expenditures. --.....-..---------------- S ’ a 2080 
inform Congress that there are a million votes in this country that | , urplus Of TeveNUe -....---.- -----~~----- -------000 -o2no2 -22e == yee, BU 
demand a duty upon wool. i 42. 952.101 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— Notes redeemed -.-........-.-.- a leanioenmeneeitionitsdetinnvestninampiatet 6, 863, (3:19 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri anes Soe over expenditures --.....------..----------- = oe 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? a Se ee ey Te eee, = 
Mr. WARREN. For a question. a es biamieaaiins 41, 081,957 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. Notas redeemed .........-....-=..---------0-- --2----------2- 00-22 ane oe 
Mr. WARREN. While the Senator from Missouri is telling us |  }xcessof receipts over expenditures. -...-........---..-------- ae es 
the secrets of the men who manufacture wool, and since he tee ee ee a 
roven to his satisfaction that wool is higher under the Wilson a on ieee cdrediemnipmaisiemonts 82, 587, 880 
aw than it was under the McKinley law, and that the manufac- area oneo--a~-eee ~o enon en neneeneen==- os oo 
turers have done better in the last year than ever before, should | §urpiusrevenue-.---n---tennnnn sn seveccsccccceccccceceecees 88,405, 95 


like to have him proceed further and tell why the manufacturers 
and woolgrowers are asking for a tariff. 

Mr. VEST. I have been trying to explain it. My command of 
the English language ees oe possibly I have not been 
able to convey my m E I thought I it very 

lain. Mr. Lawrence wants_a duty upon wool, so as to exclude 

oreign wools and give him the monopoly of the market, in order ‘ 
that he can put up the price of his domestic wool to any figure he ——__——— — 
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pleases. The woolen manufacturers want an increased duty upon | 1994... eee enenne eneeeceecemevees neces $89, 484,865 | $157, 609, 295 
their goods so as to shut out the foreign i 51, 882,805 | 72,716,277 
them the monopoly in their special interest. oe eet enn ons 
tection. That is the great, 63,658,901 | _ 75,483, 541 
ce rls ri iS ta ae pet cee| $e 
ew . a ae, 506 
thescheme. It puts up the price of or on me > oy 
consumer in that the profits may 86,174,268 | 119, 656, 283 
classes. 
The Democratic has al 
to op it, rave gy Shy its 
son, that this Government is made for — 
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rne ike y all, an me every man 
General Government in to the 

to his property. By doctrine the Democratic 
or cease to live. 1 have no hesitation in saying the ti 
soon come when an immense majority of the American 
reach the conclusion that a return to true Jeffersonian 
is the only safety for the Republic. 
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Mr. VEST. I am in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, but I frankly admit the contention of Mr. Carlisle that the 
scare upon the silver question caused the rule to be broken in the 
years 1890, 1891,and 1892. The Senator from Ohio says that is not 
true, because the Bland-Allison law, as it is called, was enacted in 
1878 and was in force up to 1890, and that it could not have been 
the —s of free coinage which caused the gold exports 
from the United States. That is about as logical as to say that 
this floor would sustain the weight of 2,000 human beings, but that 
if the weight of 3,000 were put upon it it would not sink. 

I admit the proposition that the civilized world is to-day under 
the control of the gold men. No man can visit Europe without 
knowing it. Goto Germany, and you will find all the bankers 
and capitalists and privileged classes in favor of the single gold 
standard. Go to England, and of course they are for the single 
gold standard; I mean the privileged classes, though there is a 
large bimetallic party in the British Parliament. Go to Austria, 
an you will find it struggling to get back to the single gold 
standard after having used irredeemable paper money up to 1881; 
and in France there is the same condition. Everywhere the peo- 
ple are opposed to the single gold standard and the bankers and 
capitalists are in favor of it. In the United Statesit is the same. 
Go to the great moneyed centers, and ron will find all the cap- 
italists denouncing the silver craze and the silver lunatics. Go 
out among the people at large,and Senators will be aw 
astoni in the West and South particularly to find an over- 
whelming majority of both parties in favor of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver. 

I admit that the financial influence of the world is against sil- 
ver, and as a logical consequence they were able to influence this 
country (and if possible would intimidate it) whenever they found 
there was any approach to free silver coinage. They tolerated 
the act of 1878, but when the Senator from Ohio gave his great 
name, world-wide as a financier, to the Sherman Act of 1890, the 
capitalists of Europe said, “‘The United States isnow going to a 
silver basis, and we are determined to withdraw our confidence 
from it.” Who doubts this proposition? Look at the condition 
of the country now. 

Mr. President, the other day the Chief Executive issued a proc- 
lamation in regard to foreign affairs, asserting the Monroe doc- 
tring, and it was met with enthusiastic acclaim from all sections 
and classes of the country. What was the response from Great 
Britain? Weheard the hostile runsin this Chamber, and the tail of 
the British lion was twisted until that royal animal howled like a 
whipped cur. But did England respond with shot and shell and 
saber stroke and battle ship? Oh,no. She responded with small 
pellets of paper called American securities, that were poured upon 
the New York market; a ic was created, stocks fell, and now 
look at the sequel. The President of the United States thought 
pro t—rightly and patriotically, and what I complain of is that 

e did not come to the conclusion before—to offer to the highest 
bidder the bonds of the Government which he is about to sell to 
maintain the gold reserve. Two syndicates had been formed in 
New York, made up of capitalists. It is said in this morning’s 
eso that one of those syndicates, with Mr. Morgan at its head, 

hoarded $400,000,000 of gold—an enormousamount. What is 

the answer to the President’s lamation? Wall strect is dis- 
satisfied; Wall street will not have it; the syndicate has hoarded 
the — and we can not have a popular loan in the United States. 
. President, could sonia be more humiliating, could any- 
thing be more in the shape of national dishonor? This great 
country, with 70,000,000 of the most intellectual and progressive 
people in the world, with a continent for an inheritance, throttled 
manacled by the gold hoarders and holders! When we un- 
dertake to establish a foreign policy, when we undertake to pro- 
tect our own financial system, we are met by these men with the 
ukase of autocrats, ‘‘We have the gold, and we intend to make 
you sell us your bonds at our own price.” War would not be so 
= a eS heartily indorse the sentiment in the Presi- 
t's message no greater calamity can come to a people than 
self-h What American can go abroad without the 
blush of shame on his cheek when talking with an intelligent 
oe in regard to our affairs? I met an English gentleman 
at Cologne and traveled with him, a real gentleman, strange as 
that may sound to some people who do not think there can be 
there. But there are; and when we were ,ina 

way, about the relative strength of our two countries, he 
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said, ‘**We do not propose to fight our American cousins with 
shells, bullets, and powder. We hold your securities. We have 
built your railroads, we own your breweries, we have your mills, 
and you can not afford to fall out with us.” 

In New York each morning where do the brokers and specu- 
lators run? They hasten to the foreign market reports, and if 
the English anen is up, the American market corresponds; 
if the English market is down, the American market droops also, 
England is the great barometer financially for the United States 
and we who should be the most independent people in the world 
are to-day subsidiary to these foreign influences on account of the 
single gold standard. We are worshiping the same fetich, we 
are idolators in the same temple under the present system, and if 
we undertake cur emancipation we are immediately told ‘* not to 
talk about silver, because they will pour their securities upon us 
and bankrupt our country.” 

Mr. President, what honest man could live under such a system 
in his individual relations with his neighbor? What would you 
think of yourself if a rich neighbor should come to you and say, 
‘* Pay me my money or I will turn your wife and-children out be- 
fore the cold and bitter wind”? Nationally we are in that condi- 
tion. Why, better anything than to have ourselves manacled and 
gyved as we are now under the single gold standard, which we 
are told is a synonym with commercial and national prosperity. 

I have already produced tables showing (in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio when he says that if we have enough revenue to 
pay for the expenses of the Government no gold will go abroad) 
that year after year, with a surplus in the Treasury, gold was 
exported. 

THE ADMINISTRATION'S SCHEME. 


Now, Mr. President, I come to the last portion of my remarks. 
It is one of the chief regrets of my public life that I have been 
forced, against my inclination, into antagonism with the head of 
my party. I make no apology for saying that I believe the prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party necessary to the welfare of this 
country, and that anything which looks toward its disorganiza- 
tion or the weakening of its great objects is detrimental to the 
public good. So believing, never, never in all my life have I been 
encountered with so much self-regret as when I was compelled to 
part with the head of my party upon this financial question, and 
not only with him, but with my personal friend, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, with whom my relations have always been of the 
most otelial deinetation. But it was impossible for me to remain 
a Senator upon this floor, with my ideas of representation, and do 
otherwise than I have done. I have always been a bimetallist, 
but whatever might have been my personal opinion, an enormous 
majority of the people who sent me here are the friends of silver 
coinage. No constitutional question was involved, for I have 
always held that no constituency or legislature could instruct me 
to violate the Constitution as I understood it, but on questions of 
policy they have the right. If I had not been in favor of the free 
coinage of silver I would have given place to one who could have 
come here and represented the Democrats of Missouri faithfully 
and honestly. 

Now, Mr. President, there are propositions in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to which I can never subscribe. The 
theory of our friends upon the other side in regard to the financial 
evils that afflict the country is that if more money be furnished 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government there will be no 
export of gold and there will be no disaster. I doubt, with great 
respect, the sincerity of that statement in certain quarters. I 
make no allusion to any Senator. The House of Representatives 
has sent us two bills, one of them called the bond bill and the 
other the tariff bill. In the bond bill they provide for $50,000,000 
of 3 per cent certificates to meet contingent deficits in the Treas- 
ury. Now, if they believed that this amount was sufficient 
and that this deficit was probable, and if they disbelieved Mr. 
Carlisle, who says that the deficit for this fiscal year will be 
$17,000,000 and there will be a surplus in 1897 for the fiscal year 
of $7,000,000, and who states that he wants no more money to carry 
onthe Government—even if they disbelieved that, why did they not 
content themselves with 3 per cent certificates and the $50,000,000 
to meet the deficit? Why do they go further and undertake to 
put an additional duty upon the necessaries of life? Sixty per cent 
of the specific duties under the McKinley bill, which now the 
Republican caucus is considering the propriety of increasing to 
20 per cent, including sugar, over the Wilson law. Why this 
enormous increase in order to get more money to carry on the 
Government in face of the declaration of the sident and the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the actual figures as shown by 
official reports? 

Why, Mr. President, our friends ignore entirely the fact that 
$182,288,040 have been received from the sale of bonds, and that 
of this amount $77,000,000 in United States and Treasury notes is 
now in the Treasury subject to ordinary expenses, and not called 
for now by any upon the Government. There is $77,- 





See Seer oneaiad 


wt Resa hh MO pnp onsets awapetepes aie 


Sa 2 2 oee 


* 3 


SEALERS OR: NNT TD 


bs 


ji 
# 
‘i 
ae 
ta 
# 
5 
cy 
i 
a 
ee 
by 
i 
i 
{ 

t 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


000,000 to meet any probable deficit in the next two years. That 
is entirely ignored. They send us, to speak in western vernacular, 
a double-barrel bill, providing for $50,000,000 ot 3 per cent certif- 
icates and then an enormous increase of tariff duties on which 
they calculate to get $40,000,000, but which, I will undertake to 
prove, if a | — these new amendments, will amount to nearly 
one hundred million, I doubt, therefore, the sincerity of this 
device on the part of our friends in the other House when they 
send us these two measures for our adoption. 

Now, upon the other hand, what does the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury propose to us? He proposes to retire absolutely the Sherman 
Treasury notes and the greenbacks and rely upon the national 
banks for the circulation to carry on the business of this country. 

Mr. President, I would be thoroughly ashamed of myself if I 
attacked banks because they were moneyed institutions, but upon 
the — les which I believe should control an American legisla- 
tor | would not under any contingency give the enormous power 
to the national banks which is proposed by this scheme of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I would give to no corporation in- 
vented by mortal man the power to control the volume of money 
in the United States. It is a temptation beyond description, that 
I would not for one instant think of hazarding. 

If Mr. Carlisle’s scheme of retiring greenbacks and Treas 
notes absolutely and putting nothing in their place but national- 
bank notes be adopted, we might just as well abandon all idea 
of escaping the ownership by those corporations of the whole 
country. 

I had occasion to say years ago, when I first became a member 
here—nearly eighteen years ago—that I would never vote for any 
bill that recognized the principle now in the national-banking 
act that enabled them to take out their bonds and retire their cir- 
culation, or put in more bonds and increase the circulation. I 
remember very well in 1881, when my distinguished friend from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was Secretary of the Treasury—about the 
last year of his administration—that we attempted to force these 
national banks to help us fund the public debt. We thought, as 
the Supreme Court have decided, that they were financial serv- 
ants and agents and creatures of the Government. They as- 
serted that they were not, and their officers thronged these lobbies 
and corridors and told us if we dared to force them to take 3 per 
cent bonds they would create a panic that would rock this coun- 
try to its center and destroy its credit. We passed the bill 
through both Houses and a panic came in New York, and stocks 
fell from 25 to 40 points in four hours. That was the response of 
Wall street to the legislation of Congress, as the incipient panic 
now in Wall street is the response to the bond order of the 
President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Eighteen million dollars of national-bank 
notes were retired in one day. 

Mr. VEST. I think nearly nineteen. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Eighteen million dollars, 

Mr. VEST. Over $18,000,000 of national-bank notes were re- 
tired in one day in response tothat legislation by representatives of 
the people. If I had any doubt about this dangerous power in the 
hands of private corporations, called quasi-public corporations, 
that would have been a lesson which would have lasted me during 
my public life, if it had continued for halfacentury. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I learned that lesson not only from events, but it was taught 
to me by the logic and ow of the oe Secretary of 
the Treasury. Now, will the read the extract from Mr. 
Carlisle’s report that I have marked, to show his present position 
as to national banks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whatever objections to a national banking system may have heretofore 
existed, or may still exist, among our poorle. upon economic or other grounds, 
the fact must be that it been so long established, and, not- 
withstanding its admitted defects, has served such a useful purpose in fur- 
nishing a convenient form of currency of uniform value throughout the 
country, that an attempt at this time to abolish it, or materially abridge the 
franch of the institutions —_- under it, would not only be unsuc- 
cessful, but would provoke inju —— when the ous condition 


of our fiscal affairs demands re such a restoration of confidence as 
willenable the people to avail ves of all the facilities that can be af- 
forded for the transaction of their business. The national banking associa- 
tions now in operation have been established under charters granted by the 
Government, and so long as they are obedient to the laws and useful to the 


community it would be an act of bad faith to deprive them of the privileges 
thus sooured. r as 


Mr. VEST. Two points will be noticed, and I bring them out 
in no spirit of unkindness to Mr. Carlisle, for I am not attempting 
to convict him of inconsistency. Iam attempting to use his great 
ability and his unanswerable logic in defense of my own opinions, 
which are unchanged. There are two points in that rt: first, 
that the charters of the national banks constitute a contract with 
the Government. I ay the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided otherwise. e can take away their rs to-morrow 
or control them in any way we think necessary for the public 


good. In the second place, he says that the system is a good s 
tem, beneficial to the people of this country. . o 
Mr. President, in 1881, when the national banks precipitated a 
— upon this country because we attempted to make them help 
und the public debt at 3 per cent, and when Mr. Hayes, Presi- 
dent of the United States, vetoed that bill, and we were unable to 
it over his veto, Mr. Carlisle was a member of the House of 
presentatives, and I heard him deliver the best speech, the 
greatest speech, of his life in denunciation of the national banking 
cohen and proving that their charters constitute no contract with 
the Government. Will the Secretary read, and I will promise not 
to trespass any more, from the speech of Mr. Carlisle in 1881? 
oy RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Sir, this is not the first effort that has been made in Congress to compel 
these creatures and of the Government to assist it in reducing the 
interest charge upon the people, and if it shall fail now it will not be the first 
demonstration of their power over the financial legislation of the country. 
It is a humiliating confession for the representatives of the people to make, 
but it is true, nevertheless, that ten years ago, when these institutions were 
fewer in number than they are to-day, when their organization was less per- 
fect, and when their combined capital was not so great, they had power 
enough to defeat in this House a provision which was oo by the present 
Secretary of the ury to compel them to aid in funding a levee part of 
the public debt at 4, 44, and 5 per cent. 

* * * . * * 

There are no elements of a contract in such legislation, and therefore the 
extent to which the Government will or ought to go in the exercise of its 
power of supervision and control is always a question of policy and not a 
question of power. 

The two Houses of Congress, representing the aggregate interests of 50,000,- 
000 people, have, after mature deliberation, passed a bill which the banks have 
chosen to consider obnoxious to them, and forthwith—within thirteen days— 
they have contracted the currency to the extent of $18,722,340, and precipi- 
tated a crisis which would have been disastrous to the country had it not 
been met by. measures which they had no power to prevent. The prompt 
action of the Secretary of the Treasury in purchasing a large amount of 
bonds at the city of New York, and the course of the Canadian banks in 
throwing seven or eight millions of their loanable capital on the market alone 
prevented a catastrophe from the effects of which we might not have entirely 
recovered for many years. When Secretary McCulloch, several years since, 
in a of his contraction policy, began to retire and cancel legal-tender 
notes at the rate of $4,000,000 per month, it produced such consternation in 
business circles that Con was forced to intervene at once and arrest the 

rocess by the passage of a joint resolution; but now we have seen nearly 
$79,000,000 of circulation withdrawn in less than half a month, not by the Gov- 
ernment, but by institutions in the management of which the Government 
has no voice, and still gentlemen here insist that the power under which this 
has been done, and under which it may at any time be repeated, shall not 
be taken a re the whole contraction of legal-tender Treasury 
notes under the provisions of the resumption act, from January 14, 1875, to 
May 31, 1878, when it was prohibited oy Sr, was only $34,318,984, not twice as 
—_ in eave than three years as the bank contraction has been in less than 

wo weeks. 

This experience warns us that we can not safely permit this great power to 
remain in the hands of these institutions unchecked by legalrestrictions. It 
is an engine of destruction standing in the very narrowest of the way 
to permanent industrial and commercial prosperity in this country; for 
there can be no such prosperity anywhere in the midst of sudden and enor- 
mous contractions of the currency; nor will prudent and experienced busi- 
ness men embark in and expensive enterprises when the power to make 
such contractions is held by private and interested parties who acknowledge 
no restraints except public sentiment and their own views of the public we!- 
fare. By law the volume of legal-tender notes is limited to 681,016, while 
under the policy of the Government nearly $150,000,000 in gold and silver coin 
are permanently withheld from circulation and hoarded in the Treasury. Of 
the 000,000 gold coin in the country, the Government and the banks held, 
on the ist day of November last, 000,000, and the people only $200,000,000. 
The circulation of State banks is out of existence; the coinage of sil- 
ver is limited by statute to $4,000,000 per month, and soit appears that by 
statute or public policy every form of currency which the ple can use in 
the transaction of their business is restric’ except national-bank notes. 
They alone are perfectly free from restriction, legal or otherwise, and 
—_ them the — le are compelled to rely under existing circumstances for 
the additional facilities of ex necessary to enable them to carry on 
their growing industries and conduct their rapidiy increasing commercial 


enterprises. 

What a fatal policy it is, in view of these considerations, to retain on the 
statute book as part of our currency system a law which subjects all these 
great interests to the arbitrary will or mistaken judgment of 2,000 corpora- 
ions. The present oe provide nst @ recurrenve of the danger 
from which the country just made its escape, and to reestablish the 
° and conservative or in the management of our currency may 
fail, but_in the end the legislation now pro’ d, or something equivalent 
to it, will certainly be demanded by the public sentiment of the country; and 
in this belief Iam content to abide the result of this long contest, whatever 
it may be. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can add nothing to that argument 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury when a member of the 
popular branch of Congress. I have never indulged in such de- 
nunciation of national ks as is found in that address. I have 
never given so exaggerated a statement, if it be exaggerated—l 
will say a statement so highly colored, in regard to the danger 
from this system. Therefore I am not prepared to follow the 
Secretary of the , distinguished as he is, when he changes 
his opinion and tells us now that their charters constitute a con- 
tract with the National Government and that they are necessary 
to the financial prosperity of the country. 


AMOUNT OF CIRCULATION, 


There is one other thing in that report which I never can indorse. 
The Secretary of the Treasury states that the circulation outside 
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of the Treasury in this country amounts to $1,598,859,316. Mr. 


President, it is od impossible that this could be the per capita 
circulation in the United States. This old fraud—for it is nothing 
else—has been sent down in the Treasury Department from one 
statistician to another until, like the common law, it has been 
crystallized by custom and usage and it is absolutely believed to be 
the truth. Mr. Carlisle makes in his report a summary of the per 
capita circulation, and admits that it was $24.27 per capita in 1894, 
aa in 1895 it is $22.72 = capita. I undertake to say that it is 
not $10 per capita in the United States to-day. 

Weare told that the country has all the money necessary for 
the transaction of business. I deny it. The curse of our system 
to-day is that the money is congested in the great centers; it is not 
among the people at large. 

The advocates of the single gold standard make no distinction 
between falling prices and low prices. When we have low prices 
in the country it may be well for the poor and humble, but falling 
prices constitute a curse to all classes and all sections. No man 
will invest in property when he thinks he can buy it more cheaply 
the next day, or month, or year, and the result is that now, with 
a single = standard, the purchasing power of gold being in- 
creased daily and the price of everything else falling, we have 
falling prices and congestion in business. 

Here is the solution,in my judgment, of this whole matter. If 
we had more money in circulation, and the capitalist was forced 
to let go his hoarded money and put it into investment, we then 
would have on unexampled with the great resources at 
our command. The viciousness of the —_— gold standard is the 
element of contraction. No country can prosperous with an 
increasing population and a decreasing volume of money, and the 
history of the world shows it. We tried it here in this country 
after the great war, and McCulloch, Secretary of the Treasury, 
burned up millions of dollars in greenbacks because, he said, it was 
immoral to have a superabundant circulation. We ought to-day 
be the most moral people in the world. We ought to-day to be ready 
for the ‘‘new Jerusalem, the temple not made with hands, eter- 
nal in the Heavens.” If scarcity of money makes a people moral, 
out in my country they are saints divine and angels. There are 
counties in Missouri to-day where the people, great as that State 
is, rich as it is, resort to barter. Money in banks? Oh, yes; and 
money congested in the centers. Why, what is the matter with 

our single gold standard system? What is the condition to-day? 
With our enormous crops—why my State can feed the world, the 
Valley of the Nile would never compete with it—I am afraid in 
this cold weather to hear that they are burning their corn for 
fuel, as they have done in the far West. Enormous crops and 
falling in value, while the Eastern States declare there is plenty 
of money, and exclaim, ‘‘Oh, what is the matter with those hay- 
makers out West who know nothing about finance”? 

The Secretary of the Treasury calculates that there is $504,000,- 
000 of gold in circulation. Where is it? Ishould like for any 
man to specify where that gold is. We know there is $160,000,000 
in the national banks. Some Senator the other day talked about 
the stocking filled with gold. Ishould like tosee one. I should 
like to find the old woman in this country, outside of Wall street, 
who has got a stocking full of gold; I could make more than my 
salary by exhibiting her as a financial curiosity. [Laughter.| 
** Money hid away behind bricks and in hollow trees!” Why, Mr. 
President, there is not a five-dollar gold piece to the county out 
West, outside of the banks. You may address an audience of 
2,500 or 3,000 people and ask, Is there a man here with a gold piece? 
He can not befound. Thereisnot any goldincirculation. There 
is not $500,000 outside of the banks and Wall street or the gold 
speculators. 

Permit me to ask right here, in regard to this idea of a popular 
loan, where is the money tocome from? The people have no gold. 
It isnot among them. The syndicates have got it, and that re- 
sult is the natural and legitimate offspring of the single gold 
standard. It is financial monopoly; it is financial autocracy; as 
much opposed to republican institutions as the standing armies of 
the monarchies and despotisms of Europe. Why does Mr. Carlisle 
pretend to tell us, even if he could find this gold, that the bank re- 
serves are in circulation? What is the amount of the national- 
bank reserve which the banks can not touch without violating the 
law? Three hundred and fifty million dollars. Is that in circu- 
lation among the people? Yet he countsit. Are the reserves of 
the savings banks and loan associations and State banks to be in- 
cluded? eir reserves amount to $491,000,000. Is that in circu- 
lation? Do you tell me the national banks or these State banks 
violate State and national laws? I grant you they could do it. 
They did it in New York, when these great banks, to avert a 


panic, as they said, violated the law and their charters in using 
clearing-house certificates and refusing to depositors who came to 
their own money out of the vaults that which belonged to 
em, and claiming as a merit that they had trampled upon the 
law of the land. I grant you they violated the law then, and they 


were lauded for it; but if an individual had done such a thing he 
would have been called dishonest and run the chances of indict- 
ment. 

The Senator from Ohio told us the other day that out of the 
greenback circulation there -was from $20,000,000 to $40,000,000 
iost. How much of the paper money is burned in the large fires 
and lost by accident, to say nothing of the loss of metallic money 
among 70,000,000 people is unknown. Mr. Carlisle in his report 
estimates the loss of national-bank notes as two-fifths of 1 per 
cent. Yet that is mere conjecture; itis the mere supposition of a 
Government clerk. We know that the loss is much greater upon 
all paper money, but noaccount is taken of it. Takethe reserves of 
the banks, State and national. They amount to more than $850,- 
000,000, not in circulation under the law. Iundertake to say there 
is not $250,000,000 of gold in circulation to-day. And, then, if 
you consider the loss upon paper money of all kinds there is in all 
$1,000,000,000 counted in the Piessurs report not in circulation, 
which reduces the per capita to about $8. France has $42 per 
capita, and is the most prosperous country in the world. But 
France adopted a different system from ours after her great war 
with Germany. She paid Germany a billion dollarsin gold. Then 
did she contract her paper money? No. On the contrary, she 
expanded the circulation, and thus opened her factories, revived 
agriculture, encouraged commerce, and to-day France, with $750,- 
000,000 of silver money, is the proudest country, financially, on the 
face of the earth. When the Baring Bros. failed, France loaned 
$10,000,000 in gold to the Bank of England to prevent it from clos- 
ing its doors. 

No, Mr. President; there is an irrepressible conflict on this ques- 
tion, and men must align themselves upon one side or the other. 
If you propose to retain the single gold standard and the national- 
bank circulation, then go to the people and have it ratified and put 
an end to the present condition of distrust and unrest and uncer- 
tainty. But if, as I believe, the people of this country would re- 
spond to the call of those who, as Democrats and Americans, demand 
that one-half of the metallic money of the world shall not be de- 
stroyed; that this financial despotism shall be struck down; that 
we shall have gold and silver, the money of our fathers, to be the 
money of our children, we propose to crystallize the popular will 
by legislation. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor. 

Mr. QUAY. Does the Senator from Nevada desire to proceed 
this evening? 

Mr. STEWART. I would as lief speak to-morrow morning. 

Mr. QUAY. If so, I trust the Senator will give way for a brief 
executive session. There is some executive business to be trans- 
acted. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
make a motion? 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, January 8, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 7, 1896. 


George M. De Reamer, of South Carolina, to be a first assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 7, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Third Lieut. William H. O. Hay, of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Kirtland W. Perry, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Henry L. Peckham, of Rhode Island, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed John B, Hull, resigned. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Elmer E. Halsey, of Marquette, Mich., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Marquette, Mich., vice Rush Culver, resigned. 
MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Col. Charles Russell Suter, vice Col. George H. Mendell, re- 
tired from active service. 
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Maj. Charles Edward Law Baidwin Davis, vice Lieut. Col. 
William H. H. Benyaurd, relieved. 
Capt. Cassius Eric Gillette, vice Maj. William H. Heuer, re- 


lieved. 
MEMBER OF MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Lieut. Col. William Rice King, Co: of Engineers, United 
States Army, July 11, 1895, vice Lieut. . Alexander Mackenzie, 
resigned. 

_POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph F. Appling, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of 
Walker and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Thomas A. Fleming, to be pa mg at Williams, in the county 
of Coconino and Territory of Arizona, the y= Aone pce of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, © vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

‘Thomas J. Wylie, to be ae at Nogales, in the county of 
Pima and Territory of . na, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office ——_ | law, become vested in the President 
on and after January i, 1896. 

Howard B. Dudley, to be ae at Stuttgart, in the county 
of Arkansas and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, ew me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Robert M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Lonoke, in the county of 
Lonoke and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Bright B. Nunnally, to be postmaster at Marianna, in the county 
of Lee and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having. 7 law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Dora Austin, De see vag tf at Perris, in the county of River- 
side and State of ia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

Virgil O. Harter, to be postmaster at South Riverside, in the 
county of Riverside and State of California, the appointment of a 

stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after January 1, 1896. 

Charles P. Livi , tobe at Whittier, in thecounty 
of Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, e vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1 

Orlando Streshly, to be es at Azusa, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, Secome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Adelbert Van Deusen, to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county 
of Prowers and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on andafter January 1, 1896. 

Jacob Weil, to be postmaster at Las Animas, in the county of 
Bent and State of Colorado, the appointment of a r for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
“George i F So ur pestintitite t Waterville, in th t 

eorge H. Ford, to at Wa ille, e county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

George F’, Stearns, to be at Chester, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, geal ass vested in the 


President on and after January 1, 1 
E. Ransford Clinkscales, to be postmaster at Fort Brook, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of Florida, the appointment of a 
stmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
ident on and after January 1, 1 
Gerettus Clover, to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 
Grundy and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 


Henry F. Day, to be postmaster at Moweaqua, in the county of 
Shelby and of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the akd office tenvdingy, tay lnw, become vested Sn the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

James Fielding, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
McLean and State of Dlinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1 

Hattie Holliday, to be postmaster at Blandisville, in the county 
of McDonough and State of Minois, the tment of a post- 
master for said office having, by law, vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1 


J ANUARY 7, 


John M. Mills, to be postmaster at Tiskilwa, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

Thomas M. Moran, to be postmaster at Coal City, in the county 
of Grundy and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Fred J. Nirider, to be tmaster at Kinmundy, in the county 
of Marion and State of Llinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Lewis K. Thompson, to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Dlinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Charles M. Wright, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county 
of [roquois and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Ulysses M. Baughman, to be postmaster at Monon, in the county 
of White and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Enoch E. Black, to be ter at Summitville, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Joseph E. Carrier, to be at Ridgeville, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Charles , to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of Dubois 
and State of Indiana, the appointment of emer ae for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the ident on aad after 
January 1, 1896. 

Henderson H. Lilly, to be at Middletown, in tho 
county of Henry and State of Indiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Thomas 8. 8S , to be aster at Sheridan, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

John E. Talbott, to be rat Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

William T. Wright, to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Willis E. Dowell, to be tmaster at Missoula, in the county 
of Missoula and State of Montana. 

Frank R. Matthews, to be postmaster at Raton, in the county 
of ronannee Territory = New sea ~ a 

Henry B. Anderson, to be postmaster vington, in the county 
of Newton, and State of Georgia. ; 

Julius Meredith, to be postmaster at Sparrows Point, in tho 
county of Baltimore and State cf Maryland. 

Charles D. Johnson, to be ter at Brainerd,in the county 
of Sallie Spives eis aasaneiee t Hend th f 

vy, a mderson, in the county 0 

Rusk and State of Texas. 


at Mexico, in the county of 


— at Lancaster, in the county of 
ire. 


be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
Massachusetts. 
at Elizabethtown, in the 
New York. 
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Augustus Blood, to be 
Chautauqua and State o: 

John 8. Brooks, to be tmaster at Tuxedo Park, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 

Ernest T. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York. 

Joseph H. Damon, to be postmaster at East Syracuse, in the 
county of Onondaga and State of New York. 

Disbrow Budd, to be postmaster at Rye, in the county of West- 
chester and State of New York. 
Edward Kernan, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county | 
of Oneida and State of New York. 
William W. Henry, to be postmaster at Little Valley, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Myron W. Gurnee, to be postmaster at Sodus, in the count 
Wayne and State of New York. 

Lillian I. Pearsall, to be postmas 
Queens and State of New York. 

John R. Murray, to be postmaster at Oceanus 
Queens and State of New York. 

William E. McDonell, to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

William P. Smith, to be postmaster at Castleton, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York. 

George A. Richmond, to be postmaster at Springville, in the 
county of Erie and State of New York. 

John Reidy, to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York. 

John Wiss, to be z 
and State of New York. 

Charles 8. Ware, to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

Charles E. Vanorsdale, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York. 

George 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles Beard, to be tmaster at Tamaqua, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

William S. Wright, to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. 


ene at Brockton, in the county of 
New York. 


y of | 


ter atSea Cliff,in the county of | 


, in the county of | 


Jane F. Hollister, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the | 


county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank Feyler, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county o 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 

Mahlon C. Detweiler, to be postmaster at Richland Center, in 
the county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jennie McAllen Park, to be postmaster at Libonia, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert 8S. , to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the county 
of York and State of Pennsylvania. 

George M. Lull, to be postmaster at Sayre, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

William F. Rittase, to be one pee a at Littlestown, in the 
county of Adams and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ben J. Rhoads, to be postmaster at Boyertown, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Norman A. Patterson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. Henry McLoud, to be postmaster at Hardwick, in the county 
of Caledonia and State of Vermont. 

Irvin 8. Weber, to be postmaster at North Wales, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Louis J. Townsend, to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. 

George H. Morgan, to be aster at Newton, in the county 


of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry S. Moore, to be tmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of husetts. 

Bridget J. Co at West Rutland, in the | consent. 


, to be postmaster 
Rutland : and State of Vermont. 


at Sharon, in the county of 


a of 
ames Carnes, to be postmaster 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel E. Walker, to be at East Northfield 
tes, = A 7 aoe 1. _ of Massachusetts. 

Charles N. Perley, postmaster at Danvers, in the count 
of a State of Massachusetts, i , 
Hambleton P. Wilson, to at Altoona, in the count 
of Blair and State of aw — . 

Clayton E. Williamson, to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, in the 
county of ne oe State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank Strang, to at Westfield, in the county of 
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 


Jerome H, Bradley, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Ravalli and State of Montana. 
at Philipsburg, in the county 


‘at Williams Bridge, in the 
New York. 


, in the 


John Knewitz, to be postmaster 
county of Westchester and State of 





ostmaster at Le Roy, in the county of Genesee 


Clark, to be postmaster at Coudersport, in the county of | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under Rule XXTV, clause 2, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
communications from the accounting officers of the Department 
giving lists of officers who are now delinquent in rendering their 
accounts or in payment of balances due from them; which was 
referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an ex- 
amination and review of the contract between the United States 
and Stout, Hall & Bangs, and also a statement of the equitable 
sum due said contractors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
| from the Commissioner of the General Land Office replying to 
| the resolution of the House of December 12, 1895,relating to cer- 
| tain lands along the Union and Central Pacific railways; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Letters from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
| mitting copies of the findings filed by the court in the following- 

named cases; which were referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed: 
Wiley J. Wyatt, administrator, against The United States; 
Arnold Bonnifield, administrator, against The United States; and 
Robert F. Reynolds against The United States. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under Rule XIII, clause 2, the following reports of committees 
were handed in at the Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate 
calendars, and otherwise disposed of as indicated below: 


JAMES H. OSGOOD, 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 138) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Osgood; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M. GREENE. 


Mr. SULLOWAY also, fromthe Commi: ‘tee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 142) granting a pension to 
Annie M. Greene; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY 8S. JORDAN AND EDWARD C. CARTER. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have a 
joint resolution read for information, and if there be no objection 
I will ask the consent of the House for its passage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lient. Sidney S. Jordan, Fifth United 
States Artillery, and Capt. Edward C. Carter, assistant surgeon, United 


{ 





States Army, to accept medals from the British Government. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That Lieut. Sidney 5S. Jordan, Fifth United 
States Artillery, and Capt. Edward C. Carter, assistant surgeon, United States 


Army, be, and they are hereby, authorized to accept from the Government 
of Great Britain the medalsawarded to Sees, for their humane 
services to the shipwrecked crew of the British ship Strathblane. 


The SPEAKER. This will be admissible only by unanimous 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
| resolution? 
| There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GROW, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MEMBER FROM THE STATE OF UTAH. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 


“— 
he Clerk read as follows: 
In the matter of seating Clarence E. Allen, member-elect from Utah. 


We, your Committee on the Judiciary, have had the above matter under 
consideration, and while the members of the committee differ regarding the 
interpretation of the certificate of election presented to us, yet there can be 
no question of Mr. Allen’s election. And your committee therefore recom- 
mend t tered to him, 


hat the oath be adminis and that he be seated. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 


report. 
The motion of Mr. BRODERICK was agreed to. 
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Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Utah, 
Mr. Allen, is present, and I ask that the oath be administered 
hi 


to him. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah will step forward. 
Mr. Allen of Utah came forward and took the oath of office. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 1702) providing for 
the erection and construction of a t-office building at South 
Bend, Ind., and making an additional appropriation therefor, was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads. I am 
directed by the committee to report it back and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change will be made, 
and the bill will be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

There was no objection. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I also have the usual resolution pro- 
viding for the printing and binding of matter for the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be author- 
ized to have printed and bound such papers and documents, for the use of said 
committee, as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered 
or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
EMPLOYEES IN POST-OFFICES, ETC. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a ee report 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the following resolution— 

* Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, uested to 
inform the House as to the number of clerks employed in post-offices since 
June 30, 1895, to perform the work formerly done by canceling machines, 
together with the amount of salary paid such clerks; also, the number of 
clerks in the first twenty principal post-offices who were reduced in amount 
of salary received, the number who received an increase of salary, and the 
number of new clerks employed since cumeny 1, 1895 "— 

Beg leave to report the same back with the recommendation that it be 
adopted, with the following amendments: 

Strike out “ January 1, ,” and insert “‘ June 30, 1894," in last two lines, 


ont ed ‘all information and data necessary to show the reasons of the De- 
partment in such changes, and the results regarding the efficiency 
and cost of the same.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would state to the House that this 
is a unanimous eee of the committee, and unless some member 
desires to address the House I will ask for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment recommended — committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then to. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. S: er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be authorized to 
procure the printing and bin of such documents and papers as it deems 
necessary to facilitate its inquiries during the Fifty-fou Congress, the 
expense of the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr, POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8 er, I desire to offer a similar resolu- 
tion, from the Commi on Public Lands, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Lae Committee on Public Lands be, and hereby is, authorized 
to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of said 
committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered 
or to be considered by the committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee was this? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object to the consideration of 
the resolution. I think it is in the proper form; but I dosu t 
to the gentleman who introduced the p: ng resolution, ng 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads authority to have printing 
and binding done, that he ought not to tax it to the contingent 
fund of the House. It is not usual todo so. This printing is not 

id for out of the contingent fund of the House, but, as the reso- 

ution under consideration provides, it is paid for out of the ap- 
6 for printing. 

. LACEY. I will state to the gentleman that the resolution 
I have offered is the same as has been offered in previous Con- 


gresses. 


JANUARY 7, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It is the other one to which I refer, | 
think the gentleman from Vermont ought to ask unanimous con- 
sent to have so much of it stricken out as provides that the pay- 
ment should be made out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That can be disposed of after this resolution 
has been considered. The question is on the resolution which has 
been read. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, it is proposed that tho 
resolution immediately preceding the one just adopted be amended 
by striking out the words ‘‘ the expense of the same to be paid 011 
of the —— fund of the House.” Isthereobjection? {After 
@ pause. } e Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to, 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 1785) authoriziny 
and directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to W. HH, 
Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, 
Kans., and for other purposes, with the recommendation that it 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

aoe SPEAKER. Without objection, that reference will be 
made, 

MRS. FANNY WARREN. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the bill (H.R. 3332) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Fanny Warren has been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when, in my judgment, it 
should have been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and I ask that that change of reference be made. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think that it ought to be done by order 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It should be done by order of the committee, 
If the gentleman will examine into the matter he will see the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions can claim reference of it if they have 
jurisdiction. 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent of the House that an 
order be made for printing the paper I hold in my hand. It has 
been handed me by the Secretary of State, with the request that 
it be printed. Congress a@ joint resolution April 19, 1890, 
requesting the President to enter into negotiations with Mexico 
in regard to affairs on the Rio Grande—the water supply, tle 
changing channel, and uncertainty of — The paper in ques- 
tion is the report of Maj. Anson Mills, Tenth Cavalry, to the Sec- 
retary of State, December 10, 1888, concerning the fluctuations in 
the course of the Rio Grande River, the best method of dealing 
with floods, and saving the water for yaad and irrigation. It 
discusses that whole subject, and the Mexican minister and the 
Secretary both desire it printed in the interest of our foreign rela- 
tions, and especially of the pending negotiations with Mexico under 
the concurrent resolution of gm 29,1890. Itis only eleven pages 
of typewritten manuscript. I have consulted with the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing, and also with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who consider it within the power 
of the House to have the printing done as requested, including 
the resolution of April 29, 1890. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be ordered printed 
as a House document. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENFORCEMENT OF LAWS AGAINST TRUSTS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back the resolution offered by Mr. HupBarp, calling on 
the Attorney-General for certain information in respect to the 
enforcement of the laws against trusts, combinations, and con- 
spiracies, with the recommendation that a substitute be adopted; 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, requested to report to the House of Representatives what steps, 
if any, he has taken to enforce the law of the United States against trusts, 
combinations, and conspiracies, and what further legislation, if any, \s 
needed, in his opinion, to protect the people against the same. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the original reso- 
lution introduced by the gentleman from Missouri {|Mr. Hvs- 
BARD] and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary be read. 

The original resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to im; 
ae report to this House why he has not enforced the provisions 0! 
section 73 of chapter 349, a to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, volume 2, relating to the suppression and prevention of trusts, co- 
binations, conspiracies, and agreements. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that the 
original resolution assumes a certain condition of things as to t!0 
existence of which the committee have no evidence, and therefore 
they have unanimously recommended the adoption of the sabsti- 
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tute, which does not assume that the law has been violated or 
that there has been any failure to execute it, but calls upon the 
Attorney-General for any information that he may have in regard 
to the execution of the laws against trusts, and also for any sug- 
gestions as to further legislation that he may deem necessary. I 
move the adoption of the substitute. 

The substitute was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the substitute was adopted was laid on the table; 
and the original resolution was laid on the table. 


FUR SEALS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution of inquiry which I send to | 
the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the 


ouse: 

1. What amount the Treasury has received from the lessees of the Alaska 
geal islands for the rental and tax each year since the new lease of those 
islands from May 1, 1890, to date, ee with the number of skins annually 
taken under the provisions of said lease, and also the amount received from 
the lessees and the number of skins taken each year from 1868 to 1890. 

2. What has been the cost of policing Bering Sea and the North Pacific each 
ear since 1890; also the amount expended for the support of the natives of 
he seal islands by the Treasury Department each year since 1890. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is important that the Com- 
mitteeon Ways and Means should have the information called for, 
and I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


JOHN T. WATERMAN, 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, presented 
the following report: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution offered by Mr. Crisp, directing the Clerk of the House to pay, out of 
the contingent fund of the House to Annie E. Waterman, widow of John T. 
Waterman, deceased, late private secretary to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, a sum equal to his salary for six months,and the expenses 
of the late illness and funeral of said John T. Waterman, said expenses not 
to exceed the sum of $250, beg leave to report that they respectfully recom- 
mend the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move the adoption of the resolution, Mr. 
Speaker. a ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Annie E. Waterman, widow 
of J. T. Waterman, deceased, late private poaears to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, a sum equal to his salary for six months, and that 
the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House 
the expenses of the late illness and funeral of said J. T. Waterman, said ex- 
penses not to exceed the sum of $250. 

The resolution was adopted. ; E 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


M. F. WATKINS, 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, also pre- 
sented the following report: 

The Committee on Accounts, towhom was referred the accompanying res- 
olution, offered by Mr. BRowN, to pay out of the contingent fund of the House 
tothe widow of M. F. Watkins, deceased, late an employee of the House, asum 
equal to his salary for six months and $140 for expenses of his last sickness 
and burial, beg to report that thoy erecta recommend that the resolu- 
tion do not pass, because the said M. F. Watkins was not an employee of the 
House at the time of his last sickness and death. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
out of fhe contingent fund of the House to the widow of M. F. Watkins, de- 
ceased, late an employee of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to his 
salary for six months; and that the Clerk be further directed to bay out of 
the contingent fund the expenses connected with the last sickness and burial 
of said Watkins, said expenses not to exceed the sum of $140. 


_ Mr. ALDRICH. It will be noticed, Mr. Speaker, that the report 
in this case is unfavorable. The ground upon which it rests is, 
as stated in the report itself, that the party to whom the resolu- 
tion relates was not an employee of the House of Representatives 
at the time of his death, but was in the employ of the General 
Government, and, under past decisions of the Comptroller, it has 
been held that this House is not authorized to provide for such 
expenditures. The committee have therefore unanimously re- 
ported against the adoption of the resolution. I move that the 
report be concurred in. 
e report was adopted, and the resolution was rejected. 
EMPLOYEES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, also presented 
the following report: 


Foe Communities on Accounts, to whom were referred sundry resolutions, 
“1. Resolved, That John T. Chancey be, and he is hereby, retained on the roll 
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of the House in his present position as special employee, at the salary now pro- 
vided by law. ; 

“ That Lauritz Olsen be, and he is hereby, appointed special employee of the 
House, at a salary of $1,500 per annum, and that E. L. Currier and Arthur 
Buchanan be, and they are hereby, appointed special employees of the House, 
ata salary of $1,200 per annum ach. 

“* That the salaries of said employees shall be paid monthly out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House until otherwise ordered. 

“2. Resolved, That the bookkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to appoint George Jenison a special messenger to serve in 
and about the House, at a salary of $100 per month, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House until other provision is made therefor 

“3. Resolved, That there be appointed by the Doorkeeper an additional mes- 
senger in the re rial of the House, at $1,200, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

“4. Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be au- 
thorized to appoint two overseers of pages, to be paid a salary of $900 per an- 
num each; and eight additional pages, to be paid during the sessions of 
Congress the compensation now prescribed by law to the pages employed 
under existing law. The compensation of the employees hereby provided 
for shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until provision shall 
be made therefor by law. 

“5. Resolved, That the chairmen of the following committees, to wit, the 
Committee on Ways and Means, Appropriations, Judiciary, Banking and 
Currency, Coinage, Weights, and easures, Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, Rivers and Harbors, Agriculture, Foreign Affairs, Military Affairs, 
Naval Affairs, the Post-Office and Post-Roads, Public Lands, Indian Affairs, 
Public Buildings and Grounds, Invalid Pensions, Claims, War Claims, and 
District of Gdlumbia, are hereby authorized to appoint a personal clerk, who 
shall receivetthe same compensation and for the same period, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, as is received by the clerks of other 
members of the House. 

“6. Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
the Board of Capitol Police be, endl they are hereby, authorized and directed 
to appoint twelve additional policemen, at an annual salary of $1,100 each, 
one-half to be paid by the Secretary of the Senate and the other half by the 
Clerk of the House out of the appropriations for miscellaneous items of the 
respective Houses until otherwise provided for. 

“7. Resolved, That Fred 8. Bishop be, and he is hereby, appointed binding 
clerk for the House, to be borne on the Clerk's roll, at a salary of $1,000 per 
annum. 

“8. Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized and 
directed to employ C. W. Coombs as an additional messenger during the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, to be paid at the rate of $150 per month. out of the contingent 
fund of the House *— 

Beg leave to report as follows: 

The total number of extra employees provided for in these resolutions is 
forty-eight, divided as follows: 

Six messengers to the Doorkeeper. 

Eight pages. 

One binding clerk. 

Two overseers of pages. 

Twelve Capitol policemen. 

Nineteen personal clerks to chairmen of committees. 

Your committee has made investigation of the circumstances calling for 
this addition to the working force of the House and Capitol, and are of the 
opinion that, with the exceptions herein noted, the needs of the service do not 
demand the extra help proposed under these resolutions. 

In accordance with the precedent established previous to the organization 
of this Congress, the minority party in the House has been accorded the seleec- 
tion and appointment of four special employees, three of whom are paid from 
the contingent fund. The legislative appropriation bill provides for the ap- 
arenas of two special employees, one being assigned to each side of the 

ouse. 

Resolution No. 1 assigns John T. Chancey to one of the positions, and your 
committee concurs in and recommends that the said John T. Chancey be 
retained on the roll of the House in his present position as special employee. 

Resolution No. 2, providing for the appointment of George Jenison to the 
position of special messenger, is hereby approved, with a recommendation 
that he be assigned to the press gallery in accordance with resolution No. 3. 

Resolution No. 4, providing for the appointment of eight additional pages 
and two overseers of pages, is herewith returned without approval. 

Your committee recommends the selection by the Doorkeeper of two pages 
from the present force of pages who shall have coger vein and direction of 
the pages stationed in the two cloakrooms, and with which arrangement your 
committee believes the page service will be ample and satisfactory to the 
members of the House. 

Your committee listened attentively to the arguments made by the Ser- 

eant-at-Arms of the Senate and House, respectively, for an increase in the 
force of the Capitol police, but are not satisfied that the same are needed at 
this time, and disapprove the resolution (No. 6) calling for same. 

The proposition embodied in the resolution No. 5, providing for nineteen 
personal clerks to members who are chairmen of certain committees, has, in 
the oe of your committee, more or less force to it; but we do not feel 
justified in approving same at this time, partly because of the low condition 
of the contingent fund, and partly because we believe this to be a subject 
which should receive the consideration of the Committee on Appropriations 
and be incorporated, if at all, in the legislative bill which emanates from 
that committee. 

Resolution No.7, providing for the appointment of Fred 8. Bishop to the 
a of binding clerk of the House, at a salary of $1,600 per annum, is 

srewith returned without approval. 

Resolution No. 8, which provides that the Doorkeeper of the House be 
authorized and directed to employ C. W. Coombs as an additional messenger 
during the Fifty-fourth Congress, to be paid at the rate of $150 per monthout 
of the contingent fund of the House, is hereby approved. 

In conclusion, your committee beg leave to recommend the adoption of the 
aqcompany ing resolution as a substitute for those referred to in this report: 

Resolved, That John T. Chancey be, and he is hereby, retained on the roll 
of the House in his present position as special employee, at the salary now 
provided by law. 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to appoint George Jenison an additional messenger in the 
press gallery of the House, ata of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House until otherwise provided for. 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to select two pages from the present force of pages of the 
House, who shall act and be known as assistant chiefs of pages, and who shall 
be placed in charge and have the direction of the pages in the two cloak- 


rooms. 
Resolved, That the Doceboener ie hereby authorized and directed to place 
on his roll the name of C. W. hs as special messenger of the House dur- 
ing the Fifty-fourth Congress, at a aa nee of $1,800 per annum, to be 
= out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise appropriated 

‘or, said Coombs to be in addition to the present force of the Doorkeeper and 
have desk room in the folding room. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I doubt whether it is necessary 
to make any extended remarks on this report, or, indeed, any ex- 
planation further than that which the report itself embodies. 
simply wish to say on behalf of the committee that they have 
made a careful and exhaustive examination of the existing condi- 
tion in regard to the necessity for these extra employees, and of 
the forty-eight places which these various resolutions to 
provide the committee have pa favorably u y three. 

m . ALDRICH] a 


Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to _——— 
question. The Mr. Coombs whom it *« tro to put upon the 


rolls at $1,800 a year is one of the old employees of the House, is he 
not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is. He has been in the employ of the 
House for twenty years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When was he discharged from the public 
service, if at all? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have noinformation on thatscore. I simply 
know that the resolution has been before the committee, and it is 
the understanding of the committee that this gentleman’s place 
has been filled by another ——— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do you eee eee cane as eae 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not, further than that I i 
name is Vail and that he is a resident of the State of New York. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is this who has taken the place incom- 
petent to discharge the duties to which he has been assigned? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My is that he is a thoroughly 
ae man, having had an of several years’ dura- 

on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it be true that Mr. Coombs has been dis- 
charged, that another man has taken his tsenee, and that this man 
is competent to fill the position which Mr. Coombs once filled, I 
should like to know from my colleague why it is that the commit- 
tee proposes to have Mr. Combe put upon the rolls at $1,800 a 


ear. 
: Mr. ALDRICH. I will state for the benefit of my colleague 
that the Committee on Accounts has no jurisdiction in the ap- 
pointment of individuals to places provided for under the legisla- 
tive appropriation bill. It has no jurisdiction of the appointments 
made by any of the officers of this House, Thatis a question of 
which we can not take notice. The facts were presented to us as 
contained in the resolution providing for the tment of 
Major Coombs; that is all we could consider. We that a 
Rep Seontetin an hi ee ane fae te omneie 

resentatives and who, as 'y y 
of the older members, has proved himself of ble value, 
should be retained in some position where his efficient services 
could be continued. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill inquire whether my e conferred 
with the appointing power as to whether it was important or 
necessary for the service of the House to continue Coombs 
in his present place—whether provision could not be made for him 
without a new office at a of $1,800 a year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Speaking for m , L will say I have not 
conferred with the Doorkeeper or any other officer of the House 
with respect to the necessity of retaining any individual in any 
particular place. I repeat the services of Coombs have 
Somasaiiel themselves to the older members of the House in such 
a way that it did not seem possible ar ee 
which came to us from several sources. The interests of the serv- 
ice, the pos conduct of the individual work to mem- 
bers of this House, and which must be discharged in such a way 
as to do justice to their constituents, and the peculiar relationship 
which this employee has borne to members, seemed to us sufficient 
to justify the favorable report we have made on the resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS. IfI nea ee place which 
i : ak earch ea aban the — 
gentleman entirely com: . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt that is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If that be true, why is it necessary to create 
an additional office? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wanttosay tomy that these various 
resolutions called for the creation of forty: t extra offices. The 
committee believe that they have been wise their favor- 
able recommendation to of these and in recom- 
ee Say pas See manner 

n the 

Mr, HOPKINS. I with the gentleman that the commit- 

tee should be commended for the have shown, 


but the fact that — — on one forty: 
reason 


Scien reforettcan commend itself 
“EUECOS. wdciheskaiseionin 
eee ge ers ane ee 
members of ouse in the i outof their public business, 
bas been discharged to satisfy the exorbitant and greedy demands 
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of a “‘ combine,” which has filled his place with an incompetent 
man {applause}; that this is simply another evidence of the infa- 
the proceeding whereby competent employees 
necessary v0 the members in the discharge of their duties have 
had their places taken from them in order to satisfy the greed of 
some gentlemen who must have places for their constituents. 
[Renewed ap lause. 

Mr. ALDRICH regret that my friend from Indiana has seen 
fit to revive unpleasant recollections connected with the early days 
of the organization of this House. I presume that naturally I 
might sympathize with him in the remarkshe has made. But the 
committee, in an unbiassed = without regard, I think, to past 
events on the lines ted my friend from Indiana, have 
sought to make a report here which will benefit the service. Our 
committee is prepared to stand by that report. We believe it to 
be a very modest recommendation, and I think there will be no 
serious objection to it. 

Mr. WALKERof Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me 


aqu ? 
\tr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I wish to ask the gentleman 


his | whether the object of nen these men to places 


in the public service is not to repair the injury done the public sery- 
ice by the “‘ combine.” ter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana, who 
desires to ask a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from [linois whether or not the Committee on Ac- 
counts has investigated to see if some method can not be adopted 
by which Mr. Coombs can be restored to his place, in order that 
the members of this House who desire to avail themselves of his 
services may have an o ity todo so? I wish to ask also if 
he has investi , when that is done, whether it will not be 
wholly unnecessary to make the additional appointment recom- 
mended in this report of the Committee on Accounts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that I doubt whether it is within the province of the 
Committee on Accounts to investigate as tothe personnel of the ap- 
—— of this House further than as these questions may come 

fore them in new resolutions or new business providing for the 
“ee of additional employees. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana, the gentleman will pardon me, 
the committee has made a favorable recommendation in reference 
to a certain appointment. Now,it strikes me that, if the facts 
show that a capable employee has been turned out, it would be en- 
tirely germane for the committee to inquire whether his restora- 
tion would not make a new appointment wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I am willing to submit to the judgment 
of the House whether or not it is q 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question: Supposing the resolution proposed by the Committee 
on Accounts should be adopted, what will be the increase in the 
number of employees of the House, and further, what will be the 
increase in the monthly itures by reason of the change? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, the num- 
ber of employees recommended by the resolution of the Committee 
on Accounts is but three. One of these has been an appointee of 
the House for a number of years—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it not more than three? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; only three. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in the process of answering 
a questionnow. [Laughter.] 

. ALDRICH. In to the gentleman from Texas, I 
find on reexamination so far asthe number of employees is 
concerned, there isan increase of only two, Mr.Chancey having been 
in his present tion for a great many years, and having been 
already provided for in thegeneral wigs mm bill. This reso- 
Setinn. Gomutene, for but two additional appointees, with 
@ com; 


$250 a month. 
Mr.McoMILLIN. Whatis the object of giving that increase? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I donot that there isany increase, 
further than is carried by the increase in force. 
ieee noe er, from New York. 
eae GS. I find that my claim has been preempted. 


Mr. CH. I will hear the question of the gentleman. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish toask how many employees were pro- 
vided in the original resolutions referred to the Committee on 


? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Forty-eight. 
Mr, CUMMINGS. And that number has been reduced to two? 
. , 1 simply want to say that the gentle- 
. JOHNSON] has, in my opinion, spoken 
entirely without au vagy Pa he challenges the competency 
of the man appointed to the place of Mr. Coombs as an em- 
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yee of this House. I know the new officer and know him to 
ee mk I think I am able to say that I was as little con- 
nected with the “combine” he speaks of as he was himself; and 
yet I know that the gentleman from New York, Mr. Vail, ap- 
pointed to this position is not only competent, but willing and 
ready at all times to discharge all of the duties of the office to 
which he was appointed. He is also a good Republican. If it is 
necessary, out of courtesy, to yield to the —_—— of this House 
the retention of Mr. Coombs, I am perfectly willing to vote for 
the adoption of the resolution. But I must confess I do not see 
the propriety of making places for two employees when there is 
only room for one. ‘ 

I only desire to say, however, that Mr. Vail, the new appointee, 
is a gentleman of capacity, not only competent and willing to 
discharge alk of the duties of the office, but ready at all times to 
do so; and it is unfair to attack him on the floor of the House 


on the of incompetency. If we need two men for this 
work, put it on that ground. ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. ill the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


tion? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Do Lunderstand the gentleman from Iowa to 
say that it is entirely unnecessary to adopt this resolution appoint- 
ing Mr. Coombs an additional employee under the doorkeeper? 
“ie. HULL. I undertake to say t the new appointee, Mr. 
Vail, is just as competent as Mr. Coombs, or any other man, for 
the discharge of the duties of that position. The fact is that one 
of these gentlemen stepped out of employment because he was a 
Demeemh, atbough competent for the place, which was filled by 
a Republican who is equally competent, and who was appointed 
because we are entitled to it. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, just a further question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] has 
the floor. 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentieman from Hlinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then this resolution, instead of being for the 
benefit of the House, is simply for the purpose of furnishing em- 
plo tat a good handsome salary toa Democratic ex-employee? 

Mr. HULL. I yield that question to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. I y think it is a fair statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hutu] yield for a minute? 

Mr. H - Iwill. Butlam eons the floor by courtesy 
of the chairman of the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean to say to 
this House that the gentleman who has been appointed to the posi- 
tion held by Major Coombs is capable of discharging the duties of 
that as iently as Major Coombs without his having had a 
considerable period of preparation? 

Mr. HULL. He has had considerable experience in public af- 
fairs. He isa man who has filled more important public places 
than this, and I will say further, that if the gentlemen represent- 
ing my side inthe organization of this House had succeeded—those 
of us who went down to defeat with the gentleman from Ilinois— 
Ishould have insisted on Major Coombs being disc from 
his place anda Republican taking it, because I donot believe it 
has come to that there is only one man in the United States 
capable of g this place, and he a Democrat. If it has, let that 
argument be used on the floor—that there is but one man, and hea 
Democrat, capable of serving this House in that position, and then 
= —. — forever continuing him in that place regardless 


Mr. JO; N of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has 
not answered ~ question. 
Mr. HULL. have answered it. Isay I believe he can fill the 


—_ just as well as Major Coombs, and will soon become as effii- 
cien 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Without considerable time for 
preparation? 

A He has had considerable experience in public 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman what 
yield a oan Does pe ttenn from Iowa [Mr. Hut] 

Mr. HULL. I to the 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask the tleman what 

experience the gentleman sought to be appoin in place of 
or Coombs—— 

. HULL. Sought to be appointed? He is already inted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, appoin What 

experience has he had with respect to the performance of these 


particular duties? 

Mr. HULL. He has been connected with the House and with 
the Departments; and I want to say as to that, that there would 
not have been a man changed in this House if that argument is 
to apply; all officers superseded were experienced men, and I sup- 


pa we members would like to have it apply, because it would 
eep us continually here, on the ground that we have had experi- 
ence and the other fellow has not. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, do I not occupy the floor? 

Mr. GIBSON. Did not Major Coombs take the place of a 
Republican when he was appointed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the place was created for Major Coombs 


originally twenty years ago. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
Illinois [Mr. ee 

Mr. CANNON. I can have the attention of the House, I 
want to say a word. I have listened to this report. Naturally, 
when the Republican party obtained a majority in this House it 
did what the Tumneseatie majority accomplished in the Fifty-second 
Congress. It changed the employees from Democrats to Repub- 
licans. Inthe very nature of thines, new employees, the first week 
or the first month, can not do as good service as those who have 
had twoyears’experience. ButIthink, without having any special 
personal interest in any of these employees, that they are demon- 
strating that they are fairly competent, for new fellows, and I do 
not know. but they are beginning to act like old employees. So 
much for that. 

Some twelve or fourteen years ago Major Coombs was made 
Department messenger. I think he is from Missouri, and I have 
always understood he is a Democrat. In the years that have 
passed by he became a very valuable employee, because he knew 
where to obtain just such documents as members desired, and we 
were all in the habit of unloading on him. Iam of the opinion 
that it will take a little time for any employee of equal ability to 
get the same kind of knowledge that he has, and as he has run 
errands for so many of us for so many years, I can understand 
how this resolution would be reported. 

Now, in conclusion, I want to compliment the Committee on 
Accounts that in the great desire we have to see the business of 
the House properly ormed, and to find places for our constitu- 
ents, which desire led to the introduction of resolutions calling 
for forty-eight new places, that the Committee on Accounts, after 
careful investigation, have reported in favor of but two. 

I am inclined to vote for the report. Let me say one thing fur- 
ther. I think I am without prejudice or bias in this matter. I 
hail from the State of Illinois, with 21 Republicans in this House. 
There are 22 members altogether. We have one contestant, who 
hopes he will make it 22; whether he ought to or not will appear 
a little later. [Laughter.] I think I can speak without preju- 
dice, because, so far as I know or believe, that delegation of 21 
have not had the honor to have had even a page appointed upon 
the recommendation that any oneof them has made. [Laughter.] 
I do not know whether that is the fault of the anaes that be; but 
so far as lam concerned, I have not recommended anybody. Still 
I am sure that the employees who have been appointed by the 
powers that be in this House are competent, and very competent. 
[Applause.}] Because if they Were not, they would not have been 
selected entirely to the exclusion of people who might have de- 
sired to be appointed from Illinois. [|Laughter. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iyield two minutesto my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tilinois a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If Colonel Coombsis appointed, what will 
his duties be? 

Mr. ALDRICH. His duties will be the same, as I understand 
it, as they have been in the past. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Cannot Mr. Vail perform all those duties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an open question. I am not sure 
whether he can or not. This is a larger House than it was twenty 
years ago, and the business of this House is constantly increasing, 
and the constituents are also increasing. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What will become of Mr. Vail if this re- 
port is to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This does not affect Mr. Vail in any way, be- 
cause Mr. Vail was appointed by the Doorkeeper. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He will draw the salary, but who will per- 
form his duties? es 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt that the work will be divided, 
and I also have no doubt that there is enough work for both of 
them. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Isita matter of necessity? 
than one can do? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is enough to keep both busy. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, Mr. Vail says that he does not need 


assistance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not know Mr. Vailin this matter. He 
has not appeared before the Committees on Accounts. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Has Mr. Vail been consulted 
as to this matter, and does he ask any aid? 


Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague from 


Is there more 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Not so far as the Committee on Accounts is 
concerned. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that Mr. Vail 
gays he does not need any assistance? 

r. ALDRICH. I have not spoken to him on the subject. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have. 
He told me this morning that he did not need any assistance. 

Mr. DOVENER. And he also said the same to me. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am so much of a partisan 
that I dislike to put myself any in antagonism to the posi- 
tion taken by my colleague [Mr. HuLu]. And yet I have sucha 
strong feeling in regard to this matter that I must speak just as I 
feel about it. Colonel Coombs I know well. I believe he isa 
Democrat. He is also an honest man. [Laughter and applause. 
I throw that in to give the boys a chance, f mewed laughter. 
He is one of the most courteous and efficient officers that I have 
known in connection with the duties of this House. He has been 
retained in two Republican Congresses. 

In the Fifty-first Congress there was a united voice for his re- 
tention. Why? To answer that question let me go into detail. 
There are certain public documents put to the credit of members 
for distribution among their constituents; but those of us who 
have served in this body know that there are a large number of 
calls for documents constantly coming to us that are never placed 
to our credit; and, for one, I was baffled in meeting these requests 
from my district until I learned there was such an office as that 
of ‘De a messenger” filled by Colonel Coombs. Since then, 
when I get a request for documents outside of those put to my 
credit in the folding room, I refer it indorsed “ ager re- 
ferred to C. W. Coombs, Department messenger.” He will find 
that document if it is in this Capitol. es 

A MempBer. Would not the other man do so, too? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; I do not care what member of 
Congress was appointed to take that place it would take him years 
to learn to perform the duties. He goes into the archives of this 
Government. He knowsevery nook and corner where these docu- 
ments are concealed and hidden, and I never felt a keener regret 
than when I learned he had been removed. 

I do not care what his politics are. That man can do the best 
service for my people of any man that I know, and now that 
I have been made a full-fi chairman of a committee and 
have not a private secretary I feel all the more the need of his 
efficient services. I donot want to discuss ‘‘ combines.” Ifought 
for the views that I entertain in regard to the organization of this 
House and was licked out of my boots. es I took my 
medicine like a man, and I with my colleague, the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that the victorious troops have put competent 
men in office, nor do I challenge the competency of Mr. Vail. I 
have met him three times and he impresses me as a gentleman in 
every sense of the word, and I have no doubt that, with years of 
training, he can do good work for this House in that line; but I 
— the Committee on Accounts for striking down the army 
of extra employees and giving us the two men recommended—one 
an old soldier and the other a man equipped by years of training— 
twenty years, I am told—for serving House in this respect as 
no other man, in my judgment, can do. Therefore, be he Demo- 
crat or Republican, I am going to vote for this report and with 
hearty good will, because it is in the interest of the public service 


and of m le. 

Mr. JO N of Indiana. Mr. 8 er, I did not know the 

— of Mr. Coombs until I h the statements that have 

n made in thisdiscussion to-day. I met him when I first came 
to Congress and understood that he had been connected with the 
House for many years. I found him to be a very honest and in- 
telligent gentleman and one who thoroughly understood his duties. 
In the hurry of public life I have very frovusntty found that my 
duties would not permit me to go around and hunt up documents 
desired by my constituents. I was anxious to please them, and at 
the same time desirous of saving all the time I could, in order that 
I might study public questions and fit myself to discharge my du- 
ties in committee and on the floor of the House. I always found 
Mr. Coombs thoroughly efficient in attending to these matters for 
me, and while there may be many positions within the gift of this 
House which can be readily filled from the start, on the going out 
of the old employee, by some n of good general qualifications, 
yet I undertake to say that is one of those pec itions 
that can not be properly filled by Mr. Vail or —— with- 
out long experience, such as Mr. Coombs has ; 

I am heartily in favor of the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts; but the trouble in this case is t the cart 
has been placed in front of the horse. The eS course would 
have been to retain Mr. Coombs and then to bring in a resolution 
authorizing the appointment of Mr. Vail or someone else to assist 
him, = in fact, any assistance whatever was necessary to Colonel 


I want to take issue, too, with a proposition that has been laid 
down here by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Huta‘ I do not think 
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that a man occu ying a mere clerical ition in the service of 
this House shoul at out of office solely on account of his poli- 
tics. Neither do I think that any man should be put into such an 
office merely on account of his politics. I think that Congress 
and the public have some interest in such a matter which is not 
to be needlessly sacrificed. I think that putting Mr. Coombs out 
of his position was a mistake on the part of those having the ap- 
pointing power, and I think it was also, though perhaps unwit- 
tingly an abuse of the appointing power. I am therefore glad 
that he is to be restored, and I hope it will be understood that the 
duties he is to perform in the future shall be those that he has so 
abl dechenael in the past. 

r. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow}. ; 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, by the remarks which have been 
made here in reference to political ‘‘combines” I am reminded of 
the witty cler n who said that his ‘‘doxy” was orthodoxy, 
and that all other ‘‘ doxies” were heterodoxy. We all believe in 
the combine that we ourselves belong to, and the bad fellows are 
alwaysin the other combine. [Laughter.] Now, the success of a 

litical “ combine” means simply that somebody has had a major- 
7: Two votes were taken here upon the question of the employees 
of this House, and every man who voted on the one side voted for 
one set of men, and every man who voted on the other side voted 
for another set of men. Of course, in all such contests one sido 
or the other must necessarily prevail. For my part, I see no 
reason why the employees of this branch of Congress should not 
be increased as the body increases in numbers. You can not carry 
on the Government of the United States to-day with the appro- 
priations that sufficed in John Adams’s time, and neither can you 
carry on the business of this large legislative body With the small 
number of employees that were sufficient when it was smaller. 
Therefore, what sense is there in spending our time here over the 
— of securing an additional competent employee for this 

ouse, though he be a Democrat? I think the report of the com- 
mittee is all ca. 

Mr.W ALKERof Massachusetts. Mr.Speaker,I want tosay that 
I dissent in totofrom the low-down, disreputable spoils system that 
is defended here. [Laughter.] I have no doubt that it is for the 
interest of this House and that it is necessary to change about half 
the employees whenever the politics of the House changes, in 
order that the body may be properly served. But I want to say 
that while all this talk here is entirely honorabie for the men who 
make it, in the light of the views they take, I should think it dis- 

aceful in me from my standpoint. [Laughter and applause. | 

think this resolution is one which we ought to vote for in order 
to repair, so far as we may, the injury that has been done by the 
‘* bosses” of the ‘‘ combine” that have used their power relentlessly 
and to the cag, = of the public service. 

Furthermore, I should like to ask gentlemen whether we are to 
have areader here whom we can not understand on each side of the 
House at all—whose voiceis loud enough, but of such a quality as 
to —— with the sounds in the House so that on either wing we 
do not know anything that is being read from the desk. Ishould 
like to know whether or not that is to be continued through this 
Congress by the ‘‘ bosses” of the ‘‘combine”—not by the officers 
of this House, not by the Speaker, not by the House, but by the 
two gentlemen who farm out the offices of this House. Noble 
business! [Laughter and ee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was to, there being—ayes 154, noes 10. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a 
report; which was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House authorizing and Cveetang end cosnentehes to designate the committees 
of the House to which the clerks provided for by the le; tive, executive, 
ot Eee appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, should 
be allowed Reckgned for the present Con, and to rt by resolution 
to the House for its action thereon, respectfully report that they have exam- 
on iene a said a rope to the House and recommend 

e wing resolution, namely: 
Resolved, That the nineteen clerks to committees of the House during the 
vided for by the $e, guomutive and judicial appropriation 

une 
id Cu 


be, and they are hereby, allowed 
and assigned for the 1 to the following committees, namely: 
To the Committee 


an 
To the Committee ¢ hts, an Measures, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Education, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Invalid a an assistant clerk. 

To the Committee on Im tion and Naturalization, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Irriga’ of Arid Lands, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Labor, a clerk. 


rrency, a clerk. 
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the Committee on Pensions, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Printing, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk. 
To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk. 
And resolved, That the eet the clerks to committees of the House of Rep- 


resentatives which have nor may be hereafter authorized by the House, 
who are paid during the session only, shall begin from the time such clerks 
entered upon the discha: of their duties, which shall be ascertained and 
Sridenced b the certificate of the chairmen of the several committees em- 
ploying clerks for the session only. 

The resolutions reported by the committee were adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
ASSISTANT CLERKS TO CERTAIN COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted 
a report; which was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House authorizing the chairmen of the Committees on Military Affairs, Naval 
Affairs, and Interstate and zoneten Commerce to each appoint an assistant 
clerk for their respective committees, to be paid a compensation of $6 per day 
each during the sessions of this Congress, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House, beg to report and recommend the passage of the same. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairmen of Committees on Military Affairs, Naval Af- 
fairs, and Interstate and Foreign Commerce be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to each appoint an assistant clerk for their respective committees. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to offer an amendment to this report, 
which I will read: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to appoint Lauritz Olson a messenger to the House gallery 


at a salary of $1,200 per annum. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I question whether the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ss is germane. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois make a point 
of order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idesirevery much that the gentleman should 
have the opportunity to offer that proposition at the right time; 
but I question whether it is germane to this resolution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to state if the gentleman will per- 


mit—— . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois make a 
point of order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not wish to be heard on the question of 
order. I desire to make a statement in regard to the amendment 
I have offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendment is not in 
order, 

The question being taken on the resolution reported by Mr. 
ALDRICH, it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules ho 
to be able to report to-morrow their amendments, and they would 
like to have a meeting to-day immediately after the adjournment 
of the House. I move, therefore, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

The bill (S. 138) ganens an increase of pension to James H. 

(Report No. 15.) 
e bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene, (Re- 
port No. 16.) 








PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

< the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 3335) providing for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Durham, N.C.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ) to establish a mili at or near 
the city of Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, enti- 
tled “An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of 
the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor 
and Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of 
such officer,” and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
By Mr. FAIRCHILD (by request): A bill (H. R. 3338) to pro- 
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tect and support commercial credit; to equalize rates of interest; 
to provide for the incorporation of clearing houses; to regulate 
and define their operations; to provide a clearing-house currency 
secured by pledge of commercial assets and the responsibility of 
the associated banks, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R.3339) to create a 
special commission on highways, and to make appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 3340) to provide for the transfer of 
the Fort Sidney Military Post Reserve to the city of Sidney, Nebr., 
for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8341) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain a sufficient 
gold reserve, and to redeem and retire United States notes, and 
for other pu —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 3342) to grant to railroad 
companies in Indian Territory additicnal powers to secure right 
of ways depot grounds, etc.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 3343) providing for the compen- 
sation of fourth-class postmasters for issuing money orders—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 3344) relating to the sale of 
gas in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3345) to 
require the street railroads in the District of Columbia to issue 
and receive transfers, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 3346) to raise additional revenue 
for the support of the Government—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 3347) to restore to 
the public domain certain lands in the southern extremity of 
Florida, known as the ‘‘Perrine grant,” and to enable settlers 
within the limits of said grant to homestead the tracts actually 
occupied by them—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3348) to prescribe the pleading, 
practice, and proof in prosecuting pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 3349) to reduce the de- 
nominations of United States notes, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on oe and Currency. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3350) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3351) relating to compensa- 
tion of fourth-class tmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- b 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8352) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to donate 1 condemned cannon and 15 
cannon balls to C. A. Craig Post, No. 75, Grand Army of the Re- 
— of Parkers Landing, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 3353) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of War to donate 1 condemned cannon and 15 balls to John F, 
Crall Post, No. —, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kittanning, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3354) to further 
regulate immigration, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 3355) to amend section 2324, 
Revised Statutes, relating to mining claims—tc the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 3356) to provide for the dredging 
and widening of the channel of Newtown Creek, in the State of 
New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 3357) to provide for the dredg- 
ing and widening of the channel of Newtown Creek, in the State 
of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3358) for the recognition of 
the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
Pennsylvania military organizations—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3359) to impose a discrim- 
inating duty on tea imported from this side of the Cape of Good 
ee and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) to amend section 19 of the administra- 
tive customs law of 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 3361) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3362) increasing the rate of pen- 
sions for certain disabilities—to the Committee on Invalid Den. 


sions. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3363) exempting American 
coastwise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed masters or by a 
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United States pilot from the eae sons State pilots for serv- 
ices a rendered—to the Committee erchant Marine and 
Fisher 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. BR. 3364) eeireting ener ag 
War to procure medals for the Worth Infantry and York R 
of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, PERKINS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the 
Department of State with documents—to the Committee on ya 
in g. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Joint resolution (H. Res. 67) ign Affaire 
the belligerency of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Joint resolution (H. Res. 68) requiring 
ome and claim agents having officesin the District of Colum- 

who have undertaken or shall undertake to prosecute 
claims for pensions, to advise each of the claimants once every 
three months as to the condition of his or her claim—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Joint resolution (H. Res. 69) 
to secure the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds as re- 
quired by law—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. WOODMAN: Resolution requesting the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to make an early a on the resolution, hereto- 
fore referred to said committee, touc the affairs of the Cuban 
republic and its p or existing rights as a civilized nation— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr, HOWARD: Resolution es on the enone of the 
Treasury for information concerning the proceeds of certain bond 
sales—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule . — bills of the following | ni 
titles were presented and 
By Mr. ‘AITKEN: pesca as oes Se ger 
record of Timothy Way—to the on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) to correct military record of Wes- 
ley B, Coon—to the Committee on Military > Afb 
vy a. See A ear nr . R. 8367) for the ee of — 
Eager, es er, & cGaffey 
moneys unlawfully collected from = by the United t Skates 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
ae Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 3368) for the relief of the heirs 
Clark Gaines—to the Committee on Claims. 
B Mr. BERRY: A bili (H. R. 3869) for the relief of Richmond 
L. Sea of Kenton County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 


By y Mr. BAKER of New : A bill (H. R. 3870) for the 
relief of James R. D. on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. oo 4371) for the relief of Stalnaker 
Marteney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: “A bill H. R. 8372) for the relief of 
certain carriers in the post-office at eland, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) to increase the pension of Susannah E 
'Todd—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A ra R. 3374) to remove the 
ch of desertion against Henry Curtis—to the Committee 


- Affairs. 
By Mr. CATRON: A bg ee Soe the relief of W. A 
Walker, of Alb ue, N. M eds Demiineen Chat. 

By Mr. COOPE Florida: ida: ball R. 3376) to correct the 
—— record of Edwin Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. CU INGS: A bill (H. R. 3377) for relief of George C. 
Wikion toske tamaehbon en nies 


—— CURTIS of Kansas: a ame ne Se eens of 
= eirs of the late Alexander Kir' the Committee on Invalid 
nsions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of to Jo- 
on. i <¥, 8 tn Committee on invalid Benstons. ia 
a bi 8880 Sha 
R. rabghery Abend Committee po ane ne 
Also, a bill (H.R. bus for the relief of William 
Woodson County, State of Kansas—to the Committee on In 


ies a bill (H. R. 3882) ee ee ee 


liam H. McHenry, of Marion, Kans.— on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, oe R. Sea 
mitteo on Invalid H. R. 3384 ting & pension to Mrs. Ann Smith 
te Cnmmnlic on Donon ston to Een dation to 

a a to J 
ths Commnitins on Tavalid Pensions 
inst Samuel W. i 3386) to remove the charge of desertion 
Smith, Samuel Smith—to the Committee 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3387) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept the resignation of D. H. David, of the Fourteenth 
Regiment Kansas Cavalry Vo unteers, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3388) to increase the pension 
of Mary Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday— 
to the on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWNING: A bill (H. R. 3389) increasing pension of 
Albert Buck from $12 to $30 per month—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 3390) to carry into effect 
a finding of the Court of Claims in favor of David Maberry, jr. 
of Washington County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8391) to carry into effect a finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Charles Cowell, late of Benton Count) 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 3392) for the relief of Charles 
T. whridge, D. Walker, and John A. Trowbridge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 3393) to authorize and dire 
the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Francis 
M. Bacon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON : A bill (H. R. 3394) granting a pension to 
Nancy Caroline Pickard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 3396) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of the late t. R. G. Heiner. Com- 
pany A, First United States ashington, D. C.—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8397) for the relief of Isaac N. Jen- 
+o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (A. R. 3398) for relief of Augusta Tuller—to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
4 bill (H. R. 3399) to correct the military 
, jr.—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3400) le ating 
$4, $28, 15 in payment of the claim of A. Bruner, of dianapolis, 
Ind., for constructing a sewer adjacent to the United States 
arsenal in said city—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 3401) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Jacob Shreck- 
— the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R. 3402) Seonth Regina pension to 
William’ Sheppard, lateof Company A, Sixteenth ent Indi- 
ana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 1 Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H.R. 3403) for the relief of Dr. Wi! 
liam A. Johnson, late a contract surgeon in the United States 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


y—to on itary 
Also, a bill (H. R. "Philties inte the —. of Mary A. Phillips, widow 
of Company L, Sixth Regiment 
Kentucky Cavalry—to the homnmatttos on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H. R. 3405) for the relief of Ben 
jamin R. Waller—to the Committee on War ceases. 
By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 3406) an increase of 
pension to William Boyer—to the Commi sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) —s a pension to Margaret J. 
Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) to correct the military record of Conrad 
Hyne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3409) nae pension and for 
the relief of Dr. Harrison "Waener—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill a R. 3410) for the relief of George 
W. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill — R. 8411) oor thes relief of the heirs of Mrs. Lucy 
A. johns, of rye Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill ( ee ee ee ween of HC 
Seip 40 the Coamenliton op eet ears f desertion f tl 
remo c of desertion from the 
record of Williaus Suction to ios Commaittes on Military Af- 


charge of desertion from the 
ae on Military Affairs. 


patio « a pension to Jesse 
R. 3416) pa an honorable discharge to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
St) gees apencicn . Milton P. Julian— 
3418) a ion to William M. Kel- 
): A bill me R. 3419) for the relief of 


Claims. 
RIMER: A bill (H. R 8420) for the relief of C. C. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R.3421) to 





ant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler— 
ot the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) for the relief of Mary P. Mullin—to the 

mmittee on War ims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 3423) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Simon Trostler—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3424) to correct 
the military record of William Marshall, of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., 
and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3425) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Charles H. Leland and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICE: A bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas 
W. Sweeney, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 3427) for the relief of William 
Crow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Jacob Lavender, late of Nevada 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 3429) granting a pension to Irena 
Redman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 3430) for the relief of Charles 

. Cronk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford, 
daughter of the late William Sandford, a soldier in the Revolu- 
tionary war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H.R. 3482) for the relief of John E. 

—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H.R. 3483) for the relief of William 
H. iver, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-sixth 
Tilinois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 3434) granting a pension to William 
F. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3435) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of Archi- 
bald J. Sampson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THWICKE: A bill . R. 3437) to pension Ellen 
Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34388) to pension Mary Elizabeth Murray—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 8439) for the relief of John 8. 
Leary and Mathew N. Leary, jr., executors of Mathew N. Leary, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8440) for the relief of the estate of Franklin 
A. Davis, late of Orange County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) for relief of Anna S. Rawls, of Durham, 
N.C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 3442) to restore the pension of 
Alexander A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3443) to revoke the order dismissing Lieut. 
Lanson Zane, Tenth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artillery, 
from the service and to grant him an honorable disc 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R.3444) to grant John T. Nagle 
the privilege of applying for a medal of honor for conspicuous 
bravery in action while serving as an acting assistant surgeon of 
the United States Army with troops in the field during the late 
civil war under the orders of commanding officers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 3445) to amend the military 
record of Reuben Levy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) to amend the military record of Louis 
Pereles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ge—to the 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 129 citizens of Brownsville and 
vicinity, for free navigation of the Monongahela River—to the 

on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition for increase of pension, by Eliz- 

Stewart, of Sabetha, Kans., widow of Thomas L. Stewart, 
late first lieutenant, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, war of rebellion, 1861-1865—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Oliver J. Lyon, private Company G, Forty- 
fifth t Iowa Volunteer , war of 1861-1865——to the 
Gauss Invalid Pensions. id 

ae CUMMINGS: Petition of George C. Ellison, late chief 


House of Representatives, that he may be reimbursed for 
expenses incurred, etc.—to the Committee on Eiatee. 
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By Mr. HARDY: Evidence in support of House bill No. 2386, 
to correct the military record of John W. Canary—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the widow of John Lessle, late 
private Company G, Eighty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the One Hundred Thousand 
Club, of Fresno, Cal., urging that immediate action be taken on 
the part of our Government for the speedy completion of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Letter of the 4tna Life Insurance Company, of 
Hartford, Conn., regarding proposed legislation on the jurisdic- 
tion of Federal courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Memorial of Indiana Yearly 
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KEM: Papers to accompany a bill to provide for the 
transfer of the Fort Sidney Military Post Reserve to the city of 
Sidney, Nebr., for educational purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Charles N. Maryman and 111 other 
citizens of Lafayette County, Ark., asking for the improvement 
of Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Memorial of the united congregations of the 
Reformed, Methodist, and Presbyterian churches of Boonton, 
N. J., concerning the Armenian atrocities—to the Committee on 


— Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: Fonr petitions of Thornton Rollins and others, 
together with Frank Mitchell and others, Michael Shea and others, 
and Rudolf Rasmerssen and others—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Herbert O. Dunn—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of John T. Ross, assistant postmaster House of 
Representatives, in reference to difference in salary—to the Com- 
mittee on Appre iations. 

By Mr. SP Y: Action and resolutionsadopted by the Daven- 
port Congregational Church, of New Haven, Conn.,in relation to 
Armenian ou to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr.STAHLE: Resolutions of the Knights of Malta, of York, 
Pa., in regard to Armenian outrages—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, of York 
County, Pa., praying that they may be recognized as among the 
first defenders of the capital of the nation in the late civil war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3330— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3332—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3333—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3334—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 8, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM COLORADO. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague, Mr. Wolcott, is present, and I 
ask that the oath of office be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from the State of 
Colorado, whose credentials have heretofore been presented, will 
please come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Wolcott was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
TELLER, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

BATTLE SHIPS FOR THE NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
the resolution of December 27, 1895, information as to whether it 
would be advantageous to the naval service to now contract for 
six battle ships instead of for the two at present authorized, on 
the basis of bids now before the Navy Department, modified 
as might be, in the opinion of the Department, to the public in- 
terest; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney 8. Jor- 
dan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. Edward C. Carter, 
assistant surgeon, United States Army, to accept medals from the 
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| British Government; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a poten of the First Baptist Church 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the of a Sunday-rest iaw for 
the national capital; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sun citizens of Akron, Ohio, 
nee for a speedy recognition as bel mts of the Cuban pa- 

ots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr, CLARK presented the petition of D. A. Hastings and 152 
other citizens of Cheyenne, 0., praying for the enactment of 
legislation designed to secure a better grade of immigrants; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted b Ed. Hamlin Post, No. 112, Department of Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wellman, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service pension law; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pueblo 
County, Colo., pear ng eet a pension be — to the widow and 
children of John R. Webster, deceased, late private in Company 
A, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment National Guard of Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of —— presented a petition of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Washington, maging © t an appropriation 
be made to pay the moneys due to the veterans who fought in the 
Indian wars in Oregon and Washington in 1855-56; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Memorial in relation to the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in the 
Territory (now State) of Washington. 
So the Senate end Blouse of Eigreeenanees 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialisis, the legislature of the State of Washin, 


respectfully represent that mar & the early settlers of the 
Washington, during the years and in the protection 
themselves and families, and their p: y, having to con 

hostile Indians occupying the country at that time, upon the call of the gov- 
ernor of the Territory. freely volunteered to suppress the hostility of such 
Indians; that while fighting these Indians many valuable lives were lost 
and much property Costrored that of those volunteers and early settlers 


, would 


but row Bae vive that while the services of “re io of — Re ' 
Army du war were ‘or e Governmen 
without d ution of any Lind and reoctred tt full recognition at the hands 
of the General Government for their the brave men who volun- 
teered and defended the Northwest Territory the hostile Indians in 
the war of 1855 and 1856, r ve tothe call of the governors of the Terri- 
tories of Washington and have failed to receive that ition 
and consiceration at the hands of the Government of the United States to 
which they are entitled. 

That by the eleventh section of the act of August 18, 1856, the Secretary of 
War was directed “to examine into the amount of the expenses necessarily 
incurred in the suppression of Indian h i 

i nm by the Territorial governors of said Territories for 

maintenan © volunteer sopees cuangeg in said war, including the 

y cf the volunteers”; and he was au , if in his jufgmens necessary, 
appoint a commission of three pe to ascertain and report such ex- 
nses; that by an order issued from the War Department, September 4, 

t. A. J. Smith, United States Army, Rufus Ingalls, Uni States 

Army, fate Quartermaster-General, and Lafayette Grover, afterwards gov- 
ernor of the State of O n and United States Senator from said State, were 


appointed a commission n and report upon the expenses incurred 
the Territories aforesaid. eee,” ™ 


6 commission met at Portland, Oreg., October 20, 1856, a board, 
proceeded to the 4 of the duty assigned them, ani, after full investi: 
gation and consideration, found, among other things, that the te 
number of troops engaged in this war from the Terri of Wanhinaton wes 
1,896; that the approximate number of troops e at any one period was 
1,000; and, in ng action u the pay of the volunteers from Washington 
Territory, the commission—in the absence of any law of the Territory upon 
the subject—deemed it proper and _ to recommend the same rates of pay 
and allowance as were reported in the case of the volunteer resume st Oregon. 
The Oregon statute provided as follows: “‘ Whenever such volunteers are 
called and received into the service of the Territory * * * cach non 
miasioned officer and private shall be entitled to receive 
rations, and §2 per day for the risk of his horse, ex 
killed in action, unavoidably lost or reported unfit for 
cases the owner shall receive the appraised value ° 
officers shall receive the same_pay as officers of the same rank in the y 
of the United States: Provided, t oned officers shall receive the 
same pay for the use and risk of horses as noncommissioned officers.” 

e Commission upon that basis found that there is due for troops in the 
service of the Territory of Washington a total of $519,503.06; and it was fur- 
ther found in or into the amount of expenses necessarily incurred 
for the tenance of these volunteers that the total amount dus for ex- 


penses was 882.39, 

That said Commission visited extensively both Territories with the view 
of being informed fully as to the nature and extent of the Indian hostilities, 
means employed for their suppression, the rates of labor, the prices current 
oe Se pro : rty furnished for the service, and the facilities and expenses of 

sportation. 

They examined into each distinct department of the service, and filed an 
exhibit of the total expense necessarily incurred in the suppression of the 
Indian hostilities in the late Indian war by the Territorial governors of said 

tories, and further found that the expenses for the maintenance of the 
voiunteer forces engaged in said war from the Territory of ee 
gtoging poy, wee $1,451,475.45, and for the State of Oregon the sum - 
.83; and the total amount reported by the commissioners as due the - 
tories of Oregon an ashington was $6,011,457.36. 

That on the 7th day of February, 1860, the Third Auditor of the Treasu 
reported to the House of Representatives wu these claims and 
under said report, onl 714,908.55, thus lea a balance justly due these 
early pioneers of $208, 81. 


JANUARY 8, 


Your memorialists respectfully refer you to the report of the Commission 
above named, and the ————- by the then Third Auditor of the Treasury, 
and respectfully ask that an appropriation may be made sufficient to cover 
the claims above set forth as due the volunteers from the State of Washing- 
ton and State of ‘on during the Indian war of 1855 and 1856; and to that 
end your memorialists will ever pray. 

Mr. BRICE presented the memorial of B. W. Campbell, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and the memorial of J. H. McBride, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 291, to 
amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to vessels propelled by steam, gas, fluid, naphtha, or 
motor; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the legislature of Michi- 

n, praying for the enactment of legislation to grant to Michael 

heehy, late of Company E, First Regiment Michigan Cavalry, a 
muster as captain; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

Whereas Michael Sheehy, late of Company E, First Regiment Michi 
Cavalry Volunteers, now © resident of Yale, Mich., served as captain or tar. 
alry from the 15th day of June, 1864, until the 29th of August, 1864,and was in 
command of a skirmish line and was wounded on that date and claims pay 
up to the 25th day of March, 1866, and through an oversight never received 
any commission as such officer, r having been duly appointed as such and 


recommended to such position and for such commission, and b 


fy reason of 
his not. havi such commission been unable to draw any pay 


from the Government for serving in such conegy: and 
Whereas House bill 5305, looking to his relief, was introduced in National 
House of ee at the second session of the Fifty-third Congress, 
on os ae fore the Committee on Claims of that body, a copy of which 
as follows: 


“A bill granting muster and allowance of captain of cavalry to Michael 
Sheehy from June 13, 1864, to March 25, 1866. , 


“ Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secre’ of the Treasury be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Michael Sheehy, late of Company 
E, First ent Mi Cavalry Volunteers, the muster and pay and 
allowance of a captain of cav. from the 18th day of June, 1864, to the 25th 
= of March, 1 after deducting therefrom the pay and allowances he re- 
ceived as ponent of cavalry sae te same ro *: Therefore 

Resolved ( senate concurring), t the Senators and Representatives 
from Michigan in the next Congress be, and are erg requested to use 
every honorably means to secure the passage of the said bill, and thus aid in 
doing justice to one of Michigan's bravest soldiers, who promptly answered 
his country’s call in time of danger and need; an 

Be it further resolved, That the clerk of the house of representatives of this 
legislature be instructed to forward a copy of these resolutions to each Sena- 
tor and Representative-elect from Michigan to thte next ace. 

JOSEPH R. McLAUGHLIN, 


President tempore of the Senate. 
WILLIAM D. CORDON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, Department of State, ss: 


I, Joseph W. Selden, deputy secretary of state of the State of Michigan, do 
hereby ce’ that I ha the annexed copy of a concurrent reso- 
lution of the ture of the State of Michigan, on the 14th day of 
May, A. D. 1895, with the official daily journals of both the State senate and 
house of representatives of said date, and that it is a true and correct tran- 
script therefrom and of the whole of such concurrent resolution. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
= one State of Michigan on this 28th day of becember, in the year of our 


" JOS. W. SELDEN, 
Deputy Secretary of State. 
EXPLORATION OF THE OLYMPIC MOUNTAINS. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I have a letter addressed to me from the War 
Department, transmi a copy of the report of Lieut. Joseph 
P, O’Neil, Fourteenth Infantry, of his exploration of the Olympic 
Mountains, from June to October, 1890. It is a very interesting 
and important rt. I move that the letter be referred to 
the Select Commi on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
of Game, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a eye accompanied by a bill 
(8S. 1404) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to enlist addi- 
tional men for service in the United States Navy, and for other 
perpen which was read twice by its title. 

r. HALE. 1 ask-that the bill be printed with the accompany- 
ing — and go to the Calendar, simply stating that it is a very 
important measure, covering the enlistment of men needed in the 
Navy, and also in an emergency authorizing the recruiting from 
the Naval Militia and from forces outside, I shall call it up ata 
later day with the leave of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. The a requested will be done under the rule. 

Mr. GAL GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
ee oe reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

ereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 649) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 249 on to Charles E. Jones, reported it 
with am 

Mr. MORGAN, fro 


; Commi n Relations, to 
whom were referred the following report, memo 


, and resolu- 
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tion, asked to be dischar, 
that they be referred to 
of the Ni 





from their further consideration, and 
e Select Committee on the Construction 
Canal; which was agreed to: 

Annual report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
for the year 1895; : : 

Memorials of California fruit growers, favoring the building of 


the Nicaragua Canal; 

Memorial of citizens of Monterey, Cal., urging the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal; and 

Resolution of the Board of Trade of Ocala, Fla., favoring the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal by the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

ISSUE AND RECORDING OF COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Forei 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S.732) to regulate the 
issue and recording of the commissions of officers in several of the 
Departments, to report it without amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may be considered. It is reported unani- 
mously by the committee, and a short letter of the Secretary of 
State will show the importance of passing it now. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is a short letter from the Secretary of 
State. Let it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not include the Secretary of the In- 
terior in the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. The law already provides for the Interior Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The object of the bill is to allow each De- 
partment to make out and record and have in its own records the 
appointment of its own officers. That is all there is of it. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? _ : : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read once more. 

The Secretary again read the bill. ‘ ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the letter be read, which I think will 
explain the matter sufficiently. It is a brief letter. 

. SHERMAN. It is ashort letter. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 4, 1895. 
Srr: I have the honor toinform you that it is deemed desirable that this 
Department be relieved of the duty of issuing and recording the commissions 
of civil officers who are under the direction and control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, and it is believed the service will be improved by leg- 
islation which shail provide for the transfer of this duty to the Departments 
under which the officers Gye serve,as was done in the case “aye 
masters by act of March 18, 1874 (Statutes at Large, volume 18, p: 23); officers 
of the Interior Department by act of March 3, 1875 (Statutes at Large, volume 
18, page 420); and judicial officers, including marshals and United States at- 
torneys, by act of August 8, 1888 Statutes at Large, volume 25, page 387). 
I therefore uest that there intreduced to that end a bill of which a 
draft is inclosed herewith. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 
Hon. Jonn T. MoRGAN 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING FOR FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized to have printed 
and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee as it 
may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be consid- 
ered by said commi during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. MORRILL. This is the usual resolution that is passed in 
behalf of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont to the recent act, passed during the last Congress, regu- 

the public printing, which provides that no greater amount 
of printing for the Senate or House of Representatives, or a com- 
mittee of either House, or a Department, shall be made by an order 
of one House than will fall below the limit of $500in cost. Isuggest 
to the Senator from Vermont that in view of that law he would 
not be able, in all probability, to have theamount of printing done 
that is necessary for the Committee on Finance, and that the res- 
olution had better be referred to the Committee on Printing, so 
that a joint resolution may be brought in and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to the reference of the 
resolution, but the amount of printing required by the committee 
now or at any time will be exceedingly small. It may not cost $5. 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely called attention to the law for the 
information of the Senator. I myself have no objection to the 
resolution. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
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The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. ALBANS, VT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I wish to call up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 697) for the reconstruction of the United States custom- 
house and post-office building at St. Albans, Vt., destroyed by fire 
May 19, 1895. The bill was reported yesterday from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. Thedébrisof the burned 
buildings and parts of the walls are something of a nuisance in 
the principal streets of St. Albans, and in order to preserve a con- 
siderable amount of valuable materials for rebuilding it will be 
necessary to have the appropriation made at once. 

Mr. HALE. What is the order of business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further reports of 
committees the introduction of bills is next in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. There will be no debate; it is a short bill. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will wait until we get through 
with the routine businvss. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1405) authorizing the 
ee of law books for the use of the United States circuit and 
istrict courts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Healsointroduced a bill (S. 1406) regulating the salaries of watch- 
men in the Departments of the Government; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1407) granting a pension to 
William Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE. Before introducing the bill I hold in my hand I 
should like to say a few words. 

Despite the efforts of this branch of Congress and also the other, 
and despite the promises of the Washington Gas Light Company, 
the citizens of Washington and the District of Columbia are still 
paying $1.50 per thousand for gas. Notwithstanding the fact that 
some other large cities of the United States have gas furnished at 
$1 per thousand—— 

Mr. CULLOM. And less. 

Mr. KYLE. And notwithstanding the fact that certain cities 
in New England have gas furnished as low as 75 and 60 cents per 
thousand, and certain companies are agreeing to furnish gas at 50 
cents per thousand, and are making the statement that gas can be 
manufactured at 30 cents per thousand—notwithstanding these 
facts, I say, we are still paying in the District of Columbia $1.50 
per thousand for gas. 

I this morning introduce a bill which I introduced last year, 
proposing an incorporation supported by some of the strongest 
financial men this city and the United States afford. They are 
willing to give a guaranty that they will furnish gas for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, including Washington City, for 60 cents per 
thousand for the public buildings in this city and the District, and 
at 75 cents per thousand for the inhabitants of this city and the 
District. This » a will see is almost cutting the present rate in 
two in the middle. 

Some ae may think that a company can not furnish gas at 
this rate. I beg to assure the Senate and the Committee upon the 
District of Columbia that this company is manufacturing a gas 
by one of the best processes at present in use in the United States. 
It is in use at various points in the West and the East. I beg to 
assure the Senate also that the company is going to furnish a gas 
of 22 candlepower, according to its guaranty. The present Wash- 
ington Gas Light Company agrees to furnish a gas of 18 candle- 
power, but it has never gone beyond 16 candlepower. This com- 
pany guarantees 22-candlepower gas, and at the rate of 60 cents 

or the city and 75 cents for the inhabitants. As a guaranty of 
their good faith for the construction of this plant, they are will- 
ing to put up a bond of $200,000, and if that is not satisfactory 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia and the United 
States Congress, they are willing tomake their bond $500,000 or any 
amount that may be deemed necessary by the Congress of the 
United States. 

In introducing this bill for the consideration of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, I beg their most earnest and careful 
consideration that, if possible, they may bring in a bill, either this 
one by amendment or some other bill, that will deliver us from the 
thralldom, I might say, of the Washington Gas Light Company. I 
introduce the bill for reference to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1408) to incorporate the National Capital Gaslight, 
Heat, and Power Company of the District of Columbia was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire what is the function of the Select 
Committee on Corporations Organized in the District of Colum- 
bia. Thisis a bill (and I have one or two bills which I propose to 
introduce) for the incorporation of some persons here. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
Chair would state to the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
Senator introducing the bill asked that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. The question the Senator 

ropounds the Chair will not undertake to decide, as te what the 
| of the Select Committee on Corporations Organized in 
the District of Columbia may be. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to urge one policy or another in re- 

rd to the selection of a committee to which to refer such bills, 

t I should like to have some uniform policy pursued by the 
Senate. I supposed that the select committee was raised to deal 
with all such subjects. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that my impression is that the select committee was intended 
to examine into the affairs of the tions here, the details of 
the operations and the re made by the rations, and not 
a matter of this kind, which I think should go to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a biil (8S. 1408) providing for the con- 
struction and equipment of two steam revenue cutters for service 
on the Great Lakes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1410) providing for the construc- 
tion and equipment of two steam revenue-cutters for service on 
the Pacific Coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduced the last bill after consulting with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHEL], not desiring to take 
any jurisdiction whatever of the business of the Pacific re 
desire to have read, so that it may go into the Rrecorp, a letter 
from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury in reference to the 
two bills I have introduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

Mr. CULLOM., It is a personal letter to me, but I think it is 
—o. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 7, 1896. 


My Dear Srp: In reply to your letter of the 6th instant, I beg to say: 
First. ‘The number and character of Government boats on the Great 


Lakes.” 
Answer. There are two revenue cutters at t on the Great Lakes— 


the steamer Johnson, stationed at Milwaukee, ; the 
Detroit, Mich., and 


SoS Johnson 

wooden vessel, built in ; cost originally $92,000, and has cost 

eS eee Swann oe ,000. This vessel is not now 
worth furt 


The Fessenden is a side-wheel vessel, iron hull, is a good vessel of her class, 
but of obsolete type. 

The Calumet is a small eS a new, and designed for har- 
el ov and anchorage work at the port of cago, where she is now sta- 

ioned. 

Second. ‘‘ Whether the revenue cutter Perry is pow.cn Gute on the Lakes, 
or whether it has been taken away for service on the Pacific ” 
A The ered fvemn Late 


nswer. aoe aes service to the Pacific last 
to reenforce the fleet of cutters there for the 
Bering Sea. The Perry wasof the Bering Sea the past season,and is now 


temporarily at San Francisco. 

Third. “I will be glad if you will inform me whether or not, in the judg- 
yaunt of the Senses y Depasmnen’ pave ‘ht not to be an additional num- 
ber of revenue cutters for upon the Lakes; and if so, 
what number?” 

Answer. It is the opinion of the Department that at least two revenue cut- 

tional to the 1 


Ohio, should 
Lakes. In view of the advance in 
construction of iron steel vesse 


Your suggestion 
vided for Lake service is in perfect accord with the 


nt. 
I beg to say further, in reply to the inquiry of your letter, that an 
additional number of revenue cu’ be constructed for servi 
= wreck. poet 
some 
to properly meet the service 
on the Pacific Coast should be of size, general 
imensions, and capacity to enable them to take and the sea under all 

“Sas not less than 2,500 


fully, yours, 
©. 8. HAMLIN, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. 8. M. Cunzom, U. 8. 8. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. oo the relief of J 
W. Parish; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Oo CAPPER RY (by est) introduced a bill (8.1412) for th 
r. (by requ n a . ‘or the 
relief of Mrs. any eemen widow of Joseph & Shannon, de- 
ceased, and administratrix of his estate, and to provide for the 
payment of the value of the steamboat A. W. Gronvter: 
——— twice by its title, and referred to th 
ims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1418) to relieve 
F. Church from the ch oF desestion: Seuavar makteie ie 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. ad tetos by ib tie, and to Emma 
Brough Gerard; which was read by and, with the 
“Mir, LODGE fntroduced a bill (3. 1410) relating to the liab 
Mr. a bill (S. 1415) relating to the liability 


JANUARY 8, 


of employers in the District of Columbia to make compensation 

for personal injuries suffered by employees in their service; which 

poy are twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1416) providing for the preferment 
of = of employees in cases of i ent, execution, in pay- 
ment by receivers, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8.1417) to regulate the 
employment of labor on public buildings and public grounds be. 
longing tothe District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1418) for the relief of Charles Speare: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ: 


on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1419) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the city of 
Chamberlain, 8. Dak.; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

zr. RMAN introduced a bill (S. 1421) for the relief of Henry 
R. Walton, administrator of John Walton, deceased; which wis 
read twice by ie title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1422) fixing the 
times when, regulating the manner in which, and declaring tho 
character of the accounts between the United States and the sv. 
eral public-land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
and other disposition of the public lands made and to be maid. 
aed 7 _ Scaeacs Ceotiteeant —_ eae a — and 
certi the ent for payment; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1423) to protect the wages of 
seamen; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1424) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the mar- 
ing of vessels’ namesat bow and stern, and also to provide for mark- 
ing the draft,” approved February 21, 1891; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to tho 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced abill (S. 1425) to con- 
fer jurisdiction on the Court of Private Land Claims to try and 
determine a title; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr, GORDON ioe tore) introduced a bill (8S. 1426) for the 
relief of Rosella Rachel Wyatt, of Bryan County, Ga.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (8S. 1427) to provide for promot- 
i William N. Tisdall, United States Army, now on the 

, to the rank of major; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 01 


a Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (8.1428) granting to the Wash- 
ington Cooling Company the right to lay pipes for the distribution 
of materials for refrigerating purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney S. 
Jordan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. Edward C., Carter, 
assistant surgeon, United States Army, to accept medals from the 
British Government, was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to offer and have read at the desk sev- 
eral amendments to House bill 2904 which I intend to propos. 
7 them be read for information and printed and lie on tle 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments are printed under 
Goze rule. The amendments will be read. 


to House bill No. 2904 by Mr. BuTLER: 
striking out in line 11, after the word “be,” the words 
current crpences of the Government,” and in- 
the words “covered the re 1 
py Ss eu the following 
sections, to be known as sections 4 and 5: 


“Seo 4. That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States 
without further authority of Congress, is hereby 


, when redeeming United States 


id notes issued under the 
ufdating the ‘ 
coin is b be 
the 








1896. 


said coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to 





pay the 
same in silver coin until the market value of 412} ins of otmnanrd aliver 
shail be equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold; and said 
notes, commonly called nbacks, when so redeemed, shall be reissued, as 
provided by the act of May 31, 1878.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the Senin resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate until otherwise pro- 
vided for. 

INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its ref- 
erence té the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 
stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appoin by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee to continue during the coming recess of Co the investigations 
authorized by the resolutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority and in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the pursuance of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, Indian schools poate. in whole or in part by the Government, 
and the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
the opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investiga- 
tions. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine messes under 
oat toacniag the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such place or 
places as they may determine; and the necessary and oe expense in- 
curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It will have to be referred 
afterwards to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 

mses of the Senate, the Chair would suggest tothe Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iso understand it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask now to call up the bill for the recon- 
struction of the United States custom-house and post-office build- 
ing at St. Albans, Vt., a by fire May 19, 1895. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Vermont in afew moments. Are there further con- 
current or other resolutions? 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, whos be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from 
the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until 
otherwise provided for. 


wer to send 


TARIFF ACTS. 
Mr, MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to have all the 


acts heretofore apenas a mares im g duties on imports printed and 
bound in one volume; 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. There is a resolution lying on the table subject to 
be called up at any time, asking for certain information from the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, presented by request 
of the labor associations. If there be no objection on the part of 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, at 
whose instance the resolution was laid over, I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further concurrent or 
other resolutions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to expedite business I will move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. Senators are probably conscious of 
what I have in view when I state that I believe it would expe- 
dite business if an early adjournment could be had to-day. Ithink 
it would probably facilitate business. I do not wish to displace 
any gentlemen who have the floor for to-day; let them take it to- 
morrow. I submit a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I should like—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable ex- 
— unanimous consent. 

: . STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the motion be 


cow rag for an hour, so as to allow me to deliver the speech I in- 
to make to-day. ‘ 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent to express the hope 
that the Senator from Nevada will not insist upon occupying an 
hour of the time of the Senate this morning. he motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to adjourn is a proper recognition of the great 
historic event which this the 8th day of January commemorates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair could not hear the 
suggestion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I could not hear the suggestions made. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Ohio withhold his motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. WHITE. Some timeago I gave notice that I wouldaddress 
the Senate with reference to certain suggested changes in the rules 
of this body. I have not had occasion to do so heretofore, and 
give notice that I will to-morrow morning make such observations 
as seem ap »site. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
9, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 
David A. Adams, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Scott and State of Kentucky. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 8, 1896. 
The House met at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CoupEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

proved. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to have 


“~ 


printed and bound whatever documentsand papers may be necessary for the 
use of said committee. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the resolution? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is the amount limited? 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Itisunlimited. This is the usual resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 

BUSINESS BEFORE NAVAL COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I also ask, Mr. Speaker, for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or such of the subcommittees 
as they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions of the 
House during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, joint 
resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of the 
United States court-house and post-office building at Mankato, 
Minn.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for filling vacancy on Board of 
Regents of Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries; 

A bill (S. 1340) to repeal in and to limit section 3480 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. * providing for the completion of the 
Congressional Library building. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in addition to the number authorized by resolution adopted De- 
cem ber 30, 1895, 600 copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and 600 copies of the report of 


the Assistant Inspector-General of State Homes, for the use of Congress, 200 
copies of each report to be for the use of the Senate and 40 copies of each re- 
port for the use of the House of Representatives. 

essage also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


the House of Representatives to the concurrent 


The m 
amendment of 
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resolution to print 6,000 extra copies of Senate Document No. 226, 
first session Fiftieth Congress, relating to the Venezuela bound- 
ary, etc. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SKINNER, until Monday next, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MCKENNEY, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SouTHwWICck, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. LEFEVER, for ten days, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. Raney, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Tucker, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Evans, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


ADMISSION OF HAWAII AS A STATE, 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at this time 
a joint resolution for reference to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, and ask unanimous consent to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It can be filed with the Clerk. 

Mr. SPALDING. I would like to have it read — for the 
information of the House. I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be read prior to its reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the reading of a resolution and its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was read at length, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how this 
matter comes before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan rose and asked 
unanimous consent to have the resolution read for information 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. To that re- 
quest there was no objection. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. It is not now before the House for 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Not for consideration. 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have printed 
and bound whatever documents and papers may be necessary for the use of 
said committee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. § er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents, for the use of said committee, 
as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be 
considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before consent is given, I wish to make an 
ep in regard to thismatter. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, what 
kind of printing and binding is contemplated by the resolution 
which is now before the House. 

It looks to me as if this resolution and resolutions of a similar 
character that we have been ing confer an authority on the 
committees of the House which may become a very dangercus 
one. As I understand the law, a to the amount of $500 
with reference toa particular subject may be indulged in under 
a resolution of the House. 

Under such a resolution as this, as I understand it, the gentle- 
man on | on each day have $500 worth of printing done, to be de- 
termined by him or by his committee. It looks to me as if that 
were an unwise authority to confer, and yet we have been doing 
it from time to time. Ihave been hoping that some gentleman 
would explain the matter, so that the House could understand 
whether this view of it is erroneous or not. 

Mr. HOCKER. Mr. Speaker, so far as the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors is concerned, there will be no disposition or desire 
on the part of that committee to indulge in any such amount of 
printing as suggested by the gentleman. I understand this is the 
usual resolution that has been offered and agreed to for each of 
the committees, All that it is desired to have printed and bound 
for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is simply the reports of 
the engineer, which are necessary for the work of the committee 
in considering the different projects throughout the country. 
They are to be ee and bound, one set for each member; and, 
in addition to that, a small memorandum book. It is my under- 
standing that that is all the printing and binding that are neces- 
aary for that committee. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee—— 

— PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me a 
wor 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the law—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwas going to say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HookEr] that my understanding of the law is that un- 
der a resolution of this kind the committee would not be author- 
ized to have printing done to exceed $500. 

Mr. HOOKER. For the entire session. 

Mr. PERKINS. For the whole Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Debate on this side of the House must be with 
the consent of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson]. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. PER S. My understanding is that the printing for the 
committee for the entire Congress can not exceed $500 under 
this resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, if I yield the floor, I must 
insist upon hearing what gentlemen are saying. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman from Tennessee will excuse 
me, I was undertaking to give some information to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HooKEr]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee” will 
yield for that meron. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘“ The gentleman from Iowa” will soon yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Now, in the view which I have stated, Mr. Speaker, it appears 
to me that the House can not be extravagant, and that the com- 
mittee can not order printing to exceed the amount of $500 during 
the entire session, under this resolution. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 


[Mr. cee). Laue.) 

Mr. RICHAR . The gentleman from Iowa has said, and 
probably said better than I could, about what I desired to say, 
that this leave to a committee to print, as I understand it, ealy 
gives permission to — within the limit of $500. 

Mr. PERKINS. t was the statement I was making, in my 
feeble ver ae ae my feeble voice. 

Mr. RI DSON. AsI understand it, neither House, with- 
out the action of the other,can order printing beyond $500, and 
therefore it could not authorize a committee to go Soinied $500. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if my friend will permit me for 
one moment, he is clearly in error upon this subject. There is 
not in the statute any limitation upon a committee to the session. 
The limitation of is with reference to the particular act of 

rinting, and not a limitation extending over months of time. 
e gentleman might as well say that the House can only author- 
ize $500 worth of printing during the entire session as to say that 
the statute imposes any such limitation upon a committee. The 
limitation is as to a = order for printing. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under asingle resolution. Under one resolu- 
tion, not to exceed $500. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But this is a continuing resolution. A part 
of the authority may be exercised to-day, part of it to-morrow, 
and part of it next week. There is no question about it, Mr. 
8 er, but that under this resolution any one of the committees 
of this: House having this authority may, under the law, daily 
authorize an expenditure of $500 for printing. I do not intend to 
intimate that any extravagance of that kind would be indulged in, 
but it is not the proper kind of legislation, after we have taken the 
trouble, by law, to hedge the actions of the House. When we 
control ourselves in this way, making a bill necessary in order 
that more than $500 worth of printing may be done, it is improper 
that we should give to committees the right to exceed that, or to 
equal that sum, — en the session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. r. Speaker, the criticism of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] seems to be well founded, but he 
will find, and other gentlemen will find, that if any committee 
undertakes to exceed $500 under such a resolution as this it will 
be stopped at the Government Printing Office. The Public Printer 
construes a resolution of this sort to mean that it gives the com- 
mittee authority to print within $500. These resolutions have 
been so construed heretofore. I have not interposed objections to 
any of these resolutions. They have been usual; but it seems to 
me, Mr. § er, while I have not examined the REcorD, that we 
are extending this privilege this session to committees that have 
not had the privilege heretofore. . 

Now, it is right and proper, eminently so, I think, for commit- 
tees that have charge of appropriation bills, committees that have 
to make up a g2e came ge upon estimates furnished by the De- 
partments and otherwise, to have this right and discretion to print 
within a reasonable limit; but I do not think it ought to be ex- 
tended beyond where it has heretofore been.used. I donot object 
to this, and shall not object; but I do not think it ought to be ex- 
tended too far. I think the gentleman from Iowa will find that 
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there will be no exercise of the right to print beyond the limit of 
at the Government Printing Office. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors to ask unanimous consent that that com- 
mittee may have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors may 
have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chairs hears none. 


VENEZUELAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I Wiesent a memorial adopted 
by the Welsh ple in their National Eisteddfod, held in the city 
of Utica, N. Y. on the ist of January, 1896, favoring the settle- 
ment of the Venezuelan question by diplomacy or arbitration, and 
I ask that it may be printed in the REcorpD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to printing the memorial in the 
RecorpD. I do not know what it is, but it is contrary to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


SECTION 39809 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back the bill (H. R. 272) toamend 
section 3980 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and move 
its reference to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the correction of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


PAYMENTS OUT OF THE CONTINGENT FUND OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication of the Clerk: 
e Clerk read as follows: 


CLERK’S OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 7, 1896. 
Sir: The late disbursing clerk of the House of Representatives has called 
my attention to four resolutions which were passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, directing the payment of certain amounts out of the contingent 
fund of the House, and also to certain accounts against the House remaining 
unpaid for the reason that there were not sufficient funds remaining unex- 
pended out of which to pay and satisfy the same, which letter I submit here- 
with for such action as the House may deem proper. 
Respectfully submitted. 


A. McDOWELL, 
’ Clerk House of Representatives. 
Hon. THoMAS B. REED, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the letter of the Clerk, 
with the accompanying letter, will be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules, 
not having finished the work on the rules, will not be able to re- 
port to-day, but hope to do so to-morrow; and as the work is now 
infinished, I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion for 
a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I withdraw the motion for a moment. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Harri- 
SON, desires to be relieved from service on the Election Committee 
No. 2, because his own seat is contested. Without objection, he 
will be relieved, and the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. BAILEY, in his place. 

There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the | 


House do now adjourn. ; 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 42 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of State requesting an 
immediate appropriation for the purchase of the premises occu- 
pied by the United States legation at cre Japan—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an abstract of the official emoluments of officers of the cus- 
toms service received by them during the fiscal year ended June 
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30, 1895—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDSON, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 25) to extend the time for 
making an assessment of real estate in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 19); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oho following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WOOD (by request): A bill (H.R. 3447) for the better 
protection of post-oftices in all places, towns, and cities having a 
population of less than 20,000 inhabitants—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H.R.3448) authorizing 
the county of Navajo, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the 
construction of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 3449) to facilitate the construc- 
tion and maintenance of telegraph cables in the Pacific Ocean for 
the use of the Government in its foreign intercourse—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 3450) providing a service 
pension to all honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of 
the military and naval services of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 3451) to revive and reenact the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the building of arailroad bridge 
at Little Rock, Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 3452) prohibiting the dropping, 
suspending, or reducing of pensions, and providing for the resto- 
ration of pensions already dropped, suspended, or reduced in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 3453) to improve Jefferson Bar- 
racks, and making an appropriation therefor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 3454) toregulate promotions and 
dismissals in the Executive Departments at Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 3455) to establish a classifica- 


| tion division in the United States Patent Office—to the Committee 


on Patents. 
By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 3456) to provide for special 


| terms at the city of Buffalo of the United States district court for 


= northern district of New York—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr, BELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3457) to change the time 
and places for the district and circuit courts of the northern dis- 
trict of Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 3458) to purchase a portrait of Dan- 
iel D. Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H.R. 3459) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 


| secure the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 


and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both 
in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain of the railroads, and to secure to the 
United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
a therein mentioned—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 3460) for the relief of applicants 
for pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, and granting pensions 
in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3461) to constitute the Depart- 
ment of Labor an Executive Department of the United States 
Government—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in 
— of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

By Mr. TYLER (by request): A bill (H. R.3463) providing for 
te retirement of wagonmasters—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3464) to amend 
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sections 2 and 3 of an act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, 
approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


inter cla lause 20f Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were 1 

The bill (H. R. 1271) to com te Elihu Root for legal services 
rendered by direction of the Attorney-General—Committee on the 
as discharged, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
5 The bill (H.R.1871) to appl iy the unexpended balance of the 
amount heretofore appropriated for the relief of the captain, own- 
ers, officers, and crew of the late United States private armed 
brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, 
agents, or assigns—Committee on the Judici jary discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R, 2220) granting a pension to Kate C. McDougal— 
Committee on Naval Affairs ened and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fone. 

The bill (H. ae @ pension Christiana C, 

1een, widow of Walter Queen, sont atatiral United States Navy— 
Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2971) direc the Quartermaster-General to 
settle with the McMinnville and-Manchester Railroad Company, 
and for other p Jommittee on the 5 ees discharged, 

and referred to the Committee on War Claims 

The bill (H. R. 272) to amend section 3980 of the Revised Stat- 

utes of the United States—Committee on the Judiciary dis- 
choses and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


The bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of A. H. Keller—Committee 
on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

The bili (H.R. 1023) for the relief of A. 8. Hardin, administra- 
tor of Thomas Wai late of Hardin County, Tenn.— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

The bill (H. R. 1024) for relief of Dr. J. D. Geiser, of Savan- 
nah, Hardin County, Tenn.—Committee on Mili Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Cl 

The bill ats R. 2021) for the relief of Eugene Callaher—Com- 


mittee on ee Affairs discharged, and ame to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2222) ont an honorable to John 
‘Tredenick—Committee Affairs di , and re- 


ferred to the Gananiaes ¢ i Naval Affairs, 
aan = (H.R. bet to remove the charge of desertion from the 
Payne—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
pw and real to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 1111) for the relief of William E, Keene—Com- 
mittee on Mili discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval 

The bill (H. R. 2411) to pension Amanda F. Walter—Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause - of Rule XXTI, eae bills of the following 
and referred as follows: 


titles were 
BELL of Texne: A bill (H. RB. 3465) gran 


By Mr. B oreo 
h Coffman—to the Committee on 


“i Mn BISHOE. : e R. a ting a 
ag owe her 
E. Slater, guardian « of of Nathaniol Reed—to the 
ee GE R. raid Pensions msion to Mary E. Slate: 
0, & & pension r— 
to the Committee on Tavalld Pensions 
By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 3468) for the relief of Alvin 
Adam Young—to the Commi on Milizary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) for relief of Robert McKown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 3470) 
for therelef of Arra M. Farnsw —to the Committee on Indian 
airs 
By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H.R. ore _—_ 
relief of Winyaw Lodge, No. 40, Ancient Free Masons, of 
Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. eters oe bill (H.R. 3472) to correct the military 
to the Commi Affairs. 
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—* Mr. HUBBARD: A bill R. 3475) to amend the record of 
Company C, Ninth Regiment uri State Militia, by including 
the name of Alfred H, Tipton therein, with the date of his e nlist- 
we and date of his discharge—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill og out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in t - Woody—to the 
Comeniites on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. B. 3477) forthe relief of Hibbard 
Williamson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, 8.3478) for the relief of Mrs. Kate C. Welsh, of 
Mount’ Sterling, ay -—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( 8479) for the relief of the legal representa- 
a of John’ Waldron, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Emily A, 
Mann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing— 
to the Committee on Invalid ey rages 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) — a pension to Maggie Dono- 
van—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) granting a pension to Sarah Gregory— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8484) panting a pension to Russell N. Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8485) granting an honorable di 
charge to James Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affair 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 3486) granting a pension to 
Benjamin Contal, of Blair, Nebr.—to the Comunittee on Invalid 

n 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H,. R. 3487) for the relief of J. V. 
Davis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Alexander 
Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cay 
alry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 3489) for the 
relief of the estate of Tapley kwith—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) for the relief of J.W. and J. P. Hall— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3491) to correct a record of William Wi! 
son—to the Committee on Military Affa’ 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. z.. 3492) for the relief - 

McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal.—to the Committee « 
the Lands. 


By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 3493) for the relief of Robert 
Burton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

oat Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Fran 

. Roberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

pee Mr. SHANNON (by request): A bill (H.R. 3495) granting a 
pension to Isabella Clary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H.R. 3496) for relief of Oliver Dodye 

and to place him upon the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 3497) to restore the pension of 
a Epright, United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 
Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 8498) for the relief of Capt. W il- 
liam ey gaan States Army, retired—to the Committee 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3499) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Foss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 3500) toauthorize the adjustment 
and wenn accounts of John Y. Williams—to the Committee 


Bie | ae Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3501) ti 
nting a pension to 
James F. Mead—to the ttee on Invalid | Rees 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) granting a m to Mrs. Francis A. 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, @ bill (H. R. 3503) to correct the military record of Elisha 
B.  Bassott—to yA Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 3504) gran pane o. a ae to Cleona E. 
Gdinee—to Mine mittee oe Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) granting a eles to Franklin W. 
Wright—to the yoy on Invalid Pensions. 


R. 3476) to carry 
case of Henry T 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8506) a pension to Hannah Seward— 
to the Committee on Inv: Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 3507 


ee ting a pension to Frank Mead—to 

Pensions. 

ios a bill moses to Isaiah H. Mitch- 
—to the 


= oS. S. B68) grant 


record of Thomas ttee on Also, ja bill Et R. 3509) ite & pansion 00 Sceeph Hi. Failes— 
Also, a bill er evheN ee eet from | to the Tnvalid Pensions 
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the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of James K, Bowman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3513) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Hen- 
derson and children—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H.R.3514) granting an honorable 
discharge to John J. Johnson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 3515) for the relief of 
James Gilmore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Paynter, widow of Christian Paynter, deceased, late second 
lieutenant Company D, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war 
with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3517) for the relief of George Heishman—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3518) for the relief of David Melton—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) for the relief of John R. Watson—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3520) for the relief of Allen W. Philips—to | 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) granting apension to Mrs. Ellen Quinn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3522) granting a pension to Handy Deputy— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) granting a pension to Sarah L. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) — a pension to Mrs. Nancy 
Thurman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) granting a pension to Mary J. Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) granting increase of pension to Lieut. 
Col. James B. Meriweather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) granting a pension to David B. Salts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) granting a pension to Thomas Bradley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Peter Wendell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to Dennis Sheedy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) granting a pension to Lucy Nichols— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8533) granting a pension to Catharine Pee— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) to remove the charge of desertion from 
John Dickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) to reimburse the city of New Albany, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 3536) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Gramm, of Ironton, Ohio—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


ae 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XX1M, the following pions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Four petitions, severally, of 103 citizens of 

West Elizabeth, 98 citizens of Washington County, 80 citizens of 
Biack Diamond, Allegheny County, and 100 citizens of Boston, 
Allegheny County, Pa., in favor of free navigation of the Monon- 
gahela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of George G. Meade Post, No. 1, 
Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of reviving the rank of 
Lieutenant-General in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition of Andrew Harris and 
others, of Barry County, Mo., praying for an amendment to the pen- 
sion law of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition for the relief of 
Winyah Lodge, No. 40, A. F. M., of South Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, four resolutions, severally, of the Chamber of Commerce, 
the Cotton Exchange, Young Men’s Business League, and the city 
council of Charleston, S. C., favoring the passage of the bill to 

rovide fortifications and other seacoast defenses, introduced by 
aioe SQuirE—to the Committee on oo ; 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition and affidavits of ion Martin et al. 
for pension, to accompany House bill No. 2686—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition and evidence in support of House bill No. 1307, to 
correct the ey scone of Monroe Blackburn—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 3 

Also, evidence in support of House bill No. 1306, to increase 
the pension of Benjamin F. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Letter of the tna Life In- 
surance Company of Hartford, Conn., in reference to ._proposed 
legislation on the jurisdiction of United States courts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of William Fearnot and 
135 others, inmates of the Soldiers’ Home at Marion, Ind., asking 
for an additional pension of $10 per month to such inmates of 
the Home as desire to and will live outside of the Home—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Paper from citizens of the Fourth 
Congressional district of Connecticut, proposing an amendment to 
section 1491 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: Memorial of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, 
in reference to the national quarantine station at Sapelo, Ga.—to 
the Committee on | oy omen 

Also, memorial of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, in reference 
to the anchorage in the harbor at Savannah, Ga.--to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Resolutions passed by the city council of 
the city of Charleston, S. C., asking that Congress support the bill 
introduced by Senator SquirE December 4, 1895, to provide forti- 
fications and other seacoast defenses—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of William H. Robinson, of Fau- 
quier County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

lso, papers to accompany House bill No. 561, relating to the 
claim of Jane Taylor, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Three petitions, respectively, from the First 
Baptist Church of Rockland, the First Baptist Church of West 
Newton, and the Ruggles Street Baptist Church of Roxbury, Bos- 
ton, Mass., against the appropriation of public money for the sup- 
port of sectarian Indian schools—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Three petitions, res ctively, of citizens of 
San Marcos, San Antonio, and Houston, Tex., asking Congress to 
accord belligerent rights to the people of Cuba—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHANNON (by request): Petition of Isabella Clary for 
the age of a special act to grant her a pension, as the widow 
of James Clary, late private Company K, Seventy-second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr.SIMPKINS: Petitions of residents of Harwich, Chatham, 
Orleans, and others for the clearing of the channel connecting Salt 
Pond, in the town of Harwich, with Vineyard Sound, to prevent its 
closing, at present used as anchorage of light-house tenders and 
fishing boats—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Kennedy Post, No. 490, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, in relation to dependent pension claim of 
Mary Katz, of Mount Holly, Pa. (H. R.3328)—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: Twopetitions of E. J. Ruland, A. N. Jordan, 
and other citizens of West Liberty, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 58, providing for the inspection of immigrants— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany a bill granting an hon- 
o> discharge to J hat. Johnson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of the estate of Isaac M. Hicks, 
of Bibb County, Ala., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 





THURSDAY, January 9, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.eury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MONEY ISSUES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, acknowledging the receipt of 
a resolution of the 31st ultimo calling for a statement containing 
a copy of each obligation issued by the Government since March 
4, 1789, with a reference by title and date to the laws, respectively, 
authorizing such issues, and showing the amount of each issue, 
etc., and respectfully informing the Senate that the information 
called for is being prepared and will be transmitted as soon as 
possible; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a petition of the National Federa- 
tion of Colored Men, of Detroit, Mich., praying that they be 
granted the right of citizenship due them as native-born citizens 
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of the United States. I move that the petition be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of Athen Green, of 
Bakersville, N. C., a volunteer in sonar ©, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Cavalry, praying that he allowed arrears of 

nsion at the rate of $10 per month; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN | we sae, | a petition of the executive board of 
the Young Men’s Business League of Charleston, 8. C., and a pe- 
tition of the city council of Charleston, 8. C., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide fortifications and other sea- 
coast defenses; which were referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the Thirty-second Ward Republican Club 
of Chicago, Il., praying thatthe Government of the United States 
use its best efforts to prevent further outrages on the Armenians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I also present a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Beardstown, Ill., remonstrating against the p of Senate bill 
No. 291 to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to vessels p lied by steam, gas, fluid, 
naphtha, or motor. I call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce to this memorial. There seem to be a 
great —_ ———— against the passage of that bill. 

Mr. FRYE. A perfect shower. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will be so amended as not to in- 
terfere with the ordinary little pleasure naphtha launches that are 
in use about the cities. 

Mr. FRYE. It may pereere be as well to state that I have no 
idea that there will be the least na on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report a bill which shall affect the little 
naphtha _e launches and yachts. The committee may re- 
port a bill which shall affect vessels carrying freight and passen- 
gers for hire, running now from 25 tons up to 150 tons, utterly 
regardless of all the rules which provide for and control other ves- 
sels of the same kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was aware that the chairman of the com- 
mittee desired to report such a bill as he has indicated, and I 
thought perhaps if he would make the statement to the Senate he 
has made it might satisfy those who are uneasy lest an improper 
bill ae be pee 

Mr. GALLINGER. On this point I desire simply to say that 
Iam gratified to hear the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. I have had a flood of letters on this sub- 
ject from parties in New England owning little launches, and it 
wili be a great gratification to them to know that they are not to 
_ be put to annoyance and expense. 

r. HAWLEY. I wish to aska question. I am very glad, 
likewise, to hear the statement, because I have had letters also. 
What is the necessity for a law? Does the existing statute apply 
to steam and sail only? 

Mr. FRYE. To steam and sail only. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So that the proposed legislation is nec ? 

Mr. FRYE. Therefore these launches are not subject to the 
ordinary laws of the road, to the requirements for carrying life- 
preservers, boats, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the ins ion of boilers? 

Mr. FRYE. And the inspection of boilers. They are relieved 
from all of those requirements. It is all well enough when they 
are simply little pleasure launches where the owners themselves 
run them and where they do not carry passengers or freight, but 
especially on the California coast they are building y such 
launches of 100 and 150 tons. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I know. 

Mr. FRYE. And they are carrying freight and carrying pas- 
sengers. Vessels of that kind must subject to the ordinary 
rules which provide for safety at sea. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that I have received a great many 
communications from owners of small pleasure yachts on the coast 
of Florida, and I am glad to hear the remarks of the Senator from 
Maine, because I do not think that any legislation ought to be en- 
acted which would be disadvantageous to the owners of yachts 
which are not used in the ordinary business of commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to add a single observation to what has 
been said. The people upon the Atlantic coast of Florida and the 
Gulf coast are very largely interested in the proposed law. 
have also received a great many requests (and have stated the 
matter to the chairman of the ttee on Commerce and to 
the ay pe that they should be exempted, as it has been de- 
clared they will be, from the operation of such a law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of G. A. Plens and sundry 
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 


J ANUARY 9, 


_Mr. DANTEL eet resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
citizens of Falls Church, Va., and resolutions adopted at a meet- 
ing of citizens of South Boston, Va., favoring energetic measures 
for the prevention of outrages on the Armenians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the bar of 
Roanoke, Va., praying Congress to secure one term annually of 
the United States district court at that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Business Men’s Association of Newport News, Va., 
praying for the passage of the bill introduced by the Senator from 

ashington [Mr. SqvIRE] providing for fortifications and other 
seacoast defenses. 

Mr. President, I hope I may be indulged, by unanimous consent, 
to say just a word respecting these resolutions. The number of 
petitions which have been sent to the Senate in favor of a libe:al 
provision by Congress for fortifications and seacoast defenses 
attests the general interest which our people feel in this subject. 
From Norfolk, Va., San Diego, Cal., ttle, Charleston, Savan- 
nah, New York, and almost all of our seaboard cities the number 
of resolutions that have flowed in upon us shows that our people 
feel some sense of alarm in view of the rumors of war which have 
reached their ears. While I think the apprehensions are perhaps 
overstrained, and that it is quite likely none of those cities will 
ever be bombarded, the petitions show that the American people 
realize that this nation ought to be fully equipped and prepared 
for its own defense. 

A bill, 1 understand, making ample provision for that purpose 
has been introduced, and I seize this occasion in presenting these 
resolutions to express the hope that the present Congress will see 
to it, as I have no doubt it will, that this country prepares itself 
for whatever emergency may happen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BACON presented a es of the Cotton Exchange of 
Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation maintain- 
ing the present depth of water in the channel of the Savannah 
River and to create a port of safety for the merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Brunswick, 
Ga., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing additional defenses 
for the harbor at that city; which were referred to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation furnishing 
adequate accommodations for vessels which, under quarantine 
regulations, are required to be sent to the quarantine station for 
the South Atlantic, at Sapelo; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. A. M. Hollings- 
worth, of Allegany County, Md., praying that she be reimbursed 
for stores and — taken by the military forces of the United 
States from the farm of Harriet B. Hollingsworth, in Frederick 
County, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Louise Stewart, widow of 
George B. Stewart, deceased, of Anne Arundel County, Md., pray- 
ing that she be reimbursed for puppies and stores taken in that 
county by the mili forces of the United States for their use 
during the war for the suppression of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 54) for the relief of Ezra S.. Havens; 

bill (S. 56) for the relief of John M. Davis; 
bill (S. 57) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 
ill (S. 58) for the relief of John 8. Neet, jr.; 

(8. 59) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

(8. 60) for the relief of George A. Orr; and 
1 (8S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8.360) for the relief of or & Chick; and 

A bill (8.361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller. 

Mr. FRYE, the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted thereon: 

A bill (8. 565) providing for the establishment and enforcement 
of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of United 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





States canals and similar works of navigation, and for other pur- 
poses; and 
A bill (8. 564) 
certificates 0 
“— FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (8.661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade, 


ee for the collection of fees for furnish- 
title to vessels. 


rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. MURPHY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Miami, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 153) authorizing the 
persons herein named _ to accept of certain decorations and testi- 
monials from the late Hawaiian Government, to report it without 
amendment, with a recommendation for its passage. A similar 
bill was ed by the Senate in the last Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed onthe Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to settle the claims of the legal representatives of S. 
W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, 
Ind. T., for services and expenses, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by himself on the 8th instant, authorizing 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to continue investigation during 
recess of Congress and visit the several Indian reservations, etc., 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 130) for the erection of an eques- 
trian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, 
N. H., reported it with amendments. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS, 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report back 
favorably the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice], with an accompanying report. I ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

e concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Brick December 
9, 1895, was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, of the annual report of the Commissioner of Railroads for the 
ne cones, paper covers, with appendices, for the use of 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment, please. Have any copies been 
printed for the use of the Senate and the House? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. If the Secretary will read the report that 
will tell the whole story. It is short. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution, introduced by Mr. Brice, authorizing the 

rinting of 1,500 extra copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of 

Railroads for the year 1895, with appendixes, for the use of the Commis- 
sioner of Railroads. 


The Commissioner of Railroads, under date of November 25, 1895, in a letter 
addressed to Senator CALVIN BRIcg, and referred by him to this committee, 
says: “The number of copies printed heretofore for public official use has 
been 2,500. Under the law enacted by the Fifty-third Congress relative to 
the printin of public documents, which provides that no more than 1,000 
copies of a bureau report should be printed without the authority of Con- 
gress, requisition was duly made through the Department for the printing 
ofthatnumber. * * * The number of copies of the report authorized to 
2° i under the new law will be wholly insufficient to supply the 

e ee 

Tn a later communication from the Commissioner's office it is stated that 
it “has not been possible to supply the press of the country with copies of 
the report, as heretofore, and oe as well as official requests therefore 
await compliance.”’ Speaking of the value of the report, the Commissioner 
says: “ As the subject-matter of the report is of considerable importance, 
Pincing a settlement of the debts of the Pacific railroad —— to the 

nited States, and as the information contained therein is thought to be 
ee and exhaustive, the necessity for printing the extra copies will be 
obvious.’ 

The committee, to whom the resolution was referred, after carefully con- 
sidering the same and fully weighing the recommendations of the Commis. 
sioner, rt the resolution back with the recommendation that it do s. 

The cont of the printing, as per the estimate of the Public Printer, will be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not offering any objection, but simply 
call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Printing 
to the fact that this isa step in setting aside the printing law, 
which was so carefully prepared and so ably urged by the distin- 

ished Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Manderson, who retired at 

close of the last Congress. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


re 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I present the 
report of operations during the month of December, 1895, upon 
repairs and enlargement of the Government Printing Office and 
the erection of a fireproof building upon the site of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office stables, under the Chief of Engineers, and ask 
that it be printed asadocument. It is a report made each month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed. 

FOUNDRY AT WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R.23) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to use a portion of the appro- 
priation for new iron roof for foundry at navy-yard, Washington, 
D.C.,in the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes,” for repairs to the walls of said foundry, to report it 
favorably and submit a report thereon. I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BAKER. Iaskthat the bill (S. 808) for the relief of Simeon 
Motz, Nathaniel Robbins, and William J. Sloan; and the bill 
(S. 1326) for the relief of Eli Fox, George C. Fox, and Thomas 
Levick, which were referred to the Committee on Claims, be now 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. It seems to me 
that the Committee on Military Affairs is the proper committee 
for those bills, and that they should have been so referred in the 
first place. Similar bills were introduced in the previous Con- 
gress and referred to the Committee on Claims, ml the Commit- 
tee on Claims was discharged from their further consideration 
and had them referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
After the lapse of some time these bills would probably take the 
same course, and I ask that the change of reference be now made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Com- 
| mittee on Claims will be discharged from the further considera- 

tion of the bills, and they will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1429) for the relief of Augus- 
tus G. Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
naa paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1430) removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of Benjamin Walker, of Ottawa, Kans.: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1431) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James A. Smith: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1432) for the relief of Carl F. 
Kolbe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1483) to amend the charter 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the 
United States Marine-Hospital Service; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1435) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan Kimball; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1436) providing for the 
retirement of employees in the Executive Departments of Govern- 
ment of the classified service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Ex- 
penditures of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1437) to refer the 
claim of the loyal Creek Indians to the Court of Claims of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1438) for the relief of the es- 
tates of Daniel Woodson and of Ely Moore; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1489) for the relief of 
Levi Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1440) for the relief of John S. Lear 
and Mathew N. Leary, jr., executorsof Mathew N. Leary, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 
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Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1441) to + the first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday, as a of rest and 
worship in the District of Columbia; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1442) to increase the pension of 
William D. Mack; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1443) to increase the pension of 
Patrick O’Meally; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the noqoumnenmaes papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (8S. 1444) granting an increase of 
pension to John Nicodemus; which was read twice by its title, 
a with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

msions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1445) to authorize the 
St. Louis and Oklahoma City Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian and oma Territories, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1446) to oo for the ad- 
judication of the claim of the Fond du Lac d of Chippewa 
fodiens, arising upon the failure of certain treaty stipulations; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Gunauities 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (8. 1447) authorizing the 
President of the United States to nominate Lieut. Commander 
R. G. M. Brown, now on the retired list, to be a commander on 
the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1448) to withdraw from the 
Supreme Court jurisdiction of criminal cases not capital, and con- 
fer the same on the circuit courts of appeals; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL. L[ introduce a bill by request of a couaeniile num- 
ber of citizens of the District of Columbia and some nonresidents 
of the District who frequently come to this city. It is a subject 
which regard os importance, and I think it will com- 
mend i to the i tion of the Senate. I hope the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia will consider the bill and act 
upon it at an —_ day. 

The bili (S. 1 So ee ohte ee eee for repu- 
table girls and young women of the District of Columbia who are 
without means cf support and are unable to obtain work was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates 
of the United States to the International Marine erence of 
1889; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1451) for the relief of the | read. 
deceased; which was read 


legal representatives of David He 
twice by its title, and referred to the 


ittee on Patents. 
Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (S. 1452) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of inia to extend its 


line of road into and within the District of umbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1453) for the relief of 
Daniel Drawbangh; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8S. 1454 
entitled “An act to authorize the , Pittsbur; 

Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a rai 

graph and telephone line the Indian Territory, and for 
other pape approved F 27, 1898; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred i i 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1455) to validate deeds in 
the District of Columbia; which was read by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Col 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1456) granting an increase 
of pension to Dwight A. Aiken; was read twice by its title, 
- , With the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8, 1) Sone the administrator 
of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, for Bluford West Sa- 
line, in Cherokee Nation; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 47) relating to 
the Federal census; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) author- 
izing the publication of an edition of A Digest of International 
Law; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. CALL. I introduce a joint resolution, and if there be no 

objeetion I ask that it may have present consideration. 
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The joint resolution (S. R. 46) prohibiting the Secretary of the 
Interior from patenting any lands under the swamp and overflowed 
land-grant act by the exterior or meander lines of surveys was 
— the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as fol- 
Ows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the Secretary o 
the Interior is hereby prohibited from patenting any lands under the soem 
and overflowed land- tact by the exterior or meander lines of surveys, and 
he is required to conform strictly to the requirements of the acts of Congress 
in approving lists of lands under the said act or issuing patents thereto. 


Mr. CALL. That the Senate may understand the necessity, 
and the urgent necessity, of the joint resolution, I present a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior and also one from a citizen of 
Florida in relation to this subject, from which it will appear that 
the Secretary of the Interior has decided to approve and patent a 
—_ portion of the State of Florida, not by the report from the 
field notes of the surveyors of the United States, as required by 
law, but by the exterior lines of the surveys, without reference 
to the question whether the land within the interior of the mean- 
der lines is or is not within the terms of the grant and subject to 
homestead entry by the people. 

I will state that the letters which I send to the desk from a citi- 
zen of the State of Florida exhibit the fact that land which is 
poupeny subject to homestead settlement is being taken away 

om the people who have a right to it, and not only under the old 
obsolete and void railroad grant, but als. under the swamp ani 
overflowed land-grant ac 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think anyone in the Senate knows what 
the joint resolution is which we have been asked to consider and 
pass this poree. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will allow the correspondence 
which I have sent to the desk to be read, and he will then see 
what the joint resolution is. 

Mr. PLATT. I merely rose for the purpose of suggesting that 
joint resolutions ought to be referred to a committee. They aro 
introduced here in the morning when the Senate is paying no at- 
tention to business, and if the rule is to be adopted that joint res- 
olutions affecting large interests are to be in this way we 
shall get into infinite trouble. It seems to me the rules of the 
Senate ought to be observed and that the joint resolution ought 
ee to the Committee on Public Lands. I make that 
motion. 


aaieaeeninanstced oe pebeegeg vaste on to whet 
co is sO emay ised as to whether 
there is necessity for the motion, and if he then thinks it should 
be referred I shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to the correspondence being 


Mr. PASCO. This is a matter that relates to my own State. | 
have not been consulted about it, and know nothing in reference 
to it. Ihave no objection to the correspondence being read, but 
it seems to me the soles resolution ought then to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The chairman of that committee is 
not present. Certainly it would be unwise to pass the joint reso- 
— without giving ~~ the Fay tages of the —— or my- 

an ——— w what the proposed legislation refers 
to and what is the meaning and purport of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first state the ques- 
tion, and then the Senator will be recognized. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that motion debatable? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator from Florida has a right to be 
heard the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not ruled the Senator 
from Florida out; but he desires to state the question, upon which 
the Senator from Florida will be entitled to proceed. 

Mr. CALL. I trust the Senator from Connecticut will not make 
the motion until the correspondence has been read. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Florida can read it as part of 
ee ee ee ee nie 

Mr. All right. Then after I have made a single ob- 
servation I shall ask the Secretary to read the correspondence, in 
order that the Senate may understand it. If there is any interest 
on the part of any Senator to have a committee whether or 

tenting of a large area of a State by the meander lines 

under an act of Congress which requires that each 40 

a surveyor of the United States from 

settlement, and when citizens of the 

United States who are within that area send in a petition here in 
the form of a letter to the Interior Department that their homes 
may be exempted from this unlawful act of the Interior Depart- 
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ment, I have no objection to a committee investigating and re- 
porting upon the subject. 

If my colleague does not know that the area of the Everglades 
pro’ to be confirmed by the meander line does contain within 
it not only land not subject to this law, but thousands of acres 
which are properly the homes of the people of the country, and 
under the law they have a right to it—if anyone needs information 
upon that subject, as to whether the Secretary of the Interior shall 
patent absolutely tracts of land, which are the homes of the r 
people of this country, under a law which requires that each 40 
acres shall, by the field notes of the surveyor of the United States, 
be proved to be within the class of lands subject to the swamp and 
overflowed land-grant act, then let it go to a committee. 

I ask that the correspondence be read—first the letter of Mr. Lor- 
beer and then the letters from the Interior Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The correspondence referred to will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


YALLABA, FLA., December 27, 1895. 
HONORABLE SrR: The letter inclosed explains my yo in writing to you 
at this time. What perplexes me at present is that they offer me “thirty 
days in which to file a motion for review.” I supposed the honorable Secre- 
tary had reviewed the case and his action was now final. I donot know if it 
is worth my while to follow it up further. Will you oblige and give your 
opinion on my filing said motion for review? 
Ishould likemy home. Experience here has proven that those having their 
laces = to them by the Government were able to live on them after the 
Ze winter. I have done the same; but if Imust pay the railroad com- 
pany $10 per acre—it amounts to that, interest and all—I am forced off and 
my grove and place become a cattle range again, as thousands of others are, 
on account of extortion by railroad and land grabbers combined. It must be 
remembered I settled in “ good faith * underthe promise of $1.25 per acre for 
the land and put thirteen years’ labor on a 7-acre grove, for which I can not 
get money enough to pay car fare away. 
Please advise me. 
Very truly, yours, 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senator for Florida. 


EDW. A. LORBEER. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 21, 1895. 
ive zene letter of November 12, 1895, 1 have to advise you 
ber 11, , the honorable Secretary of the Interior rendered a 
decision in your case =" the Florida Railway and Na tion Company 
involving Sw. < =e NW. i of SW. 4 .40f NW. 2, and SE. } of 
NW. 3, sec. 9, T. 21 8., R. 25 E., Gainesville land distri Florida, in which he 
affirmed the decision of this office of January 13, 1894, holding for rejection 
~ application to make homestead entry for the above-described tracts of 


On November 9, 1895, said departmental decision was ligated through 
the local officer at Gainesville, and they were directed to advise you thereof, 
allowing you the usual time, thirty days after notice, within which to file a 
motion for review, and at the proper time make due report to this office as to 
action taken by you in the premises. 

Very respectfully, 


Mr. EpwARD A. LORBEER, 
Yallaha, Lake County, Fla. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 8, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowl receipt of your letter of January 3, 
1896, inclosing “‘ correspondence’ of Mr. Edward A. Lorbeer oy letter 
F, December 21, 1895, addressed to him at Yallaha, Lake County, .), and 
= request “that the time of thirty days in which to file a motion for review 

extended to alonger limit.” 

In re > ont state a compliance with your request is contrary to the 
Rules ce, rule ll4,amended. (See copy office circular A, May 4, 1894, 
inclosed herewith; 18 L. D., 472.) 

I would add that this office is awaiting report from local officers at Gaines- 
yille, Fla., and action by this office will be governed thereby, as the matter 


Sir: Res 
that on 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


relates to motion for review of the honorable Secretary’s d on. 
Mr. Lorbeer’s “correspondence” (two papers) is returned herewith. 
Respectfully, 


Ss. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
Hon. WILKrNson CALL, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ae, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1896. 
Sir: I have received your letter dated January 3, 1896, inclosing a letter 
from Mr. O. eamerebevee Fort Lauderdale, Fla., * what right anyone 
has a settlement and home on unsurveyed lands in the Eve ies;”” 
also, “If I make a ny there, will I have the first chance of entry or pur- 


chase when surveyed 

In reply, you are advised that the whole body of unsurveyed lands known 
as the Everglades has been applied for as swamp land under the act of 
September 28, 1850, by the State of Florida, being described by the exterior 
meander lines thereof, and is nowin processof being patented tothe State of 
Florida. The disposal of tracts therein is therefore no longer in the hands 
of the Government. Mr. Har ve is referred to the State land agent at 
Tallahassee for further inf ion. 

In to Mr. Hardgrave’s request for copies of maps this office has 


F 


recei request from him by another letter, and a copy of the 

answer thereto is herewith inclosed for your further information. 

Should still desire copies of these plats for your own use, they will be 
and furnished to you upon receiving your request therefor, without 


i? correspondent’s letter is herewith returned. 
— 7 8. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


Hon. W. Cau. United States Senate. 
Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the course desired by the 
Senator from Connecticut—that the joint resolution and corre- 
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spondence shall be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, but 
I wish to state that a vast portion of the area of the State of Flor- 
ida has been unlawfully—and I might say more than that—taken 
away from the people who have a right under the law to settle 
upon and occupy it, and if the people have any rights which Con- 
gress should protect it demands the action of this body, and early 
action on its part, not only to prevent the remainder from being 
taken, but also to restore to the people the homesteads unlawfully 
taken from them. 

I insert in my remarks the laws making a grant of the swamp 
and overflowed lands to the States, from which it clearly appears 
ae this action of the Secretary is entirely without authority of 
aw. 


Src. 364. To enable the several States (but not including the States of Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Nevada, and Colorado) to construct the necessary levees and 
drains, to reclaim the swamp and overflowed lands therein—the whole of the 
swamp and overflowed lands, made unfit thereby for cultivation, and remain- 
ing unsold on or after the 28th day of September, A. D. 1850, are granted and 
belong to the several States, respectively, in whichsaid lands are situated: 
Provided, however, That said grant of swamp and overflowed lands, as to the 
States of California, Minnesota, and Oregon, is subject to the limitations, re- 
strictions, and conditions hereinafter named and specified, as applicable to 
said three last-named States, respectively. 

Suc. 355. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to make accu- 
rate lists and plats of all such lands and transmit the same to the governors 
of the several States in which such lands may lie, and at the request of the 
governor of any State in which said swamp and overflowed lands may be to 
cause patents to be issued to said State therefor, conveying to said State the 
fee-simple of said land. 

The proceeds of said lands, whether from sale or by direct appropriation 
in kind, shall be applied exclusively, as far as necessary, to the reclaiming 
said lands, by means of levees and drains. 

Sec. 356. In making out lists and plats of the lands aforesaid all legal snb- 
divisions, the greater part whereof is wet and unfit for cultivation, shall be 
included in said lists and plats, but when the greater part of a subdivision is 
not of that character, the whole of it shall be excluded thereform. 

” * << * * « 

Sec. 359. Alllands selected and reported tothe General Land Office asswam 
and overflowed land by the several States entitled to the provisions of anit 
act of September 28, 1850, prior to March 3, A. D. 1857, are confirmed to said 
States, a so far as the same remained vacant and unappropriated 
= a interfered with by an actual settlement under any iaw of the United 

Suc. 360. The provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act to enable the 
State of Arkansas and other States to redeem” the swamp lands within their 
limits, approved September 28, A. D. 1850, extend to the States of Minnesota 
and : Provided, That the grant shall not include any lands which the 
Government of the United States may have sold or disposed of under any 
law enacted prior to March 12, 1860, prior to the confirmation of title to be 
made under the authority of said act—and the selections to be made from 
lands already surveyed in each of the States last named, under the authority 
of the act aforesaid, shall have been made within two years from the adjourn 
ment of the legislature of each State, at its next session after the 12th day of 
March, A. D. 1860—-and as to alllands surveyed or to be surveyed, thereafter, 
within two years from such adjournment, at the next session after notice by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the governor of the State that the surveys 
have been completed and confirmed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut wee Piatt] to refer the joint reso- 
lution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. LIintroduce a joint resolution, which I send to 
the desk and ask that it be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of 
a skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury De ment in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and 
other drawings for the public building at Chicago, Ill., was read 
the first tame by its title, and the neal time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That, in addition to the amount authorized to be expended 
for the temporary employment of draftsmen and skilled service in the pre 
aration of plans and specifications for the public building at Chicago, nit, 
as provided in the sundry civil appropriation act approved March 3, 1895, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use, out of the appro- 
priation heretofore made, a sum not exceeding $25,000 for the employment of 
a skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawings for 
said building. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the proposition is to give 
one architect $25,000 for assisting? 

Mr. CULLOM. The proposition is to enable the Supervising 
Architect to do that which can not do under the existing law 
making the appropriation for that building—to have such an ar- 
chitect as is desired by him toprepare the plans. The bureau has 
not the force, and under the particular technical construction of 
the statute making the original appropriation the Supervising 
Architect has no power to employ assistance. After two or three 
consultations by my colleague and myself with the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Supervising Architect says that it is impossible 
for him to proceed and do anything preparatory to the construc- 
tion of the ae ithout the passage of a resolution of this kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear that clause of the resolution 
read relative to proposing to appropriate $25,000 for the employ- 
ment of one architect. 
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Mr. CULLOM. The resolution says ‘‘a skilled architect.” I 
do not know whether it means one or more. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be again 


read. 

The Deore oe read the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I shall certainly have to object to the joint 
resolution, and I shall ask that it go to a committee unless it is 
provided that the $25,000 be for the employment of architects to 
assist, and not $25,000 for one architect. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to making it ‘“ architects” 
instead of ‘‘ architect.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it read “architects to assist.” 

Mr. CULLOM. What is desired by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as well as those of us who are interested in getting the plans 
of that building, is to push the work. The Secretary insists that 
with his present force it is impossible for him, unless allowed by 
law to employ an architect, to get the building started, under the 
pressure of hundreds of other buildings now being constructed. 

I have no objection to the word being in the plural number 
instead of providing for one architect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the joint resolution now stands it pro- 
poses to appropriate $25,000 for one year’s service of an architect. 

Mr. CULLO . Ido not want anybody paid any more than he 
is entitled to. Let the word “architects” be inserted instead of 
**architect.” 

Mr. BERRY. Is the joint resolution reported from any com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CULLOM. itis not, 

Mr. BERRY. Then I object to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me say that the joint resolution simply 
roposes to take the money out of the appropriation already made 
or the Chicago building, because we are not able to start the 

work as the law now stands. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the sum of $25,000 to pay an assistant 
architect is unreasonable and ought not to be permitted bya resolu- 
tion of Congress. The amount is out of all proportion, it seems to 
me, for a year’s service of an assistant architect, and lam unwilling 
to allow a resolution to pass which makes provision to pay sucha 
gum to an assistant architect or architects, whether there be one 
or more than one. I think the amount pro is entirely too 
large, and for that reason I think the resolution had better go to 
a committee, and let the committee report on it. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Illinois, but only to say that in 
case his resolution shall be considered I shall desire to offer an 
amendment to it. I am fully aware of the fact that there isa 
lack of enough competent help in the Supervising Architect’s 
Office to conduct that bureau in anything like the manner in 
which it should be conducted to have it managed in a businesslike 
way. Buildings in New Jersey are lagging behind on account of 
the want of additional force in the Supervising Architect’s Office. 
He claims that he is a year behind in his plans with most build- 
ings. If there is any special effort made for any particular post- 
elles. I shall propose to amend the joint resolution so that the 
Supervising Architect shall be authorized and money enough fur- 
nished him to employ sufficient help for all offices which are in 
the same condition as the Chicago office now is, so that the work 
may be completed in some reasonable time. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, over a month ago, 
on the 5th of December, I introduced a resolution calling upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury for information as to the cause of 
the deiay in the preparation of plans for the construction of a 
public building at Portland, Oreg., for which the first appro- 
es was made several years SEO. That resolution was adopted 

y the Senate on that day, and I have been waiting very anxiously 
for a response from the Secretary of the Treasury, which up to 
the present time has not materi I hope it may be forth- 
coming before the resolution submitted by the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM] comes up for consideration to-morrow, and I 
shall then be in better condition to know how to vote. Possibly 
I shall desire to join my friend from New Jersey i. SmirH] in 
amending the resolution, and possibly not, depending somewhat 
on the nature of the information we get from the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the ne Architect. 

Mr. PALMER. r. President, this joint resolution relates toa 
special single public building. Ithas been prepared with reference 
to that building alone. It proposes to take from an appropriation 
already made $25,000 to enable the Secretary of the Peeneury to 
perform one part of his duty—an essential part of his duty. I 
regret exceedingly that any obstruction should be attempted to 
be thrown in the way of this icular resolution. ter the 
most careful consideration by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the amplest conference among those who are interested, I think 
this — resolution ought to be passed. 

In the face of the objection of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY) I suppose the resolution must go over under the rules 
but it is due to the particular interest represented that this shall 
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be considered separately. I regret very much that it should be 
mixed up with other matters, use it has reference alone to 
a particular building which involves an expenditure of $4,000,000. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Illinois 
will be able to so amend the resolution which he has introduced 
as to include other cases of a similar character. It seems to me 
that that can be done. I have in my mind the case of San Fran- 
cisco, which is suffering in a degree but little inferior to that of 
Chicago. The Chicago caseis the most pronounced in the United 
States, and next, certainly, comes the city of San Francisco. The 
Government has invested a very large sum of money in a lot in 
that city, and it has been supposed, because the appropriation had 
been heretofore made by Congress, that the work would be com- 
menced upon the Government building there. The condition of 
affairs in that po Sg a disgrace to the Government, and has been 
so for years in this regard, and it is all because the Congress of the 
United States has failed to provide adequately for the office under 
consideration. If practicable, [hope the Senator from Illinois will 
be able to so frame the resolution he offersas to provide the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department with the necessary 
means for carrying out the work enjoined upon that Department 
by Congress in reference to public buildings of the United States. 
The exigent cases are numerous and should be attended to, and 
from Con must come the authority to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it unfair, after the Illinois delegation 
has frequently conferred with the Secretary of the Treasury with 
reference to the beginning of the work upon the building at 
Chicago, and after we have come to the conclusion that this ought 
to be done, when it is not proposed to take money out of appro- 
priations for public buildings elsewhere, but merely to use a por- 
tion of the or omy ee which has been made for the building at 
Chicago, that other Senators should insist upon tacking amend- 
ments on the resolution with reference to public buildings in 
their States. 

This is, as my coll e says, a direct resolution, pertaining ex- 
clusively to the condition of affairs at Chicago, and I think in all 
fairness, as the subject has been thoroughly considered by the 
Illinois delegation and by the Secretary of the Treasury, and what 
ought to be done has been determined upon, that the resolution 
should be passed. Then the Senate can adopt such general legis- 
lation amending the law relative to the Supervising Architect's 
Office as may become necessary in order to meet the demands of 
other sections of the country. 

I am willing to amend the resolution so as to make it apply to 
architects for that building, and change it so as to read: 

That $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be applied to 
the employment of architects for the construction, etc. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to state to the Senate that 
there is no public a in my State situated similar to the one 
in Chicago, and I do not desire to have the Senator’s resolution 
amended. TheobjectionI have to the resolution is that it says the 
Secretary of the Treasury may employ an assistant architect at a 
salary not to exceed $25,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not say anything about salary. 

Mr. BERRY. It pane to My a sum not to exceed 
that amount. The Senator from Illinois says it is to be taken out 
of the appropriation already made for the public building at Chi- 
on. ere is no one who knows better than he that the time 
will come when it will be claimed that the appropriation origi- 
nally made was insufficient to finish the building, and that other 
appropriations will be required. If it is intended to pay an as- 
sistant architect $25,000 a year for his services, and if the money 
is to be expended on the extensive scale proposed by the resolu- 
tion, I think that is conclusive evidence that a very large addi- 
tional appropriation will be required before that building will be 
completed. I think, therefore, that the resolution had better go 
to a committee, and let it be amended, guarded, and changed in 
such a way that it will not show that the Senate is willing to pay 
to an assistant architect the enormous sum of $25,000 a year. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely desire to say one word, and then the 
Senate can do what it wishes with the jointresolution. The Sen- 
ate remembers very well that it has now been a year or more since 
the original ea nha a was made for the beginning of the work 
upon a new public building in Chicago, and yet the Secretary of 
the Treasury has not been able to do the first thing with reference 

it to be the fact that the city of Chicago, which is paying 

into the on account of the postal service millions upon 
millions more than is expended in the conduct of the post-office in 
that city shall go without proper accommodations for the trans- 
action of its postal business? What we desire and what we are 
entitled to is to get the work started. Wecan not do it under the 
resent condition of affairs unless Co gives the Secretary of 


ngress 
e Treasury an ty to employ assistants to help in the 
preparation of the plans. 
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The joint resolution relates exclusively to the post-office at Chi, 
cago, and it seems to me that the Senate ought to allow it to pass- 
in order that there may be no further delay with reference to the 


work. 

Mr. WHITE. I trust the Senator from Ilinois will not suppose 
that I am insisting upon any objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution. I merely called his attention to a condition of 
things which I thought he might conceive would warrant a change 


in the phraseology of the joint resolution. I have visited the Chi- 
cago post-office, and after I saw its condition I remained there for 
ae brief a time as possible, considering it a measure of prudence 
to get out. I would not do anything in the world to impede the 
completion of the building. 

But if it be the opinion of the parties most interested and the 
opinion of the Senators from [llinois that the joint resolution should 
be unainended I shall not interpose an objection. I have called at- 
tention to what I conceive to be a grave defect in the laws and in 
the administration of the laws regarding the construction of public 
edifices. 

Mr. PALMER. In reply to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SmiTH] and the Senator from California _ WHITE] I will state 
that if at any time an appropriation shall be made for public works 
in the States they represent, and they simply ask that a part of the 
appropriation already made shall be devoted to a particular pur- 

se, I shall certainly assist them to the best of my ability in pass- 
ing any resolution for which they may ask. 

Here is a case where an appropriation has been made. The ne- 
cessity of the work has already been determined by the Senate, 
and those who are familiar with the facts know that the need of 
a building is pressing. The present building is unfitted for public 
purposes. It has become dangerous. The Senate has considered 
all the questions involved in order to construct the building, and 
has joined in making an nee. As nothing is proposed 
here beyond a provision authorizing the use of acertain portion of 
the money for a specific purpose, which, in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, isnecessary and without which he can 
not proceed further, it seems to me this case ought to stand upon 
its own ground. It ought not to be mixed up either with the 

ropositions or the complaints of other Senators. That is allthere 
is of it. It is not proposed that a salary shall be paid to any par- 
ticular person, but that the Secretary of the Treasury may obtain, 
by means of the appropriation already made, such additional 
architectural assistance as the particular case requires. That the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself insists is necessary. Without 
it nothing further can be done. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] intimates that a fur- 
ther appropriation may be asked hereafter. I will not say that 
that may not be true; but if such an event should happen, if the 
time should ever come when more money is asked, I suppose the 
Senate will then be prepared to act upon the necessity of that re- 
quirement, This particular sum of money is needed as a prelimi- 
nary tothe work. Without it nothing more canbe done. The 
matter stands as it is to the detriment of the public interest, not 
the interest of Chicago alone, but the interest of the whole coun- 
try, so far as it depends upon the conduct not only of the postal 
service, but of all branches of the public business, while the Gov- 
ernment is paying large sums in rent because the building here- 
tofore used is unfit for occupancy. 

I trust, therefore, that we may be allowed to obtain the attention 
of the Senate to this particular joint resolution and secure its 


passage. - 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope my friend from Arkansas will not 


object. 

, Mr. BERRY. I object to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion to-day. I am compelled to object to its passage to-day unless 
it is referred to a committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then let the joint resolution go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution, it goes over. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I introduce a joint resolution, 
which I ask may be read at length, and if there is no serious ob- 
jection I should like to submit a few observations in reference to 
it before it is referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 49) to enforce the Monroe doctrine 
-_ = the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the United States of America will regard it as an un- 

friendly act for any foreign power, without our consent, by war, treaty, pur- 

or otherwise, to extend its territorial limits in the Western Hemisphere 

on either of the American continents, or to or over any of the islandsadjacent 

thereto which this country deems necessary or proper for its self-preserva- 

tae = United States of America reserves the right to be the sole judge 
necessity. 

That the principle herein enunciated is founded upon the law of self-preser- 
vation, which from necessity adheres in and belongs to every civilized nation 
a8 @ sovereign and inalienable right, and this principle is attested by Wash- 
ington’s Farewell Address and by President Monroe's ever-memorable mes- 
sage of December 2, 1823. 
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Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I venture on this occasion, and 
because of the importance of the subject-matter contained in the 
joint resolution just read, to offer a few remarks. 

The Monroe doctrine, as understood by the American people, is 
a doctrine of peace. not war; of preservation, not destruction. 
Washington, in his Farewell Address, enunciated a rule of con- 
duct for the government of this country in foreign affairs which 
has been as fully observed, acted upon, and respected as though it 
had received all the formalities and power conferred by an act of 
Congress. The people for many decades have enknowlehand the 
correctness of his views upon national affairs, and have applauded 
and approved the principle that we should avoid all entangling 
political alliances with foreign powers. Fromthisprescribed rule 
of conduct, which is but the assertion of the doctrine of self-pres- 
ervation, of national supremacy, another important principle has 
been evolved or legitimately drawn—that while we should avoid 
entangling political alliances with the powers of the Old World, 
we should see to it at the same time that those powers enter into 
no entangling political alliances with nor interfere in the affairs 
of the Republics of the Western Hemisphere. 

The principleannounced by Washington in his Farewell Address 
was the beginning of the American doctrine of noninterference 
and of nonintervention by and with foreign powers in the politi- 
cal and domestic affairs of the American Republics. This princi- 
ple has been fought for,and any violation of it will be contested 
again. 

Great Britain, strong, aggressive, and imperious, impressed 
American citizens and seamen in her wars and exercised the right 
of search on American vessels sailing in American waters, under 
the American flag, upon the tyrannical theory that ‘‘ once a sub- 
ject, always a subject.” The assertion of this kingly and auto- . 
cratic principle of interference in our political and domestic 
affairs was settled in that tribunal from which there is no appeal, 
in the contest of 1812, waged not for conquest, not for glory, but 
for the rights, dignity, and honor of American citizenship and of 
America. The powers of Europe at this time were contesting for 
supremacy. France, under the leadership of Napoleon, had un- 
dertaken to make all the nations of Europe subservient to her 
power. Russia, Prussia, and Austria, having felt the iron hand 
of the man of destiny, entered into a protective alliance to control 
the civil and religious destinies of the world. 

The victorious eagles of Austerlitz went down in disastrous de- 
feat at Waterloo. St. Helena obtained another resident, and 
France became a member of the Holy Alliance. The colonies of 
Spain in America were generally in revolt. They were contest- 
ing for independence and nationality by wager of battle. 

At this time all Europe was practically arrayed against Eng- 
land. The sympathy of America went out to the Spanish-Ameri- 
can colonies in their contest for liberty and nationality. America 
feared intervention of the Holy Alliance in the affairs of the Span- 
ish Republics, whose independence had been recognized, and Eng- 
land feared the powers composing the Holy Alliance. Then it 
was, and under such tere circumstances, that England ad- 
vised, consented to, and acquiesced in the doctrine pronounced by 
President Monroe in his ever-memorable message of December 2, 
1823. 

President Monroe, in discussing the question of nonintervention 
in his message, uses the following language: 

The occasion has been judged proper for asserting asa principle, in which 
the rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American 
continents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed 
and maintained, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future 
colonization by any European powers. 

It will be observed that he asserts the time had come in our 
national affairs when a principle or rule of conduct should be an- 
nounced with reference to the future colonization of both of the 
American continents by European powers. He was discussing a 
condition, notatheory. He was formulating a rule of conduct not 
only for the present, but for the future. Again he declares: 

It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political ppatem 
to any portion of cither continent without endangering our peace and happi- 
ness. * * We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations 
existing between the United States and those powers to declare that we 
should consider an ae on their part to extend their system to any por- 
tion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. 

The principle of noninterference by this nation in foreign mat- 
ters was as strongly indicated in this message, as a rule of con- 
duct, as by Washington in his Farewell Address, and the impor- 
tance of nonintervention by foreign powers in the affairs of the 
Republics on either of the continents in the Western Hemisphere 
was particularly and forcibly elaborated. It was the precise ques- 
tion at issue. 

Such interference was declared to be dangerous to our ‘‘ peace 
and safety,” to our ‘‘peace and pny eorceee and could not be 
viewed ‘‘in any other light than as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition toward the United States.” ‘‘The position 
taken by President Monroe in his message,” says Mr. Adams, ‘‘ was 
receives by England not only with satisfaction, but with enthu- 
siasm, Therefore England, by reason of her conduct at the time, 
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as well as by every principle of law, moral or legal, is bound by 
the Monroe doctrine of nonintervention.” 

The people of this country, with all the warmth and zeal of pa- 
trioti hailed it with delight as another declaration of American 
inde ee and with si unanimity have maintained and 
upheld it ever since, although the doctrine announced in this mes- 
sage has never been approved by joint resolution or act of Con- 

ess. However y the ple may have adhered to the 
doctrine as a principle and rule of conduct for the present and 
future, the same unvaryin ry to it can not be truly ascribed 
to all of our statesmen and politicians. 

When the Holy Alliance had been dissolved, when its menace to 
the civil and religious liberty of the world was a thing of the past, 
then England, true to her traditions and history, ignored the prin- 
ciple and claimed that it never had any a except to a 

rticular case. Some American statesmen, inoculated with Eng- 
lish principles, have sought to overthrow the doctrine of nonin- 
tervention by adopting the English idea. It has been denied as a 
correct principle when applied to the South American continent. 
Its applicability has been denied as to the islands adjacent to the 
American continents in the Western Hemisphere. Its applica- 
bility has been denied even as to the North American continent. 
Its applicability to ee pescent existing conditions in Venezuela 
has been deni So, Mr. President, there is not that entire and 
absolute unanimity there should be as to the principle which 
should control this country in the future with reference to inter- 
vention of foreign powers on this side of the ocean with the po- 
litical and domestic affairs of the American continents and of the 
islands adjacent thereto. Therefore, it would seem to be an im- 
perative duty devolved upon this Co to declare in no uncer- 
tain language just what is meant and understood by the American 
principle of nonintervention. 

The statesmer. of America, at the time the principle was an- 
nounced, understood it the same as the people do generally to-day. 
Thomas -.Jefferson, writing upon the subject of nonintervention, 
uses the following language: 

I could honestly therefore join in the declaration proposed, that we aim not 
at the acquisition of any of their but that we will op with 
ail our means the forcible in tion of any other power as auxiliary, sti- 

ndary, or under any other form or pretext, and mos their trans- 

er to any power by conquest, cession, or acquisition in any other way. 

Here, Mr. President, we find, as I believe, a correct statement 
of the Monroe doctrine. It is made ng ye alike to the acqui- 
sition of territory by war, by cession, Ze, by purchase, or 
otherwise, in any manner whatsoever. e danger eng anor 
was the acquisition of territory here in any manner by a 

»owers, and the setting up of their forms of government or esta 
fohusente adjacent to ours. The danger thus apprehended by 
American statesmen was imminent, and was the reason for the 
rule or principle announced. And the danger apprehended is just 
as great and imminent to-day, even more apparent. 

Mr. President, I do not intend at this time to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the questions at issue between Great Britain and Vene- 
zuela. The commission appointed by the President will discuss 
and decide those questions im ially. I may properly state, 
however, in passing, that the history of Great Britain for more 
than two centuries has been one of war and aggression against 
weaker peoples and nations. Her policy has been one of relent- 
less conquest. Her p ons are so vast and extensive that the 
sun, in all its course, never ceases to shine thereon, and in her 
greed and rapacity the sullen roar of the British lion is heard 
round the world. In her tireless career of uest she seized 
Gibraltar, Mauritius, Aden, and Malta, Trinidad, Soudan, Cape 
Colony, and Zululand, the islands of Jamaica, Ceylon, and Ascen- 
sion, British Burmah, Borneo, Homans and St. Helena. Ihave 
not mentioned her large possessions in India and South America, 
nor allin Africa. I have not mentioned almost innumerable sta- 
tions, lesser islands, and ports seized for commercial advan ; 
IT have not mentioned her many cruel and bloody wars. Her 
history, her rapacious greed, raises a very strong impression that 
she is out land grabbing in Venezuela. 

On the 17th day of December, 1895, President Cleveland in his 
message to Congress attempted to state the American doctrine of 
nonintervention. Did he state it fully? From the general ap- 
proval of the message by the press of the country one would be 
so inclined to believe. But upon a careful perusal of the m e 
I am of the opinion that he did not state the American principle 
fully, and while announcing the principle generally he nullified 
it in one of its most important f . Lf we give to words their 
plain and ordinary meaning, then we are forced to the conclusion 
that he attempted to apply the doctrine to the American Repub- 
lics only in case of a foreign power, by war or force, attempting to 
extend its territorial limits. In his message he ressly 
that Venezuela may adjust this matter with England. He says: 

Great Britain's presen 
admissible by (ee ee ae ea 


country may deem for her advantage and may enter into of her own free 
will can not, of course, be objected to by the United States. 
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We are here informed that if Venezuela should see fit to recog- 
nize the English claim and thereby concede 30,000 square miles 
or more of territory to England it could not be objected to by the 
United States. If territory can be thus obtained by peaceful means. 
by consent, by agreement, by concession, by treaty, why may no! 
the entire territory of Venezuela, or of any other consenting nation. 
be transferred fully to some foreign power? Again he says: 

Ifa ene power, by any extension of its boundaries, takes possession 
of the territory of one of our neighboring Republics against its will and j 
derogation of its rights, it is difficult to see why to that extent such European 


power does not thereby attempt to extend its system of government to tha: 
portion of this continent whi thus taken. 


It will be observed that the President says that the acquisition 
of territory against its will would be in derogation of its rights 
Therefore, if acquired with its will, its consent, it would not be in 
derogation thereof. If the Monroe doctrine is only to be invoke: 
or applied when territory is ee to be obtained by war, or 
condition equivalent thereto, the doctrine ought to be immediate! y 
amended so as to make it applicable to territory obtained by ces- 
sion, treaty, purchase, or otherwise. 

If not, then foreign powers may, by cession, treaty, or purcha 
obtain large tracts of land on either of the American continen{s 
or on the islands adjacent thereto. Under such construction 
Spain can cede Cuba to England, and America would have 1) 
cause to complain. Surely the American people will never wi|!- 
ingly adopt such construction. The American people to-day, wii | 
almost perfect unanimity, believe that Cuba should, as a matter 
of self-preservation, belong to us. In any event, that if it ever 
passes from the control of Spain, it must either become an ine- 
pendent power or else become ae to or a part of this nation; 
and this upon the principle of self-preservation or self-defense, 
a principle as old as men and nations; a principle just and riv)it 
and of most generous application. The Gulf of Mexico, the mouth 
of the great ae River, the Republics of Yucatan and Nica- 
ragua, naturally fall under the protecting #gis of this island. 
Hence the great importance of itto America. And, more than «ll, 
when we shall have made the two great oceans one by constructing 
the Nicaraguan Canal, when the greater commerce of the worl, 
on American bottoms, manned by American seamen, under the 
American flag, shall pass through this great thoroughfare, we s}i:1! 
want Cuba. That it will ultimately become a part of this great 
nation seems to me manifest destiny. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who believe the American prin- 
ciple of nonintervention is not founded wholly upon the Monroe 
doctrine or upon any technical construction of international law, 
but rather upon a principle as old as civilization itself. It is 
founded, in my humble opinion, upon the natural law of s«//- 
preservation. And, Mr. President, in the assertion and mainte- 
nance of this principle each and every nation has the inherent an‘! 
exclusive right to judge for itself what is best suited to its own 
condition and most likely to promote its happiness and welfare in 
its own way. 

Mr. President, let us have peace, therefore, at this time, while 
we are attempting to settle the disputed facts as to whether Great 
Britain, by wrongful ession, has, or is about to acquire, al: 
extent of territory in Veneuetle. let us make known to the nativ 
of the world in language so plain that ‘‘ he who runs may real” 
our position and understanding of the American doctrine of non- 
intervention and at the same time let the nationsof the world kn 
that as a last resort we will maintain the principle by war, if 1 
essary, in order that peace may come. 

The principle announced in this resolution is not one of war, |)11! 
of peace; not one of conquest, but of national honor and glory) 

As the great powers of Europe are extending and rearrang'14 
their territorial lines in the Eastern Hemisphere for the final ~ 
contest of national supremacy, it is but just and proper that we 
should declare our — with reference to the American conti- 
nents and the islands adjacent thereto in the Western Hemisphere, 
so that there may be no mistake or misunderstanding. Noone «:- 
plores war morethan I do. I do not believe in war except in case 
of necessity. My views upon this subject are fully expressed in the 
language of one of our greatest and most humane generals: 

Far be the day when we shall enter into war unless we are fully justified 
by our own inner consciousness that itis right, for “thrice is he armed that 
hath his quarrel just.”" And men should not engage in war unless they are 
fully conscious that the cause is just for so doing. War means desolation, 
destruction, sacrifice, and suffering, as well as heroism and glory. 

Mr. President, national dishonor, national decadence, and dec:y 
are more deplorable than war. By announcing the principle con- 
tained in the resolution we shall not invite or provoke war. Tho 
justness of our cause will and command the admiration 
of the civilized world. Opposition thereto will disappear like 
summer clouds before the morning sun. ar may come in up- 
ae principle, but I do not believe it. Butif it does come 
we triumph in a cause which Heaven will bless and crown 
with glorious success. And when the shock of fierce contending 
armies shall be heard no more, when the smoke of battle shall have 
been gathered in the hand of peace, then we shall behold greater 
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America united, prosperous, and free, still the wonder and marvel 
of the world—matchless, incomparable. 

Mr. President, let us have 2e; and, in order that we may have 
honorahle, lasting, and glorious peace, let us announce to the na- 
tions of the world the principle contained in the resolution as a 
rule of conduet for all time. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to ask whether the joint resolution is 
before the Senate for consideration at this time. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that it is not. I desired to make 
a few remarks when introducing the joint resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I merely wish to state, with the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, so far as is pertinent to the joint resolution, 
that I hope the Committee on Foreign Relations will at an early 
day and without delay bring into the Senate for consideration a 
measure according be _—— rights to the people of Cuba. 

The application of the Monroe doctrine, whatever may be 
proper in regard toits extension as contained in the joint resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], now before the 
Senate, is certainly applicable to the present condition of affairs 
in Cuba. Itis unquestionably true that the Government of the 
United States should not permit the terrible atrocities which are 
now being trated upon the people of that island. There is 
no greater instance of heroism in the history of the world than 
that of a comparatively small population upon a little island suc- 
cessfully maintaining a war against one of the great powers of 
Europe. Without arms, without munitions of war, relying en- 


tirely upon the unanimous sentiment of the people, they have 
endu cruelties which outrage human nature and which find 


constant publication in the press. 

Mr. President, I hope no delay will occur in the expression on 
the of Congress of the right of those people to recognition as 
a belligerent power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Chair understands that that is the pending motion. The joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

IMMIGRATION FROM PENAL COLONIES. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration be directed to inquire 
whether or not any legislation is necessary to prevent the introduction into 


the United States of aliens imprisoned in penal colonies of European nations 
established in their American possessions. 


PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a —— coming over from a previous day, which will be 
stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A resolution by Mr. BuTLER relative to the 
purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver at a parity by invest- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion of paying the 
coin obligations of the country as they mature in either metal. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that the Senator from Nevada 
proposes to address the Senate on the resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada has 
risen, and the Chair presumes that he desires to address the Senate 
on the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I rose to request that the resolution of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] be temporarily laid 
aside without losing its place, and that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business a few minutes before 
the time when it will be laid before the Senate—I presume there 
is not time enough for anything of importance to intervene—in 
order to enable me to address the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr I am willing that the resolution shall be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. JONES: of Arkansas. I gave notice two days ago that at 
expiration of the morning business to-day I would move that 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 2904, bein 
. Ifthe morning business has been concluded I wil 
make that motion. 

Mr. STEWART. I have the floor on the unfinished business, 
and should like to make some remarks upon the resolution of the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Etxrns]. It will not enlarge 
the time if I should do so now, as I can make them on one measure 
as well as the other. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me get this bill up. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make my remarks on the unfinished 
business, because I think that is the matter immediately under 
consideration, and it is the subject on which I want to talk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Nevada how long he thinks it will take him tosubmit the remarks 


he proposes to make? ° 
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Mr. STEWART. About an hour. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question before the 
Senate is as to the disposition of the resolution heretofore submitted 


by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. Unanimous 
consent is asked that it be allowed to lie on the table without 
prejudice. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

SALE OF BONDS. 


Mr. STEWART. Now I ask that the unfinished business be 
taken up in order that I may submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent to address the Senate upon the unfinished busi- 
ness. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it the proposition of the Senator 
from Nevada to discuss the unfinished business or some matter 
coming over in the morning hour? 

Mr. STEWART. The unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The proposition is to discuss the 
unfinished business, which will not come up in regular order until 
2o’clock. Itcancome up before that time by unanimous consent. 
a Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At the expiration of the morning 

our. 

Mr. STEWART. 
now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not want to be discourteous to 
the Senator from Nevada. At the same time, as | gave notice 
two days ago that I would make this motion, I do not think the 
Senator from Nevada ought to insist on taking the time of the 
Senate just now. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam entitled to the floor at 2 o'clock. 
not suppose it will take me until 3. 
to speak at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WHITE, If the Senator from Arkansas will permit a sug- 
gestion, I think a solution of the difficulty can be reached im har- 
mony with the ideas of the Senator from Nevada as well as those 
of the Senator from Arkansas. If the motion proposed to be made 
by the Senator from Arkansas be submitted at this time and be 
adopted by the Senate, the Senator from Nevada can make his 
speech upon that measure, as I understand the rules, with as 
much propriety as if the other matter were pending. 

Mr. STEWART. I have taken the floor to speak on the reso- 
lution with regard to the issue of bonds, and I wish to speak upon 
that resolution. Ido not want to speak on the bond bill to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nevada has had the floor 
twice to make a speech, and I think it is hardly fair that he should 
not have an opportunity to make it now, when he has secured the 
floor for the third time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no idea of being discourteous 
to the Senator from Nevada. I only hope there is some way to 
avoid postponing the measure any longer. I know he feels as 
much interest as I do in taking up the bill which [have in charge; 
but, of course, I can not object to the Senator taking the time he 
desires. However, at the conclusion of the speech of the Senator 
from Nevada I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be now taken up. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ELKrns relative to the 
sale of bonds by the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the Secretary read the resolution and the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from North Carolina {Mr. 


BUTLER]. 
ESIDING OFFICER. The resolution and the amend- 


I ask unanimous consent that it be taken up 


I do 
I shall insist upon my right 


The P 
ment will be read. 

The Secretary. The resolution submitted by Mr. ELKrvs 
December 31 is as follows: 

Resolved, Thatit is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 

United States shall be sold at private sale or under private contract, and 
in case of any sale of bonds under existing laws the same shall be made only 
after due advertisement of such sale and proposals invited, and then only to 
the highest bidder. 
_ It is proposed by Mr. BuTLER toamend the resolution by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘sold” and inserting the words ‘for 
any purpose whatever, without further authority from Congress;” 
so that the resolution when amended will read: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that hereafter no bonds of the 


United States shall be sold for any purpose whatever without further anu- 
thority from Congress. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the reasons why the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrNs], as proposed 
to be amended by the Senator from North Carolina { Mr. BurLer}, 
should pass seem to me to be overwhelming. In the first place, I 
shall show why reasons against the issuance of bonds have accu- 
mulated since the resolution was last under discussion, and in- 


we 
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stead of complying withthe spirit of the original resolution offered 

by the Senator from West Virginia, the Administration has taken 

a departure which is much worse than the original private sales. 
REASONS FOR THE RESOLUTION. 

Before I proceed to show that there is no authority and no law 
for the sale, which I shall do, I propose to call attention to the 
very remarkable call issued by the Executive for the sale of 
$100,000,000 of United States bonds, bearing 4 per cent interest, 
and running twenty-nine years, the coupons from last February 
being cut off. In the first place, the bids are to be for $50 and 
any multiple of that sum. In the next place the bidders must 
estimate what premiums they will pay, which involves a very 
difficult calculation. I do not suppose one in a thousand of the 
people of the United States, perhaps not one in ten thousand, can 
make a calculation to show what interest their bid would bear, if 
they named a certain premium. That takes it out of the reach of 
ordinary bidders. Then $50 is entirely too much. It, too, takes 
the bonds out of the reach of the ordinary bidder. Then there is 
contained in the offer a declaration like this: 

The right to reject any and all bids is reserved. 

That is not all. It is further er in this offer that the pur- 

chasers will be required to pay United States gold coin. Yet this 


is called a popular loan. Can it be so called in any just accepta- 
tion? We never have had a popular loan in this country, but they 
have had such loansin other countries. After the Franco-Prussian 
war, France was compelled to pay a ransom of $1,000,000,000 to 
make peace with Germany, and she raised that sum by a popular 
loan. 


WHAT A POPULAR LOAN Is. 

I think the best way to describe a popular loan is to state how 
France did it. The minimum size of the bonds she offered was 
10 francs, a little less than $2 of our money. They were offered 
to be paid for in French money, and no bid was to be rejected, 
but the bidders were to receive the bonds pro rata. There was no 
obstruction in the way, no fooling about it, no underhand scheme 
about it, no syndicates behind it. What was the result? Every 
servant who could raise 10 francs bought a bond. They were 
bought with French money, and the result wag that the $1,000,- 
000,000 was subscribed two or three times over by the French peo- 
ple. What effect did it have upon France? The $1,000,000,000 of 
these bonds of small denominations operated like so much cur- 
rency. It changed from hand to hand. The ple had that 
aaah money really, and the $1,000,000,000 which France paid did 
more good to France than the $1,000,000,000 which Germany re- 
ceived did for Germany, for within two years from that time 
France was the most prosperous country in Europe. 

How did that — ? Having an abundance of money, all the 

ople went to work. The wealth of a country depends upon its 

abor and its resources. The French prospered as no other people 
did. What has been the result since? ith the impetus that 
France got by the $1,000,000,000, there was plenty of money and 
all hands went to work. She has since accumulated $900,000,000 
of gold and $700,000,000 of silver, and has put out about seven or 
eight hundred million dollars of paper money, with less than 
40,000,000 people. France has kept her ple at work and has 
a falling prices, and thus sec the balance of trade in 

er favor. 

How has the United States done? What kind of a policy has 
the United States pursued? The United States during the war 

ut out various kinds of bonds, which were used as money. In 
fact, the whole national debt was practically money. The holders 
of the bonds used them as a basis of credit in the place of money. 

Some of the bonds — from hand to hand asmoney. When 
the war closed what happened? Europeans invested in them be- 
cause there was no question of their payment. They became the 
best of rs The Europeans bought them and took them away 
from the people and contracted the circulation enormously. What 
a ned then? The debt was refunded and taken by syndicates 
and kept from the peomts. I think the people of Washington will 
remember very well that when an opportunity was given to invest 
in a popular loan of $10,000,000, there was a string of people a mile 
or two long to get the $10,000,000 of bonds. The next day the syn- 
dicate had taken up all the bonds and none could be bought. 

HE PRESENT LOAN A MOCKERY. 


This advertisement, coming at the present time, it seems to me, 
is a cruel mockery. in the first place, the amount of the bonds is 
too large. They ought not to be more than $5 each, if you are 
going to have the people take them. It is all nonsense to talk 
about a popular loan in $50 bonds. France never made an experi- 
ment of that kind. If she hadshe would have failed. If that had 
been tried in France it would have been a failure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had a chance to hear a good deal about the 
French loan, and it is my recollection that France issued bonds as 
low as 100 francs, $20. 

Mr. STEWART. As low as 10 francs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator from Nevada said noth- 
ing as low as $50. 
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Mr. STEWART. I said, referring to the offer of the President, 
that $50 was too much. Bonds of that denomination can not be 
taken by the people at large, but they could take bonds of $2 or $3 
and they would all take some if they had an opportunity. When 


. they needed money they would bring the bonds out. 


I received a letter from my wife in Paris when the French loan 
was being taken. She said that every servant about the hotels and 
all the waiters were pee up money to get 10 francs to buy 
a bond. Theyall took an interest in it. We have no such oppor- 
tunity here in the United States. Here comes the fifty-dollar 
bond; then comes the assertion that they must be sealed bids, and 
that they may be rejected, to discourage the people. That is a 
matter of uncertainty about it. Then the ordinary person can 
not fix the price todetermine any given percent. If thishad been 
intended as a popular loan the denomination of the bonds would 
have been not to exceed $5. It would have been arranged that 
they should be paid for in American money, and the Government 
would have fixed a price which would have made it a8 per cent 
bond. The Government officers could have figured it out so that 
everybody would have understood it, and the people, no doubt, 
would have taken about all the bonds the Government wants to 
issue. The Government should have figured it out, whether it 
was 116, 117, 118, or 119, so as to make it a3 per cent bond, and 
stated that price. Then the people could have taken the bonds; 
they would have been within the reach of the people. But the 
proposed issue is apa out of their reach by a dozen different 
arrangements in this proposition. 

Then comes another obstruction. The bonds must be paid for 
in gold. Thatisrequired by an Administration which has Sen de- 
claring all along that it was going to maintain the parity between 
gold and silver; that there should be no discrimination; that there 
should be no degradation of the money of the country; ‘‘ that one 
dollar should be as good as another.” That phrase has been used 
in all our elections since Harrison invented it. It has been taken 
up and echoed and reechoed—that one dollar should be as good 
as every other dollar. Yet here the Executive requires a partic- 
ular kind of dollar to maintain the parity! That is a great way 
to maintain the ae: to say that other kinds of dollars are not 
good enough with which to buy those bonds. 

UNITED STATES TREASURY NOTES. 

Mr. President, from the foundation of this Government until 
1861 there was never a — of five years when there was not 
circulating paper which would pay all Government dues and 
which was at par and never went below par. From time to time, 
until 1816, they issued Treasury notes and received them for Gov- 
ernment dues. Then the circulation of the United States Bank 
was received for Government dues from about 1816 until 1835, and 
it never was at a discount. Then Treasury notes were issued 
again under Van Buren’s Administration. Those Treasury notes 
were received for public dues, and they never fell below par. 
Then, in 1861, we had Treasury notes put out. Those Treasury 
notes were as good as gold, and after greenbacks were dishon- 
ored by the refusal to receive them for customs dues, then the 
$62,000,000 of Treasury notes—I think that was the amount— 
remained as good as gold to the end of the war. In those days 
notes were issued upon which there was no limitation of legal- 
tender power, and so long as they paid Government dues they 
remained at par. 

THE EXECUTIVE DEGRADES THE NATION'S MONEY. 

Here the Executive says that no kind of money but gold shall be 
received on the bids. It disparages the greenbacks and the silver 
certificates and all other money about in the same manner that it 
would to refuse to receive them for custom dues. ‘‘ Resume 
specie payments; make one dollar as good as another; no discrim- 
ination between dollars.” Here we have this document put out, 
sa ing, “we require gold and we will repudiate all the other cir- 
culation. 

Now, it has been suggested, and circumstances appear to point 
in that direction, that this offer was put out under a stress of cir- 
cumstances, on account of the clamor against the sale of bonds to 
the syndicate, in order to excuse the Administration for dealing 
with a syndicate. If that is the object, they offer it in the right 
shape to be used for that purpose, for it can be used for no other 
purpose. The money of this country is in a condition where the 
people can not get gold. The syndicate has it hoarded. 

ve here an article from the Washington Post entitled ‘‘A 
ip on gold,” which contains a statement made by the Treasury 
partment, being a summary of the condition of our currency, 


which I will ask t oe read. E ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Itisrecalled that private subscriptions tothe first loan of $50,000,000 amounted 
to only about $745,000, and to the last loan but little more. ‘The last issue re- 
sul in the payment into the Treasury of $65,116,244 in gold, for which the 
Government Towel 4 per cent thirty-year bonds to the amount of $62,315,400. 
The premium realized by the Government, therefore, was $2,800,844, or 4.494 
per cent, the investor realizing a rate of interest of about 3.75 per cent. The 
market price of the bonds is now about 114. The Treasury now holds legal 
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tenders to the amount of $147,495,510, of which $115,825,143 are in United States 


notes, $2,845,000 in ougreney certificates, and $22,044,511 in Treasury notes of 
1890. e amount of le tenders now in circulation is $378,187,642, as fol- 
lows: Treasury notes of 1890, $115,726,769; United States notes, 855,873, and 
currency certificates, $206,655, . Ofthe amount of legal tenders in circula- 
tion, the 3,712 natio iks on September 28 last, the date of the last report, 
held $143,866,685, the remainder being held by State banks, trust companies, 
savings banks, and private banks, aggregating in number 10,038, and by pri- 
vate individuals. 


NO GREENBACKS OR GOLD FOR THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. STEWART. It will be observed that there are nearly 
$150,000,000 of legal tenders in the Treasury, and that outside of 
the Treasury there are three hundred and seventy-eight millinos 
and some thousands; that of the $378,000,000 of legal tenders over 
$143,000,000 are in the national banks, and the balance, as stated 
in this article, in about 10,000 other private banks, trust compan- 
ies, etc. The probabilities are that there are not $50,000,000 of 
legal-tender notes circulating among the people. So that the 
bankers have the means of calling on the ar for gold, and no- 
body else has the means of doing it, and no way of getting the gold. 

As to the question of the amount of gold in the country, nobody 
knows that any worth naming exists outside of the banks and the 
Treasury, except on the Pacific Coast, where there may be twenty 
or thirty million dollars in actual circulation. But there is no 
gold whatever in circulation east of the aa Mountains; what- 
ever there isisin the banks, and undoubtedly the pool understands 
that. 


THE WAYS OF THE ROTHSCHILD SYNDICATE. 


When this call was issued, what did the syndicate do? It will 
be remembered that there was a syndicate formed to take this en- 
tire loan, and that was composed of Europeans. Did they encour- 
age a popular loan in the United States? I have in my hand tele- 

ams from Europe showing how they boomed our popular loan. 

hey were cooperating to destroy it, with the intention of having 
a pretended coercion upon the President, a sham coercion to make 
him give them the bonds. I think it might be well to insert in 
the REcorpD the kindly way the Europeans who belonged to this 
syndicate, of which Morgan was the head, undertook to aid the 
popular loan in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


EUROPEAN BANKERS’ VIEWS—THEY WILL ACCEPT NOTHING BUT A BOND 
PAYABLE IN GOLD. 


New YORK, January 6. 

The World to-morrow will publish the following cablegrams: 

“ LONDON, January 6. 

“Tn answer to your telegram of the 4th, we beg to say that under ordinary 
circumstances we would never venture to offer an opinion on any financial 
question which is under discussion by a foreign government and its legisla- 
ture, but we are always ready to give our advice on any practical issue when 
called upon to do so by those who have power to act. 

“Last year, during the financial crisis in the United States, we made an 
offer for a 3 per cent gold loan, and failing Congress giving necessary powers 
to enable such an issue to be made, we undertook, with others, to place a 
certain amount of 4 per cent coin bonds. : 

“As you now have done us the honor of asking our opinion, we must tell 
you very frankly that in our judgment the severe financial situation at 
present is chiefly caused by the political crisis, and as soon as the American 
and English Governments have satisfactorily settled the questions at issue 
the financial strain will be considerably relaxed, if it does not altogether 


disappear. 

= Until this boundary question is arranged we do not believe that either the 
European public or Spcaiots will take many American bonds for invest- 
ment, if any, and we believe that although a certain number of people on this 
side of the Atlantic have oe their intention of taking ashare in a syndi- 
cate to be formed in New York, they have only done so in the belief that at 
the Preeents moment they could at once resell the bonds in America. 

“When the political horizon is quite clear and itis finally established in the 
minds of all men that the good fee pesns understanding which exists in the 
hearts of the yao le in England and erica is beyond doubt and is acknowl- 
edged and rat by the two Governments, then will 
for America to apply to the British capitalists. 

“We offer no suggestions how this is to be accomplished. It is for the Gov- 
ernments to decide this. 

“All we can say is that feeling exists among our people on this side, 
and 7. have proved by your patriotic efforts that it exists on the other 


side of the Atlantic. 
“N. M. ROTHSCHILD & SONS.” 


Mr. STEWART. There were a number of other telegrams by 
other bankers, indorsing the Rothschilds. Of course they had to 
indorse the Rothschilds and sustain their position. Now, mark 
this ificant telegram. A few days previous to this offer to 
the public, the agent of the Rothschilds who formed the other 
syndicate, Pierpont Morgan, was in this city, as all spol man 


be time and opportunity 


announced, with Mr. Stetson, the same attorney who hel man- 
age the other pool. The Messrs. Rothschild & Sons tell us they 
were part of the other pool. It was announced in the press that 
anew 1 had been formed to take this loan, but it was the old 
Ee e old syndicate somewhat enlarged, a few more American 
ers being taken in, and here were Messrs. Rothschild & Sons, 
with a pool already formed, and with the gold all cornered. 
When this offer was published—which, if I might express my 
opinion without being impolite, I would call a ‘‘ sham offer”—in 
order to defeat it, the members of this syndicate telegraphed from 
London that the bonds could not be sold, that they would not take 


them under existing circumstances, when their agent had been in 
this city and had made arrangements to take them and expected to 
get them, and still expects to get them, and get them cheap, when 
the force of a popular loan has failed. 

They wanted to discourage the American people. It seems to 
me that such a message coming from a syndicate which was pro- 
posing to buy bonds for less than their value shows a conspiracy 
against the finances and honor of this country that should make 
us pause; and it is time to stop selling bonds until there is some 
mode provided for their issuance by law and some regulation, so 
that a syndicate can not fool with the Government in this way. 

The Rothschilds are in a syndicate to buy the bonds, and when 
the offer is put out, in order to discourage the American people 
and to damage the finances and credit of this country, then come 
telegrams from members of the syndicate, disparaging American 
credit; and our papers have been teeming with laudation of the 
patriotism of the syndicate—the syndicate saved the country!— 
and the commercial press throughout the land has been commend- 
ing the syndicate for the last year. Now come these same indi- 
viduals applying for $100,000,000 of bonds, after they have col- 
lected the gold which nobody else can get. This proposal, pre- 
tending to be a popular loan, is trammeled by the necessity of 
bidders having gold. Then come telegrams from the same bank- 
ing syndicate disparaging the credit of the United States. If 
there is anything more important for consideration than this, if 
there is anything which more appeals to American pride and 
American honor than this, I should like to have the subject sug- 
gested. I willinsert in my remarks the full dispatches. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


BERLIN, January 6. 


Not having taken part in the negotiations for a new loan, wo think it in- 
opportune to give an opinion on the subject. 


8. BLEICHROEDER & CO., Bankers. 
LONDON, January 6. 
In my official capacity I can not express any opinion. 
GOVERNOR BANK OF ENGLAND. 
LONDON, January 6. 
Can not express opinion as to continental investors. Doubtif sufficiently 
attractive here in form suggested. 
COUTTS, Bankers. 
LONDON, January 6. 
In our opinion the success, or otherwise, of an issue of American bonds in 


England would depend on the feeling existing between the two countries at 
the time of issue. 
CHILDS & CO. 


PARIS, January 6. 
Believe European investors would readily take United States threes, prin- 
cipal and interest payable in gold, but coin or currency bonds, even 4 percents, 


would find quite limited market. 
MUNROE & CO., Bankers. 


LONDON, January 6. 
If your inquiry refers to United States bonds expressed in coin, an expres- 
sion regarded here and on the Continent as equivocal and dubious, we don’t 


believe any such 3 per cent bonds would be taken abroad. In ordinary times 
a3per cent United States loan, expressed in gold, would no doubt go well 
here and on the Continent, but these are exceptional times, and at present 
even that may be uncertain. In our opinion, also, the absence of small 
hoarded savings in the hands of the people of the United States, such as 
among the French form the support of popular loans, makes a popular issue 


in the United States unpromising. 
BROWN, SHIPLEY & CO., Bankers. 
PARIS, January 6. 
French capital would mrody gyn = ate in United States loans provided 
principal and interest be paid in gold. Terms would depend on circum- 
stances. 
THE CREDIT LYONAISE. 


THE POPULAR LOAN EXPECTED To FAIL. 

Mr. STEWART. But other things have appeared. It now ap- 
pears to be generally conceded by the syndicate that the popular 
loan will fail. The first intimation that we had came from the 
little evening paper here which always feels for the Administra- 
tion—the little Star that twinkles dimly but actively. It gives us 
the first inkling of what is anticipated. I ask the Secretary to 
read what the Star says, and then I will make some comments on 
it. Theextract I desire to have read is from the Star of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE RAID ON GOLD—WHAT THE PRESIDENT MAY DO UNDER CERTAIN 
CIRCUMSTANCES. 


The withdrawals of gold from the Treasury thus far this week are looked 
upon as ominous by Treasury officials, but this result is not altogether unex- 
pected by the Administration. They would not be surprised if a serious 
raid should be made, taking practical all of the gold out of the Treasury, 
and if this should occar they will be disposed to say, ‘“‘I told you so.” Itis 
what LW President and his retary expected to result from anattempt at a 
popular loan. 

It is said that in anticipation of a raid on the gold a course has already been 
decided on, to be followed as soon as the reserve is run below acertain point. 
As soon as it becomes apparent (if it does) that the gold in the Treasury is 
being drawn on for the purchase of the proposed bonds the President wil), it 
is said, withdraw the advertisement for bonds and at once make a contract 


with the syndicate for gold. It is believed that he will not wait for the re 
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serve to sink much lower before doing this, provided it is evident that the 
gold is being withdrawn in consequence of the offer of bonds. 
THE STORY OF JOB SANDS. 

Mr. STEWART. Though not in the habit of telling stories, 
this article reminds me of one. We had a bad man in California 
whose name was Joe Sands. He was very bad. He played three- 
card monte in Stockton, and had to run away from that place 
because he cheated everybody. Then he went up to Sonora 
and played a swindli e,and was run out. He went around 
playing tricks of that kind, and as soon as he was discovered in 
one place he had to leave for another. He was always prepared 
to leave on short notice, and had his horse saddled. He worked 
his games along up to Placerville, and then to Mormon Island, and 
then to Nevada. Each time he had his horse saddled and had to 
fe. He marked cards, loaded dice, and did all that kind of thing. 

é finally got over into Plumas County on Jim Crow Bar. The 
water was so high there that the sama could not get into the 
stream. a all very poor, and nobody had any money. 

Joe Sands discovered a large, good-looking, but very lank dog. 
There was only one very small meat market in the , where 
Joe Sands actually bought a good-sized piece of ; he did not 
steal that time, he an exception. Then he held the meat 
before the dog and made the dog stand on his hind legs and roll 
over. He teased the dog in that way for a long time, but finally 
took a piece of paper, rolled the beef up in it, put it in his pocket, 
and said he would have to go, that the meat was for another dog. 
The trick Joe played on the dog ended his career. The miners 
voted unanimously that he was too mean tolive. They did not 
give him time to cane, but dealt with him in a way that put a 
stop to his wicked works. 

© President is now offering these bonds. The people are hun- 
gry for them, but they can not reach them. The President will 
withdraw them and give them to his pet syndicate. The evidence 
is accumulating that the people are not going to get any of them. 


GIVING THE LOAN “A BLACK EYE.” 


In the New York Sun of this morning we find an interview with 
a Cabinet officer. The Sun is pretty careful about misrepresent- 
ing high officers of the Governmentin itsinterviews. In discuss- 
ing the question of the ae failure of this popular loan the 
reporter says, among other things, what I now read: 
immnins the question with the Sun correspondent to-night this Cabinet 

cor—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Who was it? 

Mr.STEWART. Hedoesnotgivethename. Hesays the Cabi- 
net officer requested that his name be not given. 

Mr. GEC WRGE, You can take any one you please, then? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; you can take any one you please. 

The interview continues— 
gave the reason why the Administration is absolutely confident of the suc- 
ceas of the new loan. This reason is that the loan is practically underwitten 
now by bankers, and that an arrangement has been made with banks to pro- 
duce the gold necessary to prevent a financial crash whenever it is threa’ 
between now and February 5, the date when the bids are to be opened an 

upon. 

Nobody doubts that the country is eo be now that it 
is underwritten by Morgan! The failure of offer would be an 
excuse for selling bonds at a remarkably low figure. Then we 
shall hear Rothschild lauded as the only patriotic American any- 
where. We have to go to the other side of the water to get i- 
otism. The same syndicate which has underwritten the bonds 
already tells you, ‘‘ You put them out and we will give the loan a 
black ove, and then the honesty and the patriotism of the coun- 
try will justify you in selling to us very cheap; the ten or fifteen 
millions we made in the other deal is not satisfactory; we want 
to make more; we want to the credit of the country,so 
that we can make more money under this loan than we did under 
the former one.” 

There is another thing in this interview which is very signifi- 
cant, but which we all Ww: 

This same Cabinet officer says that there are 
addition to the =— of gy ee arri 
during the last few days, to that the 
not hoarded away the vast sums of gold they are 

We have heard about the vast amount of gold in possession of 
the people, when everybody knew the did not have 
gold, and the bonds can not be p with anything else. 
it not tantalizing he to offer them these bonds when the 
gold is all pooled everybody knows it, to offer them under 
conditions when they can not buy them? 


THE BONDS UNNECESSARY AND ILLEGAL. 


Tsay pow there is nn sone Seen eae Se 
ing. The President tells us there is necessity for it. 
he say in his annual message? I wiil have the 
read, and I hope the Senate will attention to it. 
The PR. ING OFFICER. 

quested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, FIRST SESSION FIFTY-FOURTH CONGRESS. 
of Seanensed a m2 remedy for the 
that the bonds which have been issned ostensibly to replenst 

were really issued to supply insufficient revenue. or 
th. were issued to obtain gold for the 
credit. As has been shown, the gold thus ob- 
tained has been drawn again from the ;prseury upen United States notes 
and Treasury notes. This nm would have m promptly prevented if 
pou but these having thus been passed to the ene: they 
the a = the Government, like any other ordinary Govern- 
ment funds, and was nothing to do but to use them in paying Gov- 

ernment expenses when needed. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator from Ne- 
vada, I wish to call his attention to a rumor which was in circu- 
lation in February, 1894, when the first loan was effected, and 
which attached to every loan which has been made by this Ad- 
ministration. It was charged that of the fifty or sixty million is- 
sue of bonds only about thirteen millions of the sum were received 
in actual gold—that is, in actual gold money or bullion—or gold 
certificates. The same charge has been made with reference to 
subsequent loans, that notto exceed 25 per cent of those loans have 
been received in gold, or gold certificates. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know how that may be, but I know 
that the people have to pay gold to get the bonds, and I know they 
have not the gold and can not get the bonds, and that has been 
known from the beginning. But to the point. 

There is now $178,000, cash balance in the Treasury, nearly 
$150,000,000 of which is legal-tender notes. If we put out another 
$100,000,000, the syndicate can buy up all those notes and make 
more contraction. It is undoubtedly the object to continue to 
buy them up and pile them in the Treasury for the purpose of 
depriving the people of what little money is in circulation. The 
President says he does not need any more revenue, but he needs 
this money to sustain the honor of the Government. He has got 
to deal with this Rothschild syndicate, which is disparaging our 
credit and is speculating off the Government, getting bonds 10 or 
15 per cent less than their actual value, piling up debt on us, and 
we must do this to sustain the honor of the Government! How 
long will this Government have honor or credit if these outra- 
geous speculations and peculations are allowed to proceed? We 
can not imitate the press, which says it is patriotism for Rothschild 
to dis our credit and buy bonds for less than their value. 
Weshould not be intimidated by the Executive power, which offers 
these bonds in such a way that the people can not get them. We 
should stop these wicked transactions, and stop them now. 

The resolution as a to be amended by the Senator from 
North Carolina ought to pass this body to-day. But thisis not 
all. There is an ample surplus in the Treasury.’ The President 
says he makes this loan to maintain the gold reserve. I deny that 
he has any right to maintain the gold reserve, whatever may be 
said about the coin reserve. I shall not discuss that, but I believe 
there is no law for that either. As tothe gold reserve, however, 
it is a thing unknown to the law. It is only by the combination 
of the Executive with gold gamblers that a gold reserve ever has 
been made in this Republic. 

THE STANLEY MATTHEWS RESOLUTION. 

A clamor for gold arose in 1878, and Stanley Matthews, one of 
the brightest lawyers who ever sat in the Senate or who ever 
adorned the bench, drew a resolution which was passed by more 
than a two-thirds vote in each House of Congress after mature de- 
bate. That di of the idea of a gold reserve up to that date. 

Mr. GEORG What is the date of that? 

Mr. STEWART. January, 1878. The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas oe Ge act entitled “An act to aoeaen te ublic credit,” ap- 

Mare tg wy Fete = Ce that the faith of the 

nited States was thereby ee coin or its 
ea authorizing the issue of ar Saaiens ne ease os > 
vided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
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blic faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public cred- 
Gen of Re penal Record, volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second 
session, page 564. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, voted for this reso- 
lution, and the law was then supposed to be settled that there 
was no distinction between the coins of this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was that a concurrent resolution, or a Senate 
resolution? : : 

Mr. STEWART. It was a concurrent resolution. We had in 
the White House at that time Mr. Hayes, who would have vetoed 
it, of course. He was there for that purpose, as all his successors 
have been. 

THE AUTHORITY FOR LOOTING THE TREASURY. 

The actof 1875 which was recited in this resolution, the resump- 
tion act, contains the clause which I am about to read, and this 
is the only authority in the books by which bonds aresold. There 
is nothing else to be found. There have been some other laws 
enacted, but they have ail been repealed. There is only this one 
authority. Now, let us examine this authority for looting the 
Treasury, to satisfy these benevolent and patriotic citizens on the 
other side of the Atlantic. 

This is the resumption act of 1875. I read the clause wherein 
the authority to sell bonds is obtained, so far as any authority is 
supposed to exist: 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secre of the 
Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes then out- 
standing on their presentation for redemption _at the office of the assistant 
treasurer of the United States in the city of New York in sumsof not less 
than $50, and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide 
for the redemption in this act authorized or required he is authorized to use 
any surplus revenues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

ated, and to issue, sell, and —— of at not less than par in coin either of 

e descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act of Con- 

ress approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of 
fhe national debt,” with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the 
extent necessary to carry this act into full effect. 


THE FRAUDULENT “ PARITY.” 

The Secretary of the Treas was authorized to redeem the 

eenbacks then outstanding. He was given a right under that 
os to sell bonds for coin to redeem the greenbacks then outstand- 
ing—for coin, not for gold coin. But a more recent, a more falla- 
cious, absurd, and insulting pretext has been found than was ever 
invented before. It was invented at the tail end of Harrison’s Ad- 
ministration, and it has been iterated and reiterated constantly. 
It is to the effect that the act of 1890 required the redemption of 
everything in gold coin. I have the clausesof that act here, and I 
propose to call attention to them, because I think the construction 

upon the act is the greatest outrage upon common sense 
and law that ever emanated from the executive department; and 
that is the climax of all that can be said upon that subject. This 
is the act of 1890 for the redemption of the Sherman notes: 

That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion, it 
being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals 
on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratioas may 
be provided by law. 

Now, itis said that because it was declared in that act as a policy— 
that simply because a recital declaring a J sae is found in the act— 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in gold or 
silver coin is taken away, and that he is bound to pay in gold coin 
to maintain er This, too, is claimed in face of the fact 
that both political parties in the campaign of 1892 declared in favor 
of the use of both gold and silver as money. 

Mr. GEORGE. Standard money. 
Mr. STEWART. Yes; standardmoney, both coins. This, too, 
claimed we face = the ong fact Lora oe to 
present they have been iterating and reiterating that every 
should be as good as every other dollar; that they would 
ene coin in favor of the other. Now they propose 
the parity between gold and silver by rejecting sil- 
off its market, by not —a™ and throwing the 
upon gold alone. Everybody knows that the dis- 
created by the demonetization of silver. That is 
any intelligent man. The Royal Commission 
is what created the disparity. It was done by 
market for silver. It was done by.the suspension 
silver. Here to create a parity, they not only re- 
er, but they refused to use it, and what has been 
has gone down, down under the blows of this 
nistration and its predecessor in ing to use it. How 
honest the pretext! That is the way they created 
ity, un the pretense of creating a parity. That is 
this Administration, and never was excuse more 
this. They presume that the American people are 
do not mow that cutting off the demand for one arti- 
placing ali of the demand on the other will increase the 
ty. That is what they intended to do. 


THE 4XEUTIVE TRAMPLES ON THE LAW. 


But thatis not ai!. Every lawyer knows that the entire context 
of a law must be taken into consideration in interpreting it, and 
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the last clause always has more weight than the first as the final 
conclusion of the lawmaking power. Now, what follows your 
parity provision? Here isa positive mandate; yet the Executive 
tramples upon it as chaff. Section 3, following the section which 
contains the parity clause, provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall each month coin 2,000,000 ounces of 
the silver Seen ees under the provisions of this act into standard 
silver dollars until the ist day of July, 1891, and after that time he shall coin 
of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act as much as may 
be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein pro 
vided for. 

Mr. GEORGE. He says it is not necessary. 

Mr. STEWART. Ah, it is not necessary if you use only gold, 
but he has no means of getting gold. When he has silver there in 
the Treasury it is his duty to coin it. But he says that he can 
not get redemption money without involving this country in un- 
told obligations—without ruining the country, without letting 
in syndicates, Morgan, Stetson, and the Rothschilds. He must 
do it to save the honor of the country, when the statute had 
pomted out a plain way. The wayfaring man, though a fool, 
could not err on that statute if he had an honest purpose. In 
order to relieve him from his pretended embarrassment the last 
Congress passed a bill through both Houses requiring the coinage 
of the bullion in the Treasury, the whole of it, and allowing him 
to use the seigniorage, $50,000,000, immediately. He vetoed the bill. 
Why? Because it was for silver, and to use silver and give it any 
value whatever would destroy the parity. He could not do it 
because it would destroy the parity, and he vetoed that bill, re- 
fusing to carry out the wishes of the legislative department as 
expressed in it, and preferring to manufacture a law of his own. 

1 have given the Matthews resolution, which recited the laws 
up to that date. There is nothing else to justify the course pur- 
sued by the Administration except the act of 1890, and that pro- 
vides a mode of redemption, giving a discretion to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. It was supposed the Secretary would exercise 
that discretion in an henemie way. In the debate here the idea 
that the enactment would not be carried out was repudiated. We 
had that point discussed in the debate here. It was said to bea 
reflection upon the Executive to suggest that he would not coin 
and pay out the silver. : 

A SYNDICATE RUNS THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. President, with $178,000,000 of moneyin the Treasury, with 
authority to coin silver bullion, with an abundance of it in the 
Treasury, but with not only the authority but the duty of the 
Executive to coin it to provide for the redemption of these notes, 
with the means of getting any amount of silver to coin, we are in 
a crisis. What has produced the crisis? Have twenty-five years 
of peace and abundant harvest made times harder than they had 
been since the landing at Jamestown? Is thatthe cause? If not, 


what? Congress meets and suggests no remedy. The banks and 
the syndicate run the Government, and the people suffer. Two 
bills are sent to us from the other House. What are they? We 


stayed here during the holiday recess to consider these matters. 
What came here? First a bond bill, which nobody wanted, which 
they knew would not become a law, to which the Rothschilds were 
as much opposed as anybody; but to show simply that a certain 
political party was in favor of low-rate bonds. 

Has a resolution been put through in either branch like the one 
now pending, declaring it the sense of Congress or of either branch 
of Congress that these proceedings should not goon? No; thereis 
no remedy proposed. The bond bill came here. It is reported 
back from the Senate Committee on Finance with a free-coinage 
amendment. Upon that bill every free-coinage man can record 
his vote, and thus become a free-coinage man, I suppose. Every- 
body knows it is harmless to vote for the bill; it will go to the other 
House and die there; it will do no harm. Even the Rothschilds 
would be willing to have us vote for that measure for the purpose 
of quieting apprehension. It is a dress-parade measure, and all on 
dress parade will vote for it. Iwill vote for it on dress parade or 
on any other occasion. That is what will be done. 

Then comes another bill, a tariff bill for the purpose of reviving 
the tariff agitation. What is the use of agitating the tariff when 
all the silver countries already have a tariff against us of 100 per 
cent in the difference of exchange? What is the use of talking 
about a tariff on manufactures that will offset the tariff that the 
Asiatics hold against us in the difference of exchange? Of course, 
silver is their money, and it will buy as much in their country as 
it ever did. They produce a yard of cloth worth in their country 
20 cents. They can sell it for gold at 10 cents and get their price. 
Young manufactories are springing upin the Orient, and the man- 
ufacturers of this country are going to feel it severely. 

ASIA IS UNDOING US. 

Already the French and English consuls have reported to their 
Governments that if nothing can be done to equalize exchange 
the manufacturing of the Western World will be transferred to 
the Orient. This isthe unanimous testimony of learned men who 
have investigated this subject. Our consuls of course dare not 
say that much, but they report facts upon which you can predicate 
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your conclusions. The cotton planters have not understood what 
aiied them. Cotton is coming here from India, and it will soon 
be coming from China. China is able to produce good cotton. 
China sal Japan can manufacture cotton enough to supply the 
world. Cotton has been developed in India, so that instead of be- 
ing out of the market India is shipping now about $60,000,000 
worth of raw cotton. Cotton industries are growing up all over 
the world, The South none they had a eananity of cotton; 
that is not true at all. The Asiatics can produce cotton at prices 
that will starve the pone of this country to death. We have 
come in competition with the Asiatics in the production of cotton 
and the price has gone down. 

So it is with wheat. A bushel of wheat is pocteees in India for 
two rupees, a dollar in their money. Itissold in Liverpool for an 
ounce of silver, which has been the price of wheat for a hundred 
years there. That ounce of silver taken back to that country is 
worth over $1.30, and it has the effect of $1.30 in their products. 
When an American sells a bushel of wheat in Liverpool for an 
ounce of silver he takes it back to this country and gets 67 cents. 

LOOK AT RUSSIA. 

Look at Russia and see what a spectacle she presents, If they 
have a despotic government, the people who govern Russia love 
Russia. That is evinced more in the way they have treated this 

uestion than any other. They have their silver ruble behind. 
ey do not coin any silver, but they put out paper in sufficient 
uantities to keep it on a par with the silver ruble, and that is 
their circulation. The gold they get they hoard or loan. They 
will let us have some gold if we want it. They keep it for mili- 
tary purposes. There is a large quantity of it deposited in the 
banks of Western Europe, to be drawn out of those countries if 
war is threatened. They hold it as a check. They would let us 
neve some of it, for there seems to have been a proposal of that 
nd. 

How did Russia accumulate this gold? She has five or six hun- 
dred million dollars of gold; nobody knows how much. How did 
she get it? Twenty years ago she had r credit. Our credit 
stood high above that of Russia; 15 or 20 per cent above on the 
same kind of bonds. How is it now? She would come to our re- 
lief in a crisis. How does it happen that she can do it? Stable 
money has kept stability of prices in Russia. When wheat was 
sold at the rate of an ounce of silver per bushel and themoney for it 
was brought back to Russia it was there worth over $1.30. The 
ounce of silver is brought to this country, and it is now worth 
only 67 cents. The practical result has been that Russia has accu- 
mulated an enormous reserve, and is strong and powerful because 
the balance of trade has been with her. She has kept her people 
at work by giving them abundant circulation. We, on the con- 
trary, have robbed our people of a circulating medium, and on 
falling prices we could not compete with her. Twenty years ago 
we had almost a monopoly of ail Europe for our wheat and our 
cotton, but when we had these disadvan forced upon us by 
the gold standard and falling — Russia came forward and 
enjoyed the benefit that is now being enjoyed by all Asia. 

THE TARIFF CRY A TRICK. 

Do Senators talk about rescuing our country with a tariff? You 
must have a specific duty which will be prohibitory, if you intend 
that anything shall be manufactured in this country when manu- 
factories are fully established in the Orient. The farmers, plant- 
ers, and woolgrowers felt it first. Now, wool has gone down 
constantly under all tariffs. This was shown by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other day. He gave us a table showing 
that wool has been continually declining. Why is that the case? 
Our competitors are in Mexico, South America, China, and India. 
Our competitors produce wool on a silver basis. For instance, a 
pound of wool that costs in Mexico and China 20 cents in their 
money can be sold here for 10 cents in our money. 

While they were destroying the farming interests of this coun- 
try, when the South and West were groaning under the heavy 
strokes of Asiatic competition, the manufacturers of the East 
seemed satisfied. It gave them cheap supplies and they did not 
complain. Their withers were unwrung. It took some time to 
inaugurate a manufacturing system. It is much easier to start 
with farm products. They could start with farm products at 
once, and it took no time for preparation. But time is making all 
things even. I received a letter a few days ago from a gentleman 
in Philadelphia which I ought to have brought with me. It in- 
closed a toothbrush that his neighbor was selling. It was made 
in Japan, and his neighbor was selling it for 5 cents. It was a 
pretty good toothbrush. He stated that the bristles in it were 
worth 3} cents in this coun He ascertained from his neighbor 
that the price of those toothbrushes was 2 cents apiece in Japan. 
You can not compete with that at all. Soit is with a great many 
articles. They have just started on this line of ee, 

Japan has opened the ports of China by the recent treaty. e 
Japanese and the Chinese are now wnieh, and Europe is ogi} 
boom in supplying them with manufacturing seothinety. e 
native population have only to see a thing done and they can doit. 


JANUARY 9, 


Here you are talking about a paltry tariff, an emergency tariff 
measure, that is soon coming up here. Who ever heard of an 
emergency tariff—a tariff proposed to last for two years only? 
What good will that do anybody? We have heard much talk 
about disturbing business, and here you propose to keep business 
disturbed all the time. What is the object, what is the plain, 
palpable object, of the whole of this tariff bill? It is not expected 
if it passes this body that it will become a law. The President 
says we do not need the revenue, and he is not going to sign any 
tariff bills, but there will be a tariff bill pending. For what pur- 
pose? Toattract the attention of the people from their real dis- 
tress. That is what it is. 

Of course the Democrats will fight a tariff bill, and if it should 
pass and become a law it is only for two years, and it is open for 
contest in the next Presidential election. It is to bring the tariff 
to the front, as we have had the tariff to the front for a hundred 
years. I know it is a great rallying + The great mass of the 
people of the South are free traders; those of the North are pro- 
tectionists, and you can array the North and West against the 
East and have a tremendous conflict upon which politicians will 
ride into office. The tariff plan is the club which is to beat down 
the financial question. It*has’been the cuttlefish which has dark- 
ened the waters and prevented the country from seeing what the 
real difficulty was. You have had tariff legislation. It mado 
times no better. We had the McKinley Act, and times were 
worse. You have your Wilson Act, and they still grow worse, 
and you may have your Dingley Act, and they will be worse still. 

THE ONLY REMEDY. 

Times will continue to grow worse, and there can be no protec- 
tion that will do this country any good until silver is recognized 
as a standard money of the country and has free access to the 
mints on the same terms and conditions which apply to gold. 
There is no other remedy. Shall we live in a crisis in which syn- 
dicates are going to rob us and destroy the credit of this country 
eternally? I say,no. What would thought of a merchant 
doing business who made contracts to deliver what his rival has? 
Do you not think he would break pretty soon if he confined him- 
self to selling what his rival omaha had and what he could not 

et anywhere else? That is just what the United States is doing. 

e are contracting to deliver gold which a British syndicate has 
pooled, and if we obtain and deliver it we have to obtain it on 
their terms, and their terms mean lower prices, harder times, less 
industries, more dependence, more degradation. That is what 
they mean. 

I never saw a class of men who could endure the miseries of 
mankind with equanimity equal to that of the gold ring. They 
care not what a to others so that it does not happen to them. 
We are at the tender mercies of the Rothschild syndicate, which 
committed the robbery before and now has this robbery planned, 
ready to carry it out. It consented, perhaps, to this sham offer, 
and thefi came thundering across the ocean to the disparagement 
of the credit of this great Republic. They sneer at usnow. We 
did not need their help or support in the struggle of the rebellion. 
Neither side had it. No; not then; but now we have property for 
them to take; we have services which they desire to command. 
Weare making them rich, and they have a tender regard for us— 
the same regard that the hawk has for the chicken, and no other. 


OUR DEBTS, MONEY, AND PRICES. 


Look at the condition of the civilized world. The debts of the 
civilized world, according to the estimates of the best statisticians, 
exceed the assessed value of the property of the world for taxation. 
That is certainly true of the United States. In the United States 
it is estimated that the debts, public and private, aggregate be- 
tween twenty-five and thirty billion dollars, and the assessed value 
of the taxable property a little over $20,000,000,000. Is it a very 
small thing to double that debt by cutting the volume of money 
in two? The value of money is like the value of everything els?. 
It depends upon the law o supply and demand. The property 
for sale on the one side, and all the money in circulation on the 
other hand, are reciprocally the supply and demand of each other, 
and all political economists agree that if you diminish the volume 
of money general J noe must fall; if you increase the volume of 
money general prices must rise. We have been decreasing the 
volume of money. We have cut off the metallic supply more 
than one-half by adopting the gold standard, and still we have not 
reached the bottom; still we go on with falling prices. 

What has been the result? Falling prices the last five years 
have produced a greater loss than the amount expended by both 
sides in the civil war. The whole wealth of the country is repro- 
duced in three or four years by its labor. But all the labor has 
been paral , and salllions of men have been out of employ- 
ment for the last five years. The daily loss now is greater than 
the expenses of the war in the most flagrant times. 

Is there no way to avoid it? Ah, but they say you can not create 
values. Governments can create money, however. From Aris- 
totle down to the present time every writer whose opinion is worth 
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anything, every sensible man who has expressed an honest opin- 
ion, has agreed with Aristotle that money is the creature of law. 
Suppose that brown paper of a particular kind were the only ma- 
terial upon which money could be stamped. Would not that be 
the best money in this country? All that is necessary to make 
good money is to clothe any material with the exclusive monopoly 
of paying debtsandtaxes. Thatmakesmoney. Anythingclothed 
with the exclusive meets of paying debts and taxes is money. 
Then the value of each dollar will depend upon the number of 
units. If all the gold and all the silver were banished and we 
made our own money, properly limiting quantity, we would be 
the richest nation on earth, if we would make enough to keep up 
the stability of prices. Prices depend upon quantity. Youwant 
enough money, so that prices will not fall, and statisticians can 
tell you what the general prices are, whether they are rising or 
falling. it is as sure a test as the gauge that determines the 
amount of steam in a steam boiler. 

Our dear President talks about themoney of the world. There 
never was any such money. He ought toknow it. Of course he 
does not know it or he never would tell us that he wants the world 
to know that we will pay our debts in the money of the world. 
The world has no money. Every kind of money is national, not 
international. It is made money. by law, and whatever the law 
makes money is money. 

HOW NATIONS RISE AND FALL. 

Here is the greatest nation in the world, with more resources 
than any other, with 70,000,000 people, and it can make the 
best money, for nobody will believe that the United States will 
breakup. The difficulty with the money of the South was that the 
people were afraid the Confederacy was going to break up. The 

uality of money depends upon the strength and the stability of 

e Government. Rome for two hundred years had fiat money, 
and she had no other money. The Romans had simply a metal 
piece with the value fixed by the Government, and the quantity 
was controlled by law, and Rome grew from nothing to the great- 
est republic the world has ever seen. She used nothing else in her 
better days. It was not until she made conquests and robbed other 
nations of gold and silver that she used the precious metals. Gold 
and silver then came into her treasury until she got nearly two 
thousand millions of gold and silver in circulation, according to 
Jacob and Gibbon. Eighteen hundred millions is about the esti- 
mate as the best they can get from the Roman writers. 

Then the mines failed; they were worked out. The Romans had 
falling prices. The money lenders demanded more and more 
collateral until they got all the property of the people, and the 
grand old Romans, who bore the eagle from the tropics to the frozen 
zone, became feudal slaves and were sold with the land. Take our 
money away from us and we will share the same fate. It isnot a 
question of manhood or bravery. Every man will make sacrifices 
to get bread for his children, andthe terms grow harder and harder 
on each generation, until the people become accustomed to slavery. 

Thus are civilizations blottedout. Thedarkagescame. There 
was only one star that appeared during the fourteen hundred years 
of gloom, and that was the star of Venice. Therethe Romans had 
to flee, on account of the ferocity of the savages. They took their 
ships and their gold and their silver and settled upon the marshy 
islands on the northeast of Italy. They were without money to ac- 
complishanypurpose. They formeda republic, and they took what 
money they had and put it in a government trust. They allowed 
interest at 4 _ cent upon it for a time, and they made it legal 
tender for all debts, public and private. They exempted it from 
mort; or execution, so that it could be transferred only on the 
books of the government. They took in gold and silver and sold 
them. They didnot keepanyof them. This went on for six hun- 
dred years, until all the world believed that it was the best money 
in the world; and it was so long as the Republic of Venice lasted. 
But Napoleon with a rude hand overran Venice and captured the 

» @ ting to get great treasures; and all he got was the 
books. That was fiat money, with the power of Venice behind it; 
and so long as that government lasted the money was good. 

Take the experience of Great Britain. When Napoleon was 
overriding the world and all was gloom, she declared the paper 
of the Bank of England legal tender and suspended specie pay- 
ments for twenty-two years. During that time her commerce 
extended all over the world, and she was able to loan money on 
the Continent, to conquer — and to take the first place 
among the nations of the world. She did it by the fiat power of 
the Government. But when that was done there was a vast sum 
owing by England and the English people. Then the Rothschild 
— was formed, and it secured the passage of a law that 

1 those obligations should be paid in gold alone. The misery 
that was entailed upon the people blotted from the face of the 
earth the middle class that had given the constitution to England. 
The yeomanry was no more. The aristocracy that were in the 
deal were saved. All the rest were lost. A moneyed aris- 
tocracy was created as heartless aq sin, as grasping as the devil, 
and it has been preying upon mankind ever since. That aristoc- 


racy nas reached out its octopus tentacles and grasped the United 
States. Great Britain can not meet usinarms. We have had 
two wars with her, and each was a blessing to mankind. 

An English syndicate now dictates terms to us, and it is said 
that the credit of America must be protected by a set of English 
gold gamblers. Have we come to that? Is there no other relief? 
If our civilization is to be destroyed thus, let it be known. Is it 
not lamentable that Congress should meet and see the country 
languishing, see it suffer more than at any time during the war, 
while we are offering inconsequential bills, playing for position, 
trying to fool the people again, trying to make an issue of the 
tariff without grappling with the tariff question, trying to make 
an issue of money without grappling with the money question, 
discussing how we can get thé money from Europe. If we con- 
tinue to agree to pay the money of Europe, which we have done, 
Europe will continue to make us slaves. 

LET US HAVE FINANCIAL INDEPENDENCE, 

Let us have an independent policy as Venice did. Let us have 
an independent policy as England did during her struggle. Let 
us have an independent policy for the United States. When the 
war broke out the legal tenders, the Treasury notes, which were 
receivable for all dues, were at par, and remained at par all dur- 
ing the war. But when the fatal stab was made at the green- 
backs, then the gold board was established. That gold board is 
working upon us now. It was more dangerous than the foe in the 
field. The same gold board which found a foothold by destroying 
the greenback in 1862, denying to it the power to pay customs dues 
and interest upon Government obligations, cost thousands of mil- 
lions. Poor old Thaddeus Stevens, when he was beaten on the 
conference committee, according to Judge Kelley, came from the 
room shedding tears. He said it would cost the Government a 
thousand million dollars. But he had to do that or let the Gov- 
ernment starve. He had to submit, and we have constantly been 
submitting to such outrages. 

We have had large gold deals before. We remember very well 
Black Friday, when Gould and one or two others borrowed four 
or five million dollars in legal tenders and locked them up for the 
purpose of breaking stocks. That was a small operation com- 
pared with the syndicate which is said to have control now of 
over $400,000,000 of gold. That includes all the gold in this coun- 
try, and they must have secured some gold from Europe in order 
to make that sum. It is said the syndicate has control of that 
sum, and yet the President of the United States tells the people 


to get gold from Rothschild and they can have bonds. Oh, that 
will not do! We must have a government of the people and for 
the people. Compare our financial operations with those of France 
and the business conditions here ue there, France a limited coun- 


try, with no resources to be compared with ours, yet France 
could get rich by borrowing from her own people a thousand mil- 
lions and we are getting poorer and poorer every day. Look at 
our condition. How are we to get gold? Must we always bor- 
row? According to the lowest estimate our annual gold obliga- 
tions to Europe certainly equal $350,000,000. That is the lowest 
estimate which has been made. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me get through with this sentence. 

Mr. BUTLER. Say coin obligations instead of gold obligations? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The creditors make them gold obligations, 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; but that is not correct. 

Mr. STEWART. They are gold obligations because we will not 
pay in anything else. Of course that is not the law; I understand 
that. I thank the Senator. But I am repeating other people’s 
lies; I do not lie myself. 

That is the way they put it out—$350,000,000 annually. That 
was in 1894. In that year our exports exceeded our imports by 
about $100,000,000, so that we got in debt in that year only about 
$250.000,000. But in 1895 the balance of trade has been against 
us, and we have increased our debt to Europe to the extent of 
about $500,000,000 in the last twelve months. 

Now, the only way to get gold besides what little we produce, 
which is a mere Saneteia is to sell our products, cotton and 
wheat mostly, in the foreign markets in competition with Russia 
and Asia. We can not sell enough to pay them for what we have 


to buy. Consequently we must give our notes, and let them ac- 
cumulate. We have a foreign debt accumulating at the rate of 


from four to five hundred million dollars a year, and no way to 
pay it. Yet we are told that it is necessary to go on and increase 
the debt, and that we must borrow gold, when there is no obliga- 
tion on the statute books for any such purpose and the law allows 
us to use our own money. Iam sorry it does not, just now, allow 
us to coin our own money; but we are allowed by law to use it. 
But the Executive will not obey the law and use it. Here is the 
a with $1,100,000,000 of paper and silver money—a thou- 
sand millions anyhow—and $61,000,000 of gold, on whichit all rests, 
because the Executive informs us that the silver, and the silver 
certificates, and the greenbacks, and the bank notes, all depend 
upon gold for redemption. Sixty-one millions behind it, with no 
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way to get gold but to borrow, and you have to borrow eve 

ear. You can not run the Government in that way. The anf 
cy you allow to stand here means an eternal increase of the na- 
tions! debt and a decrease of the power of the ple to pay it. 
Increasing the debt and impoverishing the is the of 
the present Administration and was the wien of the pr ing 
Administration. 

Here we are talking about having a tariff discussion to attract 
the attention of the people. If we are going to protect the people 
of the United States and make them again prosperous, we will 
give them money and stop the crisis. We must equalize ex- 
change, and then we can discuss the collateral matter of the tariff. 
There is no tariff that will now do us any good; and I wish to say 
to my Eastern manufact friends t when they ask to be 
protected from Asiatic competition, from cooly labor, in their man- 
nufacturing establishments, they ought to remember that the West 
and the South have been already destroyed by that competition, 
and when they ask us to increase tariff taxation and to make them 
an exception, they ought to remember our situation, and be will- 
ing to place us, who produce wheat, cotton, and wool, at least on 
an equality with the Asiatics and other silver-standard countries 
producing the same articles. We are at a disadvantage of 100 per 
cent; our civilization will be destroyed if this inequality con- 
tinues. Besides, what good would a tariff do you if you had it 
high enough to shut out Asiatic products, if the people of the 
South and West had no money to buy your manufactured 


articles? We must be one country. 

I am in favor of protecting the rican people and all of the 
American people. I am in favor of an independent financial policy 
for the United States. Iam in favor of thisgreat Republic taking 
the stand to which it is entitled as the greatest and most intelli- 

ont ——_ on earth, with resources to which there is no parallel. 

am in favor of cutting loose from all entangling alliances with 
Europe; I am in favor of laws which will protect the farmer, the 
mechanic, and the manufacturer, and all alike. I am in favor of 
laws which will give to the laboring people of this country a 
chance to live. I am opposed to laws that involve this country in 
debt through syndicate transactions. Iam opposed to eulogizing 
as patriots men who take the country by the throat and extort 
money from it in times of distress—men who have produced the 
distress by their infernal policy. Iam opposed to eulogizing the 
Rothschilds when they have robbed us once, and when their syn- 
dicate here and on the other-side of the Atlantic are disparaging 


our credit. 
CONGRESS CAN RELIEVE THE COUNTRY. 

Oh, it is shameful for us to sit here idly by and see this country 
more miserable than it ever was before in its history when there 
x no reason for oe = gle ron oo ae can raise 

e country out of its depths of despair; it can give hope, pros- 

srity, and good times to all. Every willing hand could find work 

f Congress would but say the word. We do not want charity; 
we want a chance to work. That is the spirit of every true Amer- 
ican; that is the spirit of this people. ey are crying for work 
and not for charity. Give them money and start the wheels of 
industry, and they will accumulate th beyond a , — te 

Our resources are greater than those ofall Eur y should 
we bow our knees to Europe? When we talked about vindicating 
the Monroe doctrine, how did England eng She replied by 
saying, ‘‘ We will bankrupt you; you can not defend yourselves.” 
‘‘ The idea of the American people ing American rights” was 
treated with contempt by our tormentors. If we can get no 
money except what we get from England, England can do what 
she pleases with us. 

I tell you the people have about come to the conclusion that 
anything would be a relief from this intolerable peace. War, 
with all its horrors, would not decimate the population as fast as 
fees nn gold standard. ae would beat least 
ten millions more than it is if people work; Sut star- 
vation and want are more , and a 
faster than the plague or any other ; ion and 
want are the destruction of population. Thathas been the history 
of every country. They are more than for the de- 
struction of human life. Not 10per cent as many can bekilled by 

and as she is constan by her infer- 
i want to every 

Le , and when we say the word that 
eS é are not in such a d — 
as some imagine. ppose we were a foreign foe, 
could we not raise money without the aid of this foe, which 
is gnawing at the vitals of the Republic and which is worse than 
any foreign foe? Let us whip this foe; let us 


the monster of 
contraction, and expand the and the of 
an ample circulating medium to all the of thie trond fonds 
let all come and enjoy it; but do not let fritter away i 
Se Se people by maneuvering for party peaiiion. 
party go. 
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DOWN WITH PARTY; SAVE THE COUNTRY. 


What has been done in the name of pot In the name of 
party there has been more ae oe t upon the country in 
the last twenty years than all it seen in its previous history. 
The members of each y think they must stay with their party 
and stay with the wer, because in that way they get money 
for elections. Let Wall street keep her money; let the Democ- 
racy declare for themselves. Freemen do not want money to vote. 
a. can vote without it. The Republican party try to please 
Wall street so as to receive their shareof contributions. If Man- 
hattan Island could be isolated during the elections and all com- 
munication cut off with it, right might prevail, but so long as 
both parties regard party machinery as essential in order to get 
— me elections they have to do the bidding of the Rothschilds 

or Pp \ 

I have heard a man say: ‘‘I am for silver, but Ican not give up 
the principles of the Democratic party.” In God’s name what 
principles have the Democratic left when they give up free 
coinage, when they give up the money of the Constitution? You 
say you are to consolidation; you are for State rights. 

at State rights have you left when the Executive is the sole 
— and wields the patronage and runs the whole Government? 
hat is State rights! I was a Democrat for many years, but 
during the war I became a Republican, because I was in favor of 
the Union. When I found the Republican party belonged to an 
alien organization, I quit that party. Iam not dependent upon 
party. Iam opposed to any party that is opposed to the country. 

If any Democrat can get up here and state what great principle 
of the oeratic party is left after he has surrendered State 
rights, surrendered the money of the Constitution, and consoli- 
dated the Government, I should like to hear him. I should also 
like to know what the Republicans have. They started out 
as. the friends of the people with the sublimest creed that man 
ever uttered. They were for the freedom and equality of man. 
That appealed to the sentiment of the whole world, and that 
party had the sympathies of the world against the South on ac- 
count of that magnificent, that sublime sentiment that inspired 
the human heart. The result of their grand career was the libera- 
tion of 4,000,000 slaves and the preservation of the Union, a record 
of which they are oy proud. What have they done since? 
They have turned the Government of this country over to the 
hands of an alien gold syndicate, and they look with complacency 
upon thesufferings of the people. Nosentiment of humanity can 
be addressed tothem. They are willing that all else shall be sacri- 
ficed, provided the gold king shall be forever worshiped. That 
is the ublican party. 

I believe individually the Republicans and Democrats al‘ke in 
the Senate would be glad to see the country prosper and would do 
all they could to promote it if they were not trammeled by party. 
With a proper financial policy there is no doubt that we should 
be relieved and have the greatest country in the world; we should 
be the clearing house of the world; and so far from getting into 
controversy with other nations the word of the at American 
Republic would settle disputes ev here. e have the re- 
sources, the men, the intelligence. l we want is patriotism to 
inspire us with American sentiments and raise the flag of America 
financially, politically, and commercially. Let us do this and 
ity will come, and come to stay. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Iinquire what becomes of the resolution? Can it 
not be, by unanimous .consent, referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance? ere is no use of letting it remain on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion to refer the resolution to the Sommittes on Finance. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 2904, being Order of Business No. 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
call up a small bill, which it will not take two minutes to pass? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow the vote to 
be taken on taking ae bill I have indicated, I shall then yield 
to whatever motion he wishes to make. 

Several Senators. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas to take up the bill referred to by him, the 
title of which will be stated. . 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect 
the coin fund and to authorize the issue of certifi- 
cates of to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. JONES of . [now yield to the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 








1896. 





PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. ALBANS, VT. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 697) for the reconstruction of the United 
States custom-house and post-office building at St. Albans, Vt., 
destroyed by fire May 19, 1895. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain 
and protect the coin redemption fund and to authorize the issue 
of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 
revenue is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Arkansas does not de- 
sire to speak upon the bill this afternoon, I suggest that he yield 
to a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At this late hour I believe I prefer 
not to go on, but of course the bill will be taken up to-morrow at 


2 o'clock as the regular order, at which time I s ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate. . 
Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the bill will be the unfinished 


business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
we have an agreement that the bill referred to by him be taken 
up to-morrow at the expiration of the morning business. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishall object to that, as I have given notice of 
my intention to submit some remarks on another matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The morning hour has been taken up 
for several days past with morning business, and probably the 
morning business will not be completed to-morrow before 2 o’clock; 
but if it is disposed of before that time, we can then act upon the 
proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 10, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 9, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel E. Phelps, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Ida Willis, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Nappanee, in the count 
of Elkhart and State of Indiana, in the place of William F. Ped- 
dycord, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Frank W. Barnes, to be postmaster at Wagoner, in the Creek 
Nation, Indian Territory, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

John B. Connrardy, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of 
Audubon and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

William R. Flemming, to be postmaster at Armstrong, in the 
county of Emmet and State of lowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Edward M. Harrington, to be postmaster at Story City, in the 
county of Story and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1896. 

William U. Sulser, to be postmaster at Ireton, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 

January 1, 1896. 

John Selby, to be postmaster at Prairie City, in the county of 
J r and State of lowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 





after Ji 1, 1896. 
Enoch B. Dolly, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Doni and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster 


for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 
1 ter at Sabetha, in the county 


A.W. , to be 
of Nemaha and State of Kansas, in the place of William Moyer, 
whose commission expired December 


, 1895. 
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James A. Snow, to be postmaster at Medway, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

John M. Winslow, to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the county 
of Nantucket and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah 
Freeman, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. ‘ 

James Norton, to be postmaster at Ewen, in the county of On- 
tonagon and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Hugh H. Gilday, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1896. 

Orvin J. Rea, to be postmaster at Tracy, in the county of Lyon 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Sheen D. Gibbs, whose 
commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Robert J. Collins, to be postmaster at Hattiesburg, in the county 
of Perry and State of Mississippi, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1896. 

Edward M. Scott, to be postmaster at Rosedale, in the county 
of Bolivar and State of Mississippi, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1896. 

Jacob Burns, to be postmaster at Humansville, in the county of 
Polk and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

James H. Fleming, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Stoddard and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Charles T, Hamilton, to be postmaster at Montgomery City, in 
the county of Montgomery and State of Missouri, in the place 
of Stephen D. Ham, whose commission expired December 23, 1895. 

Timothy Barrett, to be postmaster at South Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Arthur 
F. Elmendorf, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

John Neafie Johnson, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county 
of Monmouthand State of New Jersey, in the place of J. T. Roselle, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

John Kimmel, to be postmaster at Wayland, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Hiram Steele, to be postmaster at Arcade, in the county of Wyo- 
ming and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

A. Winthrop Williams, to be postmaster at Highland, in the 
county of Ulster and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Julius A. Little, to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county 
of Anson and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

R. A. Freeman, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Alamance and State of North Carolina, in the place of Joseph 
Fix, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Richard H. Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Scotland, in the 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Charles E. Boehme, to be postmaster at Germantown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, the appointment of a 

ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Andrew J. Ewing, to be postmaster at McComb, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

John ann be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of Huron 
and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 


office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1896. 

James Ramage, to be postmaster at Gibsonburg, in the county 
of Sandusky and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

John Riley, jr., to be postmaster at North Amherst, in the 
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county of Lorain and State of Ohio, the pennant of a post- 
master for the said office having, em, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1896. 

Collins Dean, to be postmaster at Annville, in the county of 
Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

William H. Dengler, to be postmaster at Quakertown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
SS for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and after January 1, 1896. 

Robert W. Hutchins, to be pines at Wyoming, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Hugh H. McClellan, to be pase at Marionville, in the 
county cf Forest and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Dora M. McElhany, to be postmaster at Brockwayville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Edward A, Mellon, to be postmaster at Patton, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Augustus N, Cunningham, to be postmaster at East Providence, 
in the county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the 
eee of Francis B. Butts, whose commission expired December 17, 


Joseph F.. Gregory, to be pean at Lancaster, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of South Carolina, the appointment of a 
tmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

esident on and efter January 1, 1896. 

John P. Little, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Laurens and State of South Carolina, the ne of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

E. E. Poag, to be a at Rockhill, in the county of York 
and State of South Carolina, in the place of Cadwallader J. Pride, 
whose commission will expire January 28, 1896. 

Henry A. Pike, to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county of 
Bonhomme and State of South Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Mary M. Connell, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Tennessee, in the p of John E. Pat- 
ton, whose commission will expire January 11, 1896. 

Andy J. Chessher, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Lucas Rowntree, to be tmaster at “urtlett, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Louis T. Walker, to be postmaster at Commerce, in the County 
of Hunt and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after J anuary 1, 1896. 

Edward G. Winston, to be tmaster at Smithville, in the 
county of Bastrop and State of Texas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Willis E. Fuller, to be ter at Enosburg Falls, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Vermont, the appointment of a 
poate for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

ident on and after January 1, 1896. 

Patrick H. McCarthy, to be postmaster at North Bennington, 
in the county of Bennington and State of Vermont, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after Jan 1, 1896. 

Thomas C. Tracy, to be tmaster at Island Pond, in the 
county of Essex and State of Vermont, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, becom6é vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896. 

Watkins L. Moorman, to be ter at Lynchburg, in the 
county of Campbell and State of Virginia, in the place of J h 
M. McLaughlin, whose commission will expire oe. 26, 1896. 

George W. Bishop, to be postmaster at Wonewoc, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1896, 
MEMBER OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 


Joseph H. Outhwaite, of Ohio, to be a member of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Emory F. Best, of Macon, Ga., to be Assistant Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Patrick H. Kirwan, of Olivia, Minn., to be surveyor-general of 
Minnesota. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Samuel L. Rogers, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina. 


CONSULS. 

Owen McGarr, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Cienfuegos, Cuba. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Prague, Bohemia. 

Horatio R. Bigelow, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Rouen, France. 

Julius G. Tucker, of Texas, to be consul of the United States at 
Martinique, West Indies. 

James F. Connelly, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan. 

Otto Munchmeyer, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States at San Salvador, Salvador. 

R. Dorsey Mohun, of the District of Columbia, formerly com- 
aoee agent at Boma, to be consul of the United States at Zan- 
zibar. 

Frank D. Hill, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at La Guayra, Venezuela. 

Andrew F. Fay, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Denia, Spain. 

William E. Mantius, of New York, formerly commercial agent at 
Turin, Italy, to be consul of the United States at that place. 

James B. Coffin, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at St. Helena. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Antigua, West Indies. 

Charles Jonas, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States 
at Crefeld, Germany. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


J. Thomas Leary, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Albert D. Chamberlin, of Inez, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Douglas, ty? = 

George W. Myers, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Miles City, Mont. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE, 


Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in tlie 
State of Massachusetts. 

Joseph J. Morrison, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York,in the State of New 
York. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Albert B. Reeves, of Johnson City, Kans., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Dodge City, Kans. 

Jared 8. Dixon, of Natchitoches, La., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Natchitoches, La. 

Elias E. Dorsey, of Del Norte, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


James H. Collins, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Nashville, in the State of Tennessee. 

George S. Cleaves, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Greenport, in the State of New York. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


David G. Browne, of Montana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Montana and Idaho, in the States of Montana and 
Idaho. 

George W. Drisko, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Machias, in the State of Maine. on 

John Desmond, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of v7 River, in the State of Massachusetts. 

Philip R. ey, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Dunkirk, in the State of New York. 
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Sidney R. Riggin, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for 
the eastern districtin the State of Maryland. 

Dorsey Clagett, of the District of Columbia, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. John M. Eager, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the 
States. 


ssed 
nited 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Herman Kotzschmar, jr., of Maine, to bea second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles W. Zastrow, of Vermont, to bea 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

tates. 
First Asst. Engineer Alfred L.. Broadbent, of Ohio, to be a chief 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Harry U. Butler, of Maryland, to be a 
firstassistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Harry L. Boyd, of Maryland, to be a 
first assistant engineerin the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Third Lieut. Samuel P. Edmonds, of Missouri, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Nathaniel E. Cutchin, of Virginia, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

Third Lieut. Claude S. Cochran, of Ohio, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Howard M. Broadbent, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Fred. R. Falkenstein, of Maryland, to be a 


firstassistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United | 


States. 

Second Asst. Engineer J. Edward Dorry,of Maryland,to be a 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

First Asst. Engineer Charles F. Coffin, of Maryland, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. William E. W. Hall, of Maryland, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Aaron L. Gamble, of Indiana, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Daniel P. Foley, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

First Lieut. William F. Kilgore, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. David H. Jarvis, of Maryland, to be a first lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Edwin V. D. Johnson, of Indiana, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. John C. Moore, of Maryland, to be a first lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer David McC. French, of Virginia, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Levin T. Jones, of Maryland. to be a first 
— engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 


tates. 

Second Lieut. Johnstone H. Quinan, of Maryland, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Wesley J. Phillips, of Maryland, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles F. Nash, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Worth G. Ross, of Pennsylvania, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. William E. Reynolds, of the District of Columbia, 
- oo first lieutenant inthe Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

ates. 

Second Lieut. Byron L. Reed, of the District of Columbia, to 
7 ae first lientenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

ates. 

Second Lieut. Horace B. West, of Pennsylvania, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Percy W. Thompson, of Maryland, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Edward G. Schwartz, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States. 

Third Lieut. James H. Scott, of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer George B. Maher, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States. 
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Second Asst. Engineer William E. Maccoun, of Maryland, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

Urban Harvey, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Horace D. Glover, of the District of Columbia, to be a second 
ee engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

First Asst. Engineer Horace C. Whitworth, of Maryland, to 
= : chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Taylor W. Ross, of Indiana, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Theodore G. Lewton, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Albert C. Norman, of Kentucky, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Robert E. Wright, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Milton W. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Henry F?)Sehoenborn, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be a 
second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Denis F. Bowen, of New York, to be a 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

First Asst. Engineer William F. Blakemore, of New York, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

First Asst. Engineer Henry C. Barrows, of New York, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 

First Lieut. William J. Herring, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Carl M. Green, of New York, to be a first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Third Lieut. D. F. A. De Otte, of New York, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Kirtland W. Perry, of New York, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. William H. Hand, of New York, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Frederick J. Haake, of New York, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Samuel H. Magee. of New York. to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles A. McAllister, of New York, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

Third Lieut. Francis A. Levis, of New York, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. James L. Sill, of New York, to be a first lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

John P. J. Ryan, of New York, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Frederick E. Owen, of New York, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Francis 8S. Van Boskerck, jr.,of New Jersey, to be 
a second lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Henry O. Slayton, of New York, to bea 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Shoemaker, of New York, to be a cap- 
tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Francis M. Dunwoody, of Lowa, to be a first lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

John Q. Walton, of New Jersey, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Thomas D. Walker, of New York, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Samuel B. Winram, jr.,of Michigan, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue Cutter-Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Eugene Vallat, jr., of Michigan, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
the United States. 

First Lieut, Oscar C. Hamlet, of Michigan, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Colin 8S. Craig, of Maine, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. John G. Berry, of Maine, to be asecond lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Henry K. Spencer, of Wisconsin, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. John Dennett, of Maine, to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
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Third Lieut. George M. Daniels, of Rhode Island, to be asecond 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer John B, Coyle, of Maine, to be a first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Third Lient. Alexander R. Hasson, of Connecticut, to be a 
second lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Fengar, of Connecticut, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Howard Emery, of Massachusetts, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Orin D. Myrick, of Massachusetts, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Charles W. Munroe, of Massachusetts, to 
be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

First Lieut. David A. Hall, of Rhode Island, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. William H. Roberts, of Massachusetts, to be a cap- 
tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Frank B. Randall, of New Hampshire, to 
be a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Edward J. Noonan, of Massachusetts, to 
be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 

Third Lieut, Chester M. White, of Massachusetts, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Francis Tuttle, of Maine, to be a captain in the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Herbert W. Spear, of Massachusetts, 
to be a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States. 

POSTMASTERS. 


D. F. Ayer, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of Piscata- 
quis and State of Maine. 

David J. Brothers, to be postmaster at Kaukauna, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 

Henry P. White, to be postmaster at West Plains, in the county 
of Howell and State of Missouri. 

Winfield S. Reed, to be postmaster at Orono, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 

William M. Pennell, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Alfred R. Huston, to be postmaster at Woodfords, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

John M. Woodburn, to be postmaster at Newville, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

William L. Diehl, to be postmaster at Lansdale, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles F. Reed, to be postmaster at Whitman, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

George H. Walling, jr., to be postmaster at Machias, in the 
county of Washington and State of Maine. 

Lou 8. Flournoy, to be postmaster at Ruston, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Louisiana. 

Edward M. Scott, to be postmaster at Seaford, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware. 


Sarah Hodgdon, to be “sea at Deming, in the county of 
Grant and Territory of New Mexico. 


Edmund P. Looker, to be ter at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

Alfred L. Brock, to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county 
ef Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

Waldo H. Jones, to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Ellsworth M. Daron, to be postmaster at Steelton, in the county 
of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alexander M. Cornmesser, to be postmaster at Bellwood, in the 
county of Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 9, 1896, 


ae Heuse met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
. M. COUDEN. 
es ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred by the Speaker, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for the completion of the 
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Congressional Library building—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8. 1340) to repeal in part and to limit section 4480 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Pen- 
s1ons. 

A bill (8S. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries — 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in addition to the number authorized by resolution adopted |). 
cember 30, 1895, 600 copies of the report of the Board of Managers of the Na 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and 600 copies of the report 
the Assistant Inspector-General of State Homes, for the use of Congress, 2x) 
copies of each report to be for the use of the Senate and 400 copies of each rv- 
port for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ALLEGED RECENT ENCROACHMENTS IN VENEZUELA. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. After the resolution is read I shail ask the privilege of 
briefly explaining it. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (at the conclusion of the reading). I object, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a moment to ex- 
plain the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BoUTELLE] to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report. 

PHILADELPHIA MINT BUILDING. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, pre- 
sented the following report: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 12, 1805. 


Mr. BINGHAM submitted the following, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on A riations: 

* Resolved, at the aan of the Treasury is hereby requested to in- 
form the House what progress has been made under the act approved Mar 
8, 1891, in the erection of a bu at Philadelphia, Pa., for the use and « 
commodation of the United States Mint, and the reason for the delay in tho 
prosecution and completion of said building. 

“'The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the accompany- 
————, requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to inform the House 
Ww: + enegrems has been made under the act of March 3, 189], in the erection 
of a building at Philadelphia for the use of the United States mint, and t! 
reasons for the delay in the prosecution of said building, having considered 
the same, report it herewith and recommend its adoption.’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, under the direction of the com- 
mittee I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was adopted was iaid on the table. 
PRINTING FOR MILITARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent forthe pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be,and hereby is, author 
ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of sai! 


committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered 
or to be considered, by the committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The resolution was adopted. 
AMENDMENTS TO RULES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that the Committee on Rules have agreed upon their report, which 
will be submitted to-morrow morning. In the meantime the pro 
posed amendments have been printed and members who desire to 
examine them in advance can find copies in the document room. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr.S r, l understand that the gentleman docs 
not pees resent the report now? 

Mr. IN. No; not until to-morrow morning; but so 
far as giving the House knowledge of the nature of the proposed 
amendments, it is the same as if the report were submitted now. 
because any member who desires can obtain a printed copy of 
them. The rt will be submitted in the morning and will 
probably be ed up for action during the day unless some ap- 
propriation bill should be deemed more urgent. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. BRUMM. In the Philadelphia Press of December 29, in a 
statement and analysis of the vote here on what is commonly 
known as the bond bill, I find the following: 

Mr. Brum of Pennsylvania was not present and is classed as a dodger. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that on the Thursday night preced- 
ing the vote on that bill I received a telegram stating that my 
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ho was lying ill in the Presbyterian Hospital at; Philadel- 
phia, had had a rein , that it was serious, and that I ought to 
come on immediately. I had but a quarter of an hour to make 
the train. I got my grip and did make the train at 10 o'clock 
that night, but, before leaving, I requested my friend from West 
Virginia, Mr. DovENER, to have me paired, and I am informed 
1 he did so. 
"Tin not rised at all at the correspondent thinking that I 
should be aeons as a ‘‘ dodger” upon this theory. He knows very 
well that I know that in a great, rich country like ours, united 
and at peace, there is no necessity for creating a bonded or any 
other form of interest-bearing debt. Upon that theory the cor- 
respondent doubtless supposed that I desired to oppose the bill, 
and that, not wishing to go on record as voting against my party, 
I had abstained from voting, and was therefore to be classed as a 
“dodger.” But in taking that view of the matter the correspond- 
ent seems to have forgotten that it is ‘‘ a condition and not a the- 
ory that confronts us,” and he probably did not know that under 
the ‘condition which does confront us I would most cheerfully 
have voted in favor of that bill, and would be glad to have been 
recorded as so voting. [Applause. ] 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLUE, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill. (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the stateof the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order are reserved. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the attention of my colleague of the com- 
mittee [Mr. BLUE] for a moment. I understand the Committee 
on Rules will make their report in the morning; and if it meets 
the views of my colleague, who has just reported the pension ap- 
propriation bill, I suggest he give notice that as soon as the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Rules is concluded 
he will call up this bill for consideration. 

Mr. BLUE. That is what I was about todo. I was about to 
suggest that this bill would probably be taken up to-morrow or 
next day. 

Mr. NDERSON. In view of that statement, I give notice 
that we expect to take up the report of the Committee on Rules 
in the morning. 

Mr. CANNON. 





I move that the House do now adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hurr, for two days, on account of business. 

To Mr. Harris, for ten days, on account of important business. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON that the 
House adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the 
Chief of Engineers of the Army, showing the name of each civil- 
ian engineer employed from July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895, in the 
work of improving rivers and harbors—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting state- 
ments showing the condition of the public business in the several 
Executive Departments and other Government establishments in 
the city of Washington on December 1, 1895—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letterfrom the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
acommunicationfrom the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of ap appropriation for the establishment of an office of 
land-grant colleges in the Bureau of Education—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. abs 4 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting esti- 
mates of deficiencies in appropriations required to meet urgent 
demands upon the Government—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 


to the House Calendar, as follows: 
By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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Roads: Resolution requesting the Postmaster-General to furnish 
certain information to the House in regard to work done by clerks 
in post-oflices which was formerly done by canceling machines, 
with an amendment. (Report No. 23.) 
in post-offices which was formerly done by canceling machines, 
with an amendment. (Report No. 23.) 

By Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: A bill (S. 30) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a permanent system of highways in that part of the District of 
Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. (Re- 
port No. 22.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 3538) to amend 
section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing 
time for vessels to unlade—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 3539) placing 
West Virginia State Militia who were in actual service under com- 
mand of United States officers during the late war of the rebellion 
on the same standing as United States soldiers in the matter of 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3540) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of St. Cloud, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3541) to provide for the relin- 
quishment by the Turtle Mountain band of the Pembina Chip- 
pewa Indians of their unceded Jands, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 3542) to prevent discontinu- 
ance of pensions, to restore pensions discontinued, to establish 
uniform rates of pension, to facilitate the allowance of pensions in 
matters of proof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3543) to amend law relating to final proof in 
timber-culture entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to furnish not more than four 
pieces of condemned cannon to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 3545) to amend the charter of 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3546) to reimburse the State 
of Colorado for moneys expended in the suppression of Ute Indian 
depredations during the year 1887—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3547) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish a certain number of unused rifles to 
Harper Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Keosanqua, lowa— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 3548) to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved May 12, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act for improving 
Aransas Pass;” also to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
an act of Congress approved May 22, 1890, granting the Aransas 
Pass Harbor Company the right to improve Aransas Pass,” ap- 
proved January 22, 1894—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Channel, in 


} Aransas County, Tex.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 3550) to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

3y Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R.3551) to in- 
crease the limit of cost for the erection of a public building at 
Paterson, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3552) providing for 
sundry lights, etc., in Lakes Huron and Superior—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H.R.3553) to incorporate the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by request): A bill (H. R. 3554) making an 
appropriation for the Anacostia statue of George Washington— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 8555) to provide for the con- 


| struction on a bridge across Niagara River—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3556) to extend the advantages 
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of the copyright law to James Owens with respect to a certain 
histor of ngland—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3557) for the transmission of 
the Michigan State Horticultural Society reports and bulletins 
through the mails free of postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 3558) to aid the States 
of California, Oregon, Wim ge Montana, Idaho, Nevada, 
Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota to support schools of 
mines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8559) to ex- 
tend Fourteenth street to Spring —to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 3560) directing 
and requiring the return of all lists or returns of income and the 
destruction of copies thereof made according to the provisions of 
the act of Congress of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes ”"—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 3561) providing for the con- 
struction of a steam revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic 
Coast of the United States, with headquarters at the*port of New 
York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Joint resolution (H. Res. 
71) authorizing the ae of a subject catalogue of the books 
in the law library—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for 
the purchase of the painting by J. Walker a the cap- 
ture of the City of Mexico, September 13, 1847—to the Committee 
on the pAneaey 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 73) authorizing 
the publication of an edition of A Digest of International Law— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Concurrent resolution relating to the 
Venezuela boundary—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution relating to the Rules of the 
House—-to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Resolution asking for yepess on Napa River, 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: Resolution allowing further 
time within which to take depositions in the contested-election 
case of J. Hampton Hoge vs. P. J. Otey—to the Committee on 
Elections No. 8. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: Memorial of the Eighteenth leg- 
islature of Arizona, praying for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Michael McKenna—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Memorial from the legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, requesting the enactment of an arbitration law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Memorial of the legislature of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to — to Michael Sheehy, late 
of Company E, First Regiment Michigan Cavalry, a muster as 
captain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of refer- 
ence were made: 

The bill (H. R. 1805) for relief of Byron Stickney—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Nathan Hite—Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1249) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of Amos D. Le Fevre, surviving partner—Committee on Naval 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R.587) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Luke McGrath, alias Lewis Ainsworth, Company B, 
First Massachusetts Cavalry—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 2003) for the relief of Mrs. A. C. Wagner—Com- 
= on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2136) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Freeman, 
widow of b. W. Dz. Yee p bet captain Company C, One hun- 
dred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—Committee on 
ae discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

The bill (H.R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Memorial of the San Jose Grange, No. 10, Patronsof Husbandry 
of San Jose, Cal., in favor of the Government constructing an 
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controlling the Nicaragua Canal and the indorsement of the 
California State Grange thereof—Committee on Foreign Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

emorial of the fruit growers of California to Congress, in favor 
of the Nicaragua Canal, and asking that it be made, owned, and 
controlled by the United States in the interest of commerce—Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. =e) for the relief of the per- 
sons who sustained damage by the explosion of an ammunition 
chest of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 3563) for the 
relief of J. H. Sparks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H.R.3564) to correct the military 
record of James C. Stanley, alias David Summers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 
Abbott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3566) for the benefit of Ira E. 
Neville, of Dayton, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) for the benefit of Mary Bramble, widow 
of William Bramble, etc., Kenton County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) for the benefit of Thomas F. Beach, a 
soldier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) for the relief of William Bramble, etc., 
of Kenton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a, Mr. BULL: A bill (H.R. 3570) granting a pension to Michael 
O’Neil, Company B, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 3571) for the relief of George 
W. Graham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3572) for the 
relief of Gen. Francis L. adorn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3578) for the relief of William H. 
Bentley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) granting arrears of pension to Hermann 
F. A. Roedell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3575) for the relief 
of William O. Eagle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) appropriating $6,332.30 in payment of 
the claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to 
the United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of 
Lydia T. Hadlock, administratrix of E. C. Hadlock, deceased, of 
Vermont—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H.R.3578) granting a pension to 
Elmira E. Dustin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7” Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H.R. 3579) granting a pension to 
E. C. Curtis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3580) correcting the military 
records of the United States as to the First Ohio Light Artillery— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Blakeman—to the Teneudsnen on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of 
desertion now standing against Henry H. Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili airs. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 3583) to pension W. F. Bry- 
son, of Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. L 'Y: A bill (H. R. 3584) for the relief of Elfird & 
Bros., of Winston, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: (A bill (H. R. 8585) granting a pension to George 
W. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3586) gran a pension to Sarah R. Bur- 
rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 3587) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Samuei Jobes—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H, R. 3588) to remove the change of desertion 
against Peter C. Lawyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3589) to muster Henry Knisely as a member 
of Company L, Eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and to grant 
him an honorable harge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8590) to removethe charge of desertion against 
Edward Hines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8591) for the relief of Isaac De Witt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Zell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) to muster James W. Miller as chaplain 
of the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3594) to increase the pension of D. B. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 3595) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles H. Dollman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H.R. 3596) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Michael Mc- 
Kenna—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Fred- 
erick Upperman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Gretchen Stom- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 3599) granting a pension to 
H. 8S. McGown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 3600) for the relief of Andrew 
J. Whitaker, late special disbursing agent of the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. ROYSE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3601) to pay to 
Charles H. McCord the sum of $5,000 for his claim against the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) for the relief of William T. Kimsey, 
late private of Company K, Forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3603) for the relief of William Shulmire, late 
private Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) to grant a pension to Jonathan Goble 
at the rate of $75 per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to 
Grotius N. Udell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H.R.3606) granting a pension to 
French W. Thornhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Kate Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R.3608) granting a pension to 
Philip Newdecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3609) for the relief of Thomas J. Scruggs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 20 citizens of Fayette County, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 57 citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., praying 
for the ee of a bill to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of a meeting of Presbyterian min- 
isters of Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa., in regard to the sufferers 
of Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in regard to a ship canal to connect the Dela- 
ware River with New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of the Society of the United States Military 
Telegraph Corps, to accompany House bill asking for proper rec- 
ognition for efficient and important services during the civil war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Four petitions, respectively, of William Boll- 
man, Joseph Mills, Andrew Deihl, and many other citizens of 
Foreman, ord County; R. B. Long and 15 other citizens of 
Blue Knob, Blair County; Levi S. Biddle, J. L. Shaffer, D. B. 
Rice, and 40 other citizens of Blair County; George W. Ruggles, 
George W. Burns, Henry A. Conrad, and many other citizens of 
Blair and Bedford counties, Pa., asking for an amendment to the 
postal laws so as to permit office rent to be paid fourth-class post- 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULING: Petitionasking Congress to pass an act regu- 
lating immigration in the United States, signed by a number of 
citizens of Webster County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KULP: Resolution of Lincoln Post, No. 140, of Shamo- 
kin, Pa., upholding President Cleveland’s message in regard to 
the Venezuela question and maintenance of the Monroe doc- 
trine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of James A. Gray and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


XX VITI—35 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Sher- 
burne (Minn. ) Congregational Church, favoring more liberal pen- 
sions for the soldiers of the late war and their widows and orphans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolutions of Welsh citizens of Utica and 
vicinity, with reference to the Venezuelan matter—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Viola Council, No. 845, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Fairfield, Pa., asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 5446, Fifty-third Congress, known 
as the W. A. Stone bill, to restrict immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Adams County, Pa., in favor of the 
passage of the W. A. Stone bill on immigration and naturaliza- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEELE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3498 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of the heirs of Samuel C. Pointer, 
deceased, late of Lawrence County, Ala., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


-to 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 10, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


IMPRISONMENT OF VICTOR H. M’CORD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. CAMERON, ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate resolution of December 18, 
1895, addressed to the Secretary of State,a report of that officer, with the 
accompanying correspondence, in relation to the arrest and imprisonment of 
Victor Hugo McCord, at Arequipa, Peru, requested by said resolution 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 10, 1896. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of the Board of Trade, 
Limited, of New Orleans, La., praying for a reduction of letter 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KYLE. I present a series of resolutions prepared by a del- 
egation of 500 settlers upon the Sisseton and Wahpeton reserva- 
tions, in South Dakota, praying to be relieved from the payment of 
$2.50 per acre, required by the Government from all homestead 
settlers who settled upon this land, believing it to be good agri- 
cultural land; but it isin the drought-stricken portion of the State 
of South Dakota, and the land is really not fit for anything ex- 
cept pastoral purposes. The petitioners therefore wish that these 
resolutions may be taken in hand by the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that a bill be considered at an early date for their re- 
lief. When that order of business is reached I shall introduce 
the bill. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island ex- 
Prisoners of War Association, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation giving pay and pension to those soldiers and sailors who 
were confined in Confederate prisons during the civil war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange 
and Board of Trade of Portland, Me., praying that the Congress 
of the United States provide adequate protection for our seacoast 
cities; which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the American Federation of Labor at a 
recent convention held in New York City, December 9 to 17, 1895, 
—- for the enactment of legislation to cancel all contracts 
or carrying mails on street. cars, and for the establishment of 
savings institutions in connection with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
arbitration bill, which would in any way by contract or otherwise 
make it an offense under the law to quit employment, and also 
against the adoption of a proposed amendment to the act of 
February 18, 1895, relative to a shipping commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.941) granting to the Atchison and Ne- 
braska Railroad Company and the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of 
way over a part of the Sac and Fox and lowa Indian Reservation 
in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.880) to amend section 5 of an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891, 
asked that the committee be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Depre- 
dations; which was agreed to. 


POST-GRADUATE SCHOOL OF MEDICINE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 650) to in- 
corporate the Post-Graduate School of Medicine of the District of 
Columbia, to report it back favorably, without amendment, and 
as the bill is a brief one and its prompt passage is very much de- 
sired, I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, and, there being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORTRAIT OF ALLEN G. THURMAN, 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the following resolution submitted by him on the 7th 
instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to purchase the portrait of the late Allen G. Thurman, painted 
+” J. H. Witt, and now nanene. in the Judiciary Committee room of the Sen- 
ate, and to pay to William L. Woods, its present owner, the sum of for 
the same, said _o to be made out of the miscellaneous items of the con- 


tingent fund o © Senate and upon voucher a by the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KYLE. In accordance with the petition I 
minutes ago, I reintroduce the bill which I intr 
touching the Sisseton and Wahpeton lands. 

The bill (8.1458) to classify and fix the price of Government 
lands within the bounds of the Sisseton and Wahpeton reserva- 
tions was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1459) to require persons who 
make their residence on boats on the Mississippi or Ohio rivers to 
obtain license, and for other p eS; whieh was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, CAF FERY introduced a bill (8. 1460) for the construction 
of a steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and 
tributary waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (5. 1461) to promote the efficiency 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1462) to provide for a 
public building at New Orleans, La.; which was oak twice by its 
7 tle, _ referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1463) for the relief of 
Mrs. Laura J. Bemiss; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of 
Michael Knight; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEF FER introduced a bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of 
pension to Elijah A. Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1466) to purchase, inclose, 
and improve the sites, or portions thereof, of certain forts, battle- 
fields, and graves of American soldiers, sailors, and marines in the 
Maumee Valley, and to erect thereon appropriate monuments and 
commemorative tablets; which was malt twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1467) granting 


! an increase of pen- 
sion to Annie M. Loomis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8. 1468) i 
the time allowed the Blue Mountain Irrigation and Impro 


resented a few 
uced last year 
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Company for the construction of its reservoirs and canal in and 
through the Umatilla Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1469) 
referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Wood- 
bridge for compensation for the use by the United States of his 
invention relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were 
ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (8.1470) to develop 14 water 
transportation routes to the seaboard, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (8S. 1471) to establish the cus- 
toms collection district of Santa Barbara and to make the city of 
Santa Barbara a port of entry and delivery; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8. 1472) to reorganize the line 
of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1473) to grant a part of Fort 
Lyon abandoned military reservation to the State of Colorado for 
a soldiers’ home, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1474) granting a pension to Elliott 
H. Benton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1475) granting a pension to Maria 
L. Meserve; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1476) to amend Title LXII of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to national 
banks, and the several acts amendatory and ay ey = thereto; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8S. 1477) to carry out section 61 of 
the act of Congress of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL (for Mr. MurpuHy) introduced a bill (S. 1478) provid- 
ing for the construction and equipment of a steam revenue cutter 
for service on the Atlantic Coast of the United States, with head- 
quarters at the port of New York; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Comrnittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. introduced a bill (8.1479) granting arrearages of 
pay to Edmund C. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (5.1480) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,” approved March 
3, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred’ to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted two amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TEST OF THE LAKE PAVEMENT. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to 
make acareful inquiry into the advisability of having a block of pavement, 
kuown as the “ e pavement,” on which letters — have been granted, 
laid on some street or avenue in the city of Washington, with a view of de- 
ee its value as compared with the pavement or pavements now in 
use in city, the result of said inquiry to be reported to the Senate. 


REPUBLIC OF TRANSVAAL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
poome of the United States of Auerioe, through their representatives in 
a convey to the President and the people of the Republic 
of their earnest congratulations upon their success in establishing 
free tative government, republican in form, and in their opposition 
to amy —_ power that denies to them the full enjoyment of these right- 
u es. 


The pessie of America, having realized, through the favor of the God of 
Ni of government based upon the consent of the governed 
the hope and belief that the principles of 
vernment will be secu: esta ed through the influence of the Re- 
Fic fancied bp the poms hte td ar ens Rape foe 
v ‘ou e n ose cs will fos- 
ter and give firm 4 to the peaceful progress of Christian civilization in 
the new and vast field now being —penet to the commerce and institutions of 
all the nations of the earth throughout that great continent. 
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hat the President of the United States is requested to commu- 
et Sie of Congress to the President of the Republic of Transvaal. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 
coming over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. BUTLER relative to the 

urpose of Congress to keep gold and silver at a parity by invest- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion of paying 
the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either 


tal. 
nr. PRITCHARD. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLER] is out of the Chamber at present, and I ask that the 
resolution be passed over until a subsequent day. 

Mr. PEFFER. Without prejudice. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it will be so ordered. 


RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call up from the table the 
amendment proposed by me to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily 
increase revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provid: 
against a deficiency, that I may submit some remarks in relatio. 
thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina is 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I submit my amendment for publication 
as part of my remarks. 

he amendment proposed by Mr. PrircHarp is to add to the 
bill the following proviso: . 


Provided, That on and after the date of the passage of this act there shall 
be levied and collected on the following-named articles imported into the 
United States the several rates of duties hereinafter designated: 

Clays or earths— ; 

Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, §1.50 per ton; wrought or manufactured, not specially 

vided for in this act, $3 per ton; china, clay, or kaolin, $3 per ton. 
e, 6 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 

Marble and stone, and manufactures of— 

Marble of all kinds in block, rough or squared, 65 cents per cubic foot. 

Veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs and 
marble paving tiles, $1.10 per cubic foot (but in measurement no slab 
shall be computed at less than 1 inch in thickness). 

Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 11 cents per cubic foot. , 

Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, except marble, not specially provided for in this act, 
hewn, dressed, or polished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Chromate of iron, or omic ore, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Iron ore,including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from 
burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. Sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron 
in its natural state, containing not more than 3} per cent copper, 75 cents per 
ton: Provided, That ore containing more than 2 per cent of copper shall pay 
in addition thereto, one-half of 1 cent per pound for the copper contained 
therein: Provided aiso, That sulphur ore as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in 
its natural state, containing in excess of 25 per cent of sulphur, shall be 
free of duty, except on the copper contained therein, as above provided: 
And provided further, That in levying and collecting the duty on iron ore no 
deduction shall be made from the weight of the ore on account of moisture 
which may be chemically or physically combined therewith. 

Metallic mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought, not 
or y provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem; mica, 50 cents per 


pound. 
Timber, squared or sided, not specially provided for in this act, one-half of 
1 cent per cubic foot. i 
Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white wood, syc- 
amore, white pine, and basswood, $1.50 1,000 feet, board measure; sawed 
lumber, not speciall provided for in act, $2 per 1,000 feet, board measure; 
but when lumber of any sortis planed or finished , in addition to the rates 
herein , there shall bé levied and paid for each side so planed or fin- 
ished 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure; and if planed on one side and 
and grooved, $1 per 1,000 feet, board measure; and if planed on two 
sides, tongued and grooved, $2 per 1,000 feet, board measure; and in es*‘i- 
mating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall be made on 
measure on account of planing, tongueing, and grooving: Provided, That 
in case foreign country shall ae an export duty upon pine, amas, 
elm, or other logs, or upon stave bolts, shingle wood, or heading blocks ex- 
to the United States from such country, then the duty upon the sawed 
ber herein provided for, when imported from such country, shall remain 
the same as fixed law in force prior to the e of this act. 
Cedar - — ties, and telephone and telegraph poles of cedar 


shall be dn rcent ad valorem. 
Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum-vi 


tee, 
lancewood, ebony, box, la, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all 
other cabinet woods not further ramnintveed than sawed, 15 cent ad va- 
lorem; veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not ly provided 


for in ‘ses act, Wper cent — 
sboerde, $1.50 


8 cla’ per 1,000. 
ubs for _, —_ ast blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun blocks, 


blocks, an: ike blocks or sticks, rough hewn orsawed only, 20 
cent ad valorem. 7 ae 


Laths, 15 cents per 1,000 pieces. 
Pickets and 10 per cent ad valorem. 
White-pine is) 20 cents per 1,000; all other, 30 cents per 1,000. 


10 per cent ad valorem. 


wrappers, if not stemmed, $2 per pound; if 


Staves of wood 
Leaf tobacco suitable for 
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stemmed, $2.75 per pound: Provided, That if any portion of any tobacco im- 
ported in any bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be suitable for cigar 
wrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or pack- 
age, or bulk shall be dutiable; if not stemmed, at $ per pound; if stemmed, 
at $2.75 per pound. 

All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and net stemmed, 3 cents per 
pound; if stemmed, 50 cents per pound. 

Animals, live— 

Horses and mules, $30 per head: Provided, That horses valued at $150 and 
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Cattle, more than 1 year old, $10 per head; 1 year old or less, $2 per head. 

Hogs, $1.50 per head. 

——., 1 year old or more, $1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents per 
read. 

All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 3% pounds. 

Corn meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Oats, 15 cents per bushel. 

Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound. 

Rye, 10 cents per bushel. 

Rye flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 

Wheat flour, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Cider, 5 cents per gallon. 

Hay, $4 per ton. 

Rice. cleaned, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned rice, 1} cents per pound; paddy, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; rice flour, rice meal, —t rice, broken, 
which will pass through a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, 
one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Honey, 20 cents per aon. 

Eggs, 5 cents per dozen. 

Onions, 40 cents per bushel. 

Pease, green, in bulk or in barrel, sacks, or similar packages, 40 cents per 
bushel of 60 pounds; pease, dried, 20 cents per bushel; split pease. 50 cents per 
bushel of 60 pounds; pease in cartons, papers, or other small packages, | cent 
per pound. 

Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 

Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

Milk, fresh, 5 cents per gallon. 

Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

Cheese, 6 cents per pound. 

Flaxseed or linseed, poppy seed and other oil seeds, not specially provided 
for in this act, 30 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; but no drawback shall be al- 
lowed on oil cake made from imported seed. 

Garden seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds not specially provided for 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Vegetables in their natural state, not specially provided for in this act, % 
per cent ad valorem. 

Fish, ates, in barrels or half barrels, and mackerel or salmon, pickled or 
salted, 1 cent per pound. 

Fish, sande dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise pre- 
— for preservation, and fresh fish, not specially provided for in this act, 

cent per pound. 

Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, fresh, 
one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Apples, green or ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 

Apples, dried, desiccated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound. 

Grapes, 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic feet capacity or fractional part 
thereof; plums, and prunes, 2 cents per pound. 

Oranges, lemons, and limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or les 
(1) 13 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 1} cubic feet ont 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, (2) 2 cents per package; in packages of capacity 
exceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, 0cents per package; in 
packages of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, tor every additional cubie foot 
or fractional part thereof, (5) 10 cents; in bulk, (4) $1.50 per 1,000; and in addi 
tion thereto a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon the boxes or barrels con- 
taining such oranges, lemons, or limes. 

Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; shelled, 6 
cents per pound. 

ene or ground beans, unshelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 1}; cents per 

ound. 

’ Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound. 

Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound. 

Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in this 
act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Lard, 2 cents per pound. 

Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound. 

Tallow, 1 cent per pound; wool grease, including that known commercially 
as degras or brown wool grease, one-half of 1 cent per pound 

Hemp, $25 per ton; hemp, hackled, known as line of hemp, $50 per ton. 

All wools, a of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like lata shall be di- 
vided for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged therecn into the three 
following classes: 

Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other wools 
of Merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools of 
like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been here- 
tofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zea- 
land, Australia, Cane of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated 
in classes 2 and 3. 

Class 2, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combi 
wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, anc 
usually known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals. 

Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valparaiso, 
native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools of like 
character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved 
wools hereinafter provided for. 

The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter de- 
posited in the principal custom-houses of the United States under the author- 
ity of the Secretary of the Treasury shall be the standards for the classification 
of weeks under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the 
authority to renew these standards and to make such additions to them from 
time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to be deposited like stand- 
ards in other custom-houses of the United States when they may be needed. 

Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
Merino or English blood from their present character, as represented by the 
standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom- 
houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for duty 
either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 
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The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed, and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which 
shal! be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
be subjected if imported unwashed. 

Unwashed wools shal! be considered such as shall have been shorn from the 
sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep's 
back. Wool washed in ony other manner than on the sheep's back shall , + 
considered as scoured wool. 

The gary upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, or 
which shall be changed in its character or condition for the purpose of evad- 
ing the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or 
any other foreign substance, or which been sorted or increased in value 
Le 4 rejection of - part of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools as now 
imported are hereby excepted. ools on which a duty is assessed amount- 
ing to three times or more than that which would be assessed if said wool 
was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its 
being sorted. If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act im- 
ported as of an qpectied class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as 
of any specified class shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher rate 
of duty than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be subject 
tothe highest rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to such 
higher rate of duty, and if any bale or package be claimed by the importer 
tobe shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class speci- 
fled in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of 
said materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or kage shall be 
— to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or 


KAO. 
PeThe duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 11 cents per pound, 
and upon all wools or hair of the second class 12 cents per pound. 

On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall be 13 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 82 per cent ad valorem. 

On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 13 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall be 
60 per cent ad valorem. 

Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity and 
value te be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may 

rescripe. 

. Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the 
bushel; coal slack or culm, such as wi through a -inch screen, 30 
cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel. 

Coke, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

All laws and clauses of laws inconsistent with this amendment are hereby 
repealed. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, the amendment I have pro- 
posed pertains essentially to the material welfare of my State and 
section. I do not offer it for the purpose of crippling the revenue 
bill which is now under consideration by the Finance Committee, 
but it is submitted as a basis of some remarks and with a view to 
its adoption as an amendment to the revenue bill when reported. 
My chief object in urging the adoption of the amendment is to 
secure to the Southern section of the country its proportionate 
and equitable share in the administration of our beneficent Re- 
publican protective tariff system. However, I do not wish to be 
understood as giving my sanction to the revenue policy embraced 
in the bill, as now constituted. Its function is to meet an emer- 
gency, produced by the operation of a makeshift Democratic 
tariff law, which the President denounced as an ‘act of party 

rfidy and dishonor.” It is practically ‘‘ war legislation,” and 
is justified only by the grave crisis that confronts the country as 
the result of a Democratic Administration. Dire as the alterna- 
tive may seem, I am not fully persuaded that we should resort 
to temporary aes but that we should enact legislation 
along distinctively Republican lines, and let the responsibility of 
Executive disapproval rest where it belongs. 

Tt can not be or denied that our present financial trou- 
ble grows out of the fact that under the present Democratic tariff 
law it is impossible to raise a sufficient amount of money to pay 
the ordinary expenses of theGovernment. It is due to this calam- 
itous condition of affairs, caused by unwise Democratic legislation, 
that the Republican party, in a spirit of patriotism, has decided 
to adopt this measure as a temporar capeliens only; for no tariff 
law can bear the badge of genuine Republicanism which does not 
a ample protection for every home industry. It is claimed 

y our Democratic friends that the gold reserve fund can not be 
maintained and that it is being absorbed by the redemption of 
Treasury notes and silver certificates. They insist that with the 
retirement of these notes they would have no trouble in keeping 
a sufficient amount of gold in the Treasury to guarantee the obli- 
gations of the Government. To this proposition the Republican 

rty will never consent, for ea gine management in the past 
as floated these notes among the people as the most convenient 
currency, without the slightest impairment of our national credit. 
When we come into power (as we certainly will at the next elec- 
tion), we shall maintain these notes as a part of our circulating 
medium. No sane business man questions or doubts it. Repub- 
licanism is synonymous with national integrity and sound finance. 

The reports show that there is not now a sufficient amount of 
money in circulation to meet the business demands of the people. 
When we are confronted with such a state of affairs it is folly to 
expect the Republican party to enact legislation which will further 
contract the circulating medium. I call the attention of Demo- 
cratic Senators to the fact that in 1893 we were assured by them 
that the only menace to our financial and industrial prosperity 
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was the Sherman silver law, and that its repeal would insure 
speedy and permanent relief. The law was repealed, and times 
have been growing worse and worse ever since. Disasters have 
accumulated, and we see nothing ahead but a bankrupt Treasury 
and general impoverishment. They then called upon us to repeal 
a law which had for its object the increase of our circulating me- 
dium to the amount of about forty-eight millions annually. They 
now ask us to go a step further and withdraw from the channels 
of business the sum of $346,000,000. That means the complete and 
final triumph of the money power and the enslavement of the peo- 
me It means ‘‘ the despotism of wealth,” so eloquently depicted 
y the distinguished Senator from Missouri a few days ago. As 
an excuse for this outrageous proposition more gold is demanded, 
with which, as alleged, to maintain the credit of the Government. 
That we should keep our gold reserve fund sacred and unimpaired 
no one will dispute, but I remind Democratic Senators that there 
is but one certain way to keep gold in this country without a 
= issuance of bonds and a consequent increase of our public 
ebt. 

We can doit by reenacting the McKinley law, which will trans- 
fer the balance of trade to our credit. It is easy to understand 

*the fact that alaw which increases importations from a gold-stand- 
ard country in excess of its exports makes it only a enon of 
time when the gold supply will be exhausted. Then the reenact- 
ment of McKinley duties, the adoption of a law forbidding, un- 
der any circumstances, the private sale of bonds, an imperative 
inhibition to issue bonds without the consent of Congress, the 
free coinage of silver, the redemption of outstanding silver cer- 
tificates and Treasury notes with the silver now hoarded in the 
Treasury, the return of the pr mi party to full power next 
November, and the country will realize a wholesome, speedy, and 
permanent reaction. The ‘‘irrepressible conflict” so woefully de- 
picted by the Senator from Missouri will have ended. 

The truth is, this country is suffering from an overdose of free- 
trade, bond-issuing, debt-contracting, disintegrating, distracting 
Democracy. As an evidence of this fact I desire to call attention 
to the following editorial, which appeared in the London Standard 
of the 27th of last December: 

When the barriers of McKinleyism were partially demolished goods rushed 
in from abroad to fill up the at spaces in the home markets of the Repub 
lic. Our woolen manufacturers in particular benefited by this change, as 
the trade and navigation returns of the United Kingdom very clearly ex 
hibit. For the eleven months of 1895 for which we have the figures, the United 
States have taken nearly six millions sterling worth of woolen and worsted 
tissues from us, as compared with less than a million and a half’s worth last 

ear,and not much more than twoand a quarter millions’ worth the year 
fore. A ape prodnced by the long suspense of the tariff question had to be 
filled up, and the enlarged market opened by the reduced tariff further in- 
e the buying. ‘oa less extent the same phenomena were discernible 
elsewhere, and the broad general result was that at the very time when the 

States were eT ho markets for their own productions restricted or un- 

profitable abroad, they saw foreign goods pouring in upon them in an aug 
menting volume. They therefore had more to pay and less to receive, and 
as they also owed a great deal of money abroad their foreign exchange mar- 
ket became permanently adverse. Shipments of gold to Europe were soon 
the order of the day, to such an extent that the Government of Mr. Cleveland 


has had to intervene three times within two years by selling interest-bearing 
bonds in order to replenish the stock of gold in the public Treasury. 


Under the McKinley law there was sufficient revenue to meet 
every public demand, and during its existence about $48,000,000 
were added annually to the circulating medium. Under Repub- 
lican financial management silver certificates and Treasury notes 
were kept in circulation among the comrhon people of this coun- 
try in order to meet the demands occasioned by the establishment 
of new industries, and labor and capital everywhere found profit- 
able investment and employment. 

In this connection we have a striking illustration of the fact that 
the one certain way to keep money in circulation among the peo- 
yle is by legislation that offers inducement to investorsin manufac- 

uring enterprises, which necessarily involves the expenditure and 
distribution of money in purchasing the raw material of the people 
and farm products at living prices, and giving employment to labor 
at remunerative wages. Now, as to the application of this theory 
to North Carolina and other Southern States. Had our Demo- 
cratic friends of the South observed their oe to the Southern 
pee since the war, I would not be compelled to stand here to-day 
and demand in their behalf that protection be extended to the 
articles covered by my amendment. Democratic recreancy does 
not justify Republican remissness, and I shall insist, by way of 
perfecting the House bill, that the products of the farm and the 
raw material of the Southern people shall be fully protected in the 
impending revenue legislation. The Democratic party has main- 
tained its supremacy in the South since the war by election frauds 
and false pretense. In every campaign Democratic leaders have 
promised the people that once the party succeeded in getting in 
power they would remove from the statute books of this country 
every vestige of ——— which afforded protection to the manu- 
facturers of the New England States. By such =e to the 
prejudices and passions of the people, a lemented by ‘‘ Demo- 
cratic election methods,” they had no trouble in keeping the South 
solid until the enactment of the Wilson bill. Now, what has hap- 
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ned under the Wilson bill? How fares the New England manu- 
Roturer by comparison with the farmer and producer of raw 
material in other sections? ; 
The New York Herald, an ultra free-trade journal, in a recent 
issue, amony other things, says: 
All who scan the returns of the National Bureau of Statistics can not fail to 
make the exceedingly pleasing discovery that beyond all doubt the manufac- 


turing industries of the United States generally entered in 1895 upon an era 
of unprecedented promise. 


I have not had the eae, Mr. President, to verify the 
Herald’s statement, but I admit for argument’s sake that it is ap- 
proximately correct. And this is “ tariff reform ” from the South- 
ern Democratic standpoint. Unexampled prosperity to the manu- 
facturer, and bankruptcy to the farmer and the producer of raw 
material. Who is responsible? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it will not disturb the Senator, I would 
like to make a paetee. . 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It will not interrupt me. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The New York Herald isa newspaper which 
sees prosperity not = in low tariff, but in absolute free trade. 
It does not speak for the Republican party or the people of New 
England. It neverrepresents fairly the condition of manufactur- 
ing enterprises in the Northern States. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In onemoment. In reply to what the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has said, I understand the case as he 
does; but I am giving the statements of the other side for argu- 
ment’s sake, to show the manner in which the Southern people 
have been treated by the very men who have assured the Southern 

ple that they were their friends and only wanted an opportu- | 
nity toshow their friendship. My desire is to showthat when they 
got an opportunity, they turned their backs upon the Southern peo- 
le and joined hands with the very men they had theretofore been 
enouncing. That is the object I had in making the statement. 

Mr. PEFFER. I simply want to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether it is not a fact that the Democrats and Repub- 
licans of New England are very fast coming together upon the 
subject of protection. 

. GALLINGER. — reply to that is that the Republican 
party of New England will be glad to welcome Democrats to their 
ranks whenever they are ready to advocate and believe in the 
doctrine of protection to American industries and American labor. 
I think Democrats are coming to us very rapidly, as was evi- 
denced in New Hampshire in the last election; for, while heretofore 
we have frequently not had a majority of the votes, we had at 
that election 12,000 plurality. 

Mr. FRYE. But they are not coming as Democrats. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. FRYE. But coming as Republicans. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, as Republicans. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to 
complain because, as he alleged, the Democrats had gone out of 
their way to protect the manufacturers of New England in the 
Wilson bill. Am I correct? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The Senator is correct in part and in part 
he is not. 

Mr. HILL. Iwillcomplete myidea. I call the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina to the fact that it was only the other 
day that the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. GaL- 
LINGER] who just now interrupted him made the announcement 
here that under that very Wilson bill the manufacturers in New 
England were upon the verge of bankruptcy. 

r.GALLINGER. The manufacturers of woolens. 

Mr. HILL. You can not pull the wool over our eyes in that. 
[Laughter. : 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I know of no better way to answer the 
Senator from New York than to quote from a speech delivered by 
the Hon. W. H. Bower, of the Eighth Congressional district of 
North Carolina, when the Wilson bill was under consideration. 
Before reading his statement I desire to say that Mr. Bower was 
one of the ablest Democrats in the last Congress. He had this to 
say in regard to that bill: 

Almost every raw material, certainly every important one except leaf to- 

, instead of being taxed 10 per cent ad valorem, is put upon the free list, 


while the duties on the manufactured articles into which they enter, instead 


of being limited to 20 per cent, range from 20 to 50 per cent, the average being 
over 30 per cent. 


This is evidence from a Democratic Representative which con- 
firms me in the statement when I say that the Democratic party, 
after promising the people of the South to stand by them, deliber- 
ately abandoned their interests and joined their Democratic 
brethren of the North in protecting the manufacturers of the New 
England States. 

I want to say further, before proceeding with what I had in- 
tended to say, that it is the policy of the se ean coe. to not 
only extend ample protection to the manufacturers of the New 
England States, but it is the policy of the Republican party, as 





evinced by all the legislation they have enacted in the past, to like- 
Wise extend protection to every article in which the Southern 
people are interested. 

The record shows when the Wilson tariff law passed the last 
Congress, Democratic Representatives and Senators from the 
South constituted a majority of that body. Though treated by 
the President as nullius filius, it is an easy matter to establish its 
paternity. It is the product of Southern Democracy. It is a 
palpable repudiation of Democratic free-trade theories and a 
demonstration of Democratic recreancy at the enormous cost of 
Southern progress and the prosperity of the people who are not 
engaged in some line of manufacturing. The Wilson bill—con- 
ceived, concocted, and consummated by Southern Democratic 
Congressmen in the interest of the manufacturer—was the ** cul- 
minating atrocity ” of either Democratic ignorance or Democratic 
malevolence. Whatever the influence, the result has caused alarm 
and indignation in the South, and unless I am entirely mistaken 
in all the signs, the Southern people will resent it at the next elec- 
tion. In the last and in many preceding campaigns Southern 
Democratic leaders, and among them the late senior Senator, Mr. 
Ransom, from North Carolina, who I regret is not exercising the 
privilege of the floor to-day to hear what I say, denounced pro- 
tection to the manufacturers of the country as “robbery,” but 
for some strange and incomprehensible reason we find them all, 
representing what might be termed ‘‘the best thought” of the 
Democratic party, engaged in a war of extermination against 
Southern raw material, the great basic element of Southern de- 
velopment and Southern prosperity. 

The South believed in Democratic promises to establish a rev- 
enue tariff, but the Wilson law has undeceived the people. It is 
established by Democratic confession that it does not yield enough 
revenue for the ordinary expenses of the Government by monthly 
deficits of several million dollars. And unless the official figures 
of the Bureau of Statistics donot speak the truth, it is abundantly 
established that the Eastern manufacturer is the chief if not the 
sole beneficiary of the law of ‘‘ perfidy and dishonor.” 

The authors of this destructive legislation ‘‘ dare not face the 
farmers with this record.” If there is one lingering doubt in the 
minds of Southern Democratic Senators as to public feeling on 
this question, the letters on my desk, which I shall ask to have 
read and incorporated in my remarks, remove it. They come 
from Virginia and North Carolina, and reflect the sentiment of 
leading business men without regardtoparty. A large majority of 
them are Democrats, and they implore me to insist upon and demand 
the legislation contemplated in the amendment offered by me. 

I ask that the letters may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


BESSEMER CITY, N. C., January 4, 1896. 

De..R Srr: I learn from the press reports that the tariff bill is now in the 
Senate, and I trust you will make a determined effort to have the duty on 
iron ore raised to $1 per ton, or at any rate have it restored to 75cents. [t is, 
as you know, now 40 cents per ton of 2,240 pounds, which is practically free 
ore. Dr. J. M. Worth and associates have bought the Greensboro Iron Fur- 
nace, and [ learn will start it up, and the manager told me in person their 
_— was to get Cuban ores by rail from Wilmington. Owing to the cheap 
abor with which the Cuban ore is mined and cheap transportation, they can 
get the Cuban ore at a cheaper rate than we can afford to mine it. I have 
seen with my own eyes several hundred thousand tons of the Cuban ore in 
bulk at Sparrows Point. The only remedy is a protective duty on foreign 
ore, or our mines will remain undeveloped for years to come, and thousands 
of our laboring men will remain out of employment. The Wilson bill is full of 
discrimination against the interests of the South. Pig iron, the lowest form 
of manufactured iron, bearsa high rate of duty, as well as steel rails; in fact, a 
duty which is practically prohibitive. Now, why not protect the poor miner 
who works in mud and water ten hoursa day as well as the laborer in a warm 
machine shop or furnace yard? All we ask is that just such treatment be 
meted out to us as is given to the manufacturers. 

Sincerely, yours, J. A. SMITH, 
Vice-President of Southern Manganese Company. 
Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 

Washington, D. C. 


NEWBERN, N. C., December 26, 1895. 

DEAR Sir: We note that Congress intends revising the tariff. We earn- 
estly and respectfully request that Toe will use your influence in having 
lumber, both rough and dressed, put back on the dutiable list. 

Our State, as you are aware, is largely interested in lumber, and as a very 
large number of our people get their support from that source, it has been 
up-liill work ever since it was placed on the free list, and we desire its restor- 
ation. 

Whatever assistance you give in the matter will be highly appreciated by 
us, and we feel quite sure that it will be indorsed by the entire State. 

Respectiaiie. 

Hackburn & Willitt, merchants; J. R. Parker, jr.. merchant; 
Robt. 8. Primrose, M. D.; James A. Bryan; Joel Kinsly, farmer; 
M. Hahn, ex-sheriff; J. A. Jones, sales stable; O. Marks & Son, 
wholesale dry goods; J. J. Woguder, real estate; Charles 
Hunter; T. A. Green, president City Bank; Ferdinand Utrich, 
merchant; Thomas Daniels; Watson & Daniels; Enoch Wads- 
worth, farmer; 8. E. Sullivan Lumber Company; The Blades 
Lumber Company; K. R. Jones, merchant; Trent Lumber Mills; 
Roberts & Bro., merchants; J. J. Baxter; D. F. Jarvis, mer- 
chant; J. M. Howard, merchant: Pine Lumber Company; Sam. 
B. Waters, merchant; Howard & Hughes, insurance; James 
Redmond; L. H. Cutler, president; John Dunn, merchant; 
A. E. Wadsworth, farmer; A. E. Hibbril, jeweler. 

Hon. Jeter C. PRITCHARD. 
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Lzenorr, N. C., January 6, 1896. 
Dear Srr:I note with much satisfaction that you are advoca the resto- 
ration of duty on lumber, iron, and kaolin. The lumber industry in this sec- 
tion of the State, Caldwell County, has been seriously interfered with by the 
removal of the duty, and a number of enterprises have been ay c ; led 
ve the 


and all have lost money. If the duty is restored it will help to re in- 
dustry. No kaolin whatever has been taken out in this section, though it 
exists here in large quantities. It is of vital importance to help the kaolin 
industry that pottery should be protected,as that is the principal thing for 
which kaolin is used. I trust your distinguished influence may prevail on 
behalf of these interests. 
Yours respectfully, 
CALDWELL LAND AND LUMBER Co. 
WM. 8S. HARVEY, President. 
Hon. J. C. PRITOHARD, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


NorFroix, VA., December 30, 1895. 


Dear Srr: We take the liberty of addressing you at this time in mens to 
a subject which is of such vital importance to us as, in our judgment, fully 
justifies us in thus pameon ny S- nm — valuable time. 

We allude to the revenue ff bill, and any to that portion of it 
bearing upon the lumber trade. We are free to say that at 8 time we 
have no knowledge of your views on the subject, yet we feel, beyond ques- 
tion, that on this. as well as on all other matters coming before the Senate 
of the United States, your voice will always be lifted and your vote cast in 
behaif of the interest and welfare of your constituents. 

You are doubtless aware that the lumber business of North Carolina and 
Virginia is one of the greatest manufacturing industries which exist in 
those States to-day. Its development has been rapid, and when one con- 
siders the vast timber resources which are yet undeveloped, it is easy for the 
mind to grasp the priceless heritage which the Creator has so bountifully 
bestowed upon these two grand old Commonwealths, and we therefore be- 
lieve that you will agree with us that the subject is one of more vital interest 
to the welfare and poogneriig the ple of Virginia and North Carolina 
than any other piece of legislation with which they are now confronted. As 
you perhaps know, the product of the mills manufacturing North Carolina 

xine finds ita market almost entirely in the Eastern and New England States. 

e would also call your attention to the fact that the largest and chief 
Canadian manufacturing center is located in what is known as the Ottawa 
district, from which — the Canadian product has the advantage of a ve 
direct and cheap out!et to the United States by way of Lake Champlain an 
the Hudson River. From Dastingice. Vt., Albany, N. Y., and New York 
City this product is distributed through the same territory our North 
Carolina pine depends upon for its market, and it therefore becomes our 
greatest competitor. It is needless for us to say to you that no other manu- 

acturing section of this country is brought into such close competition, or 
is so vitally affected by the Canadian product as our North Carolina pine 


milis, 

That the Canadian manufacturer has some decided advantage over us, we 
think, can not be ane In starting his manufacturing operations he has 
only had to go to the Government land ment and state that he wishes 
from ten to fifty thousand acres of timber lands entered up in his name, and 
upon payment of a small entry fee these lands are secured to him, and he has 
been required to make no further payments for this timber until such time 
as, in the course of his operations, he finds it n or advisable for him 
to cut the timber and manufacture it. With us ail ber purchases have 
to be made outright, and vy few careful and conservative mill operators 
in this country would deem it safe to d from fifty to one hundred thou- 
sand dollars in building a mill plant they had first secured enough tim- 
ber to run them for a period of, say, ten years. They are therefore required 
to make a larger investment in timber in their mill plant, and the inter- 
est far along term of years on the capital which is tied up in timber 
lands cuts no small figure in the expenses of our operations. 

The Canadian operator has no difficulty Soe plenty of common labor 
atana of per month, while our here are paying their common 
labor from 75 cents to a dollar per day. 

When the Wilson tariff bill went into effect the manufacturers in this sec- 
tion had, through the competition of the Canadian manufacturers, been forced 
down toa point where any reasonable ma: of profit on their investments 
could not bly be ob . Today little of profit ha. been 
entirely w aoe away, and in addition to it the price on standing timber in 
North Carolina and Virginia has been lowered at from 20 to 26 per cent 
and labor from 10 to 20 per cent. To bring thismatter down in more compre- 
‘hensive form to you, we beg to submit you the following figures in regard to 
the cost of production with us, together with the selling: prices of our product: 


Per M. 

Seats Seth OE CII wn inn n chan ienictbiriccioncisnienegenieciinieienel $1.00 

ST GE FE, n< 5 bate etn aiccign <ebbidiciithiintithenceiene 3.50 

Axeenes oe of freights and other expenses in getting logs to ois 
RO BREBeccnwene cone cece once scccccnpecavce soeesh odes socepe cacccceevescesese i 

Average cost of manufacturing and kiln drying. .-............-.......-... 2.50 

Average cost of selling, shipping, office expense, insurance, taxes, etc.. 1.50 

12.00 

Average price, net, by Norfolk mills during year 1895 ................... 12.00 

r 


These figures are based upon operations at this point. At ts farthe 
south the cost of manufacturing, etc., will be lighter and the 
market higher, so that we are safe in sa to you that the operations of the 
Norfolk mills are on about the same as those at manufacturing points in 
North Carolina or south of Norfolk, and we assure you that the manu- 
facturer in this section who has been able to do an mye a the 
t year than the figures above quoted would be to find, w in 
e majority of cases the operators have run their business d the 
year at an actual loss. en you take into consideration that is in- 
vested in this business from ten to twelve million dollars of capital, employ- 
ing from fifteen to twenty thousand men, which means yap 
least 50,000 people, you readily see that the hardship which the present 
aa lays upon us is shared in by a vast number of people outside of the 
manufacturers, 
None of the seaahengeete sections of the United States is within such 
easy reach of the great me tan cities of the East as we are. We main- 
tain that the farmer of V or North Carolina 
two hundred acres of timber land should realize 
he has ever been able to doin the — but this condition of affairs will never 
be brought about so long as C; ber list, The 
manufacturers end the labor cnploved Wy oe will not be the only suf- 
North both 


ferers, but every owner of timber irene. 
ieee ond small (and the number Qeeune) ae continue to the effect 
of has nm 
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upon lumber, but thatit should be put back to th d. Itis - 
ata. opinion that had the duty reeained at ae oannd every timber 
owner in these States would to-day be able to realize at least 50 per cent more 
for his timber holdings, while every laborer en in this trade would be 
commanding 50 per cent more for his services than he is now able to do. 

We have t upon your time and good nature to quite a lengthy 
extent and we trust that you will pardon us for so doing; yet, as before 
stated, the question is one of grave importance to us, and wale that in writ- 
ing you we ——_ be able to give you some points or ideas in regard to the 
matter which heretofore have not been brought to your observation. We 
know that when one undertakes to consider a question pertaining to a great 
industry like ours, spreading over such a wide field and affecting such a mul- 
titude of other interests and thousands upon thousands of people who at the 
first glance would not appear to be interested at all, it is no easy matter 
for the mind to reach out, grasp, and a realize the benefits which must 
neuen. follow if the present bill should become law and a slight duty be 
placed on Canadian lumber, which the bill contemplates. 

We therefore trust that we are not as too much in requesting that you 
give this matter your earnest and thoughtful consideration, feeling that after 

oing so it will be a pleasure to you and _ an undoubted service to your con- 
stituents should you see fit to give the bill your support and your vote. 
With much respect, we remain, yours, very truly, 
THe NORTH CAROLINA Prne LUMBER Co., 
W. W. MINS, President. 
Joun L. Roper LUMBER Co., 
By JOHN L. ROPER, President. 
Hampton LUMBER Co., 
E. B. FREEMAN, President. 
THE COURTLAND LUMBER Co., 
E. B. FREEMAN, Vice-President. 
THe CuMMER Co. 
E. C. FASBURGH, Secretary and Manager. 
ROANOKE RAILROAD AND LUMBER Co., 
R. 8. COHN, Secretary and Treasurer. 
THe Tunts LUMBER Co., 
W. W. MINS, Manager. 
Hon, JETER C. PRITCHARD, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. These letters give but a faint idea of the 
blighting effect of Democratic ‘‘ tariff reform” upon the indus- 
tries of the Southern people. The lumber interest has been a 
source of much revenue, especially to the people of North Caro- 
lina and Virginia. Alabama, North Carolina, Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, and West Virginia abound in vast, undeveloped mineral 
wealth. Immediately after the passage of the McKinley law a 
rapid development of the resourcesof these several States at once 
began, and our people were just beginning to taste the fruits of 
industrial progress and development when, for some inscrutable 
reason, the people voted the Democratic party back into eeeer. 
Scandal, humiliation, and disaster have swiftly followed. But the 
end isathand. Weare told by this Democratic Administration 
that we are in the midst of a crisis, but what is the nature of the 
emergency? Too many Treasury notes in circulation! Another 
explanation is that, as a result of Republican legislation in the in- 
terest of silver in the past, the country is threatened with a silver 
basis. From the inception of the Cleveland Administration this 
has been the common excuse for bond issues. That is what a 
Democratic ‘‘crisis” means. Thecauseisapparent. Democratic 
mismanagement, Democratic misconstruction of the laws, Demo- 
cratic defiance of the people’s weal, and the subordination of the 
common welfare to party renee. , 

When I realize the deplorable condition of affairs in the South, 
I am impelled by a sense of -“ to my constituency to urge the 
adoption of this amendment. I appeal to my Northern friends in 
this body to come to our relief. 1 appeal to you to accept this 
amendment and save Southern industries from inevitable destruc- 
tion. Lap confidently to you whose section has so long been 
the beneficiary of protection and whose t wealth and splendid 
civilization is the di result of Republican tariff legislation, to 
come to the South’s rescue in its heroic struggle for industrial 
emancipation. I realize the fact that the Republican party has 
not a majority in this body, and of itself is unable to enact any 
legislation; but I earnestly oo to our Populist friends to stand 
by the people in this life anc th contest. bi. 

The amendment I offer gives the owner of the raw material and 
the farmer an equal show in the raceof life. In the light of recent 
history the Sou little at the hands of Southern Demo- 
cratic Senators in this matter, but I am almost persuaded that the 
operation of the Wilson law has convinced them of its iniquity 
from the Southern standpoint. It is not too late to undo the 
wrong and wreck of Democratic mistakes inthis particular. The 
votes of Southern Democratic Senators can pass this amendment. 
This one solitary act of common business sense would cover years 
and years of folly, of false pretense, and of broken promises. You 
have permitted your Northern Democratic associates to stab to 
he death every ing Southern enterprise, and at the same 
time you have aided them in protecting the Northern manufac- 
turers whom you and they, in common, have repeatedly denounced 
as ‘robber barons.” Is it too late to ap to your manhood and 
en to vote for this amendment as cone remaining alter- 
nati thern self-preservation? While the lamp holds out 
to burn the most extreme Democratic tariff reformer may repent. 


t. 
an eee a oot ba heeded now, but take my word for it 
the time is at hand when the great iron, coal, and 
cotton apeliiagtiaten, imperial in vast but undeveloped wealth, 
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i with one voice in this Chamber on this momentous 
Jac Figg, toed now this great interest is represented by a sin- 
gle Republican Senator on this floor, a little while hence and 
there will be other choice vacant seats on the other side of this 
Chamber. The day of tradition and sentimentalism in the South 
has passed. With honest elections has begun a business era which 
is the hope of our people, and the solid South is a thing of the 


st. ‘ s 
ir. HILL. Mr. President, I do not intend at this particular 
time to open up a tariff discussion, but I simply call the attention 
of the Senate and of the country to the peculiar situation in which 


‘ongress is placed. It strikes me it is somewhat difficult for Con- | 


gress to gratify the people of North Carolina, for the reason that 


that State recently sent to the Senate two distinguished gentle- | 
men, who are its Senators, elected substantially at the same time, | 


by the same body, and by the same combination. One of them 
the other day in his speech arraigned the Democratic party be- 
cause it had been false to tariff reform, and he gravely told us 
that the people of North Carolina earnestly desired extreme tariff 
reform. The Wilson Act, he thought, did not embody it suffi- 


ciently, and that is the reason he left the Democratic party and | 


joined the Populists. Now comes the other end of the combina- 
tion, and he says the people of North Carolina want the reenact- 
ment of the McKinley Act and extreme high-tariff duties. 


the same time. : 
I shall not speak of the other subject. 
which both parties seem somewhat divided. But I was rather 


amused to hear the distinguished Senator from North Carolina 


[Mr. PrircHaRD] say that the Democratic party is responsible 
substantially for the repeal of the Sherman silver law, when we 
all recollect that a majority of his own party upon the other side 
of the Chamber cast their votes for the repeal of that act. The 
Democratic party is entirely willing to be responsible for all that 
it has actually done either upon the tariff question or on the silver 
nestion, but we certainly are not able to gratify the inconsistent 
claims which are made here in behalf of the great State of North 
Carolina. 
Mr. Waite and Mr. PritcHarpD addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 


PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire at this time to offer a few 
remarks in enforcement of the position of those Senators who have 
heretofore insisted that there should be changes in the rules of the 
Senate looking to the more logical transaction of public business. 
I ask in this connection that Senate resolutions 14, 15, and 16, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi], and Senate re- 
solution 18, submitted by me, be read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HI. to the rules of the Sen- 
ate, submitted December 11, 1895: 

“ Resolved, That subdivision 2 of Rule V of the standing rules of the Senate 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“If at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll, and shall announce the 
result, and these proceedings shall be without debate; but no Senator, while 
speaking, shall be interrupted by any other Senator raising the question of 

lack of a quorum, and the question as to the presence of a quorum shall 
not be raised oftener than once in every hour, but this provision shall not 
apply — the absence of a quorum is disclosed upon any roll call of the 
yeas and nays.”’ 

Amendment intended to be posed by Mr. Hiri. to the rules of the Sen- 
ate, submitted December 11, ists: 

“ Resolved, That Rule IX be amended by adding thereto the following sec- 


“Sc. 2. Whenever any bill or resolution is peng Satere the Senate as 
unfinished business, and the same shall have been debated on divers days, 
amounting in all to thirty —_ it shall be in order for any Senator at any 
time to move to fix a time for the taking of a vote upon such bill or resolution, 
and such motion shall not be amendabie or debatable, and shall be immedi- 


ately put, and if passed ee of all the members of the Senate the vote 
upon such bill or ee th the amendments thereto which may be 


pending at the time of such shall be had at the date fixed in such origi- 
nal snatien: without further or amendment, except by unanimous — 
cont and during the of such motion to fix adate and also at the time 

by the Senate bill or resolution no other motion of any 


kind or character shall ae until such motion or such bill or reso- 
lution shall have been finally voted upon.’” 
Amendment intended to be by Mr. H111. to the rules of the Sen 


en te B 
“Resolved, That Rule XII amended by inserting an additional clause, as 


“*When upon a yote by yeas and nays it shall appear to the Presiding Offi- 
cer, upon recapitulation and before announcement of the result, that a 
uorum has not voted, he shall call upon Senators present who have not voted 
, and shal! direct the Secretary to add to the list of the Sena- 
HOU Te ne Rames of the Senators present not voting, including those sn- 
nouncing pairs, or who may or may n be excused from voting, and to enter 
the same in the Journal; and if the whole number constitute a quorum, and 
shall appear that a majority of (or two-thirds of a quorum where 
the faye of two-thirds) ee 
question deemed pioen determined ana result shail 
amnounced the same as if a quorum had voted.’” 
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I do | 
not know how we are going to gratify both of those Senators at | 


It is a matter about | 


aL 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Ware to the rules of the 
Senate, submitted December 12, 18%: 5 

** Resolved, That Rule XIX be amended by inserting at the end of paragraph 
1 thereof the following: ‘ All debate shall be relevant and confined to the sub- 
ject directly before the Senate.’ 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, during the last Congress many 
resolutions suggesting alterations in the procedure of the Senate 
were introduced. Several were to the purport that Senators in 
addressing the Senate should be confined to the subject under 
inquiry; others that debates should be restricted; others that for 
the purpose of making a quorum every Senator actually present, 
or at least signifying such presence by announcing a pair or other- 
wise, should be counted. 

So many propositions emanating from so many able sources 
ought to be enough, without further argument, to convince us 
that material departures from our present procedure must be de- 





| sirable. Error long practiced is difficult of eradication. Habits 
| grow upon us. The ability and public services of many of our 
| members have compelled their return here time and time again, 


Pride, indisposition to retract opinions once expressed, unwilling- 
| ness to accord to later generations the credit of improvement, have 
| made it hard to effect reforms. More than this, the more vener- 

able Senators have viewed as semisacrilegious the efforts of com- 
| parative novices to vary our fossilized processes. Perhaps it is 

hopeless to attempt the task now. However, I am somewhat 
| encouraged, because not only is the twentieth century approach- 
| ing, but I note that some of those who have heretofore opposed 
more businesslike methods have changed their views and are now 
| anxious for revision. 
The Constitution of the United States contains, inter alia, the fol- 
lowing: 
| Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, ete. 
| tion 5, subdivision 2, Constitution.) 

The rules now in existence, as far as mooted points are concerned, 
were formulated at a very early date, and I concede that the onus 
| of showing a reason for alteration is upon those who seek to bring 
| it about. This presumption might, indeed, be met and perhaps 
overcome by the admitted general demand, but as I will later on 
discuss the effect which the opinion of the public, and especially of 
our constituents, should have upon our acts, I will not now avail 
myself of this counter presumption. I shall endeavor to state 
generally the ground upon which I stand, and shall refer to analo- 
gous cases and to the variable and peculiar conditions which have 
brought about prevailingembarrassments. Whilethere arecogent 
considerations justifying many modifications, the principal defect, 
as I presume to term it, which should be remedied is the entire 
omission in our so-called rules to provide for the bringing of a sub- 
ject to a vote otherwise than by unanimous consent; because as 
long as a Senator can stand up and talk, and read or have read, 
matters relevant and irrelevant, the question can not be put. 

Next in grade descending is the recognition by the Senate of the 
ancient but not honorable fiction that a majority of the Senate ma 
be in the Senate and yet no quorum be present, and that althoug 
a Senator may answer a roll call by stating that he is paired with 
another Senator, and although he may help to make the one-fifth 
of those present who demand a roll call, still, in conflict with his 
assertion of presence, we, with eccentric and patient indifference 
to the truth, rule that he is not here. 

Then the Senate permits unlimited talk—discussion it is called— 
upon subjects absolutely and completely, entirely and obviously, 
foreign to the bill or question appearing by the record to be pend- 
ing. It is interesting to know that at an early date the difficul- 
ties which now confront us were to some extent felt. We are 
informed by Mr. Schouler (History United States, volume 3, page 
369) that Mr. Randolph during the last years of his public service 
was prorie to wander from the actual question to which his re- 
marks should have been addressed. In speaking of the Senate 
this author says: 

The decorum of this quiet Chamber was outraged as never before, and Vir- 
ginia was mortified at the unseemly exhibition. Asa thorn in the flesh of an 
unpopular Administration Randolph was not to be despised, and on this ac- 
count perhaps Calhoun bore gently with him, watching from his chair the 
flow of poesy and vituperation which the rules of the Senate, so he alleged, 
forbade him to interrupt. 

I find by referring to 30 Niles’s Register, pages 146-147, that the 
Senate rescinded the then existing rule which vested in the Presi- 
dent the appointment of the Senate committees and the supervising 
of the Journal, and Mr. Calhoun made an elaborate statement in 
connection with this action, and also concerning his jurisdiction to 
confine Senators to the subject of debate. His argument in part 
is thus expressed by the reporter: 

From the direction which the debate, in some degree, took, as well as from 
what has been said without these walls, it becomes, on this occasion, proper 
that I should state, for the information of this body, the construction that 
the Chair has put on the sixth and seventh rules of the Senate. They are in 
the following words: 

“When a member shall be called to order he shall sit down until the Presi- 
dent shall have determined whether he is in order or not; and every question 
of order shall be decided by the President without debate; but if there bea 
doubt in his mind he may call for the sense of the Senate. 

“ If the member be called toorder for words spoken, the exceptionable words 
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ahall immediately be taken down in writing, that the President may be better 
enabled to judge of the matter.” 

The Chair, said the Vice-President, has bestowed its most deliberate and 
anxious attention by night and by on the question of the extent of its 
powers under a correct construction of these rules, and is settled in the con- 
viction that the right to call to order on questions touching the latitude or 
freedom of dehate belongs exclusively to the members of y and not 
to the Chair. The power of the presiding officer on these great points is an 
appellate power a and consequently the duties of the Chair commence 
when a Senator is ca led to order by a Senator. Whenever such a call shall 
be made, the Chair will not be found unprepared to discharge its only func- 
tions in such a case—that of deciding on the point of order submitted. And 
the opinion of the presiding officer in relation to the freedom of debate in this 
body it will be time to declare when a question ae be presented; but such 
as it is, it will be firmly and, I trust I may add, fearlessly maintained. 

Mr. Schouler also writes that in the course of the next Congress, 
in 1828, the Senate gave to the Vice-President concurrent power 
in calling members to order, subject to appeal from his decision. 

We all know that this prerogative is never exercised by either 
the Senate or the Vice-President in so far as it refers to the obli- 

tion to keep within the limits of the question under discussion. 

tters which are germane and matters which are not germane 
seem to be alike in order here. I believe that even under our rules, 
properly construed, Senators should be required to adhere to the 
question; but the contrary practice prevails, and will only be cor- 
rected by positive prohibition. 

THE ANTIQUITY OF OUR RULES DOES NOT INHIBIT THEIR AMENDMENT. 


In examining this question it is fair to admit that rules which 
have been in operation during such an extended period, and have 
been found frequently competent to discharge the functions for 


which they were designed, should not a be set aside. That 
a plan of action has been, for a period, found advantageous suf- 
fices, perhaps, to make out a prima facie case in its favor. This, 


however, is all that can be claimed. This is as much as the doc- 
trine of presumption warrants. It must likewise be granted that 
no regulations sufficiently comprehensive to include the advanced 
requirements of an alert nation can be devised for all time. We 
can not photograph the future, or even comprehendit. However 
wise we may be, or however closely we may have studied that 
which has gone, we are not permitted to penetrate the mystery of 
that whichistocome. The une ted developments of an active 
world we can but partially forestall. The phonograph does not 
store the pronunciation of the oes. the heroes, the philosophers 
of ona Ages unborn will hear the voices of Gladstone and 
Bismarck, but the tones of their predecessors in greatness must 
be ever absent. 

To suppose that rules adopted in the days of the nation’s infancy 
by her Senate will be sufficient for all exigencies in maturer hours 
is to expect that there is never to be any actual development; that 
our country must be monotonous and nonprogressive. It needs 
no discussion to show that we are a go-ahead people; that we are 
fully alive to inspiring demands. 

According to the census of 1800 the United States then con- 
tained 5,808,483 persons, and of these nearly one-fifth were slaves. 
It now contains a population but little leas than 70,000,000. At 
that time Cincinnati contained, perhaps, 15,000 people. Buffalo 
was not laid out. There were a few cabins upon the site of 
Cleveland. Pittsburg amounted to little. Rochester did not 
exist. Boston contained a ulation of about 25,000; New York 
about 60,000, and Philadelphia, which then headed the list, some 
75,000. Chicago was unknown. The at West was unde- 
velo > The vast resources of the Pacific Coast had been un- 
touched. 

The Western frontier was located within the Empire State. 
The entire banking means of the United States in 1800 would not, 
as a contemporaneous historian has remarked, ‘‘have answered 
the stock-jobbing purposes of one great operator of Wall street in 
1875.” The same author tells us that in 1800 ‘‘the normal capital 
of all the banks, including the Bank of the United States, fell short 
of twenty-ninemillions. The limit of credit was quickly reached, 
for only the richest could borrow more than fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars at a time, and the United States Government 
itself was greatly embarrassed whenever obliged to raise ne 
In 1798 the Secretary of the Treasury could obtain $5,000,000 only 
by paying 8 per cent interest for a term of years, and in 1814 the 

vernment was forced to stop payments for the want of twenty 
a oy R . 

t is perhaps accurate to say that the exports and imports 
of the United States at the dawn of ein cubaty did not more 
than balance at about $75,000,000. The States were few in num- 
ber. This body was exceedingly small. When the Senate con- 
tained three or four dozen members, there was but little necessity 


for the enactment of stringent rules. There was no opportunity 
to filibuster. No chance was afforded to obstructionists for the 
retardation of public affairs. 


Although it is true that civilization, with its varied social re- 
quirements, molded somewhat by climatic conditions, and infiu- 
enced, too, by many other causes, developed characteristics in 
one locality and among a certain set of men at a particular date, 


nevertheless, human nature is very much the same the world over 
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and through the generations. ‘The people of the United States had 
been governed under the English system. They had imbibed 
much of the hard sense and practical ideas which begot the com- 
mon law. Moreover, the severe experiences of border life, the 
trials of war, and the demands of a new and unprecedented situa- 
tion evoked love of country and smothered tendencies to indis- 
cretion. Thus it came about that a country not then remarkably 
important commercially, offering but limited opportunity for the 
accumulation of lucre, sustained the most generally patriotic 
people who ever lived. This spirit has not become inactive, but 
many contentions which were ——t foreign to those who sat in 
this Chamber when the rules which I am attempting to consider 
were adopted are now urged upon us. It passes without saying 
that the development of the United States has induced many inno- 
vations and made imperative the enactment of numerous laws. 
The wisdom of our earlier Congresses, however marked, was not 
equal to the task of modeling statutes wide enough to cover the de- 
mands of 1895-96. Laws have multiplied until they have become 
so numerous that no one pretends to have more than a passing 
a of the public and private bills which have become ab- 
solute rules of conduct. Our Constitution, the best result of the 
—“— wisdom of our predecessors, did not satisfy all necessities. 

en who now sit here took part in changing that instrument and 
vitally ony to its prohibitions. These circumstances amply 
answer the claim that no revision should be made in the mere 
rules of a body which is itself constantly revising the statute law 
and sometimes aiding in the alteration of the organic instrument. 

I assume that the causes which have made it necessary to add 
to or take from our Constitution, our statutes, our Federal and 
State systems must have made amendments to the Senate's pro- 
cedure advisable. Apart from the concrete consideration of this 
topic, an intelligent stranger to the present discussion would 
doubtless say that if our rules are perfect, fit for unvaried en- 
durance, the Senate must have been divinely organized and at all 
times acting in accordance with a plan born in omnipotent wis- 
dom, or else that such rules must he behind the age, partaking 
somewhat of those proofs of the existence of ancient marvels 
which are furnished by prehistoric formations, petrified forests, 
the remains of variousmonsters, etc. These physicalreminiscences 
are important because they are extremely old and not available 
for present use. They form examples of that which has been, and 
are valuable for the scientific lessons which are taught from them. 
Our rules are too modern for display and too ancient to suit our 








purposes. 

I do not wish it to be understood that our rules ever will become 
or have become so obsolete as to suggest their exhibition with 
Cleopatra’s Needle. I merely advert to the possibility of their 
improvement. They are still capable of being read by the public, 
but can not, it seems, be understood in all regards, even here. 
During my limited incumbency I have noticed grave differences 
among our ey Nestors as to their proper interpreta- 
tion, and when such controversies have been submitted to the 
Senate, the solution has been accomplished along party lines, pre- 
sumably because the safest course to pursue was that dictated by 
faith in tried and trusted leaders. But mutations which ought to 
affect about everything depending upon human intelligence have 
not interfered with these creations of the remote past to which 
the future is to be sentenced, because, Mr. President, I contend 
that in this regard we are behind the times; thatit is our duty to 
be up and doing; that we can not hold the world back; that how- 
ever great we may assume and presume ourselves to be we are 
atoms to be crushed if we seek to stay the march of intelligence; 
that we must either keep abreast of the chariot or be dragged at 
its wheels. These are propositions not susceptible of refutation. 
I would not change a rule merely for the sake of change; I would 
not alter one without a reason; but I would not retain a rule 
merely because I or my predecessor had made it. 

We can not, I know, vary our conduct as the dictators of the 
fashionable world do their raiment, but when the test of thought 
confronts us, ought we not seriously ask whether we, even we, 
may not be in error? The boys in the gallery many times suggest 
to the accomplished theatrical manager some defect in the acting 
or staging of his piece which the boxes have not detected. May 
it not be that those who have sent us here are right in their pres- 
ent criticism? ‘‘ We owe it to ourselves,” says one, “not to yield 
to public clamor. Let us take our time about it.” This advice 
seems to be heeded. We are taking our time about it. Senators 
declare that we can always pass a bill if the majority wishes it to 
be passed. This may be true, but such passage is brought about 
only when the opposition is practically taken out on a stretcher. 
Such proceeding is not intellectual. hile not novel here, it ex- 
cites universal surprise everywhere else. 

THE MAJORITY IS AT THE MERCY OF THE MINORITY. ; 

Under our pro e asingle voice neutralizes, nay, vanquishes 
87. Sir Boyle Roche would have said that one Senator outnum- 
bers 87. True, a single Senator may be subdued, but no thanks to 
our rules for this boon. Give the credit to that nature which 
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can not be conquered. Thusis afforded the relief which our rules 
attempt to negative. We can not overcome a single and deter- 
mined opposing Senator until, his physical powers having weak- 
ened, we march to the roll call over his prostrate and panting 
form. Such procedure is not dignified surely, and if there is 
reason behind it no one has disclosed the same. If a sufficient 
number of obstructionists to order a roll call be present and a 
proper supply of positive Senators be here to watch and pray with 
their fellows—which must nearly always be the case in the great 
controversies now pending or plainly in sight or hereafter to oc- 
cur—no vote can be reached until the minority so wills it. The 
more numerous Senators, the more need for firmness and positive 
regulation. We have now the largest Senate that ever convened 
in the United States, and the end is not yet. Let us look at this 
matter in the light of the present and consider the experience of 
the past. The tariff discussion in the last Congress furnished 
competent lessons. We sat here day after day and were treated 
to essays of enormous length, compilations, treatises, etc. Many 
of these were not listened to throughout by a single Senator be- 
yond the member who had the floor, and except perhaps the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER], wholistens patiently to everything. 
I am told that he has felt it to be his duty to harken with the hope 
of hearing that which might instruct, and I am also informed 
that he feels that his self-sacrifice has been but partially re- 
warded, and that after all his trouble he is ready to confirm the 
generally accepted theory that everything said is not relevant or 
manifestly instructive. ‘ : ; 

Mr. President, I witnessed during the last tariff discussion a 
Senator of great ability and long experience speaking in this 
Chamber when there were but four of his associates present. One 
was in the chair, and one was attentive. I marveled why it was 
necessary to talk under such circumstances. The fourth Senator 
was writing a letter. After a while an absentee strolled into the 
Chamber, and, with a desire to emancipate us, moved an adjourn- 


ment, and the Senate adjourned, leaving the Chamber but slightly 


less agitated than it had been. Was this deliberation? Did the 
Senators who left the Chamber pending the argument, speech, or 
recitation leave to deliberate? Perhapsso—perhaps so. Aftercer- 
tain religious instructions the auditors are remanded to solitude 
for reflection. Maybe those who leave while the lone member 
deliberates aloud do so to deliberate in silence. 

‘In a note to the second edition of Brice’s American Common- 
wealth (volume 1, page 116), it is said: 

One is told in Washington that it is at present thought ‘bad form” fora 
Senator to listen to a set speech; it implies that he is a freshman. 

I had not heard of this, but our custom gives color to the theory 
that such is our faith. 

The numerous calls of the Senate, the appearances and disap- 
pearances, the exits and entrances of Senators, summoned from 
the cloakroom and immediately thereafter returning thereto, in- 
dicate that lack of interest and want of proper regard for public 
business which are the legitimate result of the procedure I con- 
demn. It must be conceded that it would have been cruel to force 
anyone to hearken to the many repetitions dealt out here during 
the tariff debate. Those addresses were not made to be listened to. 
No Senator was offended because his colleagues absented them- 
selves. Why should he feel offended? He exercised a similar 
right himself, and he did unto others as he desired others to do 
unto him. I know that many able speeches were delivered upon 
the tariff; that our opponents, especially in the running debate, 
made trenchant criticisms, and, from their standpoint, appropri- 
ate remarks; but I do not hesitate to affirm that folios after folios 
of the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD are filled with statistical and other 
compilations, originating on the Republican side which, while 
wholly cumulative compelled modifications in our bill, yielded 
under compulsion as the only means of shortening that which 
threatened to last world without end. Much of this profuseness 
will not be studied or read until the hieroglyphics of ancient 
Egypt have all been deciphered; until the partially eradicated 
stories which linger in the ruins of Asia Minor or arrest the archol- 
ogist’s attention in the land of the Aztecs have been fully inter- 
preted and understood. 

During the discussion to which I have referred a diminutive 
minority (diminutive as to numbers) upon the other side of this 
Chamber declared themselves ready to talk until March 4 to beat 
the bill. And if there had been a slight addition to their strength 
the threat would have been executed. 

Another and very striking illustration of the consequences of 
our rules was furnished on February 9 and 11 by a distinguished 
Senator. The bill making appropriations for the maintenance of 
the Post-Office Department of the Government was under consid- 
eration. A certain amendment thereto was proposed by the 
committee, and a point of order was made to the effect that the 
amendment was such general legislation as to conflict with the 
first subdivision of Rule XVI. TheSenator referred to thereupon 
took the floor and proceeded to discuss the Alabama election con- 
troversy, devoting hours to its consideration, presenting numerous 
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affidavits, statements, etc., bearing upon the transactions incident 
to recent proceedings at the polls in that State. That Senator, 
whom we all know to be able and intelligent, did not pretend that 
he was addressing himself to the subject then before the Senate. 
On the contrary, he had sought to be heard upon the election matter 
during the earlier part of the day, and being cut off by the par- 
liamentary situation, did not hesitate to say that he would take 
the floor and make his speech in any event. He is not tobe greatly 
blamed for this. He was merely exercising a privilege allowed 
him by the absurd procedure which the Senate tolerates, in defi- 
ance alike of sentiment and sense. 

The following is one of many samples of the working of the 
present rule. Omitting names, [ will read the report of an occur- 
rence of the last session, which was published in a journal of this 
city. The report was substantially correct: 

AIMS A BIG GUN. 


Mr. A did not attempt to further prolong the delay in passing the bill, 
although for a few moments it looked as if the Senate was on the verge of a 
speech three months long. Mr. B’s amendment providing for legal proceed- 
ings to test the constitutionality and validity of the tax before the taxpayer 
had paid it had been ruled out of order, and the decision of the Chair had been 
sustained by an overwhelming vote. eae Mr. A, in order to get a 
vote Roe the question directly, offered another amendment to the same 
effect; but Mr. D, declining to let the.proposition be voted ~~ mn on its merits, 
raised the point of order. It was immediately sustained by the Chair, Mr. 
E being the  — = officer. Never a word said Mr. A, but, reaching be- 
neath his desk, produced a pile of manuscript that was a foot and a half high 
and must have contained at least a thousand pages. It was a speech 

Mr. C laughed out loud. Mr. A smiled quietly and Mr. G nearly fell out of 
his chair. Mr. A, with a face as solemn as any clergyman's, unbuckled the 
great leather strap with which the immense mass was fastened, took up the 
topmost pages and began to look through them. Half a dozen Senators at 
once gathered around him. 

“Are you going to make some remarks?” one of them asked him. 

“Tam going to make these remarks,” was the Senator's reply, pointing to 
the mountain of manuscript, and the very ludicrousness of the situation 
brought a smile to his face. 

Mr. H went over to plead with him. Mr. I also approached to view the 
threatened danger, and then Mr. G walked across the Senate to interview 
Mr. A. The result of the conference was seen a moment later, when Mr. A 
again introduced his amendment. This time no point of order was made 
against it. It was voted upon, and, as Mr. A had doubtless anticipated, was 
defeated by a vote of 19 yeas to ® nays. But he had gained his point, and 
sinking back in his chair with an expression of beatific satisfaction he watched 
his clerk once more buckle up the thousand pages and stow them away under 
the desk, where they still remain to be again forthcoming when Mr. A has 
anything to gain by their appearance. 

I know that some will probably say that there has not been any 
filibustering here. I am not particular about words ornames. I 
am referring t> transactions as they occur. During the last ses- 
sion, and after the tariff bill finally passed, it was pretty well known 
that there were in that bill defects—certain errors—which the al- 
leged dominant party wished to correct. The adoption of all the 
Senate amendments by the House rendered the usual committee 
revision impossible. It was suggested here that one or two of the 
inaccuracies should be cured; but no; the minority informed the 
majority that this could not be done, and the few had power to 
control the many. Wethrew up our hands and submitted with- 
out more than a murmur. Hence but little effort was made in 
the line of even clerical improvement. The press correctly in- 
formed us that the leaders of the other side concluded that there 
should be no more tariff legislation. The minority thus dictated 
to the majority, and the majority acquiesced. Others again af- 
firmed that there must be no financial legislation. It may be that 
the majority here believe, as I do, that itis practically impossible 
to enact a complete financial scheme at this session; but it is 
wholly immaterial whether the majority or the minority favors 
legislation. The majority can do nothing unless the minority con- 
sents. 

True, the minority can not enact a bill disagreeable to the ma- 
jority, but practically the Senate is governed by a minority. It 
is common experience for a majority leader to say to bis restive 


| subordinates: ‘‘ Wait a while; have patience: I have been in con- 





sultation with Senator Blank, the leader of the minority, and he 
agrees that if we will make the following concessions he will see 
that the majority is allowed to proceed.” The followers some- 
times are irritated, use nonparliamentary language in the cloak- 
room, refuse for a day or two to bow down, but they always 
come to time. They have to come to time under the rules—the 
constitutional rules of the Senate. Even our leaders do not relish 
haying to do this. No one pretends that it is just right. The 
most plausible excuse that can be given is that nothing is perfect, 
even in the Senate, and that these difficulties are of less moment 
than those that might, could, or would be produced by more posi- 
tive and less curious regulations. 

I will show that there is nothing in these excuses or arguments. 
Just now there are various important bills before us. Perhaps we 
may be allowed to vote upon them. Many of them present no 
party issue. But one opposing Senator may baffle us. If we as- 


sume that there is a majority of 10 or 20 only, either for or against 
one of these bills, and if the measure reaches a roll call or a de- 
termination, it will be because the minority have so willed. In 
other words, the passage of a bill is effected when the opponents 
thereof agree thereto. This is certainly a harmonious anticipa- 
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tion involving peace and good will. We vote because of the mag- 
nanimity of those whom we outnumber. 

I know that some who differ from me declare that bills are 
always passedon. Thisisnottrue. Butif it were better founded 
it would bea remarkably weak response. Are those rules the per- 
fection of human wisdom whose only value is that notwithstand- 
ing their existence legislation may be had? Rules framed for a 
legislative body defended because in spite of them work may be 
done! Rules are everywhere sup to be designed to promote 
work. If the argument is worth anything, it is for the reason 
that it means that the essence of Senatorial statesmanship is the 
impeding of legislation. A body formed to legislate is, according 
to this view, performing its obligations when it does its best to 
negative the object of its creation, Organized for action, it lux- 
uriates in inaction and deliberates and deliberates and deliberates, 
while one part of the country is swearing and the other is yawning. 
ILL-ADVISED LEGISLATION I8 NOT AVOIDED BY A SYSTEM WHICH CONSUMES 

TIM®S AND ENLIGHTENS NO ONE.—THE DISCUSSION WHICH RESULTS IN BEN- 
EVIT 18 PERTINENT, DIRECT, AND PITHY DEBATE. 

The person who tells me that addresses which are listened to only 
by the suffering Presiding Officer and by the party who is talking 
enlighten anybody does not appeal very strongly tome. When a 
minority resolves upon the death of a bill the s hes, while fatal 
to the measure, are also dull to the Senate and void of intelligent 
consequences. If mistakes have been made in bills which have 
passed here after lengthy debate, it does not prove that we did not 
spend enough of time upon such measures, but does establish thai 
our hours were not as well employed as would have been the case 
had there been a brisk and apposite discussion upon which was 
centered the undivided attention of the whole body. The present 
plan inhibits such educating consideration. Reasonable rules will 

roduce the improved condition. I frankly admit that I do not 
ike to be driven, and I also know that self-respect requires us to 
maintain our integrity against demagogic onslaught. If you do 
not respect yourseif, how can you expect others to respect you, is a 
pointed inquiry upon a proper occasion. It is an inquiry which I 
would address to those who inflict kill-bill compilations upon their 
brethren, which compilations are never read again nor intended 
to be read by men or angels—certainly not by angels who are not 
eee oo fearful penalty of trans; on, It is becauseI revere 
is place, long and now tenanted by many great and good men; 
it is use I trust that our posterity may see in this Chamber 
nothing to offend and but little to improve, and it is because I feel 
that unless we remodel our practice we will be righteously con- 
demned that I make this appeal, especially to those Senators whose 
extended and valuable services to their country leads me to hope 
that they will finally decide aright. 
THE DIGNITY OF THE SENATE IS NOT MAINTAINED BY ADHERING TO PAR- 
LIAMENTARY ANOMALIES. 

Much has been said with reference to the jony of the Senate, 
and it appears to be intimated that it would not be dignified to 
have a previous question here; that other bodies may condescend 
to such restrictions, but that it would be indecorous for us to do 
so. But the Senate was created for the p of, to some extent, 
legislating for the country. Such, ce ny is one of its most im- 
portant duties. It was designed to act with the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and both together to form the National Legislature. 
It was not organized merely that its members might be impressive. 
But dignity (dignus) is the equivalent of true worth, of excel- 
lence. It does not depend solely or chiefly upon external mani- 
festations nor lofty beari Senatorial dignity should result from 
the full discharge of the obligationsof aSenator. It is not begot- 
ten of rules; it exists only in just appreciation of high responsibil- 
ity, and is the companion of onerous, patriotic labor, carefully, 
ably, and conscientiously done. Due comprehension of the im- 
portance of his trust should influence the manner and conduct of 
aSenator, He should ever remember that his fealty to the great 
— which he represents inhibits im and unseemly action. 

ut the people of the United States did not make this body for any 
other purpose than to conserve, develop, and perpetuate the prin- 
ciples of liberty, which they hoped would enable them to pursue, 
without fear or favor, their legitimate affairs. The Government, 
after all, is an agency of a strictly business character. The unes- 
sential embellishments of power, the pomp and circumstance of 
authority, are daily becoming less and less tolerable. The dif- 
fusion of education, the fact that the printing press is so generally 
in use and literature so available tends to the equalization of 
mentality as far as such equalization is natural, and renders too 
much display and obtrusive consciousness of the possession of 
authority repulsive to the ay American. Recognition of the 
courtesies of enlightened. life must ne pee the en- 
forcement of regulations dictated by regard for order and adequate 
veneration of our country’s institutions is also vital, but here the 
patience of our constituents is disposed to cease. 

THE SENATE SHOULD NOT BE AN EXCEPTION TO ALL LEGISLATIVE BODIES. 

Every effective assemblage in the civilized world is controlled 
by rules which make the transaction of business by the majority 
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always attainable within a reasonable period. This is true of 
short-lived bodies, such as conventions, of more permanent organi- 
zations, such as a. diets, chambers of deputies, etc, 
Even the Senate claims to have rules, and I think I have heard it 
admitted that these are valuable as aids to affirmative action. 
How absurd to fix hours for morning business or to designate a 
time when the Calendar may be considered or anything else taken 
up, when we contumaciously and with premeditation so manage 
our affairs that one-fourth of the body can readily defeat a roll 
call on the merits. That a quorum may be present and actually 
ne. and yet by declining to vote members present may 
make the record show no quorum, is a condition perfectly 
familiar and indefensible. If we are to have rules at all, let 
them reach the vital part. If we are here for work, let the work 
be done. If it be better for the country that no legislation should 
be had—and I have heard a distinguished man defend our rules 
on this ground—then let us meet only to adjourn. If a bill is 
good, ought it not to pass? If it is bad, should it not be disposed 
of according to law? Talking a bill to death, while in harmony 
with Senatorial usage, is unreasonable. Rational consideration, 
frll consideration, every measure indeed should have, even at 
the risk of weariness, but a minority should not be allowed to 
effectively say, ‘‘ We will not permit clerical errors or other obvi- 
ous defects in a tariff or other bill to be changed. Our policy is 
to —- the country to act under the measure asitis. We 
claimed that the bill was defective, nevertheless it was made a 
law. Wevwill now declineto permit mistakes to be rectified, even 
though the same may have been exposed by us. If is against our 
policy to pérmit the majority to act.” 

Is it wonderful that the people of the United States censure the 
Senate? Is it remarkable that this is not a popular body? Is it 
singular that every one asks us why the Senate is so slow? And 
is it not peculiar that our excuse must be that our rules will not 
permit us to do anything—that we are disciplined toinaction? is 
it true of other advanced peoples that their highest legislative 
chambers are compelled to admit that their rules, their own in- 
struments, created to facilitate business, are efficacious only to pre- 
vent the determination of importantissues? It was never designed 
by the framers of the Constitution that this body should be an in- 
superable obstacle to reform, or that it should place about its 
limbs shackles of its own fashioning and justify its torpor by re- 
ferring to impediments of its own proper design. 

THE FORCE BILL. 

I am aware that several Senators whose abilities and states- 
manship long ago justly won for them high national reputation 
object to anything approaching acloture, because they say we ever 
stand under the menace of the force bill, that the effort toenact that 
bill is a warning of the presence of kindred perils. Stated in a dii- 
ferent form, this means that there is always danger that the ma- 
jority may become tyrannical or may scheme for continuous domi- 
nancy, or may plot ~~ the country’s interests. The force 
bill seems to be used by each and all of those upon the Demo- 
cratic side who rest upon this so-called argument. The pertinency 
of the illustration is hardly admitted by our Republican friends 
who defend the rules. I shall consider the subject first as it re- 
gards the obnoxious bill so fortunately buried. Then I shall at- 
tempt to maintain that the good or evil of any special measure 
can never warrant a general and century-extending policy which 
= not be justified except as a preventive to such ill-advised leg- 
islation. 

Is it true that the country or the Democratic party would have 
been ruined had the force bill become a law? Ido not think so. 
I have the highest respect for Senators who regarded that concoc- 
tion as an edict of proscription and death. I fully agree that it 
contemplated an unrepublican system. I concur that the time of 
its introduction—a generation r the close of our lamentable 
civil strife—was most unhappily selected. Nevertheless, had that 
bill been enacted there would have been no temporary or other 
Democratic falling off, either North or South. The common danger 
would have solidified expression in the ballot box, and an attempt 
to repeat the criminality of — ism or the errors of electoral 
commissions would have sti the Union to such an extent that 
election cyclones would not have been causes of discomfort to this 
side of the Chamber. If I am not right about this, and if still 1 
be correct in my eS of the force bill, it follows that our 
Sen is a total failure. norsk if - ag ee on 
slaving, power- tuating enactment, unjust in its conception 
and cea in ae veoeh , be not doomed to swift destruction by 
the honesty of the land, it can only be because it reflects public 
immorality and general wanton disregard of sacred privileges. 
Nor is it any response that the nature of that bill was such as to 
place the machinery for counting in and counting out in the hands 
of a who would have exercised such authority selfishly 
and to the fullest extent. " 

This condition would no doubt require more decided public ex- 
pression, greater ee than are ordinarily determinative of 
party struggles, but the difficulty is purely theoretic. The Ameri- 
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le occasionally ‘‘go out gunning” with weapons thor- 
ceaiiean 


arged. During these uprisings schemers, gerrymanders, 
force-bill men, id genus omne have only one recourse, viz, to take 
to the woods. Sometimes even the innocent go down with the 
guilty. If, which I do not deem likely, the Republican party 
shall come into complete power once more, having under its con- 
trol the executive and legislative departments, its astute leaders 
will not attempt to enact a force bill any more than they will 
seek to reenact the McKinley bill. They have tasted both to their 
hearts’ discontent, and will be found somewhat homeopathic even 
as to protection. While the people will often go too far—while, 
as in the late elections, they may perhaps visit the sins of one 
party upon the other—yet in the end the matter will be honestly 
adjusted—the fair thing will be done. To hold differently is to 


write oneself a pessimist, an unbeliever in republicanism, or, at | 


best, a political agnostic. ; 

I can well appreciate that Senators who lived under the imposi- 
tions of carpetbag contro!, who watched the looting of their treas- 
uries and of their people by imported conscienceless and merciless 
speculators upon patriotism, who saw not only their personal be- 
longings taken away, their families humiliated and terrorized, 
their rights as citizens ignored and repudiated, but who also suf- 
fered from enormous State and municipal debts and the infliction 
of numerous other evils, should shudder at the remembrance of 
such a condition, and should protest against any concession ren- 
dering the recurrence of such enormities possible. But this very 
experience, the presence of hearts and frames yet bearing the 
scars of outrage and sorrow, is apt to exaggerate the peril. We 
are not upon the heels of an awful war; our people are commer- 
cially +f otherwise one; and no such sad state as that to which I 
have alluded can be born of force bills or miscalled legal writs. 
The American people are too well educated in liberty and law to 
allow long life to any cruel or clearly unjust measure. So much 
for this feature of the case. 

I affirm that we must not spend our time in rendering legislation 
difficult because we fear that the majority may pass an iniquitous 
bill. When I say the majority, I mean as far as this body is con- 
cerned—the Senate. 

There are instances—as in the case of the expulsion of a mem- 
ber or upon impeachment trials or the ratification of a treaty— 
where more than a majority is required; but I allude now to those 
cases where those who sum up more than half a quorum are given 
by the Constitution the right to express the will of the Chamber. 
The Senate mentioned in enacting clauses and which Senate con- 
curs with the House, is not practically and necessarily composed of 
more than a majority of aquorum. Of course nothing less than a 

uorum constitutes the Senate. The contesting minority either 
oon not participate in the enacting of a law, or if it participates, 
itis by way a... It does not enact. Itseeks to prevent 
enactment. t this minority has a right to require deliberation 
Igrant. Thatit may dictate the extent of the deliberation and 
define what constitutes deliberation I positively deny. To admit 
such a proposition would be to permit the minority to deliberate 
to the death. Consideration there should be; patient, painstak- 
ing, earnest reflection; but as either the minority or the majority 
must determine when deliberation ceases and the wasting of time 
begins, I at once select the majority as the repository of the power. 
ajorities are not infallible. € majority and minority both 
come from a aking a common language, living under a 
common Constitution, governed by a common Federal system, and 
having a common aspiration. They are all samples of one stock. 
Hence it is obviously demonstrable that the majority will be 
oftener correct than the minority. I prefer to live under a plan 
which sometimes leads to wrong rather than under one which 
generally leads to wrong. Usually the majority is in sympathy 
with the latest expr will of the people. Hence it is not easy 
to avoid the conclusion that the majority will commonly enact 
the A com will, and no one is bold enough to claim that we 
sho d not, as arule, defer to the public will by which we have been 
inducted into our places, There may be an extreme case, but I 
am not discussing such. My argument is a protest against the 
adoption of a policy based upon exceptions. I repudiate the view 
which forces me to follow a line of conduct usually which is only 
tolerable in isolated instances. I ask for a rule that now and then 
may work an inconvenience, but which, in the vast mass of cases, 
must be beneficial. My adversaries invoke a plan which, as I have 
oan peers the rule and recognizes the exception, adopts the 
special and rejects the general. I am afraid of majorities, says 
one. Verytruc. But Iam afraid of minorities. If we can not 
trust the majority, a fortiori minorities must be avoided. The 
basis of our Government is the recognition of the majority. Many 
of those who have endeavored to enforce minority control are in 
jail. Some of them have been di of according to law and 
judicial prayer, ‘*May God have mercy on your soul.” 

Outside of the faith of this Chamber, the American people do not 
believe in minority control. Mr. Webster well said “‘ Liberty ex- 
ists in proportion to wholesome restraint.” Without some cur- 
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tailment of the obstructive power of the minority liberty is in 
peril. When the majority representing the people can not prevail 
within a reasonable time the condition is menacing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect 
the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates 
of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] as being entitled to the floor on 
the unfinished business. 
| Mr. WHITE. [inquire if the Senator from Arkansas prefers to 
proceed immediately? It will not take me very long to conclu 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
| from California to conclude? 

Mr. WHITE. About fifteen minutes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be very glad indeed to pro- 
ceed, but I do not like to interfere with the Senator’s speech. I 
yield to him if he desires. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the un- 
finished business will be temporarily laid aside without losing its 
place. The Senator from California will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. The Committee on Rules is and has been com- 
posed of some of the ablest Senators; men of great experience, who 
have given much consideration to parliamentary problems as well 
as to general legislation; yet that committee, as heretofore organ- 

ized, and I do not confine myself to any one committee or to any 
| 
| 


} 
ie, 


How long will it take the Senator 


particular membership, suggests an admirable illustration of the 
evil against which many are now protesting. 
creates not, neither does it destroy. It lulls into somnolence all 
tendered changes. The most energetic rule, the most stirring 
proposition, is afflicted with incurable lassitude when it comes 
within the anesthetic atmosphere of this remarkable organiza- 
tion. Occasionally a member of the Committee on Rules notes 
the propriety of reporting back a proposed resolution. The vital- 
ized committee member is informed that he can not even enjoy 
the privilege of filing a minority report, because a minority re- 
port presupposes the existence of a declaration from the majority, 
and the majority reports not, neither does it cease to be. So the 
progressive member may fuss, he may protest, he maystorm, but the 
Committee on Rules, smiling upon him, benignly prescribes calm- 
ness. Therearemanycenturiestocome. Whyshouldthe minority 
of the Committee on Rules become agitated while the majority 
are so completely satisfied? You believe in majorities, they sar- 
castically say; hence demur not. This condition is the more re- 
markable when we reflect that the Senators who are and have been 
on that committee are and have been men of integrity, determina- 
tion, ready judgment, and admitted fearlessness. But I am not 
addressing myself to any particular committee or to any special 
person. I spend not amoment from a mere disposition to censure 
an individual. To do so would be unjust. My aim is directed 
against a system which drags down not only the Committee on 
Rules, but the Senate. The Senateis responsible for the committee 
and its customs and usages. It has been unjustly said that the 
Committee on Rules is the graveyard of Senatorial advancement. 
There is nothing left of a rule when it reaches that committee. 
There is nothing to inter. The suggestion not only sleeps, not 
only dies, but it is forgotten. No coffin conceals its wasting form, 
no urn contains its ashes, no parting words are uttered, no eulogy 
pronounced. The Committee on Rulesisnot obtrusive. Its power 
of annihilation is effectively manifested in silence, serenity, and 
| solemnity. The numerous amendments which have been sub- 
| mitted to this committee at different times have not affected any 
controlling opinion within its circle. That body has had nothing 
to say as to the impropriety of the many propositions which the 
irate and nervous, the dignified and sedate have pressed for con- 
sideration. 

The committee has not even officially informed us whether its 
members think that the rules can be improved. We have not been 
told whether it is desirable to enact a rule to establish that we are 
present when we are not absent, or whether it is not possibly well 
that we should repeal a canen of practice which records us absent 
when we are demonstratively, though it seems unparliamentarily, 
here. We have not been informed whether it is right to place 
upon the Journal the presence of a Senator who declares in sten- 
torian tones that he can not be counted because he is paired; who 
announces that because some one is really abroad he is construc- 
tively away. If a Senator should engage another Senator in des- 
perate physical encounter—a supposition purely illustrative—and 
should in the midst of the mélée declare himself paired or re- 
fuse to answer, he would not be counted, would be considered 
absent, although he might be expelled because of misconduct in 
the presence of the Senate while in session. Senators who do not 
know this body have, when in workful mood and as the result of 
rosy anticipations of duty performed, transmitted to the Commit- 
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tee on Rules declarations of principles of action which have been 
recognized as effective and necessary throughout civilization, 
vainly trusting that the hour for improvement had been reached. 
Visionary, indeed, are such aspirations; unfruitful such efforts; 
abortive such exertions. Time disciplines these enthusiastic tyros 
in Senatorial ways. They finally lapse into asemiacquiescent state. 
When these rules are changed—and they will be changed—Sena- 
tors, now young, who tendered these amendments, will stay their 
tottering steps as they proceed down the pleasant walks of their 
later lives, and will say, in the uncertainty of the utterances of 
old age, ‘‘ Yes, yes; those amendments were proposed long ago, 
forty or fifty yearsago, I made a few remarks concerning them; 
am glad to see that my sentiments have at last obtained. Singular 
that it should have taken half a century to induce the Senate to 
agree with unanimous expression. It has been a little slow—yes, 
quite slow; quite slow.” 

IT I8 UNNECESSARY TO SEEK PRECEDENTS ABROAD CONCERNING THE 

DESIRABILITY OF A MORE PRACTICAL SET OF RULES. 

We have a home example; a case not onlyin point, but a teach- 
ing, inspiring, chiding, and dominating case—that furnished b 
the House of Representatives. At the outset of the debate whic 
there led to the final rules of the Fifty-third Congress, precedents 
were cited to show that there was no necessity for more restrict- 
ive forms. Attention was called there, as it is called here, to the 
truth that our country has managed to get along for a century 
under old conditions. Undoubtedly the founders of this Govern- 
ment did not consider the obstructionist of to-day. It is unneces- 
sary to ask for the reason. It is sufficient to say that without the 
change business could not be transacted at all; and hence the 
good sense of our Representatives brought about the alteration. 

though the eae of the party to which I belong denounced 
Mr. Rep for his work with reference to parliamentary maéters, 
it is safe to say that neither party will ever go back to the rules 
and regulations which have been abandoned. Our Republican 
friends deserve the credit of the first effective action in the House, 
though in inaugurating the work oy but fotlowed the prece- 
dent made by the Senator from New York while he was the pre- 
siding officer of the senate of the Empire State. But that party, 
after loudly proclaiming in justification of its course that it is 
traitorous to op the popularly selected majority, had no sooner 
been condemned to second place than it immediately adopted dila- 
tory tactics, and with pleasing abandon maintained that until the 
Democratic majority forced the Republican minority to do its du 
the latter was authorized to —— its natural bent. The best ad- 
vertised honesty in the Republican Congressional delegation advo- 
cated and directed this course. The Republican = applauded 
it. Republican bosses said: ‘‘ Go on; your course is bold, but your 
immorality will demonstrate the need of coercive measures. We 
will sustain our virtue by insisting upon vice.” This programme, 
faithfully carried out, resulted in the rules which finally ogy 
at the other end of the Capitol during the last tof the Fifty- 
third Congress, and which gave the majority that control which 
the Constitution contemplates and the public rightfully demands. 

It must be understood that I do not favor the House rules. The 
numerical parliamentary features existing there are not so marked 
here, and for that reason greater latitude can be allowed. My in- 
sistence is that some method shall be devised which will enable 
the majority, after a rational period, after liberal debate, allow- 
ing time which can not without unanimous consent be reduced, 
to put the previous question, and also to compel the record to 
speak the truth as to the presence of Senators. I know that no 
one will insist upon a vote even under these conditions at such an 
hour or day as will prevent a Senator from fully and fairly express- 
ing himself, and I trust that Iam not hoping against hope when 
I assume that the Senate will some time exercise the power to de- 
termine that the reading of Paradise Lost, Webster’s Dictionary, 
Mr. Gladstone’s translation of Horace, etc., are not always in 
order, regardless of the subject under discussion. If such author- 
ity exists to-day, either in the Senate or its Presiding Officer, it is 
not exercised, and yet clearly irrelevant matter has been often 
projected upon us. The Senator who fathers an address so long 
that he can not afford to listen to it himself, which, perhaps, he 
may not have even read or heard read, should not be permitted to 
procure an enthusiastic colleague to publish it for him while he 
retires to be refreshed, that he may be able to come again upon 
the stage and challenge the physical endurance of those whose 
judgment he does not either hope or seek to affect. 

Technical debate is not actual debate in this Chamber. Some 
one delivers a formal address to-day and it is answered by an 
equally formal preparation two months hence. The enormous 
accumulations contained in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD would, I 
believe, be greatly reduced, to the benefit of all, if we proceeded 
upon business principles. Senators have stated here uently 
that the number of bills passed by this body shows that the rules 
are good enough. It must not be forgotten that most of these 
measures have excited no great interest or active discussion. In 
such cases no trouble is experienced in obtaining speedy action; 


JANUARY 10, 


—— 


but when the great issues—the material matters pertaining to 
legislation—are before us, the obstructionist becomes omnipotent, 
and days and days and weeks are wasted. Senators may say that 
such discussion is not wasted. But no one listens toit. Occa- 
sionally some episode induces the public to fill the galleries and 
Senators to seek the floor; but for the most part the deliberative 
eloquence mentioned is spoken ineffectively, except in so far as it 
stops needed legislation. 

The House of Representatives more than once has passed a reso- 
lution favoring the submission to the several States of a constitu- 
tional amendment authorizing the election of Senators by direct 
vote. For months at atime that resolution has been here. It 
has been tied up, buried, ignored, sat upon by our preponderating 
ponderousness. Great interest is taken all over the country in 
this proposition. Representatives direct from the people have 
asked that the States be permitted to act upon the matter; but 
the Senate not only fails to permit such action, but declines to 
expressly say whether it will or will not submit it. For myself, 
I am emphatically in favor of the adoption of that constitutional 
amendment. The issue was submitted to the voters of California 
in 1892, and the vote stood: For the amendment, 187,958; against, 
13,342. It must be understood that I am not blaming anyone in 
particular. The pernicious results to which I refer are the legiti- 
mate ene Pe of a system that is operative only for harm and 
that should have been remodeled long, long ago. 

I think that we owe something tothe public. This body, while 
not chosen by the popular vote, is, nevertheless, elected by agencies 
of popular creation. While we are not bound by an initiative 
or referendum, still we should pay some attention to the de- 
sires of those whosent us here. As our Government is based upon 
the popular idea, we must not deny the long-continued demands 
of those from whom we have obtained our authority. I do not re- 
fer to the expressions of self-constituted newspaper critics, whose 
views of public conditions are sometimes most selfish and unreli- 
able, but I speak of the actual beliefs of our constituents. Ihave 
been in many States of the Union—in large cities and small towns, 
andin rural districts—during the last two years. I have not dis- 
covered one man, woman, or child who favors our prevailing doc- 
trine of legislative paralysis, and the subject has been and is one 
of constant consideration. In every instance the Senate has been 
censured and referred to as antique and as constituting more a 
relic than a life—a thing that has been, rather than a present ex- 
istence. This situation is not pleasant; it is unfortunate; itis ex- 
aggerated and grossly unjust; but the provoking cause is plainly 
discernible. 

The ill which we permit, and oo which my words are 
leveled, is the parent of many of the unfounded attacks from 
which we suffer. It must not be thought that I believe that any 
Senator should sacrifice his views of the Constitution, his convic- 
tions of duty, to a mere external demand, whether from meetings 
hastily gathered together, or from more regularly convened 

ies, or from newspapers, or from the press generally. These 
expressions should be duly weighed and td not be thought- 
yang Es sega nevertheless, I will not abandon or advise another 
to abandon conscience or independence. I am certain that the 
States here represented want firm as well as true counselors, men 
of integrity who will not be swerved by threats or flattery or by 
‘*the conscious simper and the jealous leer.” I do not forget, 
either, that it often a, eg that those who criticise possess ‘‘a 
brain of feathers and a heart of lead.” Still, while thus holding 
firmly to our rights and guarding according to our judgment pub- 
lic interests, we must not, as I have stated, fail to respect or con- 
sider opinions of those whose servants weare. I think that every 
cautious person will —— that the Constitution contemplates 
care in the passage of bills, and that that instrument made it 
rsa pet impossible to enact a law without considerable de- 
iberation. The passage through the House of Representatives of 
any bill is attended with much discussion. 

e Senate was organized upon the long-term idea that it might 
enjoy greater independence and be subjected less to exciting in- 
fluences and political flurry. It was thought that when the more 
popular branch and the Senate united the country would not 
often have inflicted upon it an unwise law, and that when that 
occurred an Executive veto would arrest the threatened wrong, 
and that more than one-third of either body would, when oc- 
casion warranted, hasten to the support of the President. These 
and other safeguards, such as that requiring a roll call when 
demanded by one-fifth of the members present, were thought 
ample, and are, in my judgment, entirely adequate. There may 
be possible exceptions, but rules well conceived are not predicated 
upon exceptions. No one concerned in the making of the Con- 

tution apprehended that a second veto power, or, rather, the 
authority to extinguish by protracted torture, resided in the mi- 
nority of the Senate. No such bill destroyer was called to the 
attention of the fathers. They no more anticipated that a Sena- 
tor would filibuster — a vote than we look for a filibuster 
by a minority of the Supreme Court against a judgment of that 
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court when attempted to be zanounced through the majority. 
But opinions of official respousibility have changed since then. | 


In this epoch the Senatorial parliamentarian invokes as many 
quibbles as the most erudite professor of any class. 


We should not forget the usually correct proposition expressed | 


by Gibbon: 
All that is human must retrograde if it do not advance. 


I understand the solicitude of those of my associates who fear 
that a change of rules just now will emphasize Republican influence 
in this body; but my remarks have been of no avail if I have not 
shown that the objections to the procedure of the Senate which I 
have urged are not conceived in partisanship, but arise from a de- 
liberately formed judgment that the public welfare is involved and 
that itis imperative that attention should be paid to the well- 


lan. The party advocate may and should be patriotic, but he 
oes not rise above the level of selfishness if he insists upon sad- 
dling a parliamenta~y incubus upon an already heavily burdened 
body solely because he thinks that the majority, whose power is 


born of the people, may under prevailing conditions be unable to | 


exercise the authority thus solemnly intrusted to their keeping 
without the intervention of technical obstruction. 

Our rules should be reasonable, in harmony with the period for 
which we legislate and the civilization of which we partake. 
Let us have ample argument, but not argument lasting long after 
all have ceased to listen. Let us protect the minority, but permit 
the majority to assert their manifest privilege. Let no Senator 
openly avow his presence and place the same upon the record and 
then aver that he may not be counted as part of aquorum. Give 
to all wide latitude in debate, but do not refuse to call a Senator 
to order who willfully deserts his subject and consumes the time 
allotted thereto in the consideration of matter wholly foreign and 

alpably irrelevant. 
Peiskstneen. He who stands with sleepy visage, uncertain of his 
duty, is mischosen to place. Reverence for the great and gone 
should ever be cherished, but the examples of these have been 
iven without profit if we do not move with rapid as with thought- 
fal step in the performance of the duties of an evolutionary age. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin re- 
demption fund and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebt- 
edness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided by 
the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and —— to the lim1i- 
tations and provisions of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender quality 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received 
into the Treasury, certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now 
proven law. : 

SEc. 2. at the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under ene of the act of July 14, 
1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” that portion of said silver 
bullion which represents the seigniorage or profit to the Government, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act and its 
coinage value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the pee 
of the current expenses of the Government; and for the purpose of making 
the said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue silver certificates 
against it, as if it was already coined and in the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomi- 
nation less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomina- 
tions less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, redeemed, 
and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall be issued in 
their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency, 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States 
notes, commonly called ‘“greenbacks,” and also the Treasury notes issued 
under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redemp- 
tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of said 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder, but 
exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said notes, com- 
monly called oy when so redeemed, shall be reissued as provided 

a 


by the act of May 31, 1878, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the bill under consid- 
eration, as it came from the House of Representatives, provided 
for the issue of bonds for the redemption of the United States 
notes commonly called greenbacks, and for the issue of certificates 
of indebtedness of the United States to provide for any deficiency 
now existing or that may hereafter exist in the Treasury. 

It is claimed, I believe, that this bill was framed and passed 
through the House in response to the wishes of the President of 
the United States. It is also said that the bill is entirely unsatis- 
factory to the President and the Secretary of the Treasury, from 
the fact that the bonds provided for are not specifically payable 
in gold. It seems that the President considers the Treasury in an 
unsatisfactory, if not ina critical, condition. The majority of the 
Finance Committee of this body believe that the financial condi- 
tion of the people generally is anything but what it should be, 


The star of progress glows with increased | 


| 





| tem proposed by the House of 


= " | shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of 
grounded and universal demand for the adoption of an improved 
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and we regard it as the first duty binding on the consciences of 
members of Congress to undertake to a A a remedy for the 
widespread distress now existing through the country, especially if 
it is in any sense the result of Congressional action. If a condition 
of reasonable prosperity can be restored among the masses of the 
people there will be no difticulty whatever about the condition of 
the Treasury. The present deficiency results, in our opinion, 
from the much greater evil of the unsatisfactory condition of the 
eee. The bill amended as proposed by us will, we firmly be- 
ieve, bring this relief, and for that reason we urgently urge its 
passage by the Senate. 

The amendment proposed to the bill is in the following words: 

To strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine,as provided by 
the act of January 138, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the limi- 
tations and —— of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender quality 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received 
into the Treasury, certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now 
provided by law. 

“Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under authority of the act of July 14, 
18), entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ that portion of said silver 
bullion which represents the seigniorage or profit to the Government, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act and its 


| coinage value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the payment 


of the current expenses of the Government; and for the purpose of making 
the said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue silver certificates 
against it, as if it was already coined and in the Treasury. 

“Sec. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomi- 
nation less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomi- 
nations less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, 
redeemed, and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall be 
issued in their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

“Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United 
States notes, commonly called ‘greenbacks,’ and also the Treasury notes 
issued under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for 
redemption, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption 
of said notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the 
holder, but exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said 
notes, commonly called ‘ greenbacks,’ when so redeemed, shall be reissued 
as provided by the act of May 31, 1878.” 

It would seem that the advocates of a single gold standard re- 

gaid the issue of bonds as a panacea for every ill, that with them 
it is a remedy ready in every emergency. No matter what finan- 
cial difficulty is to be met, an issue of bonds is at once and 
eae proposed. Those who think as I do, on the contrary, 
ook upon them as an unmitigated evil, especially as they have 
been and are now about to be issued. An issue of bonds is doubt- 
less a boon to that small class of persons who have large incomes, 
which they have not the knowledge, industry, or courage to use 
profitably, who long for investments upon which they may draw 
interest without any greater labor than clipping coupons; but to 
no other class is an issue of bonds desirable. 

It is true that the Governmentis not collecting as much revenue 
just at this time as is needed, and some steps should be taken to 
provide for the deficiency. The Secretary of the Treasury, how- 
ever, in his official report, shows that this deficiency will be tem- 
porary and not continue beyond a few months. 

The amendment proposed by the committee, if enacted into law, 
will amply provide for this, for the issue of about fifty millions of 
silver certificates against the seigniorage now held in bars in the 
Treasury is one of its features, while the deficiency estimated by 
Mr. Carlisle is far below that sum. A sale of bonds, as proposed 
by the House, could accomplish no good result, and, in my opin- 
ion, would be productive of much evil. 

The issue of bonds can not alter existing conditions, and the 
causes which have brought about the present situation will speed- 
ily bring about like results and another sale of bonds will soon be 
just as necessary as this, and this ‘‘endless chain” of bond sales 
might continue until a thousand millions had been sold, and yet 
we would be no nearer a solution of the difficulties which encom- 
pass us than weare now. In fact, the President in his last annual 
message to Congress says, after issuing a hundred and sixty millions 
of bonds, that, at that time (the beginning of this session), to use 
his language, ‘‘ we are nearly where we started;” and we will con- 
tinue indefinitely to be ‘‘nearly where we started” under the sys- 
epresentatives or the President. 

There was a time when, with a much smaller population and 
much less wealth than we now have, we had no difficulties in the 
Treasury—no deficiency of revenue, and what was of much more 
consequence, no distress among the people. If the causes which 
produce the present difficulties with the people can be removed we 
certainly will return to the old condition of prosperity and happi- 
ness. It would seem that there should be no difficulty in finding 
out what changes have occurred and in ascertaining beyond ques- 
tion the cause of our present troubles. There must be something 
radically wrong somewhere if the richest and freest nation on the 
globe is in such a condition of absolute helplessness and depend- 
ence as the President of the United States seems to consider us now. 

In this country the people are the source not only of all power, 
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but also of all wealth and prosperity. Whenthey are prosperous, 
business will flourish, all branches of commerce will be active, and 
no financial difficulties will come to the Treasury except as the 
result of insufficient revenue laws; but no revenue system, no mat- 
ter how wisely or judiciously framed, can provide revenue unless 
there is commerce and active business. A time of industrial de- 
xression and commercial stagnation must be and ought to be a 
Sane of embarrassment for the Government. 

The laws we now have on the statute books will, with the re- 
vival of business, provide ample revenue. The change needed is 
not in the revenue laws, but in the financial condition of the people 
at large. Whatever embarrassments the Government may now 
have to encounter are the result of the depressed condition of all 
branches of business and the unsatisfactory condition of the 
people generally. If we can devise a means of relieving these, 
there will be no difficulty about the condition of the Government 
or of the revenues. The conditions of distress not only in thig 
country, but in England, Germany, and France, the great nations 
of the world, wiii not be denied by anyone. There were more 
business failures in numbers and amount during the year 1895 in 
the United States than there were in the panic year of 1893; there 
were a million acres less of corn planted in Great Britain in 1895 
oo in 1804, thus throwing out of employment, it is said, 30,000 

borers. 

The following is from the Daily Telegraph of a recent date: 





On Tuesday. November 26 last, an estate as farm. situate 
about 11 miles from Salisbury, and con 5OL acres of t but health 
sheep and corn land, with good farmhouse substantial Was 80) 
at auction by Messrs. Waters & a, = Salis for the sum of £1,640. 
In 1879 the same estate was bought for £7,000, and at t time it was consid- 
ered very cheap. Since then a considerable sum been expended on im- 


provements. 

How does it happen that in a time of profound peace ali over 
the world, with abundant harvests, with no pestilence or other 
such calamity, such a condition of things can exist? No local 
cause can account for it, for it embraces all the greatest nations 
in the world. There must be some cause operating in all these 
countries to cause such widespread distress, uniform in character. 
That cause seems clearly to be the falling prices which has cursed 
and blasted this country for twenty years. .The evil effects of 
such a condition need no proof. It is clear to the mind of any 
man that such a condition is burdensome to any business, and has 
ne - recognized by writers on political economy from the 

winning. 

David Hume long since wrote that— 
sportngus yocbanee tases enberprnigs the ianmginmauver were aihipuel oan 
skillful, and even the farmer f: plow er Le ee went tp 
Sayan , beggary, and sloth must ensue are easily 


It is a principle well eo that falling operate as a 
redistribution of wealth in favor of the rich and that rising prices 
operate as a redistribution of wealth in favor of epee 

J. R. MacCulloch said that ‘‘ while cases of indivi hardship 
may arise, a pr ive depreciation of mo is like a fall of 
rain after along drought, beneficial to incomparably the larger part 
of society, and it is of great public and national advantage,” and 
I believe that the advantage which has come to the masses of 
men from a steadily and gradually increasing volume of ’ 
Cones its value and i i has done more to ad- 
vance civilization, to build up ind, to implant a love of lib- 
erty and independence in them, than any other one exi human 
agency; that it has been of more and substan’ benefit 
to mankind than ali the wars and revolutions which have occurred 


in the name of liberty. 

Of course every fall of prices is not an evil. A fall which re- 
sults from improved sof production, or from improved 
and cheapened transportation, is a blessing and brings prosperity 
to producers, while it showers its upon consumers. Im- 

yvernents in the methods of producing cotton and woolen goods 
ve clothed the world in, comfort and elegance. While the 


manufacturers have grown in a and influence, the 
industry has attained a magnitude which would have been impos- 
sible under the old clumsy and costly methods. 


E. Benjamin Andrews, president of Brown University, speak- 
ing of this distinction, uses this language: 
cata, iow euslitts ck Pecos, tayiliy' eanieapioaag tekeabomnl eetreae 
8, and rapidl qpeventing weal none of which features characterize the 
world’s economic life since 1873. 
And again he says: 


It is my belief that if general costs had fallen peetsengte. prices have 
fallen, these twenty yoars, which have been so lean, not have 
matched the fat decades bet would have formed . 


preceding eco- 
nomically, and in respect to every interest of civilization industrially. ec 


era in human history. 


The world is at last learning that the highest and best means of 
production, whether of men or machines, is the cheapest and most 
economical. Prices cheapened by these improved methods is an 
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advance in civilization, adds to and stimulates business, brings 
men toa higher level, awakens new ideas, and stimulates new am- 
bitions. But such agencies radically affect only the particular 
branch of manufacture directly interested, and afew others which 
are incidentally related to it; they can not have an effect on gen- 
eral prices; improved methods of cotton manufacture will not 
— the prices of locomotives; cheap shoes will not make cheap 
0ks. 

There is, however, one commodity which, when affected in its 
value, necessarily affects all other things in the world, in all coun- 
tries, and among all civilized people, to wit, money. Suppose 
money to be doubled in value suddenly, it would take then just 
one-half as much of it to buy any given article as it would have 
taken before the rise in its value; what would before have cost 
$1 would then cost 50 cents, because the 50 cents is worth as 
much as the dollar was before. This rise in the value of money 
then would find its expression, its visible manifestation, in a fall 
of general prices to 50 per cent of their former scale, while money 
would remain nominally just as it was before; and the superficial 
observer rom think, «nd a modern gold bug would be sure to 
think, that this change in prices had resulted from overproduction 
and improvements in ods of production and transportation, 
and not in the change in the value of money. 

It is often the case that there are two causes operating at the 
same time and in opposite directions, and that these counteract 
each other to some extent. For instance, suppose the value of 
money doubled as already suggested; this would tend to divide 
the price of cotton, for instance; but a at the same time. as 
was the fact last year, that there should be produced one-half of 
an ordinary crop of cotton. Under normal conditions this falling 
off in the crop would tend to double the price, while the increased 
value of money would tend to reduce it 50 per cent. These two 
causes operating in different directions against each other would 
have atendency to keep cotton at its old value. It would not fall 
by reason of the scarcity of money; it would not advance by rea- 
son of the shortness of crop, but remain at the old price. But the 
two causes operating in directly opposite directions with exactly 
oe would paralyze each other, leaving the price of cotton 
w it had been before. The two evils of an increase in the 
value of money and a short crop would both be borne by the com- 
munity, though the effects of both might be hidden. This was 
practically the condition during the fall of 1895. 

It seems to me to be as clear as a demonstration that the legis- 
lation of 1873 has had the effect to double the value of money, and 
that it has steadily grown in value since the passage of that act 
and will continue to do so until it is repealed. Supply and de- 
mand regulate values, and this rule applies just as certainly to 
money as it does to any other commodity. 

I take the following apt illustration of this from page 24 of Tho 
Distribution of Wealth by Money, by John W. Miller, of England: 

Wheat and rye are both used on the Continent of Europe as food, and though 
we ourselves-use only one of these, ~ wheat, it can not be said that the 


Je, that a la’ Teel iamiad tie mrenlie dt Maumee te hiepense 
am . a& law was com: ie 20 ro 0 dispense 


with rye com: them to use wheat. not that affect the value 
< wheat? be it =. condition of wheat relative to pone 
© position and gold, w: similar. 8 
used as our and the of both silver and gold, 
which were in France through the medium of the French mint 
at the fixed uge ratioof 154;tol. The ing of the French mint in 1573 
nsed with the use of silver and e use of throughout. 

As in_ the case of the if the supply of rye was short the demand 


examp 
w nd for 
wma fal yon whet, fal sty rye oui spn che denn 
ticipate in the less demand, w there was a short supply of silver gold 
would likewise be affected, and vice versa. 

It is a matter of universal observation that when money is 
plenty business is active and prices are high, and when money is 
scarce business is t and prices are low. Of course, high 
prices is the same thing as cheap money and low prices is only 
ion for saying that money is high. 

John Locke said ago: 

For 1 i money in the 
eS eae © Me enantty of all the v 

And John Stuart Mill much more recently said: 


That an increase in the quantity of money raises prices and a diminution 
lowers them is the most elementary proposition in the theory of coinage, and 
without it we should have no key to any of the others. 


This is but the scientific recognition of a truth which is self- 


vident. 
That the of either gold or silver alone as the standard 
of value, when the entire sum of both gold and silver had always 


‘ore been such standard, would by its lessened volume have 


oe 


the effect to increase its value and inevitably to produce a disas- 
trous fall in prices was known and fully understood long before 


the action of 1873. ‘ 

Hon. R. M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, at that time chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, in a report made to the Senate on March 
8, 1852, used the following language: 

if all th 1d to adopt but 
cae i ects sta tae ican af valon "Ho "Slope go alos 
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ish the @ currency more than one-half, and the reduction 
wise. should silver be taken as the only standard, would be large 
enough to prove highly disastrous to the human race. areference to 
the history of the tious metals and the general course of human produc- 
tion can scarcely fail to convince us that there has been a constant tendency 
to appreciate their value, as compared with the residue of the property of 
the world, and that a cee increase of the supply of the pre- 
cious metals of which we have any account has exercised a highly beneficial 
effect upon human irs. When contracts are made by a standard which 
is constantly contracting, the advantages areon the side of capital as against 
labor, and productive energy is cramped by receiving less than a fair share 
of the profits of the enterprise. Before the invention of substitutes for pay- 
ment in coin, and before the increased supply of specie from the discovery of 
America, human history is full of the strifes between debtor and creditor, 
and human legislation is rife with experiments to limit the encroaching and 
engrossing power of capital. The most ancient legislation of which we have 
authentic account extinguished all debts every seventh year. Interest was 
often prohibited and generally regarded with abhorrence, for although the 
reason was not perceived, yet the fact was felt that capital received profit 
enough for its use in the appreciation of the value of the standard. 


On page 9 of the same report he uses this language: 


We require, then, for this reason the double standard of gold and silver, 
but above ali do we require both to counteract the tendency of the specie 
d to under the vast increase of the value of yoapeety the 

world. And what harm can arise from any probable increase in precious 
metals if both are allowed toswell the volume of currency? On the contrary, 
a more beneficial event for the trade, the industry, the moral and political 
condition of the world could scarcely be imagined. Of all the great effects 
oe upon human aw oe the discovery of America there were proba- 
y none so marked as those ought about by the great influx of the precious 
metals from the New World to the Old. European industry had n de- 
clining the i stock of precious metals and an appreciating 
standard ef value. Human ingenuity grew dull under the ae influ- 
ences of decli profits, and capital absorbed nearly all t should have 
been divided. between it and labor. But an increase of the precious metal 
in such quantities as to check this tendency operated as a new motive power 


machinery of commerce. 
— = stimulated by finding the advantages of a change in the 
essed by having to pay more 


Instead of being repr L c 
for the the use of capital, it was stimulated by paying 
less. Capital, too, was benefited, for new demands were created for it by the 
new uses which a general movement in industrial pursuits had developed; 
so that if it lost a little by a change in the standard it gained much more in 
the greater demand for its use which added to its capacity for reproduction 
and to its real value. Property which had been acquired by the germ 
and accumulated in violation of the great laws of equity and trade, by an 
almost insensible transition, was distributed more equally in society. Na- 
ture, under the operation of this its great bankrupt law as if by an invisible 
hand loosened the bonds of the debtor, which heretofore time had contin- 
ually tightened, and distributed to labor for purposes of reproduction and 
upon equitable terms capital which distrust and apathy either locked 
up or administered with a too sparing hand. New influences arose in society 
and a new impulse was given to its movements. 

In the present of the world we may, perhaps, no more expect any 
event to produce such rapid transformations in society. But we might rea- 
sonably look for something like the same consequences from a similar event. 
Any system, either of violence or law, which distributes property improperly 

anjustly which gives a false direction to the great stream of produc- 
tive leurs will in the end produce throes and convulsions in the bosom of 
society. Unless human skill such as is rarely if ever known intervenes to 
give the true direction to affairs, or uniess nature interferes through the 
silent operation of her laws to remove inequalities and repair injustice, vio- 
lence is almost sure to be used to make a change if it can not apply a remedy. 
The recent discovery of vast auriferous deposits on the globe would seem to 
mark the approach of one of those t eras in human affairs when the 
hand of nature is more obvious than that of man in producing changes. 

Thus we see that it was clearly stated by the Finance Commit- 
tee of this body twenty years before the act of 1873 that to adopt 
either one of t eaehale as the standard of value to the exclusion 
of the other would, by reducing the volume of money, enormously 
decrease prices, bring great hardship and distress on the world, 
and prevent the beneficial effects which ought to follow from a 
natural increase in the production of the precious metals. 

A fall in the bullion price of silver absolutely necessitates one of 
two things, either silver prices must advance in silver countries 
or gold prices are bound to decline in gold countries. This can 
not be avoided. It is as absolute as the law of the Medes and Per- 
sians, and it is no more absolute to-day than it was in 1873 and has 
been each year from then until now, and will continue to be for 
all time tocome. To illustrate, suppose 412} grains of silver to bu 
worth a dollar all over the world, as it was in 1873 and had been 
practically always, and that wheat in Minnesota and India is worth 
a dollar a bushel. Su , then, a sudden decline in the value of 
silver of 50 per cent. is would of course necessitate either a 
doubling in the value of wheat in India and making a bushel cost 
825 grains of silver, or else wheat in Minnesota would be reduced 
to 50 cents a bushel. Fifty cents in gold would buy 412} grains 
of silver, which would be the amount with which a bushel of wheat 
could be bought in India. If there was no advance in the price 
there, this fact would fix absolutely the price of Minnesota wheat. 

Of course the price in Minnesota must come down to the level 
of the gold value of the silver necessary to buy in India. It isa 
principle recognized in political economy everywhere that it is 
easier to bring prices down than it is to carrythem up. This be- 
a case, 1t was perfectly natural that when the legislation of 

573 was adopted which necessitated a reduction in the value of 
silver bullion, that this entailed beyond question the fall of prices 
which has occurred between then and now; and yet we find advo- 
cates of the gold standard blindly shutting their eyes to the fact 
that the a in the price of silver bullion is the cause of the 
decline of gold prices, many of them still deny it. This can 
Rot remain so. The i connection between the two is 
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too strong and too manifest to remain long out of the sight of any 
thinking man. 

Taking two tables which were published in the proceedings of 
the Royal Statistical Society of London during the last summer, 
one by Mr. Barr Robinson and the other by Mr. Probyn, it may 
be roughly stated that of the fifteen hundred million people in 
the world, 375,000,000 are gold-using people and eleven hundred 
and twenty-five millions silver-using people. These figures will 
show how utterly impossible it is for any decline in silver bul- 
lion to occur anywhere which does not effect either an advance 
of prices among all the eleven hundred and twenty-five million 
people who use silver, or a decline of prices in the less than 400,- 
000,000 who use gold, and when we consider the sharp competition 
and the tendency to ‘‘ bear” prices, it is not surprising that the re- 
duction of gold prices and not the advance of silver prices has 
been the result. It is a fact notorious that there has been no ad- 
vance in silver prices in silver-using countries, and as there iaust 
be the one or the other, the decline in gold prices was absolutely 
inevitable and unavoidable. Everyone admits that it isextremely 
desirable to maintain a practically uniform level of general prices. 

To maintain such a level of prices it would be absolutely neces- 
sary that as the volume of commerce increased as the demand for 
and uses of money increased the volume of money should increase 
inexactly the same proportion. Now,everyone knows how marvel- 
ously rapid has been the development of allcommerce during the last 
century, and it is perfectly clear that there never was a time when 
there was a demand for so largean increase in the volume of money 
as during thelasttwenty years. It seems that it would be physically 
impossible to have an increase in the volume of metallic money to 
at all correspond with the wonderful development of commerce 
which has occurred under the use of steam and the general appli- 
ances of modern civilization. 

The ingenuity of men has compensated in some degree for this 
inability of nature to keep up with the increase of commerce in 
the production of metallic money by providing means of facili- 
tating the use of money by bank checks, bills of exchange, etc., 
which, of course, supplement the volume, tending to maintain a 
just parity between the volume of money and the demand for it. 
When the volume of business and the use and demand for money 
increase more rapidly in proportion than the volume of money— 
the supply of money—the value of money must necessarily increase 
relatively. A smaller amount of it than before will perform the 
same office, although there may be at the same time an actual in- 
crease in the volume of money. The marvelous development of 
commerce and business all over the world since the close of the 
Napoleonic wars has been wonderful, and this taking place so 
much more rapidly than the increase in the volume of money 
necessarily increased the value of both gold and silver. This 
increase was estimated by Jevons to be 145 per cent between 1809 
and 1846. Thousands of men are now living who remember the 
distressing times existing just before the discovery of gold in Cal- 
ifornia. 

Sir James Graham, of Netherby, writing of that time, said: 


The bitter fruit of the system was tasted byall classes. [am inerror when 
I say all, for amid the ruin of the farmer, the manufacturer, the distress of 
landlords in the insurrection of a populace without bread and without em- 
ployment, one class flourished and was triumphant—the annuitant, the 
tax eater, rejoiced in the increased value of money and in the sacrifice of 
productive industry to unproductive wealth, in the victory of the drones 
over the bees. 

That condition, like this, was not confined to any one country. 
Great Britain’s statesmen stood appalled in the presence of that 
overwhelming trouble, and no solution seemed to present itself 
to their minds exceptemigration. Thedecreased volume of money 
in proportion to the volume of business was so great and so sharp 
as to bring about exactly the condition of things that exists now, 
and the similarity between the two periods is recognized again 
and again, and has often been commented upon by a leading ad- 
vocate of the gold standard. How any man can shut his eyes to 
the. fact that exactly the same cause, to wit, a reduction in the 
volume of money in proportion to trade, has brought about these 
results is beyond my comprehension. As soon as gold was dis- 
covered in California and Australia and it began to find its way 
into the channels of trade and commerce the distress passed away, 
and the most marvelous prosperity succeeded it. Business sprung 
up and developed as it had never done before in the history of the 
world, and amid the universal shouts of a happy and prosperous 

eople were drowned the complaints of the only class who suffered 
oe this great change. 

Those who had reaped the benefits of the steady increase in the 
value of money from 1809 to 1846 from its failure to increase as 
rapidly in volume as commerce had increased fully saw and under- 
stood the advantages which had come to them from this lessening 
supply of money in proportion to trade, and the fact was never 
lost sight of by them. ney fully understood that the beneficence 
of Almighty God and the industry of man had given to the world 


@ sufficient supply of gold and silver to defeat the usurers in their 
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game of consuming the wealth and labor of the world by the un- 


earned increase in the value of their money. It was clear that 
there was no way to reduce the supply of metal which Providence 
had placed in the mountains, and there was no nce Soa prevent the 
strong arms of the miners from bringing it up. e only chance 
left to them then was to create an artificial scarcity of money if 
they were ever to bring back the old conditions of robbery by 
law—the old conditions of hard times and distress which was their 
harvest. When nature and industry had provided abundance, 
scarcity could only be produced by legislation to strike down one 
metal and limit the money function as far as possible to the other. 

This crime was consummated in 1873. From the day that that 
law unfortunately became operative it has carried into execution 
the purposes which these conspirators had in view. The volume of 
money, lessening not absolutely, but in proportion to the volume 
of trade, hasof necessity continually increased the value of money, 
and by this hidden, unseen, and covert means confiscation of the 
peewee of the masses for the benefit of these individuals has 

n and is being accomplished, and this condition of things must 
and will continue so long as the laws remain asthey are now. The 
causes Which have operated to produce the present results will 
continue their operation in the same line. Prices which have been 
in the last twenty years reduced, say, 50 per cent will in the next 
twenty years be reduced 50 per cent more. 

Before 1873 the coin and bullion value of both gold and silver 
were practically the same. Since that time the bullion value as 
well as the coinage value of gold has enormously increased, while 
silver practically remained steady, at least up to 1893, although 
excluded from the mints and denied its money function. Up to 
1893, when the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act 
was forced through Congress and when England arbitrarily closed 
the mints of India to the coinage of silver, there was no decline in 
the real value of that metal; it was worth as much, would buy as 
much, of any one of the thousands of articles of commerce all over 
the world, even in the United States and in Great Britain, as it 
would in 1873 and before. It was only since these two blows, de- 
livered by the two great Anglo-Saxon peoples of the world, that 
silver has actually declined in value. I insert here a table, taken 
— the Bimetallist, an English publication, which illustrates 

is point: 


The exchangeable value of commodities in gold and silver. 
TABLE I. 


1867-1877. 


1893. 


10 ounces of silver at the average prices would exchange 


or— 
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123.27 grains of standard gold at the average prices would 
exchange for— 


PER WOOD ccc ineitactmiuéasteccentneananheddeusdewed 171 349 
RS ERE a SR 122 215 
I nn codnepetnhubsindbndsadadebienkede timisndchabamaaee 93 149 
BEE baboons ncvcquadbnebihae sbannamaiiitd denekuenh bikini 272 448 
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slits ccvtinisillteaiepieveteceheasienen see teal aia altel iecanion tiileaie ati kaiias ola a 109.3 229.7 
ITT awondilediewantianntenn tntdiinnteianal aad Bile aie 12.15 23.4 
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Webster defines a standard to be “‘ that which is established by 
a sovereign power as a rule or measure by which others are to be 
adjusted.” Accuracy and inflexibility in a standard is demanded 
by common honesty. It has been demanded from the earliest 
times by all human laws. Holy Writ is full of injunctions that 
measures shall be just. The great importance attached to exact- 
ness in measures is illustrated by the history of the yard measure 
in Great Britain. In 1760 astandard yard was constructed under 
the direction of a committee of the House of Commons, consisting 
of a solid brass barabout aninchsquare, Atabout 1} inches from 
each end a gold pin or stud was inserted, in which pins at the dis- 
tance of 36 inches are two points intended to designate peed es je 
of ie yard. The language of the law adopting this stan is 
as follows: 


The straight line or distance between the centers of the two points in the 
_ studs in the brass rods now in the custody of the clerk of the House of 
mmons, whereon the words and figures “standard yard, 1760," are en- 
grave:, shall be, and the same is hereby, declared to be the original and gen- 
uine standard of that measure of le or lineal extension called a yard; an 
that the same straight line or distance between the centers of the said two 
points in the said gold stvd in the said brassrod, the brass being at a tempera- 


ture of 62° Fahrenheit thermometer, shall be, and is hereby, denominated 
the imperial standard yard, and shall be, and is hereby, declared to be the 
unit or only standard measure of extension. 

This standard came up for examination and consideration later, 
and it was reported that the mean diameter of each of the holes 
was nearly one-hundredth of an inch, and they by no means pre- 
sented anything like a circular shape; that in fact not only did 
different persons differ in their estimates of the centers, but the 
same persons also differed at different times according to the de- 
= and direction of the light that impinged on the sides of the 

oles, and the report of Mr. Bailey adds: 

How the legislature of the present day, when the art of making mathemat- 
ical instruments has arrived at such a state of perfection, could have sanc- 
tioned the adoption of such an imperfect and undefinable measure as this for 
a standard must always be a matter of astonishment. 

This variation in the length of a yard, we notice, in the opinion 
of Mr. Bailey, might possibly have resulted in so great a variation 
as the one-hundredth part of 1 inch. Thus we see that in Mr. 
Bailey’s opinion it is possible there might have been a variation in 
the length of a yard measure amounting to one thirty-six hun- 
dredth part of its length, and he expresses profound astonishment 
that such an ‘‘imperfect and undefinable” and uncertain measure 
should have been adopted. 

We have a measure of value which is certainly open to Mr. 
Bailey’s criticism of being ‘‘uncertain and undefinable.” While 
he was astonished at a possible variation of a one thirty-six hun- 
dredth of a unit of length, we maintain a measure of value which 
has doubled in twenty years, and instead of this being a matter 
of ‘‘astonishment” to our wise men, it is freely intimated that a 
man who thinks that this is not right is a lunatic, if not a thief. 
An uncertain measure of length, all willadmit, is wrong,with even 
sosmall a variation as this, but a measure of value which fluctuates 
thirty-six hundred times as much is considered ‘‘sound.” Why 
this should be so I can not imagine, unless it be because it only 
robs the ‘‘ bees” to benefit the “drones.” For such a ‘‘sound” 
measure I have only contempt. 

Our fluctuation in this most important of standards is already 
thirty-six hundred times as great as the largest possible fluctua- 
tion which could have occurred in the measure of length, and 
which produced such “ astonishment” in the mind and conscience 
of Mr. Bailey, and yet we have intelligent men insisting that our 
honor as a nation is pledged to maintain this marvelous and con- 
stantly increasing discrepancy in our most important of all stand- 
ards, the standard of value, 

Brande says: 

No precise notion can be formed of the magnitude of a line in any other 
way t by comparing it with another line of a known length. 

When we undertake to measure a standard of value we find 
great difficulty, owing to the fact that there is no one thing by 
which we can measure it, as in the case of measure of length or 
weight. In an effort to devise a steady measure of values many 
suggestions have been made and many theories advanced. The 
same high authority, Brande, speaking of this subject, says: 

The value of money or its power of exchange for buying other things 
should be as invariable as possible or should change only by slow degree 


* and the money of any country may be said to be good or bad accord- 
ing to the degree in which it possesses or wants these qualities. 


Mr. Gladstone himself says that— 


The standard of value, which is the great unit of exchange, is itself a com- 
modity, and, being such, is itself subject to fluctuation. Such fluctuation 
is economically an evil, and any wisely governed state should seek to have 
for its standard of value the commodity which is least subject to fluctuation. 
That commodity, as I conceive it, is gold. 

Without having stability of value itself, money as a measure of 
value is a cheatanda fraud. Exactness, inflexibility in standards 
of weight, quantity, and length are insisted on to a nicety, and, 
of course, the reasons are much stronger why a standard of value 
should be even more so. 

Tried by these scientific tests, which must commend themselves 
to the judgment and consciences of honest men everywhere, was 
there ever a money, a standard of value so bad as gold, and does it 
ae silver in point of goodness, in point of honesty, in point 
of integrity, and steadiness? Itcertainly does not. How far, then, 
does this single standard fall below the double standard of both gold 
and silver? Even so pronounced and eminent a monometallist as 
Mr. Leslie C. Probyn, only a few months ago, in a prize essay in 
favor of monometallism, which was passed upon and approved by 
Lord Farrar, had the frankness to say explicitly: 


It must be admitted that so far silver has proved a more stable measure of 
value than gold, but too much importance should not be attached to this point. 


How could too much importance be attached to the point of sta- 
bility of value in a “‘measure of value” in the mind of any just 
and honest man? In this same prize essay, speaking of what 
might have been the effect if England had become a member of 
the Latin Union, Mr. Probyn uses the following remarkable lan- 

age, to which I beg leave to call the special attention of the 

nate: 


Greater stability of value between the British standard and commodities 
y might have been secured, the fall in British prices might to a great 
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revented, uniformity between the monetary standards of 
get eee ependencies and the principal countries of the world might 


t these results would have been 
ae Oe et = pace pe. F of value, which, though it does 
not happen to have been so stable, is for many reasons better than the silver 
and by a breach of faith being sanctioned which would have bene- 
fited debtors at the expense of their creditors; that there would have been 
no sufficient security for the permanence of the new arrangement; that the 
fall in prices which has occurred is not really injurious to the nation; and 
that uniformity between the monetary standards of England and her de- 
pendencies (though it has not) migns have been, and might now be, secured 
without a departure from the gold standard. 

Steadiness of value in the measure of value seems to be but a 
secondary consideration with this champion of monometallism. 
What quality it is which would, in his opinion, be more desirable 
than steadiness of value is not stated, but I think it will appear 

ater on. 
: Twenty years of actual test has demonstrated the correctness of 
the ition — by Hunter and demonstrates that the un- 
eroilakia effect of the suspension of the coinage of silver was and 
must continue to be a persistent fall in general prices. The ques- 
tion presented for our consideration is, will we continue a system 
which has resulted so disastrously to every interest of ours, or will 
we correct the mistake of 1873, reenact the coinage law of 1837, 
under which the country was prosperous, restore justice and 
equity among the people, and make the country once more pros- 
rous? The monometallists themselves will not have the hardi- 
ood to assert that there is anything so sacred about 25.8 grains of 
standard gold as to make it always the measure of value. without 
regard to its own value. Its inherent weakness as a measure of 
value is so palpable that even the strongest advocates of mono- 
metallism can not defend it. 

Mr. Horr, who was selected, I believe, by the bankers and the capi- 
talists of New York to be sent to Chicago to engage in debate with 
Mr. Harvey during last summer, said, on page 222 of the author- 
ized report of that debate: 


The real measure of value is human toil. 


Mr. Loughlin, who is authority with monometallists, is quoted 
as saying in a recent work on political economy that— 

A long contract, like a government or railroad bond, ought not to be settled 
by paying back the amount of gold or silver borrowed, but by giving the 
lender that sum which would, at the time of payment, purchase the amount 
of commodities for which the money loaned could have been exchanged at the 
time it from the lender to the borrower. 

In other words, ‘‘ human toil.” 

Is this true? If so, gold can not bea just measure. Accept this 
as true, and there can be no stronger condemnation of the exist- 
ing condition of things than inevitably results from the applica- 
tion of this suggested standard of value. Let us examine this one 
moment. It required the same labor to produce a bale of cotton 
in 1895 that it required to produce it in 1865; the same amount of 
‘‘human toil” is represented by a bale of cotton now that it rep- 
resented then. 

On page 8 of An Honest Dollar, by E. Benjamin Andrews, presi- 
dent of Brown University, I find the statement made that the 
national debt on September 1, 1865, amounted to about two and 
three-quarters billions of dollars, and that at that time it would 
have taken 18,000,000 bales of cotton (the human toil represented 
in 18,000,000 bales of cotton) to have paid the whole debt, and that 
after this debt had been reduced to a billion and a quarter—in 
other words, after there had been a payment of 55 per cent of the 
entire debt and all the interest due—it would have required 
30,000,000 bales of cotton (the human toil represented in 30,000,000 
bales of cotton) to have paid the balance, or 45 per cent of the 
originaldebt. If Messrs. Horrand Loughlin, both monometallists, 
are correct, if ‘‘ human toil” is the measure of value, how can any 
honest man insist that there is any semblance of justice in com- 
pelling the payment of twiceas much of ‘‘ human toil” in the shape 
of cotton on a bond now as it would have taken to pay it when it 
was issued. 

In an address made by President Andrews before the Manufac- 
turers’ Club of Philadelphia, which was published on the motion 
of Senator COCKRELL as a document by this body, this statement 
is made: Between 1870 and 1884 the public debt decreased not far 
from three-quarters of a billion of dollars, say seven hundred and 

millions. Yetif we take wheat, corn, beef, oats, coal, cotton, 
and bariron Sena as a standard—and they make not a bad stand- 
ard—the debt did not decrease, but increased not less than 50 per 
cent. Mr. Horr’sstandard, then, of human toil ‘‘shows distinctly 
that the burdens of the people have been enormously increased by 
the silent and unseen operation of unjust laws which do not de- 
serve longer to the statute books of this great Republic.” 
The era of a lessening volume of money from the coming of Christ 
toColumbus was one of growing ignorance, eer degradation; 
it was a period of retro; ion, notwithstanding the power of the 
Christian religion which had just been revealed to man. When 
an increasing money supply created commerce, aroused mankind, 
stimulated ambition, created civilization, which in time widened 
into a system of education and enlightenment, it showed itself to 
be the most powerful aid to the great cause of Christianity, and 
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more good, more advancement, was accomplished in the four cen- 
turies succeeding the discovery of the po and silver. mines in 
America by the Spaniards than was accomplished in all of the fif- 
teen centuries preceding it. The constantly decreasing value of 
money proved a great blessing tomankind, perhaps more than com- 
pensating for the injuries which had been entailed by the opposite 
condition of a constantly decreasing volume of money during the 
first fifteen centuries of the Christian era. 

The evils which have been the direct result of taking away the 
money function from silver in 1873 it seems but natural to sup- 
pose would be immediately removed by a restoration of those 
functions and that this would bring about the condition of pros- 
perity that existed prior to that time. A natural and simple 
remedy for whatever bad results have come trom the legislation 
of 1873 would seem to be the repeal of thatlegislation. It was an 
experiment. Nothing like it had ever been tried before. Its re- 
sults have been disastrous in the extreme. They have been bene- 
ficial in no single respect, and it seems that by common consent 
we should as seomnpity as possible undo the entire work. 

We are so conservative as a people that it is impossible to get 
rompt action on any strongly contested political question. The 
ong struggle over the tariff is an illustration of this. Ever since 

I have been in public life we have been persistently making efforts 
to repeal the act of 1873, and although we have more than once 
passed free-silver bills here they have been defeated elsewhere; 
_ zoos and believe that success is not to be much longer de- 
ayed. 

oth of the great political parties have again and again declared 
themselves in favor of bimetallism. No national convention of 
any party has ever declared itself in favor of a single standard, 
either of gold or silver, and no convention, in my opinion, ever 
will. The great body of those who declare themselves sound- 
money men say that they are in favor of international bimetallism. 
Almost everybody in this country admits that if the United States, 
England, Germany, and France should agree to open their mints 
to the unlimited coinage of silver at 154 to 1 or 16 to 1 that silver 
would at once resume its old value, and that the conditions of 
general prosperity existing prior to 1873 would be at once and 
permanently restored. Nobody would suffer wrong—even the 
bondholders would get their own, withinterest. True, they would 
fail to get double what they are entitled to by the terms of the 
contract, as they now think, perhaps, that they are sure to do, and 
as they will do without some change in the present laws, but 
surely this fact is not an objection. The world would once more 
be prosperous, and civilization and the artsof peace would develop 
as they never have developed before; mankind would enter upon 
a period of advancement and progress the like of which has never 
been seen. 

This, I believe, is the almost universal conviction. But we are 
assured that Great Britain will not consent to this, and for the 
selfish reasons of a small class of bankers who disregard other in- 
terest, even in England. The position of Mr. Gladstone, and his 
reason forit,is wellknown. Mr. Giffen long since declared that— 

A creditor nation is able to draw more from its tributaries who have to pay 
it in the appreciating money than it would otherwise be able to draw. To 
pay the same debt they must send to their creditors 30, 50, perhaps 100 per 
cent more of produce than they would otherwise have to send. There is no 
doubt that in this sense the weight of the gold debt of a debtor country like 
India or the United States has enormously increased of late years. 

The utter selfishness and absolute heartlessness of the dominant 
class in Great Britain, and their total disregard of the agricul- 
tural class of their own people, were strongly illustrated when 
Mr. Bertram Currie, of London, a banker and, [ believe, the pres- 
ident of the Gold Defense Association, stated before a Government 
commission some years ago, as follows: 


Q. But I think you said that a demand for gold increased its value. If 
eave were a fresh demand by America gold must pro tanto have increased 
in value? 

A. But what evil is done thereby if it had? 

; Q. Do you think that a fall of prices due to an appreciation of the standard 
s no evil? 

A. I think a fall of prices is no evil. 

Q. A fall of prices due to cheaper production of commodities would be a 
gain? 

A. Task no questions asa consumer. A fall in prices benefits me. 

Q. Is it not a fact that, owing to the low prices, large tracts of country that 
were formerly profitably cultivated in England have gone out of cultivation 
and are now producing a 

A. If this is so it is because they are unsuited for the production of these 
commodities. . 

Q. But Lam speaking of land which produced these commodities at great 
profit not a ago. 

A. That is the general state of mankind. Somebody else has found that he 
can produce them cheaper and better. I know the feeling of the class to 
which I belong, and I know that any change is diametrically opposed to our 
feeling, and that whatever change is made, to whatever extent we can we 
will be clear of it. If we lend a man a thousand pounds we will say to him: 
— we are not to be paid back in this new stuff; we must have 
go! .”* 


Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, member of Parliament, on the 16th 
of July last, at Stratford-on-Avon, said in the course of a speech 
that when it was shown in the House of Commons that agricul- 
tural depression was caused by low prices of all the things which 
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agriculture produced, Sir William Harcourt declared that he did 
not want to find the remedy, and did not want to raise prices, 
because he believed that low prices were a great advantage to the 
great mass of the people. 

And the London Times says: 

It seems impossible to get bimetallists to understand that there is quite a 
large number of us for whom a general rise of prices has no charms what- 
ever. We like them low, and the lower the better. If they all went down to 
half their present figures we should rejoice, because we have nothing to sell 
and a great many things to buy. For those who have things to sell we do not 
feel any great concern. 

Let me call attention also to a speech by Sir William H. Houlds- 
worth, member of Parliament, delivered before the Bradford 
Chamber of Commerce on November 19, 1894, in which he quotes 
and comments upon certain declarations made by Mr. Shaw- 
Le Fevre, a member of the House of Commons, and who had pre- 
viously delivered an address before the same body. I quotefrom 
Mr. Houldsworth: 

Here 1 come upon a most extraordinary argument used by Mr. Shaw- 
Le Fevre in his address. It is to be found in that division of the report of his 
specch which appears in the Bradford Observer, headed, “ England, the cred- 
itor of the whole world.” The argument is this: “ England, as a whole, is a 
ereditor of all the world to the extent probably of over fifteen hundred mil- 
lions sterling, payable in gold.” If gold prices fall “ the interest on the debt 
(and he might have added the princi ) will have to be paid ina greater 
quentity of produce of all kinds.” 

Then followsa remarkable statement: “ But, while we gain, other countries, 
as a whole, do not necessarily lose.” Thereis a conjuring trick for you, and, 
as in the case of other conjuring tricks, no doubt you would like to know 
“how it is done.” Iwill show you. He assumes, as usual, that the fall of 
yes is due to increased production in other countries or to diminished cost. 

will take his argument on his own ground presently, but first I want to show 
= that though he asserts he does not believe in the ——— of gold, he 

oos believe in it after all, and more than this, thinks it a very good thing. 

He says: “If gold prices fall the debtors in other countries will have to pay 
their creditors here ‘ a greater quantity of produce of all kinds’ in order to 
pay the interest accruing on their debt and, of course, also to pay the princi- 
pal when that becomes due. By this England ‘ gains.’” Now, if England 
“gains because the debts due to her are gold debts does not this prove that 
her gold debt has become more valuable? What is this but an appreciation 
of gold in its clearest possible form? 

But it is useless to multiply evidences of the selfishness which 
animates the governing class of the English nation in the course it 

ursues in this question, The motive which moves her in refus- 
ing to join the other nations of the world in this great movement 
is perfectly clear. . : 

We are brought oe face to face with the question whether 
we will follow England humbly in a course which has compelled 
our people to sell their produce, to use Mr, Giffen’s own language, 
for the last twenty years, ‘30, 50, or perhaps 100 cent cheaper 
than we would have had to,” or have we manhood enough to say 
that we will no more submit to England’s injustice in this than 
we will her aggressions in Venezuela? There is not a shadow of 
doubt in my mind as to what the people of this country will do. 
In this connection I beg to call the attention of the Senate to an 
editorial which appeared in the London Times of September 2 last. 

Speaking of Mr. Balfour's statement that personally he was 
strongly in favor of an international agreement, but that he had 
no right to — his colleagues on the subject, and that he 
had no reason to think that an international bimetallic agreement 
would at that moment be the result of an international conference— 
in speaking of the United Statesand Germany, that paper uses this 
language: 

Their natural nope was that,in view of the prominent place which Mr. 
Balfour holds in the present vernment, some steps would be taken to 
bring about the meeting they wished for. It has been a cruel disay tment 
to them to learn that nothing of the kind is to be done and that they have no 
choice but to acquiesce in the indefinite postponement of their favorite proj- 
ect. Germany, it appears, is the more submissive of the two countries. Its 
bimetallists recognize that without help from England no effective interna- 
tional agreement can be arrived at, cg feel compelled accordingly to 
fold their hands and to wait for more rope oustimes. In the United States 
bimetallists are made of sterner stuff. ith or without England they will 
keep on agitating and will not be frightened from their course if they are 
forced to act alone; but it is less probable than ever that they will be able to 


carry their countrymen with them. 

This editorial is remarkable in several ways. The insolence of 
its tone is the most offensive feature of it. There is nothing re- 
markable in its not understanding that the bimetallists in this 
country are the people, for the reason that it gets its information 
from the Eastern American press, and the intensity of the feeling 
of the people at large upon this question is as utterly unknown in 
New York as it is in London or Town. 

There is, however, one grain of t truth ir. all this chaff. The 
bimetallists of this country are made of “sterner stuff” than to 
sit down and wait ‘‘submissively ” until England graciously grants 


them permission to act. 

_ When it is clear that land will not consent to an interna- 
tional agreement, and that ce and Germany will not move 
except in company with England, then the question comes home 
to us, what will the people of the United States do? When they 
see that our people are suffering these great wrongs and that they 
will certainly become more onl more aggravated as the years go 
by, what will we do? With no chance in sight for international 
bumetallism, can the United States, acting alone, undertake this 
great work with a reasonable hope of success? A tremendous 
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responsibility in thisemergency, in my opinion, rests upon us as a 
nation. Weare the — people holding the good of the masses 
generally to be above all other considerations. We are the only 
nation who believe that the object of organizing governments is 
to advance the interests and welfare of the masses. That the com- 
plete reestablishment of bimetallism would greatly benefit and 
advance the masses, would tend to check and to strangle the start- 
ling aggregations of wealth into a few hands which are now talon ng 
place, there can be no doubt. If other nations will not join us in 
this great movement in the interest of humanity, it is our duty to 
undertake it alone. Where the right is clear, obstacles should 1. 
be allowed to deter us from doing our duty. We have encountere! 
and overcome greater difficulties in the past, and I believe that th. 
high destiny that was marked out for us by Providence requires 
us to act now with decision, and to assume fully the great respon- 
ree of leadership among the nations of the earth. It is im- 
possible for me to undertake at this time a full discussion of the 
question of our ability to accomplish this alone, but a few of tho 

ints which seem to me to be conclusive that we can do so may 

briefly stated. 

From 1803 to 1873 France, practically alone, maintained bim«t 
allism. How she, in maintaining bimetallism for herself mzain 
tained it for thewhole world, in spite of England’s adverse action 
is strongly stated by Hon. Daniel Manning, in his report for 18s: 
as follows: 

What Great Britain did by the act of 1816 was to close, then and therea{ 
her mints.to the free coinage of silver into full legal-tender money, leaving 
them open for the free coinage of gold aloneinto full legal-tender money 

In fact, Great Britain’s monetary standard, then as before and thereafter, 
which measured and scored all commodity prices for herself and the tradin< 
nations of hoth hemispheres, consisted of all the gold and silver of the wor 
Its prevalence was in this wise: one nation or more gave free coinage to 
ver alone into full legal-tender money, another nation or more gave free oo in- 
age to gold alone into full legal-tender money, another coined both metals 
into fulllegal-tender money, and fixing the different weightsof the two metals 
which should haye the same debt-paying and purchasing power, kept in use 
so large coined stocks of both as to make her ratio prevalent. 

Gold, therefore, had in its proportion as much paying power wherever silver 
alone had free coinage as where both were coined. Silver, therefore, had in 
its proportion as much purchasing power where gold alone had free coinage 
as where both were coined. The two metals were thus joined practica 
a universal money, and the general range of prices which it measured 
identical, other things bei ual, in Great Britain and elsewhere. In ot 
words, the silver coinage which England shirked in 1816 was elsewhere dou. 
the free coinage at a fixed ratio into full legal-tender money, which she had 
previously proffered, both to all the gold and all the silver anywhere mined 
or melted, was elsewhere actively maintained for sixty years. She neither 
had a different standard nor a single gold standard; she was merely a factor 
in the general equilibrium of monometallic coinage, which France, by a bim 
tallic \ power to keep stable. The dependence of Great Britain 
was absolute at the time her independence was most vaunted. 

On another page of the same report Manning gives what he calls 
the essential monetary conditions which existed at that time: 

The essential conditions of that old monetary order in their last analysis 
seem to be these: 

“1, Mints open to the public for the free coinage of gold. 

“2. Mints open to the i for the free coinage of silver. 

“3. Coined gold a full tender. 

“4. Coined silver a full tender. 

“5. Mints open to the public for the free coinage of silver and of gold. 

“6 Rated equivalence of both metals in such coinage, fixed by States pow- 
erful enough to makeand keep it prevalent.” 

Every one of these six conditions will be complete upon the 
passage of this bill except the one question as to whether we are 
powerful enough to make the ‘rated equivalence ” we might adopt 
" .” France did this before. Can we do it now? 

the June number of the North American Review the ,reat 
English statistician, Mulhall, said: 

If we take a survey of mankind in ancient or modern times as regards the 
physical, weechauionl, and intellectual force of nations, we find nothing to 
compare with the United States in this present year of 1895. At the samo 
time we see that the wealth of the American people surpasses that of avy 
other nation, past or present. 

He states the energy or our working power to compare wit! 
that of France as 129,306 to 34,580, our oe capacity as 475 
to 115, and he says that the “‘ merchandise transported by rail in 
the United States is shown by official returns to be double the 
amount of the land carriage (at least by rail) of all the other na- 
tions of the earth collectively.” We are known to be the largest 
consumers of the necessaries as well as the luxuries of life on 
the earth, and of course our internal commerce as well as our 
external commerce must be enormously large. We have 41,{0),- 
000 of instructed citizens, and spend a hundred and fifty-six 
millions on schools, against thirty-one millions in France. As 
France successfully maintained a “‘ rated equivalence” at 15} to | 
for seventy years, may we not reasonably anticipate that if we 
should e in favor of bimetallism that wecould easily accom- 
plish our purpose; that we are powerful enough to keep the ratio 
of 16 to 1 prevalent—a lower rate than that of France? 

The advantages to be derived poe bimetallism are w: sll 
stated by Wharton Barker, of P phia, in the American of 
November 9 last, as follows: 


B bimetallism, ex the basis of our currency instead of 
contracting superstructure of credit money to the narrow gold basis, we 
can keep gold and silver in circulation side by side. The gold monometallist 
believes, or at least feigns to believe, this to be impossible. He says we must 
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balance of trade much in our favor; that only thus can we none our 
a 


turn the He says it is only possible to turn the nce 


gold. We answer, certainly. 


of trade sufficiently in cur favor by contracting our currency, and thus caus- | 


i -h a fall in prices as to induce foreign buying. We answer, this is not 
; - ¥ pm but Reedieas. The English trader does not seek our products, 
can ; 
poet Englishman of wheat or cotton bought in India and Mexico, and he 
will buy from us at prices much higher than those now ruling. : 
That it is preferable to make a market for our surplus products at higher 
rices, rather than beg for a market at lower, any gold monometallist, whose 
olnae are not deadened to the sufferings of our people, must admit. But 
The Englishman now buys in India, in 
Mexico, and other silver-using nations, paying with silver or silver exchange 
silver that has remained of stable purchasing ow in those countries even 
«since the Western world struck it down. We / 
of silver by opening our mints, and the Englishman, no longer finding it pos- 
sible to buy silver with which to pay for purchases made in silver-using 


is this possible? Assuredly it is, 


countries at 67 cents an ounce, but forced to pay our mint price, to wit, $1.29, | 


wouldat once find the cost of buying in silver-using countries doubled, and 
he would eagerly turn to our markets to buy cotton and wheat, so long as the 
price was not doubled here. ; 

The advocates of the single gold standard, however, scout every 


suggestion of this kind, and every proposition to do anything ex- 


cept sell bonds brings from them dire predictions of evil, and we | 
are always assured that if we undertake the coinage of silver that | 


we will inevitably go on a silver basis. ‘ x 
Let us, for the sake of the argument, consider what this amounts 
to. What does this terrible calamity of a silver basis mean? Let 


us suppose that it is realized; that the country has actually gone | 
What then will be the condition, and what | 


on-a silver basis. : 
may we anticipate in the future? To goon asilver basis seems to 
mean simply that gold will go to a premium; that thereafter it 
will be bought and sold as acommodity; that it will not be used as 
a medium of exchange or as the single standard of value. Itmeans 
that silver, on the contrary, will be our money, the basis of our 
currency, and that thereafter only when gold and silver become 
equal in value shall we have them both ascurrency. If this should 
be realized there can be no question that we would then have a 
money steadier in value than we have now, a money which would 
be nearer a just standard, a money which would come nearer ful- 
filling all the conditions of a scientific and an honest standard than 
the one we now have. 

These statements can hardly be denied in view of arguments 
which have already been presented. Suppose we should open the 
mints to the unlimited coinage of silver to-day. There certainly 
would be no premium on gold until it should become more valua- 
ble abroad than it isin thiscountry. There would be no premium 
on gold, and no tendency to ship gold abroad, untilit became more 
valuable abroad than here. That would not be the case until there 


had been either a fall in prices abroad or an advance in prices | 


here. 


If falling prices have caused the present condition it would seem | 
that an advance in prices here would at least have a tendency to | 


relieve the people and the country of a part of the burden which 
has been entailed upon them by the decline in prices. 
in prices would benefit the people there can be no denying, and 
if gold goes abroad simply because of the improved condition of 


the people, the sooner it goes the better, and I imagine that no- | 


body would object to its going upon that condition. The owners 
of gold have not brought it to this country from motives of be- 
nevolence, nor will they send it away as a matter of disgust or 
spite. It goes now, and it will go then, wherever it will pay the 
holder the largest profit. I would be glad to see our own 
protected from the iniquitous exactions which it has levied on 
mankind for the last twenty years, and if we can free them from 
it, I hope to see it done. it can find more profitable invest- 
ments abroad, where it can unjustly and without right absorb the 
wealth of other people, let it do so. Our people will at least be 
freed from its extortionate greed. 

The difficulty of exchange between gold-using and silver-using 
countries is so great that commerce between England and such 
countries has been denounced as gambling, and not commerce. 
This has caused the most intense feeling among certain classes in 
England, and commissions have been appointed to investigate it. 
The effect, upon commerce in a silver-using country trading with 
a gold-using country may be illustrated by the following extract 
from the North American Review, by Mr. Romero, the Mexican 
minister at this capital, as follows: 


The advan to Mexico of the silver basis are the following: 

The silver standard and ae very materially, while other 
leading commercial nations have single gold standard, the increase of 
exports of domestic products, because the of producing them, wages, 
rents, taxes, ete., are d for in silver and therefore their cost as compared 
with their market value is considera’ less than that of similar articles 
produced or raised in single gold countries. When sold in gold 
markets, therefore, they bring very lucrative prices, as they are converted 
into silver at a high rate of exchange. These conditions have caused a great 
development in the exportation of some of our aqpoetines products, because 
o ys oo sory ree profit. For a aoe co: which costs © cor, 

on an average of not over 10 cents a pound, is sold at 
about 20 cents in gold in foreign markets. Pr 

The ex tion of other agricultural products which did not pay when 

‘old and silver were at par—that is, at the ratio of 1 to 16—is now remunera- 


ve, because there is a return to us in exchange more than we lose in the 
oe of the article. Such is the case, for instance, with beans, which at 
cents wo did were at par, but now 8 cents in 


auld not pay when silver and g 
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buy cheaper in India, Argentina, or Mexico. Raise the price | 


ave simply to raise the price | 


That arise | 


ople | 


} 


gold makes nearly 16 cents in silver, and that isa lucrative price. Our ex- 
—— for several years up to 1869 were about $20,000,000 a year. In the year 
Sie (3 they amounted to $31,594,005.14; in 1888-89 they were swelled to $80, 158,- 
423.02; in 1891-82 to $75,467,114.95; and in 1892-93 to $87,509,207. The silver stand- 


} ard is a great stimulus in developing home manufactures, because foreign 
commodities have to be paid in gold, and, owing to the high rate of exchange, 
their price becomes so high that it pays wel) to manufacture some of them at 
home, our low wages also helping to bring about these results.” 


Ate no to the same paper, on page 707, is as follows: 
t 








The following remarks, contained in a paper read at a recent session of the 
| Royal Colonial Institute at London by the Hon. T. H. Whit: f Hong- 
| kong, China, which deals with the effects of the depreciation in he value of 
| silver on the trade of Great Britain with the Orient, confirms my stat nt 

about the great stimulusthat the low price of silver is to manufacturing in 
| silver-using countries: 

“In oriental countries we are witnessing remarkable industrial procress 

and unequaled prosperity among their people. when simultaneously serious 
| losses are otiundiee: similar industries in England; while under the present 
| system it is highly probable that there will be a further fall in the present 
| very low level of gold prices, which will still more prejudice the position of 
| the British manufactures. What is also of unquestionable great concern in 
| the Empire is that it may lead to the transference of a large part ot our prin- 
| cipal industries to silver-using countries. So long as the gold value of silver 
| continues to be, as it is now, liable to violent fluctuations, the more perilous 

must become the conditions of the principal British industries and the more 
} possible must it be to prevent disaster from overtaking them. British labor 

and gold capital can no longer compete on equal terms with Asiatic labor 


and silver capital, and the position of British industries is growing more crit- 
| icalevery day.”’ 


Summing up, on page 710 Mr. Romero says: 


In consequence of all these causes we have fewer business failures than 
| other countries; our internal traffic has greatly increased, with much benefit 
to our railroads, which, with only one exception, have not gone into the hands 
of receivers. 

We do not suffer in Mexico from one of the principal causes of the 
financial distress in other countries, the low price of agricul 
In fact, in some cases the price of domestic commodities has gor 
siderably, when it is fixed by the value of the commodity in gold markets. 
This is the case with coffee, forinstance. As the largest portion of our crop 
is exported and commands cash, its price is fixed by its value in gold markets, 
and in consequence of this its price in Mexico has been almost doubled, with 
great advantage to the producers. 

We have more stability of prices, wages, rents, etc. Although our wages 
are low, there has been in recent years a marked tendency to their increase. 
Our factories are not only in operation but they are being greatly extended, 


present 
tural products. 
1@ Up con- 


; and new plants and industries are being established. Instead of dismissing 
| our laborers we find occupation for them all, and we need to import them for 
the work to be done in some localities, and as our laborers find occupation 
| and increased wages we have no strikes. Our silver mines have not stopped 
| work, and we find them yet quite profitable. We have more ready money 

with which to transact our increased business. We offer greater induce- 


| i 
| ments to foreign investors than formerly, and the country is undoubtedly 
; more prosperous than it has ever been, although the silver standard is n 

| the only cause of our prosperity. One of its principal causes is, undoubtedly, 
the building of railroads, but they could not have been so remunerative with- 
out the production and coinage of silver. 


G 


The great development in India of cotton manufacturing while 
silver had unlimited coinage, and the severe check it received 
when her mints were closed by Great Britain, is well understood. 
| The tremendous impetus given to all industrial development in 
Japan as a result in a great measure of the closing of the Indian 
mints is familiar to us all, and the Senator from Nevada | Mr. 
STEWART] only a few days ago called attention to the apprehen- 
sion felt by our manufacturers lest a competition ruinous to them 
should be set up by Japan. 

England’s great wealth is the result of her commerce, and per- 
haps her most profitable customers are the silver-using countries. 
How her trade with these nations is handicapped we see forcibly 
set out by Mr. Romero in what has just been quoted. These 
drawbacks greatly embarrass British merchants in their dealings, 
and they would gladly rid themselves of them; but other interests 
in great Britain, the bankers, for instance, in London, intent upon 
their own gains, by reason of the increase in the value of gold, are 
unwilling to heed the complaints of the merchants about the dif- 
ficulties they are compelled toendure. It would seem to be clear, 
then, that the hope of both bankers and merchants is that all of 
their formidable rivals may be so blind to their own financial in- 
terests as to follow the lead of England in her policy of ruin to 
the bees to benefit the drones. As long as we continue to do this 
the London bankers can continue to harvest their unearned profits, 
gained fromthe increased value of gold, and the merchants can 
be quieted with the assurance that we have ne advantage of them 
| in dealing with other nations, but are embarrassed by the same 





difficulties in our dealings with those people which embarrass them. 
The producers of the United States, especially our manufacturers, 
must begin to widen their foreign markets. It is natural that our 
neighbors should trade with us, but commerce can not be diverted 
from old channelseasily. An inducement must always be offered 
to accomplish such a result. 

The manufactories of Great Britain have been long established, 
are thoroughly equipped with expert labor long trained to its 
avocation. Tocompete successfully with these for a trade already 
their own is notan easy matter. If we were free of the embarrass- 
ments of exchange, it seems clear that we would have a great ad- 

| vantage of any country hampered by them, and that this would 

easily give us the trade of such nations. 

| In a pamphlet by Mr. C. J. Hillyer, The Silver Basis, I find the 
following quotation, taken from the London Financial News, 
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which would seem to indicate that some of the English appreciate 
the situation to some extent: 

There can be no doubt about it, that if the United States were to adopt a 
silver basis to-morrow British trade would be ruined before the year was 
ont. Every American industry would be protected, not only at home, but in 
every other market. Of course the States would suffer to a certain extent 
through having to pay their obligations abroad in gold, but the loss on ex- 
change under this head would be a mere drop in the bucket compared with 
the profits to be reaped from the markets of South America and Asia, to say 
nothing of Europe. The marvel is that the United States has not long ago 
seized the opportunity, and but for the belief that the way of England is 
necessarily the way to commercial success and prosperity, undoubtedly it 
would have been done long ago. 

It has been a little more than twelve months since the President, 
having oy issued a hundred millions of bonds, declared in his 
message that he would continue to issue bonds ‘‘ whenever and as 
often as it became necessary to maintain a sufficient gold reserve.” 
I had at the time no sort of doubt that the President would con- 
tinue to issue bonds, and this has proved correct. Those bonds 
bore 5 per cent interest. Some time after the m e, knowing 
that there was no other hope of getting free coinage of silver dur- 
ing this Administration, while I was opposed to the issue of bonds, 
and so stated at the time, I offered a bill which proposed not to 
enlarge the power which the President already asserted and was 
exercising of issuing bonds, but to authorize the issue of bonds at 
a lower rate of interest, from 5 to 8 per cent, and at the same time 
te provide for the unlimited coinage of silver; for a substitution 
of ailver certificates, payable expressly in silver alone, for green- 
backs which the Government has for twenty years ted in 
paying in gold alone, guarding at the same time carefully against 
any reduction in the volume of currency while the substitution 
was taking place, and also providing for the retirement of national- 
bank notes under $10, thus giving the whole field of paper money 
under $10 to silver certificates. 

I believed then, as I believe now, that the unlimited coinage of 
silver would by reviving commerce, increase our revenues, and 
do away absolutely with any pretense of a necessity to issue bonds, 
and that under that bill such a revival in business would take 
place that no issue of bonds could be claimed to be necessary. 
And any man who believes that under that bill, if it had been en- 
acted into law, any considerable amount of bonds could have been 
issued has much less faith in the efficacy of unlimited coinage than 
Ihave. I stated when I offered the bill to the Senate that I was 
oo to the issue of bonds. The President had insisted that 
the issue of bonds was our only hope. I believed that the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver was the only ho The President was at 
that time exercising, and has continued to do so, the right to issue 
bonds anyway, and the bill introduced by me would have put the 
test whether absolute relief would not come from the coinage of 
silver. I have no doubt now that if that bill had passed there 
would have been no more bonds, and we certainly would have 
had the unlimited coinage of silver. This was a fair offer to 
test our different theories, and the advocates of gold dared not 
accept it. This seems conclusive to my mind that they agreed 
with me that that bill would, by demonstrating the soundness of 
our position, have absolutely destroyed theirs. They rejected the 
bill, and what is the result? Bond sales continue, and we are no 
nearer a solution of the question and no nearer silver coinage now 
than before. 

This leaves nothing for us to do but to present the system we 
believe in, without reference to theirs, to discuss it, and appeal at 
last to that great tribunal which must decide it. Iam ready for 
the question. 

The overwhelming majority of the people are animated by sen- 
timents of lofty and unselfish patriotism. I have an abiding con- 
fidence that the great question which this pro amendment 
presents for-solution will be wisely and justly determined by the 
great tribunal by which it must be finally determined. 

It is to my mind an evidence almost conclusive of the weakness 
of any cause for its friends to be ae to have it passed on by 
the people. To say that they are incapable of deciding any ques- 
tion they are interested in, as is sometimes done as to this ques- 
tion, is to declare them incapable of self-government. A man 
who believes this has no place in this country and ought to find 
more congenial associations in the realms of those who believe in 
absolutism. The friends of bimetallism are ready and anxious to 
have the people settle this question. They hope and believe it 
will be speedily done, and well done. 

Mr, TELLER. I wish to inquire of the Senator who has the 
pending bill in charge as to what de of speed he proposes to 
make, and about what time will be afforded for the discussion of 
the question? I know several Senators who desire to speak upon 
the bill, who are perhaps not ready to do so now, who would Tike 
to be informed on the points I have ° 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as lam personally concerned, 
I propose to defer to the wishes of the friends of the bill in a great 
measure. While I shall be . to have the bill pressed as rap- 
idly as ——- and passed at the earliest day that will suit the 
convenience of the Senate, at the same time I have no desire to 


cut off any Senator on either side of the Chamber who wishes to 
discuss the bill. I suppose I may say, in view of the fact that I 
have been assured by a number of Senators that they wish to 
speak upon the bill and are not ready now to do so, that I shall 
not for several days ne at least, ask for a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If there is no Senator who expects to speak on 
Monday upon the o ite side of this question, I will take the 
floor now on this bill, with the expectation, of course, that the 
Senate is ready to adjourn at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 13, 1896, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 10, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
H. M. CouDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS, 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the res’)ir tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as folluws: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee 


as it mer deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered or to 
be considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply wish to inquire whether this is the 
usual resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in the usual form. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is an entirely usual resolution. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the resolution; and it was adopted. 


ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION VACATED. 


Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the order for 
this evening’s session be vacated. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and hereby is, author- 
ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of 
said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects con- 
sidered or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Con- 


gress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to inquire whether this privilege 
has been extended in former Congresses to the Committee on the 
Judiciary? . 

Mr. HENDERSON. I believe it has uniformly been done; and 
I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON | 
that the bankruptcy bills and other important matters coming be- 
fore the committee make it necessary to have this printing and 
binding done. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If it has been done heretofore, I have no 
objection. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 


adopted. 
ADMINISTRATION OF MEDICAL DIVISION, PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. TAWNEY asked unanimons consent for the present con- 
sideration of a resolution of inquiry, which was read, directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to furnish information in reference 
to the allegation that the medical division of the Bureau of Pen- 
sions fails to properly regard the reports and findings made by the 
boards of sion exami papas. 

Mr. CR and Mr. McCLELLAN objected. 


RESOLUTION RELATING TO FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Lask unanimous consent to have read, printed 
in the RecorD, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk. : 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Delaware asks unani- 
mous consent for the ing and printing in the Recorp of a 
resolution, which he also desires to have referred to the Commit- 
tee.on Fo Affairs. Is there objection? 

r. Y. Isuggest that when these requests are made 
to print in the Recorp the resolution should first be read, in cr- 
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der that an intelligent judgment may be reached as to the pro- 
iety of printing. 
as 4 WILLIS. SThis resolution is very short. ae 
The SPEAKER. The question is on printing the resolution in 
the Recorp and ane it to the Committee on ee Affairs, 
instead of referring it under the rules of the House. e request 
uires unanimous consent. 
"lie. CRISP. I object. . 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask to have the resolution read and referred. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


BONDS AS NATIONAL-BANK RESERVE, 


Mr. ODELL. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York = ODELL] 
desires to present a resolution. The Chair will state that all such 
resolutions can be referred under the rules. The gentleman asks 
unanimous consent that it be read out of order. Is there objec- 
tion to the reading? “al? 

Mr. CRISP. We do not know what the resolution is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I believe 
that under the ruling heretofore made by the Chair, the reading 
of a resolution for information does not entitle it to be placed in 
the Recorp. : 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I do not object. 

The resolution of Mr. ODELL, directing the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency to report legislation empowering national bank- 
ing associations to invest not exceeding 50 per cent of their 
lawful reserve in bonds of the United States to be hereafter is- 
sued under the acts of June 14, 1875, and May 31, 1878, was read. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message from the President of the- United States, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House of Representatives 
that the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

On December 21, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 2173) making an appropriation for the expenses 
of a commission to investigate and report on the true divisional 
line between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana. 

On December 27, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 803) to amend section 2601 of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to ports of og and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 27) ratifying the use of the appropri- 
ation for materials and miscellaneous expenses for the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the fiscal year 1896 for the purchase 
of articles poe for in the appropriation for the miscellaneous 
expenses of the Treasury Department, and authorizing the con- 
tinued use of the same for the remaining portion of the fiscal year 
1896. 

On January 4, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2264) fixing the times for holding the circuit and 
district courts of the northern district of Iowa and of the south- 
ern district of Iowa; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 56) to transfer certain offices of the 
an States in the Territory of Utah to the officers of the State 
oO 


On Janua 6, 1896: 
a act (H. R. 2720) to make Palm Beach, Fla., a subport of 
entry. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of 
the Says titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

_A bill (8.732) toregulate the issue and recording of the commis- 
sions of officers in several of the tments; 

A bill (8S. 697) for the reconstruction of the United States cus- 
tom-house and post-office building at St. Albans, Vt., destroyed 
by fire May 19, 1895; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for foundry 
at navy-yard, Washin , D. C., in the act entitled ‘“‘An act 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the walls 
of said foundry. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

» ry of [oe annem report of the Coetesloner a Ral . for So year 
in Tr co . 

as pape: vers, appendixes, for the use of the 


THE RULES. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 


from the Committee on Rules, which I send to the desk. 
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In this connection I would like to say, for the information of the 
House, that the committee wishes, if agreeable to the House, to 
take up and dispose of the amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Rules first, and we ask for unanimous consent that the 
understanding be had that the Speaker shall call all of the rules 
in their order afterwards so that any member may have an oppor- 
tunity to offer amendments and have them considered. That, I 
think, will be agreeable to both sides. 

Mr. CRISP. The proposition is, as I understand, to dispose of 
the amendments of the committee first? 

Mr. HENDERSON, That is the request. 

Mr. CRISP. And after that the rules are to be considered as 
read through, and amendments may be offered to any of them? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it would be 
better, perhaps, for the Speaker to call for amendments to each 
section of the rules, and if any gentleman desires to offer an 
amendment, that particular section will be read; if not, the Chair 
will proceed to call the next section, and so on. 

Mr. CRISP. That will answer my purpose; and I have no ob- 
jection to the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether, under the arrangement he proposes, we would be re- 

uired to complete the sections that are amended in the report of 
the Committee on Rules before proceeding to the body of the 
rules, or whether we would have authority to recur to these sec- 
tions afterwards, for the purpose of offering amendments, under 
the plan suggested by himself? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that my proposition was first that the amendments should be con 
sidered on the report of the Committee on Rules, and disposed of. as 
well as the rules touched by them, after which the Speaker, under 
the agreement, would ask if there was any amendment to be 
offered to the other rules, as they are reached in theirorder. That 
will give full opportunity to the House to touch every one of the 
rules, and determine what amendments may be necessary. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthereobjection tothe proposed arrangement? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


a a, That the Rules of the House of Representatives be amended as 
ollows: 

Add to section 3 of Rule ITI the following: 

* He shall pay to the officers and employees of the House of Representa- 
tives, the last 7 of each month, the amount of their salaries that shall be 
due them; and when the last day of the month falls on Sunday, he shall pay 
them on the day next preceding.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. [I desire to say a word in explanation. 
Under the rules of the Fifty-second Congress, as well as in the 
Fifty-third Congress, express direction was given to the Clerk of 
the House to pay the salaries of the officers and employees of the 
House, and we have only in this report adopted the same rule. 
Under the rules of the Fifty-first Congress there was no provision 
directing the Clerk of the House to pay the officers and employees 
their salaries, although, as I say, it was embodied in the rules of 
the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee. I propose to 
insert in the third line of the amendment, after the words ‘‘ due 
them,” the words ‘‘ excepting the month of December, when they 
shall be paid on the 20th day of the month.” It will be remem- 
bered that during each Congress the time of the House is occupied 
with a lengthy discussion as to the propriety of paying the em- 

loyees of the House their salaries on the 20th day of the month, 
fore the usual Christmas holidays. 

Mr. MILES. Let me ask the gentleman from Massachusetts a 
question. Suppose the day — propose in your amendment falls 
on Sunday, what provision do you make then for the execution of 
the order? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think the law already pro- 
vides for that, but I propose, in the event of the adoption of this 
amendment, to offer another one, that is, in the fourth line to 
strike out and insert, so it will read ‘‘ and when the pay day falls 
on Sunday, he shall pay them on the day next preceding.” In or- 
der to save the time of the House, I offer that amendment now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow one suggestion in 
eer to the amendment before he proceeds? 

r. HENDERSON. I would ask to have the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts read from the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the words “due them” the words “excepting the month of 
December, when they shall be paid on the 20th day of that month.” 

Mr. CRISP. Before my friend from Massachusetts proceeds, 
will he allow me to ask the gentleman from Iowa a question, and 
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that is, where the Clerk of the House gets authority, or how the 
rules of the House can give him authority, to pay any salaries 
whatever? 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no power that I know of, except- 
ing that in the ani bills. 

Mr. CRISP. But this isa rule of the House. It says that he 
shall pay the officers and employees of the House of Representa- 
tives on the last day of each month the amount of salaries that 
shall be duethem. Now, how can the House, by arule, determine 
what the law fixes? Iask the gentleman if he is satisfied that we 
have the authority to adopt such a provision at all? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the money is appropriated 
for this purpose in the legislative bill, A part of the duty of the 
Clerk of the House is to see that these salaries arepaid. By time- 
honored usage the Clerk has always paid them, and the rules of 
the Fifty-second Congress, as well as the Fifty-third, reported by 
the gentleman from Georgia himself, from the Committee on 
Rules, when he was Speaker of the House, contained the exact 
language the committee has adopted in this rule. 

Mr. CRISP. Does this refer to the clerks of members? I only 
ask the gentleman for information, because I do not know. 

Mr. HENDERSON, It refers to the officers and employees of 
the House, directing him to pay to the officers and employees of 
the House their salaries, as he has done time out of mind, and as 
was required by the rules of the last two Con; 


s8e8, 
Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman is auietiel, T have no objection | 


to it. Ionly desired to ask for the authority for it. That is all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, It is merely to carry out the provisions of 
the law in detail. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iwill include in the amend- 
ment-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, I shall be glad to hear the reasons 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts gives for his amend- 
ment, if he will state them in. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The reason for my amend- 
ment is that in each Congress, just before the holidays, the House 
is detained quite a little time in order to have an explanation 
of the reasons for and to pass aresolution providing for payment 
of the employees before the holidays. If this amendment is put 
in, the Clerk will pay them on the 20th of each December, and just 
before the holidays. My amendment would include striking out, 
in the third line, the word “last,” and putting in the word “ pay,” 
and also striking out the words * of the month,” in the fourth line. 
Then it will read : 

And when the pay day falls on Sunday he shall pay them on the day next 
preceding. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] that the amendment 
he offers is in meee with the custom which has prevailed; but 
whenever there is a change in the political complexion of this 
body, a change of control, the amendment operates to some extent 
to duplicate compensation. The resolution agreed to by the 
House providing for the payment of employees on the 20th of 
December last operated to compensate two sets of employees for 
the same service. The outgoing employees were all paid for the 
entire month on the 20th of December. A great many of the an- 
nual clerks were sworn into office immediately after that date. 
Under the law, or at least in equity, they may be entitled to com- 
paneies for the remaining days of December. It will probably 
9 found also that a number of employees were dismissed imme- 
diately after the 20th, and their successors will be entitled to com- 
pensation for the additional days in that month. I think the 
gentieman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] will concede that 
when the organization of the House changes amendment will 
operate as it did in December last—to give double compensation 
for the same service. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the only an- 
swer to that is that my motion is in harmony with the action of 
this House for years, and will not change the custom one iota, 
excepting that it will save the time of this House two or three 
hours every December. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is entirely accurate in his 
statement; but I desire to say that I am already advised that a 
deficiency appropriation will asked to compensate the annual 
clerks and other employees who were sworn into office imme- 
diately after the 20th of December last. What amount will be 
carried by that deficiency I do not know; but the incoming clerks 
seemingly have an equitable claim upon Congress for compensa- 
tion for services rendered prior to the ist of January. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it not a fact that we have more time than any- 
thing else at the beginning of the session? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me say that it is un- 
doubtedly true that the rule is to get all you can, and keep all 
you get; but the reason for my amendment is not affected one 
10ta by what the gentleman has said. 

Mr, HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me it is safer to 
leave the rule as we have quoted it. We may sometimes want to 
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continue in session throughout the entire month of December. 
In addition to the suggestions of the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. DocKERY] this cate a uniform rule, while, if any special 
occasion comes up, the House can probably meet it by a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

The amendment of Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts was salouek 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment proposed by the committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment to be proposed 
to this rule? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, are we proceeding in that way, that 
as soon as the amendment of the committee is disposed of, to a 
pone rule, the Speaker will then make the inquiry which he 

as just made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make inquiry with regard to 
the rules which are amended by the committee. The Chair un- 
derstood the arrangement to be that those rules were to be finally 
disposed of, 

Mr. CRISP. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no other amendment to be proposed 
to this rule, the Chair will cause the next amendment of the com- 
mittee read. 

; The n amendment reported from the committee was as fol- 
ows: . 

In Rule IV, strike out section 3: 

“3. He shall give bond to the United States, with sureties to be approved by 
the Speaker, in the sum of $50,000, for the faithful disbursement of all moneys 
intrusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper discharge of the duties 
thereof, and no member of Congress shall be approved as such surety.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr.Speaker, the effect of this amendment 
is to strike that provision out, because we have a law which re- 
quires the Sergeant-at-Arms to give bond to the United States. It 
is otherwise provided for, in the provision made by reason of tho 
Silcott defalcation; and, therefore, it is not needed; and in this 
we follow the last two Congresses. 

Mr. MILES. May I ask the gentleman whether that bond to 
the United States protects members of this House? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Absolutely. It was the purpose of the 
law. That is why he was made an officer of the United States 
instead of the agent of the House. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment to that rule? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following: 

“It shall be the further duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to deduct from the 
salary of Members of the House and Delegates for absence from the House 
during its sessions, except when caused by illness, as rogamed by the provi- 
sions of section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the 
House upon this proposition, but merely submit it to the judg- 
mentof the House. As those who were members of the last House, 
when we, now a minority, were the majority, know, we compeiled 
the making of such deductions from the salaries of members on 
account of absence not occasioned by the sickness of the member 
or sickness in his family. This was thought to be and is in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of existing statute law. The result 
was twofold. In one respect the tendency-—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear a single word. 

The SPEAKER. The House must beinorder. It is impossible 
tohear. Conversation must cease, and gentlemen must take their 
seats. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that the result from 
this provision of the law, in its application in the last House, was 
twofold, and it would be so here again. First, better and more 
prompt attendance of members wosll be secured, tending to lessen 
the length of the session. Next, in deducting tor absence not oc- 
casioned by the sickness of the member himself or of some member 
of his family, there would bea considerablesaving to the Treasury, 
in thata member would not be paid asif he did attend to his duties 
here, when, in fact, he was attending to his private business else- 
where, or amusing himself somewhere outside of the precincts of 
this House. I do not care, as I said before, to detain the House. 
I pro simply to submit, the matter in order that this House 
may determine whether it will, in this particular, do what the last 
House did, thereby insuring to the House a better attendance of 
its members, and saving to the Treasury thousands of dollars, by 
refusing to pay members for what they choose not to do—for neg- 
lect of duty as well as for performance of duty. 

I have nothing further to say, beyond asking that the law upon 
the subject be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

The SP . Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Certainly. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if he means to state that the enforcement of this rule in 
the last Congress did result in securing better attendance, and 
does he think it was enforced? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is my judgment and was my obser- 

< on. 
vn WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask the gentleman if he 
has consulted the Recorp to see the number of people who were ab- 
sent, sick, necessarily absent, during the enforcement of that rule? 
Laughter. ] 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I have not done that. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think if the gentleman will do 
so, he would reach the conclusion that all that the enforcement of 
that rule ever did was simply to add to the sick list of this House. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand,then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
only objection suggested by my friend from Pennsylvania is that 
the health of the members of this House would perhaps be better 
when they are paid for being healthy than when they are not. I 
simply submit the proposition to the House. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman certainly does not 
claim that the enforcement of this rule in the last Congress has 
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resulted in securing a larger attendance in this Congress on his | 


side of the House. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, one moment. I desire, as 
before stated, tohave read the section of the law, section 40, which 
I ask to have incorporatedin the rule and enforced in this Repub- 
lican House as we enforced it in the last Democratic House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, 
respectively, shall deduct from the monthly payment of each Member or Del 
egate the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from the 
Senate or House, respectively, unless said Member or Delegate assigns as a 
reason for such absence the sickness of himself or some member of his family 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say that 
the law already covers this matter in full. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to havea yea-and-nay vote on 
the amendment. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thirty-nine gentlemen have risen in support 
of the demand and 182 in the negative—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to have tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it 
is too late, after the demand for the yeas and nays, to demand 
tellers. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would suggest 

The SPEAKER. [It is in order. The Chair understands the 
gentleman todemand the yeas and nays on ordering tellers. [Af- 
ter counting.] Thirty-five gentlemen have risen—not a sufficient 
number; tellers are refused; the yeas and nays are refused, and 
the amendment is rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 57, Rule XT, the following: 


“It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 
Committee on Rules, and, pending the consideration thereot, the Speaker 








. . . > ; . | 
may entertain one motion that the House adjourn; but after the result is an- | 


nounced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion until the said report 
shall have been fully disposed of.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this amendment 
and of the one in the next paragraph will be, first, to enable the 


Committee on Rules to sit during the sessions of the House and to | 


report at any time; and second, to cut off dilatory motions with 

the exception of one, and bring the House to a vote after one dila- 

tory motion. For the further information of the House,I will 

state that this is in accordance with the rules of the last two Con- 
esses, 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest an amend- 
ment to this amendment, which is to insert, after the word ‘‘ other,” 
in the fifth line of the pane amendment, the words ‘‘ motion 
to adjourn or any”; so that the clause will read: ‘‘ But after the re- 
sult is announced he shall not entertain any other motion to 
adjourn or any dilatory motion until the said report shall have 
been fully disposed of.” What I object to in the amendment as 
proposed is that it characterizes every motion to adjourn as a dil- 
atory motion. Now, a motion to adjourn is not necessarily a dil- 
atory motion. It may be, or it may not be. If made for the pur- 
pose of delaying proceedings, it is a dilatory motion, but if made 
in good faith an for proper purposes,it is not a dilatory motion 
according to the dictionary definition of the word. The amend- 
ment which I propose does not change the meaning or purport of 
the rule as reported from the committee, but simply gets rid of 
be — that every motion to adjourn is necessarily a dilatory 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam not authorized to ac- 
cept amendments, but I see no objection to the one proposed by 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray ], Which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 5 of proposed amendment to section 57 of Rule XJ. after the word 





“ other,” insert the followi ** Motion to adjourn Ain} t t lanse 
will read: “ But after the result is announced h all not ents n any her 
motion to adjourn or any dilatory motion until th aid 1 t s ll have 


been fully disposed of.” 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as I understood the statement of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], and as I see from a com- 
parison of the amendment proposed by the committee with a copy 
of the Rules of the Fifty-third Congress, this provision is taken 
from the Rules of the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. 

Now, if I recollect aright, gentlemen on that side of the Houss 
exercised themselves very violently when this rule was proposed. 
It was said to be the method by which the Democratic majority 
proposed to “‘ gag the minority,” and gentlemen on that side were 
very urgent and earnest in their opposition to this Democratic 
method of ‘‘ gagging the minority.” I amin favor of thisrule. I 
was then, and I am now; and I want to congratulate the Speaker 
and that side of the House on the fact that they have at last risen 
to the position where they can accept the Democratic rules as the 
proper rules for the government of this House. [Laughter.] I 
want to extend my congratulations to them all. You have wan- 
dered about a long time, gentlemen, in, your endeavor to get sen- 
sible rules that would facilitate the proper conduct of business in 


| the House, and at last you have wisely decided to adopt this Demo- 


cratic rule which worked well for two Congresses, and which, if 
administered in a spirit of justice and fairness, will still work 
well, and, I repeat, I want to extend to you my congratulations, 
{Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The congratulatory feeling would naturally 
be mutual. [Laughter.] The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to the fact that the lan- 
guage which the gentleman from New York is now proposing to 
correct has been in the rules for a great many years. This par- 
ticular language is not new at all; it was not new when adopted 
in the Fifty-second Congress. If he will look at the rules of the 
Fifty-first Congress, under ‘*‘ Motion to suspend the rules,” he will 
find the same language. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will find it in 
the eighth section of Rule XVI. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, I have found it. Now, I wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that this language was adopted in the Forty-seventh 
Congress as a part of the rule which reads: 





Pending a motion to suspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one mo- 
tion that the House adjourn it after the result thereof is a need he 
hall entertain any other dilatory motion until the vote is taken on the 
suspension. 

This particular expression was copied from that old rule into 
the rules of the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-t 1 Con- 
gresses, because it was deemed prudent to retain language which 
had been in the rules prior to that time and had been repeatedly 
construed by the presiding officers. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Ray, it was 
rejected. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I s t Rule 
XI, as proposed in this report, names ten committ t ch it 
proposes to give the right to report at any time. [ol ve that 

| for some reason the Committee on Banking and Cur } been 
taken out of the list of committees thus entitled, altho 1 it was 
embraced in the list in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third cresses. 
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As the Committee on Rules has reported in favor of giving the 
right to report atany time to the Committee on Public Lands, the 
Committee on Territories, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
etc.—ten committees in all—I should like to know whether the 
committee has any decided objection to treating the Committee 
on Banking and Currency with the same liberality which has been 
extended to it heretofore, and whether the Committee on Rules 
would not be pleased to include our committee in the nui r of 
those that may report at any time. I should like to ask the reason 
for excluding the Committee on Banking and Currency when it 
was included in this privilege in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses. I suppose it was omitted by mistake. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, is any amendment offered? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I move to amend by insert- 


ing after the words “‘ Rivers and Harbors,” the words ‘‘ the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, bills relating to banking and 
currency.” These are the same words which were embraced in 
the rules of the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. . 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is no change by our com- 
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mittee. The rule as we report it is just as it was in this particu- 


lar in the Fifty-first Congress. It seems to me that in the rule as 
we report it we have given to enough committees this power of 
reporting at any time, unless we are going to open the door and let 
in many other committees. When it is borne in mind that the 
Committee on Rules will in this Congress, as in the last two Con- 
gresses, have the right to shape the order of business so that if 
there is before any committee any important measure which the 
House may want to consider, a special rule for its consideration 
can undoubtedly be obtained, it seems to me that we should — 
the door far wider than we ought if we should allow any addi- 
tional committees to report at any time, because the House must 
remember that the right to report at any time carries with it the 
right to have the measure considered at any time. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I am inclined to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa {[Mr. HENDERSON] whether what he has said is 
not equally true of more than half of the ten committees named 
in this report. The Committee on Banking and Currency having 
been included in this privilege for several Congresses, there must 
be some special reason why it is proposed to exclude that commit- 
tee from it in this Congress. In asking that the Committee on 
Banking and Currency be included, I am not making any new 

roposition. I am simply asking that the rule of past Congresses 
5 continued. The Committee on Rules, in proposing to take our 
committee out of this list, must have some reason for it; and I 
hope the gentleman from Iowa will either withdraw his opposition 
to my amendment or state to the House frankly that reason. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] by adding the 
words, ‘‘ the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, bills 
relating to coinage.” The effect of this amendment is to give the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures a right to report 
at any time. I desire to say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] that I concur in what has been said by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts as to the importance of these two committees. 
I take it that the gentleman from Iowa himself will not deny the 
statement that there are not two committees of this House more 
important than the Committee on Banking and Currency and the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; and their impor- 
tance is especially emphasized at this time in view of the necessity 
of some legislation on these subjects. If there be a committee of 
the House that ought to be = report at any time, the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures should have that right. 

I desire the new members of the House to understand that with- 
out an amendment of this kind it will be utterly impossible for 
this House to consider either a banking measure or a measure 
affecting our coinage system without the special favor of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. Inasmuch as both these committees enjoyed 
this privilege in the Fifty-third Congress, it seems to me nothing 
but right that it should be accorded to them in this Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] to the he of this rule. If those 
gentlemen will investigate they will find that in the inning 
there were only two classes of committees that were privileged to 
report at anytime. One class was constituted of committees that 
had to deal with the business of the Government—the Committee 
on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations. The 
other class was constituted of those committees that had to deal 
with the business of the House, and whose right to report at any 
time was an absolute necessity to the orderly methods of business 
in the House—the Committee on Accounts and the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. Still another committee privileged necessarily 
- account of its constitutional character was the Committee on 
Slections, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that instead of going in ad- 
vance of the stage already reached we ought to go in the other 
direction. There is absolutely no necessity for extending the list 
of privileged committees, in view of the fact that the business of 
this House as administered under existing methods admits of any 
important legislation being brought before the House at any time 
by a report of the Committee on Rules. If the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures are to be added to this list, there is no reason why 
the Committee on the Judiciary should not be added; there is no 
reason why the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
should not be added; and so we might go on and open the door, 
adding to the number of privil committees, until the time of 
the House might be exhausted in the consideration of business 
not of absolutely essential importance. I trust the House will 
see the propriety of abiding by the ancient landmarks as they 
have been established. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, “ going back 
to ancient landmarks ” is good as coming from the Committee on 
Rules, with a report favoring ten committees and giving them 
this important right and throwing out two. They have simply 


taken this Committee on Banking and Currency to the door and 
kicked it out. Thatis all. [Laughter.] 

Now, I wish the gentleman from Iowa would oblige this House 
by giving his reasons why this committee should be excepted from 
the privilege accorded to the other committees. They have put 
into the rules ‘‘ the Committee on Territories,” and I would fike 
to ask him why that committee should have an advantage over 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. Why should the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands have this privilege rather than the 
Banking and Currency Committee? y should the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions have the privilege? Do you gentlemen as- 
sume that these committees are of more importance, that the 
business they have intrusted to them is of more consequence to 
the people of this country than the right settlement of great ques- 
tions which are necessarily under the rules considered in the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency? And before the gentleman 
from Iowa answers my question I want to ask him if there is a 
single committee in the House to which the country is looking for 
wise action with more interest than tothe Committee on Banking 
and Currency; and, further, I hope the gentleman will tell us if, 
in his judgment, there is a committee in this House from which 
matters can possibly come under existing circumstances or which 
can report to this House measures of more importance to the peo- 
ple of the United States than the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Further, I hope the gentleman from Iowa will tell us if there is 
any possible relief for the present financial situation in this coun- 
try a from legislation that may be matured by that com- 
mittee—legislation that will relieve the Treasury of the United 
States from the constant drain by redemption in gold of every 
dollar of en money in this country, and at the same time let 
him tell us if, in his ju ent, such relief can ibly come from 
before any other committee than that on Banking and Currency. 
I ask the gentleman again why the Committee on Rules has seen 
proper to take this important committee from the list, while at 
the same time it includes in its amendment committees having 
matters of relatively little importance to the people of this coun- 
bas That is all I desire to say at present. 

r.McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to indorse what my friend 
from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] has said, and also what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] has stated in reference to 
the importance of the business intrusted to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
The fact is that both of these ee committees, which have 
jurisdiction of the currency and the coinage questions, should 
ave the right to report at any time and to have the reports con- 
sidered when made, if the majority intend to legislate upon these 
questions. 

It will be utterly impossible without this amendment to obtain 
the consideration of any such bills, no matter how important. re- 
ported by these committees without a special order from the Com- 
mittee on Riles. To illustrate: A bill to repeal the banking law, 
increase the currency, or to — additional coinage of gold or 
silver, or both, is introduced and referred to one or the other of 
these two committees, is considered by the committee, and a fa- 
vorable report made to the House. 

Under the rule proposed pare Oe the Committee on Rules that 
bill, when the report is made, will be referred to the Calendar of 
the House, and unless it could be reached in the regular manner, 
which is not at all probable, it can never be considered unless the 
Committee on Rules see fit to take it from the Calendar by special 
order and give it precedence over other matters. So, it is evident, 
if left to the majority of the Committee on Rules, it can, if it so 
desires, suppress and prevent the House from considering any of 
these questions upon which we ought to legislate. In view of the 
condition of the country, in view of the urgent necessity for a 
change of our banking system and coinage laws, it is, I think, of 
the utmost importance to give these committees the privilege 
asked for. The people of the country have demanded repeatedly 
a change in the present laws, and we should now embody in our 
rules a provision by which it can be done. 

Let no gentleman deceive himself, Mr. Speaker, who votes on 
this question. If he is for silver, or desires any legislation upon 
these questions, or wants even consideration, as my friend from 
Tennessee suggests, he had better vote to amend the rules and 
secure that right here and now. If by the rejection of this amend- 
ment he ties his hands he can not go back to his constituents and 
tell them that he did not consent to be so tied. If you want the 
right to vote upon these questions, vote for the amendments. If 
you want no legislation, then vote against it and for the committee 


report. 

Mtr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have something to say on 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER]. 

The proposition presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
brings up a subject in which our country is almost universally 
interested at the present time, and that is the subject of some 
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in our monetary system. I take it that the reason why 
ae oe committees mentioned in the rules are given the right 
of way is because of the importance of the legislation passing 
through their hands, and that in view of that a they 


are given the right to report at any time. That right is extended 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, under the rules, because 
it is the great committee through whose hands must pass all 
measures for the support of the Government. The same is true 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and without going on to 
enumerate other committees, the same reason—the importance 
of the subject—obtains in reference to all. Then, if, as I take it 
to be, that is the reason why this right of way is given—if it is the 
importance of the subject-matters intrusted to the committees— 
I ask any gentleman here in all candor and fairness and earnest- 
ness and sincerity why is it that that great committee which is 
in charge of the most important matter now agitating the minds 
of the people of this country is left out and excluded from the 
rivilege of calling up its bills the same as other committees that 
the right of way? Why not omit some of the others of less 
importance? 58 - 
hy, Mr. Speaker, the Administration and the Treasury are 
en in selling bonds to get money to keep up the gold reserve, 
an a maintain the credit of our Government. The ques- 
tion of the revision of our financial system must come before the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. The Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency has to deal with this subject, to a certain extent, 
and bring in measures regulating our banking system. If the 
vexed questions now before the country relating to our currency 
matters are settled by the present Congress, the bill must come 
through this committee. So that, in view of the importance of 
the question, this great committee, instead of being ‘“‘ kicked out of 
the House,” as the gentleman from Massachusetts has said, ought 
to be permitted to retain the place that it has occupied heretofore 
in reference to business before this body. Mr. Speaker, the money 
question should be met in an open and manly way, and not dodged 
in the manner indicated by the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this amendment is adopted, it simply makes 
all the business of the House special business, to come in at any 
time. The House goes far enough when it provides that appro- 
priation bills and bills from the Ways and Means Committee to 
raise revenue and questions of the right of members to their seats 
shall have special right of way. The rule as it is reported by the 
committee goes further than it ought to go. It gives too much 
business a special right of way. Now, if we add these two com- 
mittees, there is no reason why we should not add half a dozen 
others, and so we take away all the special privileges. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him one question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I asked the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and the ———- from Pennsylvania 

Mr. DALZELL] the question, and I now will ask the gentleman 

rom New York, and will see if he has the courage to answer me: 
Why should the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the Committee 
on Public Lands, the Committee on Territories, and the Commit- 
tee on Pensions have this right, while the Committee on Banking 
and Currency is shut out? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] will yield to me for a moment, I will answer 
my — from Massachusetts as to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman will read the rules of 
the Fifty-first Congress he will find that we have not disturbed 
this rule in this particular at all. We had it in the Fifty-first 
Congress. He will see that the powers of the Committee on 
Public Lands are limited. That committee can not report gener- 
ally on anything it pleases at different times, but the Public 
Lands Committee can report on what? 


Bills for the forfeiture of land grants to railroads and other corporations— 
Is not the gentleman willing to give them that right, in the in- 
ms" < nee le? 
r. WA of Massachusetts. Certainly I am. 
Mr. HENDERSON (reading)— : 
bills preventing speculation in the publi . i 
of the public lands for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers. 
It was seriously considered by the committee to take away this 
rivilege from the Committee on Public Lands, because we have 
n going so far; but when we analyzed this and found that the 
committee had limited powers, for a great and sacred purpose of 
the people, the power being in this House to bring about the for- 
feiture of public lands and to protect bona fide settlers on the pub- 


lic lands, we left this power undisturbed. I have answered the 


uestion of my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], and I 
thank the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I only want to say another 
word. Iagree with the gentleman who has just spoken, that it 
would have been fully as well if the Committee on Rules had 
taken away this privilege from the Committee on Public Lands. 
As I understand it, all of the railroad land grants have been for- 
feited that anybody desires to forfeit at this time; but if you ex- 
tend these privileges to cover so much more business of the House, 
and ultimately to cover all the business of the House, then you 
simply go into the question of consideration on every report and 
every bill that comes before the House, and we fritter away hours 
and days in going through roll calls to determine whether some 
measure from the gentleman’s Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, or some measure from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, or some measure from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, or a dozen or fifteen other committees, 
shall have precedence in the House. It is a great deal better to 
leave these things just as they are, and let these few committees 
have the precedence. There is fighting and squabbling enough, 
then, to take precedence, by raising the question of consideration, 
and time enough frittered away, without extending this privilege. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, just a moment, in seaky to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], and in reply to the 
other suggestions that we are endeavoring to unduly extend this 
privilege. If the gentleman will examine the rule of the Fifty- 
third Congress he will find that the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], and the amend- 
ment which I submit to his amendment, if agreed to, would make 
the rule precisely what it was in the Fifty-third Congress. So 
far from trying to extend the privilege, we are simply protesting 
against that privilege being narrowed, and we ask the Fifty-fourth 
Congress to accord no further or other privileges than were ac- 
corded by the Fifty-third Congress. The gentleman confuses the 
issue when he asks the House to believe that we are trying to en- 
large the list so as to include all of the important business. We 
simply ask to make it as large in this Congress as it was in the 
Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER] has several times repeated the question, 
what is the reason for taking away from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency the privilege enjoyed by it in previous Con- 
gresses of making its reports and having its proposed legislation 
considered at any time? 

That question is fair and simple. It deserves a frank and fair 
answer. Surely the gentlemen of the committee by whose votes 
the change was made can, if they will, give to the House the 
reasons which influenced them to make the change. 

We have all been looking anxiously but vainly to those gentle- 
men who ought to be in a position to answer—to explain their de- 
parture in displacing this committee and the related Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. We have not received a satis- 
factory answer, and I think it may fairly be said that the answer 
made by gentlemen representing that committee have not evi- 
denced the frankness that we ought to expect from them and from 
their dignified and responsible committee. Indeed, I think their 
answers may be fairly said to be evasive. One gentleman answers, 
‘‘We are trying to preserve ancient landmarks.” That clearly 
was not the reason influencing the Committee on Rules to make 
this change, because, as the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
ae has shown. they are cutting away an ancient landmark 
instead of preserving one. Another gentleman makes a special 
plea by selecting the case of the Committee on Public Lands and 
showing that, although given privilege, that committee in its right 
to make privileged reports is limited to special and highly impor- 
tant purposes; but he failed to show that the legislation which 
should come to the House from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency is less important or is less deserving of special attention. 
He has failed to show why the privilege was taken away from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and left generally and with- 
out limitation to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions as to general bills, to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and to other committees included in the list. 
Surely, if the reasons given by gentlemen of the committee for its 
action in this behalf be the true reasons which influenced them, 
those reasons would have oor to them with greater force to 
take away the privilege of these less important committees. 

Now, sir, I think if may as well be stated openly by the Com- 
mittee on Rules that, looking to what they believe to be the best 
interests of the Republican party in the next campaign, and for 
the moment closing their eyes to the best interests of the conntry, 
they desire to prevent the Committee on Banking and Currency 
and the Committee on Coinage from forcing any kind of financial 
legislation upon the attention of this House during the present 
session of Congress. They are trying to save the Republican party 
from the dangerous duty of even considering the financial legisla- 
tion which the country now requires. They are trying to save 
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their party from the danger of making a record on that question 
until after the next election. That is the purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and it might as well be frankly stated. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will adopt 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BarLry], and 
also the amendment of the gentleman from husetts [Mr. 
Waker]. Certainly of all the subjects to be considered by this 
House those in charge of those two committees are of vital im- 
vortance to thiscountry. Those committees were dignified in the 
Pitt y-second and Fifty-third Congresses by being privileged 
committees; and it seems to me that the Fifty-fourth Congress 
can not afford to take a step backward in that line. The state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York "ss PaYNE] that 
the time would be necessary for the Ways and ns Committee, 
and those others, is not a well-stated pr ition, because we are 
already informed that the Ways and Means Committee have 
already dumped their grist in the hopper and it has been ground 
out in the shape of the horizontal tariff bill passed a few days 
ago. Now, it seems to me that, having done that, and followed 
it by their bond bill, they have completed their work, and there- 
fore there ought not to be any conflict between the Ways and 
Moans Committee and these two committees. Certainly the ques- 
tion of coinage and the question ef the currency of this country 
ought to be of some importance, and sufficient importance to make 
them privileged, I hope both amendments will prevail. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr, Speaker, I was unavoidably absent a few 
miuutes ago and do not know exactly what has been said about the 
proposed amendment, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. We can not hear a word of 
what is being said. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will try to make the gentleman hear. 
Tam not in harmony with the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and I think I have a good reason for objecting to 
it. The rules provide how business s be transacted in the 
House. We have calendars. As the membership of the House 
increases it is extremely difficult to goto the Calendar and take up 
and consider the business of the fifty-odd committees of this House. 
It is desirable that this should be done; that all the time of the 
House that is not necessarily given to the business that must be 
done or the Government stop should be, in an orderly way, de- 
voted to the transaction of business under the general rules. ow, 
then, it is perfectly proper that certain committees should have 
the right to report at any time, which right carries with it the 
right of consideration. 

The Ways and Means Committee is one, because it is necessary 
that the revenues should be raised to carry on the Government. 
Tho Appropriations Committee is another. These include the 
Appropriations Committee proper and the various committees 
that make up appropriation bills when reports are made as to 
those bills. Ime Sameuities on Printing is another, because that 
goes to the daily transaction of the business of the House. The 
Committee on Accounts is another. Now, when you have men- 
tioned these committees, I do not now think of any other commit- 
teo that ought to have the right of way over and above all the 
other committees, because gentlemen will notice that as you give 
this special privilege to committees it decreases the power of all 
the ote committees to have their business considered under the 
general rules of the House, 

In addition to the general rules of the House, we conduct much 
business from time to time under special orders reported from the 
Committee on Rules. I think it is unfortunate to be compelled 
to do so, and the only excuse for it is that in a House of the size 
of this from time to time, surrounded by the exigencies that 
may at that time exist, the majority of the House sees aoe to 
adopt a special order; and this power is ever present in the House. 
Now, with this privilege of specified committees to report at any 
time, with the power to adopt a special drder at any time, it seems 
to me that we ought to allow the general rules to operate. I be- 
lieve under the rules that we now have, as it is proposed to amend 
them, if we are industrious, having gotten rid of mere waste of time 
by dilatory opposition, having at last the power universally con- 
ceded (and I am glad that it is universally conceded) to utilize the 
majority of this House that is present for a quorum either by vote 
or not--I say that with such amendments to the rules I hope and 
believe it will be possible to get to the Calendar and give the other 
fifty committees some chance for a hearing. And, , I will 
say again that every privilege you give to special committees de- 
creases the standing and influence of the other committees. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, those members of the House who 
have become familiar by experience with the method of transact- 
ing business here recognize that this is a very i t question. 
In the first place, the House should understand that where a com- 
mittee is given the right to report at any time that committee has 
the right to call its measures up for consideration at any time. 
Now, probably more than 10,000 bills will be introduced into this 
House; our calendars will be crowded, as they are in every Con- 
gress, and the great question to be de i here will be, as it 
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always is, what business shall be considered? I it were possible 
to consider every bill upon the Calendar, then this would be a 
wholly unimportant question. If it were possib\e to consider even 
the great mass of the bills upon the Calendar, this svould not be a 
question of much moment. But, for the reason that there must 
necessarily be a very large amount of business vzalisposed of at 
the end of each session of Congress, there has grown up the prac- 
tice of incorporating in the rules a right to certain committees to 
have business reported by them considered beyond or outside of 
the general rule regulating the order of business. The Committee 
on Ways and Means, for example, is allowed to report at any time, 
which, as I have already said, means that that committee can re- 
port a bill and call it up for consideration at any time. 

Measures reported from the Committee on Ways and Means 
are not required to take their turn upon the Calendar. That com- 
mittee is not required to invoke a special rule from the Committee 
on Rules, but can itself report such business as it deems proper, 
and have it considered by the House. Why is that right given to 
the Ways and Means Committee? It is given to that committes 
because, in the judgment of the House, revenue bills are matters 
of very grave importance, and itis proper that the committee 
having charge of that business should have the right, of its own 
motion, without conference or consultation with the Committee 
on Rules, to call up such business whenever, in the judgment of 
the committee, it is ripe for consideration. The Committee on 
Sens has thesame right. Why? Because the business 
with which it deals is recognized as of great importance, and the 
House has regarded it as proper that that committee should be 
taken out of the operation of the general rule and be givena right 
to present business for the consideration of the House whenever 
it thinks proper. 

Now, the same right has been given to the Committee on Public 
Lands, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to the Committee 
on Accounts, and to the Committee on Printing. All those com- 
mittees have been given this right to report measures and call 
them up for consideration at any time. During the last Congress 
so important were questions of banking and currency and coinage 
considered that leave was given to the respective committees hay- 
ing charge of those great subjects to report at any time, which, I 
repeat, carried with it the right to call up their business for con- 
sideration at any time. That action of the House simply meant 
that in the opinion of the majority of the members of the last 
Congress the questions of which those committees had jurisdic- 
tion were so important that it was not wise to require the com- 
mittees to appeal to the Committee on Rules for a special rule 
whenever they had business to report, but that they should be 
given the right to report and call up such business whenever, in 
their judgment, it was ripe for consideration. 

The proposition reported now from the Committee on Rules is 
to degrade these two committees from the high position they oc- 
cupied in the last Congress—to take from them the right to have 
considered by the House measures reported by them relating t> 


| currency and coinage. Do not deceive yourselves, gentlemen. 


As you proceed further in the business of this Congress you wil! 


; ascertain that there is no better graveyard for a proposition re- 


ee ae 


ported from a committee not having the right to report at any 
time than the Calendar of this House. [Laughter.] Your com- 
mittees may be in constant session and activity. e committes 
presided over by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] 
may sit day and night and prepare a bill or bills, and may report 
those bills to the House and have them put upon the Calendar, 
but right there oe will stop. Right there those measures 
will linger and die unless the Committee on Rules can be induced 
to assign a special time for the consideration of them. 

Now, if you adopt the amendment presented by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], the House itself will have 
the right to decide whether or no it will proceed with the consid- 
eration of business reported from that committee. Gentlemen 
should understand that no matter how anxious the House may be 
to consider a subject, no matter though three-fourths of the mem- 
bers may be anxious to consider it, the first step to authorize such 
consideration is a report from the Committee on Rules. It is not 
in the power of the House to change the rules or fix the order of 
business unless the Committee on Rules take the preliminary step 
to that end. Now, if you adopt this rule repo from the com- 
mittee, without the amendments presented by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WaLKER] and the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. BaILEy], you leave it in the power of the Committee on 

ules to determine for you whether or no you shall consider the 
great a of coinage and currency. the other hand, if 
eo pt the amendments —— you retain on own 

ands the right to determine whether or no you will consider 
those questions. 

If you want to avoid a vote, if you want to a. these ques- 
tions, ibly you had better vote to retain the rule as reported 
from the Committee on Rules; but if you want to have a fair and 
full discussion of these great questions in the House, if you waat 
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them brought before the House so that each member can express 
his views and cast his vote upon them, then you ought to vote 
for the pending amendments. Those amendments deprive you of 
no right, but simply retain in your hands rights which you ought 
to have, and which you should not surrender to the Committee on 
Rules. Many gentlemen who have not had experience in the 
House do not fully realize the effect of the rule as reported, but I 
am now giving warning, and I say to them, if you fail to put 
these amendments in the rule and Congress adjourns without ac- 
tion on currency and coinage and you go home to your constitu- 
ents and are asked, ‘‘What did you do with the currency and 
coinage questions?” and you reply, ‘*We had no chance to vote 
upon either,” say at the same time that by your own vote on this oc- 
casion, in making rules for the government of the House, you, 
with full knowledge, surrendered all power to the Committee on 
Rules, and thus deprived yourselves of the right to take any ac- 
tion upon either of those great questions. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENDERSON . lLyield now to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY]. a 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is simply aquestion of proper 
procedure in the transaction of the business of the House, and I re- 
gret to see that the gentleman from Georgia {Mr. Crisp], who has 
just sat down, has descended from the high judicial position which 
he occupied in the chair in the last Congress, and in descending has 
appealed to this House as though he were speaking from the stump. 

What is the method of procedure in all parliamentary bodies? 
What are the committees that are entitled in all such bodies to re- 

rt at any time and thus to have their reports considered imme- 

Fiately by the House to which the report is made? In every par- 
liamentary body in the United States of America, the only com- 
mittees entitled. to report at any time and to have their reports 
considered immediately when called up are those whose measures 
relate to raising revenue for the support of the government and 
appropriations therefor, those having jurisdiction of the rules, those 
dealing with the right of a member to his seat, and those having 
jurisdiction of the ordinary and necessary machinery for the trans- 
action of daily business. 

There is no State legislature in this country that gives to any 
committees the right to report at any time except committees that 
have to do with business that it is vital should be transacted in 
order that the government may be carried on. We have ex- 
tended this principle in past years, improperly, as it seems tome, in 
the House of Representatives. We have extended it to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands in certain cases. We have extended it to 
the Committeeon Pensions, purely from sentimental ideas: and we 
have extended it to one or two other committees. Inthe last Con- 
gress, under precisely such appeals as the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has made to us this morning, the House decided to set aside 
all the ordinary principles of procedure in parliamentary bodies 
and to extend to the Committee on Banking and Currency and 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures the right to 
report at any time, and to have their business considered. 

ow, I appeal to gentlemen of this House, especially to gentle- 
men on this side of the House, not to be misled by the kind of ap- 
peals which have been made here to-day, evidently not regardful 
of the proprieties of parliamentary procedure, but looking to cer- 
tain partisan ends. Let us not be misled by such appeals. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And let this side of the House 
understand just what the meaning of these appeals is. 

Now, I desire to pass from all those considerations and simply 
to say to all members of this House that the principles of parlia- 
mentary procedure demand that we should not enlarge the list of 
committees authorized to report at any time beyond the number 
so authorized in the Fifty-first Congress; and it would be well, if 
we could, to cut out three committees that were so authorized in 
the Fifty-first Congress—committees whose business is not neces- 
sary to the carrying on of the Government. But the rule, as re- 
ported by the Committee on Rules, does not propose to go back 
and dothat. We take this rule just as the Fifty-first Congress left 
it. And I again appeal tv gentlemen, especially on this side of the 
House, not to be misled by any such appeals as we have had this 
morning into violating those principles of parliamentary proce- 
dure which are necessary for the successful transaction of busi- 
ness in the House of Representatives. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. McMILLIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. Loup rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I will yield to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr, Loup], who, I understand, wants to put a question to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinGLey]. 

_Mr. LOUD. _I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine one ques- 
tion. As I understand, the right, as covered by the rule, to have 
a bill considered can never bring a bill toa conclusion on the floor 
of this Honse unless the Committee on Rules should bring in a 
rule re measure to a vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you mean tosay there may be filibustering 
to prevent the passage of a bill? ‘ 





Mr. LOUD. Is it not the fact that a bill may be debated for- 
ever, unless the Committee on Rules bring in a rile to farce the 
House to vote? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The moving of the previous question cuts off 
debate, at least until it is voted down. 

Mr. LOUD. But is it not a fact that during the last Congress 
a bill for the free coinage of silver was considered in the House, 
but never brought to a vote because the Committee on Rules did 
not bring in a rule torequire a vote? The idea I desire to present 


Mt 


is this: A measure can not be brought to a vote in this House sim- 
ply because of a rule giving the committee having it in charve the 
privilege of reporting it and having it considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course there may be filibustering to pr: 
vent a vote on any bill, even if it comes from a privileged com 
mittee. 

Mr.LOUD. Butcan you bring a bill toa vote without a special 
rule? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Generally we have no difficulty. Occasion- 
aily there is some difficulty when the measure is very strongly op- 
posed, 

Mr. LOUD. But can you bring a measure to a vote without a 
special rule? Without such a rule may it not be debated forever? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Allordinary business can be brought toa vote. 
There may be an occasional instance where it can not be done. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman is evading the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
DINGLEY] has just admitted that among the committees embraced 
in the list thatit is here proposed to make privileged are some which 
ought not to be made so. He says that one of those committees 
was given the privilege on the ground of ‘‘ pure sentiment.” Now, 
if he can afford, on ‘‘ pure sentiment,” to give one committee this 
privilege of reporting its measures and having them considered 
at any time, it seems to me that he might at least have warmed 
himself up to the point of giving the right to report and consider 
to the committees whose measures are of the utmost importance 
to the business of this country. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is it not a fact that the question of the coinage 
ratio was voted upon in the last Congress before any committee 
was appointed? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir;I believe so. There was a vote on 
one of the silver bills before the committee had organized, I be- 
lieve. And the votes embraced propositions to coin silver at the 
present ratio of 16 to 1, and to coin at the ratio of 17 to 1 and 18 to 


i. All this was done before the committees were appointed. 

Mr. Speaker, there are three classes of business which may be 
justly said to be of the utmost importance to the American peo- 
ple. First, the question how and how much the people shall be 
taxed is important. Such questions go to the Ways and Means 
Committee, and that committee has the right to report at any 
time. Secondly, what shall be done with the money that is raised 
by taxation is important. That is referred to the several Com 
mittees on Appropriations, and they have leave to report at any 
time. 

Now, if they are important, how transcendently important is 


that question, Mr. Speaker, which involves the subject of how 
much money shall exist in this country to pay both taxes and ap- 
propriations, and what kind it shall be? Iwill touch on the merits 


of the questions to be considered, as the gentleman from Maine 
has spoken on the question of the importance of the subject. Ido 
not believe that there is a member in this House who is satisfiv 
in toto, with the currency system of the people of the United Stat 
as it exists at this time. If there is any one thing that our recent 


disturbances have proven beyond all question, it is the fact that 
our banking system is not sufficient to adjust itself to a sudden 
panicky emergency which may arise at any time. Shall we have 


more or less bank circulation? Shall we repeal the 10 per cent tax 
on State banks? 

These great questions are necessarily, under the rules, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and questions affect- 
ing our coinage, the weights of our coins, whether we shall coin 
silver, and kindred questions, are referred to the Commit on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. I beg gentlemen to remember 
a fact which none will deny, that this question of currency and 
our banking laws has assumed an importance during the last third 
of a century that it never attained in Congress before in the en 
tire history of this Government, and because of the fact that we 
have changed, in toto, our bankingsystem. Originally the States 
dealt with the questions—the States through their legislatures 
determined the nature, within certain limits, of the currency which 
circulated among their people. They chartered banks. These 
banks issued circulating notes. But this Congress, exercising its 
authority, not for raising revenue, not for collecting taxes, but as 
a war measure, to make a place for greenbacks and national- 
bank notes, imposed a 10 per cent tax on State-bank circulation, 
and bas virtually crushed out all of the rights of the State legis- 
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latures to deal with the subject or provide currency for their 
le. 

ee very power that the Constitution originally attached to a State 
and the State legislature on this subject has been thus taken from 
them and transferred here, It was wrong, but it has been done. 
I know of no question more vital to our people than that which 
determines what their banking system shall be, what their cur- 
rency shall consist of, and what character of coin shall circulate 
among them. This is very vital, Mr. Speaker, when we consider 
that half a billion in Federal taxes is annually gathered from all 
parts of this land. 

It is well to remember also that we have in actual circulation, 
outside of our reserves, only between $1,500,000,000 and $1,600,- 
000,000. One-third of that amount is handled by the Federal tax- 
gatherers every year; a half a billion of it goes through the hands 
of the State, ee and municipal taxgatherers, leaving but 
about half a billion dollars untouched by our taxgatherers to meet 
the wants, the commerce, and the ncaa Mg our people. And 
will gentlemen here now deliberately say that a question so great 
as that, a question so vital and far-reaching in all its ramifications 
and results, a question that rises in importance second only to 
that of taxation itself, shall not be considered at the same time 
and with equal privileges that it permits to the consideration of 
an appropriation bill of $20,000,000 of money for the improvement 
of rivers or harbors or $140,000,000 for pensions? 

I do not propose to discuss this question from a partisan stand- 
point. It isa question of such importance to the American people 
that it should not be dealt with in any such spirit, and so I a 
to you, representatives of the people from all parts of this land, to 
give some chance to these committees that deal with the currency 
of the country to enable them to get a hearing on this floor. Give 
a chance to have the 10 per cent tax on State banks repealed. 
Give an opportunity to have our silver coined. Enable us to give 
some relief toasuffering people. For I say to you now that if this 
permission is not embodied in the rules, if privilege is not 
granted to these committees at this time, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures had just as well attempt 
to swim up the rapids of Niagara as to get their bills considered 
on this floor after they are reported from the committee. And 
the same thing is true with reference to measures reported from 
some other committees. So, gentlemen, you whorepresent regions 
of country which are interested in coinage, take note of that fact. 
You who want to relieve present stringency had better support 
these amendments. 

Sir, it does not follow by any means that the granting of this 
privilege to these committees will deprive other committees of 

eir privileges. Notatall. That is not a su tion to be con- 
sidered now. But you propose to give these other committees a 
fighting chance on their measures, and yet at the same time you 
deprive this great Committee on Banking and Currency, and the 
one on Coinage, of a like privilege. The question then is, will this 
House give to these committees a reasonable opportunity to deal 
with the important questions presented to them? For myself, I 
am now, as I have ever been, for the greatest liberty in dealing 
with these important public matters, havin rfect confidence in 
the good sense of the American people and their representatives. 
If freedom of speech, freedom of amendments, f om of action, 
and calm deliberation shall be given on this floor, their patriotism 
may be relied upon to take care of the American Union and of its 
vast and vital interests. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. pees. I desire to offer a substitute for 
the amendment presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of Rule XI, reported from the Committee on Rules, the words 
“Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills relating to the improvement of 
rivers and bors." 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my substitute is in line with 
some arguments presented on this floor in regard to the privileged 
committees. It has been claimed here that only those committees 
should be privileged under our rules whose bills have reference to 
the general business interests of the people or to the business of this 
House. We find among the privile committees, however, the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, whose bills, although privi- 
leged, may have reference to some small or unimportant improve- 
ment in the remote parts of the country and not of interest at all 
to the people at large. I believe that the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures and the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency should have this ——- over other committees, such as I 
have named, in view of the fact that they are dealing with the 
business interests of the country; they are charged with matters 
which relate to every individual citizen of these United States; 
and if they are not entitled to the privilege of reporting at any 
time, a committee that is in charge of measures that may be 
entirely unimportant ought not to be accorded that privilege. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will allow me, I merel 
want to suggest to him that this amendment about rivers an 


harbors is entirely unnecessary. That bill generally goes through 
of its own ee 
- Mr. MONDELL. I did not understand the remark of the gen- 

eman. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman who has just spoken, and will support the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaiLey] 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER]. In addition to what I have already said, I desire to 
send to the Clerk’s desk some remarks that were delivered by the 
gentleman from I!inois [Mr. CANNON] when this same proposition 
was made to amend the rulesof thelast House. If gentlemenof the 
majority will hear the reasons given by him at that time they will 
get an answer to what he has said to-day, and I submit that his 
words should now be —_—- to his side of the House as he sought 
to apply them to this side then, I ask the Clerk to read the para- 
graph which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. 8 er, I am heartily in pretty with the 

amendment offered 7 By co e (Mr. Springer]. am in sympathy 

with it for the reason that now our friends on the other side of the House are 

not only in power here and in the Senate, but they also have the Presidency, 

and the responsibility for legislation rests upon them. The time has come 

when they can no longer fold their hands and say, ** No, no.” And this is es- 
vially true in this matter of the currency. 

If justice is to be done to the business interests of the country, to the in- 
dustrial interests, in fact, to all the interests of the country, the time has come 
when he ntlemen must either take the financial system that you find and 
adopt it without amendment, or must take it and amend and improve it; or, 
if that is not agreeable to your policy, must wipe it out and put some better 
or worse system upon the statute book. e country demands a policy in 
this matter of the currency. Therefore, I repeat, Iam in harmony with my 
colleague’s amendment. @ committee of which he has the honor to be 
chairman should be given the power to report at any time, that power car- 
rying with it the right to insist upon consideration of the measures reported. 
I shall vote for the amendment. 


i hter andapplause.] — 

r. McRAE. In the mutations of politics the majority has 
become the minority, and the advice that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] gave to us two years ago I now commend to 
him. I will say, however, in justice to my friend, that notwith- 
standing he made the speech which has been accredited to him he 
is recorded as having voted against the amendment, and if he will 
vote against his own reasoning now as he did then I will not com- 
plain. The suggestion that he made as to the importance of the 
subjects then was so well received as to influence, or at least to 
aid in influencing, a very large majority of that Congress to adopt 
the amendment. The country does want the currency and coin- 
age laws of this country reformed. The wore have demanded 
it. They demanded it of the Democrats. e failed and we have 
received our rebuke. If you fail you will receive yours. Those 
of you who want coinage and currency legislation should remem- 
ber that now is your time to protect "ye right to consideration. 

Suppose an amendment to the bond bill passes the Senate and 
comes back to this House providing for free coinage, and that 
amendment is smothered in the committee, as the gentleman from 
Georgia has told you it can be, then do not say that you did not 
have fair warning. The proposition is a plain and fair one. Let 
us then come u ldly and squarely and meet this issue courage- 
ously. If the House wants to consider these questions, give the 
committee the right to report what they may mature for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr.S er 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of or- 
der. I submit that what is called the substitute is not in order. 
It is an entirely ——— proposition, relating to a different 
part of the rule. It does not substitute or dispose of the propo- 
sition in the amendment, or the amendment to the amendment. 
We have two amendments pending, and this is a proposition 
which, although it is called a substitute, really seeks to strike out 
an entirely different committee, having no connection with the 
same subject. I submit that it is out of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. The point of order comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida is right, but no 
point of order was made. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 58 er, Is t that if the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRar] would more frequently take u 
some of my old hes and read them, possibly they might she 
more light than his speech made at the present time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. . Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. No, not just now. I am speaking about the 
gentieman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar]. I have examined the 
extract from the Recorp which the gentleman from Arkansas 
had read. It seems that during the last Congress, when the 
President of the United States was Democratic, when this House 
was Democratic, and the Senate was Democratic, when for twenty 
years, almost, they had been ——s before the country for 
power, promising all to all men touching the currency and 
touching the revenues, at last, when they came into full sows. my 
then colleague [Mr. Springer], who always shone in this House 
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j in the storm, was at the head of the Committee on 
ae Currency, and desired to have his committee, under 
those conditions, given leave to report at any time. They were 
differently situated from what the Republicans are now, and there- 
fore were anxious to try to keep their promises, and appealed for 
this special power. Out of good feeling to Brother Springer and 
wanting to see you Democrats in the last Congress run and glo- 
rify, I suppose I must have made those remarks. [Laughter. } 

‘A Memper. But the gentleman did not assign the reason he 

j iven. 
he DI GLEY. And the a voted right. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says I voted right. I shall 
always be glad if Lvoteright. I have noticed in my experience at 
the bar oan in legislative bodies that the action is many times bet- 
ter than the talking. I am now of the opinion, with only partial 
power in Congress, that a Republican House will get better results 
and do more good legislation b readopting the rule of the Fifty- 
first Congress touching the orderly consideration of business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment proposed by the 
The question was taken; and 


noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BAILEY. Division. I 

save the time in taking a division. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 

not voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 
ott, Denny, Maddox, Sayers, 
Apion: Dinsmore, Maguire, Shafroth, 
Allen, Utah Dockery, McClellan, Shaw, 
Anderson, Doolittle, McClure, Shuford, 
Andrews, Downing, McCulloch, Sparkman, 
Bailey, Ellett, Va. oe, anaee, 

. Erdman, cEwan, rait, 
poker’ or Fairchild McLachlan, Strode, Nebr. 
Bartlett, Ga. Hainer, Nebr. McLaurin, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Hall, MeMillin, Swanson, 
Bell, Colo. Harrison, McRae, Talbert, 
Black, Ga. Hart, —— — y; 
Boatner, Hartman, eyer, ate, 
Sewers, ee mae any . 
Broderick, ermann, ilnes, racewell, 
Catebingn. Howard, Miner, N. Y. Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, Hutcheson, Mondell, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Johnson, Cal. Neill, Tyler, 

Cobb, Ala. 7a, oem won weed 
Cobb, Mo. em tey, alker, Mass. 
Cockrell, Kendall, Owens, Walsh, 
Connolly, Kyle, Patterson, Washington, 
Cooper, Fla. Latimer, Pearson, Williams, 
Cowen, Lawson, Pendleton, Wilson, Idaho 
Cox, Lester, Price, Wilson, S.C. 
Orisp Linney, Richardson, Woodard, 
Crowley, Little, Robbins, Yoakum. 
Cummings Livingston, Robertson, La. 
De Armond, Lockhart, Russell, Ga. 
NAYS—181. 
Adams, Dingley, Jenkins, Ray, 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Reeves, 
Apsley, Dovener, Johnson,N.Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Pa. Draper, Joy, Royse, 
Arnold, R. I. Eddy, Kerr, Sauerhering, 
Atwood, Elliott, 8. C. Kiefer, Shannon, 
Avery, at Kirkpatrick, sperteae, 
; 8, nox, Simpkins, 
peter, Md. vento, Kulp, Snover, 
rham, ischer, Lacey, outhard 
ey Fletcher, Leighty, Spalding, ; 
Barrett, Foote, Leisenring, Sperry, 
Bennett, Fowler, Leo’ & Stahle, 
Bing 5 cae — soe. 
op. ardner, ng, Ste . 
Black, N.Y Gibson Lorimer, Stewart, N.J. 
lue, Gillet, N. ¥ Loud, Stewart, Wis. 
Boutelle, raff, Loudenslager, Stone, C. W. 
— Griffin, Mahany. Stone, W. A. 
Bromwell, Griswold, McCall, Mass. Strong, 
oy — ctl, ae punowey, 
leary, Minn. aft, 
| Grow, Meiklejobin, Fe ge 
. r, ercer. ‘ayler, 
Burrell, terman, Miller, Kans. Thomas, 
ss a x Hardy: eee a. Towne, 
’ or, Vy 
derhead, Harmer, oody Treloar 
teh, , , 
Chickering, Heatwole, Mozley E vee 4 i 
Clark, Iowa Hemenway, Murphy, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, oonan, Walker, Va. 
Cod i Henry, Conn. Northway, Wanger, 
Gooke Ti ae. Otjen Watson’ 
» dil. urn, en, atson, Ind. 
r, Wis. Hit, Overstreet, Wetoon, Ohio 
er, ellington, 
—  —. we 
. r 
Crowther, : 
Curtis, lowa Howell Poa Wileon oi iS 
Curtis, ubbard, tne Wood, 
NY. Hulick, cole Wright. 
Daniels, Hull freee 
Dayton, H y, oh? 





entieman from Texas. 
the Speaker announced that the 


I demand the yeas and nays; it will 
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Acheson, Evans, Mahon, Skinner, 
Allen, Miss. Fitzgerald, Marsh, Smith, Lil. 
Bankhead, Foss, McCormick, Smith, Mich, 
Bartholdt, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Sorg, 
Beach, Hadley, McKenney, Southwick, 
Belknap, Harris, Milliken, Stallings, 
Bell, Tex. Heiner, Pa. Money, Stokes, 
Berry, Hicks, Moses, Sulzer, 
Buck, Hilborn, Newlands, Tucker, 
Colson, Huff, uigg, Wheeler, 
Cook, Wis. Hunter, Raney, White, 
Cooper, Tex. Hyde, Reyburn, Woodman, 
Crump, Layton, Rusk, Woomer. 
Culberson, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 

Danford, Lewis, Scranton, 

De Witt, Low, Settle, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Mosgs. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. Layton. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

Mr. WoomER with Mr. TucKER. 

Mr. Harris with Mr. Money. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. STALLINGS. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. Bet of Texas. 

For this day: 

Mr. Crump with Mr. SuLZER. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [{Mr. 
Hype] be excused from voting. He has been sick for a week and 
confined to his room. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
that this House has the right to be dealt with with entire frank- 
ness by the Committee on Rules, and by the chairmen of the’ 
various committees who are included in this right to ‘report at 
any time.” I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, as I have no right to 
doubt, their entire frankness of purpose in the remarks they made 
to this House; but I think, furthermore, that I have the right to 
say that they have failed to make the impression on this House 
that they should have made in the remarks they have addressed 
to it. We are told that this is a matter of procedure. Certainly 
it is a matter of procedure; but it is a matter of a very peculiar 
procedure. We are told that only business of vital importance 
ought to have the right of presentation to this House at any time 
through the committees charged with such business. Further- 
more, we are told that some of the committees included in the 
list were so included because of sentiment. 

Now, I would like to ask you, Mr. Speaker, and through you ask 
this House, what there is in the matter of legislation of great and 
vital importance that needs sudden consideration with reference 
to matters with which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors are 
charged, and what sentiment induced the committee to include 
with the other committees the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
in granting it this privilege to report at any time? Will the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy], with his peculiar frankness, 
tell us what feeling of sentiment and what matter of hurry and 
of vital importance induced him to justify the report of the com- 
mittee including Rivers and Harbors in this wale and excluding 
the Committee on Banking and Currency? However constituted, 
whoever may be members of it, what they have done themselves, 
and in what they have done heretofore in this House to commend 
them to this House, it is a striking commentary upon the Speaker 
of the House in constituting that committee that the Committee 
on Rules excluded it from its former place. 

Again, why do they exclude the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, just constituted by the Speaker, having, it is said, 
10 members upon it who agree with the views of the Speaker. 
Again, as we have given the Committee on Rules absolute power 
to take any question out of this House before it has had any dis- 
cussion at all, or at any point in its {discussion, what harm can 
there be in includinga committee—or two committees, I may say— 
that the country is now looking to for most important action and 
legislation on the subjects now before it. Then, again, I would 
like to ask of this committee what there is about the business of 
the Committee on Public Lands that is of such sudden and vital 
importance that it should have this right, to the exclusion of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and what sentimental con- 
sideration induced the Committee on Rules to include the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands in this rule to the exclusion of the two 
committees they have taken out of it? 
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Again, take the Committee on Territories. What, I ask, is the 
sudden exigency of the business referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, or what sentimental considerations are there which should 
induce the Committee on Rules to include that committee in its 
report? Next comes the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Yes; the 

JXonmittee on Invalid Pensions ought to have precedence, and I 
am willing that it shall have preference if it is necessary; but, as 
everyone knows, this House never has hesitated to grant to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions a hearing, in season or out of sea- 
son, and if there is any committee in this House that really does 
not need the protection of a rule such as this, it is the Committée 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, this question: Upon the idea that the committee is not to 
have the privilege of reporting its measures at any time, what 
does your committee amount to? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. ae, I will say to 
the gentleman that I think this House will decide that question, 
and [ am now trying to convince the members of the House that 
they should decide it properly, and in favor of the motion to in- 
clude the Banking and Currency Committee to report at any time. 

Mr. COX. One word more, Mr. Speaker. I willsay to the gen- 
tleman that he will never convince this House the way he is going 
on, and, further, I tell him that his Committee on ing and 
Currency is a cipher in this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, let me say, in 
reply to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY}, that the rules 
provide what the procedure of this House shall be. Certainly 
they do, and either all these committees, with the exceptionof three 
or four, should be taken out of this rule, or else the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and the Committee on Coinage should be 
included in it. After the vote is taken upon this amendment I 
shall therefore move that all these other committees be taken out 
of this rule except the Committee on Rules, the Committee on 
Elections, the Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, and the Committee on Printing. If the Committee 
on Banking and Currency is not to have the same privileges in this 
House as other committees included in this rule, many of them 
far inferior to it in importance, then I claim that those commit- 
tees ought not to be included, for certainly there is no gentleman 
here who will say that the business with which they have to deal 
is of more importance than that which is dealt with by the Com- 
mitiee on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take more than a 
moment of the time of the House. As a member of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, I wish to say that if this rule which 
is reported from the Committee on Rules should be adopted there 
can be no question as to one result. That result 1 be that 
whatever time the members of the committee may devote to the 
consideration of measures of legislation will be wasted and their 
labor will amount to nothing. If this amendment which is of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], our 
chairman, is adopted we may probably work out pee pee re- 
sults, but if the committee is to be set back as indica by the 
report of the Committee on Rules, I do not think it is worth the 
cost or trouble of printing its name inthe Recorp. [Laughter.] 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Strike out of Rule XI the following words: “ The Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors." 

The substitute was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. WALKER of 
Massachusetts, it was again read, as follows: 

Insert, after the words “rivers and harbors,” the words “ Committeo on 
Banking and Currency, bills relating to banking and currency.” 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 159, 
not voting 82; as follows: 
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McDearmon, Otey, Shuford, Turner, Va. 
McEwan, ens, Simpkins, Tyler, 
McLachlan, Patterson, Sparkman, Underwood, 
McLaurin, Pearson, Spencer, Van Voorhis, 
McMillin, Pendleton, Strait, Walker, Mass. 
McRae, Price, Strode, Nebr. Walsh, 
Meredith, Richardson, Strowd, N.C. Washington, 
Meyer, Robbins, Swanson, Williams, 
Miles, Robertson, La Talbert, Wilson, S.C. 
Miner, N. Y. Russell, Ga. Tate, Woodard, 
Moody, Sayers, Terry, Wright, 
Neill, Shannon, Tracewell, Yoakum. 
Ogden, Shaw, Turner, Ga. 
NAYS—19. 

Adams, Dolliver, Joy, Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Draper, Kerr, Royse, 
Apsley, Eddy, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Arnold, Pa. Faris, Kirkpatrick, Sauerhering, 
Arnold, R.L Fenton, Knox, Sherman, 
Avery, Fischer, Kulp, Smith, Il. 
Babcock Foote, Lacey, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Ma. Fowler, Leighty, Snover, 
Barney, Gamble, Leisenring, Southard, 
Barrett, Gibson Leonard, Spalding, 
Bennett, Gillet, N. ¥. Linton, ath 
Bingham, Graff, Long, Stahle, 
Bishop, Griffin, Lorimer, Steele, 
Blue, Griswold, Loud, Stephenson, 
Brewster, Grosvenor, Loudenslager, Stewart, N. J. 
Broderick, Grow, Mahany. Stewart, Wis. 
Bromwell, Hager, McCall, Tenn. Stone, C. W. 
Brown, Halterman, McClure, Stone, W. A. 
Burrell, Hanly, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burton, Ohio Harmer, Miller, Kans. Taft, 
Calderhead, Hatch, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Cannon, Hemenway, Minor, Wis. Tayler, 
Chickering, Henderson, Morse, Towne, 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn. Mozley, Tracey, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Ind. Murphy, Treloar, 
Codding, Hepburn, Noonan, Updegraff. 
Coffin, Hitt, Odell, Wadsworth, 
Cooke, Ill. Hooker, Otjen, Walker, Va. 
Corliss, Hopkins, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cousins, Howe, Parker, Warner, 
Crowther, Howell, Perkins, Watson, Ind. 
Curtis, lowa Hubbard, Pickler, Watson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Pitney, Wellington, 
Curtis, N. Y. Huling, Poole, Wilber, 
Dalzell, Hull, Powers, Willis, 
Daniels, Hurley, Prince, Wilson, Ohio 
Dayton, Jenkins, Pugh, Wood, 
De Witt, Johnson, Ind. ay, Woodman. 
Dingley, Johnson, N.Dak. Reeves, 

NOT VOTING—82. 
Acheson, Cummings, Layton, Reyburn, 
Aldrich Danford, Lefever, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Dovener, Lewis, Scranton, 
Anderson, Evans, Lockhart, Settle, 
Atwood, Fitzgerald, Low, Shafroth, 
Bankhead, Fletcher, Marsh, Skinner, 
Barham Foss, McCall, Mass. Sorg, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
Beach, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Stallings, 
Belknap, Grout, McKenney, Stokes, 
Black, N.Y. Hadley, Milliken, Sulzer, 
Boutelle, Harris, Milnes, Tarsney, 
Brumm, Heatwole, Mondeil, Thomas, 
Buck, Heiner, Pa. Money, Tucker, 
Bull, Hermann, Moses, Wheeler, 
Colson, Hicks, Newlands, White, 
Connolly, Hilborn, Northway, Wilson, Idaho 
Cook, Wis. Huff, Payne, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Phillips, Woomer. 
Crump, Hyde, Quiss, 
Culberson, Kendall, aney, 


So the amendment was rejected. ’ s 
Mr. Payne and Mr. TARSNEY were announced as paired on this 


vote. 


Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Speaker, I was not present during the 
roll call, but I desire to vote ‘‘ no.” 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the gentleman 


can not vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no other amendment to be offered 
to Rule XI, the Clerk will read the next amendment reported 
from the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 58 of Rule XI (old section 52) by inserting, after the word 
“committee,” the words “ except the Committee on Rules "’; so that the sec- 
tion will read as follows: : 

“58, No committee, except, the Committee on Rules, shall sit during the 
sitting of the House without special leave.” 





YEAS—115. 

Abbott, OClardy, Doolittle, Johnson, Cal. 
Allen, Utah Clarke, Ala. Downing, Jones, 
Andrews, Cobb, Ala. Ellett, Va. Kem, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Elliott, 8. C. Kyle, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell, Ellis, Latimer, 
Baker, N. H. Cooper, Fla. Fairchild, Lawson, 
Bartlett, Ga. Cooper, Wis. Erdman, r, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Cowen, Hainer, Nebr. Linney, 
Bell, Colo, Cox, Hall, Little, 
Boll, Tex. Crain, Li 
Biack'G Growl ete eae 

tk, Ga. ' Crowley, . 
Boatner, De Armond, Hendrick, —_ 
Bowers, Denny, Hill, McClellan, 
Brosius, Dinsmore, Howard, McCormick, 
Catchings, Dockery, Hutcheson, McCulloch, 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In Rule XII, after ‘‘ Mines and Mining,” insert “and two on Territories”; 
so that the rule shall read: 
“Rue XII. 


“ DELEGATES. 


“The Speaker shall appoint from among the Delegatesone additional mem- 
ber on each of the following committees, viz: Coinage, Weights, and_Meas- 
ures; Agriculture; Military Affairs; Post-Office and Post-Roads; Public Lands, 
Indian Affairs; Private Land Claims, and Mines and Mining; and two on Ter- 
ritories: and they shall possess in their respective committees the same 
powers —_ privileges as in the House, and may make any motion except to 
reconsider.” 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the effect of that is solely to 
put two Delegates on the Committee on Territories where under 
the present rule there is but one. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of Rule XIV the following: ‘ Neither shall any person be 
allowed to smoke upon the floor of the House at any time.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Iowa will explain the full extent to which he intends that amend- 
ment to go. I believe I understand it myself, but I think it would 
be well that he should explain it so that the officers of the House 
and members may understand just what is contemplated by this 
amendment. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. I did not hear the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This is an amendment of very great im- 
portance and one which I very heartily indorse; but I suggest to 
my friend from Iowa that he explain to the House the full sig- 
nificance of the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I suppose from the manifestation of ap- 
plause on the part of the House that this provision is thoroughly 
appreciated. t will state, however, in compliance with my friend’s 
request, the effect of the provision. Under the present rule smok- 
ing is prohibited only during the sessions of the House and on the 
floor of the House—within this Hall, Under the amendment re- 





ported from the committee smoking is never to be allowed before | 


or after the sessions in this Hall. It is absolutely prohibited here. 

Many Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The cloakroom is not a partof the House, 
as I understand. é ; 

The theory of the committee in making this recommendation 
was briefly this: It is well known that many ladies are compelled 
to leave the galleries of this House because of the impure air re- 
sulting from the practice of smoking. This evil is not averted by 
discontinuing smoking during the sessions of the House if it goes 
on upon this floor one, two, or three hours before the gavel falls 
for the commencement of business. The committee believe that 
at all times the air of this Legislative Hall should be exempt from 
the polluting influence of tobacco in this form, so that the Ameri- 
can citizen desiring to look down upon Congress from our galleries 
may do so without suffering the contaminating effects of tobacco 
smoke. [Applause. | 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I believe that since I have had 
a seat in this body members have been killed not alone because of 
the prey eg, g ie of tobacco, but generally because of the im- 
pure air in this Hall. I think this provision will be a great step 
toward the preservation of the health of members of this body. 
[Cries of ** Vote!” ‘* Vote!”} 

The question being taken, the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee was agreed to. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Was it 
the agreement that after the amendments of the committee had 
been disposed of the other sections of the same rule should be 
subject to amendment? I have an amendment I desire to offer to 
clause 1, Rule XTV. 

Mr. HENDERSON. As I understand the order of proceeding, 
we are first to dispose of the committee amendments, after which 
any amendments may be offered by any member to the pending 
rule or any section of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. As Iunderstand, there was one amendment of 
the committee to Rule XIV (in clause 3) which has been agreed to. 
Now, I desire to offer an amendment to clause 1 of the same rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is right. 

_ Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will state my amendment. It 
is to insert after the word ‘‘ Speaker” the words ‘‘and shall be 
recognized,” striking out the words ‘‘on being ”; so that the clause 
will read: 

When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House he 


shall rise and respectfully address himself to ‘Mr. Speaker,” and shall be 
place on the floor or from 


soccgmaaed, and may address 

the Clerk's desk nd shall pees liom he question under debate, 
avoiding personalities. 

_ Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, Rule XIV, clause 1,is the most 
important — which this House will act. I believe the rule as 
it stands to be wrong; to be grossly violative of the Constitution 
of the United States; tobe a perversion of the power that is vested 
in the membership of this House by the surrender of it to the 
Speaker of the House. If there is any one proposition of the Con- 
stitution that is well established it is theabsolute equality of con- 
stituencies and of the representatives of constituencies on this 
floor. Here each member is the equal of every other member in 
the Poa once of the Constitution. Here every member has 
the right of every other member; here every constituency has the 
same right to be heard at all times and uponall questions through 
its selected representative. This rule of ours surrenders that 
right and puts into the handsof the Speaker the power arbitrarily 
to silence a constituency during the existence of an entire Con- 
pene In other words, my constituents can be heard only when 
t meets the pleasure of the Speaker that they should be. 
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In the remarks I now make I am not saying aught to impuen 
the fairness, or the kindliness, or the sense of justice of the hon- 
ored gentleman who presides over this House. As the rule is now 
we throw upon him the great burden and responsibility of recog- 
nition. We compel him to choose what members shall speak and 
what constituencies shall not be heard. I propose by the change 
I have suggested to relieve him of that responsibility, and to make 
it his duty to recognize a member who, in respectful attitude, 
addresses him. Mr. Speaker, the authority does not belong to us 
as members to surrender this right. Our constituents are clothed 

| by the Constitution with power—the power to be heard, the power 

to deliver or have delivered their messages to this House, and we 
as their representatives have no right, in my humble judgment, 
to deprive them of this power by its surrender. 

It has been suggested to me by gentlemen with whom I have 
discussed this matter that the Speaker can not do the business of 
the House unless he is intrusted with this power. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, we are a reasonable people, and, I take it, we will ask no 
more of the Speaker than we make it possible for him to perform. 

sesides, allow me to suggest that that expression embodies an 
idea entirely at war with the true one. This is a deliberative 
body. Business here is to be done by the people’s representatives, 
| and not by the Speaker. I heard it suggested once as coming from 
the Speaker that there would be no debate upon a certain question, 
because this was ‘‘ not a debating school.” Ah, Mr. Speaker, there 
is getting abroad too much of the idea of the schoolmaster in the 

Speaker’s chair. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I believe it 

is time to call a halt on that, and to relieve the Speaker of this 

grave responsibility—to make this House again a deliberative body. 

Gentlemen suggest that if this change is made in the rules there 
will be great confusion, as well as great delay. Idoubtit. If the 
right to be heard should be abused, with the ample power already 
vested in the Committee on Rules how easy it would be to check 
the abuse. We need not fear that. 

I remember trying to call the attention of this House to the 
matter some time ago—two years ago. Then thesuggestion did not 
meet a response from many men who later on said to me, after they 
had witnessed the practical workings of the rule—after they had 
seen a kind and amiable and courteous Speaker, when men were 
clamoring for recognition, coolly ask, ‘‘ for what purpose does the 
gentleman rise,” on other occasions refusing to recognize a mem- 
ber until a message could be sent by a page to some derelict 
member and a suggestion made to such a one thatif he sought 
the floor he would be recognized to the exclusion of those already 
on the floor and with equal rights to him demanding to be heard; 
after gentlemen had witnessed spectacles of this kind, after they 
had seen how little worth were the rights of membership, they 
said to me that they would have been glad to have an opportunity 
to adopt such a rule as would relieve the Speaker of this difficulty 
and put upon him an obligation to recognize that person upon 
whom his eye first rested. 
| Mr. Speaker, this is not an innovation. The innovation is on 
the other side. Up to the Forty-sixth Congress the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives was required to recognize the mem- 
ber upon whom his eye first rested. Then the rule was changed 
and the language of the present rule adopted. The words ‘and 
on being recognized,” have been construed as giving the Speaker 
the power to refuse recognition on this floor and to thwart the 
purposes of the Constitution, to defeat the equality of members, 
and the rights of constituencies, and whatever abuses have sprung 
from that condition of affairs have grown out of this construc- 
tion of this rule. 








I hold in my hand an admirable authority on parliamentary pro- 
cedure, 

Several MEMBERS. Who is the author? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is by the Hon. THomas B. ReEp. [Ap- 
plause.| It bears date 1894, a date intermediate between the enc- 
ing of the Fifty-first Congress and the beginning of the Fifty-fourth, 
when there was nothing but a record of the scenes in this branch 
of the lawmaking power to influence in any way the opinions of 
its writer. He says, on page 157: 





In the United States House of Representatives the recognition by the 
Speaker is never questioned. This is right,for any other course would \ 
itably lead to confusion. Butif a member rises he will, of course, be recog- 
nizeu, 


I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that the last sentence is a part 
of the parliamentary law universal everywhere save in this Cham- 
ber—everywhere. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, certain gentlemen have suggested opposition to 
the proposed amendment because of the confusion that would 
ariseif the determination of the Speaker were not final with refer- 
ence to the question of recognition. But gentlemen must bear in 
mind that the rule I have suggested does not affect this question 
at all. Iam content that the determination of the Speaker shall 
be final in that regard. I am not asking that an appeal should be 
had, although it is true that in that deliberative body from which 
we have borrowed largely our form of procedure an appeal is per- 
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mitted fron: the decision of the speaker with reference to recogni- 


ticns. Ido not ask for that. 1 think the Speaker should have 
thy power finally to determine, but I think it wise for us to say 
how he should determine it, or what our prerogatives are on this 
floor. As the matter now stands, we throw the responsibility 
solely on him, which in effect enables him to settle this matter as 
he chooses; that A, B, C, or D shall have a right to the floor; that 
others shall not have. 

Now, the rule, as I would have it, simply requires that when a 
member of this House, invested with the same rights as every 
other member, sent here to aid in deliberation, from a constitu- 
ency that has the same rights as any other constituency, who in 
a respectful manner rises and addresses himself, ‘‘Mr. Speaker,” 
when no one else seeks the floor, and when he is the first to thus 
address the Speaker, my rule requires that under such circum- 
stances the Speaker shall recognize him. I believe it is right that 
it ought to be done. (Agmesee) : 

Mr. HENDERSON. r. Speaker, this is an astounding proposi- 
tion, and merits the careful consideration of this body. I concede 
that the power lodged with the ae officer of this legislative 
body is a very great power, but I fail to see wherein my colleague 
points outa remedy, His amendment certainly does not. 

Now, let us see what is the underlying principle of this whole 
question. Carried to its ultimate conclusion, the amendment of 
my colleague will give the right to each one of the 856 members 
of this House to be recognized and to be heard on - question. 

In the very nature of things every member of this House could 
not be heard upon every question. any member of this 
House, including my colleague, deny that proposition? If it is not 
possible for the 356 members to be heard on every question, then 
on his reasoning we defy the constitutional right of each member. 
If that curtails our — and privileges as Representatives, then 
every rule that takes the right from the individual Representative 

be recognized, have a bill read, have it considered, debated, 
and acted upon at the time, is a violation of his constitutional 
rights. The creation of committees which meet around these halls 
and corridors, where bills must first be matured, considered, and 
reported, isan interference with the member’s constitutional rights. 

ow, let us look at it from another standpoint. The Speaker, 
in the exercise of his sound judgment, by an unwritten law of 
this House, recognizes the members of the committees reporting 
bills before other members are recognized for debate. A commit- 
tee brings in a bill of great importance that they have considered 
in committee for a ren we Aan which they have heard the argu- 
ments of experts, where h of tments and bureaus have 
been before them to give them light and information, and yet 
agility and a tremendous voice may defeat a single member of 
that committee from ever being heard upon the bill which they 
have reported. Does my colleague seriously commend that to 
the House of Representatives? 

Under the unwritten law, pursued by seaty Speaker, themembers 
of the committee first come hereto be heard. They come charged 
with knowledge that therestof us have not. It would be a pretty 
state of Se ae if the first fellow who could get 
his voice and figure ore the Speaker could take an hour, and 
then another take an hour, and this House never have the benefit 
of the instruction and information which the members of the com- 
mittee have possessed themselves of by diligence and by days and 
months of study. 

Now, we are told that this was an innovation in the Forty-sixth 
Congress. This matter is sprung upon me. I have not had the 
time to give it the investigation which my colleague has given it; 
but I notice, turning to our rules, on page 501, first session Fifty- 
third Congress, a report made by Mr. Garfield in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, in which it is said: 

With the exception of the last clause of Rule CXIII, which was adopted in 
1805, these rules have remained unchanged for twenty years. 


This is where they brought in the rule on this very subject: 


When any member is about to in debate, or deliver any matter to the 
Fours. he shall rise from his seat and respectfully address to “ Mr. 
er.” 


Mr. Garfield on in his report—— 
Mr. HEPBURN Have you read all of that rule? 
Mr. HENDERSON. Iam reading it now. Mr. Garfield goes 
On in his report: 
- the nature of the case discretion must be lodged with the presiding 
oer, 


on cree. If my colleage will permit me, did he read 
e rule 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have read that of the rule which 
calls forth the report, and which is given here on this page. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that rule Mr, Garfield approves of, and 
in that rule we do not find the language which I condemn. 

Mr. HENDERSON. He does not quote the whole of it, but he 
is introducing that subject, as the report will show. This dis- 


cussion which he gives here will show exactly what his interpre- 
tation was of the question. He says: 

In the nature of the case discretion must be lodged with the pres‘ding 
officer, and no fixed and arbitrary order of recognition can be wieely pro- 
vided for in advance; and the committee are of the opinion that these rules 
should not be c i 

e practice of making the list of those who desire to speak on measures 
before the House or Committee of the Whole is a proper one, to enable the 
presiding officer to know and remember the wishes of members. As to the 
order of r ition, he should not be bound to follow the list, but should be 
_ to exercise a wise and just discretion in the interest of full and fair de- 

Where else can you lodge it than in our creature and our head 
who presides over us? 

Then here is what is stated in the rules as the result of the ex- 
amination: 

In general terms it may be said that, except in cases where the rules ex- 
Ee y fix the rank and order of motions, thus requiring the Chair to enter- 

n a superior in preference to an inferior motion, the uniform practice of 
the House been to lodge with the Speaker exclusively the question of 
recognition, from which there is no appeal. 

Now, my colleague says that this was not known until the Forty- 
sixth Congress. At the second session of the Thirty-second Con- 
gress, page 405 of the proceedings of that session, on March3, 1853— 

Mr. Schermerhorn having been recognized by the Chair, Mr. Henn made 
the poiut of order that he was not entitled to the floor, not having risen from 
his seat at the time he addressed the Chair. 

He was not even up. 

The Speaker (Mr. Stuart in the chair) overruled the point of order, on the 
ground that the rulesconfer authority upon the Speaker to name the member 
who is entitled to the floor. : 

Now, let me suggest some of the difficulties that occur to my 
mind. A bill is up for consideration, something that interests the 
entire legislative body. Every man is instantly upon his feet, for, 
under the amendment of my colleague, it is vigor, supple joints, 
and loud voice that will have the advantage. We are now in- 
vited to adopt a system of confusion and not an orderly system. 
We are all upon our feet saying ‘‘Mr.Speaker.” Suppose, as a 
matter of fact, and it is quite a supposable fact, that a hundred 
men spring to their feet and say that at once. How is the 
Speaker to determine? Sup he does determine in favor of Mr. 
A, and Mr. B, Mr. C, and Mr. D, and so on down through the 
alphabet, four times repeated, each contends that he was the first 
to address the Chair. Are we going to stop in this body and hold 
a trial as to the matter of precedence and determine who is enti- 
tled to recognition? Gentlemen, if you want pandemonium let 
loose, adopt the amendment. If you want to drive order from this 
floor, adopttheamendment. Iknow that sometimes it seems hard 
that gentlemen can not be recognized. I have suffered from it 
many a time when I was loaded with information that I thought 
this House ought to have. [Laughter.] And yet by long experi- 
ence I have learned that the system of recognizing those specially 
equipped yay ay og work was the proper thing. There is not 
a member here but is a member of some committee. He may at 
his opening session, as I had at mine, have the misfortune to be 
on a committee to investigate some Department or other before 
which nothing ever comes. 

I was on the Committee on Banking and Currency. We had 
nothing special to do at the time. I do not believe I ever got the 
floor except when through kindness some brother thought he 
would like to see me try _ stepping qualities at the beginning, 
but as time has rolled by and experience has come, I have seen the 
wisdom of having those recognized who ought to be heard. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I will not extend my remarks further on this ques- 
tion, it seems soclear. The experience of every ——. y 
in the world recognizes this right of the Speaker. The contention 
is made that the Senate of the United States isanexception. God 
save this House from that exception! For the right of recogni- 
tion would tie up the business of this Republic, and it could not 
be done. But, as I understand it, in nearly every legislative body 
in the civi world that power is lodged in the presiding officer. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


r. HENDERSON. It is not donein town meetings. In town 
meetings, where there are but few and little gatherings, for public 
purposes, where they are voluntarily thrown together, the other 
rule ought to be adhered to. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a agg re 
r. HENDERSON. I will hear my friend from Georgia di- 
rectly. I never turned him down. ‘ 
In ont conventions of all political parties a wise discretion is 
exercised by the preecing officer as to who will be recognized.- 
Mr. LI GSTON. I want to ask the gentleman whether he 
believes it to be proper treatment of a Representative on this floor, 
who has a constituency of his own, when he rises to address the 
Chair, when there is no confusion by reason of numbers who rise, 
— _ should be asked, ‘‘ For what purpose does the gentleman 
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HENDERSON. Icertainlydo. Ithinkitisthebest thing to 
ae party maj rise for a purpose that w'll block and 
delay the business of the Rouse. [Applause.] F 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. One more question. Does not his respon- 
sibility first rest with his constituency, and should not he be gov- 
erned by his responsibility to them rather than it should be left to 
the arbitrary or of the Speaker? : 

Mr. HENDERSON. But my friend from Georgia must re- 
member that each Representative here has a proud constituency 
behind him, and what I ara contending is that the man with the 
nimble legs must not be able to get away with the right of the 
member who is best equip in the matter under discussion. I 
am looking out for the chaps who are not fully furnished with 
legs. But I will not extend my remarks any further, 

Mtr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that the 

entleman from Iowa [Mr. HePBurN] has brought up this subject. 
E my opinion is the first thing during this session that indicates a 
reformation of matters. ners aparty that casts 1,600,000 votes, 
and there are seven of usin this. all. There are three or four more 
who are entitled to places in this Hall, knocking at the doors of the 
Election Committees. We have stood here during the last four 
weeksand pleaded with the Speaker and with the members leading 
this House for the majority, and not one member of the Populist 
party has been permitted by them during this session the privilege of 
addressing the House in his own time. The few moments I ob- 
tained heretofore were from Judge Crisp and taken out of his time. 
As I have before said, we represent a constituency that casts 
1,600,000 votes. We had a joint conference with the Populist 
members of the Senate a few days ago, and it was unanimously 
agreed that a resolution should be presented to this House and to 
ee oe c Weights, and M hall 
5 ee on Coinage, We an easures 8 in- 
oue' ewe ORecte if ie emoraee Belween gold and silver has upon 
commerce in this country. 

We came to this House, and I was 5 mage by the joint confer- 
ence of the Populists in the Senate and House of Representatives to 
ask the Speaker to request the unanimous consent of the House to 
allow us to considerthis question while we were in absolute idleness. 

We had not done a day’s work, although we had been drawing 
our pay for four weeks. We had been meeting and adjourning 
at the twinkling of the eye of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DinaLey]. [Laughter.] I went to the os and said that I 
would like recognition to ask this House if it would give consent 
to discuss the important question: What effect, if any, does the 
divergence between gold and silver have upon commerce? He 
looked at my resolution and kindly but firmly said: ‘‘I should not 
like to recognize you for this resolution.” Now, I want to say for 
the State of Colorado, represented here by Mr. SHAFROTH as a 
Republican and by myself as a Populist, that the other day when 

ou brought in your bond bill there were no two Representatives 
in this House who were more interested in that question, or who 
represented constituencies more interested in it than our constitu- 
enciesare, yet Icould not get an opportunity to even breathe aloud 
upon that subject. por) t is true that my colleague, by 
joining a rebellion, did get in for three minutes just before the 

ammer fell for adjournment; but when he was recognized he was 
in the attitude of going out of the back door, not expecting it or 
asking it at that time. [Laughter.] 

So far as the committees are concerned, the Populist members 
of this body have not a single important position on a committee 
in this House. Their committee assignments signify nothing. 
We thought that the predecessor of the present Speaker was a lit- 
tle hard on Populists; we thought that, from the fact that the 
invincible Thomas Watson lived in his State, he did not appre- 
ciate Populists; but when we came to compare our committee 
assignments in the Fifty-third Congress with the treatment that 
we have had at this session, we are forced to the conclusion that 
oo not care much about Populists even down in the old State 
of Maine where they have none but Republicans. [Laughter. | 

ese rules give control of the House to less than a half dozen 
men—the five forming aCommittee on Rules—thedictatesof whom 
a majority will obediently obey. Therules of this House give the 
power of the American Congress to a half dozen States. Take 
the State of Maine, with 600,000 inhabitants, and it has the greatest 
power of any State in the Union here. I know one county in Col- 
orado that contains more innate wealth than can be found in all 
of the State of Maine, and this whole State is without recognition 
in any committee concerning her chief resources under these sacred 
rules. Maine, with four Representatives, occupies four of the best 
ee in this House and directs and controls more legislation 
han all the members of the Western States from Colorado to Cali- 
fornia, inclusive, and we are told this is in accordance with these 
sacred rules. Take the State of lowa—God bless her—she is out 
West somewhat, but I think sheis off the track—take the State of 
Towa, with hereleven Representatives, she has, I believe, seven good 
nships of committees said to be under these just rules, and 

I suppose just because she is off the track. Ido not wonder, there- 
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fore, thatthe gentleman from Iowa {| Mr. HENDERSON] says, ‘‘ Leave 
it to the Speaker and to these old-time rules.” He is chairman of 
one of the best committees, he is second on the Committee on 
Rules, and he can have the floor in season and out of season, while 
constituencies that have not been recognized upon committees and 
can not get the Speaker’s eye have no recognition in this House. 

Now, I repeat what I have already said, that it is time this House 
was taking anothercourse. I wassurprised at the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] resenting comparison with the Senate of 
the United States. It acknowledges the equality of the States as 
wellas individual rightsof members. The day has been when the 
House of Representatives was the great deliberative body of the 
American people. The day has been when this was a great delib- 
erative body, but it has degenerated until it has become the body 
of bosses, the body of tyranny, the body where individualism is 
swallowed up by a few old war horses who come down here every 
year to run the American Congress. [Laughter and applause. } 

I want to say further, that Colorado did not send me and I do not 
think sent my colleague [Mr. SHAFROTH]—though I do not pretend 
to speak for him—here to have her interests represented by 
Massachusetts, Maine, or by Iowa, although, if all the Repre- 
sentatives from those States had the same qualities as.evidenced 
by the gentleman [Mr. HEPBURN] who addressed the House a 
short while ago, I would almost be willing to be ruled in that way, 
because I know he would always love justice and do it wherever 
it could be done. ce ga The things desired by these lead- 
ers are the very things that we do not want. And now, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to say to this House that it has not done, in my 
opinion, up to this day one creditable thing for the good of the 
people. [Laughter.] It started in with a sensation sprung by 
the gentleman from the grand old State of Massachusetts | Mr. 
BARRETT], who, as his own party papers say, brought a question 
before this House indirectly waleh ne knew would not be per- 
mitted under the rules he helped to fasten on us. He said in sub- 
stance: ‘‘ We will do indirectly in this body a thing that the rules 
will not permit us to do directly.” 

That gentleman presented an impeachment resolution, which 
was admitted by his own newspapers and friends to be an odious 
violation of the spirit of the rules. It was known that it was not 
an impeachable, though a reprehensible, offense. Then came the 
war cry that was precipitated upon us by the President’s mes- 
sage. Immediately the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp}, 
after the war message of the President had been read, attempted 
to introduce a bill to carry out the suggestions of a Democratic 
President. He rose and cried out, “Mr. Speaker,” but in that 
case the Speaker was both blind and deaf. [Laughter.| Next 
morning, however. to our great surprise, the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Hitt] came in with a bill which he said complied with 
the request of the President, and then he looked over at this side 
of the House (referring to Democrats) and said, ‘‘ Now, gentle- 
men, I beg of you to let us pass this bill and help the President 
out”; the fact being that they had adjourned on the day before 
simply for the purpose of giving Mr. Hirt, a Republican, an op- 
portunity of introducing the bill, so as to keep the Democratic 
side from having the supposed credit of it. fLaughter.] That 
was all there was in it. It was merely an attempt to go to the 
country upon that as a piece of petty politics; and while a great 
majority of the Republican party and a portion of the Democratic 
party in this House were masquerading under the guise of patriot- 
ism, every thinking member knows it was a piece of the cheapest 
kind of party politics. [Laughter. ] 

Then another question came up quickly, and in that case I admit 
that you gentlemen did what the President wanted you to do 
[referring to Republicans]. After you had joined the President 
in the war scare, and he had sent in his message for you to further 
destroy the industries of this country by building up the bonded 
debt and a gold standard for the money centers of the East and 
of other countries, you certainly did just what he wanted and 
asked you todo. You varied it a little in form, but you did in 
substance just what he asked you to do. You gave him bonds 
which you said were payable in ‘‘coin,” but the construction of 
the Republican party has been the construction of the Speaker of 
this House and of its other leaders in the last Congress—that 
‘‘coin” means gold. 

Those who supported that measure understood what its effect 
would be. They intended to retire every greenback and every 
Treasury note. Although they did not say so, that was the man- 
ifest object. There was in the Treasury, as they knew at that 
time, money enough to pay the expenses of the Government; that 
from former sales of bonds the Treasury had $170,000,000 in avail- 
able cash. You well knew that if you got into the Treasury two 
or three hundred million dollars more the Treasury notes would 
be laid aside, because not needed, and would be taken out of cir- 
culation as they were received and would not be reissued or paid 
out. If this House wants to maintain its old record—if this House 
wants again to become a deliberative body, it must go back to 
first principles, to statesmanship and patriotism. 
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We, as Populists, as aiso the new Republican members, have ap- 
aled time and again in this House for recognition. The few 
‘opulists who are here have permitted you to come in on the Re- 
pubiicsn and on the Democratic side and pass your bills by unani- 
mous consent. But under your present es, here are seven 
members, representing a constituency of over a million and a 
quarter of voters and over 6,000,000 people, who have had no recog- 
nition in this House, who are not even regarded as a part of the 
minority. To the representatives of this vast constituency are 
given little positions upon committees that do not deserve to be 
dignified by the name of committees. They are not given a single 
position on a good committee anywhere. I speak of thisin answer 
to the argument of the geutleman from Iowa who last spoke. He 
suggested that we have the right of debate on measures coming 
from our committees. I want to say to him that the members 
of the Populist party are on no committees, and the same may 
be said of new members of the Republican party from the West. 
Therefore I gladly second the generous effort of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] who first spoke in favor of amending 

these autocratic and despotic rules. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I desireto withdraw the amendment. [Loud 
The Clerk will now read the next amendment 


laughter and ae) 

The SPEAKER. 
panes by the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XVII the following new section: 

“4. Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and a quorum is not 
present, and objection is made for that cause, there shall be a call of the House, 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall forthwith proceed to bring in absent mem- 
bers, and the yeas and nays on the ding question shall at the same time 
be considered as ordered. The Clerk shall call the roll, and each member as 
he answers to his name may vote on the pending question. and, after the roll 
call is completed, each menaber arrested shall be brought by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms before the House, whereupon he shall be noted as present, discharged 
from arrest, and given an opportunity to vote, and his vote shall be recorded. 
If those voting on the question and those who are present and decline to vote 
shall together make a majority of the House, the er shall declare that a 
quorum is constituted, and the pendi uestion shall be decided as the ma- 
goats y of those voting shallappear. Andt. ereupon further proceedings under 

© call shall be considered as dispensed with.’ 


Mr. HenperRson and Mr. WHEELER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Iowaisrecognized. The 
gentleman from Alabama will be heard at the proper time. 

Mr, BAILEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 
tion. In the third line from the last, where this section reads 
‘and the pending question shall be decided as the majority of 
those voting shall appear,” did the committee intend to use the 
word ‘‘ voting ” or the word “ present”? 

Mr. HENDERSON. ‘‘ Voting ” was the word intended. 

Mr. BAILEY. I very much doubt whether the House has the 

ywer to adopt the ruleintbhatform. I think the Supreme Court 

as decided that to determine a question the vote of a majority of 
those present is required. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman will take the whole sen- 
tence together, he will find it all right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Wecan decide ina moment. I will refer 
to the case. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this section is what is known 
as ‘‘the Tucker rule.” The object is to secure a quorum. Many 
times when a vote is being taken in the House members will get 
up and leave,so that they neither vote nor can they be noted by 
any officer of the House as present. This section provides that a 
member may be brought in by the Sergeant-at-Arms, noted as 
yresent, discharged from arrest, and have the privilege of voting, 
if he should wish to vote, and if not shall be coun as present 
to constitute a quorum. This provision is in the line of the re- 
form which has been progressing for the conduct of business in 
this body. When first proposed in the Forty-sixth Congress by 
Mr. T oan of Virginia, the father of the present honored member 
of that name, this provision was voted down. The present occu- 
vant of the Speaker’s chair tendered it again, by motion, in the 

ifty-third Congress. 

With our large majority on this side we do not need a provision 
of this kind; but that makes it all the more desirable to take it up 
and incorporate it in the rules of the House at a time when the 
contention can not be sustained that we do it for any partisan 


PP 
r. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman a question as to 
the practical working of this provision. It is here provided that— 
The Clerk shall call the roll, and each member as he answers to his name 
may vote on the pending question, and, after the roll call is completed, each 
member arrested shall be brought by the Se t-at-Arms before the House, 
whereupon he shall be noted as t, dise. from 
opportunity to vote, and his vote shall be recorded. If 
question and those who are present and decline to vote shall 
majority of the House, the er shall declare that a quorum is constituted 
and the pending question shall be decided as the majority of those voting shali 
appear. 


Now, suppose on some occasion when the roll is called there is 
no quorum present, and the Sergeant-at-Arms, being sent out to 
arrest members, does not find enough to make a quorum. If we 
adopt this rule, will it not be impossible under circumstances 
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for the House to adjourn or to di 
under the call until a quorum has 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
with further proceedings under the call. 


mse with further proceedings 
m found? 
The House could adjourn, or dispense 


Mr. PIC R. No; it can not, because you are engaged in 
calling the roll. Now, ~ know that under the rules you can 
not interrupt the roll call for any purpose, except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Under the rule the roll, as the gentleman 
is aware, is called twice on. any proposition. The second roll call 
is completed, and when it is then developed that there is no 

uorum present these proceedings are in order; but nothing in 
this rule prevents an adjournment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I do not care 
to differ with him, of course, but I think he is entirely wrong. 
This clause provides the time when further proceedings under 
the call may be dispensed with, that is, after the Sergeant-at- 
Arms shall have produced a majority of the members upon the 
floor. The House is kept here until the Sergeant-at-Arms suc- 
ceeds in getting a majority of the members present, which may 
take any length of time, from one day to five days. Then, at that 
time, after he has secured the quorum, the last clause becomes 
operative, ‘‘and thereupon further proceedings under the call 
shall be considered as dispensed with.” Until you reach that 
point you can not suspend proceedings under the call and can not 
move to adjourn because you are in the process of a roll call, and 
as I understand the rule a roll call can not be interrupted to move 
an adjournment. 

It seems to me that the practical effect of this amendment might 
be to put ourselves at times into avery serious difficulty. We 
will find ourselves here sometimes, when the matter pending is 
of no general importance and members will be out, thus running 
up against a snag when no quorum is present, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will be compelled to go around and try to bring in sufficient 
members to make a quorum to enable the House to adjourn. 
Under such circumstances we would be kept here an indefinite 
time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My friend must not get this provision con- 
fused with the other provision for getting a quorum by a call of 
the House. That is still preserved in the rules. This is only to 
provide a method of getting a quorum when we come to a vote on 
a question, and is a convenient way of accomplishing that result. 
After we have called the roll twice, and we fail to get a quorum, 
we send the Sergeant-at-Arms or his officers to bring in the absent 
members. But nothing in the rule prevents an adjournment if it 
be deemed just; and the only object of this ruleis to get a quorum 
when a vote is being taken on any particular proposition, what- 
ever it may be. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentleman is entirely mistaken; 
but let me gofurther. Of course, if you could get back to para- 
graph 2 of this rule, under the circumstances the gentleman sug- 
gests, tlien = could move that all further proceedings under 
the call be di sed with. But there is no such provision un- 
der this new clause 4 which we propose to adopt. Of course, in 
construing these rules you could not refer to a general clause, like 
clause 2, when you have aspecific clause, 4, bearing on this partic- 
ular question. The only way under paragraph 4 to dispense with 
proceedings under the call is to wait until members come in and 
get a quorum, and then dispose of the matter at hand and adjourn. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If my friend will allow me, this provi- 
sion, which he says provides for dispensing with further proceed- 
ings under the call in this particular proceeding to obtain a 
quorum, doesnot interfere with any privilege of moving to adjourn 
when a quorum is not present. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not agree with the gentleman in his con- 
struction of the nue. 

Mr. WANGER. ill the gentleman from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question in this connection? What would be the effect of 
this provision if the pending question were a motion to suspend 
the rules? It says the question, whatever it may be, ‘‘shall be 
decided as the majority of those voting shall appear.” What effect 
will this have on the motion tosuspend the rules, which require a 
two-thirds vote under the provisions of another rule? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That comes under an entirely different 


rule. Thatcondition is governed by the general rule affecting mo- 
tions to s nd the rules. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is another question I would like to sug- 
gest to the tleman from Iowa. How will this affect the mat- 
ter: when the Committee of the Whole rises for the want of a 

uorum? 


Mr. DINGLEY. This does not apply to proceedings in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the Committee of the Whole often has to 
= ~ want of aquorum. What would be the effect under 
this rule 

Mr. HENDERSON. But this is a proceeding in the House, 
not in committee. 
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Mr. PICKLER. But the rule provides that when a quorum 
i te ‘on any question.” 
fat. HENDERSON. Yes, but that is in the House. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
Mr. PICKLER. It does not confine it to the House atall. _ 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays could not be ordered in 
Committee of the Whole. 


It does not say so. 
But that is what it means. 


the roll shall be had and the yeas and nays entered upon the 


al. 
= DINGLEY. But not in Committee of the Whole. 


j House. 
— HENDERSON. Certainly; this is entirely a House pro- 
ding. 

a PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, another question. I am not sat- 
isfied with the gentleman’s answer as to the practical working. 
There is another question I should like to ask: You have a special 
order. For instance, an Election Committee is to have four hours’ 
debate, and then a vote. At the end of two hours’ debate it is 
found that the House is without a quorum. The question before 
the House is whether a certain member shall be seated. You 
have a special order for four hours’ debate. At the end of two 
hours a quorum is found not to be present, and you go through 
this process. You bring that question on to a vote in two hours, 
necessarily, under this rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not apply except when a vote is being 
taken on a question. This does not apply at all to the case where | 
the question of a quorum is raised in any other way than by a | 

vote. 
voMte. PICKLER. That does notsayso. It may be the construc- 
tion, but it is a long way from saying anything of that kind. 

Mr. DALZELL. The first section says, ‘‘ Whenever a quorum | 
fails to vote” on any special question. It is made for that special | 
purpose and applies in no other case. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman is confusing it with the | 
other part of this rule. | 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman,I hope, does not think that | 
there should be a preamble to each rule that ‘‘this is a rule to | 
apply to the House, and not to the Committee of the Whole.” | 

Mr. PICKLER. But wehave another provision that says that 

| 
| 
| 


That is 


as far as practicable the rules of the House shall apply to pro- 
ceedings in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is not practicable, because we have no | 
yeas and nays in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, upon an examination of the case— | 
and it is the celebrated one which adjudged the constitutionality 
of the rule adopted to ascertain the presence of a quorum—I find 
the decision to be as Isupposed. The court says: 


As appears from the Journal at the time this bill passed the House, there 
was a majority present, a quorum, and the House was authorized to transact 
any and ail business. It was in acondition toact on the billif it desired. The 
other branch of the question is whether, a quorum being present, the bill re- 
ceived a sufficient number of votes. And here the general rule of all parlia- 
mentary bodies is that when a quorum is present, the act of a majority of the 
quorum is the act of the body itself. This has been the rule for all time, ex- 
cept so far asin any given case the terms of the organic act under which the 
body is assembled have prescribed specific limitations; as. for instance, in 
those States where the constitution provides that a majority of all the mem- 
bers elected to either house shall be necessary for the passage of any bill 
No such limitation is found in the Federal Constitution, and therefore the 
general law of such bodies obtains. 


The court here says, as plainly as words would enable it, that 
it requires a majority of a quorum to pass a bill. I think it in- 
tended to go further even than this. I think it intended to make 
a distinction between ‘‘a quorum,” which is a bare majority of 
this body, and ‘‘the quorum,” which is any number in attendance 
greater than a majority. In other words, since the admission of 
the gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN], the membership of this 
House is 357, and 179 constitute ‘‘a quorum,” but ‘‘ the quorum ” | 
here on this occasion is not less than 250. Notwithstanding the 





presence of 250 members, ‘‘a quorum” is still 179, but ‘‘the quo- 
rum” is something like 250. 

If the theory of the gentleman from Iowa is correct, 76 mem- 
bers may enact a bill intoa law. For instance, if 180 members 
were to appear, but 30 of them, not being informed upon the ques- 
tion, or for any other reason, should decline to vote, and the vote 
should be taken as between the other 150, 76 might vote affirma- 
tively and 74 might vote in the negative; and yet, under the pro- 
posed rule, the bill would pass, though it received neither a ma- 
jority of those present nor a majority of a quorum. Or, to puta 
more extreme case, if 179 members were present and 164 should 
decline to vote, 8 were to vote aye and 7 nay, 8 votes would pass a 
bill upon a recorded vote. It seems to me perfectly clear that this 
conflicts with the doctrine of the Supreme Court in the case of 
The United States vs. Bullin. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not exactly recall the facts of that case, but I 
think I am not mistaken when I say that the Journal of the House 
shows that upon the passage of the act, the constitutionality of | 
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Mr. PICKLER. But this provides arbitrarily that the call of 
| 


- -_~ 
od 
which was questioned, not only did a quorum appear, but that a 
majority of all those present voted affirmatively. Perhaps there 
were only 15 or 20 members who were noted as present and not 
voting. 

The court sums up its decision on this branch of the case in 
these words: 


Summing up this matter, this law is found in the Secretary of State’s Office 
properly authenticated. If we appeal to the Journal of the Hor we find 

















that a majority of its members were present when the bill passed ijority 
creating, by the Constitution, a quorum, with autho rtoa tpon any 
measure; that the presence of that quorum was determined cordance 
with avalid rule theretofore adopted be the House; at of if quorum 
a majority voted in favor of the ban It therefore legally passed the House, 
and the law as found in the office of the Secretary of State is beyond chal- 


lenge. 


But “that quorum” was formed, as appears from the records of 
the House, by the gentlemen who voted for the passage of the 
bill, together with the gentlemen who sat in their seats and re- 
fused to vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think you will find out that the rule 
proposed here does not require a quorum. 

Mr. BAILEY. It requires only a majority of those voting. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does that decision raise the point? 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not. It could not have been raised, be- 
cause of the state of facts. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then it has no bearing on this question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ithinkit has. It analogizes with this case, and 
must have a bearing uponit. The court declares positively, in dis- 
cussing the manner of the passage of the bill the validity of which 
had been called in question, that a majority of ‘the quorum” was 
necessary to pass it, and the majority of ‘the quorum” means the 
majority of those who were present, whether their presence was 
ascertained by their responses on a roll call or by their presence 
being noted under the direction of the Speaker. That th: Supreme 
Court had the distinction in their minds between ‘‘a quorum” 


| and ‘the quorum” I think the decision itself leaves no room to 


doubt. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas hold that it 
is necessary that 89 persons at least should vote for every propo- 
sition that passes the House? 

Mr. BAILEY. If it is a recorded vote, I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit tothe gentleman from 
Texas whether there was a recorded vote or not makes no differ- 
ence, because the Constitution attaches as much importance to the 
passage of a bill where there is no recorded vote as it does where 
there is a record. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iunderstand that. But where there is no record 
to show the contrary, the court conclusively presumes that the ac- 
tion of Congress was regular and legal. 

The SPEAKER. Then there ought not to be any record of any 
bill passed without 89 votes. 

Mr. BAILEY. If there is, it would not be a valid law. 

The SPEAKER. Yet for twenty years, under all administra- 
tions, we have seen thousands of them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave seen it frequently during my brief serv- 
ice here, but that does not make it right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the pardon of the gentleman 
from Texas for interrupting him to make the suggestion that, hav- 
ing examined the matter somewhat carefully at various times, he 
finds that the court in making that decisidn perhaps decided that 
it was within the most extreme contention of the opponents, some 
people having contended that it is necessary to have a majority 
of a quorum voting. The court pointed it out in this case; but it 
was not necessary to discuss that question. They might have de- 
cided, had they come to the plain question of the body being con- 
stituted of the persons who participated in the presence of the rest 
of the body they were controlled by their votes, because the rest of 
the body being present, could have intervened and overruled them 
if they had so chosen; but, not having chosen to do so, it allowed 88 
or any less number to pass a measure practically by their assent, 
because declining to participate was consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. In reply to that I would say that the only pur- 
pose in ascertaining the presence of men who did not participate 
in the proceedings is to constitute a quorum which will enable 
the House to proceed with its business; but the capacity of the 
House to proceed with its business is one thing, and the result 
which it may reach is quite another. The presence of men who 
do not vote may enable the House to vote on a bill, but it still re- 
quires a majority of those present to pass a bill. 

The SPEAKER. If that were the rule the Chair would be 
obliged to declare not passed every bill that had not received 89 
votes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have seen bills passed when nobody had voted 
either way, but there being no record of a vote, those bills could 
not be successfully assailed. 

I desire to call the attention of the Speaker and of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to the fact that throughout the entire discussion 
of the question the court everywhere says that a ‘‘ majority of the 
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quorum” is required. It first asserts that the House may consti- 
tute a quorum by ascertaining the presence of gentlemen who do 
not participate in its vote; that after their presence has been as- 
certained under the rule established by the House, then, the House 
being competent to transact its business, the next question arising 
is: Did the House lawfully transact its business? Did the bill 
pass? Now, whether it passed or not depended in the case at bar 
upon the question whether it had received the votes of a majority. 
A majority of whom? A majority of those voting or a majority 
of those present? The Supreme Court distinctly answers, ‘‘A ma- 
jority of the quorum,” and I am confident that ‘the quorum” is 
the membership of the House then attending its session. I can 
not believe that the Supreme Court use ‘the quorum” instead 
of ‘‘a quorum ” without a purpose, because that tribunal usually 
chooses its language with reference to the subject under considera- 
tion and with great care. 

But, Mr. Speaker, even if I am mistaken in supposing that the 
court intended to distinguish between ‘‘a quorum” and “the 
quorum,” and even if it did not intend to declare that ‘‘a majority 
of those present” must vote in favor of a bill before it can pass, 
the proposed rale would still be obnoxious; because it is certain that 
the court has declared that ‘‘a majority of a quorum” is required 
to pass a bill, and this rule permits a majority of those voting to 
decide the question whether that majority constitutes a majority 
of aquorum or not. On this point the court’s language is neither 
obscure nor doubtful. It plainly asserts that a majority of the 
quorum must vote affirmatively before a bill can pass, and it cites 
with approval no less than four decisions to the same effect. To 
my mind it is clear that the court would hold a law invalid which 
did not receive a majority of the votes present; and I do not see 
how, in the face of the opinion in The United States vs. Bullin, 
any man can doubt that the court would hold a law invalid that 
did not receive at least a majority of a quorum, 

I am willing to venture whatever reputation I may have as a law- 

er upon the statement that the Supreme Court will hold any 
tn void which the Journals of this House show was passed by 
the votes of less than a majority of those present; and I will sur- 
render my law license if that court ever sustains a law which the 
Journals of this House show did not receive a majority of a 
quorum. 

I submit to the gentleman from Iowa that, at best, the rule is 
one of doubtful power, and why encounter that doubt when it 
can be obviated by eliminating the three words ‘‘ of those voting,” 
or by substituting the word “‘ present” for the word “ voting ”? 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, by the Constitution a quorum of 
this body to do business consists of a majority of the members 
chosen. I have been here when the whole House consisted of 179 
members, and the records showed that that was the total num- 
ber chosen to the House of Representatives, and the acts of that 
Congress were as constitutional as those of any Congress that 
ever assembled. The same old question comes up here: How do 
you ascertain when a quorum is present? In the Fifty-first Con- 
gress our Democratic friends insisted that there was no way to 
ascertain that fact but by a viva voce vote of the members them- 
selves, and the question arose whether the sense of sight was not 
as good evidence of the presence of visible objects as the sense of 
hearing. The House held that it was, and the present Speaker of 
this House (who was also Speaker of that House) occupies the 
proud position of being the only Speaker of the American Congress 
whose official acts were ever passed upon judicially by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

That august tribunal, in a unanimous —s that the McKinley 
Act, so called, was constitutional (the only disagreement being as 
to the reciprocity treaties attached to the bill) , decided incidentally 
that the evidence derived from sight as to visible objects is as good 
if not better than that from the sense of hearing. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the Democratic party stood upon the doctrine that you must depend 
altogether upon the sense of hearing in such cases, and they vocifer- 
ated loudly about it upon this floor and throughout the country. 
Now, it is not strange that the Democratic party should be partial 
to the sense of hearing, because for more than half a century that 
party haslived on hearsay. [Laughter.] Theyare unable to refer 
to anything in the history of our country, any action of the Demo- 
cratic party that is worthy of commendation, except what took 

lace under Jefferson and Jackson, both of whom have been dead 

or more than half a century. [Laughter.] The proposition pre- 
sented to the American people by the Democratic party in Congress 
in 1861 was that the Congress was paralyzed an werless to do 
business unless a majority of all the members who might have 
been legally elected to that Congress chose to attend and to answer 
to their names on the roll call. In the Fifty-first Congress they 
took substantially the same ground—that a member who was ac- 
tually present could not be counted as part of a quorum to do 
business unless he chose to answer when called. 

The Speaker decided that_a member who, sitting on this floor, 
closes his lips when the rule of the House requires him to open 
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Constitution, which is a majority of the members chosen to the 
Congress, whether they vote or not. If there were only 5 men 
voting and 200 men in their seats, a law passed by those 5 votes 
would be constitutional. Upon that issue a record was made up; 
it went to the Supreme Court, the record showing that those who 
were present constituted a quorum. The court decided that in 
such a case the action of a majority of those present can make a 
law valid, no matter what the number may be. A minority can 
not stop the wheels of Government. That has been tried here, 
and has failed. A minority can not stop the onward march of 
the legislation of the American people in these their council cham- 
bers. It has been settled, and settled forever, that the fact us to 
whether there are present in their seats a majority of the mem- 
bers chosen is to be ascertained by the sight of the Speaker, and 
by the Clerk on the call of the roll; and that, the presence of a 
quorum having been so ascertained, the men who vote in the 
affirmative, if they are more numerous than those who vote in 
the negative, carry the measure and enact avalid law. To allow 
a constitutional quibble to be set up to defeat the will of the 
American people, and to invalidate the action of their representa- 
tives, would be a strange commentary indeed upon republican 
government, 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me advert for a moment to the con- 
fusion in which some of our friends seem to have involved them- 
selves in regard to an adjournment in certain cases. Why, sir, 
the first great — of parliamentary law—one that lies at the 
foundation of the whole system—is that a motion to adjourn isin 
order at any time. And when you adopt such a motion you nec- 
essarily leave the business unfinished. That is the case always. 
You may leave a callof the House unfinished. You may adjourn 
while your Sergeant-at-Arms is out looking through the country 
for absentees. What an idea, that five men may be compelled to 
sit here for two weeks until the Sergeant-at-Arms shall bring in 
absent members, on the ground that after a call of the House has 
been ordered, there can be no adjournment untilit is finished! A 
motion to adjourn is alwaysin order. That principleis necessary 
in a parliamentary body as a principle of self-preservation. It is 
a law that overrides all other principlesof parliamentary law. It 
can not be destroyed by any arrangement of rules that you may 
choose to adopt. If it could be, you might tie yourselves up to 
starvation in these seats until a sufficient number of absent mem- 
bers had been brought in to make a majority of those chosen to 
seats in this body. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the proposed rule is, in my 
judgment, subject to but one criticism, and that is that it would 
make it possible for a measure to be passed by a vote which would 
not equal a majority of a quorum of the House. The Supreme 
Court in the case which has been cited decided that as a matter 
of fact there had been in the case presented a quorum of the House 
present and that a majority of that quorum had voted affirma- 
tively upon the measure under consideration. No other facts 
were — upon by the court. Asa legal proposition the court 
held that that was all that was required for the validity of the 
law. But the court did not decide, and I do not believe it would 
ever decide, that any measure can become a law unless it receives 
the affirmative vote of a majority of a quorum. In the opinion 
of the court in that case there is nothing to intimate that the 
court entertained any different view from that which I now ex- 

ress. 

. I do not agree that the Supreme Court intended to hold that 
a majority of those who are present must vote for the Dill. 
Although the gentleman from Texas contends that such was the 
meaning of that decision, I do not think the court intended to go 
further than to say that if a quorum of the House were present 
(and by that the court meant a majority), and if more than one- 
half of that quorum should vote ‘in favor of the bill, that fact 
would suffice under the Constitution to enact it into law. 

But it will be possible under thisrule as it is drawn for a meas- 
ure to become a law by receiving a much smaller vote than that of 
one-half of a quorum. Ido not believe that such a rule is justi- 
fivd by the decision of the Supreme Court or by any fair and just 
construction of the Constitution. What the court meant to hold, 
in my opinion, was that when more than one-half of the members 
of this House are present it is organized for the transaction of 
business. That (having in mind the facts of the case before the 
court) this quorum being present for the transaction of business, 
a bill which receives a majority of the votes of that quorum is 
properly passed. The court, as I have said, did not go further 
than that, and I do not believe it ever will. The rule here pro- 
—_ is subject, therefore, to the objection I have stated. But I 

o not think it is = to any other. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN, *. ee there are more serious objec- 
tions than one to the amendment which has been proposed by the 
majority of the Committee on Rules. Irealize the importance of 
this question, because under the rules which we now adopt 
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i ay be called upon todo is to be transacted. Hence the 
eelean of the ruleis bees | only to the importance of the ques- 
tions to be decided under it. Irealize, therefore, that tothe utmost 
of our ability we should strive to adopt that code of rules which 
will most certainly conduce to the full reflection here of the senti- 
ments of those we represent and most efficiently subserve the 
public good. In doing this we have a chart that has heretofore 
generally been sufficient to guide the American Congress in its 
deliberations—the Constitution. 

There is one provision of the proposed rule that it strikes me 
does not observe sufficiently that chart; and then in another 
clause there is a question of expediency involved, sufficient, I 
think, to justify us in rejecting theamendment. Thisis not anew 
amendment. Substantially the same amendment was proposed in 
this body some seventeen years ago. The committee constituted 
to report to the House the new rules, after deliberating on the 

uestion during the recess, was composed of the late President of 
the United States, Mr. Garfield, the late Alexander H. Stephens, 
of Georgia, and Mr. BLACKBURN of Kentucky. There might have 
been other members on the committee, but these I happen to re- 
member, and when they brought in their deliberations this propo- 
sition was offered as an amendment. The present Speaker of this 
House made a speech against it so clear, so pointed, and so con- 
clusive that I think it had not a little to do with the determination 
of the House not to accept this ee I thought then that 
his argument was conclusive. I believe yet that it wasand is. I 
do not think that this proposition ought to be adopted, and if the 
House will bear with me I will briefly give my reasons for that 

iction. 

“The Constitution of the United States declares how the yeas 
and nays of this body shall be ordered. For more than one hun- 
dred years there has not been a rule adopted that attempted to 
abridge or in any manner to enlarge that provision of the Consti- 
tution. This rule, in its practical operation, will, in my judg- 
ment, necessarily make possible not only a different standard by 
which to gauge the rights of members of the House to have the 

eas and nays recorded, but it changes the constitutional method. 

he Constitution is so familiar to every member here that it is 
hardly necessary for me to quote it, but inasmuch as the provi- 
sion in question is a brief one, I will do so. It provides: 








And the yeas and nays of the members of either House, on any questior, 
shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered upon the Journa’. 


‘‘One-fifth of those present.” This is not simply a proposition to 
defend a majority against the captious, petulant, or unreasonable 
demands-for record votes, but it is the provision to defend the 
minority also, and give them the right to have the yeas and nays 
recorded in order that there may be a record to enable the people 
to judge of their faithfulness and action. 

But let us see whether there is not an entirely different method 
provided in this rule from that which I have quoted. I read from 
the proposed rule itself. Bear in mind the provision of the Con- 
stitution. 


4. Whenever a orem fails to vote on any question, and a quorum is not 
present, and objection is made for that cause, there shall bea call of the House, 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall forthwith proceed to bring in absent members, 
and the yeas and nays on the pending question shall at the same time be con- 
sidered as ordered. 


“The yeasand nays shall at the same time be considered as 
ordered.” How? By the rising of one-fifth of the members pres- 
ent and demanding it, as the Constitution requires? No, not at 
all, All that is necessary in order that the yeas and nays shall be 
ordered and taken under this rule is that there shall not be a quo- 
rum present, that the point of the absence of a quorum shall be 
suggested, and then by operation of the rule, not of the Constitu- 
tion, without anyone rising except the man who makes the point 
of order, the yeas and nays shall be taken. Even the one man 
making the point of ‘‘no quorum” may neither have ‘‘ desired” 
nor demanded the yeas and nays; still they are taken--taken when 
nobody demanded it. It will be seen that this is an entirely dif- 
ferent rule and a distinct method of making a record from that 
ae by the Constitution. So much for the constitutional 

fraction. 

Now, as tothe question of the expediency of the rule. Let us 
see fora moment as tothat. Let the House remember in the first 
place that this 18 not a proposition to do away with the stringent 
and harsh provisions of the rules of the Fifty-first Congress. 1 
believed then that these rules were entirely unnecessary, and I 
still believe so, Asvivid asis mymemory of that Congress, Imay 
candidly say that I have not seena Congress assembled that could 
be more safely trusted with the interests of the people if left un- 
hampered. I realize, Mr. Speaker, the fact that we must have 
rules, But I also realize that they must be founded, first, on the 
Constitution, second, on common sense, and third, that members 
of the House are able to be intrusted with the management of 
affairs, and keep out of the fire if left alone. [Laughter. ] 

Further, under all the systems of rules heretofore adopted, when 


th<re is the suggestion of the absence of a quorum, a member can 
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only be arrested by a motion for that purpose being put to the 
House and carried. But under this proposed rule a member is 
dealt with as though he were a recusant witness or a criminal or 
aconvict. Under this rule—and I challenge contradiction of the 
assertion—it is not only possible, but it is the duty of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, without waiting for an order, without members voting 
that it shall be done, when the absence of a quorum is ascer- 
tained—it is his duty to go out and, without further orders, to 
arrest and bring in the members. For my own part, while I am 
not often absent from the House, or try not to be, I do not want 
any officer of this Government, without any authority from some- 
body or some authority besides a rule of this House, to order my 
arrest, to take me into custody, and bring me before the bar of the 
House as a criminal. 

I am loath to believe that when the House considers the serious- 
ness of this question it will thus bind and tie itself. Iam slow 
to believe that the members of this House are willing to admit 
that day by day they ought to be arrested and brought here 
without an order from the House made at the time and for the 
purpose. Ido not say without authority, but I do say without 
considerate authority, and without sufficient authority. The 
rules control the officers of the House; and when the members 
read this rule carefully—I will not take the time to reread it—they 
will see that when a quorum fails to appear and there is a call of 
the House, not as the old rule seovided but under a new system, 
it is made the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to go out and arrest 
a member and bring him in. 

The present rule, or the rule of the Fifty-first Congress, provided 
that the member should be “‘ retained” when brought here; and there 
was an effort made toenforcethat. But alittle episode at that far 
door, set in motion by the not very small foot of a considerable- 
sized man, Mr. Kilgore, of Texas, broke down that rule,and there 
never was any attempt to enforce it any more. But you are to 
have the Sergeant-at-Arms diurnally and nightly on your track. 
If it happens that at a Friday night session, when there is not a 
quorum—and we all know that at those sessions there is seldoma 
quorum—any one man makes the point of ‘‘noquorum” and there 
is a call of the House, then, without an order made for that pur- 
pose any further than the rule, the officer is put upon your track 
and you are brought back here under arrest. Now, Ido not be- 
lieve that the House ought to adopt such arule. I myself amsin- 
cere in the conviction that it is such a degradation of this House 
itself as the members ought not to inflict upon this body. Why, 
listen to the provision of the old rule. After describing the man- 
ner of the call, it adds: 

The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested. 

That is sensible and practical. This is harsh and impractical. 
But it had to be a direct order; while here, in the day of grace 
January 10, 1896, we propose to adopt a rule that shall make sub- 
ject to arrest every member of this body from now until the 4th 
of March, 1897, when his term of office shall expire. 

I for one have witnessed with regret that very perceptible deca- 
dence of the individual power of the members of the House of 
Representatives in the last ten or fifteen years and the accumu- 
lation of power into fewer hands. It isclaimed by many that that 
is necessary from the increased number and the multiplicity of 
business. I know that it is very important to expedite business 
here. But we have only to look back and see the history of dif- 
ferent things upon which this House has legislated under harsh 
rules to see the effect that it has had upon the legislation. By 
that means the McKinley bill was passed without due considera- 
tion. Under that method what was known as the ‘force bill” 
was passed, and many other obnoxious measures during the Fifty- 
first Congress. And even since this Congress assembled two im- 
portant measures—one providing for the issuance of bonds and 
another for the imposition of forty-odd millions of dollars of taxes 
per annum—were put through this House under rules that were so 
framed and so adopted that it was impossible for any member to 
offer an amendment. The only remedy is to vote down the rule 
when it is presented, and then, in some instances, you do not 
know what the measureis. It has not been fully considered. The 
importance of voting it down is not known. 

Members are slow, when they have the responsibility of the 
government of the House on their hands, to antagonize what 
seems to be the most expeditious method of disposing of business. 
They will not, therefore, vote down a special rule even if it is ob- 
jectionable. I have felt called upon to say this much concerning 
the impropriety of theadoptionof this rule. With calm, deliberate 
action on public measures the American people have nothing to 
fear. But when haste supplants care, and debate and amendment 
are not allowed, they may be justly apprehensive. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


REPRINT OF A BILL, 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion. the Chair would like to 
entertain a request for the reprint of a bill. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I yield for that aerate. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. MAHANY 
has requested that the bill which he sends to the Clerk’s des 
(H. R. 2751) to provide for the construction of a bridge or tunnel 
across Niagara River be reprinted for the correction of errors 
simply. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H.Res.19) for filling vacancy on Board of 
Regents, Smithsonian Institution; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of the 
— States court-house and post-office building at Mankato, 

inn. 


. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Wr.zer, for ten days,on account of important business. 

To Mr. AyprRsoNn, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. LoupENSLAGER, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Foss, for ten days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON (at 4 o’clock and 57 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, sub- 
mitting a detailed statement of the expenditures for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1895, under the appropriations for ‘ Inter- 
national exchanges,” ‘‘the Naticnal Museum,” etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. EOWERS, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
8018) to amend the act approved March 38, 1891, quaiing the right 
of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal p ‘ 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 26); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
<< following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 3610)for the 
relief of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certifi- 
cates, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 3611) in relation to retire- 
ments in the Regular J the Committee on nr Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3612) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regi- 
ment who were the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive on April 
19, 1861, for the defense of the city of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 3613) amending section 2 of 
= act approved March 8, 1879—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 3614) to provide for the complete 
execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between the 
United States and Spain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3615) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Huntington, in the State of West Virginia—to the 
Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 3616) to limit the time within 
which prosecutions may be instituted inst persons charged 
with carrying on the business of a retail liquor dealer without 
having paid the special tax as a oe law, or with being a 
manufacturer of tobacco without having given bond as required 
by law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) to authorize United States circuit and 
district courts to disallow costs and fees in certain cases, and for 
other por »oses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 3618) to organize 
and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; to in- 
crease the usefulness and numbers of the Corps of Naval Engi- 
neers; to induce the scientific institutions to provide a naval 
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engineering reserve for time of war; to establish a naval engi- 
neering experimental station, and to encourage the study of the 
mechanic arts and sciences, and particularly that of naval engi- 
neering, in the technological colleges of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3619) to enlarge the 
powers and duties of the department of commerce and to create 
an Executive Department to be known as the department of com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3620) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Janesville, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 3621) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 3622) for the construction of a 
steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and trib- 
utary waters—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3623) to 
amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the jurisdic- 
tion of the police court of the District of Columbia ”—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3624) to amend section 969 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3625) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Littleton, in the State 
of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill R. 3626) to repeal certain laws 
relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. F : A bill (H. R. 3627) directing town-site boards 
in Oklahoma to close up their trust in thirty days, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 3628) to incorpo- 
rate the Columbia Company of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3629) to authorize the extension 
of the Columbia Railway eastward from its present terminus—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 3630) to amend 
the charter of the Belt Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND): A bill (H. R. 3631) to prevent the issue of 
interest-bearing obligations of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 3632) fixing the 
times when, regulating the manner in which, and declaring the 
character of the accounts between the United States and the sev- 
eral public-land States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
and other disposition of the public lands made and to be made 
therein by the United States, which shall hereafter be stated and 
certified to the Treasury Department for payment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) granting 5 per cent of the land sales on 
military land warrants to the public-land States, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. BR. 3634) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,” approved March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3635) to encourage the 
settlement and reclamation of the arid lands of the West—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3636) to amend section 3 of the act of June 27, 
1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 3637) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, 
and to establish it as a post road ”—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) to provide for the examination and sur- 
vey of Santiam River from the town of Jefferson to the Willamette 
River, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8639) providing for the examination and sur- 
vey with a view to the improvement of the Long Tom River from 
os mouth to Monroe, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) ps for an examination and sur- 
vey of the Siletz River, in the State of —— with a view to the 
improvement of navigation from the mouth of said river to the 
head of the tide-water navigation—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) to provide for the examination and sur- 
vey of the Yaquina River, from the town of Yaquina to Pioneer, 
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in Oregon, including Big Elk River to Sunset Quarry—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. ae . 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 3642) to aid in the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the 
soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for American independ- 
ence—to the Committee on the Library. ’ 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 3643) to prevent the reduction 
or discontinuance of pensions without first giving notice to the 
pensioner of such intended reduction or discontinuance, and allow- 
ing testimony to be submitted in defense thereof, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. cla 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 3644) to extend the limits of the 

ort of entry of New Orleans—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. , 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 3645) to extend to the port of 
Eagle Pass and other ports in Texas the privileges of immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3646) to amend section 1225 of the 
Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail of officers of the 
Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in the public 
schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado (by request): A bill (H. R. 3647) to 
authorize the exploration and purchase of mines within the 
boundaries of private land claims—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3648) granting 
to pensioners of the United States the privilege of returning their 
— vouchers free of postage—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H.R.3649) making an appropriation 
to continue the improvement of the mouth and passes of the 
Calcasieu River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. , — ; 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3650) making an a for continu- 
ing theimprovement of the Mermentau River and its tributaries, 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3651) making an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of the channel, bay, and passes of Bayou Ver- 
milion, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3652) making an appropriation to continue 
the project of connecting Bayou Teche with Grand Lake. Louisi- 
ana, at Charenton, La.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3653) making an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of Bayou Teche, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3654) making an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) making an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana, and directing 
the Secretary of War to have made a preliminary survey of Bayou 





Grosse Tete. Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 3656) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands in Oklahoma Territory for actual and 
bona fide settlers, and reserving the public lands for that purpose 
—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 3727) to grant a service 
pension to officers and enlisted men who served in the late war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 74) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to the right of suf- 
frage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 75) to provide 

for the printing of a digest of the laws and decisions of the courts 
relating to war claims—to the Committee on Printing. 
_ By Mr. WOODMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 76) to print 
in pamphlet form 10,000 copies of a complete list of the names and 
addresses of all pensioners whose pensions have been stopped, sus- 
pended, or reduced since March 1, 1893, with reasons therefor—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 
11) requesting the President to take such steps as will result in the 
speedy recognition of the belligerency of the Cuban insurgents— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ODELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 96) to authorize 
amendment to the general banking laws—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A resolution (House Res. No. 97) directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to inform the House whether the 
provisions for the safety of the public im ocean travel are being 
strictly enforced—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

_By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res. No. 98) pro- 
viding for a clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department—to the Committee on Accounts. 
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By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolutiom (House Res. No. 99) calling 
upon the Secretary of the Interior for certain information relat- 
ing to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

The bill (H. R. 352) for the relief of Thomas O. Corbin—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Jane Elizabeth Owen, legal 
representative of John Young, sr., late of Elizabeth City County, 
Va., deceased—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to Martha R. Hitch- 
cock—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2833) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1776) granting a pension to Anthony Christy, of 
Osage City, Kans.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1544) to correct the military record of William 
H. Feaster—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 1529) for the relief of William Gregory—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 1403) for relief of Noah R. Yeargin—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2977) for the relief of the estate of Vasti Smith, 
deceased, of Wake County, N. C.—Committee on Military Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 353) for the relief of Maj. Samuel T. Cushing— 
Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3857) for the relief of W. D. 
Gold & Co.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3658) granting an increase of 
pension to Woodbury Day, alias John White—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 3659) for the relief of John 
E. Wilbur—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 3660) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3661) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3662) for the benefit of J. D. Thompson, of 
Trimble County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 3663) for the relief of James 
Nipper, of Cleveland, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) for relief of Mary Ann Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3665) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Rollan Prentice—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) to provide for the reinstatement in the 
Railway Mail Service of C. W. Merrick, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) granting an honorable discharge to Har- 
rison S. Crites—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) for the relief of Willbert Bowen, of Crip- 
ple Creek, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) for the relief of Joseph Clucas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3670) for the relief of Drury Shrewsbury—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Anthony O'Grady, alias 
John Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3672) for the relief of Richard 
P. Flackistone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3673) for the relief of 
Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 3674) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compen- 
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sation for the use by the United States of his invention relating to 
rojectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him 
March 25, 1852—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 3675) for the relief of represent- 
atives of John W. Branham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 3676) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from John Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8677) granting a pension to George W. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8678) granting pension to Martin Hope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of Nancy A. E. Hoffman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3680) for the 
relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased, late of Charles- 
ton, 8. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of Michael B. Ryan, son 
and administrator de bonis non of John 8S. Ryan, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 3682) granting a pension to 
Catharine Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8683) to reimburse George W. McKinsey, 
postmaster at Kokomo, Ind., for money paid out by him as said 
postmnaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER. A bill (H. R. 3684) for the relief of William 
H. Cleaden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 8685) for the relief of the es- 
tateof Enos Lassiter, deceased—to the Cornmittee on War Claims. 

Alvo, a bill (H. R. 3686) for the relief of John M. Higgins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) for the relief of P. F. Warterfield—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. 
McKinney for services in Oregon Indian wars—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8689) ene the pension of Jefferson Fues- 
ton, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 3690) restoring a pension to 
Henry Mackvill, alias Henry Mackey—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill & R. 3691) granting a pension to 
Catharine Kelley, widow of John Kelley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to Mrs. An- 
nie M. Clemens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 3693) to remove charge of 
eee against James Stone—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) for relief of J. T. Patrick, of Salyers- 
ville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 3695) for the relief of Enoch P. 
Ward, of Holl Sy Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 3696) for the relief of the 
estate of Frank H. Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 3697) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief Mrs. Belinda 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) for the relief of John P. Webber—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8701) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the name of Charles Amos—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R, 3702) for the relief of Carl 
F. Kolbe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H, R. 3703) for the relief of Nancy 
Rose, light-house keeper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS: - bill (H. R. 3704) to increase the pension of 
Dwight A. Aiken, of Lexington, Ky.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R. 3705) for the relief of F. F. 
White—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3706) granting a pension to Elizabeth Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 3707) for the relief of Amos 8. 
Carkhuff—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 3708) for the relief of Fanny 
B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark—to the Committee on War 

ms, 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8709) for the relief of the estate 
of the late Revere W. Gurley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8710) for the 
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relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr., and Henry C. Thomas, both of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3711) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) for the relief of Henry C. Morgan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to 
Peter Travis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 3714) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of James Charles 
Cramer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) removing charge of desertion from 
mee record of Martin Mehaffey—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8717) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Peter Guia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) to remove the charge of desertion from 
o record of Alexander Wheeler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3719) to pro- 
vide for appointment by brevet of active or retired officers of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 3720) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Reed, late a private in Company I, One hundred and 
thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3721) for the relief of Sarah 
J. Warren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Hix Patter- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 3723) for the relief of John D, 
Hicks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of 
George M. Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 3725) for the relief of Co- 
lumbus F. Hayward and the executor of Charlotte G. Hayward— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 3726) to restore to the pension roll 
Lycurgus Q. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Sarah C. Gray, of 
Fayette County, Ga., praying reference of her war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. oe Petition of F. W. Sawyer and others, of 
Millbridge, e., for the repeal of the law of February 18, 1895, in 
relation to shipping commissioners—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorials from citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, advocating reduction in postage on first-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Cincinnati Bicycle Club, concerning good 

roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
- By Mr. BULL: Resolution of the Rhode Island ex-Prisoners of 
War Association, praying for the ge of the bill giving pay 
and pension to those soldiers and sailors who were confined in Con- 
federate prisons during the war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution adopted at a public meeting at Providence, 
R. I., December 20, 1895, asking Congress to recognize the bellig- 
erent rights of the Cuban revolutionists—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

B . CANNON: Remonstrance of M. A. Ballinger, president 
of Colusa Heights Citizens’ Association, and others, against the 
location of contagious hospital in Pleasant Plains—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of T. J. Buntain and others, favoring reclassifi- 
cation of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition from 96 citizens of Spottsville, Ky., 
on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition to Congress relative to the Paris 
Exposition of 1900—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Iso, petition for the payment of bounties to regulars who served 
in the war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): Petition of 187 citizens 
of Muscatine County, Iowa, praying for the noninterference of the 
Pope’s representatives in United States affairs—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny 
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County, in favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. DAYTON: Eight petitions, severally, from A. S. Wells 
and others, W. H. Neville and others, M. R. Neville and others, 
W. H. Marple and others, J. M. Downs and others, W. H. Brand 
and others, Abe Moon and others, and George C. Clem and others, 
all of West Virginia, praying the passage of the Stone bill restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of E. H. Coombs and others, of Monongalia 
County, W. Va., praying that navigation of the Monongahela 
River be made free—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Allevia A. Hamill, of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., praying reference of her war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria, Ill., to Congress 
to take action toward the recognition of Cuban insurgents as bel- 
ligerents—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Canton, Ill., for relief as to the 
keeping of a deputy revenue stamp office at Canton, I1l.—to the 

e ittee on Appropriations. 
ae anne oP dione of Maple Mills, Ill., for the recognition 
of Cuban insurgents as belligerents—to the Committee on For- 

j airs. 

“ +9 HAGER: Petition of William F. Stipe and 100 others, 
of Ticattin, Iowa, praying for the recognition as belligerents of 
Cuban patriots—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Penns ylvania: Four petitions, severally, of 
28 citizens of Westmoreland County, 14 citizens of Blairsville, 
citizens of Cokesville, and others of Westmoreland County, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from Hon. J. E. Blythe, of Mason 
City, Iowa, urging the establishment of a national military park 
at Vicksburg, iss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions of the governing com- 
mittee of the Indianapolis Board of Trade, expressing sympathy 
with the people of Cuba in their efforts to attain independence—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ; 

By Mr. HILL: Petition for transfer of remains of Joel Barlow 
from Poland to America—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers to a. a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Kelley, widow of John Kelley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ; , 

By Mr. JOY: Resolutions on the Armenian question—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. ; 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca 
Harrison,‘of Clark County, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Two petitions of citizens of Satillo, Hunting- 
don County, Pa., asking for the pereene of House bill No. 5246, 
Fifty-third Congress, known as the William A. Stone bill, to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petitions of numerous col- 
ored citizens of South Carolina, asking for speedy settlement of 
contested-election cases—to the Committee on Elections No. 3. 

Also, resolutions of the Perkins Street Baptist Society of Somer- 
ville, Mass., favoring the discontinuance of Indian contract 
schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of H. D. Bonnet, for correction of 
antemuster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of 119 citizens of Summit 
County, Ohio, in behalf of an act to secure a better grade of immi- 
grants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Resolutions of a mass meeting held at 
Plain Grove, Pa., December 20, 1895, in favor of the Armenian 
people—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of 116 citizens of Rochester, Beaver County, Pa., 
in favor of a free Monongahela River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 87 citizens of Butler County, Pa., in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of Alexander 
Wheeler, to remove charge of desertion, and for an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the citizens of Ashland, Wis., relative to the 
‘\rmenian atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Medical Society, to provide 
for a department and secretary of public health in the Cabinet of 
the President—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Pennsylva- 
nia State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of equitable 
protection—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Catharine C. Smith, pray- 
ing for an appropriation of $1,200 on account of the services of 
her brother in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ae WOOD: Petition of 5 Sg Q. Parkhurst, son of 
Eli W. Parkhurst, Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteers, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, January 11, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
HENRY M. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
by the Speaker, as follows: 

A bill (S. 697) for the reconstruction of the United States eustom- 
house and post-office building at St. Albans, Vt., destroyed by fire 
May 19, 1895—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for foundry 
at navy-yard, Washington, D. C.,in the act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls of said foundry—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 732) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A concurrent resolution: 








Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the annual report of the Commissioner of Railroads for the year 
18% 1,500 extra copies in paper covers, with appendixes, for the use of the 
Commissioner of Railroads. 


To the Committee on Printing. 
THE RULES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the unfinished busi- 
ness; and desire to say that, as to Rule XV, we will lay that aside 
for the present and call it up hereafter, going on with the rest of 
the week, because some members seem to be in trouble about the 
rule as it may apply to Friday night sessions, and possibly to busi- 
ness brought up by unanimous consent, and we desire to see if 
we can meet their suggestions. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the next amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the gentleman if that dis- 
poses of the third paragraph of Rule XV. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to 
amend another portion of the same rule? 

Mr. WHEELER. I simply desire to strike out the third para- 
graph of Rule XV. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will bein order. The Chair sup- 
poses the gentleman from Iowa does not desire to postpone any- 
thing but the fourth paragraph. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman has any other amend- 
ment to offer he may do so now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to strike 
out the third paragraph of Rule XV. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, will it be in order to—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized, 
unless the gentleman rises to make a point of order. 

Mr. MILES. I simply desire to ask for information in refer- 
ence to an amendment to be offered hereafter. Will it be in order 
to offer an amendment to section 4 of Rule XV? 

The SPEAKER. That will be taken up later. 

Mr. MILES. When taken up later will it be in order to offer 
amendments to it? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out clause 3 of Rule XV, as follows: 

“3. On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, 
the names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House 
who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and 
reported tothe Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be counted 
and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business.”’ 


{Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER}, which is 
to strike out clause 3 of Rule XV. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded the yeas and nays, but subsequently 
withdrew the demand. 

Accordingly the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XV by striking from the first paragraph thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘And after the roll has been once called the Clerk shall call in their alpha- 


betical order the names of those not voting,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘‘And after the roll has been once called the Speaker shall, of 
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his own motion or at the request of any member or members, cause the 
Clerk to call again the names of those present and not voting.” 


Mr. DALZELL. To what section is this amendment proposed? 

The SPEAKER. The first clause of Rule XV. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The first clause of Rule XV; and the object 
of it is merely to dispense with the necessity of calling twice the 
names of those who are absent and who of course can not respond. 
Any member can determine readily, when he sees the amendment 
in print, whether he is in favor of or opposed to the proposed 
change. I therefore ask that it merely be passed over with the 
rule for consideration at a later time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. To be brought up hereafter, when we call 
up the rule. The gentleman merely asks, as I understand, that 
the matter remain pending. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. It is the amendment to which I 
called the attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND] asks that this amendment may remain pending when the 
fourth clause is called up. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. If nothing further is offered on Rule XV, the 
Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. MILES. Iwas informed that hereafter I might offer an 
amendment to section 4, Rule XV. Am I right? 

The SPEAKER, That goes over to be called up, and when it 
comes up the gentleman will have the right to offer whatever 
amendments are in order. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The next committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In Rule XVII, section 1, second line, substitute the word “ voting” for the 


word “ present,’’ and after the word “ quorum” add the words “ be present ’’; 
so that as amended the section shall read as follows: 
“Rote XVII. 


‘PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

“J. There shall be a motion for the previous question, w being ordered 
by a majority of members roe if aquorum be present, shall have effect 
to cnt off all debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate 
question or questions on which it has been asked and ordered. The previous 
question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions 
allowable under the rules, or an am ent or amendments, or ~ be made 
to embrace all authorized motions or amendments, and include the bill to 
its passage or rejection. It shall be in pas the motion for, or after 
the apeviown question shall have been orde: on its passage, for the Speaker 
to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to 
a standing or select committee.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment to Rule XVII? 
{After a pause.| The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XIX by adding the following provision: 

“Amendments to the title of a bill or resolution shall not be in order until 
after tts passage, and shall be decided without debate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If no other amendment is offered to Rule 
XIX the Clerk will proceed to the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXT strike out of section 3 the words “‘to the Committee on Indian 
acquis Claims,” and insert after the words ‘Land Claims” the word 
“and,”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there are other amendments offered 
to this rule, the Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXII, section 3, insert after the words “ correction in case of error 

of reference may be made by the House” the words “ without debate.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment to this rule? 
[After a pause,] The Clerk will proceed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXIII, section 3, insert after the words “to the United States for 
money or property” the words “or referring any claim to the Court of 
Claims,” so that the section will read as follows: 


“Rote XXL 
‘3. Ali motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; 
all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills app. z 
tions of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to ©, or 
tions al: or releasing any 


authorizing payments out of appropria ready 
liability to the United States perty i i 
to the Court of Claims, shall be fret pocaitowed: n aon ttee the Whole, 
and a point of order under this rule be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has commenced.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to be heard on that 
poopesition foramoment. The proposition is to amend Rule XXIII 

xy adding the words ‘“‘or referring any claim to the Court of 

Claims.” That means that all claims, before they can be referred 
. - —— of = must first be considered in Committee of 

e Whole here. Now, Mr. Speaker, the act of Congress passed 
on the 3d of March, 1883, oxgoumy provides—and I ask the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa to it, because I do not think he 
will object to this amendment if he hears me a moment—— 


Mr. DERSON. Iam li to the gentleman. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The pegs ee passed on the 3d of 
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March, 1883, known as the Bowman Act, expressly provides that 
the committees of either the Senate or House, in order to expedite 
the business of Congress, may send, upon their own motion, claims 
to the Court of Claims. That is a provision of the act known as 
the Bowman Act, and I will ask the Clerk to read the first section 
of that act. This rule will be directly in the teeth of that act of 


Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committec of tho 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, 
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committes 
or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proof, and docu- 
ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the 
United States, and the same shall there be proceeded with under such rules 
as the court may adopt. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is sufficient. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that language is as explicit as it can be that 
the Committee on War Claims of the House has the right to send 
certain claims to the Court of Claims, and it certainly violates 
that act of Congress to come and provide that the House must 
take action before the Committee on War Claims can take its ac- 
tion, when the law expressly provides that it may do it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not 
perfectly competent for the House to make a rule as to its action 
which is in confirmation of the Bowman Act? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all; because the law expressly 
states that the committee may take this action. This rule would 
provide that the House must first take action. 

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. The Bowman Act provides arule 
which applies in certain cases to committees and which applies 
in certain cases to the House of Representatives. Now, when the 
House of Representatives comes to exercise its powers under the 
Bowman Act we provide in this rule that it shall be done through 
the intervention of the Committee of the Whole. The gentleman 
has overiooked the fact that either the committee or the House 
may cause the claim to be sent to the Court of Claims. There are 
cases where it becomes the business of the'House of Representa- 
tives to pass upon these claims, and they may see fit to send them, 
under this act, to the Court of Claims at once, or,if this is pro- 
vided in the rules, they will then send them to the Committee of 
the Whole, which it seems to me, considering the amount of money 
possibly involved in these claims, is not only a proper thing, but a 
= on the part of the House. 

r. RICHARDSON. But the rule provides that before any 
money can be appropriated the Committee of the Whole musi 
consider the claim. 

Mr. DALZELL. But one of the difficulties is—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That has to be done before we make an 
appropriation. This reference to the Court of Claims is not for 
an appropriation; it is not for a judgment; it is simply to find the 
facts. ow, before an appropriation can be made the bill must 
receive its consideration in Committee of the Whole. I would 
not object to that, because that is all right. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that it was the express intention of the Committee on Rules to 
have all these references when only the House was involved, 
whether they involved oe or merely findings of fact, go to 
the Committee of the Whole, because we all know that findings 
of fact by the Court of Claims involve in nine cases out of ten a 
subsequent appropriation of money. For that reason, I ~ it 
was the intention of the Committee on Rules to require all these 
cases where the House is acting independently of a committee, 
whether intended to be followed by a judgment immediately or 
contemplating a mere finding of fact, to go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I congratulate the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it amounts to this, that whereas the law pro- 
vides two authorities, the Committee on Rules in their report re- 
duce the number to one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is it. 

Mr.CANNON. Letme see if I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. As I understand him, he claims that the Commit- 
tee on War Claims being a creature of the House, it is quite com- 
petent for the House to say on what terms and conditions its 
creature shall act; in other words, that the House can revise the 
action of the Committee on War Claims either in Committee of 
the Whole or in the House itself. If that is the gentleman's 
ground, it seems to me quite correct. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is quite incorrect if I can con- 
strue the language of the statute of h 3, 1883. The statute 
provides that— 
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cause vouc! etc., 
of Claims of the United States, ete. 

The committee ‘‘may cause the same” to be transmitted to 
the court. The bill may not be pending before the House; it may 
be pending only before the committee. Now, you provide in this 
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claim can not get to the Court of Claims until it has 
ener in Committee of the Whole. That seems to me 
to be as plain and palpable a contradiction of the statute as can 
be made. The statute gives the committee the right to refer every 
war Claim of this character to the Court of Claims. Suppose that 
the Committee of the Whole, considering such a claim, should say, 
“ We will not refer it.” Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
mean to say that that would operate as a limitation on the action 
of the Committee on War Claims? : 

Mr. DALZELL. This rule simply provides that the bill shall 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 1 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Butsuppose the Committee of the Whole 
considers it adversely, does the gentleman maintain that in that 
case the Committee on War Claims can not refer that bill to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. DALZELL. The Committee on War Claims can not have 
jurisdiction of the claim unless it gets it fromthe House. No 
claims can go to that committee save those which go to it from 

House. 
“0 RICHARDSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. When 
the bill is introduced it is referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and the committee then has absolute jurisdiction and can 
refer the claim to the Court of Claims under this law. 

Mr. DALZELL. But does the gentleman claim that the House 
can not change its rules? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This amendment does not do that, and I 
do not think the House could violate the law in that way. 

Mr. DALZELL. This amendment does not violate the law. 
The law gives the House jurisdiction of all these claims, and it has 
the right to say whether they shall go to the Court of Claims or how 
they shall be disposed of. Now, this rule simply provides that 
when that question is presented the House, before determining 
to exercise its power to send those claims to the Committee on 
War Claims, shall consider the matter in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the whole object of the Bow- 
man Act was to expedite the hearing of these cases and to afford 
relief to Congress and the Executive Departments. That appears 
from the title of the act. The idea was that the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate should be relieved from considering the 

uestion of referring these claims to the Court of Claims, and 
that the calendars of the two Houses should be thereby relieved 
by giving the Committee on War Claims the right to refer these 
claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Tennessee does not assume, 
I suppose, that the Bowman Act includes all cases known as war 
claims? It does not go beyond cases relating to claims for sup- 
plies and subsistence furnished to our forces during the war. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatisall. It does not go beyond that. 
Claims under the Bowman Act are limited to claims for supplies 
and subsistence. 

Mr. LOUD. That act applies only to claims for subsistence 


furnished to our forces during the war, and does not include the | 


thousands of other cases known as ‘‘ war claims.” 
Mr.RICHARDSON. Certainlynot. The language of the Bow- 

man Act is wholly different from the language of the Tucker Act, 

which also relates to war claims other than those for supplies. 
Mr. DALZELL. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 


there are not two classes of cases, one under the jurisdiction of 


the committee, and the other cases in possession of the House and 
capable of being referred to the Court of Claims—— 
r. RICHARDSON. Ido not catch the gentleman's question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Arethere not two classes of cases which, under 
the Bowman Act, may in proper circumstances be referred to the 
Court of Claims, to wit, cases over which a committee has juris- 
diction and cases over which the House has jurisdiction? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iso understand. 
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Mr. DALZELL. Now, with reference to the latter class, does | 


the gentleman contend that this rule interferes at all with the law 
which makes it entirely discretionary with the House as to whether 
or not it shall send claims over which it has jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims or dis of them otherwise? 

Mr. RICHARDSO . I think where the House has jurisdiction 
of the claim and there is no provision in me law as to how it shall 
be disposed of, then we may adoptsuch arule as I understand this 
to be; but if the language of an existing law covers the case, then 
I do not think it is possible for this House to make a rule contra- 
vening that law. 

a Now, the lan, e of this proposed rule is explicit. It says, 
or referring any claim to the Court of Claims.” Now, the Bow- 
man Act provides that the Committee on War Claims may refer 
to the Court of Claims any claims for supplies furnished by loyal 
people to the armies of the Union during the war. If it be ad- 
mitted that the language of this rule does not undertake 
to limit the Committee on War ims in its action, that without 
ro — ~~, committee — a law refer Pa 
! aims without having those claims go to the 
Committee of the Whole, I have nothing farther to seg. 
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Mr. DALZELL. My contention is that it is within the power 
of the House of Representatives 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To violate the law? 

Mr. DALZELL. To say whether it will refer a war claim to 
the Court of Claims or dispose of it in some other way, the House 
having jurisdiction of the claim, and it not having gone to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman (be- 
cause I know he is an able lawyer) this question: If the House in 
considering a war claim in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union or considering it during the disposition of the Private 
Calendar should decide adversely to the motion to refer, what are 
you going to do with this provision of the Bowman Act, which 
says that the Committee on War Claims may refer such a bill 
without action of the House to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. DALZELL. The committee can not refer it until it has 
jurisdiction, and it can have no jurisdiction except from the 
House. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. TheCommittee on War Claims has juris- 
diction of the claim, in the case supposed, by the reference of the 
claim to that committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. The committee has not jurisdiction of those 
claims which the House disposes of in Committee of the Whole. 
The House has power to control its agent, a committee, and to 
say whether a claim shall go to a committee or not. The power 
of the House to do this under the rule and its power to decide ad- 
versely constitute a contingency in which the jurisdiction of the 
committee under the Bowman Act to make the reference might 
not arise. A committee can not rise above the power that ap- 
points it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. According to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, this rule, if adopted, would operate as an 
absolute repeal of so much of the Bowman Act as provides that 
the Committee on War Claims may refer these bills to the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will. 

Mr. LACEY. Under the rules of the House, a war claim is at 
once referred by the Speaker to the Committee on War Claims; 
and under the Bowman Act that committee can do one of two 
things—it can send the bill directly to the Court of Claims, or it 
can report the bill back to the House. If the bill comes back to 
the House, then, under this proposed rule, it can be considered in 
Committee of the Whole and then referred to the court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatisallright. If thatis the constrne- 
tion of this proposed rule, I have nothing tosay. But the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will not, I think, state that such is his 
understanding. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania” says 
that his contention is that these claims, which it is within the 
jurisdiction of the House to refer, may be disposed of in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and an adverse report had thereon, notwithstand- 
ing the provisions of the Bowman Act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, I ask the gentleman whether he 
means to say that by a rule of this House the act of Congress 
passed on the 3d of March, 1883, can be expressly repealed, for 
that act says that the Committee on War Claims may make this 
reference? The gentleman from Pennsylvania, ¢n the contrary, 
insists, as I understand, that the House of Representatives must 
first act upon the question and may take away from the War 
Claims Committee the right given it under the Bowman Act to 
make the reference of the bill to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DALZELL. On the gentleman’s first proposition he needs 
no answer. Of course I make no such contention. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman understands, if I may be 
permitted to say so, that the construction which he gives to the 
Bowman Act wouldenable the House of Representatives, by itself, 
without the concurrent action of the Senate, and without any 
change of the existing law, to practically abrogate that law as it 
stands on the statute book. Now, I insist the House can not do 
that and the Senate can not doit. It must be done, if at all, by 
the concurrent action of the House and Senate, taking the form of 
a new law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, there is nothing in the 
Bowman Act requiring the House to send these war claims to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not in the act itself; but the rule of the 
House requires that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. AsI understand, the Bowman Act provides 
only that in the event of the committee getting jurisdiction of 
any one of these claims it may send the claim to the Court of 
Claims or may return it to the House for consideration. There 
is nothing, however, in the Bowman Act, as I understand, re- 
quiring the Speaker to refer a war claim to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. WHEELER. The rules of the House require it. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 
me, I wish to make perfectly clear the position that I take in refer- 
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ence to this matter. My contention is that all these claims that 
are within the jurisdiction of the House in the first instance, not 
sent to a committee, may be disposed of in Committee of the 
Whole; may be sent to or may be withheld from the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman Act. I concede that 
it is within the power of the Committee on War Claims, when it 
has obtained jurisdiction of a war claim, to determine whether it 
shall go to the Court of Claims or not, when it has jurisdiction of 
the matter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee permit me to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question? 

, Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania this question: Does he propose by this 
rule to take away the right of a member introducing a bill of hav- 
ing it referred to the Committee on War Claims? 

Mr. saree I do not understand that to be the purpose of 
the rule. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, if a bill goes to the 
War Claims Committee that committee, under the provisions of 
the Bowman Act, would have the right to refer it to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have already said so, where the committee 
has jurisdiction. They may send it to the Court of Claims under 
such circumstances. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me to make this suggestion? If the rule pro by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is adopted it would have the result of re- 
quiring the consideration of these claims twice in the Committee 
of the Whole. They are submitted to the Committee of the Whole 
in the first instance, to determine whether or not they shall go to 
the Court of Claims, and then, when they come back from the 
court, if they require an appropriation of money from the Treas- 
ury, they would have to be considered again in Committee of the 
Whole, which does not occur with reference to any other class of 
bills, so far as I know. 

Mr. DALZELL. If that be true, I think that is a very strong 
argument in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, it seems to me to be a very strong ar- 
gument against it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not understand why the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania should make that remark. The only object of 
the Bowman Act was to provide loyal citizens of the disloyal 
States of the Union who had furnished supplies to the Union 
Army during the war a tribunal in which they might have their 
claims examined and passed upon. 

Now, the gentleman says there is reason why they should not 
be so considered. I can not see why the gentleman should desire 
to place the loyal ple in the disloyal States in that position. 
That may be the policy of the gentleman, but it has not been the 
policy of Congress since the passage of the act providing for the 
4th of July claims, or what is known as the 4th of July bill, 
passed in 1864, On the contrary, they have permitted these claims 
to be paid for twenty years, and they were paid without goin 
to either branch of Congress, having n adjudicated and pai 
in the Departments. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to enter into 
the question of the policy of the law—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. Speaker, the provision of the Bowman 
Act prescribes that— 

Whenever a claim or matter is pending before the committees of the Senate 
or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or the 


House may cause the same, with vouchers, papers, etc., to be transmitted to 
the Court of Claims, ete. 


This gives jurisdiction to the committee or to the House. The 
House lays down the rule that before a committee may do so and 
so—the House committee—that the Committee of the Whole shall 
consider it. Inasmuch as the law gives the House jurisdiction, it 
has merely the right to say through what channel the claim shall 
go before it goes to the Court of Claims. It seems to me that the 
proposition is so clear that it needs no discussion, and how there 
can be confusion in the minds of gentlemen with reference to it I 
do not understand. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Has not the committee, under 
the Bowman Act, irrespective of the action of the House, the right 
to send the claim to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The rule of the House requires that the 
House shali first submit it to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, can a rule of the House 
violate a statute of the United States? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; it does not and can not, because 
the House in dealing with these claims has a perfect right to give 
jurisdiction to the Committee on War Claims or to withhold it. 

e ae under the law the means by which these claims shall 
reach the Court of Claims. The law gives the House jurisdiction 
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to that extent, and in my judgment there is no clearer propositio 
than the right of the House, under the law, to do auadliy what is 
contemplated by the amendment of the rules. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, as I understand your 
contention, by denying jurisdiction to the Committee on War 
Claims you defeat the intention of the law? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; the gentleman misunderstands 
me. This — en concurrent jurisdiction, and the House 
exercises it under the law, and makes the channel through which 
these claims shall reach the Court of Claims. Itis simply a propo- 
sition to submit these claims to the consideration of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole under the five-minute rule to determine whether 
the claim shall go to the Court of Claims or not. It does not 
deny jurisdiction and does not affect the statute in any way. It 
is simply a protection in the interests of the public Treasury and 
in favor of a general consideration of all proper claims. 

Mr.RAY. Let me make this suggestion. Whenaclaim comes 
into the House in the first instance, the House has exclusive juris- 
diction; and these bills do not go to the Committee on War Claims 
except by the consent of the House. 

Therefore, this House can prescribe the condition under which 
it shall go to the committee, and when it goes to the Committee 
on War Claims we have only surrendered a part of our jurisdic- 
tion over it, and the jurisdiction obtained by the Committee on 
War Claims is limited by the rule which this House sees fit to 
adopt and prescribe. Therefore, we can adopt this rule without 
any violation of the Bowman Act whatever. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says we do not propose to take away—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson | 
is recognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of very great im- 
portance to my people, and I want the ear of the members on this 
side of the House. TheCongressional district that I have the honor 
to represent has more pensioners in it than any other in the United 
States of America. In proportion to our population we put more 
men into the Union Army than any other Congressional dis- 
trict in the United States. e furnished the Union armies that 
came down to East Tennessee under Burnside and under the 
other Federal generals millions of dollars’ worth of commissary 
and quartermaster stores. We supplied Burnside’s army for 
many months out of our smokehouses and our corncribs, our sta- 
bles and our fields, and for a very large part of the supplies that 
we thus furnished to Burnside, which saved his army from being 
starved to death or captured by Longstreet—for a very large part 
of the supplies thus furnished the loyal men of that country to 
this good day have never been paid a solitary cent. When this 
Bowman Act was passed the object of it was to give the loyal men 
of East Tennessee and other loyal sections of the country an 
opportunity aoe their claims before a court of competent 
jurisdiction. ~ Now, in the name of God, in the name of justice, 
in the name of patriotism, will this House strike down that law 
under the name of adopting a rule of procedure? Can it be done 
in that way? Can this House, by the adoption of a rule, repeal a 
solemn statute passed by the two Houses of Congress and signed 
by the President? Thisamendmentundertakes todo that. I hold 
in my hand the Bowman Act. How does it read? 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That whenever— 

Whenever— 

a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Senate or House of 
Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which involves the in- 
vestigation and determination of facts, the committee or House may cause 
the same, with the vouchers, papers, eens documents pertaining thereto, 
to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and the same 
shall be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. 

Under the first section of this act, just read by me, when a bill to 
pay any of these claims of my constituents was referred to any 
committee of this House, that committee could, on its own motion 
and without the previous consent of the House, refer the claim to 
the Court of Claims, which was empowered to find the real facts 
and report them to Congress for its action thereon. Then the 
claim had to go before a committee again, and then before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and then had to pass the House, and then go 
to the Senate, where nearly all of these same steps had to be taken 
again, and then to be signed by the President or passed over his 
veto. All of these various courses of procedure had to be observed 
before the bill could become a law and my constituent paid the 
money so long due him by this great Government which he had 
befriended thirty years ago in her hour of need. Surely these are 
ordeals enough, and many too many. But now the Committee 
on Rules proposes to add yet another ordeal, and that is to compel 
every claim to pass through the Committee of the Whole before 
it can even have a chance to go to the Court of Claims, although 
the Bowman Act expressly provides that ‘“‘any committee of the 
Senate or House” may send any claim it chooses to the Court of 
Claims without asking anybody’s consent. 

I do not see, Mr. Speaker, how any impartial man can think that 
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this proposed amendment to our rules does not conflict with the 
Bowman Act. This act authorizes ‘‘any committee ” to refer a 
claim, and the amendment proposed forbids a reference by any 
committee until the Committee of the Whole first authorizes such 
a reference. In other words, the proposed amendment forbids 
any committee to exercise the power conferred on it by the Bow- 


man Act unless the House in Committee of the Whole allows it so 


lo. 
rhe Bowman Act expressly authorizes either a committee or the 


House to refer a claim, thus showing that they are to act inde- 

ndently of each other—concurrently, asthelawyerssay; and this 
House has no more right to forbid a committee to refer a claim 
than a committee has to forbid this House, and to undertake to do 
so isa Violationof a solemn law passed by both Houses of Congress 
and signed by the President. _ ; 

Now, can this House, by adoptingarule, say these claims shall not 
besent tothe Courtof Claims until they have first been passed upon 
by the Committee of the Whole? It can not bedone. A statute 
of the United States can not be repealed in that way; and if it 
could be, I appeal to the men on this side of the House to do jus- 
tice to the loyal men of the section that Irepresent. Can you not 
trust a solemn court of the United States to pass on these ques- 
tions and say whether this great Government of ours owes the hum- 
ble men of East Tennessee and other sections of the South, loyal 
men who stripped themselves naked and actually starved their 
families in order to uphold the flag of their country and maintain 
the cause of the Union? Are a willing to say that the Bowman 
Act, passed for the benefit of these men, shall be repealed by a 
staal rule adopted by this House, solitary and alone? In the 
name of patriotism, may God forbid that the people of the loyal 
sections of the South be thus treated in the house of their friends. 

The Union men and women of East Tennessee furnished mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of supplies of all kinds—provisions, horses, 
mules, cattle, hogs, sheep, wheat, corn, oats, hay, beef, pork, ba- 
con, lard, meal, flour, and everything needed by the Federal 
armies operating in East Tennessee—during the war of the re- 
bellion, these armies being often entirely dependent on the loyal 
men of that loyal region for their means of subsistence, their base 
of supplies being hundreds of miles away, and communication 
difficult at best, and oftenimpossible. And fora very large part of 
the supplies thus furnished our half-starved armies—often fur- 
nished, too, at great personal sacrifice and when actually needed 
for the support of their families—for a very large part of these sup- 
plies my people have not yet been paid, although more than thirty 
years have elapsed since the property was used and the promise 
of payment by the officers of the Government made. 

I call upon the men upon this side of the House, especially those 
who served in the Union Army, to stand by their compatriots in 
brave, gallant, patriotic, loyal East Tennessee who stood by you 
when you came down, and welcomed you with patriotic hands 
and with all the supplies that we had in our country to keep you 
alive and prevent you from starving when you were cut off by 
Longstreet’s army from every means of reaching your supplies on 
the Ohio River. Gentlemen on this side of the House, let the 
Bowman Act stand. Strike outtheseitalics proposed by the com- 
mittee and let justice be done to the loyal men of the South who 
contributed their thousands and tens of thousands of dollars for 
the relief of the Union Army. 

Now, let me say another thing. The supplies that were fur- 
nished the Union troops in Pennsylvania during Lee’s invasion, 
prior and subsequent to the battle of Gettysburg, were all paid for 
without question. The supplies furnished the Union troops in 
the State of Ohio, while they were pursuing Morgan in his raid, 
were all paid for without question. But the supplies furnished 
the Union Army in East Tennessee have to pass every imaginable 
scrutiny before they are paid for; and now, though thirty years 
and more have gone by since these supplies were furnished, yet 
the great Government of the United States, with its 70,000,000 
people, believing in the God of justice, praying for the perpetuity 
of our country, down to this good day has failed to pay the hon- 
est claims of my patriotic constituents and other like patriotic 
men all over the South. In all the record of patriotic valor there 
can not be found a brighter page than the one that tells of the 
heroic sacrifices made not only by the men but also by the 
women and children of East Tennessee in showing their devotion 
to the cause of the Union during the war of the rebellion, they 
being willing at all times during that terrible and tremendous con- 
flict to fight. to starve, to suffer imprisonment. and even to die, 
rather than falter in their loyalty tothe Union and the Constitution 
of their country. On every side of them the Confederate flag 
floated; but, intrenched in their mountains, as in the great fortress 
of freedom, they defied every attempt to subjugate them, and 
from their loftiest crags the flag of the Union never ceased to fi y. 

Oh, it was an easy thing in those days to have been a Union 
man in the loyal North and in the loyal West, but to be a Union 
man in the South, and especially in East Tennessee, was to be a 
marked man, the aim of slander, the aim of scrutiny, the aim of 
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the guerrilla and the bushwhacker, the aim of the Confederate 
government, all using every instrumentality to pull down and de- 
stroy, with nobody to lend a helping hand or give an encouraging 
word. Do not go back on that class of loyal people by adopting 
this amendment, which strikes them down in the house of their 
friends. 

Mr. POWERS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the scope of 
this proposed amendment is very much misunderstood by gentle- 
men who seem to oppose it either by gentle words or by extrava- 
gant ones. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] had very 
much to say about the loyal men of east Tennessee, and his enco- 
mium upon them will not only read well in his own district, but 
sounds well here. [Laughter.] Nobody questions the loyalty of 
those gallant men. 

Mr. BOATNER. Except when they have a claim. 

Mr. POWERS. Isubmit to him that when he proposes to re- 
strict this House, as a House sitting in Committee of the Whole, 
from an opportunity to listen to such impassioned appeals as he 
has just made, he is weakening the prospects of those claimants 
to recover their just claims. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. GIBSON. So much the worse for the Government when 
it undertakes to do it. 

Mr. POWERS. This Government does not propose to do any- 
thing of the kind; but we are simply asking that the Committee 
of the Whole House shall have an opportunity to listen to the 
gentleman when he appears in behalf of these claimants, and not 
send the hearing of such important questions to the small number 
of ten or fifteen who may for the time constitute the Committee 
on Claims. So that the very ground on which he has based his 
argument redounds against him. 

Mr. GIBSON. We want the Bowman law. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman should not only be heard by the 
whole House, but it would be eminently proper that he should 
have the attention of 70,000,000 people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the real gist of this proposed amend- 
ment? It is simply that when a bill is introduced in the House to 
make compensation to a loyal claimant his bill shall come to us 
as every other bill comes. There is no Committee on Claims ex- 
cept as the House itself sees fit toappoint one. The Bowman Act 


makes no reference to any committee of the House by name. It 
simply says these bills ‘‘ referred to a committee.” What com- 
mittee? Not the Committee on War Claims necessarily. It is 


entirely competent for the House to abolish that committee and 
substitute in its place the Committee of the Whole House. It 
simply provides that a claim pending before a committee—and 
this House may as well say that that claim shall be pending before 
the Committee of the Whole as to say that it shall be pending be- 
fore a committee of fifteen. So there is nothing in the proposed 
amendment that trenches at all upon the sanctity of the Bowman 
Act. Itsimply provides that another committee shall pass upon 
the question; and if it be conceded that there is a Committee on 
War Claims, then it does provide that these claims shall be con- 
sidered: by the Committee of the Whole before they are referred 
to the Court of Claims. It seems that there is not the slightest 
embarrassment in this proposed amendment so far as the Bowman 
Act is concerned. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Constitution, Mr. Speaker, confers 
upon this House the right to make its own rules of procedure, 
and the power thus conferred upon this House by the Constitu- 
tion, beyond any question to my mind, would make this a lawful 
exercise of authority. Itwill be entirely competent for this House, 
if it chose so to do, to declare in so many words that the Commit- 
tee on War Claims should make no reference whatever of any 
claims referred to it to the Court of Claims. I go to the full ex- 
tent in the opinion thatit is not within the power of Congress to 
curtail even to the slightest degree its constitutional power, which 
is always vested in the House of Representatives, to pass rules to 
regulate its own procedure. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Bowman Act was never intended to con- 
stitute a ruleof procedure for this House. Its purpose simply 
was to create a jurisdiction in one of its own courts to receive, 
hear, and dispose of such claims as this House might inits discre- 
tion choose to refer to it. Gentlemen confound the Bowman Act 
with a rule of this House. As I have said, it was never the de- 


| sign to create a rule which should govern the procedure of this 


House. Its sole purpose was reference to the Court of Claims, one 
of its own tribunals, with the right and authority to hear such 
claims as this House, in the exercise of its own discretion, may 
choose to refer toit. I have no contention to make against this 
as an unlawful exercise of power in this House. I have no crit- 
icism to make upon the idea that has been suggested that it vio- 
lates an act of Congress, but it is well that the House should 
understand just what would be the effect of this rule if adopted. 
It is an effort on the part of this House to nullify, for all prac- 
tical purposes, the exercise by the Court of Claims of the jurisdic- 
tion which the Bowman Act conferred upon it, and the effort will 
fail of its purpose, because this rule, binding as it will be upon 








this House, will have no effect upon the Senate, and the result 
will be that all of these claims will be introduced in the Senate, 
will go to the proper committee there, and by that committee will 
be referred to the Court of Claims. So that we are attempting 
here to adopt a rule whose purpose is to take away the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims by providing no means by which that 
jurisdiction can be exercised, and yet, as I have said, it will fail 
of its purpose. Of course, our rules can have no operation in the 
other branch of Congress, and the result will be that we shall take 
from our own committee a right which will remain with the Sen- 
ate committee. 

Now, the question is, whether this House desires to so degrade 
its own committee that it shall not have the power to exercise an 
authority which the corresponding committee of a coordinate 
branch of Congress will have power to exercise. If it be a fact 
that the Treasury is endangered by claims of this kind, the true 
remedy is to repeal the law; but so long as the Senate of the United 
States has the right through its committees to exercise this power 
it seems to me that the House should have the right to exercise an 
equal power and authority. By adopting this rule we do not pre- 
vent the reference of these cases to the Court of Claims. We 
merely limit the power of our own committee. These claims will 
still go to the Court of Claims just as abundantly as ever. If any 
gentleman here thinks that a claim, if it once gets upon the Cal- 
endar, will ever be referred to the court through the agency of the 
Committee of the Whole they will be undeceived when they have 
served a little while in this Congress. When these claims come 
back from the Committee on War Claims and take their position 
on the Calendar that is the end. They will never be heard from 
again. The effect of this rule, therefore, is intended to be to pre- 
vent the reference, under any and all circumstances, either by 
this House or by one of its committees, of these claims to the 
Court of Claims. 1 say again, Mr. Speaker, that while I do not 
dispute the entire validity of this rule, because the adoption of it 
is simply an exercise of the constitutional power of this House, 
the rule will fail of its purpose, and its only effect will be to de- 
grade this body in authority, leaving the evil, if it be one, to still 
exist in full force. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there isa 
great misapprehension in the minds of some gentlemen, and espe- 
cially in the mind of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGs 
who has just sat down, with reference to what this rule is an 
what this amendment proposes. Whatis Rule XXIII, which it is 
here proposed to amend? It is simply a rule controlling proceed- 
ings in Committee of the Whole House or in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. What kind of business alone 
can be taken up in Committee of the Whole? It must be business 
that has been reported by some committee of this House and that 
is upon one of two Calendars, viz, the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole or the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. No business can be taken up in Com- 
mittee of the Whole except that which has been reported by some 
committee of the House and is upon one of those two Calendars. 
gg this rule does not refer at all to the primary reference of 
bills, 

Bills are referred to the appropriate committees under another 
rule. But if the appropriate committee, let it be the Committee 
on Claims or the Committee on War Claims, shall report to this 
House a resolution or bill providing for the reference of a particu- 
lar claim to the Court of Claims—and they never do that unless 
they desire to put in some limitation or some condition which shall 
broaden the reference and make it different from what it would 
be under the Bowman Act, because in any other case they can re- 
fer the claim themselves without taking the trouble to report it 
to the House. 

Now, the whole object of the proposed amendment to Rule 
XXIII is to provide that when a bill or resolution by which it is 
proposed to send a claim to the Court of Claims, and which has 
beer reported by a committee and is upon one of the two Calen- 
dars I have named, that bill or resolution, whichever it may be, 
because the probability is very strong that it will ultimately make 
a charge on the Treasury, shall be first considered in Committee 
of the Whole. That is all thisamendment tothe rule provides. It 
does not refer to bills in any other condition, because Rule XXIII 
deals only with the consideration of bills already upon the Calen- 
dar which have been reported by some committee of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. DoI understand the gentleman to insist 
that after the House in Committee of the Whole has considered a 
pill and referred it to the Court of Claims—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the cases covered by this rule and amend- 
ment the House has not considered it a bill. The bill has been 
referred to the committee in the ordinary way and gone to the 
Committee on War Claims or to the Committee on ims, and 
that committee report a bill authorizing the Court of Claims to 
enter judgment in the case or modifying in some way the terms of 
the Bowman Act so as to give the court larger authority. Now, 
I say that because that bill in all probability will involve a charge 
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= the Treasury, it ought to be considered in Committee of the 
hole, as other measures involving a charge upon the Treasury 
are considered, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, after the Court of Claims have 
made a finding upon the case, the bill comes back to the House 
and it must be considered again in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not necessarily if the court was authorized 
toenter judgment. In that case an appropriation would be placed 
in the deficiency appropriation bill to pay the judgment. But if 
the court has only made findings of fact, then, of course, the claim 
must come before Congress to be acted upon in view of the find- 


ings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman wants to have bills pro- 
viding for the payment of claims in the South twice considered 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
whereas no such rule applies to other bills involving a charge 
upon the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to ask my friend, for he is very famil- 
iar with these war-claims matters, whether it is not true that 
nearly every bill that comes into this House to refer a claim to 
the Court of Claims and goes upon the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House, is not a bill intended to broaden the author- 
ity of the Court of Claims, or to authorize the court to entera 
aga in the case? 

I have hardly ever known a bill to be reported to the House 
that was not of this character, for a reference to the court for 
finding of facts alone can be made by the Committee on War 
Claims without coming here. 

Now, I take it for granted that if my friend from Tennessee has 
in his charge a bill involving a claim against the Government— 
one of the so-called ‘‘ war claims ”—and it must be borne in mind 
that every one of these so-called war claims has had its day in 
court and has been rejected by an appropriate tribunal—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Some have not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. His object in bringing the bill here is to start 
the claim afresh and get rid of the statute of limitations. When 
such a bill comes here the gentleman having charge of it has the 
right, under the Bowman Act, to place the bill in the box or in 
the hands of the Clerk, and have it referred to the Committee on 
War Claims; and that committee may send the bill immediately 
to the Court of Claims for a simple finding of facts. That is what 
has been done in thousands of cases. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman mean that that could 
be done under this new rule? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; if this new rule should be adopted it 
will not vary that practice at all—not in theleast. This proposed 
rule has relation only to proceedings in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Maine will pardon 
me—I do not wish to interrupt him—the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] expressly stated that such would not be 
the effect of this perpen rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood that in the final explanation of 
the ewe from Pennsylvania he expressly stated the reverse 
of that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We did not so understand him over here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
state that such is the effect of this proposed rule we have nothing 
further to say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This rule—Rule XXilI—refers only to pro- 
ceedings in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then, whatis the objection to saying that 
the provisions of this rule shall not apply to War Claims presented 
under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No ¢ifficulty can arise on that score. Rule 
XXIII applies exclusively to poomcetings in Committee of the 
Whole; and the Committee of the Whole, as my friend knows, can 
not take up a bill at all until it is on one of two Calendars; and 
it must have been reporied from some committee; it can not get 
before the Committee of the Whole in any other way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman, it seems to me, over- 
looks the important angetae of this proposed rule, which says 
that no claim shall be referred to the Court of Claims until it has 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. , 

Mr. DINGLEY. The rule, if amended as proposed, provides 
that a bill or resolution referring a claim to the Court of Claims— 
that is,a bill reported from a committee—shall first be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. The provision applies also to ‘‘ prop- 
ositions involving a tax or charge upon the people.” But the gen- 
tleman would not say that wecan not refer a bill involving a tax 
or charge upon the people to a committee before it is considered 
in Committee of the ole. Why, then, should the gentleman 
make such an inference in the a case? The language here 
proposed does not deal with bills when they are referred to a com- 
mittee, but after they have been reported and are upon one of two 
Calendars. The whole reference is to proceedings in Committee 
of the Whole. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Maine is correct— 
if that is the only proper construction of this proposed new rule— 
there will be no trouble on this side of the House, or anywhere 
else, I imagine. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have been surprised at the opposition raised 
to this rule, because obviously when a bill is on the Calendar— 
a bill reported from a committee and one which may involve a 
charge on the Treasury—it should be considered in Committee of 

» Whole. 

the take it for granted that one reason for bringing in this pro- 
vision was the fact that we have had heretofore a ruling to the effect 
that a bill simply referring a claim to the Court of Claims, no 
matter what the conditions might be, did not require considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. I say that as such a bill will 
possibly, if not probably, involve a charge upon the Treasury, it 
should, like all other bills that may draw money from the Treas- 
ury, be considered in Comm: ‘ttee of the Whole. 

"Nr. WHEELER. [If the gentleman will read the Bowman Act 
he will see that it simply allows to the War Claims Committee the 
aid of the Court of Claims—— ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or to any committee 

Mr. WHEELER. To ascertain the facts, so that an intelligent 
report may be made to the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But we are not touching the Bowman Act at 
all. That still stands. This has nothing at all to do with that. 
I may say. however, with reference to that act (although it is not 
up now) that I do hope there will be some amendment made to it 
which will remove from the scope of that act thousands of cases 
that have once been adjudicated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A good amendment would be to repeal the act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The docket of that court should not be filled 
up with such claims, as it has been. But we are not dealing at all 
with that question. I simply say that all that this amendment to 
the rule provides is, that when any committee reports a bill to this 
House for a reference of any claim against the Government to 
the Court of Claims, that bill shall be first considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for it may involve a charge against the Govern- 
ment, and that is the proper place to consider it. That is all that 
this rule does. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to be heard for a moment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would yield to the gentleman for a few 
moments. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to occupy five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, the class of persons who are 
benefited by this Bowman Act 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not want to yield for a speech. If the 

ntleman wants tomake an inquiry or suggestion—— 

Mr. WHEELER. I simply ask five minutes to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right. 

Mr. WHEELER. The class of persons who are benefited by 
the Bowman Act are a class of very poor people, loyal people, 
and, as the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Gipson] who has just 
spoken will tell you, ninety-nine out of a hundred of them stanch 
Republicans, and they furnished supplies to the Federal Army 
when it was sorely in need of them. Itseems tome thatthe Bow- 
man Act has not been fully understood. It does not authorize the 
Court of Claims to render any judgment upon a claim referred to 
it, but, quite to the contrary, it specially prohibits the Court of 
Claims from entering any judgment. It simply authorizes the 
Committee on War Claims to invoke the aid of the Court of Claims 
in ascertaining the facts in any claim which becomes a pending 
poy before the committee. The language of section 1 of the 
act is— 


That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, 
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee 
or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and docu- 
ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the 
United States, and the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as 
the court may adopt. 

_ The law then specially provides that the court shall not enter 
judgment, the language being as follows: 

When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 


thereon, but shall re the same tothe committee or tothe House by which 
the case was transmitted for its consideration. 


_But the law specially provides that the court shall have no juris- 
diction, except in cases where the person who furnished the sup- 
plies was loyal to the Union throughout the war. 

The person who furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same 
were taken as aforesaid, was loyal to the Government of the United States 
throughout said war. 

Let me also say, Mr. Speaker, so far from its amounting toa 
large sum we have the records showing exactly the character and 
amount of all of these claims. The reports from the Southern 
Claims Commission have been printed, and they include every 
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claim that can possibly be adjudicated under this section of the 
Bowman Act. 

Most of them have very small claims, some of them as low as 
$50 or $100, and very few of them exceeding $1,000. 

Now, I do not intend to criticise our ftiends from the North, 
but it is nevertheless a fact that the loyal men of the South have 
been great sufferers under the various laws enacted since the close 
of the war which affect the South and Southern people. 

Any law that has operated detrimentally upon the Southern 

yeople has, of course, affected all alike. In very few of the laws 
ie there been any distinction, nor was it possible in many cases 
for any distinction to be made, between men who adhered to the 
Union and those who fought in the Confederate army. It is true 
that in this clause there is a provision that a man who can prove 
absolute loyalty shall have the right to have his claim passed upon 
by the Court of Claims, while a man who can not prove that he 
was loyal throughout the war is debarred from any benefit under 
this act: but if the rule under consideration is adopted it will 
practically nullify the provision of the Bowman Act, which was 
passed for the benefit of loyal men. 

The gentleman from Maine was here in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress and recollects the discussion in relation to the Bowman Act. 
That act was a compromise. Every one of the questions which 
have been brought up to-day was considered and fully discussed 
in the House. The gentleman discussed it himself and voted for 
it, and I believe that every Republican in the House did so. It 
was, in fact, almost a unanimous vote. 

It was not a hastily prepared bill, but was before the House dur- 
ing nearly all of the Forty-seventh Congress, and only became the 
law on March 3, 1883, the day that Congress ceased to exist. It 
was amended over and over again, and the section providing that 
the War Claims Committee should have authority to refer cases 
to the Court of Claims was incorporated in order that the facts 
might be fairly and honestly adjudicated, and this was regarded 
as the most important feature in the law. It was regarded as 
more important to the Government than to the individual, as it 
saved the Government from being imposed upon by the commit- 
tee being compelled to act upon ex parte affidavits. 

The gentleman, I know, recalls the spirited debate on this point 
between Mr. Bowman, of Massachusetts, and General Brage, of 
Wisconsin. 

The mode of procedure under the Bowman Act has been as fol- 
lows: When a petition is presented to the House for the payment of 
money for supplies, it shall be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. That committee, before reporting it back to the House, 
shall have authority to invoke the aid of the Court of Claims, 
which shall report its findings back to Congress, but no judgment 
is rendered; they simply report the findings of fact as obtained by 
the court under the rules of evidence, and return it to the commit- 
tee, and the committee then consider the matter and make their 
report to the House. 

I want to repeat that in substance the clause of the Bowman 
Act which is sought to be nullified is nothing more than authority 
to the War Claims Committee to invoke the aid of the Court of 
Claims to enable the committee to give fair and just consideration 
to a claim; and I also ask the gentleman to remember that the 
Court of Claims is inhibited from considering these claims unless 
the loyalty of the claimant is first established. 

Let me ask if there can be any objection or if any harm can come 
to the Government by the Committee on War Claims invoking the 
aid of the Court of Claims before reporting the bill back to the 
House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I think I have been as patient as the 
gentleman could wish. Has he now concluded his inquiry? 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow mea moment more? 
I asked leave to use five minutes of the time, and I shall occupy 
but a moment longer. I desire simply to recur to a fact with ref- 
erence to a citizen in the district represented by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, in order to illustrate the operation of laws upon 
Southern men who served in the Federal Army. <A Federal sol- 
dier of some distinction, Captain Mosier, of Tennessee, said to me 
shortly after the war that when Mr. Lincoln issued his proclama- 
tion saying that it was not his desire or intention to interfere with 
the institutions of the South he felt certain he could save his prop- 
erty by enlisting under the banner of the Union. He was one of 
the first to espouse the Union cause. He rose to the rank of cap- 
tain, and campaigned from Louisville with Buell down to Savan- 
nah under Sherman, and he exclaimed, ‘‘ Would you believe it, 
after the war was over, after fighting through it all, when they 
emancipated the negroes they emancipated my negroes, too?” 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman permit me to offer 
an amendment at this time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Just a word. I want no misunderstanding 
as to my position. I concede that this relates simply te claims 
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over which the House itself has jurisdiction, and has nothing to 
do with claims in reference to which it has parted with jurisdic- 
tion. In other words, that it does not refer to Rule XI at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to offer my 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I must ask for the previous 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not offer the amendment when I 
had the floor because I understood I should have permission to 
offer the amendment later. I thought I should have permission 
to offer an amendment to the amendment. I do not think the 
papenes will object to it under the statement which was made 

y the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. I hope the 
gentleman will hear it. 

Mr.HENDERSON. The gentleman understands from what has 
been said that the committee is not deprived of its power to refer. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I donot think my friend will object to the 
amendment, if he will hear it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us hear it read, then. I am too good- 
natured; that is my weakness. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ claim" add “ by the House of Representatives.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That will make it conform to the effect 
of it, as stated by the gentleman from Maine {Mr. DiInGLry]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. hat is the proposition? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My proposition is, after the word 
“claim,” in the proposed amendment, to add the words “ by the 
House of Representatives.” The effect of it will be that where 
any claim is referred by the House of Representatives to the Court 
of Claims, it will first go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not understand the gentleman. What 
does he mean by that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. or. Se gentleman’s argumentis based 
on the idea that it is where the House itself makes the reference 
that it must first be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee will for a 
moment consider the natural course of a bill under the rules he 
will see that it must be so, because the bills are presented to the 
Speaker and are referred, ani they can not go to the Committee 
of the Whole until they come back from the committee to which 
they are referred. 

r. DINGLEY. Certainly; it is perfectly clear. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, while that is so, after 
the Chair, acting for the House, has referred a bill—we will say it 
is a war-claim bill—to the Committee on War Claims, is it under- 
stood that that committee will then refer that bill to the Court of 
Claims without it coming back to the House? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of law on which the gen- 
tleman’s judgment is as good as that of anybody else. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think we may settle that as we go along 
here now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If my friend will pardon me, this is a rule re- 
ferring to proceedings in Committee of the Whole House. Does 
not my friend know that nothing can be considered in Committee 
of the Whole House until it has been reported back by a committee 
and is on the Calendar? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I know that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then what is the gentleman talking about? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But does not this rule attempt to provide 
that no committee of this House shall refer a claim to the Court 
of Claims until it has been considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not say that. There is nothing here 
that reads that way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that is true, that is all I desire to ac- 
complish by my amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no doubt about that. 
the previous question. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will not permit my 
amendment to be offered, then? I take it the amendment is not 
necessary, anyway, under the construction given the proposed 
amendment, which may be considered as the construction of the 
House, then, I suppose. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I must ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXIV, section 2, in the next to the last line, 
mittee of the Whole,” strike out the words * may also. 

Mr. CRISP. What is the amendment? There is nothing in 
the print which I have before me to indicate it, 


I ask for 


ifter the words “ Com- 


Mr. HENDERSON. This amendment is simply to correct a 
repetition. It isa matter of mere formality, a verbal amendment 
to Rule XXTV. 

Mr. CRISP. It is not italicized, as the other amendments are, 
and I do not see it. 

The SPEAKER. It is merely the correction of a verbal error 
which was in the original rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is to strike out the words ‘‘ may also” 
in the next to the last line. 

The SPEAKER. Thereis a repetition of the words ‘‘may also.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is merely a question of grammar. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I suggest that there is 
nothing to vote upon. There is no motion pending, and it requires 
a motion to strike out these two words. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the point made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It seems to me that in order 
to make this vote effective, a motion should be made to strike out 
the words *‘ may also.” 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition which is presented to 
the House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I did not understand that. 
I thought it was claimed that the amendment was printed in the 
copy of the rules which we have before us. 

1e SPEAKER. Thatis the motion. The Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment? 
a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 
to be made to this section? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend Rule XXIV by adding as clause 7 the following: 

‘Whenever a member of either House of Congress dies during the term for 
which he was elected it shall be in order, in place of special memorial serv- 
ices, for a member to announce the same and to send a resolution to the desk 
briefly stating the worth and services of the deceased; which, if adopted by 
the House, shall be printed in the Recorp.” 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the word “ briefly” as it occurs. If we are to abandon 
these ceremonies it is not necessary to use the word “briefly” in 
the amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman in charge of the report 
think it proper to abandon them? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have not consented to it, but I want the 
amendment in proper shape. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It would appear to me that if this House can 
not take cognizance of the life and character of a gentleman who 
has died in the public service we are a very busy body. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think it would be a good 
deal better to spend our time in the performance of the duties for 
which we were elected and let the dead bury the dead. [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. BOATNER. Which amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa has been accepted by the gentleman from New York, 
and the question is on the amendment as proposed by him. The 
Clerk will read it as modified. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to suggest as an amendment that there 
should be leave to print for ten days. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. As that seeins to be the wish of 
the House, I accept that also. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that if this prac- 
tice is to be abandoned at all, if there is any public exigency that 
requires that there shall not be a memorial recognition of a man 
who has spent his life in the public service and who dies in it, I 
think it would only be an insult to his memory to go through the 
useless form of printing some things that were never said concern- 
ing him. I am not going to object. If the gentleman thinks it 
proper to take that course, and wants to do it, I will not stand in 
the way; but it looks to me very much like, if the custom is aban- 
doned, and if we are to pay no regard to the memory of those men 
who die in the public service, it would also be decent not to inau- 
gurate any mockery in connection with it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to ask the gentleman if he has not had 
his sensibilities seriously affected by seeing a mockery of memo- 
rial services over a member of the Mouse when not half a dozen 
members of the House were in attendance, and I will ask him 
whether he does not really think it is a mockery that ought to be 
abolished? I think if I were goin to die in the service of the 
country, and knew it, I should make a dying request that these 
ceremonies should be omitted with reference to me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from New York, I suppose, will 
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t there should not be so much respect shown as makes 
je hy carrying him to the depot when he is to be sent home, 
i he were to die here. I will say in response to my friend from 
Louisiana, Mr. Speaker, that I do not want to treat his interroga- 
tory otherwise than most respectfully, for I have the most pro- 
found respect for his judgment and know that habitually he takes 
the serious and the patriotic side of all questions here. Inreply to 
his inquiry I do not hesitate to say that I have never seen any 
services in this House in memory of a deceased member that 
were not beneficial in their character to mankind; and I have seen 
this House spend its time in a thousand times worse way than in 
commemorating faithful public service. The trouble with this 
amendment is that it does not go to the root of the evil. The ex- 
ercises here are costless and decorous. Let him seek to correct 
the evil or reduce unnecessary expenses and I will join him cheer- 
fully in it. I have no anxiety in the matter, however, as I do not 
intend to die here. 5 : 

Mr. BOATNER. It seems to*be an ungracious thing to support 
the proposition of the gentleman from New York, but I have so 
often seen memorial services degenerate to mockery that I feel 
compelled to vote for it. Ithas come to be the custom to set aside 
a part of an evening for these services by special order, and when 
the time is reached for the special order, all except those who ex- 

ct to deliver memorial addresses take their hats and go away. 
Tt is a useless charge upon the public; it is a useless consumption 
of public time, and it is a mockery except in cases where the dis- 
tinction of the member who died is such as to command audiences 
on those occasions. For one I think it is a movement in the right 
direction, and think that a resolution spread upon the record at- 
testing the estimation in which the deceased member is held by 
the House of Representatives is a sufficient recognition of his 
merit and would be all that proper respect could require. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the amendment will 
not prevail. I think that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] has given most excellent reasons why it should not 
be adopted. IfI understand the effect of the amendment it would 
be to prevent the delivery of eulogies here upon our deceased 
members. Now, it seems to me thatit is only a decent and proper 
thing for this House to suspend its ordinary business for a few 
hours to do honor to the memory of men who have rendered long 
and distinguished public services upon this floor. I am sure that 
such an amendment as this would not meet the approval of the 
country. These memorial services usually take place on a Satur- 
day afternoon after the business of the House has been concluded, 
and therefore do not really occupy time which otherwise would be 
employed in legislation. The old Romans had a maxim, memento 
mori, and it was asound maxim. It is good for us to pause occa- 
sionally in our public duties and ponder upon the solemn fact that 
we, too, are mortal and that we have here no continuing city. It 
is a decent and proper proceeding, and I certainly hope the 
amendment will be rejected, 

Mr. Speaker, these eulogies upon our deceased members are an 
inspiration to the young men of our country. They not infre- 
quently develop the fact, as in the case of Judge Houk, of Tennes- 
see, that men have risen to the high position of member of Congress 
in spite of untoward circumstances, in spite of misfortune of 
birth, in spite of poverty. And in this way I say they are an in- 
spiration to the young men of the country who are surrounded by 
unfortunate circumstances to rise above the circumstances of their 
birth. In the eulogies to which I have referred the fact was de- 
cp that Congressman Houk, of Tennessee, got his education 
by the light of a pine torch; that he struggled with poverty and 
untold obstacles, in spite of which he rose to be a judge of his 
native State and finally to be a member of Congress, and for many 
years to represent that State on the floor of this House with dig- 
nity and signal ability. They inspire patriotism and love of coun- 
ey and I believe are worth all they cost. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to 
this House that after the most eloquent eulogy which was published 
in the Recorp in commemoration of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Charles O’Neill, by our friend from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Morsg, I think it would be a great deprivation to this House 
not to have this practice of pronouncing eulugies continued as 
each member of the House goes to his long home. But, on the 
other hand, I think we ought to ay some regard to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr, BOATNER] on this subject, for 
it was but very recently that we all burned midnight oil in writing 
eulogies in anticipation of a prospective event which was liable to 
occur to that gentleman. [Great laughter.] No wonder what 
might be the result added new terrors to the meeting. So far as 
these eulogies generally are concerned, I think that the empty 
benches of this House have been called upon to weep and mourn 
often enough, and as that has been the ie effect, it seems to me 
that it would be well to suspend these commemorative eulogies 
here and let them be addressed to living men at the homes of mem- 
bersrather than to mets benches here. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say only a word. 
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Iam in sympathy with the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. I remember that at one time during my ex- 
perience here the cost of printing the eulogies delivered in asingle 
Congress exceeded $100,000. That is one reason for dropping the 
practice, but it is not the controlling one. It is a question in my 
mind whether this amendment to our rules, if it be adopted, 
ought to take effect during the present Congress, for this reason: 
The Senate will probably go on, under its rules, continuing to have 
eulogies delivered and printed—if there should be any occasion 
for eulogies there. [Laughter.] We have no knowledge that the 
Senate will consent to this change, and if they do not the effect 
will be that they will continue to deliver and print their eulogies, 
while this body will be deprived of that privilege. [Laughter.] 
It occurs to me, therefore, that the gentleman from New York 
ought to limit his amendment by providing that it shall not be 
operative until after the adjournment of this session of Congress, 
so that the Senate may have an opportunity to adopt a similar rule 
if it is so disposed. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think some gentlemen here mis- 
apprehend the effect of these memorial addresses upon the public 
mind. The other day I received a letter from a constituent of 
my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, saying that he had written to his 
Representative for some documents, but had not got them, and 
asking me to send him an agricultural report, and also some 
memorial addresses, because, as he said, there was nothing he 
read with so much pleasure as the obituaries of Congressmen. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
about the same state of mind. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I think we ought not to deprive our con- 
stituents of such valuable literature. {| Laughter. | 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON}, 
which I am not willing to accept, because I think that we ought 
to establish our own rules without reference to the action of any 
other body—if the Senators see fit to continue the practice which 
has prevailed in the past, it is for them to do so, and if we may 
not give them advice, certainly we are not required to withhold 
action which we may deem proper for this body until the Senate 
shall have made a similar reform. 

Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that our friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Morse] is always desirous of putting before the people on 
every suitable occasion the words of truth and wisdom with which 
he is overflowing, and when his great generosity comes to be un- 
derstood by gentlemen who have not had the opportunity of wit- 
nessing its manifestations in the past they will better appreciate 
the remarks he has just made. 

My distinguished friend in the last Congress, in a memorial ad- 
dress, transformed a venerable bachelor of mature years into a 
married man with wife and many children. [Laughter.] I need 
hardly say that this account of the deceased member somewhat 
disturbed his friends athome, who had always supposed that their 
distinguished representative at Washington had pursued an en- 
tirely different course of life. [Great laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that mistake was all owing to the extreme 
generosity of our friend from Massachusetts. His warm heart 
and kindly feelings undoubtedly led him to believe that every good 
man should enter into marital relations, and therefore he assumed 
that so good a man as the one he was commemorating must nec- 
essarily have been a man of family. This case illustrates another 
fact, namely, that the gentlemen who address the House on such 
occasions generally know so little about the details of the lives of 
those they eulogize that their addresses would be equally appli- 
cable to Peter Jones or John Smith. [{Laughter. | 

As has been said by the gentleman from Louisiana, on the days 
appointed for these eulogies, as soon as the order is reached, every 
man, excepting those detailed to make the speeches, takes his hat 
and leaves the Hall. There could be nothing more disrespectful 
toward the friends of a deceased member than such action in this 
House, and could any of them see it they would wish that no mem- 
ber of their family who might be a member of Congress and die 
during his term should be the subject of such a proceeding. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman’s amendment propose to 
do away with that portion of the obsequies which is really the 
expensive portion—the funeral procession and the ‘‘ wake’’—or 
does the gentleman propose to let that go on? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam not interfering with that—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then you are willing for that to go on? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My friend from Tennessee should 
understand that the provision now under consideration relates to 
proceedings in this House. The matter to which the gentleman 
refers comes under another head. I shall be glad to join with him 
in reducing the funeral expenses of deceased members so that the 
family might regard them as suitable to hisconditioninlife. But 
that is not the question now before the House. 

Why need more be done for any man who may die while a mem- 
ber of the House, whatever may have been his services to the coun- 
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try, than to have this body stop in its proceedi 
the fact of his death, and by resolution set forth 


ings, take notice of 
the character of 
the man and his services, and such a resolution, if adopted by the 
House, printed in the records, to be preserved in the archives of 


the Government. No man who may occupy a seat on this floor 
should desire more to be done in respect to his memory than that. 
It should be sufficient on the death of anyone now living or of any- 
one who may already have died, to have the House adopt the simple, 
dignified method of announcing the fact and expressing the sense 
of the House as to the character of the man and his services. I 
hope the amendment will be adopted. It will save expense to the 
Government and promote the dignity and character of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I can not agree with the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Curtis]. It may be that there is ne- 
cessity for some reform in these memorial services; but I do not 
believe we should adopt a proposition to dispense with these serv- 
ices entirely. To simply print a resolution in the RECoRD, as here 
proposed, would be almost equivalent to ignoring the death of a 
man altogether when he dies a member of this House. His rela- 
tives would scarcely be able to find the resolution. It seems to 
me that when a man has served his constituents in this House a 
long term of years, or even for a short term, the House can well 
afford to spend enough time to give suitable recognition of his life 
and services if death comes to him here while at his post of duty. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has said jocularly that 
a constituent wrote to him saying that he was delighted to read 
the eulogies on deceased members of Congress. It seems to me 
the gentleman from Iowa can not have been quite accurate in that 
statement. The meaning intended was probably this: A great 
many young and earnest men have applied to me for these eulogies 
upon the ground that in them they read the history of struggling 
young Americans who have made their lives successful. Those 
who thus apply to me say: ‘‘ We want to know the history of such 
men; we want to know something of their struggles.” A lesson for 
the young men of thecountry, and for the older men of the country, 
can be learned from reading of the struggles and trials of many of 
these men in reaching the United States Senate or the House of 
Representatives. In this way, according tomy view, these memo- 
rial addresses are often beneficial. In these memorials the poorest 
boy in this country may stimulate his courage and learn that these 
men, many of them with surroundings in no way superior to his 
own, rose to high and honored places in the nation. 

I am surprised that a resolution of this kind should come from 
the gentleman from New York. In the great army of which he 
was so conspicuous a member, when the most inconspicuous pri- 
vate went down to death, if the army was not in dire conflict—if 
there was any possibility of taking time to do it—that inconspicu- 
ous private was accompanied to his grave by a detail of his com- 
rades with muffled drums and reversed arms, and over his grave 
a salute was fired in commemoration of his services. It seems to 
me that this House could scarcely do less in respect to a deceased 
colleague than observe some ceremony appropriate with reference 
to one of their associates. If there be a d for some reform 
in this line, it is evident to me that the suggestion now made in 
that direction has not been properly considered. The question 
ought to be acted on in connection with the Senate. We should 
not have the Senate pursuing one line in these matters while we 
pursue another. We should not, in other words, pay less atten- 
tion to the deceased members of this body than is paid at the 
other end of the Capitol to deceased Senators. Any reform which 
may be attempted ought certainly to be well considered. The 
proposition that we merely pass resolutions does not seem to me 
adoquate. 

Some gentlemen make objection to these memorial services be- 
cause all the members of the House do not stay and hear the eulo- 
gies. I concede that this is sometimes the fact. These services 
are like the funerals which we have at home. If a man is widely 
known and people feel greatly interested in regard to him there is 
a larger attendance at his funeral than at that of a less distin- 
guished man, But I havenever seen on these memorial occasions 
in this House anything else than the most orderly conduct, and I 
think all must be impressed with the solemnity of the occasion 
during these memavtal exercises. Timeand again I have remained 
here when I knew little or nothing of the deceased member, except 
the history then given of him, and have been interested in hear- 
ing that history rehearsed by his friends. Certainly it is not ex- 
pected that members who are not especially interested should all 
stay here on such occasions, but there will always be found a 
goodly number to remain. 

It does seem to me that there is not so great a rush of busi- 
ness—there is not such a demand for giving up every moment of 
our time to legislation—that we may not, as by my 
friend from Massachusetts, devote so much as may be necessary of 
Saturday afternoons, or possibly Friday afternoons, to these memo- 
rial services. I am not in favor of adopting such a proposition as 
this now, especially when it would have the effect of cutting out 


the eulogies of such men as General Cogswell, that distinguished 
soldier and statesman, our colleague in this House, so much 
admired and loved by his colleagues in previous Houses. I think 
the pending proposition has not been well considered, and should 
not beadopted. I thinkif there has been a demand, or any neces- 
sity of the adoption of such a measure, it ought to be in connec- 
tion with the action of the Senate, that it ought to be done in 
an orderly and regular manner, and not adopted in the shape pro- 
posed hereas an amendment to the rules of the House. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, 
the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for 
a moment to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Before that, I would like toinquire 
if the gentleman from South Dakota, when he speaks of the “‘ serv- 
ices of the men on this floor,” does not recall the proceedings in 
the last Congress, where men elected to Congress who never were 
here at all had as much attention paid to them, and when members 
on this floor delivered orations on them, asin the case of the most 
distinguished men in the Republic? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I am not undertaking to classify the 
members; but I would not deny any member elected to the House 
such a distinction. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question for the purpose of allowing the gentleman from Ohio to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not wish any debate upon it, but 
simply to add to the amendment pending the words: 

Provided, That nothing in this rule shall prevent eulogies on members of 
this House who have died prior to this date. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I accept that. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is there an amendment pending providing for 
leave to print? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It has been already offered. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hopethe previous question will not be ordered. 
It is not —_ 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have shown every indulgence to the 
members in considering these rules. Itis getting along late in 
the afternoon of Saturday, but I withdraw the request in order 
that the gentleman from Delaware may be heard, after which I 
shall insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman withdraws the demand, the 
one first recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

UIGG}. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those ‘“‘young, strug- 
gling Americans”—to whom the gentleman from South Dakota 
|Mr. PICKLER] so touchingly referred, and for the suitable publi- 
cation of whose virtues after he is so solicitous—and I am 
frank to say that there is nothing that would add a more acute 
pang to my feelings in apprehension of that event than to think 
that things were going to happen about me in this House when I 
had died which I have observed in the cases of other ‘‘ young, 
struggling Americans” who came to Congress, but who had led 
otherwise blameless lives. 

I understand that this business of eulogies consumes from fifteen 
to twenty days of the sessions of the House. Half a month isspent 
in es toobituaries, or, if notin listening to them (because few 
members do that), in having them read on the floor of the House. 
There could be no waste of time more objectionable to the mem- 
bers who have died, I am quite sure. And the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says that it costs a hundred thousand 
dollars of the public money to pay for the mere printing of these 
obituaries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I said that was the case in former 
Congresses. Itdoesnotreachthatsum now, because under the gen- 
eral law the printing is limited—a smaller amount being allowed. 

Mr. QUIGG. But what sum or sums will be required if the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Iowa prevails, of 
giving leave to print on these occasions? That is a very bad sug- 
gestion. There is no practice of the House, as it seems to me, 
more entirely unwarrantable than this habit of sticking into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD things that were never said on the floor 
of the House. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ought to be what 
it was intended to be, a record of just exactly what is said—ver- 
batim et literatim—and of nothing else, and there ought not to be 
a line in it, or one dollar of e se incurred on the part of the 
people of the country with tto it, of things that are not said, 
and that we know there is notime tosay. This practice isa fraud 
on our constituents in two ways: First, by the pretense that we do 
things that we do not do, and then by making them pay for the pre- 
tense. Itistomyminda very petty sort of vanity that prompts this 
practice. I hope it will not be continued in any such increasing 
or objectionable form as is proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 


I must demand the previous question on 
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Mr. HENDERSON. se did not propose the amendment myself, 

; Sai yproved of it. : 
oa OUTER. I hope we will do away with all this nonsense, 
and if the House wishes to pay its respect to a deceased member 
it can do so sufficiently under the amendment to the rules pro- 
osed by my colleague from New York, which I sincerely hope 

ill be adopted. 
wWe can aaa upon the House Journal the fact of our respect 
for hin. We can send a copy of the Recorp to his family, and 
that is all that ought to be done unless the character of the man 
is such as calls for a public tribute. Then the rule could be sus- 

ended for the occasion, as, of course, it would be. e 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment will not 
prevail. I have one reason for it that nobody has referred to, and 
that is, that we consume so much time saying unpleasant things 
of one another that itconstitutes a very profitable exercise to meet 
on such occasions and say something that is good about one an- 
other. [Applause.] If there is no other reason for this than the 
wholesome exercise of the human mind which is involved in that 
idea I believe that neither time nor money is wasted. [Applause. | 
Because, while we remember that we are Congressmen and repre- 
sentatives of the people in this country’s legislative body, it is not 
well for us to forget that we are men—a few feet of organized 
dirt, endowed with certain strange and often conflicting qualities; 
acting many times upon motives that are not too high, and mak- 
ing it too frequently a practice to find out all the faults of our 
neighbors and none of the virtues. — 

Now, these memorial occasions bring to the surface and to the 
tongues of men utterances concerning what is good of one another, 
after they have been spending too much time in spreading before 
the world what they think is not good of one another. Looking 
at this thing as a matter of common observation and human phi- 
losophy, these memorial services have accomplished some good in 
this direction; and, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [| Mr. 
Mors] has well said, it'is a profitable time for pause, for reflec- 
tion; and even though the audience that may be present may not 
be a large one, influences arise in our minds which better qualify 
us to legislate for the people, to entertain sentiments of well- 
ordered patriotism, and to do the duties devolving upon us as rep- 
resentatives of our constituencies better than we should other- 
wise perform them. 

We are not ready for such a radical change, and I hope the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I merely want to say to the House that 
there is no rule on this subject. The Committee on Rules have 
not proposed any amendment, and this proposition is brought for- 
ward by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis], with an 
amendment by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House only for 
a moment on this question, for I do not wish, in anything that 
pertains to the rules or the conduct of our business, to appear in 
any light except as one seeking to promote good government. I 
realize that there might be some reform inaugurated along the 
lines proposed here, That there has been some complaint at the 
method of conducting the funerals of deceased members is unques- 
tionable. How far that has been well founded, or how far it has 
been ill founded, I will not undertake to say. There has also been 
some complaint at the amount expended in conducting these 
funerals. How just that is I will not undertake to discuss, but I 
want to say that whatever evil there may be connected with this, 
the rule that is proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Curtis] does not reach any evil. The most expensive part of it 
he leaves untouched and does not propose toremedy. His amend- 
ment does not even pretend to reach that. If we are going to do 
anything at all, let us do that which is substantial. Let him pro- 
pose to conduct funerals more decorously or cut off any unneces- 
= expense and I join him. But these he does not seek to do. 

hat we should do in this matter depends entirely upon how far 
we remedy any ill. If this amendment went to the remedy of any 
great evil, we might afford to adopt it, but it seems to me it does 
not remedy any ill complained of. It does not do away with the 
long journey and expensive funeral, but only with the costless part 
of Sy ae 

r. CURTIS of New York. It is a step in the right direction. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask the previous se Ag 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I should like to move an amendment. I 
move to strike out the words which were inserted by request, 
Siving leave to print. My reason is a very simple one, and I can 
give it in one word. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ihave refused to yield to several gentle- 
meén around me, because I think we must finish this up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. _I simply desire to make this motion and to 
state the reason for it in a word. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Massachusetts and 
cee gentlemen have requested to be recognized, and I 

used. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I svbmit my amendment to the House. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 595 





The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That nothing in this rule shall prevent eulogies on men who have 
died previous to this date 


The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the original 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 130. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no other amendment to be offered 
to this rule, the Clerk will read the next. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXVII, section 1, strike ont “‘ No standing rule or order of the House 
shall be rescinded or changed without one day's notice of the motion there- 
for”; and also strike out the words * except to fix a day for the consideration 
of a bill or resolution already favorabl; ported by a committee on motion 
directed to be made by such committee, which will require only a majority 
vote of the Honse,”’ and insert, after the word ** members," the words * voting, 
a quorum being.”’ 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there is further amendment proposed, 
the Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XXXVI, amend section 2 by striking out, after the words ‘‘ may as- 
sign,’ the words **twoseats,”’ and insert the words “ one seat after the words 


‘press reporters” insert ‘‘and”*’; after the words ‘‘ United Press " insert the 
word “reporters,” and strike out the words immediately following, ** and one 
to the Press News Association Reporter”; and after the words * occupation 


of the same” insert ‘‘and the Speaker may admit to the floor, under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, one additional representative of each press 
association.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to this rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XXXVI as reported by inserting, after the word “ chair,” in 
line 4, the words ‘‘and to the Hall in the rear thereof.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the object of this amendment is 
to introduce the same provision that we had in the latter part of 
the last Congress, in order that, under such regulations as may be 
established by the Speaker, it may be the privilege of members to 
meet the representatives of the different newspapers in the room 
back of the Speaker’s chair. It seems to me that that was a very 
great accommodation to us all as well as to the members of the 
newspaper fraternity. It is certainly a most unpleasant thing to 
be called upon to go into the corridors to confer with the repre- 
sentatives of the press; and there can be no question that our own 
convenience was greatly promoted by the provision of the last 
Congress which I proposein this amendment to secure toourselves. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want the House to under- 
stand the effect of this proposition. It is to allow the newspaper 
correspondents to enter the doors on the two sides and occupy the 
lobby of the hall and the parlors. That is the way I understand 
the amendment. Am I right? 

Mr. WANGER. I was not aware that I was off the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I supposed the gentleman had yielded. I 
beg pardon. Ihad nointention to take the gentleman off the floor. 

Mr. WANGER. What is your question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand the purport of your amend- 
ment is to give the newspaper correspondents the right to use the 
hall outside and the parlors. 

Mr. WANGER. The right to use the hall under such regula- 
tions as the Speaker may prescribe. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You apply that to those rooms right back 
of the Speaker's desk? 

Mr. WANGER. Ido. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I beg your pardon. I thought you had 
eoncluded your remarks. 

Mr. WANGER. Not quite. 

IT have heard an intimation that it is proposed to secure other 
rooms in which to meet the representatives of the press, and it 
may be that there are otherrooms which are available for that pur- 
pose which would answer as well as these rooms will; but the 
provision ‘‘ under such regulations as the Speaker may from time 
to time prescribe ” covers the case. I do not believe that there can 
be any abuse of the privilege, if it is possible toconceive that there 
would be any abuse. I take it there was none during the last 
Congress, and the representatives of the press are gentlemen who 
will respect the rights and privileges of this House under what- 
ever regulations the Speaker may prescribe, and that there will 
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be a promotion of our own convenience as well as preserving the 
utmost order and decorum. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition, as I stated 
when, in error, I supposed the gentleman had yielded the floor, is 
to allow representatives of the newspapers to occupy that hall and 
the parlors back of the Speaker’s chair. In antagonizing that 
yroposition I know 1 incur, and those voting as I shall vote will 
incur possibly, the displeasure of the representatives of the able 
journals of this country; but I do not believe in this amendment, 
nor do I think it is right for this House to shirk its responsibility 
and throw it upon the presiding officer. Let us decide whether 
we want to share with others the use of those parlors and that 
hall. My judgment is that itis an unwise thing todo. For the 
accommodation of members rooms were taken away where I am 
now pointing—to the left—that were used by the Speaker besides 
the comfortable room that he now enjoys. 

They were taken out and thrown into that large hall in order to 
de better accommodation to the members of this House. We 

now perfectly well that vay representative of the ie desiring 
to see us will see us, for if there is any strong hand that we are 
always willing to shake it is the hand that wields the quill, and 
we will never fail to see a member of the press when he desires it. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I maintain that that is a spot that should be 
sacred to the rest and the conferences of members of this body. 
That was the intention in constructing that lobby, and I believeit 
should be kept for that purpose. Besides, since we have estab- 
lished a more strict rule against smoking, a larger latitude may 
be needed in that respect outside of this ll, and gentlemen de- 
siring to smoke who have hitherto indulged upon the floor may be 
driven into that corridor to enjoy their cigars. I wish the mem- 
bers of this House to understand exactly what this amendment 
means, and then they must take the responsibility of determining 
whether we shall keep those quarters for ourselves, treating them 
as a part of this Chamber, or whether we shall share them with 
others. 

Mr. QUIGG. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa whether, 
under the regulation which was in force in the last House, news- 
paper men had any privilege of entering the lobby except upon 
the invitation of members? 

Mr. HENDERSON. They came in there freely, as I under- 
stand, 

Mr. QUIGG. The regulation of the last House, asI under- 
stood it, was that when a card was sent in by a newspaper man 
to a member and the member desired to see him he might invite 
him into that lobby for the purpose of conferring with him. That 
was a very reasonable rule, it seems to me, and one which was 
certainly very useful to the members of the House. I do not 
think the newspaper men care much about it, but I should think 
the members would. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what regula- 
tions were issued. I simply know that members of the press were 
around that lobby constantly, so that at times you could hardly 
move around there without meeting some of them, I believe I 
am warranted in saying further that distinguished gentlemen, 
representing some of the great journals of this country, are op- 
posed to this amendment. That is my information, and I believe 
it. At all events, I still adhere to my proposition that that piece 
of territory out there should be kept sacred for the use of mem- 
bers of this body. When we want to see a member of the press 
let us go out and see him, as we would go to meet any other Ameri- 
can citizen who desired to see us. If I have a right to invite a 
member of the press in here I ought to have a like right to bring 
in any other citizen of the United States who may desire to con- 
fer with me in relation to his interests pending in this body. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 74. 

Mr. WANGER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after a count). One hundred and ninety 
members are present—a quorum. The noes have it, and the 
amendment is rejected. {Applause.} The Clerk will read the 
next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Rule XLV, strike out the words in section 2 inclosed in brackets, so that 
the rule shall read: 

“1. All documents referred to committees or otherwise disposed of shall be 
printed unless otherwise specially ordered. 

“2. Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or 
other public document shall be referred to the Committee on Printing; and 
the report of the committee thereon shall be accompanied by an estimate 
of the probable cost thereof. Unless ordered by the House, no bill, resolu- 
tion, or other proposition reported by a committee shall be reprinted unless 
the same be placed upon the Calendar.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman in charge of this report. Under the operation of this 
rule heretofore, House bills with Senate amendments and Senate 
bills sent to us have not been printed except by special order of 
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the House. The rule only relates to bills introduced in the House. 
Now, I wish to say that my experience in considering such bills 
has been quite unsatisfactory, and I think there ought to be some 
provision made for the printing of House bills when amended by 
the Senate, so as to show how they have been amended by the 
Senate. In that body they print House bills when we send them 
over there, and the members of the Senate committee having 
charge of them have the benefit of such a print; but Senate bills 
and House bills with Senate amendments are never printed here 
until they are reported to the House by the committee. The clerk 
of the committee is charged with the custody of the officially en- 
rolled bills, and it is his duty to keep them carefully, and the con- 
sequence is that members of the committee have not and can not 
have free access to them. Now, I think the proper consideration 
of legislation that progresses that far and is referred to the House 
committees requires that it should be printed as it goes to the com- 
mittee, and I trust this rule will be made broad enough to provide 
for that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the sole purpose of this 
amendment is to strike out a provision in the rules of the Fifty- 
first Congress which is no longer necessary by reason of the pas- 
sage in the last Congress of what is known as the printing bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand from the reading 
how much of the text was proposed to be stricken out. 

TheSPEAKER. That portion which isinclosed between brack- 
ets in the second section is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. The propvsition is to strike out that 
part of the old rule which is now rendered unnecessary by the 
printing bill, so called. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This finishes the amendments reported by the 
committee, and the Chair will now call attention to the other 
rules. Is there any amendment 

Mr. McRAE (interposing). If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] does not wish to offer the amendment I will move 
that Senate bills and House bills with Senate amendments be 
printed, the usual number. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ido not understand the gentleman's propo- 
sition. Probably he did not take in the scope of our amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difficulty which the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] has suggested is this: When a Senate bill 
comes to this House and is referred to a committee, that com- 
mittee, under the arrangements which have existed heretofore, 
must depend upon the engrossed copy of the bill: and there is 
only one such copy sent. The gentleman from Arkansas suggests 
that there ought to be printed copies of Senate bills which come 
here; and I think he is correct in that suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the printing law provide for this? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I supposed this matter was covered by 
that law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It never has been the practice under any 
law or rule for the House to print bills coming here from the Sen- 
ate, though, as the gentleman from Arkansas has stated, the Sen- 
ate rules provide for the printing of House bills which go to that 


body. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What is the proposition of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? 

Mr. McRAE. That the rule be amended so as to authorize the 
printing of the same number of Senate bills when they are trans- 
initted to the House and also House bills as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I suggest that the gentleman reduce his 
amendment to writing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It seems to me hardly necessary that we 
should print more than a hundred copies of these Senate bills. 

Mr. McRAE. I think there ought to be no objection to this 
amendment. I am not re as to the number which may 
be printed so that enough be printed for the use of the committee 
that may be charged with the consideration of the bill. I know 
that in the Committee on Public Lands it has often been the case 
that when we were considering a bill of great importance there 
was only one copy in the possession of the committee, and that 
the officially enrolled copy. In such cases the manuscript copy is 
in the custody of the clerk, and can not be marked or changed; and 
when there are sixteen or seventeen members handling it, it is 
liable to be lost. The committees should at least have a print of 
the bills they are expected to consider, and these are usually given 
preference. 

Under the arrangements which have existed heretofore we have 
had no printed copies of the Senate bills coming to the House, or 
of House bills passed by the Senate with amendments. After a 
House bill is materially changed by amendment in the Senate, 
members are often misled by getting the original print. From 
such causes I have often seen confusion arise on the floor and very 
great inconvenience in committee in the consideration of impor- 
tant measures, I sought to have adopted in the last Congress an 
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amendment such as I now suggest and to which I hope this House 

i ree. 
Wie RIGHARDSON. I will read the amendment: 

1 the Senate and of H bills as ded by th 

aot pills which Qrred in the House there shall be printed 100 copies. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This subject was not considered by our 
committee, but the proposition seems to me eminently wise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In view of the large membership of the House, 
I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee whether it would not 
be desirable to have 300 copies printed. These bills coming from 
the Senate are often of the greatest importance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The suggestion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas was simply that these printed copies were needed for 


ittees. 
contr, DIN GLEY. I think often each member of the House will 


si copy. 
— RIC ARDSON. Then I modify the amendment by strik- 
ing out “100” and inserting ‘‘ 400.” 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to propose an amendment to Rule XIV—not affecting the 
substance, but only the form of that rule. The rule as already 
passed with the amendment reads as follows: 


While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no mem- 
ber shali walk out of or across the Hall, nor when a member is speaking pass 
between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member 
shall wear his hat or remain by the Clerk’s desk during the call of the roll 
or the counting of ballots— 

Up to that point the language is all right. It continues— 


or smoke upon the floor of the House. 


Then, after providing for the enforcement of that clause by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and the Doorkeeper, the rule as now amended 
continues— 

Neither shall any person be allowed to smoke upon the floor of the House 
at any time. 

The point I make is that the prohibition contained in the pre- 
vious words ‘‘or smoke upon the floor of the House” is repeated 
in the clause I have last read, and therefore it ought to be struck 
out. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I shall have to object to going back to 
make that amendment. The matter has already been considered 
in committee. We thought we would rivet this thing. 

Mr. BRUMM. But you have not riveted it; you have con- 
founded it; that is the trouble. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There can not be any confusion about it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I will ask any member to read therule as it now 
stands and say whether the most ordinary schoolboy could not 
have done better. I submit that, as it now stands, it is bad Eng- 
lish and worse composition. 

The SPEAKER. The committee amendments having been dis- 

sed of, the Chair will call the remaining rules in their numer- 
ical order for other amendments. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word 
of the second rule, for the purpose of making a single remark to 
my friend from New York—— 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to his 
amendment. (Laughter. ]} 

Mr. MORSE. Iam coming to that later on. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Curtis], in his reference to 
myself during the debate a few moments ago indulged in a little 
pleasantry at my expense to the effect that I had delivered a 
eulogy on a member of the House in which I made a misstate- 
ment in reference to his family relations. My friend has been 
led into an error. He got that statement from a newspaper para- 
graph, and he will find nothing in the eulogy to justify it. The 
story was a newspaper “‘ fake,” pure and simple, and had no basis 
whatever in fact. 

That is all I desire to say, and I withdraw the amendment. 

_ SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the remaining 
rules. 

When Rule XXV was called, 

Mr. McMILLIN said: Mr. Speaker, as to Rule XXI—which has 
not been called. 

The SPEAKER. That has been passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood that it was agreed to allow the 
committee’s amendment to be first disposed of, and then, if other 
amendments were to be offered, we could proceed to do so in the 
order in which the rules were reached. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to Rule XXI, because under the agreementit has been passed 
over. But the Chair will ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I misunderstood theorder. My under- 
yeep was that we would consider the committee amendments 
first and then go back if other amendments were desired. But my 
seat is so far back in the Hall that I did not understand clearly 
what the arrangement was. ; 





' 


The SPEAKER. The understanding was that each rule was to 
be disposed of where there were committee amendments offered, 
and then go through the other list and ascertain if amendments 
were to be offered by any member of the House. Is there objec- 
tion to recurring to Rule XXI? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to offer an amendment to that rule in 
lieu of section 2 as reported by the committee. I want to offer 
the old rule that for very many years was in force in the House 
as section 2 of the twenty-first rule, and I send it to the desk to be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in any 
such bill, or amendment thereto, changing existing law, be in order except 
such as, being yermane to the subject-matter of the bill shall retrench ex- 
paar by the reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the 

Inited States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of the amounts of 
money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order further to 
amend such bill upon the report of the committee, or any joint commission 
authorized by law, or the House members of any such commission having 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, 
xing germane tothe subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the indulgence of the House fora 
few moments only in explaining what I believe to be the merits 
of the proposition. 

This is not an experiment, for, with the exception of one Con- 
gress, it has been the rule under which this House of Represent- 
atives has operated for more than fifteen years—I believe over 
eighteen. It allows the incorporation into the general appropri- 
ation bills of reforms in the law which tend to the reduction of 
the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, the object of this rule is to enable the House at 
any and all times, when considering appropriation bills, to re- 
trench expenditures, abolish useless offices, or otherwise perfect 
reforms in the Government. 

Sir, under the rules proposed for the government of this body, 
if the Committee on Appropriations finds an office that is useless, 
they can not abolish it. If they find where, by change of law, 
they could save money, they are not allowed to doit. They are 
mere figureheads, powerless for good, but may be forced to per- 
petuate an evil. 

To further illustrate, if there is found on thestatute book a law 
for an appropriation which is not necessary, it may still be put 
in, and there will be no power to amend the law on the part of 
that committee or that’ House which is called upon to make the 
appropriation. I for one have always believed that the House of 
Representatives ought to preserve its liberty even on appropria- 
tion bills to amend laws for the purpose of retrenching expendi- 
tures, abolishing useless offices, or so taking advantage of whatever 
light may fall on the conduct of Government affairs which may 
enable business to be performed more cheaply than it has been 
done under former methods. I think it is susceptible of absolute 
demonstration that the principle of this amendment to the rules 
which I propose has saved this Government more than $200,000,000. 
I do not hesitate to say also that I believe that the failure to incor- 
porate it in the rules of the Fifty-first Congress was fruitful of 
the continuance of unnecessary expenditures and added to the 
enormous expenditures of that Congress. I believe that if this 
Congress returns to the methods of that Congress by the rejec- 
tion of this rule, and the incorporation of the rule under which 
there was so much of what was complained of as useless expendi- 
ture, we may expect to find the same calamities overtaking the 
same folly. Ihave therefore offered the amendment in order to 
give the House an opportunity to judge between the two systems. 
I have little hope of its adoption. We arein the minority. But 
whether voted up or down it is right. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House in 
discussing this proposition. It is not a new proposition, as the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] says. It was laid 
aside in the Forty-ninth Congress. It failed of adoption in the 
Fifty-first Congress, and the rules of that Congress would seem 
to me to embody the proper practice. It is no function of an Ap- 
propriation Committee to do anything but appropriate money. It 
is no function of an Appropriation Committee to legislate. If this 
House desires to legislate on any subject, let it be done out in the 
open in a manly way, in such a way that the Senate and Execu- 
tive shall have an opportunity to pass upon the legislation unbur- 
dened with any duty imposed upon them with respect to an ap- 
propriation bill. I trust the amendment will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hopkins). The question is 
on the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr.Speaker, 1am informed by my 
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friend from Massachusetts - Morse] that in my reference to 
his eloquent eulogy upon a distinguis' member from Pennsyl- 
vania | did himan injustice. Ispoke from information which was 
communicated to the public by a newspaper, he tells me, and not 
from a careful reading of his oration. If this is true, I have done 
him an injustice. I wish to withdraw anything im the nature of 
en imputation that he spoke ill-advisedly or inaccurately of our 
distinguished friend from Pennsylvania. Ihad supposed that the 
references in his oration justified the statement which I made, 
which I take great pleasure in correcting on the assurance of him- 
self and others that I was misinformed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a liamen- 
tary inquiry in regard to the last clause in paragragh 2 of Rule 
XX1, to which we are now addressing ourselves, which reads as 
follows: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order to any general 
appropriation bill, or in any amendment thereto. 

My inquiry is, whether that clause applies to the committee 
reporting the appropriation bill, or whether this debars the com- 
mittee from reporting any amendment whatever to an appropria- 
tion bill which changes existing law? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose the same rule applies to the com- 
mittee, acting as a committee, which applies to the individual. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is that the holding of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the answer of the gentleman 
from [llinois ~~ CANNON] satisfactory to the gentleman from 
South Dakota 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to have it from the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no question pending before the 
House upon which the Chair is called for a een 

Mr. PICKLER. I am making a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The presentoccupantof the chair 
would hold that such an amendment might be offered, but that it 
would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER, That is satisfactory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to ask unanimous consent to recur to 
Rule XXIV for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I shall have to object to giving unani- 
mous consent to return to sections that we have already passed 
over, at least until we get through with the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. You recurred to Rule XXI a while ago. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; and now there is a request to return 
to another section. Let us go on under the arrangement, and 
then we can take the temper of the House afterwards as to unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. We have not passed Rule XXI yet, as 
I understand. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; we have not. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Then, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. We returned to Rule XXI by unani- 
mous consent, and we have not passed over it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We went back to Rule XXI by unanimous 
consent, on the request of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLin}, and we have not yet left it. No announcement has 
been made by the Chair that we would go to the next section, so 
I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WiLson] isright. We have 
not left the section yet. I wish it was otherwise, because I want 
to get ahead. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On the explanation of the gentle- 
man from Iowa the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. WiLson] to offer his amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. Isay we have passed 
on, because another rule has been called up. A member had 
risen in his seat and said that he desired to propose an amendment 
to Rule XXIV, so that Rule XXI had been passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: . The Chair will overrule the ob- 
jection of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BarrLert] and 
will recognize the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Now, I submit to the gentleman from 
Iowa that this is the george | position of that rule. We 
were considering Rule Sir and still on it, when the gentleman 
from Arkansas | Mr. TERRY] rose and endeavored to secure con- 
sideration of Rule XXIV. e had not over Rule XXI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already held that 
i fee from Ohio is in order with hisamendment. [Cries 

** Read!” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Every bill or joint 
eo exist ing law eee he 

» ecu ere yy. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Speaker, that amendment is 
not offered in any technical sense whatever. I presume every 
member of Congress is aware of the fact that it's a custom of 
amending laws, repealing laws, modi and sw ting 
statutes of the United States without any reference to 
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to be affected thereby. This would require every member of Con- 
gress who introduces a bill affecting the existing law to state what 
particular law, what particular section, or what particular part 
of the law his bill was intended to affect. This matter is of so 
great importance that almost every State in the United States has 
a constitutional provision that requires every bill proposing to 
amend or modify a statute to expressly set forth the entire statute 
which it is intended to modify or amend. 

This proposition does not go to that extent, but it will require 
such a reference as will enable us when we read that bill to know 
what law is repealed or modified or affected by it. It may be 
claimed by some gentlemen here that it will be difficult to draw 
bills to exactly conform with this requirement. In my opinion a 
gentleman who can not draw a bill which distinctly cites the act 
which it is intended to repeal, to modify, or amend ought to get 
somebody else to assist him to draw that bill correctly. Why 
should I have to read a bill changing existing law and not know 
where in the statutes of the United States I can find the law which 
it is proposed to repeal? The usual method is to provide ‘that 
all laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How would you manage in pro- 
posing to ch existing law, when the existing law is not stat- 
ute law at all, but common law? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I think it is clearly apparent that this 
amendment means legislative laws. It can mean nothing else. 
The common law is law that is applied in the courts, not statutes; 
but here it can only refer to Congressional action, and that ques- 
tion can not arise. Iam not particular about making many re- 
marks on this occasion, but I regard it as a reform which ought to 
be established by Congress. If it is worthy of constitutional 
amendments in States, why is it not worthy of consideration by 
this Congress, and thereby get down to some system which wil! 
enable us to know very soon and readily what statutes are on the 
statute books? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The ‘SPEAKER pro tempore. The next rule is XXV. Aro 
there any amendments to be offered to that? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire 
whether Rule XXIII has been passed under the order? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It has been passed. 
oun SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatis the understanding of the 

ir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I did not understand that the order 
adopted by the House could have included those portions of Rule 
XXITI which were not ineluded in the proposed amendment. 
There was a section of Rule XXIII included in the amendment 
offered by the committee; but there are several sections of that 
rule, to one of which I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will allow me, I would state that Rule XXIII had an amenid- 
ment to it, which was voted upon, after which the Chair asked if 
there Were any other amendments, and the -rule was passed: and 
under the arrangement made when we made the report that rule 
can not now be returned to unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that my understanding of the order, as originally made, con- 
fined it to those amendments that were proposed by the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; notatall. We were first to consider 
the rules where amendments were offered by the committee. After 
those amendments were disposed of any amendment to them could 
be introduced at that time, and after all the amendments reported 
from the committee were disposed of, then the Speaker was to go 
over the list of rules not heretofore considered and entertain 
amendments thereto. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I desire to say that I simply wished 
to offer an amendment to the second section, which defines a quo- 
rum of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to my friend that I would have 
to object, as I have in other cases, until we can get through, and 
then heme it to the House to determine whether they will follow 
the order or return. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will not persist further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore then gave opportunity to offer 
amendments to Rules XX VI, XXVII, , XXX, XXXI, XXXiIi, 
XXXII, XXXIV, XXXV, XXXVII, XXXVIII, XXXIX, XL, 
XLI, XLII, XLII, and XLIV. No amendments were offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That completes the rules. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That completes the work. Now, if the 

tleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER] desires consent to go 
‘k, I for one will not object. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Availing myself of the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Iowa, I will ask consent to return to the 
second section of Rule XXIII. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend see 
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tion 2 of Rule XXIII by striking out the words ‘‘ which shall con- 
sist of 100 members”; so that a quorum of the Committee of the 
Whole shall be the same as a quorum of the House. The ques- 
tion is an old one, familiar to members who have served here for 
any length of time, and I do not desire to debate it. 

The amendment of Mr. TuRNER of Georgia was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

In Rule XXL, section 2, strike out the words ‘“‘ which shall consist of 100 
members.”” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, in order that we may all un- 
derstand the effect of this proposed amendment, I will say that 
under the rules of the Fifty-first Congress 100 members consti- 
tuted a quorum of the Committee of the Whole, and this amend- 
ment proposes to go back to the old system which required a 
majority of the House to constitute a quorum in Committee of 
the Whole the same as in the House. It is a question that has 
been fought over here for a long time, and the committee are in 
favor of adhering to the rule of the Fifty-first Congress, believing 
that it will often be found difficult enough to get even 100 members 
to attend. : 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. TURNER of 
Georgia; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. i ay 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I ask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to propose an amend- 
ment to a portion of Rule XXIV. 

Several members objected. / 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as lam indebted to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HenpERSON] for his courtesy amomentago, I 
wish toavail myself ofita little further to try to throwsome light on 
the question whether the gentleman from Arkansas is not entitled 
under the agreement to have his request granted. I read from 
the record of what was said at the time we entered upon the con- 
sideration of this report from the Committee on Rules: 

Mr. Henperson. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, which I send to the desk. f 

In this connection I would like to say, for the information of the House, 
that the committee wishes, if agreeable to the House, to take up and ae 
of the amendments recommended by the Committee on Rules first, and we 
ask for unanimous consent that the understanding be had that the Speaker 
shall call all of the rules in their order afterwards, so that any member may 
have an opportunity to offer amendments and have them considered. That, 
I think, will be agreeable to both sides, 

Mr. Crisp. The proposition is, as I understand, to dispose of the amend- 
ments of the committee first? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is the request. , 

Mr. Crise. And after that the rules are to be considered as read through, 
and amendments may be offered to any of them? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it would be better, perhaps. 
for the Speaker to call for amendments to each section of the rules, and if 
any gentleman desires to offer an amendment, that particular section will be 
read; if not, the Chair will proceed to call the next section, and so on. 


Mr. Crisp. That will answer my purpose; and I have no objection to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa. 


r. McM1Lutin. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa whether, under the | 


arrangement he proposes, we would be required to complete the sections that 
are amended in the report of the Committee on Rules before proceeding to 
the body of the rules, or whether we would have authority to recur to these 
sections afterwards, for the purpose of offering amendments, under the plan 
suggested by himself? 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. ODELL was granted leave of absence 
for three days, on account of important business. 
The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was then agreed to; and the 
House accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: : 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the claim of 
Bridget Lane, postmaster at Summit, N. J., for a credit on aec- 
count of loss by burglary—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were reported from commit- 
tees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the House Calendar, 
as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
A bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of In- 
dians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, in lieu of House bill No. 3199. 
(Report No. 28.) 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from.the Committee on the Public 
Lands: The bill (H. R. 1238) granting to the State of Kansas the 
abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the 
purpose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricul- 
tural College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and 
for a public park. (Report No. 27.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 3729) to create 
the Sacramento River commission, defining its duties, and making 
an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 3730) relating to claims 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, removing the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations, and giving the right of appeal in certain cases— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 3731) imposing 


| licenses upon itinerant musicians in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 3732) authorizing the attorney 


Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that my prop- | 


osition was first that the amendments should be considered on the report of 
the Committee on Rules, and disposed of, as well as the rules touched by them, 
after which the Speaker. under the agreement, would ask if there was any 
amendment to be offered to the other rules as they are reached in their order. 
That will give full opportunity to the House to touch every one of the rules 
and determine what amendments may be necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then the Speaker asked whether that 
would be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. I can understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman from Iowa ~_— have understood the arrangement 
in the way he suggests, but [ can also see how other gentlemen 
may have understood it differently in view of the inquiries made 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. a 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have proceeded all the way through 
on my understanding of it. 





Mr. McMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to pursue | 


the question further. I amindebted to the gentleman from Lowa | 


for his courtesy and I return him my thanks for it. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is still pend- 


ing the amendment reported from the Committee on Rules which 
was passed over. 


The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

_ On motion of Mr. WILSON of Ohio, pending the motion to ad- 
journ, the Committee on War Claims was discharged from further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 254) in relation to certain nomi- 
nations to military oftices made by Abraham Lincoln as President 
of the United States, and it was. referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


for the District of Columbia and his assistants to administer oaths 
and affirmations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 3733) to amend the tariff 
act of Augnst 27, 1894, and to fix the duty on beans—to the Com- 
inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 3734) amending an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 3735) for the 
relief of certain homestead settlers—to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 3736} to provide for the un- 
limited coinage of silver and gold and to impose an import duty 
upon foreign silver equal to the difference between its bullion value 
and its coinage value—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 3737) to regulate and discharge 
the payment of contracts in any money made a legal tender by law 
for the payment of debts, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 3738) to repeal section 16 of the 
act making appropriations for the Army, approved July 15, 1870, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3739) for the private sale of public lands in 
Missouri—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes,” which took effect the 28th 
day of August, 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3741) to create 
the Indian Pipestone national park, in Pipestone County, Minn.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 3742) to repeal sec 
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tion 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, requiring 
the district judge for the southern district of Florida to reside 
at Key West—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCEWAN: A bill (H. R. 8743) for testing the Belduke 
combination propeller—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8807) providing 
for the retirement of employees in the Executive Departments of 
Government classified service—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res. No. 102) 
authorizing the employment of certain additional employees of 
the House of Representatives for service in the post-office of the 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A resolution (House Res. No. 103) 
pas for a clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the 

nterior Department—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 104) directing. 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to consider and report as to 
the establishment of a permanent court of arbitration for the 
United States and Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. APSLEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 105) providing 
for the employment of a clerk to the Committee on Manufactures— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUD: A resolution (House Res. No. 106) of inquiry re- 
lating to delay in construction of =o building at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 
12) concerning the definite location of the boundary line between 
the United States and the possessions of Great Britain from Lake 
Superic wr to the Lake of the Woods—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 

The bill (H. R. 3420) for the relief of C. C. Roberts—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 8744) to correct the military 
record of David Patterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3745) pranting a pension to 
Benjamin L. Nolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8746) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3747) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John Richmond, etc.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief of 
Abram Tewilliger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Samuel 
M. Nelley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of L. Robert 
Coates & Co., of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8752) te remove charge of de- 
sertion against William H. Nember—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Kenly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8754) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Lawson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3755) to increase the 
pension of Mary C. Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 3756) for the relief of Pat- 
terson & Striffler, of Springfield, Ill.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3757) for the relief of Daniel 
W. Perkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3758) for the relief of Pay Inspector John H. 
Stevenson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3759) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Geller, of Toronto, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief of Talton T. Davis, of 
Marion, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3761) granting an increase of pension to 
Beverly B. Hurst, of Osage City, Kans.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3762) to pension Mrs. Esther Ann Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) granting a pension to Eunice I. Godfrey, 
of Maidison, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 3764) granting a pension to 
Mary Clare Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3765) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against Aaron Reynolds—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

B r. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William 
A. Lowe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 3767) for the relief of Joel A, 
King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3768) for the relief of Benjamin B. Rhoads— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to David C. Waring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R.3770) granting a pension to 
J. K. Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Stratton 
H. Renantint tie the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company 
Lof the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr, LESTER: A bill (H. R. 3773) for the relief of Henry 
Fields, of Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) for the relief of Rosa M. Wyatt, of 
Bryan County, Ga.—to the Committee of War Claims. 

iaen a bill (A. R. 8775) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
amen gn of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 

nown as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R.3776) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam J. Lockhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3777) granting a pension to William A. Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R. 3778) for the relief of Mrs, 
Hannah N. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8779) for the relief of George O. Dixon and 
Ella Dixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 3780) granting 
an increase of pension to John 8. Hall—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H.R.3781) for the relief of Jacob 
R. Smith, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 3782) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Peter R. Eddy—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 3783) for the relief of Thomas C, 
Simpson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) for the relief of Nathan Eldrige—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3785) granting a pension to 
Lowell H. Hopkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 3786) for the relief of Charles 
Speare—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Hern- 
don—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3788) for the relief of Mrs. E. Taylor—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief of the estate of 
Edmund Rose—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3790) for the relief of Mary E. Brady—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3791) granting a pension 
to Etta S. Stillson, widow of Philo B. Stillson, lieutenant-colonel 
One hundred and ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the 
Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3792) for the relief of John C. Robinson, 
major-general, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) increasing the pension of Henry Heady, 
late of Company F, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteers, to $150 
per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 3794) for the relief of Frank 
Dunn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 3795) granting a pension to 
Mary Cochrane--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) for the relief of George W. Lipps, Com- 
pany K, Fortieth and Fifty-first Ohio Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 3797) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Patrick Burke—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3798) to pension Laura E. Davenport—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 3799) for the relief of Conrad 
Bohn, of Winona, Minn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 3800) to increase the pension of 
N hen Falkner, veteran of the Indian war of 1836—tothe Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to 
James F. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8802) granting a pension to Lucy Lozan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3803) granting a pension to Sarah M. Nyman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting a pension to Alanson H. Cogs- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. b : 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 3805) to increase the pension 
of Clark W. Harrington, late sergeant of Company I, Ninety-third 
New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3806) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund,” ap- 
proved February 22, 1883—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition for the relief of Eugenia M. Allen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Porkopolis Bicycle Club, 
concerning good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Memorial of Ed. Hamlin Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, as to pensions—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns, 

By Mr. CORLISS: Memorial address from the National Feder- 
ation of Colored Men of the United States, depicting the humili- 
ating condition of the colored citizens in certain States of the 
Union, and asking Congress for its cooperation in securing per- 
fect equality of all citizens under the Constitution of the Umited 
States; prepared by Hon. D. Augustus Straker, president, and 
James M. Henderson, secretary—to the Committee on Revision of 
the Laws. 

By Mr. COWEN: Petition of the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of 
the Society of Friends, December 22, 1895, praying for the pres- 
ervation of peaceful relations between the United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition to accompany a bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund,” 
approved February 22, 1883—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition from the citizens of Kan- 
sas, asking for a change in the internal-revenue laws, so as to pre- 
vent the granting of liquor licenses to persons not authorized to 
sell the same under the ow of the State—to the Committee on Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry people of Alle- 
gheny County, for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition and papers to accompany a bill for 
the relief of William A. Lowe—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Three petitions for amendment of postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of John J. Anderson and others, 
in favor of the inspection of immigrants by United States con- 
suls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and statement of railway postal clerks in Mon- 
tana in support of House bill No. 1—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of W. M. Ankeny, N. M. Hursel, W. H. 
Baer, B. J. Smith, A. C. Hartman, M. D., and 70 other citizens 
of Myersdale, Pa., and vicinity, praying for the passage of an act 
to secure a better grade of immigrants, etc., said act being known 
as the William A. Stone bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Hon. Charles A. Works, of Rockford, 
Ill., and 66 others, residents of the Ninth Congressional district 
of said State, oe the passage of the bill (H. R.1) to re- 
classify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions unanimously adopted at the regular meeting of 
George W. Hewitt Post, No. 398, Grand Army of the Republic, 
ame of Illinois, urging the passage of the general oo 
bills now pending before Congress—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition signed by a number of citizens of 
Kanawha, Clay, and Webster counties, W. Va., to improve Elk 
River by a system of locks and dams—to the Committee on Kivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of citizens of Warterloo, Ind., to 
take action toward the recognition of Cuban insurgents as bellig- 
erents—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Jack- 
son County, Minn., favoring an increase in the tariff on wool, 
barley, butter, and eggs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Two petitions, of Sheridan 
Donohew, Lewis Brownell, John Gerlach, and 53 others; together 
with H. C. Showalter, C. K. Pierpont, H. B. Wood, B. F. Ayers, 
and 410 others, citizens of West Virginia, praying for the passage 
of the Stone bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Two petitions, respectively, by the Tremont 
Temple Baptist Church of Boston and the Brookville Baptist 
Church of Brookville, Mass., against the appropriation of public 
money for the support of sectarian schools—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Two petitions of citizens of Milwaukee. Wis., 
engaged in the navigation of the Great Lakes, asking that the 
harbor of the city of Manitowoc be improved—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition, in form of resolution, of 500 citi- 
zens of late Sisseton and Wahpeton Indian Reservation, S. Dak., 
asking for free homes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): Petition of H. Livingston Rog- 
ers and others, first-mortgage bondholders of the Union Pacitic 
Railroad, praying for the passage of a bill therein referred to—to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania State 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of equitable protec- 
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. STEELE: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., expressing sympathy for the Cuban insurgents, by 
its secretary, Jacob W. Smith—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3713—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of Porkopolis Wheelmen, in behalf of 
good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 13, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
THE GOLD RESERVE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed: 

TREASURY DEPARTMEN T, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1896. 


Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution 
dated the 3d instant, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate if the sum of $100,000,000, or any part thereof, has at 


any time since the establishment of the so-called gold reserve, been actually 
segregated or set apart from the other currency or money in the Treasury 
Department, in gold coin, or gold coin and gold certificates, or either, for the 
vodeunption of the legal-tender notes and different forms of paper money of 
the Government; and when and by what act of Congress, giving the title of 


the act and the date of its approval, said so-called gold reserve was estab 
lished, and if not established i act of Congress, state by what authority, if 
anv, it was established.” 

In reply thereto the Senate is respectfully informed that at no time since 
the establishment of the so-called gold reserve has the sum of $100,000.000, or 
any sum, been segregated or set apart from the general cash in the Treasury 
for the redemption of the legal-tender notes of the United States, or for the 
redemption of any other form of paper money for which the United States 
is liable. There is no provision of law requiring a separate fund or separate 
account to be kept, and all moneys received into the Treasury. from what- 
ever source, are deposited in the general cash. The fund for the redemption 
of United States notes was accumulated under authority of the act of Janu- 
ary 14, 1875, which directed the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and 
provide for such redemption on the Ist day of January, 1879. Nospecific sum 
was prescribed, but the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to use the 
surplus revenues from time to time to sell certain descriptions of bonds to 
an extent necessary to carry the act into full effect. 

In the exercise of the discretion thus conferred upon him the Secretary 

old for resumption purposes in 1877 and 1878 United States 4 per cent and 44 
per cent bonds tv the amount of $95,500,000 and deposited the proceeds, $0),000,- 
X00 in gold, in the general cash in the Treasury. This. with other gold which 
had been received as surplus revenue, constituted the fund prepared and 
provided by the Secretary of the Treasury for the redemption directed in 
the act of January 14, 1875. 

The existence of the reserve fund was generally recognized from the time 
of its establishment, as above stated, and one of the measures adopted by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to prevent its unnecessary depletion was the dis- 
continuance of the issue of the gold certificates authorized by the act of March 
3, 1863. This act authorized but did not direct such issue. 

Some inconvenience resulted from this discontinuance, and by section 12 
of the bank act of July 12, 1882, the Secretary was authorized and directed to 
receive deposits of gold coin and bullion and to issue certificates therefor; 
but it was provided “that the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the 
issue of such gold certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold 
bullion in the Treasury reserved for the redemption of United States notes 
falls below $100,000,000.” 
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No other reference to the reserve fund is contained in the laws of the 
United States. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of December 5, 1895, certain information as to 
what steps, if any, have been taken by the Department to prepare 
or procure plans for the construction of a public building at Port- 
land, Oreg., etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon subsequently said: A communica- 
tion came in this morning, in my absence, from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in response to a resolution passed by the Senate at 
my instance some time since, in regard to a public building at 
Portland, Oreg. I move that it be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I also ask that the communication 
be printed in the Recorp, It is an important matter, relating to 
all public buildings. 

There being no objection, the communication was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1896. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following preamble 
and resolution, adopted by the Senate on the 5th of December, 1895: 

** Whereas the Congress, March 3, 1891, passed a bill, which was approved by 
the President and became a law, appropriating $250,000 for the purchase of a 
peoane the Compmnemneeenees of the construction of a public building at Port- 

nd, Oreg.; an 

” Whereas on March 2, 1895, the Con passed another bill, which was 
approved by the President, appropriating an additional $100,000 for the con- 

nuation of the construction of such public building; and 

‘* Whereas in pursuance of suchappropriations the United States purchased 
from one John McCraken block No. 51 in Couch’s Addition to the city of 
Portland, Oreg., for a site for such public building, and received from said 
McCraken and wife a deed therefor, dated June 4, 1892, the consideration 
therefor being $169,000: Therefore 

“Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to advise the Senate at his earliest convenience as to what steps, if 
any, have been taken by the Department to prepare or procure plans for such 
building and for proceeding with the construction thereof; and if nosteps have 
been — then the reasons fully why not, and the cause of the delay in refer- 
ence thereto. 

In response to this inquiry, [have the honor to state that, by an petoumpered 
January 24, 1891, Congress authorized the construction of a public building at 
Portland. Oreg., and fixed the limit of cost of the site and building at $500,000, 
and by an act of March 3, 1891, an appropriation of $250,000 was made for the 

urchase of the site and the commencement of the building. By an act of 
March 8, 1893, the limit of cost for the site and building was increased to 
$750,000, and the act of March 2, 1895, made a further appropriation of $100,000. 

On the 7th of September, 1892, the Department purchased a site for the 
building, but as yet no drawings have been p for the reasons herein 
stated. At the date of the convening of the y-first Congress (the Con- 
gress which authorized the public building at Portland, O: } there were 
upon the books of this Department appropriations for 163 public buildings, 
all of which were in various stagesof construction. That same Congress au- 
thorized the construction of 70 additional public buildings and provided for 
the extension of 7 marine hospitals at an aggregate limit of cost of $12,916,- 
990.77. The Fifty-second and ty-third oSageounte authorized altogether 
the construction of 12 additional public buildings and improvements to 5 
marine hospitals and other structures, at a limit of cost of $5,843,000, making 
an aggregate of 94 buildings authorized to be constructed and improved, at a 
cost of $18,759,890.77, which, in addition to the 168 buildings above referred to, 
make a total of 257 buildings : which construction operations have been 
in progress since December, 1 of which number there are at this time 25 
buildings for which no drawin have been prepared. 

It has been the general practice of the tment to begin work upon the 
various public buildings in the erder of theirauthorization by Congress, and 
under this prestins there remain 6 buildings which claim priority over the 
public building at Portland, Oreg. 

Notwithstanding the large number of public buildings authorized by Con- 
gress, no inerease in the force of the Office of the Supervising Architect has 

hoen provided for, a specific request tc the Commi’ on Appro- 

»riations of the House of Representatives was made by this Department on 
January 22, 1895, that the amount allotted for that office for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, should be increased from $200,000 to $250,000, the reason 
given being that such an increase was necessary in order to enable the De- 
ggremens to employ a sufficient technical force to bring the work up to date. 
jan request, eee, was not complied with,and the usual allowance of 

»),000 was made. 

Since the 6th of March, 1898, this Cet has made every effort pos- 
sible with the limited appropriation allowed by Congress for the support of 
the Office of the Supervising Architect to ite the 
ings and specifications for the various public buildin 
to take up new work as rapidly as the force woul 
with the construction of buildings with all ible expedition. The sum of 
$200,000, which the Secretary is authorized by Congress to use during each 
fiscal year for the preparation of designs, plans, s fications, and drawings 
for public buildings, does not exceed the amount of the usual es ne of a 
competent architect for the preparation of designs, peoe and ifications 
and superintending the construction of a single public bi of the first 
class, and it must be evident, the , that the Office of the Supervising 
Architect must be relieved from a very considerable part of the labor now 
imposed agen it, or adequate provision must be made for the pay of a suffi- 
cient number of skilled employees, or that the work upon many public build- 
ings must continue to be delayed as heretofore. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfull 
. *y"'G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATB. 
BRIDGET LANE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in compliance 
with the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 9, 1888, 


tion of draw- 
under its control and 


permit and to proceed 
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the claim of Bridget Lane, postmaster at Summit, N. J., for 
credit on account of loss by burglary November 20, 1895, and 
recommending that authority be granted to credit the postmaster 
with the amounts mentioned; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chiet Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for filling vacancy on Board of 
Regents, Smithsonian Institution; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 60) concerning the completion of 
the United States court-house and post-office at Mankato, Minn, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Association 
of Military Surgeons of the United States, prayirg for the enact- 
ment of such legislation as shall confer upon the officers of the 
Medical Corps of the Navy the same status, pay, and emoluments 
as are now accorded to the medical officers of the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ’ 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of many citizens of Ma- 
coupin County, Il, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. ; 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present resolutions of the Louisiana 
Sugar Planters’ Association, representing the planters and manu- 
facturers of sugar throughout that State. The resolutions are in 
the nature of a petition praying for the protection of sugar and 
all other American industries. [ask that the petition be read and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Whereas the Louisiana Sugar Planters’ Association, representing the 
aes and manufacturers of sugar throughout this State, is heartily in 

avor of protection to sugar and all other American industries: Therefore 

Be itresolved, That we respectfully ask that sugar should receive the samo 
increase of duty in the emergency tariff bill as is accorded other articles con- 
tained in said bill. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to our Rep- 
resentatives and Senatorsand to the chairmen of the Committee of Ways and 
Means and of the Finance Committee. 

I certify the above to be a true copy of a resolution passed at the regular 
monthly meeting of the Louisiana Sugar Planters’ Association held January 


. REGINALD AKERS, Secretary. 


Mr. KYLE. I present a letter from Vernon Center, Minn., re- 
lating to the pension claim of William Brown. I ask that the 
letter be referred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the 
bill heretofore introduced by me to grant him a pension. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I present a i in the nature of a petition to 
Congress, signed by L. S. Light, of Reddick, Marion County, 
Fla., accompanied by tabular statements showing the names of 
the growers and the number of vegetables produced and shipped, 
and the gross sales and commissions from net sales. 

From this paper it appears that in the year 1895 there were sold 
88,333 crates, the gross sales being $92,371.74; that the freight paid 
was $45,110.93, and the net proceeds to the growers $38,096.65. 

The petition or letter with the tabular statement seeks for some 
regulation by Congress of freight charges on railroad transporta- 
tion in the interstate commerce of the country. I movethat it bo 
printed as a miscellaneous document, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Lask the committee to give the paper immediate and favorable 
consideration, and to report a bill which will enable the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to regulate rates in the interest of 
the people. This statement discloses practically a confiscation of 
the sparen of the farm and of the labor and property of the 

ople. 

MT e VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and printed as a document, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. CALL. I present a large number of petitions from differ- 
ent parts of the United States asking for immediate action on the 

rt of Congress for the recognition of the state of war in the 
sland of Cuba, and according belligerent rights to the govern- 
ment established in that island by the people of Cuba. ' 

These petitions state that those people are fighting for their 
ind dence against a power which for centuries has governed 
the island with a rod of steel, that they have refused them the 
commonest — to which all men are entitled, taking from them 
property and life without warrant of modern law, and whipping 
them with the lesh of medisval rule from the monarchical shores 
of Europe. The petitioners pray that Congress may take imme- 
diate action. These petitions are from all parts of the United 
States, and comprise citizens of every class and every pursuit. I 
ask that they be pringed as a miscellaneous document for the use 
of the Senate. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 











—_ PLATT. Does the Senator from Florida desire to have all 


the petitions printed as a miscellaneous document with the names | 


‘ e petitioners? i 
Ot. ( tA L. It willcomprise avery short space. The petitions 
are made up principally of names and localities. 

Mr. PLATT. The names of all the signers? 

Mr. CALL. Yes; the names of the signers. Has the Senator 
any objection? I see none to it. It is a subject of very great 1m- 
portance. , 

Mr. PLATT. It is a very unusual request. _ : oe 

Mr. CALL. It may be unusual, but I see no impropriety in it. 
Certainly there is no subject of greater importance. There are 
2,000,000 people lying upon our immediate shores who have main- 
tained for eight months the most heroic struggle for independence 
the world has ever seen, and who are now being forced to seek 
relations with other countries in consequence of our failure to 
give them any kind of encouragement. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Florida to the rule in a moment. F 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to enter into any discussion of the 
question as to the importance of affairs transpiring in Cuba, but 
it seems to me that togrant the request of the Senator from Florida 
is setting an exceedingly bad precedent. Here he presents some 
twenty petitions asking Congress to take some notice of what is 
going on in Cuba and to grant belligerent rights tothe insurgents. 
They are numerously signed. I presume there are one or two 
thousand names. I donot see what object is to be gained 7 print- 
ing them as @ public document, and if it is to be done in this case 
it is to be doneat the request of every Senator who thinks that pe- 
titions are presented here upon an important subject. Very often 
we have petitions coming in by the thousands, containing hun- 
dreds of thousands of names, upon subjects which are thought at 
the time to be of exceeding greatimportance. If an objection will 
prevent the printing of these petitions, with allthe namesattached, 
as a public document, I will enter the objection, or I will move a 
reference of the motion, if it isa motion, to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Florida will sus- 
pend a moment, the Chair will call attention to the rule. 

Mr. CALL. I will obviate any further discussion. If there is 
any further objection to it I will withdraw the request that I 
made. I wish, however, to observe that the observations of the 


ion among the people of the United States upon legislation. If 
there is any one thing important for this body to know it is that the 
people of the United States, the intelligent, influential people, the 
men of character, have formed a positive opinion upon any sub- 


ject. ‘That, in my judgment, is the most important thing for the | 


Senate and the other House to know. 
It was for that object that I desired to have the petitions printed, 
to show that they comprise the business men, the intellectual men, 


consideration. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Vice-President will have the rule 


read, so that we may definitely understand what it is that controls | 


the question. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read the rule to | 


which attention has been called. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
_ Ordered, That when petitions and memorials are ordered printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the order shall be deemed to apply to the body of 
the petition only, and the names attached to said petition or memorial shall 


not be printed unless specially ordered by the Senate.—.Senate Journal, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session, page 280. 


Mr. PLATT. This objection of mine does not go to the question 
of the Cuban warfare or Cuban independence at all; it goes to the 
matter of the ordinary conduct of the business of the Senate. All 
these petitions are, with one exception, the same in printed form. 
Why should we print twenty petitions in a single form as a public 
document? The request has been withdrawn, and therefore I do 
not care to say anything more about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City, Mo., indorsed by members of the Board of Trade 
of Ardmore, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of such legislation 
as will give relief to the people who have located in the various 
towns of the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
xy on Indian Affairs. 

- SQUIRE presented a memorial of the legisiature of the 
ie a SS the Indian war 
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of 1855 and 1856; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Memorial in relation tothe survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in the 
Territory (now State) of Washington. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

_ Yourmemorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, would respect- 
fully represent that many of the early settlers of the Territory of Washing- 
ton during the years 1855 and 1856, in the protection of the lives of themselves 
and families, and their property, having to contend against the hostile Indi 














ans occupying the country at that time, upon the call of the governor of the 
Territory freely volunteered to suppress the hostility of such Indians: that 
while fighting these Indians many valuable lives were lost and much prop 

erty destroyed; that of those volunteer and early settlers but few now sur- 
vive; that while the services of the soldiers of the Regular Army during that 
war were promptly provided for by the Government without diminu f 
any kind, and they received full recognition at the hands of the General Gov 


ernment for their services, the brave men who volunteered and defended t! 
Northwest Territory from the hostile Indians in the war of 1855 and 1856, re 
sponsive to the call of the governors of the Territories of Washington and 
Oregon, have failed (io receive that recognition and consideration at the hands 
of the Government of the United States to which they are entitled 

That by the eleventh section of the act of August 1s, 1556, the Secretary of 
War was directed “to examine into the amount of the expenses necessarily 
incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the late Indian war in 
Oregon and Washington by the Territorial governors of said Territories for 
the maintenance of the volunteer forces engaged in said war, including the 
pay of the volunteers’; and he was authorized, if in his judgment neces 
sary, to appoint a Commission of three persons to ascertain and report such 
expenses. That by an order issued from the War Department September 4, 
1856, Capt. A. J. Smith, United States Army, Rufus Ingalls, United States 
Army, late Quartermaster-General, and Lafayette Grover, afterwards g 
ernorof the State of Oregon and United States Senator from said State. were 
appointed a Commission to ascertain and report upon the expenses incurred 
by the Territories aforesaid. 

The Commission met at Portland, Oreg., October 20, 1854, organized a board, 
proceeded to the discharge of the duty assigned them, and after full inves 
tigation and consideration found, among other things, that the aggregate 
number of troops engaged in this war from the Territory of Washington 
was 1,896; that the approximate number of troops engaged at any one period 
was 1,000; and in taking action upon the pay of the volunteers from Wash 
ington Territory the Commission—in the absence of any law of the Territory 
upon the subject—deemed it proper and just to recominend the same ratesof 
pay and allowance as were reported in the case of the volunteer troops of 
Oregon. 

The Oregon statute provided as follows: “ Whenever such volunteers are 
called and received into the service of the Territory * * * each noncom- 
missioned officer and private shall be entitled to receive $2 per day and ra 
tions, and $2 per day for the risk of his horse, except for horses actually killed 
in action, unavoidably lost, or reported unfit for service; in which cases the 
owner shall receive the appraised value thereof. All commissioned officers 
shall receive the same pay as oflicers of the same rank in the Army of the 
United States: Provided, That commissioned officers shall receive the same 
pay for the use and risk of horses as noncommissioned officers.” 

The Commission, upon that basis, found that there is due for troops in the 
service of the Territory of Washington a total of $519,593.06; and it was fur 
ther found, in examining into the amount of expenses necessarily incurred 






V- 


. 3 s . . . | for the maintenance of these volunteers, that the total amount due for ex 
Senator from Connecticut disparage the influence of public opin- | 


penses was $91,882.39. 
That said Commission visited extensively both Territories with the view of 


| being fully informed as to the nature and extent of the Indian hostilitie 
| means employed for their suppression, the rates of labor, the prices current 


for the property furnished for the service, and the facilities and expenses 
of transportation. 

They examined into each distinct department of the service, and filed an 
exhibit of the total expense necessarily incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the late iedien war by the Territorial governors of said Terri 
tories, and further found that the expenses for the maintenance of the 
volunteer forces engaged in said war from the Territory of Washingt 


; L : | cluding pay, was $1,481,475.45, and for the State of Oregon the sum of $44 10, 
some of them being from colleges, some professors, and some from | 
business men, and that they embody the public opinion of the | 
people of the United States. That, I think, is the most important | 


19.33; and the total amount reported by the commissioners as due the 
Territories of Oregon and Washington was $6,011,457.36. 

That on the 7th day of February, 1860, the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
reported to the House of Representatives upon these claims, and allowed, 






under said report, only $2,714,808.55, thus leaving a balance justly due these 
early pioneers of $3,206,648.51. 

Your memorialists respectfully refer you to the report of the Com ion 
above named and the adjustment by the then Third Auditor of the Treasury, 
and respectfully ask that an appropriation may be made sufficient t ver 
the claims above set forth as due the volunteers from the State of Was! 
ton and State of Oregon during the Indian war of 1555 and 1856; and, to that 


end, your memorialists will ever pray. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Ialso present a petition of the Business Men's 
Association of Newport News, Va., calling attention to Senate 
bill 334, providing for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, 
and giving reasons for immediate actiom on the part of the Goy- 
ernment in providing appropriations for Snch defenses. 

The petitioners refer to the increasing commercial importance 
of Newport News, its facilities for the construction of naval ves- 
sels, and the accessibility of the harbor and the accommodation it 
affords for vessels of all classes. They recite the fact that the 
great interests of Newport News and the surrounding country 
are’dependent upon Fortress Monroe and a sea force for protec 
tion, and express their belief that prompt action should be taken 
to provide proper safeguards. 

1 move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Ministers’ Association of Indiana, praying for the enactment 
of legislation instituting certain reforms on the subject of mar- 
riage and divorce; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
the Eighth Ward Republican Club of Detroit, Mich., indorsing 








604 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 





the stand taken by Setfetary of State Olney in his correspondence 
with Lord Salisbury and approving the message of the President 
on the Venezuelan question; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens and taxpayers 
of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the establish- 
ment of an isolated hospital in the block bounded by Bismarck 
and Princeton streets, Seventh street, and Sherman avenue, in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of 45 citizens of Welshfield, 
Ohio; of 583 citizens of Solon, Ohio, and of sundry citizens of the 
State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the 
age of consent, to repeal the divorce law of Oklahoma Territory, 
to provide a Sabbath law for the national capital, to provide a 
committee to investigate the labor problem, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of J. N. True, of Grand 
Rapids, Minn., praying for the restoration of homestead rights in 
certain cases; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of 613 citizens of North 
Carolina and Virginia, praying that lumber be placed on the duti- 
able list; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Indianapolis, Ind., sympathizing with the people of 
Cuba in their efforts to achieve independence and establish a re- 
publican form of government; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented the petition of George 
Abbott, of Tacoma, Wash., late a private in Capt. L. Smith’s 
Company A, Eighth United States Infantry, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation removing the charge of desertion from his 
military record; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of 

Sharleston, 8. C., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, 8. C., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for fortifications and other seacoast defenses; which were 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of sundry citizens of Plainfield, N. J., in 
reference to the Armenian troubles, and praying that Congress 
take such action as will put a stop to the outrages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the common council of 
San Diego, Cal., praying that the harbor of San Diego be given 
the protection of proper fortifications, and for the establishment 
of a military post on the United States military reservation of 
1,400 acres on Point Loma by the permanent location of at least 
one war vessel in that harbor; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Oakland, Cal., 

raying for the enactment of legislation etree for the further 
devehonmnent of the mining industry in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Maritime Association of the Port of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation relieving vessels from the requirement 
to pay State pilots for services not rendered; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Lieut. George W. Walden, of 
the United States Revenue-Cutter Service, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting him 25 per cent of the present sea 
pay of a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Eliza J. Gray, widow of Isaac 
P. Gray, late United States minister to Mexico, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by an amendment intended to be pee 
to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, andmoved that 
it be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
with the accompanying report and papers; which was > 


REAL-ESTATE ASSESSMENT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(8. R. 8) to extend the time for making an assessment of real estate 
in the District of Columbia, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, and, by unanimous consent, the 


em, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
ion. 

Mr. CALL. That seems to me to be a very important measure 
to be passed without more mature consideration. However, Ishall 
not make any objection to it on that score. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

TARIFF ACTS. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report a sub- 
stitute for the resolution instructing the committee to have the 
acts heretofore passed by Congress imposing duties upon imports 
printed and bound in one volume. I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. Let the substitute be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized to cause to be 
printed, indexed, and bound in cloth in one volume all of the acts, as they 
appear in the United States statutes, heretofore passed by Congress impos- 
ing duties on imports, 1,000 copies for the use of The Senate and 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the resolution as amended read or the 
original? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The substitute was read. 

Mr. HALE. The substitute is what was read. 

Mr. MILLS. I offered a resolution of the same kind a few days 
ago, and had it referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE. This is the Senator’s resolution changed to a con- 
current resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution, which has been read. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the report accompanying the resolution 


be J ea 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
CUSTODY OF MINOR CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. FAULKNER. From the Committee on the District of 
Columbia I submit a report upon the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], in reference to the law govern- 
ing the testamentary disposition of minor children in the District 
of Columbia. The committee has acted in accordance with the 
instructions of the Senate in ascertaining the law, but makes no 
recommendation. I understand that the Senator from Maine de- 
sires the resolution to lie on the table. Let the resolution lie on 
the table and the report of the committee be printed. 

Mr. HALE. I did not quite understand the Senator. The re- 
port is upon the resolution which I had sent to the committee 
some weeks ago, is it not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is. 

Mr. HALE. And the committee, as I understand the Senator, 
has collected together and perhaps collated what the law is on the 
subject here and in different States? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that the committee has sub- 
mitted in its report the law as it has existed and exists to-day in 
most of the States of the Union, in the District of Columbia, and 
in England, with all the modifications found in the different States, 
showing how the act of Charles the Second has been modified by 
statutory enactment in the United States. 

Mr. HALE. But the committee does not report any bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The committee does not report any bill for 
the simple reason that there was some division in the committee 
in reference to the matter, and the committee was of opinion that 
it was better to submit in a written report the entire law bearing 
— the subject, with the laws especially applicable to the District 
of Columbia, to lay the report before the Senate so that the Senate 
have the benefit of the law and all the modifications in the States, 
and if any Senator deems it proper to bring in a measure to modify 
or change the law of Charles the Second, he can do so by intro- 
ducing a bill. 

Mr. HALE. I am very glad the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, under the guidance of the Senator from West Virginia, 
who is a good lawyer, has brought out all the law upon this sub- 
ject. Iam, however, very sorry that the committee did not, as a 
result of that investigation, come to the conclusion to report a bill 
wiping away the statute of Charles the Second. I shall certainly 
prepare a bill to that effect and submit it to the Senate for its ac- 
tion. I should like to have the report printed as a document, and 
let the matter go to the Calendar, and I shall seek to call it up at 
some future time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with this matter, and asa 
member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, I will say 
that I consented to the report as it has been made. However, my 
sympathies are entirely with the Senator from Maine in his con- 
tention. I believe that such a statute, notwithstanding it exists 
in my own State, is a relic of barbarism and ought to be wiped 
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from the statute book. The idea that a dissolute and worthless 
father can will away his child from the mother absolutely, and 
that the only way she can regain the control and guardianship of 
that child is to go into a legal controversy, after which the court 
may possibly remand the child to her custody, it seems to me is 
not in accordance with the civilization of the age. 

I shall be glad to support the bill the Senator from Maine says 
he will prepare and submit to the Senate. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed. 

PURCHASES OF FORFEITED LANDS. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (8. 43) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to fc rfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
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construction of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved Sep- | 


tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof,” to re- | 


port it favorably. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill just reported by my colleague. If the 
Senate will hear me for a moment, I think I can give satisfactory 
reasons why this should be done, and why {think there is no ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill. I ask that the bill be first read 


for information. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 


subject to objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890,and the 
several acts amendatory thereof,’ approved December 12, 1893, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: | ; 

“That section 8 of an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 189), and the several acts amendatory 
thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as toextend the time within which 
persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be permitted to 
purchase the same in the quantities and upon the terms provided in said sec- 


tion, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual residence | 
upon the lands by persons claiming the right to purchase the same shall not | 


be required where such lands have been fenced, cultivated, or otherwise im- 
proved by such claimants, and such persons shall be permitted to purchase 
two or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions, whether contiguous 
or not, but not exceeding 320 acres in the aggregate.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If I can have the attention of the 
Senate I will make a brief statement in reference to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was the bill reported? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state. 
form of this was reported favorably during the last session of Con- 
gress by the Committee on Public Lands of each House, passed 
both Houses, and went to the President, but was one of the some 
forty-odd bills which were not signed. by the President for want 
of time. The bill was again introduced by me at the present ses- 
sion, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and has been re- 
ported this morning by my colleague with the unanimous consent, 
as [ understand, of all the members of that committee. 

The bill in brief is simply this: In the act of 1890 forfeiting cer- 
tain railroad lands, there was a provision that persons in posses- 
sion of odd sections of land forfeited should be permitted to pur- 
chase not exceeding 320 acres by paying $2.50 an acre to the 
Government. The 


A bill in the precise | 


epartment in construing that act for some | 


considerable length of time under the former Administration held | 


that actual possession was not meant nor required by the act, but 


that the full measure of the demands of the act were met by | 


fencing and improving the land without actual residence. 

yas the construction placed upon theact under the former Admin- 
istration by both the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior, and a great number of cases 


That | 


were adjudicated and patents were issued to parties who were in | 


possession of the land by fencing and improving, but who did 
not actually live on the land. In 1893, some two years ago, the 


present Commissioner of the General Land Office adhered to this | 
ruling, and he still adheres to it; he still believes that the ruling 
was right, but somebody in the office of the Secretary of the In- | 


terior has placed a different construction on the act, and the Sec- 
retary, of course, has approved it, I suppose, perhaps, without 
giving it any ae attention, holding that it requires actual 
living on the land. The intention of this bill is simply to correct 
that construction so that those persons who are in possession by 
fencing, improving, and cultivating land may receive patents on 
the conditions named, although they do not actually live on the 
land. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 


Mr. GRAY. From whom did these persons receive their title? | 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whatever title they have they 
have received from the railroad company. 

Mr. GRAY. They have bought from the railroad company? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; and were in possession, cul- 


tivating the land. In my own State there are quite a number | 
of persons who have been in possession for twelve or fifteen, and ! ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 





| 









605 


some of them perhaps for twenty years, cultivating the land un- 
der the impression that the railroad company would get title and 
ultimately give them patents; but the company failing to build 
the road the Government forfeited the land, but made this whole- 
some provision in the interest of those people. This is a bill purely 
and simply in favor of those settlers. ; 

Mr. SQUIRE. I simply wish to say that I earnestly advocate 
the passage of the bill and concur with what has been said by the 
Senator from Oregon. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MILLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1481) to amend 
ap act of Congress approved May 12, 1890, entitled ‘An act for 
improving Aransas Pass”; also to amend an act entitled “An act 
to amend an act of Congress approved May 12, 1890, granting the 
Aransas Pass Harbor Company the right to improve Aransas 
Pass,” approved January 22, 1894; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1482) to authorize the 
Corpus Christi and Padre Island Harbor Company to import free 
of duty certain materials for the construction of an outer harbor 
on the coast of Texas; which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1483) to repeal an act entitled 
“An act for the punishment of certain crimes therein specilied,” 
approved January 30, 1799, being section 5335 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GRAY. I intended to ask that the bill might lie on the 
table, but on reflection I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It proposes to repeal the section of the Revised 
Statutes that gave rise to some little debate the other day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1484) granting a pension 
to Charles Forster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1485) granting a pension to Mary 
Zollinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1486) granting a pension to Charles 
Forster; which was read twice by it stitle, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1487) granting arrears of pension 
to Theodore W. McCoy; which was read twice by its title. and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1488) appropriating $6,232.30 in 
payment of the claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street 
adjacent to the United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1489) for removal of charge of dis- 
missal against military record of Lieut. George Murray; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1490) for removal of charge of de- 
sertion standing against Samuel French; which was readtwice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1491) for the relief of Dr. John 
B. Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 1492) toremove the charge of 
desertion from John Lyons; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary 
Clare Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1494) to protect 
the pensioners of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1496) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Mar- 
garet Cahill on the roll of pensioners as the widow of James Cahill, 
late captain, United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1497) to provide for a public build- 
ing at Cleveland, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and re 
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Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8. 1498) to punish the carnal 
and unlawful knowing of any female under the age of 18 years; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN (by eee introduced a bill (S. 1499) to pur- 

al D 


chase a portrait of Danic ompkins, late Vice-President of the 
United States, painted by Jarvis in 1812; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1500) for the relief of William M. 
Masi, ex-postmaster, and Benjamin Hellman, Lawrence R. Bres- 
nahen, John W. Griffin, George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner, 
as sureties upon his official bond as postmaster at Cheyenne; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1501) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy 
Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United 
States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1502) for the 
relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr., and Henry C. Thomas, both of 
Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1508) to anthorize the creditors 
of insolvent national banks to elect a permanent receiver, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Sdlect Committee on National Banks. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1504) to amend the act ap- 
yroved March 8, 1891, granting the right of way upon the public 
Coole for reservoir and canal purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1505) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rufus H. Paine; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1506) for the relief of 
Holmes & Leathers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Henry Ware; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1508) granting a pension to Talbot 
A. Routon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 1509) to restore homestead 
rights in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1510) to pension Mrs. 
Susan M. Sessford; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Stewart Whiting; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1512) imposing licenses upon itiner- 
ant musicians in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1518) to regulate the use of the 
public parks and improved reservations in the District of Columbia 
under the charge of the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1514) to amend sections 720, 721, 
722, and 728 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the District of Columbia, in relation to marriages; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1515) to incorporate 
the Columbia Telephone Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1516) authorizing the attorney for 
the District of Columbia and his assistants to administer oaths 
and affirmations; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1517) in relation to taxes and tax 
sales in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1518) authorizing and di- 
recting the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate all 
violations of the act approved July 2, 1890, entitled ““An act to 
protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and mo- 
an" and all amendments thereof; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to direct the attention of the Judi- 
ciary Committee to the provisions of the proposed act just intro- 
duced by me. 


Aer ov oie Agi Lonel 


The intendment of the bill is to provide sufficient and adequate 
machinery to carry into execution the act of July 2, 1890, against 
monopolies, combinations, or conspiracies in restraint of trade. 

I discover that the main difficulty of instituting and prosecuting 
successfully cases under the act of July 2, 1890, lies in the want of 
sufficient testimony. The bill introduced by me provides a ma- 
chinery adequate and appropriate to the obtaining of testimony 
upon which the Attorney-General or the district attorneys, as the 
case may be, in the several circuits of the United States can insti- 
tute proceedings looking toward the prohibition of all such re- 
straints as are denounced in the act of July 2, 1890. 

It is known, Mr. President, that the Government made an at- 
tempt to reach one gigantic institution, the sugar trust, through 
a proceeding instituted in the circuit court of the State of New 
Jersey, and that that proceeding failed. In looking over the report 
of the case it is plainly to be seen that the failure of the district at- 
torney in that case was largely attributable to the paucity of evi- 
dence and the difficulty of obtaining evidence. The provisions of 
this bill constitute the Interstate Commerce Commission the in- 
strumentality by which the evidence is to be elicited, and that 
Commission is selected by me for the reason that the members of 
it are familiar with the investigation of cognate offenses to those 
denounced under the act of July 2, 1890. I hope this instrumen- 
tality will be efficient and adequate in the bill [ have introduced. 

I direct the attention of the Judiciary Committee to this matter, 
and hope for a favorable and early report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1519) to make an appropriation 
for the improvement of the battlefield at Lexington, Mo.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1520) to place upon the pension 
roll the name of Rhoda Burnham, and to grant her a pension; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1521) to finally adjust the 
swamp land grants, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to 
Catherine Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to Benja- 
min F. Bell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1524) concerning the 
rank and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full 
term as chief of a bureau in the Navy Department; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1525) for the relief of Charles E, 
Behle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Capt. Francis 
A. Beuter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1527) to refund the outstanding 
United States and Treasury notes with bonds bearing interest at the 
rate of 2 per cent, and for other p es; Which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1528) to grant John T. Nagle 
the privilege of applying for a medal of honor for conspicuous 
bravery in action while serving as an acting assistant surgeon of 
the United States Army with troops in the field during the late 
civil war under the orders of commanding officers; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Mr. DUBOIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1529) for the 
payment of arrears of interest on Chickasaw trust funds; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1530) for the relief of James 
J. Person and Isabella M. Person; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1531) to pro- 
vide for the unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 
of silver to 1 of gold, and to impose an import duty upon foreign 
silver equal to the difference between its bullion value and its 
coinage value; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1532) to amend section 2306 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to homestead en- 
tries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1533) to 
aged and disabled letter carriers; whic. 
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title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
ite sine introduceda bill (S. 1534) granting a pension to Parmelia 
Robinson, daughter of Oilver Robinson, who was a private in the 
Revolutionary army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Cx mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1535) for re- 
moval of charge of desertion from the military record of George 
Abbott, alias Andrew C. Adams; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. i a 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1536) conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to rehear and render judgment in the case of 
William Donnelly and Patrick Egan; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1537) to provide for the 
private sale of public lands in Missouri; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


. alen introduced a bill (S. 1538) granting a pension to Joseph | 
He also introduc ( ere I P| considered by unanimous cousent, and agreed to: 


M. Waddell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALL introduced a bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to 
Laura Barnes, widow of Thomas J. Barnes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

“He also introduced a bill (8. 1540) granting a pension to M. W. 
Linton: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Ches- 
terfield Bosford; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1542) granting an 
honorable discharge to George W. Bowling; which was read twice 
bv its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 1543) to grant to railroad com- 
panies in the Indian Territory additional powers to secure right 
of way, depot grounds, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1544) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (for Mr. TELLER) introduced a bill (S. 1545) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of A. G. Boone; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

RECOGNITION OF CUBA. 


Mr. KYLE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) directing the 
President to accord belligerent rights to Cuban insurgents on cer- 
tain conditions; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. KYLE. Iask that the joint resolution be read at length 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, em- 
powered and directed to receive such persons as may present themselves, 
satisfactorily accredited to represent and act for and es behalf of the Cu- 
ban patriots or so-called insurgents of the Island of Cuba, and upon the pro- 
duction of evidence showing that the said Cuban patriots have established a 
seat of government in any part of said Island of Cuba and that a majority 
of the native-born residents of said Island of Cuba are actively supporting 
and defending the same with arms, or arein sympathy with the cause of said 
Cuban patriots, he shall enter into compact or treaty in the name and on be- 
half of the United States with said Cuban patriots, through the representa- 
tives aforesaid forthwith, tothe end that full and complete belligerent rights 
may thereby be accorded and extended by the United States to said Cuban 


pate during the continuance of the war being waged in said Island of 
uba. 


REPRINT OF PACIFIC RAILROADS BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN. On the 7th of this month I introduced and had 
referred a bill (5.1369) directing the foreclosure of the Govern- 
ment lien on the Pacific railroads, and for other purposes, and it 
was printed under the rule. As the bill is printed there are sev- 
eral errors in it. I ask unanimous consent to have the bill re- 
printed as I send it to the desk corrected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Anorder to reprint the bill in its cor- 
rected form will be entered. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
batman to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 291) to amend section 
4426 of the Revised Statutes of the Uni States, relating to ves- 


sels propelled b steam, gas, fluid, naphtha, or motor; which was 
ref to the ttee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SQUIRE su uently submitted seven amendments in- 


tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
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tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JAILS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution: which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, amd agreed to: 








Resolved, That the Attorney-General is hereby directed to inform the Sen- 
ate as to the number of United States jails in the Indian Territery: the 
character, condition, and accommo the number 8 
contined in each; the nature of crir nses for wl s 4 
are imprisoned; whether in any of } lened a und 1 
prisoners are separated from those of youthful age or those « r 
demeanors; whether occupation of any kind is provided for pri 
any measures of prison discipline or measures | 
prisoners have been adopted, and, in general, whether t ha 

| dition of such jails, or any of them, is such as the humane and p1 
ment of criminals requires. 


SITES FOR COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate what amount is m ary to be appropriated f por t e 
cost of sites for the purpose fortifications and coast defens 

PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAuLKNER in the chair). If 
there be no further concurrent or other resolutions, the Chair lays 
before the Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, 
submitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BurLer 
which will be read. 





The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLEeR 
December 21, 1895, as follows: 

Whereas it was the purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver coin ata 
parity by investing the Secretary of t cre witl 1 i 
ing the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in eith l 
Therefore, 

Re ved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, when liqul- 
dating either the interest or principal of the Government's coin o itions, 
to make such payment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.5 grains 
of standard gold is less than the market value of 412} grains of standard sil 
and to continue to pay in such gold coin until the market valu z ‘ 


of standard gold shall be equal to the market alue of 4124 grain f standart 
silver, but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold shal 
greater than the market value of 412} grains of pure silver he shall pay said 
coin obligations as they mature in silver coin, and continue to pay th 10 
in silver coin until the market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be 
equal to the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask that that resolution may be passed 
over informally without prejudice. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allright. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 


resolution will be passed over informally and without prejudice, 
RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, on Friday last when I rose 
to reply to the criticism of thesenior Senator from New York [ Mr. 
Hit1.] the Chair recognized the Senator from California | Mr. 
WuitE]. I was thus unable to proceed, and I therefore beg the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few moments this morning. 

The Senator from New York, who in his free lance way is the 
champion of all the wings, ends, and factions of the Democratic 
party, and who enjoys the distinction of originating the ‘“‘I ama 
Democrat” slogan, misstates, unintentionally of course, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the position of my colleague [Mr. BuTLER]. In his speech 
several days ago on the reorganization of the Senate my colleague 
said in reply to a question by the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
HARRIS]: 

I will answer the question with pleasvre. I hold my seat by such a cooy 
tion for the simple reason that the party in my State which you belong to got 
to be so corrupt the people in the State rebelled against its management. 
Your party could to-day have been in full power in North Carolina if it had 
stood by its pledges and promises. A cooperation of all who opposed its meth 
ods was made, but that combination could not have driven the Democratic 
party from power in North Carolina if that party had been true toits pledge 
true to its promises, and true to its people. It not onl he } 
ples of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson, thers disgusting the great 
rank and file of the party, but it tried to keep itself in power by ste: and 

erjury at the ballot box, by ballot-box stuffing and manipulating th: rT 
his made fair elections, the purity of the ballot box, the overshadowing issue 
in North Carolina politics. 

There is nothing equivocal in this statement over which the 
Senator from New York can possibly quibble, and it is too plain 
for misrepresentation. The issue that gave life and success to 
the political combination in North Carolina, and which ended for- 
ever Democratic supremacy in that State, was honest elections. 
While the abandonment of our people by the Democratic party in 
the construction of the Wilson bill and their position on the finan- 
cial question have resulted in large accessions to the Republican 
party in my State, at the last election it was, in the main, politi- 
val emancipation that inspired opposition to Democratic abuses 
and united all who were opposed to Democratic election methods. 
When the combination was formed neither of the parties to the 
compact were required to surrender their views in regard to po- 
litical matters, but each maintained its identity. When the legis- 
lature met it was composed of Republicans and Populists, the two 
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rties being about evenly represented, and as a result my col- 

eague was elected as a Populist and I was elected as a Republican. 

As a further result of the combination the legislature repealed 
the unjust election law by the aid of which the Democrats had 
been able to maintain their supremacy, and enacted in its stead a 
law which guarantees to each citizen the right to cast his vote 
and have it counted as cast. The principle involved in our con- 
test in North Carolina was in a great measure the same that re- 
sulted in Republican success in the Empire State of New York, so 
ably represented in this Chamber by the distinguished Senator, 
and the place that holds the champion of the defunct Southern 
Democracy now will hold him no more as a consequence of that 
success. I do not say this by way of exultation. It is fortunate 
that the sad spectacle does not confront this already distracted 
country of a discredited Administration without a leader in the 
Senate. And is not the grave responsibility, Mr. President, 
enough, that the Senator from New York should pause in the dis- 
charge of that momentous service to reconcile assumed differences 
between my colleague and myself? If impelled by a sense of duty 
to vindicate that rare jewel consistency, may I venture to ask the 
distinguished Senator what service has he rendered in that behalf 
that entitles him to acclaim himself mentor in this school of pub- 
lic virtue? Did the Senator vote with his colleague on the Wilson 
bill? Is it not worth his while to reconcile the difference between 
himself and his colleague on the tariff question? 

As a matter of history, I know that the honorable Senator did 
not vote for the Wilson bill, but until an examination of the Rrc- 
ORD I had supposed that he was influenced by conscientious scru- 
ples. I had supposed that he was profoundly impressed by what 
the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
said in a colloquy with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
I ask the Secretary to read the report of the incident sent out by 
the Associated Press at the time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


When Mr. Hoar had expressed his convictions that the Finance Committee 
did not approve the billand that most of the men who were to vote for it 
would, when they did so, violate their oaths to support the Constitution as 
they understood it, he was asked by Mr. GRAY whether he meant to say that 
the persons who would vote for the bil! would violate their oaths. 

“IT do,” was Mr. HoAR's blunt answer. 

* That is a very remarkable charge for the Senator to make of his colleagues 
in the Senate,"’ Mr. GRAY remarked, with a tinge of anger in his manner. 

“Tt isa very remarkable thing to do,” Mr. HOAR said. 

“T repeat that charge as unworthy of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and as unworthy of a Senator in this place,"”’ Mr. GRAY exclaimed, with in- 
creasing anger. 

“The Democratic party,” said Mr. HoAR, argumentatively, “ acquired the 
confidence of the country in 1892 by a platform which declared that protec- 
tion was a robbery and a fraud and was a violation of the Constitution, and 
they have got a bill now crowded with protection. They have put in it new 

srotecting duties. They have put a duty on sugar, which they are going to 
ncrease, for protection, and for nothing else. ow, when that is done, does 
the Senator from Delaware think that Iam going to be deterred by a little 
bluster from him? 

“There is no logical escape fora man who says that a duty for protection is 
robbery and is a violation of the Constitution, and who then comes in and 
takes an oath that the Constitution as construed by him he will support. 
He violates that privilege and that oath when he puts into legislation a new 
duty or increase of an old duty—both of which this does in abundance—for 
the mere patnose of protection; and when it is well known that they could 
not ees 1e bill except with the aid of persons who want those duties for 

rotection.”’ 

7 Mr. Gray. “Does the Senator think that what he has said is entitled to 
any better designation than ‘bluster’ when he charges his colleagues and 
peers in the Senate with violating their oaths?”’ 

“The Senator,” said Mr. Hoar, “is violating the rule of the Senate.” 

“T leave it to that greater tribunal, the public,” Mr. Gray replied, ‘‘as to 
who has violated the proprieties and the duties which a Senator owes to his 
constituents."’ 

After some further interchange of remarks in the same spirit, Mr. GRAY 
made the point of order on Mr. Hoar that he had charged his colleagues with 
ee ae oaths by their action in the Senate. he point of order was 
overruled. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. This washighground. It putcountry and 
patriotism above party, and had this lofty conception of public 
duty influenced the honorable Senater from New York, I could 
afford to submit in silence to his harmuess criticism of my colleague 
and myself. But alas for human greatness! When the —_ 
tion to put even a higher duty than the McKinley duty on collars 
and cuffs was offered the resonant voice of the honorable Sen- 
ator was as silent as the grave. Does it lie in the mouth of the 
preg from New York, Mr. President, to preach consistency to 
others? 

Now, Mr. President, the colleague of the honorable Senator 
voted for the Wilson bill and clamored for the highest protection 
possible on collars and cuffs, the manufacture of which is an im- 
ag industry at Troy, N. Y. The two distinguished New 

fork Senators were elected by Democratic legislatures which 
owed their Democratic majority to election methods like those 
of Mr. Bat Shea, who now, I understand, is residing temporarily 
at Sing Sing, counting the hours until his electrocution, and to 
** Boss” John Y. McKane, who is permanently established at Sing 
Sing penitentiary. Would it trouble the honorable Senator too 
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much to look after his own tariff infelicities and party incongrui- 
ties before meddling with affairs in North Carolina? 

Speaking in part for North Carolina, I will say to the Senator 
from New York, in conclusion, that if combination is necessary to 
complete Democratic defeat in the State in this woeful year of 
Democratic disaster, it will be effected. My colleague is abun- 
dantly able to speak for himself, but I will suggest to the Senator 
from New York that the difference between them is, that my col- 
league left the Democratic party because its abuses could not be 
corrected inside of its organization, and the Senator from New 
York was kicked out of the Democratic party and branded as a 
traitor because his opposition to the Wilson bill threatened that 
hybrid measure with defeat. Between the consistency of my col- 
league and the self-stultification of the Senator from New York, 
who still maintains his adherence to the Democratic party, the 
comparison is no disparagement to my colleague. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not know exactly what is be- 
fore the Senate, but I assume that the rules are so elastic that | 
may be permitted at this time to notice the elaborate remarks o! 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp], who has just 
taken his seat. 

The Senator hastaken considerable time to prepare an elaborate 
defense of himself and his record. I am not aware that I have 
said anything which calls for this elaborate defense of himself or 
of his efforts to make my own record appear inconsistent. I called 
the attention of the Senate and the country the other day to his 
rather remarkable speech. He spoke upon the subject of the 
tariff. I have no doubt he expressed his own views when he said 
that he favored the reenactment of the McKinley law. He prob- 
ably has always been a high protective tariff man, for all I know. 
I have not taken the trouble to look up his long record, if he has 
one, in that regard. 

But I also called the attention of the Senate to the fact that it 
was only a few days before when his colleague [Mr. BUTLER] had 
read a lecture to the Democratic arty in this Chamber, because 
it had abandoned the principles of tariff reform by the enactment 
of the Wilson law. One of the Senators assured us that the peo- 
ple of North Carolina wanted a high protective tariff, and I un- 
derstood the other Senator to say that the people of North Carolina 
wanted extreme tariff reform. I therefore, properly, as I think, 
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that it was utterly 
impossible for this Congress, potent though it may be, to gratify 
both Senators or, what is more important, to gratify the people 
of North Carolina, because we have the assurance that they want 
two entirely opposite things. 

This morning the Senator who represents the Republican part 
of the combination in North Carolina assures us that in some 
form or other the Democracy has lost the control of that State, 
not upon any tariff principles, not upon any great measures on 
which the two parties differ, but because of some election mat- 
ters down in that State. I do not know anything about them 
except what I have heard here. I am not familiar enough with 
North Carolina affairs to say whether those charges are well 
founded or not, and they are entirely immaterial to this question. 
But while advocating a high protective tariff the Senator still 
gives us the assurance that the hearts of the people of North 
Carolina beat favorably to the principles of Thomas Jefferson and 
Andrew Jackson. I think well, then, of the people of North Caro- 
lina. They favor the principles of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew 
Jackson, and yet they are in favor of a high protective tariff! I 
can not understand that. Itstrikes me there is a little inconsist- 
ency in that statement. 

Beyond that the Senator has seen fit to speak of my own indi- 
vidual record in the Senate and reminds me—I do not know where 
he gets his information; it may have come by way of the North 
Carolina Associated or United Press, or some other wire—that I 
have been kicked out of the Democratic party. 

Mr. President, that the Democratic party has met with some re- 
verses in the last two or three years is true, but I think I may 
flatter myself that I am still a lively member of what there is left 
of that organization. [Laughter.] I believe after I voted against 
the Wilson bill the Democracy of New York rather insisted, if | 
recollect aright, upon my being the candidate of their party for 
governor, to lead a forlorn hope, and, sir, I responded to the call 
of my party and made the best fight possible under adverse cir- 
cumstances, and I should do so again under like circumstances if 
defeat stared me in the face. 

I did vote against the Wilson bill; I gave my reasons for that 
vote here; I pointed out some little difficulties in the Wilson bill, 
particularly as to the constitutionality of its features pertaining 
to the income tax. I am not now going to be diverted into any 
defense of myself about the provisions of the income tax. It 13 
sufficient to say that I regarded those provisions as unconstitu- 
tional. I gave my reasons for so regarding them. I think those 
reasons were sound. I assail no man’s judgment who differs with 
me. It was a question of law, a question of judgment, a question 
about which honest men may well differ. I did vote against the 
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Wilson bill, and for those reasons, principally, and I should do so 

i ike reasons. : 
*eThe Wilson bill was assailed the other day by the same combi- 
nation, if I may use that term, because it was a protective bill. I 
am not called upon to defend the Wilson bill, for I did not vote 
for it, but I can simply say that I suppose it was a fairly good 
tariff reform bill when the leader of the Populists in this C hamber, 
the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. ea, voted forit. Wehavenot 
forgotten that vote in this hamber. Possibly it was through his 
influence that the bill was passed. Not only the leader of the 
Populist party here, but I think I can safely say the leader of the 
Populist party in the United States thought that that bill was 
better than the McKinley law, and therefore voted for it, and thus 
gave it a fair certificate of good character in the direction of tariff 
reform. Other Populist leaders who come here may want to assail 
that vote. Ido not. Other independents in this Chamber also 
voted for the Wilson bill. La 

Mr. President, the Wilson bill in some particulars was not as I 
liked it, and I exercised my right of voting against it. My dis- 
tinguished colleague [Mr. MurPHy], who is not here to-day, ex- 
ercised his right and voted for it. was not bound by any caucus; 
it was distinctly understood I was not so bound; and thus I exer- 
cised my privilege. _ . es, 

There is only very little difference on this side of the Chamber. 
We all believe in tariff reform; some of us not to such an extent 
as others. We are all going to the Democratic heaven, only by 
little different routes. My friends upon the other side are going 
in the other direction. [Laughter.] 

I did not quite catch what the Senator from North Carolina had 
to say about the Senators from New York owing their seats in this 
Chamber to some of the frauds perpetrated by Bat Shea and John 
Y. McKane. I could not quite catch what he said, owing to the 
noise in the Chamber. Bat Shea, so spoken of, got into a row a 
year ago last spring in a local elvction fight in the city of Troy, 
which started ata Republican primary. My colleague and my- 
self were both elected years before any such affray occurred. Bat 
Shea was a Republican. The row occurred first in a Republican 
caucus in a Republican ward, in a contest between two Republic- 
ans running for the same office. John Y. McKane at the time I 
was elected was a Republican, and marched at the head of the pro- 
cession which came from Brooklyn at the inauguration of Harri- 
son in 1888. John Y. McKane, through his influence, gave a ma- 
jority of about 1,500 to 1,600 to Harrison, and about 700 to 800 for 

arner Miller against myself. Although it was ordinarily a 
Democratic constituency, yet it flopped over to the other side, and 
only returned to its Democratic allegiance a few years ago, after 





both my colleague and myself were elected. That shows how | 


dangerous it is for the distinguished Senator from North Carolina 
to accept the statements of somebody else, put them upon paper, 
and come here and read them off. 
that question. ‘ 

So far as the Democratic party is concerned, we have our differ- 
ences on the silver question. We have a few differences on the 
tariff question. The State of New York, while it has been varia- 
ble in its political fortunes, it is true, when Democracy is in power, 
is in favor of tariff reform, and its Senators endeavor to carry 
out that policy in this Chamber honestly and faithfully. I am 


not here to say that New York wants a high protective tariff and | 


at the same time that New York wants extreme tariff reform, 
because the two things are entirely inconsistent. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say in regard to the very 
elaborate remarks of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator 
from New York reminds me of the fact that John Y. McKane was 


not a member of the legislature when the Senator was elected to | 


the Senate. If the distinguished Senator will read my remarks, he 
will find that I did not allege that McKane was a member of the 
senate or of the house. 
Mr. HILL, I did not say he was. 
ture. 
Mr. PRITC:LARD. The Senator is hard to hold to any propo- 
sition. What I was going to say was that John Y. McKane never 
ot into the penitentiary until he joined the Democratic party. 
hat is the fact of which I wished to remind the Senator. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Idonotcare to be interrupted any further. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina declines to yield. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. [I also wish to remind the Senator that Mc- 
Kane was sent to the penitentiary in consequence of misconduct 
owing out of Democratic election methods in the State of New 
ork. That is the point I wish to make. The Senator seeks to 
evade the force of it by reminding me that some time in the past 
this man was a decent man and a Republican in the State of New 
York. We havea great many instances in history where men had 
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a good character, whose character was unquestioned, and in an 
evil moment they lost their character. I can not helpthat. Iam 
sorry that he is a Democrat and I am sorry he is in that attitude. 

The position I take is that had it not been for the dishonest elec- 
tion methods of the Democratic party the Republican party in 
North Carolina would have obtained a majority of the votes at 
every election in that State since the war until 1894. The point I 
wish to make is that in consequence of corrupt Democratic elec- 
tion methods, similar to the methods employed in the State of New 
York, the people have been deprived of their rights of suffrave at 
the ballot box and a minority in North Carolina has been per- 
mitted to rule our people. 

I do not care to reply to anything else the Senator has said, for 
he does not attempt to defend his party in regard to the Wilson 
bill; in fact, he virtually admits that his party has passed a law 
which is not what it should be. Therefore Ido not care to discuss 
that question one way or the other. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not care to reply to any- 
thing the distinguished Senator from New York has said to-day, 
but I wish to make a statement, inasmuch as my name was used 
by the Senator from New York a few days ago when I was out of 
the Chamber. The Senator from New York of course did not 
intend to misquote me, but his remarks as .they appear in the 
RECORD do misrepresent what I said. He quoted me as saying 
that the people who left the Democratic party and joined the 
People’s Party in North Carolina did it solely on account of the 
treachery of that party on the tariff question. The Senator no 
doubt thought I said that, but if he will turn to the Recorp and 
read my remarks in reply to the Senator from Tennessee | Mr, 
HARRIS] he will see that I made no such statement. 

I will state plainly why thousands upon thousands of the people 
in North Carolina left the Democratic party, and are still leaving 
it there and all over the country. They left it chiefly on account 
of the betrayal by that party of the people on the great financial 
question, because that party which had in the past taught the 
doctrines of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson on the finan- 
cial question, as soon as it got an opportunity to carry out those 
pledges, repudiated them and took up the record and policy of the 
Republican party where it left off, and began to serve the gold com- 
bine. It was the vote of leading Democrats here and in the House 
of Representatives on that question and the known position of 
Grover Cleveland, whom that party had nominated for President 
the second time, which caused the first great break from the party. 
When that party came to legislate on the tariff question it caused 
more people to leave it. Why? They had made *‘ the robber bar- 
ons of the North and the East” their campaign slogan; they had 
charged that the Republican tariff was a discrimination in favor 
of the North and the East and against the South and West, and 


| they pledged the people on the stump that if they ever got an op- 
{Laughter.] So much for | 


portunity they would stop that robbery and discrimination. When 
the Democratic party got into power, what did it do? Instead of 
stopping the discrimination Southern Democrats turned against 
their own section and their own people; they put the products and 
the raw material of the South and the West on the free list, and left 
the manufacturer with his high protection. That caused many 
more men to leave the Democratic party. 

The South and West understand that a certain amount of tariff 
is necessary. The action of the distinguished Senator from New 
York and other Democrats in opposing the income tax, followed 
by the surprising decision of the Supreme Court, makes it neces 
sary to have a very high tariff to raise the revenue necessary to 
run the Government. There is great incidental protection and 
bounty accompanying even a tariff for revenue only. Now, shall 
that tariff be raised, I ask any Democrat on this floor, by giving 
all the incidental protection to the manufacturers, to the *‘ tariff 
barons” in the Northand the East? You say that your doctrine is 
a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. Then Iask you in 
the name of high heaven and justice, why you did not give an 
equal share of the incidental protection to the raw material of the 
South and West when you formed and passed the Wilson-Gorman 
tariff bill? That is your crime in tariff legislation. Whether the 
Wilson law is better or worse than the McKinley Act is not the 
question. The rank and file of the Democratic party condemns 
that party for its wanton betrayal of the people of the South and 
West by the discrimination against them in the Wilson-Gorman 
Act. 

On those two great questions chiefly, then, the people who have 
left the Democratic party have joined the People’s Party. The 
cooperation in North Carolina of the Populists and Republicans 
came because the voice of the people could not be heard at the 
ballot box on those questions. It came on account of dishon- 
est election methods resorted to by the Democratic party to stay 
in power in spite of the condemnation of the people, and it was 
necessary for everybody who was in favor of fair elections to com- 
bine to drive that party from power in order that we might have 
a free ballot and a fair count and get an honest expression of the 
will of the people. But I would call the attention of the Senator 
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from New York [Mr. Hitt] to the fact that the other Senator 
from North Carolina stands nearer to-day to the great principles 
of Thomas Jefferson then does the Senator from New York. I 
can cooperate with my colleague in principles easier than I could 
with the Senator from New York. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PritcHaRD] stands for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at a ratin of 16 to 1, for honest elections, for a gradu- 
ated income tax, and is opposed to the further issue of interest- 
bearing bonds in time of peace. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina does not want to further increase the taxes of the people 
without at the same time increasing their ability to pay. On the 
other hand, the Senator from New York stands on the opposite 
side of every one of these great questions. He refuses to vote for 
any legislation to increase the ability of the people of this country 
to pay their debts, to pay their taxes, or to live by honest indus- 
try. He is opposed to and fights to the bitter end all such legis- 
ation. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like toask whether, in theSenator’s judg- 
ment, the Wilson law as it passed the Senate is better than the 
McKinley Act which preceded it and which was repealed by the 
passage of the law? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just stated to the Senate that that is not 
the question under discussion; but in answer to the Senator from 
South Dakota I will say that I consider both of those acts bad and 
unjust to the people of the South and the West; and I do not want 
to waste time in quibbling between tweedledum and tweedledee, 
as the old parties have been doing for years, when there is a greater 
issue to which I wish to call attention. I consider the financial 
legislation of these two old parties a hundred times more ruinous 
to the prosperity of this country than the difference between any 
two tariff bills enacted by Congress. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me one moment further? 

Mr. BUTLER. UCertainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Heisold enoughin human experience so that when 
he is confronted with two evils he naturally chooses the lesser. 
What would he have done had he been placed in the position of 
the North Carolina senators who preceded the present senators 
from that State in this Chamber? 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator asks me what I would do if I were 
loanding between the devil and the deep blue sea. I would not 
htmp in either direction if there were a chance to stand still. I 
sujuld shun both evils. 

Mr. KYLE. Then the Senator does not wish to give an expres- 
sion of opinion upon that point? 

Mr. BUTLER. I say that the passage of the Wilson bill was a 
betrayal of the trust put in the hands of the Democratic party, 
because it increased the discrimination against the people who 
make the raw materials and in favor of the manufacturers of this 
country, by taking from the producers of raw materials every 
particle of protection that they had, while leaving the manufac- 
turers with high protection, and some of them higher protection 
than they had theretofore enjoyed. 

Mr. KYLE. Granting that to be true, had the Senator from 
North Carolina been in this Chamber at that time he would have 
been compelled by his vote or his silence to determine whether the 
McKinley Act should remain upon the statute books or whether 
the new act should take its place. I wish to know point blank, 
yes or no, whether the Senator thinks the Wilson law as it passed 
the Senate is better than the McKinley Act which preceded it. 

Mr. BUTLER, I will answer the question by saying that if at 
any time I am confronted with two propositions and am bound to 
favor one or the other, I shall use my judgment at the time when 
the question arises and cast my vote for the lesser of the two evils. 
I presume that those who were then in this Chamber did that ac- 
cording to their judgment when the emergency was before them. 

I have only a few words to say in conclusion. The position of 
the Democratic party on these two questions, as well as on others, 
has caused a revolt in the ranks of the party, has caused the men 
who were taught true Democracy to rebel against false and treach- 
erous leadership. 

The Senator from New York says it is hard to satisfy North 
Carolina, You can not satisfy North Carolina with a gold stand- 
ard. You can not satisfy North Carolina by issuing more bonds 
and piling up a larger debt in times of peace. Youcan not satisfy 
North Carolina by es ae vote to prevent Congress from tax- 
ing the accumulated wealth, the millionaires, and the monopolies 
of this country while at the same time you place all the burden 
of taxation upon the poorer people and on the productive indus- 
tries of the country. You can not satisfy North Carolina by giv- 
ing all the incidental protection of a so-called revenue tariff to 
New England and taking it all from the le of the South and 
West. If it is hard to satisfy the peo be North Carolina be- 
cause they stand for those just principles and measures, then I 
ain proud to boast that my State is hard to satisfy. She asks for 


simple justice; she demands justice; she will be satisfied with 
nothing less. As long as Congress legislates only for the benefit 
of monopolies and the British gold trust, North Carolina will not 
be satisfied. Until this Government is run on the great funda- 
mental principles of ‘‘ equal rights to all and special privileges to 
none,” as taught and practiced by Thomas Jefferson and Andrew 
Jackson, North Carolina will not be satisfied, and her solemn pro- 
tests will continue to be heard on this floor. 

The Senator from New York says he is glad to learn that the 
people of North Carolina stand for the principles of Jefferson 
and Jackson. I challenge him to show that the course of the na- 
tional Democratic party is according to those principles. His own 
record is the opposite of true Democracy. The People’s Party is 
the only party in this country to-day which represents those great 
principles of justice and good government. The people recog- 
nize this, and therefore the People’s Party is daily receiving acces- 
sions by the thousands from both the old monopoly-ridden, Brit- 
ish-gold parties. The People’s Party stands for the principles of 
true Republicanism as put forward by Abraham Lincoln and for 
true Democracy as enunciated by our forefathers. Onthose great 
questions we stand, and adherents of both of the old parties are 
coming to us because they believe their parties have deserted 
those principles. 

The people have begun to recognize the difference between party 
principles and a party name. They refuse to desert their princi- 
ples to follow a name. They will not follow an agent of the gold 
combine though he hoists the dear old party banner. Therefore 
they are repudiating the two old traitorous parties and flocking 
under the banner of the People’s Party, where they can worship 
the true god of their fathers. 

Mr. HILL. The only thing upon which North Carolina seems 
to be united is the principles of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew 
Jackson. Thetwo Senators from North Carolina do not interpret 
those principles alike, but nevertheless they are for the principles 
of Andrew Jackson and Thomas Jefferson. I do not quite under- 
stand the two Senators yet. The Senator from North Carolina, 
Mr. PRiTCHARD, when last upon the floor said that North Caro- 
lina is Republican, and would have been Republican ever since 
the war if there had been fair elections; and yet during all that 
time and until within the last year or so the distinguished Senator 
from North Carolina, Mr. BuTLEeR, was a leading member of the 
Democratic party, and assisted in keeping that party in power in 
the State by fraud. 

I regret that one Senator has seen fit to make this vicious attack 
upon his coll e. [Laughter.] Iam disposed to defend him 
and to say that I doubt whether the charges made here so easily 
and flippantly are true. Iam rather inclined to believe that there 
have been reasonably fair elections in North Carolina. As I said, 
I have not studied the details of the matter, but year after year 
the Democratic y in that State has won victories upon settled 
principles, and during all that time the Democratic party has had 
the voice and the pen and the vote and the influence of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] who has just taken his 
seat. 

Mr. President, I doubt whether North Carolina has been Re- 
publican at all since the war. These changes of party fortune 
come now and then. It is no reflection particularly upon a party 
that the people once in a while desire a change locally. Undoubt- 
edly there may have been some local causes which have produced 
changes in North Carolina, as elsewhere, but I firmly believe that 
when the great contest of 1896 comes around the people of North 
Carolina will still be for the true, not the spurious, principles of 
Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson, and that they will stand 
by the Democratic party in that election. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Democratic party will have to nomi- 
nate a man who does not stand for the gold standard and a man 
for whom, I suppose, the Senator from New York will not vote. 
North Carolina will not cast its votein the next election for a gold- 
standard man of either party or of any party. 

North Carolina is for free silver, and our people know that the 
only way to secure it is to put a free-silver man and a patriot in 
the White House. 

Mr. HILL. ‘Still harping on my daughter.” [Laughter.] 
Every discussion that comes up has interjected into it something 
about the gold standard. lam pretty well convinced from what 
I have heard here to-day that North Carolina is not going to be 
satisfied in the next vlection. I think that either the Democratic 
or the Republican ticket will be elected—I hope the Democratic 
ticket will be—but I am inclined to think from the inconsistent 
claims made here to-day that it is utterly impossible for either of 
= great parties to gratify the fickle constituency of North Caro- 


They do not agree upon the tariff. They send two representa- 
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tives here who tell us what the State wants, and each makes dif- 
ferent claims. The Democratic party may sometimes straddle 
questions, but I do not think we are straddling much upon the 
tariff, and [hope not with respect to any other ¢ juestion upon which 
we are called to pass. Let the people of North Carolina fence 
themselves in, set up in business for themselves, arraign the two 
old parties as corrupt, establish a little Populist dynasty of their 
own, and we could then see whether they would fare any better 
than do the other people of the United States. _ “ 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nel raska? ; 

Mr. HILL. ‘Still another Richmond in the field.” [Laughter. | 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York can not escape the 
a HILL. Can the Senator from Nebraska tell me what is the 
precise issue? : ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I will tell the Senator ina moment. He can not 
escape the issue by referring to the condition of affairs in North 
Carolina. I do not know what the condition there is, and I care 
nothing about it. s : i é 

Mr. HILL. The condition of affairs there is a little bit mixed, 
according to the Senators from that State. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York stated a moment 
ago that the Democratic party is united upon every issue. 

Mr. HILL. Did I say upon every issue? 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon every issue. 














Mr. HILL. Ihardly think my remarks would bear that inter- 
pretation. I admit that there is a trifling difference upon the sil- 


ver question—just a little. FE 

Mr. ALLEN. Can the Senator from New York point out a 
solitary issue that has come up within the last three years upon 
which the Democratic party has been united? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is it—on the question of appropriations? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; upon the subject of economical appropriations, 
the party has been substantially united. Uponthe great question 
of State rights and the right of the people of each State to conduct 
their own elections, the Democratic party has been united. On 
the great question of tariff reform, it has substantially been united. 
Once in a while a stray fellow gets out of the party, like myself, 
but after all the great party is united. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Lam not quite through, but the Senator can pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state that there was a unanimity upon 
the part of the Democratic party in the repeal of the election laws, 
and the Democratic party was supported in that position by the 
Populists. You have disagreed upon the financial question. 


There are about seventeen of you on this side of the Chamber who | 


belong on the other side. You have disagreed upon the tariff 
policy. I remember the Senator from New York distinctly stated 
in one of his speeches here that the Supreme Court as it would be 
reconstructed would probably hold the income-tax feature of the 
Wilson Act unconstitutional and void. What is the issue upon 
which you have been united? 

Mr. AILL. My friend from Nebraska scatters worse than an 
old shotgun. He started upon the election question, then he was 
on the tariff, and now he is on the question of an income tax. In 
a few days from now I hope to have an opportunity, under the 
liberal rules so properly described the other day by the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE], to express some opinions of mine 
upon the income-tax matter. However, I shall not be drawn into 
that question now. 

But I assume, sir, and I repeat, that the Wilson bill, aside from 
the income-tax feature, must have been a pretty good measure or 
else my critical friend, the Senator from Saeusin [Mr. ALLEN], 
would not have cast his vote for and given his influence to it. I 
know that the new Senators who now appear in this Chamber as the 
true champions of the Populistic doctrines are rather inclined to 
give the Wilson Act thecoldshoulder. But after all the great Popu- 
list party will rally around the Senator from Nebraska, and I hope 
it will, and sustain him in his vote for that portion of the bill. 
An income tax, Senators will recollect, was one of the cardinal 
principles of the Populist a, Some Democrats tried to steal 
it from the Populist party, and I recollect that I called attention 
to that fact at the time. 

Mr. President, there is another thing. The Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PritcHARD] said that the Wilson Act is a Northern 
measure; that it absolutely does injustice to the products and in- 
terests of the South, and that it protects the New England pe 

le. Lam not especially called upon to defend the Wilson law, 
at upon that proposition I am rather a free lance, and possibly 
can defend it as well as some others who are more committed to 
its provisions. My friend, the Senator from North Carolina, 
ought to read the debates in Congress on that bill. Some one 
should present him with a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
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of 1894. He should read the speeches made upon the other side of 
the Chamber, in which Republican Senators arraigned the Wilson 
bill as emphatically a Southern measure, by which Southern in- 
terests were protected at the expense of Northern interests. I can 
point out dozens of speeches made upon the other side where Sen- 
ators expressly charged that ‘* this is in the interest of the South; 
that is in the interest of the South, and the other thing is in the 
interest of the South.” Ithink they were wrong. I think they 
pointed out those instances in the heat of debate, and that the 
measure, in that respect, is neither a Southern nor a Northern 
act. It was designed as a bill for revenue, and it now seems that 
in the effort to get revenue the framers did not provide for quite 
enough, according to the other side. i 

We still come back to the question as to what North Carolina 
wants, a high tariff or a low tariff, a protective tariff or a tariff- 
reform measure. Upon that question each of the Senators from 
that State claims to represent the State fairly and impartially, and 
each makes inconsistent claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HILL. I do not want to take too much time from the Sen- 
ator from Alabama {Mr. MorGAN], who desires to take the floor 
However, I will hear the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. In answer to the question as to what North 
Carolina wants, I will state that she wants a just svstem of taxa- 
tion; she wants more money, every dollar a full lezal-tender dol- 
lar standing on its own bottom, not to be redeemed in gold dollars, 
and enough of them to maintain the stability of prices. If you 
will give usthat, the people of North Carolina can pay the McKin- 
ley tariff or the highest tariff ever passed easier than they can 
pay a 10 per cent tariff under the gold standard. North Carolina 
also wants an income tax that will make the wealth of the coun- 
try pay its just proportion of the taxes of the country. She 
wants a stop put to these infamous bond issues; she is opposed 
to increasing taxes and piling up an interest-bearing debt in times 
of peace; she would rather caldaacecemaaee than increase taxes; 
she would rather pay debts than to pile them up. 
she wants. Is it not plain? 

Mr. HILL. It is very plain [laughter], and it is very plain 
further that North Carolina is not going to get what she wants, 
either from the present Congress or from any other Congress for 
a great many years tocome. The Republican party is not going 
to surrender to any such demands as those which come from 
North Carolina. The Democratic party is not. Therefore North 
Carolina will still have to wail, because it can not be comforted. 

The Senator from North Carolina wants to pass an income-tax 
law. Is there any objection to his passing it if he wants to? Let 
him introduce sucha bill. It simply violates the Constitution; 
but as our friend, Timothy J. Campbell, of New York, says, ‘* What 
has the Constitution to do between friends?” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York yield to just 
one question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have introduced a bill proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution so as to provide foran income tax. Will 
the Senator from New York vote for it? Let us get the alleged 
constitutional difficulties to a just and righteous law out of the way. 
Wiil he vote for my bill to amend the Constitution in this respect? 
The people of North Carolina thoroughly understand that justice 
can not be gotten through either of the old parties, as the Senator 
has frankly admitted. 

Mr. HILL. I shall have to be a good deal older than I am now 





soon, 


That is what 


| before I will ever vote for such an unwise constitutional amend- 


ment, permit me to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Your party can not hope for a much longer 
lease of power by pursuing such an un-American and ruinous 
course. The Populist party is growing rapidly because of just 
such betrayalsof trust. Ofcourse mean nothing personal. The 
gold trust and the monopolists control both old parties, and the 
people are forced to leave them and rally under the banner of 
the People’s Party to fight for their lost rights, their lost liberties, 
and their lost prosperity. 

Mr. HILL. The Democratic party has stood a good deal; it 
can stand a good deal more, and it will live notwithstanding that 
the distinguished Senator from North Carolina has left its ranks. 
It has had adverse times; it will have them again; but I think, 
sir, that in the future, the near future, too, the grand old party, 
the party of Jefferson and Jackson, I beg to remind the Senator, 
will triumph. It has survived prejudice upon one side; it has 
survived bad advisers upon the other. It is a party which, in my 
judgment, is necessary to the welfare of this country. It has 
accomplished much in that respect. It is the party which has 
always stood in behalf of the liberty of the citizen against the 
encroachments of power. While we may differ as to some details, 
upon the main vital questions of the hour the party is substan- 
tially united. 

The income tax was not a question which either party placed in 
its political platform in 1892. Every man had a right to vote as 
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he pleased upon the question and be loyal to his party platform. 
This debate started upon the question of the attitude of North 
Carolina, and we have now diverged into a debate on the income 
tax, the tariff, and the silver question. From the looks of things 
we are going to have the silver bill before us for several days yet, 
and there will be ample opportunity for any Senator who desires 
to express his views to do so. Then we shall have up the tariff 
question, and I desire to hear again what North Carolina wants 
on the tariff question. I shall wait and listen again with great 
interest to what the people of that State desire with reference to 
tariff legislation. 

I still think that they want tariff reform—genuine tariff reform. 
I doubt the statement of one of the Senators from that State that 
it wants a high protective tariff, and I doubt the statement of the 
other that it wants an extreme tariff reform bill. It wants a rea- 
sonable bill, a fair bill, a just bill. Not a bill in the interest of 
the North, nor a bill in the interest of the South. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, 


Mr. HILL. I was just about through. 
SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporar deficiencies of revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, on which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I ask for the reading of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on a 
subject cognate to the one that is now before the Senate. 

: The i OFFICER. The resolution referred to will 
e read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 31, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That by injurious legislation by the Fifty-third Congress the reve- 
nues of the Government were reduced below its necessary expenditure and 
the fund created by law for the redemption of United States netes has been 
invaded to supply such deficiencies of reserve; that such a misapplication of 
the resumption fund is of doubtful legality and greatly injurious to the pub- 
lic credit, and should be prevented by restoring said fund to the sum of not 
less than $100,000,000, in gold coin or bullion, to be segregated from all other 
funds, to be paid out only in the redemption of United States notes and Treas- 
ury notes; and such notes when redeemed to be reissued only in exchange for 
gold coin and bullion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have called for the reading 
of this resolution because in that movement of the Senator from 
Ohio there is concentrated the whole force of the attitude of the 
anti-silver, high-protection Republicans on the political questions 
that arise in this debate. 

it would be a difficult and needless effort on my part to attempt 
to improve upon the able and conclusive argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas | Mr. JoNnEs] in his presentation on last Friday of 
the views of the Committee on Finance in support of the measure 
now under consideration. Icheerfullyaccept that argument asthe 
basis of the observations I have the honor to submit to the Senate, 
which will relate more particularly to the application of the truths 
so thoroughly demonstrated by that honorable Senator to existing 
conditions of serious embarrassment that appeal to Congress for 
the relief of the Government and the people. 

It is not surprising that in our chronic state of party antagonism 
we should feel disinclined to give precedence to any other consid- 
erations during this Presidential year than the political strategy 
that will most likely result in a party triumph and the rich in- 
heritance of power and patronage that falls to those who capture 
the Presidency. 

Yet, Mr. President, it can not be creditable or pardonable if we 
put the sufferings of our people out of mind until we have matured 
the plans and provided the strategy and tactics by which one of 
the two parliaments of political managers and intriguers which 
will meet to nominate candidates for the Presidency in the coming 
summer can probably capture that great prize. 

Those parliaments will provide instructions to the Congress of 
the United States as to the legislation that is to be enacted; but if 
they can again so cloud their phraseology as to leave the victorious 
party in a fog of doubt and uncertainty, as is the custom of na- 
tional conventions, we shall at least have the good fortune to 
escape from their follies through the meshes of their insincerity 
and to be left still enbpapaaiel in our duty of providing, by law, 
for the welfare of the country. If the people, who are really un- 
represented in these parliaments of the politicians, have no better 
guaranty for their protection and relief than their wind-shaken 
platforms can give, they will be neglected and trampled upon 
until they will find it necessary ‘‘to rise in the majesty of their 
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might” and overwhelm with their power those who sacrifice them 
to their selfish purposes. 

It will either be this, or some day, not too distant to be easily 
conjectured, one of these conventions will meet after an election 
to declare that their candidate has been elected, and to swear him 
into the Presidency. And if this may be done by an assumption 
of power after an election, why may it not be done as well before 
the election? France, when her people were as enlightened as we 
are, did wilder things than these in the name of liberty, equality, 
and fraternity. I can not drive away the conviction from my 
mind that the House tariff bill and bond bill were sent to the Sen- 
ate merely as the component parts of a party platform, to be sub- 
mitted to the Republican parliament of politicians as the best 
scheme for party success, and that neither of them was expected 
to be finally placed upon the statute book as a law. 

The bond bill of the House had the ill fortune to encounter a 
true and sincere majority in the Senate Committee on Finance, 
who have reported the measure under consideration for the relief 
of the pore and the Government on lines of justice and expedi- 
ency that have the unbroken proof of more than a century of 
American experience to sustain this measure. The tariff bill of 
the House is in a state of lingering illness that seems to be des- 
tined to save it from the ax of the headsman who wields the veto. 
It is imprisoned in the sick bay of the caucus, and seems to have 
encountered the malady that afflicted the Wilson tariff bill, from 
which it recovered only by heroic surgery after many days of ‘'in- 
nocuous desuetude,” but in such shape that its own father did not 
know it and refused to recognize it. The Reed bill is, indeed, ‘‘a 
bruised reed,” that his party seems afraid to trust. Whether the 
fire in the wool tax, like ‘‘the smoking flax,” can be quenched, 
seems to be a question as to whether the water supply of the manu- 
facturers will hold out. Iam afraid that the President will not 
have the opportunity to veto the Reed tariff bill. 

I think I can discern in the faltering step of progress in these 
measures that neither of the leading political parties is satisfied 
— there is any hope of relief to the country in either or both of 
them. 

There is a serious and respectful attitude in Congress toward 
the reconsideration of our last twenty-five years of unhappy ex- 
periences, and a comparison of that period with the previous 
eighty years of growth and uninterrupted prosperity, when gold 
and silver coins dwelt together in unity and their parity was pre- 
served under the laws of nature’s God, who was then considered 
to be as wise as the average Secretary of the Treasury. I welcome 
this harbinger of deliverance. 

It is bound to come, and I feel convinced that it is not far off. 
The slight apparition of war that recently scared the golden calf 
into dreadful bleating for the protection of its progenitor, John 
Bull, has started the inquiry as to how we could afford to fight 
without gold. The last Gel hardest blow that we struck John 
Bull, in the war of 1812, was delivered by Andrew Jackson, in 
whosé honor the Senate adjourned on the 8th of January, and it 
is doubtful if many of his brave comrades ever saw a gold coin. 
Silver was the money with which they were armed, provisioned, 
clothed, and paid, and not much of that. It will be the money 
that will pay our Army and Navy if war ever again becomes our 
hard duty. So when the eagle ruffles his feathers we look to his 
picture on the standard silver dollar and repeat our motto, ‘‘ In 
God we trust.” 

Asa part of the programme that came over from the House—the 
tariff bill and the bond bill—the Senator from Ohio came to the 
front as the leader of the hosts. His great reputation as a king 
maker entitled him fairly to this eminent distinction. 

The Senator had elected every Republican to the Presidency 
who had defeated him before a nominating convention save one, 
and as he is not now known to be a candidate, his remarkable 
success in electing his opponentsin his own party may fail to attend 
him in the effort he sonke in the Senate a few days ago in favor 
of the Reed tariff and the Reed bond bill. The effort of the 
Senator from Ohio was only an exploit for party success, and 
was not what the country had the right to expect from his long 
experience as a leader in financial legislation. 

Even his vindictive declamation against the coinage of silver on 
equal terms with gold goes unheeded by a people who suffer in 
hunger, asking for bread, while he hurls stones and anathemas 
against them. His eloquent denunciations echoed and reechoed 
among the groined arches of a temple that seemed deserted, with 
no approving voice from the multitudes outside, against whom 
the doors were closed. The great appeal has gone to the people, 
and their decree will be no uncertain sound. A vote in favor of 
this bill will be the law at a not distant day. I will read a very 
clear statement of our relations to legal tender and other paper 
money madeto the Senate on Tuesday, December 31, by the junior 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. He said: 


Manifestly and palpably, then, our greenbacks have been the instruments 
and not the real cause of gold withdrawals. Had these instruments not ex- 
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igted, others would have been found. The burden would simply have shifted 


sr shoulders. co 
to oer national-bank notes are, under existing laws, redeemable in green- 


. in so-called Sherman notes; in fact, in any legal-tender money. 
ae che greenbacks and the Sherman notes are retired, are destroyed, 
then the national-bank notes wlll become redeemable in gold, and their 2 oe 
15 per cent reserves and their 5 per cent redemption fund will all have to. 7 
made up of gold, and they will have to bear nearly all the gold burden w hic h 
the Treasury now bears on behalf of the greenbacks and the Sherman notes. 


* + . + * * * 


The outward flow of gold can not be stopped permanently either by the 
sale of bonds to foreign syndicates nor by the retirement of the greenbacks 
and other Treasury notes. The flow can only be permanently and steadily 
checked by restoring the ultimate balance of trade in our favor. For years 
to come Europe must of necessity continue to have upon our stocks, mort- 
gages, and bondsa large credit balance in her favor. This balance we should 
meet and overcome, not by the shipment of gold, but by the balance of traffic 
in merchandise in our favor. Our tariff and revenue !aws should be so ad- 
justed as to leave us a creditor rather than a debtor nation, with a merchan 
dise balance sufficient to meet and liquidate the adverse credit balance, and 
with a revenue ample to meet all the expenses of the Government. Ample 
revenues and a clear balance of trade in our favor can alone stop the flow of 
gold and effect permanent and substantial relief. 


There, Mr. President, is a demonstration that our Government 
can not escape the wastage of the endless-chain draft upon our 
gold resources so long as we have any form of redeemable paper 
issues in existence, except our present form of gold and silver cer- 
tificates, if we continue to pay gold alone upon coin debts. The 
Senator argues that our gold supply will be exhausted in a few 
years by the withdrawal of that metal to meet the annual balances 
of trade that are against us, and demands the prohibition of trade by 
the enactment of high tariffs in order to turn the balances of trade 
in our favor. 

The argument fails at this point, that other countries will not 
take our exports if they are denied the privileges of bartering 
their productions in exchange for them. Our productions are 
not like tea, coffee, and sugar, that we do not produce in export- 
able quantities, but each of our great staples and manufactures 
is in full competition with those of many countries in all the 
zones. Our balance of trade would give us no necessary concern 
if our people and our near neighbors could consume all that we 
can produce, but they are too poor to consume our surplus, what- 
ever is the cause. 
clothe. and houseless people to shelter. 

If all hungry, ill-clad, and homeless persons, even in our own 
country, had all they really need to bring them up to the standard 
of their wants created by the decencies of our own civilization, 
there would be little surplus left of the redundancy of our pro- 
ductions. The want of money creates a surplus of labor by deny- 


ing to those who are industrious the inducement to work. Unless | 


our manual industries are prosperous we can never have balances 
of trade in our favor in our commercial dealings with foreign 
countries. If we are to rely for our financial independence upon 
selling to other countries more than we buy from them, we shall 
always be in financial slavery if we refuse to supply our indus- 
trial classes with the means of increasing the productions that 
enter into commerce, 


It is very true that at home and abroad the profit of labor en- | 


gaged in production, when counted in dollars, depends upon the 


ability of the consumers of our products to buy them at a remu- | 


nerative price. It is equally true that when money is scarce among 
the consuming classes they can not take our surplus productions 
in full measure as compared with their actual wants. Their pov- 
erty fixes the — of our productions, not only as to the surplus 
left after our home demand is supplied, but it measures the price, 
at home and abroad, of the whole mass of our productions. 

It is something even stranger and more cruel than ‘“‘the irony 
of fate” that, as to wheat, corn, provisions, tobacco, and cotton, 
the rich people in Europe have these indispensable supplies priced 
to them at the rates that paupers can afford to pay for them. We 
are prevented, as it is pee by our Constitution, from protecting 


our surplus |p eae er by an export tax, and so we are left at | 


the mercy of the financiers of Europe as to the prices that they 
and the poor of that country shall pay us for our productions. 

Why should the wealthy men of the British Isles, whose country 
can not feed its — two hundred days in the year, feel inter- 
ested to enable their poorer classes to buy and consume more of 
our staple productions, when the increased demand thereby cre- 
ated for them would increase the amount of their personal ex- 
penses? 

The balance of trade which the Senator from Minnesota seems 
to rely upon alone to check the outflow of gold from our country 
will never exist if Europe can prevent it. The way to prevent it, 
and the only way they can prevent it, is to keep their lower classes 
80 poor that they can not consume what we produce. 

Meat twice a week, white bread once in a month, and a cotton 
garment once in a year is all those poor people can find the money 
to pay for. If they were allowed to have more money in their 
reach, they would work very hard to get it that they might feed 


We go abroad to find mouths to feed, backs to | 
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| barked on the hospitable Bellerophon. 





| leon alone prevented him from doing, to his utter ruin. 
| ator, instead of relying upon the honor of the British, which is 


| 
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the stomachs and clothe the backs that God made as parts of the 
image of His Majesty—man, to whom He gave dominion over all 
things in the world. Without the use of an adequate supply of 












| money we can not produce and sell, nor can they buy and consume 


our products, so as to give to this rich country and to our splendid 
people the balance of trade upon which our financial security as 
a single gold standard country is supposed to depend. 

When gold marks the price of our productions the price must 
be short, because the supply of gold is short. And the prices must 
continue to decline as property, production, and population in- 
crease, because the increase of the gold supply can not keep pace 
with the march of civilization. Every year and every day must 
record a loss instead of a gain, like a leaking cistern. The ruin of 
such a country is certain and speedy. 

The Senator from Ohio is the author of five new measures of 
finance that have given the people and the Government more 
trouble in handling the little remnant of $346,000,000 of green- 
backs than it did to pay $12,000,000,000 of annual expenditures 
for the support of the Government and more than $3,000,000,000 
of principal and interest of the national debt that we have raised by 
taxation and have paid in the last thirty years. These measures 


|; are the demonetization of silver in 1873, the sequestration of the 


gold reserve in the Treasury in 1878, the power given to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in 1890 to preserve the parity between the 
metals, the power to sell bonds at private sale, and the power to 
enable private persons, by contract, to dispense with the legal- 
tender laws in their transactions. 

The Senator from Ohio thus emptied the evils of Pandora's box 
upon the country, and comes forth now as the great leader of the 
Republican party and of a faction of the Democratic party headed 
by our President, to vindicate his course. 

This Napoleon of finance, as he is admiringly called, was retired 
to his Elba by the combined efforts of the old Jackson Democracy 
and the Grant and Logan and Teller and Jones Republicans, and 
the Bland-Allison Act. He has returned now, and marches his 
Old Guard to the attack upon the President, who sacrificed every- 
thing in his cause. The Senator refuses him the shelter even of 
the Senate tariff, which he disdained to sign and called * perfid- 
ious,” but now raises it above his head as a shield and loudly 
proclaims that it is all-sufficient to relieve the country from all 
financial embarrassment, present and prospective, and to meet the 
future demand for gold for shipment to London. 

The one hundred days of the Senator’s final campaign against 
bimetallism arenearly up. His Waterloo has been fought and lost. 
He has not yet reached his rock in the sea. He has not yet em- 
His former great allies, the 
friends of Garfield and Conkling and Harrison and Quay, stand 
ready to decree his immolation in the political prison of another St. 
Helena. Itis yet time for the Senator to do what the pride of Napo- 
The Sen- 
never violated except for gain or revenge, had better seek refuge in 
America. Instead of trusting his future to British capitalists and 
Rothschild and Seligman, whom he has greatly enriched, he had 
better cultivate the love and gratitude of the toiling and suffer- 
ing millions of Americans who are in poverty and distress and 
will forgive everything for the sake of peace. 

The great radical wrong and mischief that the Senator from 
Ohio has inflicted upon the country was the gratuitous and un- 
necessary destruction of silver as primary money—the money of 
redemption of debts. This destruction, in a constitutional sense, 
has done great violence to the individual rights of American citi- 
zens. 

The right of the British subject to contribute by his labor to 
the volume of legal-tender money of the realm existed in full 
force when our Constitution was ordained. It had also received 
the express recognition and sanction of the Articles of the Confed- 
eration and of the States in that capacity, and also while they 
were colonies. 

This right belonged to the citizen, and could be fully enjoyed 
without the consent of any bank or banker, and it had existed 
for more than two centuries in Great Britain and the colonies. 
Under the Confederation a majority of the States could regulate 
the alloy and the value of the coins, but Congress could not coin 
money. When, under the Constitution, the power to coin money 
was given to Congress, it referred to striking the coins of gold and 
silver that were then in use. It referred to both, and not to one 
of those metals. I am only stating the conclusions that are unde- 
niable, and do not propose to argue the question of their sound- 
I suppose that the opinion of Daniel Webster on this sub- 
ject, which I will now quote, is entitled to as much respect, as a 
judicial utterance, as any that could be given on this floor to-day. 
Mr. Webster said: 

Iam clearly of the opinion that neither Congress nor any other authority 
can legally demonetize either silver or gold. If one coin can be dethroned 
as money then the other one can be, and thus the Constitution can be d 
garded, yes, overthrown. The command to Congress is to coin meei\y, not 


ness. 
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to destroy it, to create legal-tender money for the use of the people, and the 
ant of authority to create money can not be construed to mean authority 
destroy money. 





This opinion is reenforced by a fact to which little attentino 
seems to be given—that no such thing as a gold dollar existed or 
had ever existed when our Constitution was ordained. All coined 
dollars at that day were silver dollars. 

When the framers of the Constitution come to provide for that 
precious liberty, the right of trial by jury, they fixed the sum in 
controversy in civil causes which should determine the applica- 
tion of this right at ‘‘ $20;” thus giving recognition to silver dol- 
lars (for there were then no gold dollars) as the measure of a civil 
right that had been the pride of Anglo-Saxon civilization since 
the battle of Runnymede. No less distinct was the recognition 
of silver as a money metal in the prohibition placed upon the 
States against their making “anything but gold and silver coin a 
tender in payment of debts.” 

One sentence in section 9 of Article I of the Constitution is full 
and perfect proof that the power ‘‘to coin money” given to Con- 

ress in section 8 of the same article is mandatory, and includes 

oth gold and silver without discrimination. The defining sen- 
tence in section 9, which relates to the power given to Congress in 
section 8 of the same article, is as follows: ‘‘ No State shall coin 
money,” or ‘‘ make anything but gold and silver coin alegal tender 
in payment of debts.’ 

Thus, the right of the American citizen to have equal laws for 
the coinage of the gold and silver bullion which he might produes 
was an ancient and valuable iberty, which the Constitution did 
not destroy or abridge, but was designed carefully to preserve. 

But our sense of the value and sacredness of constitutional rights 
is so dulled and obscured by the demands of political parties for 
those measures that, no matter how, will control the elections that 
I am quite aware that these arguments are too often addressed to 
ears that refuse to listen. 

The Senator from Ohio, when he first essayed to destroy legal- 
tender silver money, declared, in 1872, tothe great financial author- 
ities of Europe that the American people were in favor of the 
British policy of the single gold standard of legal-tender money. 

if he had any authority for such a statement he has never pro- 
duced or referred to it, so far as I am informed. I have never 
heard of any such American declaration. I have heard of many 
to the contrary. If the Senator, whose opinions have weighed 
80 heavily against our people, can sustain this serious assertion by 
any facts then existing, it behooves him, now that he is in the 
humor of taking the world into his confidence, to produce the 
proofs to support that unfortunatedeclaration. Idonot believe it. 

I will not attempt now to measure or describe the evil, wrong, 
destruction, and misery that has been inflicted upon a great coun- 
try and a trustful people by the act of the Senator from Ohio in 
the demonetization of silver. Those evils and wrongs have been 
described by the present Secretary of the Treasury in language 
almost equal to the burning eloquence of the Apocalypse, not asa 
prophecy, but as a narrative of dreadful history, when he said they 
were worse than war, pestilence, and famine. As the present and 
the former Secretary of the are now in league for the 
tinal destruction of silver as a money metal, I will leave them to 
the adjustment of their former quarrels. 

The resolution of the Senator from Ohio is plainly intended to 
indicate the attitude of the Republican party in the coming Presi- 
dential ae. It is not in the least ee that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is o_o to the duty, in advance of the reports 
of the Committee on Finance on the bond bill and the tariff bill, 
of stating the main issues on which they prefer to go before the 
country and of endeavoring to compel the Republicans in the Sen- 


ate to align themselves upon those issues. He embodies the prin- 
ciples of that party more fully than any living man, and his record 
will be everywhere accepted as the record of the Republican party. 


it is true that his record is a garment of many colors, but in 
that respect it is in keeping with the varied aspects of his party, 
which agrees in but one principle a meg sag to domestic affairs, 
that of a tariff, such as the McKinley law, levied for the pur- 
os of giving the aid of the tax laws to enrich the favored classes 

y levying burdens upon those whose necessities compel them to 
yield tribute to the rich. In his assault upon the legislation of 
the Fifty-third Congress he specifies the Senate tariff bill as the 
principal point of attack. In this he has been met and so com- 

letely answered and unhorsed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 

ILLS] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that nothing 
remains to be said on that subject. 

The Senator from Ohio was far more responsible than the mi- 
nority of the Democrats in the Senate who voted with him for 
the — of his great financial act of 1890. That was the pet of the 
President and was made a sort of crucial test of true Administra- 
tion Democracy in the ‘injurious legislation” of the Fifty-third 

bs act was, by the averment of the President and 
the confession of the Senator, a great cause of the panic of 1893, 
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and its repeal was agreed upon by them as the curative measure 
that would heal all of our troubles. 

Instead of that the panic increased, gold rushed out of the coun- 
try, and the President was forced to sell bonds to recall it. 

The Senator has now discovered that the hegira of gold is due to 
the fact that we are buying more than we sell in Europe, and he 
advises the country to check importations from abroad, so that 
the balance of trade will be in our favor. Whatis to become of 
the revenue in that case? 

The increase of taxes on the people is a matter of slight consid- 
eration with the Senator, but the people shiver while he advises 
that during this cold weather they shall dispense with some of 
their woolen garments. 

Whether it is in the form of bond and mortgage, or in the form 
of a tax on woolen goods, the remedy offered by the Senator and 
the President is the same in its effects. They agree that the peo- 
ple shall be taxed in one form or the other to get gold to pay their 
coin contracts. Whether such taxes shall threaten the parity be- 
tween the souls and bodies of the people seems to make no differ- 
ence, so that parity is preserved between the metals described in 
our contracts by the word ‘‘ coin.” 

Iam firmly opposed to the repudiation of any part of our na- 
tional obligations by our Government, and equally opposed to 
their repudiation by our creditors. If Congress should excuse, as 
they have never excused, our creditors from the obligation to 
accept legal-tender silver dollars in payment of our coin contracts, 
it is indisputably true that in doing this Congress would repudi- 
ate a sacred trust, duty, and obligation imposed upon them by a 
suffering and still confiding constituency. When Congress re- 
fuses to assert and enforce a just demand on the part of the people, 
secured to them by contract, such refusal can be nothing else 
than a repudiation of the contract. 

If the Senator from Ohio had complained of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress because it did not demand some information or hint that an 
issue of two hundred and sixty-two millions of bonds would be de- 
manded to keep the gold in the country, and that our paper cur- 
rency was to be destroyed so as to make room for the national 
banks to regulate currency, business, and the price of crops and 
labor, I would have listened sadly to his ‘‘ tale of woe.” That fail- 
ure of the Fifty-third Congress was far too melancholy for the 
Senator’s wounded sensibilities. He does not allude toit. As to 
the manner of putting our bonds on the market, the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hina] has proven that it was in accordance with 
a bad precedent set by the Senator from Ohio. 

This is another dreadful warning and example which I hope 
the Senator from New York will reflect upon, and that he will, in 
his maturer years, remember how dangerous a thing it is fora 
Democrat to follow a great Republican leader when he is parading 
the streets of the New Jerusalem, paved with gold and made 
royal with banners of gold bonds, of which the Senator from Mis- 
souri spoke in such a vivid way. Gold bonds have been the chief 
desire of the Senator from Ohio, and we have learned that it is 
dangerous to give him all that he wants. 

The payment of $500,000,000 in gold is not a very serious under- 
taking for a Government that has raised and paid out in the thirty 
years since our civil war more than $12,000,000,000 in current ex- 
penses and more than $3,000,000,000 in bonded debt and interest, 
and whose bonds, exempt from taxation, are still worth 20 per 
cent more than their face value in gold. 

Gold becomes a very cheap commodity when it is compared, in 
= estimation of the ——a et a bonds pesmenase’. Dy 
the tax-paying capacity of the people of this great Republic that 
are foes acm all care in. local or Federal, direct or indirect. 

Such a form of wealth, so thoroughly guaranteed, is the ideal 
embodiment of the power that intellect, ambition, and the sword 
have always hitherto concentered in the ruling elements of all the 
enlightened nations of Europe, and that we are now fastening upon 
our country. Here isa movement that demands the consideration 
of every lover of republican institutions. For the increase of its 
power, it has the assistance of that most efficient instrament of the 
new order of feudal authority, the power of corporations, which 
takes the place of entails. The vassalageisthesame. Publicsecur- 
ities, in the form of interest-bearing bonds, are the foundations of 
this money power, while banks, like those of France, Germany, 
England, and the T of the United States, furnish the per- 
fectly safe means of controlling all the profitable industries of man- 
kind, and the debtor Governments furnish, in addition to the profits 
thus realized, a fixed income of interest provided by the taxation of 
the people. itis no wonder, then, that the wealthy classes regard a 


national debt a national blessing, and that they and their pe itical 
supporters are always ly seeking to issue more bonds. Nor 
should we be surprised that the taxpayers should set their faces 


like steel against any increase of the national debt in time of peace 


and without some d of imperious necessity. 
The political parties in this country are now aligned on the one 


side and the other of this vital policy of issuing bonds to borrow 
money on a mortgage of the labors of posterity, to pay debts, and 
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to force these debts into premature demands for their liquidation 
when they need current money. These demands, if they must 
be paid as they are presented, and as taxation of the people is the 
only means of paying them, should be taxed upon the present gen- 
eration. They should not be buried in mortgages to eat up the 
substance of our children. ; 

The American people havea just dread of mortgaging the power 
of taxation by the Government, to come upon their children with 
threefold weight and to increase the power hereafter, in the dis- 
tant future, of the wealthy classes, who eagerly absorb Govern- 
ment bonds. , 

Our people are alert and jealous of the aggregation of power in 
the control of favored classes. They are not ignorant of the evils 
of the old feudal system in Europe, nor of the fact that ours was the 
first Government to expel it and to make its reestablishment im 
possible in connection with land tenures, church establishments, 
the laws of primogeniture, and titles of rank and nobility. In our 
Constitution this form of feudal dominion was abolished and vir- 
tually destroyed. 

We also have political doctrines that tend strongly to support 
this constitutional programme, such as the equality of all men 
before the law, and of equal rights to all, with exclusive privi- 
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leges to none, in view of which we have felt very secure against | 


the establishment of a feudal system in this country in connec- 
tion with landed estates. 

Following our lead, thesword of Napoleon greatly crippled the old 
feudal system onthe Continent, andeven in Great Britain, although 
the Irish people are still the feudatories of English lords. I need 
not bring to mind the horrors of the feudal system, or its abase- 
ment of men into very degraded servitude to the holders of power, 
in order to make it more odious totrue American sentiment. But 
we must not suppose that the love of power and the self-assertion 
of the classes who instituted that system of human slavery has 
died in their bosoms, and that the same motives will not influence 
them to strive for the same results whenever opportunity is pre- 
sented tothem. The standing armies of Europe are not organ- 
ized in such dreadful force to keep the peace between the poorer 
classes, or the middle classes, in the different countries of Europe, 
nor yet to keep the peace between crowned heads. The real pur- 
pose is to compel the obedience of the people to the supremacy of 
the wealthy and higher classes. When the old feudal tenures were 





in silver dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing “41 3 
each of standard silver; and that to restore to the coinage of such sil\ 3 
as a legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is : 
violation of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of t I 


The yeas on the adoption of the foregoing resolution were: 
ocrats 


Dem- 
Messrs. Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, Coke, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Eustis, GorpoN, Grover, Hereford, Johnston, 
Jones of Florida, McCreery, McDonald, Maxey, Merrimon, Mor- 
GAN, Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Vooruers, Wallace. and 
Withers; total, 23. 

The nays were: Democrats—Messrs. Barnum, Bayard, Eaton, 
Kernan, Lamar, McPherson, and Randolph; total, 7. 

This resolution reached to the bottom of the subject It reserved 
to the people of the United States the right to pay their bonds and 
other obligations according to the terms of their contract 

In 1868 the Senator from Ohio went even further than theStanley 
Matthews resolution, and, in a letter to a friend, which the late 
Senator from Kentucky quoted from, in a speech iit the Senate, the 
Senator from Ohio declared the duty of the bondho!der to bethat 
he should receive pay for his bonds in the sort of money he had 
paid for them. I will read from that letter: ; 


DeAR Str: I was peer » receive your letter. My pe ilinterests are 
the same as yours; but, like you, I do not intend to be influenced by them 
| My construction of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel 
| quite sure an impartial court would affirmit if the case could be tried before 
acourt. Isend you my views as fully stated in a speec!} Your idea that 
we propose to repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the 
principal” in legal tenders. 
[think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the 
same kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by law 


Tam right; if it is to be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements lam w 2 
I hate repudiation or anything like it; but we ought not to be deterred from 
doing what is right by fear of undesorved epithets 


rong 


If under the law as it stands the bolders of the five-twenties can only be 
= in gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. If the 
yond holder can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he isa 


repudiator and extortioner todemand money more valuable than he gave 
Truly, yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN 


The Stanley Matthews resolution distinctly affirmed our right, 


| under the contracts with our creditors, to pay allof our obligations 


so crippled that the yield of revenue from lands was much reduced, | 


there sprung up in Europe a new feudal power based upon the 
war debts that Napoleon created, which assumed the control of 
finance and money, and that power has spread to the United States 
with all its train of evils, and is the power with which our people 
are contending to-day. 

It is a power that acknowledges no distinctions save those of 
wealth, and is controlled, in perfect harmony of action and pur- 
pose, alike by Jews and Gentiles throughout Europe. We won- 
der how it is that the rich Jews, like Baron Rothschild and Lord 
Beaconsfield, are admitted to the nobility and the peerage in 
countries that despise and persecute their blood kindred. We 
wonder still more why the nations of Europe, and now this Re- 
public, should find more wealth in the coffers of the Rothschilds 
than can be counted in the treasury of any Government, and why 
we should petition them, hat in hand, to take charge of the pro- 
tection of our National Treasury against our own people. 

The wonder ceases when we see that the feudal lords of Europe 
and America have transferred their holdings from the ownership 
of lands to national bonds and gold, and that every individual, 
in perfect harmony of action, moves in concert on the same lines 
to compel and secure the vassalage of the laborer and taxpayer 
the whole world over. It is this feudal power, this political com- 
bination of the wealthy classes, thus consolidated, that I am con- 
testing with, having a people yet free and their Constitution yet in 
force to whom I can yet appeal for support. 

_ The magnitude of this conflict will be better understood in the 
light of the fact that the national debts of the nations of the world, 
evidenced by various forms of obligation that are interest bear- 
ing, amount to $25,498,920,279. Ninety per cent of this vast sum 
is owned or controlled by the feudal barons of the empire of gold, 
whose throne is in London. The little sum of $700,000,000, to 
which we have reduced our enormous national debt, is a dimin- 
utive factor in the great sum of national bonds in which the feudal 
lords of this earth have laid up their wealth. 

_ The Senator from Ohio long since chose his ground on the other 
side of the line and in favor of this feudal policy, but the people 
have refused to follow his lead, and they still insist upon being re- 
lieved from national debt. 

_ The — of the United States were so outraged by the demone- 
tization of silver that, in the Congress that counted Mr. Hayes into 
the Presidency, Stanley Matthews, a Republican from Ohio, offered 
the following resolution in the Senate, which passed both Houses: 
a naivet, That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be 


ed, under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are able, 
principal and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States. 


in silver legal-tender money. 

On this point there has been sux 
of public virtue and so much of tanti parade of our high 
intention to rob our own people rat... than give to foreigners an 
excuse for elevating their noses at their honest poverty that it is 
all that man’s respectability is now worth to admit that he voted 
for the Stanley Matthews resolution in company with Beck, Coke, 
McCreery, McDonald, Saulsbury, and Thurman. 

I had the honor to cast such a vote, and I am still here todefend 
its correctness with the Senator from Ohio, who has turned his 
kaleidoscope to catch the sun of British glory and to please the 
smiling audience of European oppressors. 

The Senator from New York | Mr. HILL{| has also joined the 
hosts who repudiate the coin obligations of our country by his 
repudiation of those who contend that they are still payable, as 
they were originally, in gold or silver coin, at the option of the 
United States. 

[am quite willing to be repudiated by these repudiators of the 
stipulations in all our obligations, whether bonds or currency, in 
favor of our own country, who would alter the obligation while it 
is in the hands of a bona fide owner because we suppose that it 
may benefit our creditors. We haveno such right, and this fact 


exhibition of false pretense 


| is entirely overlooked, it seems, by the Senator from New York. 


The Senator from Ohio was deeply engaged in his game of solitaire 
when he was rudely jostled by the Stanley Matthews resolution, 
coming from another great Republican Senator from Ohio. In the 


lt 
same session of Congress it resulted in a bill which passed the 
House for the full and free coinage of silver. That bill was 
amended in the Senate and resulted in its being carried before a 
committee of conference, which reported the Bland-Allison law. 
That act passed both Houses, and was vetoed by President Hayes, 
and was then passed over his veto. 

The Senator from Ohio, who was then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, came to the bold and defiant resolution to defeat the will of 
the people, as expressed by more than two-thirds of each House of 
Congress, and to demonetize silver a second time by the use of 
gold only in the payment of our paper obligations. To do this 
effectually, he set aside $100,000,000 of gold in the Treasury as a 
fund for the redemption of our bonds and currency obligations. 

If it is conceded, by a very loose construction of the resumption 
act, that the Secretary of the Treasury had authority to sequester 


| $100,000,000 in the Treasury as a fund to anticipate the demand 
| that might be made for the redemption of the outstanding Treas- 


ury notes, it can not be argued, with the least respect for the then 
recent action of Congress, that he could assume that the word 
**coin” used in the resumption law meant that gold coin. and only 
gold coin, should be used in redemption of the greenback cir- 
culation, I am just informed by the Senator from Arkansas 
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[Mr. vores) that the Secretary of the Treasury has this morn- 
ing reported that there is no law to require the sequestration of 
$100,000,000 of gold in the Treasury. 

The resumption act took effect on the 1st day of January, 1879. 
Yt was enacted on January 14, 1875. It related alone to the re- 
demption of legal-tender notes outstanding on the Ist of January, 
1879. It had no reference to our bonded debt. The Stanley 
Matthews resolution had sole reference to the resumption of specie 

yauyments, then about to take place. It was adopted early in 1478. 

t was followed by the Bland-Allison Act, passed over the Presi- 
dent’s veto, on the 28th of February, 1878. This act made silver 
dollars a legal tender for all debts, public and private. The order 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that the outstanding legal-tender 
notes (the greenbacks) should be redeemed only in gold coin was 
a threefold repudiation. It repudiated the coin contract by con- 
verting it into a goldcontract. It repudiated the law that made 
these legal-tender notes redeemable in silver legal-tender coin, and 
it repudiated the action of Congress in declaring that our coin 
obligations were payable alike in silver or gold coin. 

The repudiation would have been none the less distinct if the 
Secretary of the Treasury had openly declared that he refused to 
obey the mandate of the statute. To repudiate silver as a legal- 
tender coin to be used in the redemption of these Treasury notes 
is no less a violation of the law than would have been the repu- 
diation of gold. Not only so, but it was a defiant and cruel blow 
at the expressed will of the people, who were then suffering the 
pangs of a heavy contraction of the currency, which depressed all 
values to zero and filled the country with tramps who had lost 
business, employment, and homes—starving wanderers seeking 
alms in a country filled with abundance. 

This repudiation of silver money was unnecessary. There was 
no public demand for it, and no good could possibly come from it. 
It was approved only by those who owned or controlled the gold 
resources of the country and by the national banks, because it in- 
creased the purchasing. power of that metal by depreciating the 
prices of all the products of free industry. They saw in the legal- 
tender silver dollar a noninterest-bearing rival in the market for 
their usury-bearing paper money, and they declared war against 
the silver dollar. They refused to receive it on general deposit, 
and thus backed up the repudiation inaugurated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The Secretary of the Treasury became alarmed—at least I hope 
he was—at the issue of bonds to buy the large pile of $100,000,000 
in gold he had determined to put on exhibition in the Treasury to 
advertise our national solvency, and he began to buy gold from the 

veople with Bland-Allison silver certificates. Here is what Mr. 
Bec had to say about that novel and interesting policy of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: 


I may observe here that silver certificates are now and have always been a 
popular currency. 

The Treasurer in his last report, © 24, says: 

* The issue of silver certificates by Treasury officers in the South and West 
for gold coin deposited with the assistant treasurer at New York, under de- 
sartmental circular of September 18, 1880, was discontinued in January last. 
The eupeant which had been issued in that manner to the date named was 
80, 730,500,"" 

The Treasury order referred to reads thus: 


“ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
** Washington, D. C., September 18, 1880, 

“Until further notice the United States assistant treasurer in New York 
will pay out at his counter standard silver dollars or silver certificates in 
sums of $10, or any multiples thereof, in exchange for like amounts of gold 
coin or gold bullion deposited with him. 

“Upon the receipt by the Treasurer of the United States in this city of an 
original certificate of deposit issued by the United States assistant treasurer 
at New York, stating that there has been deposited with him gold coin or 
gold bullion in the sum of $10, or any multiple thereof, payment of a like 
amount in standard silver dollars or silver certificates at the counter of any 
United States assistant treasurer designated by the depositor will be ordered. 

“JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary.” 


on cresauree of the United States in his report to Congress dated Novem- 
-r 1, 1880, says: 

“The demand for silver certificates under the circular of the Department 
dated September 18, 1880, authorizing their exchange for gold coin and bul- 
lion, has been quite extensive at New Orleans, St. Louis, Chicago, and Cincin- 
nati, and there were paid out at these points during the month of October 
$3,485,000 in silver certificates for an equal amount of gold coin deposited in 
the subtreasury in New York.” 

And in December, 1881, the Secretary of the Treasury in his report says: 

“The Department has issued silver certificates at the several subtreasury 
offices, upon a pe of gold coin in like amount with the assistant treasurer 
at New York, and through this means certificates have been issued for nearly 
all the silver held by the Treasury. 
$66,000,000 and are now outstanding.” 

That condition of things doubtless rendered the fol 
as all or nearly all the silver coin in the Treasury w 
standing silver certificates: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
* Washington, D. C., November 1, 1881. 


- Until further notice the exchange of silver certificates for gold coin de- 
posited at the office of the United States assistant treasurer at New York 
will be suspended, and Department Circular No. 75, of September 18, 1880, is 


hereby modified accordingly. 
“H. F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary.” 


These certificates amount to about 


wing order necessary, 
represented by out- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JANUARY 13, 








Subsequently this restriction was removed for a time, and over $80,000,000 
of silver certificates were taken, principally by the people of the South and 
West, in exchange for gold coin. The privilege was finally withdrawn in 
January, 1885. I ask in view of these facts how it can properly be charged 
that the people will not use the silver coinage, that they are hoarding gold 
that the depreciated paper will soon greatly impair the purchasing power 0 
the poor man’s wages, and that we are on the verge of a financial crisis unless 
we bring all our transactions at once to a gold basis? 

It must not be forgotten that all the gold coin deposited for silver certifi- 
cates became at once the property of the United States; it was not held in 
the Treasury for their redemption. An equal amount of silver coin took its 

lace for that purpose at once. Men who owned gold all over the South and 
Vest, in Louisville, Indianapolis, Nashville, and other ylaces, as well as 
those cities named in the report, sent their coin at their owx expense to the 
assistant treasurer in New York in order to have silver certificates delivered 
to them for use as currency at home. Yet during all that time the bullion 
value of gold in London was at least 15 per cent more than silver, and the 
country was being periodically alarmed, and Congress advised by our officials 
that gold was leaving the country, that silver was a degraded standard of 
value, and that its coinage must be stopped or its weight increased or ruin 
would speedily be upon us because of its depreciation in the London market. 

The facts I Lave stated overthrow all the speculations of the theorists. 
Our business men gladly exchanged their gold coin for silver certificates and 
did not ask any better security for the paper they took than the silver dollar 
copentee inthe Treasury. So far from hoarding gold because of its greater 
bullion value in a foreign market, they sent it to a distant depository to get 
the paper we are advised is dishonest money because it is depreciated 15 or 
20 per cent below gold in London. I have thus imperfectly outlined the rea- 
sons why I can not sustain at this time a policy which seeks to withdraw 
either our legal-tender notes, the silver certificates, or stop the silver coinage, 
and I see no propriety in increasing the weight of our silver coin beyond the 
standard value fixed by law in July, 1870, under and by which all our out- 
standing bonded indebtedness is regulated. I am convinced that we can no 
longer look with safety to the national banks to furnish the country witha 
stable currency. 


Now, was there ever a more flagrant case of repudiation with- 
out excuse or necessity than when the Secretary of the Treasury 
refused to pay silver coin in redemption of our legal-tender notes, 
and bought gold coin with the same money from our people and 
paid it out to redeem our obligations? All had been done that 
could be done to drive silver out of circulation and to depreciate its 
bullion value. It wasrefused coinage at the mints and legal-tender 
power by the Senator from Ohio in his act of 1873, and that of itself, 
without the connivance of Great Britain or any foreign power, 
was quite sufficient to drive it down to one-half of its commercial 
value. And yet with the people it was as good as gold, and is as 
good to-day. 

In 1873 Great Britain seemed, so far as the United States were 
concerned, to have realized its policy of 1816, of compelling the 
nations that had important commercial relations with that coun- 
try to come to their standard of money, which had then been 
fixed in gold. For more than fifty years it had waited to find a 
body of capitalists in the United States whose interest would be 
sufficient to induce our Government to adopt this policy of Great 
Britain. The gold discoveries of 1849 and the war of 1860-1864 
concentrated money, bonds, and stocks in the hands of a few, and 
in the control of the national banks, railroads, and other corpo- 
rations to a degree that promised British success. 

Her plea that gold was the money of the world, and her more 
specious plea that gold is the money of the rich and silver is the 
money of the poor, gave a very attractive glow to that theory of 
the academies that the world can not be harmonious until it has 
gold alone as the universal basis of the redemption of all contract 
obligations. 

The then Secretary of the Treasury, now the Senator from Ohio, 
seems to have been under the spell of this hallucination, and he 
has never recovered from it; yet his activity, which was rewarded 
with success, in the introduction of this British policy into our 
financial system in 1873 was not the final doom of silver money in 
its results. 

The people of the United States, as soon as they learned the fact 
from General Grant, who was belated in this sudden foray, that 
silver money had been destroyed, rallied to the ballot box and de- 
manded its restoration. Great Britain had been trying, unaided, 
to hammer down the price of silver bullion for nearly sixty years 
without success. On the contrary, our silver dollars were worth 
8 per cent over gold at the time of their demonetization. 

The value of silver bullion began to run down rapidly after 
1873; but when the people got to understand the situation, they 
sent a Congress here in 1877 that, in obedience to their will, did 
all that then seemed possible to reverse this policy of Great 
Britain, laid like ‘‘ a rook’s egg in the eagle’s nest.” With our as- 
sistance to help the decline, and the refusal of our Presidents to 
obey the will of the people, often expressed, Great Britain at last 
succeeded in forcing down the price of silver by taking from it 
the rights of coinage in the European States and in India. It 
could have as easily depressed the price of gold by the same 
means; but Great Britain controls nearly ail the gold-producing 
regions of the earth, and produces little silver in her vast realm. 
It follows that the demonetization of silver increases at least two- 
fold the value of her gold products, and she demands that her 
policy shall prevail. In like manner it increases the value of our 
securities held in the centers of wealth in the United States, and 
so the British policy becomes their policy as well. 
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reserve fund of $100,000,000 in gold in | 
our Treasury has made it an easy matter for the dealers in bullion | 
and exchange to corner the market for gold and to force the | 
Treasury to buy it in order to keep the reserve at its maximum. | 

We see that within the last few days another tremendous 
scramble has occurred in the efforts of the people of this country 
and foreign countries to become possessed of our bonded obliga- 
tions, and that in that effort this reserve fund is sustaining avery 
fierce assault, and is being depleted with great rapidity. This re- 
serve fund has been kept up as a standing advertisement to the 
world that whatever Congress might do or declare, there should 
be no resumption of specie payments In coin, but resumption 
should be had only in gold. ; 

With startled apprehension the people have inquired when it | 
was and how it eal be that the silver feature of their coin obli- 
gations could thus be repudiated with impunity by the ukase of | 
the executive department. The answer has been and is that the | 
Executive holds the veto power and would not and will not per- | 
mit the power of the people, expressed in Congress, to be used for 
their relief. | 

This $100,000,000 dead money has been held in the Treasury since | 
1878—eighteen years. It has cost the people, in interest, more 
than an equal amount in that time, and there has been added to it | 
$162,000,000 of principal, with another $100,000,000 now about to be | 
added. Five hundred million dollars would scarcely cover the 
loss to the Treasury from the mere handling of this repudiation 
fund, while one-fourth of its capital sum is lost and not one dollar 
has been redeemed of our legal-tender obligations. 

The law that required the legal-tender notes to be reissued and | 
kept in circulation after they had been redeemed was in its effect 
a suspension of the resumption act of 1875 as to such notes. Not- 
withstanding this clear indication of the popular will that these 
notes shonld not be redeemed in coin, the one-hundred-million dol- | 
lar fund for their redemption has been kept at the maximum, still. 
by the orders of the Secretary of the Treasury. These evils would 
seem to fill the measure of woes which this act of repudiation was 
capable of engendering; but far from it; the attendant evils are 
still more severe upon the people and their posterity. Who can 


The segregation of the 


compute the losses in the value of crops and productions that have 
occurred during the eighteen years we have kept all this gold 
reserve out of circulation among the people and the bankruptcies 
that have followed the constant depression of prices? 

What man of business would be trusted who for eighteen years | 
would keep one-sixth or one-fourth of his active capital in a show | 


window as a proof of his solvency, while the people all knew that 
it was borrowed money, on which he was paying interest? That 
is our folly repeated in sight of a scofting world, and we call it 
statesmanship. 

The credit of a great Republic of forty-five sovereign States, each 


abounding in wealth, with a debt-paying record that no other | 
country ever enjoyed, must have its solvency tested by a barome- | 


ter set up in the Treasury, which records the weather and indi- 
cates whether the European Jews, or the London bankers, or the | 
syndicate, or the speculators, or the American banks have the con- 
trol of the finances of the Government of the United States. From 
time to time our Secretaries of the Treasury fly to cover, like 
frightened partridges, from tuft to tuft, wherever shelter seems | 
to be in sight, rather than insist upon the terms of our coin con- 
tracts. 

They fear their enemies much less than they do their friends, 
and yet when they find themselves enveloped in difficulties from 
which there seems to be no other chance of extricating them they | 
still appeal to a confiding and an outraged constituency for au- | 
thority to tax them to buy more gold by the issue of more bonds | 
in order to keep the ‘‘endless chain” continually at work. 

The Senator from Ohio, when he found, in 1890, that the people | 
still insisted upon their rights and would not be quieted into sub- 
mission, again got a free-silver bill into conference, and again his 
inventive powers were taxed to find a way to nullify the silver 
features of our coin contracts. Again he succeeded—by a new | 
programme that eclipsed all his previous machinations. He ascer- 
tained to his own satisfaction that it was within the power of Con- | 
gress to give to the Secretary of the Treasury the authority, by 
manipulation, to preserve the parity between the metals of gold 
and silver, It is not the parity of the legal-tender coins of gold 
and silver that is to be preserved by the policy declared in the act 
of 1890. That parity is preserved by the legal-tender laws, and | 
- — effort, aside from the change of those laws, can dis- 

urb it. 

The Senator from Ohio did not impose this duty, from which 
the Creator shrank, upon the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
mandate of the statute. He merely declared that it was the fixed | 
— of the Government that he should preserve the parity, and 
eft the Secretary to his own devices as to how he should best per- 
form this divine act. He wisely concluded that it could not be | 
done so long as there was any gold and silver money, and he cut | 
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the gordian knot by destroying silver as faras he could, and by re- 
fusing to it any sort of recognition. To preserve the parity be- 
tween gold and silver as metals is not an easy task when either 
metal is excluded from coinage, and the one stands at the maximum 
and the other at zero. 

As there is no comparison in the condition of silver that is 
refused coinage at the mints with gold that has full and free 
coinage, the question of the parity between them is simply an 
absurdity when one is destroyed and the other is coined. This 
question has thus been decided against silver by the Secretary, and 
the further consideration of the question of parity is a matter of 
no importance. How it ever became possible for a Senator to con- 
ceive of such omnipotence in a Secretary of the Treasury has given 
much serious food for reflection among the people of the United 
States. 

This vague hint at the power to preserve the parity between the 
metals in the act of 1890 was enough to give a pretext to an 
anxious mind in the direction of paying all our debts in gold coin. 
It was a prudent and also a plausible pretext for attributing to 


| Congress the repudiation of the silver feature of our coin obliga- 


tions when its repudiation was a simple negative act that declared 
a policy. This feature of the act of 1890 was denounced by the 
Chicago convention as a cowardly makeshift, and the repeal of 
the entire act was demanded as the quickest and cleanest way of 
disencumbering the statute book of an evil presence. But when 
the speculators in gold and investors in bonds considered the pros- 
pect of having the gold reserve disturbed and replaced by a better 
system, they insisted on repealing the silver section of the bill and 
retaining the parity clause. It istoo late now to discuss this ina 
party sense. I allude to it only to show that no pretext is too 
slight to enable those who are bent on making money according 
to the statute, and at the expense of the people’s best interests, 
to justify any attitude they may find it necessary to take. 

The Secretary of the Treasury could as easily preserve a com 
mon, perfect, and continuous tide level between the waters of the 
Pacific and the Atlantic as he could preserve the actual parity, 
commercial or financial, between the metals of gold and silver. 
As to the coins, the laws create and regulate the parity. 

Until the world can do witbout silver as money in every form 
it will not answer the common sense of mankind to say that a 
dollar is sound money in the form of two half dollars, but is un- 
sound money when it is coined in one piece and has 7 grains 
of pure silver in it more than there is in two half dollars. The 
Secretary of the Treasury could much more easily answer his 
own arguments in favor of silver as sound money than he could 


| balance himself on the slack rope of parity and preserve the 
| equilibrium between two silver half dollars and one silver dollar, 
| with the difference between them of 7 grains of pure silver in favor 


of the dollar. The law, however, finds no difficulty in this. 

It is the placing the Secretary of the Treasury above the law 
and giving him the power to condemn either gold or silver money 
as the money of redemption that impresses upon this feature of 
the statute the hideous reproach of epitomizing the odious doc- 
trine of the one-man power. It is still worse to derive this ter- 
rible usurpation from a doctrine or purpose stated in the statute 
which refuses to confer it in direct terms. 

The true Democracy of the United States finds a painful reason 
for criticising the present Administration, because it has songht 


| to preserve and utilize this worst doctrine of the Republican 


party in order to give to the Secretary of the Treasury a pretext 
for repudiating the right of the people of the United States to the 
benefits of their coin contracts. 

The Senator from Ohio also aimed a deadly blow at the liberties 
of the people guaranteed expressly in the Constitution when he 


| provided in the act of 1890 that money declared by law to be a 


legal-tender can be deprived of that quality by agreement between 
debtor and creditor. 

No Government in Christendom has failed to give to the borrow- 
ing classes and the debtor classes the rights that stand for their 
protection in interest laws, usury laws, and legal-tender laws. 

Such a Government would be a nursery of human slavery. Our 
rights as to legal-tender money are planted in the organic law and 
are no less sacred than habeas corpus and trial by jury. If these 
can be set aside by agreement, so as to compel a court of justice 
to render a judgment in gold dollars, or in British sovereigns, or 
Russian rubles, or Indian rupees, or in anything but dollars, law- 
ful money of the United States, there can be no limit to the duress 
and hardship that a creditor can impose upon his debtor. A mar- 


| shal of the United States can no more sell the property of a de- 


fendant for gold coin, under a writ of execution on a judgment for 
dollars, than he can hang him for the nonpayment of the debt. 
When the law has given judgment, through a court, upon any 
money demand, the antecedent contract is merged in the judg- 
ment and that judgment can only be expressed in dollars, which 
means the lawful money of the United States, whatever descrip- 
tion of money may have been embodied in the original agreement. 
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in the act of 1890, and in the repealing act of 1893, this feature 
is retained, whereby the people are informed that the legal-tender 
privileges and liberties of the debtor, granted to him by the Con- 
stitution, may be sold to the creditor. That although the laws 
may make greenbacks or silver dollars a legal tender for debt, find- 
ing such to be a public policy of the highest importance to the 
country, yet the people can, by contract among themselves, <le- 
stroy the legal-tender money of the country, reverse the public 
policy, and barter their liberties to those who are the masters of 
their necessities. Such a doctrine is not known to any civilized 
country. 

But the ‘‘ cowardly makeshift” of 1890 and the craven makeshift 
of 1893 both contain this principle or provision, and hundreds of 
millions of contracts have been made with reference to it, as if it 
was sound constitutional law. ; 

Congress, under the limitations of the Constitution, is the agent 
of the pave and the States. Its trusts are sacred and limited. 
None of them are purely discretionary. Whena contract is made 
on behalf of the people and is concluded by the delivery and accept- 
ance of the obligation, it is as much beyond the power of Con- 
gress to change it, to the detriment of the people, as it is to revoke 
or change a grant of lands, once it has been perfected, or a pardon 
after it has been signed. Our bond contracts read as follows: 

This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act approved Jan 20, 1871," and is redeem- 
able at the ‘pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of May, A. D. 
1881, in coin of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, 
with interest in such coin from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, payable quarterly on the Ist day of February, May, Sagne, 
and November in each year. Theprincipal and interest are exempt from 
the payment of all taxes and duties of the United States, as well as from tax- 
ation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 


Extract from face of United States 4 per cent bond: 


‘This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1907, in 
coin of the standard value of the United States on sald July 14, 1870, with in- 
terest in such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, payable quarterly on the Ist day of October, January, April, and 
duly ineach year. The principal and interest are exempt from the payment 
of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any 
form by or under State, municipal, or local authority. 

This contract is certainly irrevocable until Congress, with the 
consent of the holder, has changed it. For a Secretary of the 
Treasury to interpolate the word * gold ” before coin, so as to make 
it read “ gold coin,” would be a void and criminal act. It is only 
less than this where the Secretary repudiates the term of the con- 
tract which empowers the Government a in legal-tender sil- 
ver coin of the standard value of the Uni States on the 14th of 
July, 1870. In these bonds we go behind the act of 1873, which 
demonetized silver, and a to pay in silver coin of the standard 
value of 1837, if that shall be our preference. But for this act of 
repudiation, all would have been well with us. The present Ad- 
ministration, feeling and acknowledging the just reproach of hav- 
ing followed a bad example of its Republican predecessors, comes 
to Congress with threats as well as implorations, and asks us to 
change the coin obligations in our bonds and convert them into 
gold obligations. We have not the power todo that. If we had, 
it would bea cruelty to our posterity that only cowardly peoples 
ever impose upon their offspring. 

The one hundred million bonds now on the market have thirty 
years torun. That is the life of a generation. There are not ten 
men here who will live to see the maturity of these bonds. At 4 

ver cent, they will, without compounding the interest, grow to 
$20,000,000. Should we double the difficulty of payment to our 
posterity in order to quiet the regrets of the present Democratic 
Administration for having followed the bad example of Repub- 
lican Administrations in the repudiation of our coin contracts? 

For whose advantage is it that we have kept up this vain and 
idle show of one hundred million in the Treasury for eighteen 
years? It has not been for the benefit of foreign holders of our 
bonds. Their interest has been paid to them from another fund. 
This fund, called the ‘‘gold reserve,” is only for the redemption of 
our legal-tender notes, none of which are held abroad or could be 
there redeemed. All this agony over the gold reserve has been 
suffered in order to promote the sort of paternalism that a nursin, 
mother gives to her baby, in favor of the bond-holding and bul- 
lion-speculating classes in the United States. It has been moth- 
ers’ milk for the innocents who deal in stocks and bonds, in fu- 
tures, puts and calls, monopolies and corners, and for foreign 
investors in our corporati who earn profits, interest, and div- 
idends under the shelter oa privileges of our laws and out of 
the necessities of our people, and then tax them to borrow gold 
that their income may be shipped to Europe and converted there 
into their domestic money. 

The Senator from Ohio says that the balances of trade are 
against us and must be paidin gold. If that isso, it is mot because 
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we produce or export less in recent years than we did formerly, 
It is because the gold policy in Europe, which is but the policy of 
the feudal age senvetall in different form, has deprived those people 
of the ability to consume our surplus productions except at pau- 
per rates. But, whatever is the cause, is it the business of this 
Government to furnish gold to pay balances of trade? When did 
that sort of paternalism become a part of the creed or practice of 
the Democratic party? When acieod and France find that gold 
is leaving them to pay foreign balances of trade, they raise the 
rate of interest and stop the outflow. We tax the people to raise 
gold to facilitate the outflow and refuse to pay our debts in silver 
according to the contract, because the foreign creditors of our 
merchants demand gold of them. 

No man knows what is the approximate amount of the stocks 
and bonds of our corporations that are held abroad. We know 
that it includes every variety of stocks and bonds created in this 
country, and their name is legion. 

We know that bonds of our corporations are seldom sent abroad 
for hypothecation unless they are accompanied with equal amounts 
of the stocks to be held as collateral. These stocks are voted in 
the corporate proceedings and draw dividends if any are declared. 

The foreign money that comes here under such conditions comes 
as an investment, and if the investors came with it they would 
consent to collect their dividends in the money earned by their 
companies. Then we would have notrouble in payingthem. But 
they do not come here and use our greenbacks, Sherman notes, 
and silver certificates as the resident stockholders use them, and 
we are required to repudiate our coin contracts to raise gold to 
keep them in a good humor and to maintain our respectability in 
their eyes and in the eyes of the snobs at home who worship them 
and barter their wealth for titles for their daughters which the 
Constitution forbids their fathers to receive. 

It is these feudal princes, at home and abroad, now united in 
the control of the empire of gold monopoly and owing their high- 
est allegiance to the shylocks of Europe, that object to any plan 
for breaking the endless chain that has become such a terror to 
this Administration. 

If the wheel that carries this chain continues to revolve, the 
Treas crank by which it is kept in motion will grind out an in- 
crease of our bonded obligations that will amount to $1,000,000,000 
in the next three years, at the rate at which it has progressed in 
the last two years. This, added to the remaining war debt, in- 
cluding the greenbacks, aggregating more than $1,000,000,000, 
will throw the country back to a worse condition than we were in 
at the close of the civilwar. Doesthis dreadful prospect, this cer- 
tain fate, alarm the bondholding princes of the houses of Roths- 
child and Belmont? They rejoice, indeed, in the return of the 
old regime, the new phase of the feudal power and the vassalage 
of the people! 

The threats of the President that the wheel that carries the end- 
less chain shall continue to revolve and the renewed diligence of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in grinding out bonds bring dismay 
to the people, who are ready to cry out, ‘‘ Tax us, tax us to buy 

old to destroy the paper money on which our industries depend. 

e will make bricks for you without straw; but do not turn our 
children over to the gold princes as feudatories, to become their 
vassals and slaves when their fathers have passed away.” 

The present condition of our country as to indebtedness, finance, 
and taxation is a state of prostration, almost of despair, in which 
the will of the people, the votes of their representatives in Con- 
gress, and the injunctions and mandates of the Constitution are 
allin turn silenced and nullified by the will of asingle man. What 
one man has done to shelter wealth from taxation by a judicial 
sentence will never be forgot while a record remains of the elo- 
quent expressions of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The President declares that our coin contracts are only and ex- 
clusively gold contracts, and vetoed a bill demanded by the peo- 
ple to coin the silver bullion in the Treasury because his approval 
of such a measure would be an admission that silver is a money 


metal, 

He demands that Congress shall change all our coin bonds and 
other contracts into gold contracts by express statute so that when 
they mature our children shall have no excuse for demanding from 
the bondholding princes the — to pay them in silver. We have 
that right, and the President demands that we shall surrender it 
on pain of having the wheel to run with increasing velocity that 
drags the endless chain through the heart of the country. One 
word—an honest, sincere, and just word, the word of truth—ut- 
tered by the President would relieve the country of these terrors. 
That word would be, ‘‘ The rights of the ple, as they are ex- 
pressed in their obligations, must and be preserved.” 

Such an utterance would be even as potent and would be wel- 
comed with as much honest joy by the people and is as neces- 
sary to the salvation of the country as was the thrilling, trumpet- 
toned tion of Andrew Jackson when he declared, ‘‘ The 
F Union; it must and shall be maintained.” 
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But our Jacksons are mute, and the “triumphant democracy ” 


go about the streets in weeds of mourning. The voice that might 
save us is hushed in adoration at the altar of the golden calf. 
The happiness of our people and their love of the independence 
of our country and its honor, according to the standard raised in 
1776, and confirmed in 1823, has been intensely realized and ex- 
pressed in the truly soe declarations of our Chief Magistrate 
rithin the present month. 
Withat atest of honor and duty is not accepted in Great Brit- 
ain; neither was the standard of 1776, which gave to the name of 
“rebel” a distinction, when it is connected with a struggle for the 
ight, that I love to enjoy. ~ 
ign io not measure American questions by British standards, 
either of honor, justice, or duty, and the people are humiliated 
when our national money standards, established in laws approved 
by Washington and Jackson, are hauled down by our modern 
Presidents because they are not approved in London, and are not 
rmitted to be again established without the consent of Great 
ritain. s 4 
The Senator from Ohio built the wheel that moves the endless 
chain that carries the wealth of our industry and property into 
the coffers of the wealthy bondholders of the world, and is now 
ready to pour another $100,000,000 of the earnings of the people 
into that cold and deadly vortex. 


The wheel and rack of the Spanish Inquisition was scarcely less | 


deadly in its martyrdom of free religion than is this wheel and 
chain in the Treasury of the United States to the prosperity of 
free industry. If its movement is not arrested by some benevo- 
lent word—and only a word is needed—from the class that is now 
possessed of the exclusive privilege of controlling the money sup- 
ply of this country, the people will crush out the political parties 
that are now pandering to these cruel exactions and will drive 
them from power. 

The debt of Great Britain gives the common people no concern, 
because if it was ever paid some other device would be substituted 
for it that would impose upon them equal burdens in some other 
form. The feudal power, which the upper class cling to in what- 
ever form it may exist, and is most lucrative and agreeable to 
them, will never be relinquished while that monarchy exists. 

Only a Republic deriving its powers of government and the 
methods of its administration through the will of the people often 
expressed can prevent the crystallization of money and monopoly 
into some combination that will place the industrial classes under 
the dominion of accumulated capital. 

The people of the free Republics dread a national debt as a foe 
to their prosperity and liberty, while the ruling classes in a 
monarchy consider a national debt as a bond of union and strength 
for the state, because they hold the debt as creditors,and gather 
their profits entirely from taxation of other people. 

The anxiety to own our bonds that are free from taxation, on 
which the interest is collected in gold at 3 per cent, has grown 


into such a mania among the rich people of the United States that | 


they run over each other to get the chance to buy them. 

It is the only property in the United States that is really sought 
after as an investment, and the longer the bonds have to run the 
higher the premium ranges above their face value in gold. 

The power lodged in these bonds to depress prices by increasing 
the purchasing power of the gold they represent at the enormous 
premium of 20 per cent and their freedom from all taxation make 
them the most complete embodiment of class despotism that 
human ingenuity has ever invented. When we extend their re- 
demption to longer periods, or indefinitely, they will go still higher 
and the moneyed classes will, as they have often done, torpedo the 
people and the markets with panics until they consent to the issue 
of bonds to absorb all of their net earnings as they accumulate. 
This is the destiny to which we are drifting with blinded eyes and 
ears that refuse to listen. 

In 1817, at the close of the Napoleonic wars, the national debt 
of Great Britain, English and Irish, was £840,850,491, or about 
$4,204,252,455. This debt, funded in bonds and exchequer bills, 
is to-day the foundation of the wealth of the ruling classes in Great 
Britain. They are payable at the pleasure of the Government, 
which means that they are never to be paid. We speak of Great 
Britain as the great creditor country without recalling the fact 
that she is more largely in debt than any other Government. We 
could easily have pursued the same course of indefinite extension 
of our national debt, and could have saved to this generation an 
enormous outlay of money and energy by casting the burden upon 

terity. The advocates of this plan have not been numerous, 

ut they are still very powerful and terribly dangerous to Ameri- 
can liberty. They have hungered after increase of national debt 
as Abraham hungered fora posterity. The great masses of wealth 


recently piled in new estates t have astonished mankind 
= grown in country upon the fertile soil of the national 


But the patriotic people, who feel that they are entitled to a 








| 


| of their people to its production. 
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ay as free and independent of personal vassalage as their 
athers were, have demanded and will still demand with an em- 
phasis that will yet be respected that the national debt shall be 
paid, and that the country shall be rid of this monstrous octopus. 
All patriotic Americans value the liberty of their children above 
the shackles of the wealthy classes, and they demand that a feudal 
aristocracy shall not hold bonds, reenforced by taxes, for which 
their labor and all they possess and all their children may possess 
is mortgaged, but they shall be compelled by self-interest to in- 
vest their wealth in productive industries that will give ¢ mploy- 


_ 


ment to human labor. Pay the bonds, and the wealth of the 
country will seek investment in property that is productive. So 
long as we issue bonds we lock up the wealth of the country and 


prevent investment in property. The issue of each $1,000,000 000 
of bonds will decrease the productive capital of this country by 


| $2,000,000,000. 


The present premium on our bonds is boastingly referred to as 
an indication of the wealth of our country, when it is in fact a 
mark of the unproductive character of our property and industries 
as compared with the power of gold. If lands would produc 
certain income of 3 percent above all taxes, repairs, and improv 
ments, the value of real estate in this country would be increased 
by a sum that is almost incalculable, and the material prosperity 
of the country would be more attractive to all classes of laboring 
men than the gold and diamond mines of South Africa. 

As it is, all our property is shrinking in value from year to year, 
while our ‘debts remain unpaid, with accumulating interest. In 
Alabama, which has rich and varied fields of industry in active 
operation, that are yielding the most useful productions, the 
shrinkage in the value of taxable property for two years past has 
exceeded $30,000,000 per annum. In other Southern States the per 
cent of shrinkage has been still greater,-and it has gone on in 
arithmetical progression until beautiful towns have been aban- 
doned, and in many places elegant houses for business and resi- 
dences have been turned over to any person who has chosen to 
occupy them. All this and far worse than I have the time or 


| ability to describe has been brought upon the people of the United 


States by centering the whole financial power of the Government 
and the people, first, to collect gold to ship to foreign investors in 
our corporations, to pay them their interest and dividends on 
stocks and bonds that are the creatures of our State laws, not the 
laws of the United States; and second, by the monstrous wrong of 
destroying one-half of the money of the people, with which they 
might have been able to bear these grievous burdens. 

Nothing but the marvelous, yes, truly miraculous wealtli of our 
natural resources, aided by the courage, virtue, skill, and indus 
trious thrift of the best population on the earth, could have saved 
us from utter ruin under the oppressions of the ruling powers, 
whose greed for gold has stricken with death every human sym 


pathy. In the cruel waste of the homely earnings of honest in- 
dustry, which has virtually enslaved all labor to new and heartless 


masters, the old feudal spirit has found its permanent dominion 
in our midst. It has come to a sincere and patriotic people, and, 
appealing to them in the name of the honor of our country, has 


| told them that they must waive their rights under their coin con 


tracts to pay their debts in silver because the knightly lords of 
finance in Europe—the Rothschilds, the Seligmans, who used to 
sell cheap clothing in Alabama, and others of the great brother- 
hood of money changers—would think ill of usan‘ call us names 


| if we refused to pay the commercial balances of trade in gold 


which have been created, if at all, by the denial of proper food 
and clothing to their own miserable subjects. 

They turn to us, who are defending our people against this 
wrong to the present generation, which, if we shall fail to arrest 
it, will harden into chains upon our children, and accuse the 
Almighty for having hidden silver in the mountains of Colorado 
and the Senators from that State for desiring to direct the labor 
In the meanness of a sordid 
spirit they conceal the fact from the world that Colorado produces 
more gold also than any other State in America. With frantic 
declamations of woe these prophets of evil warn us against the 
awful chasm at the bottom of which we shall find all our finan- 
cial system if it shall be hurled down toa silver basis. That is 
the basis on which the Senator from Ohio, when he was Mr, 
Hayes’s Secretary of the Treasury, placed $80,000,000 of the Treas- 
ury gold reserve which he had established without authority of 
law, when he bought it from the people at par with Bland-Allison 
silver certificates. And yet nodamage but only good came from 
that largest sale of silver for gold at par that was ever made in 
America. 

Silver, at par with gold, not held in parity by some velvet-handed 
Secretary of the Treasury, but by the mighty grasp that placed 
both metalsjin their cradles of quartz rock in the beginning, has 
bought and paid for almost every acre of public land east of the 
Mississippi River. It has furnished the sinews of war in all our 
conflicts with foreign nations as the most reliable source of finan- 
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cial strength. These wars, that gave us all of our vast possessions 
except Alaska, were fought on the now degraded plane of the 
odious silver basis. 

If I have a debt to pay, or an article to purchase, or a family to 
provide for, a physician to employ, or a loved one to bury, I find 
that our legal-tender laws do not compel me to climb the golden 
stairs into the elect presence of the syndics and crowned princes 
of finance to beg them, as our Secretary of State begs them, for a 
little gold to meet my necessities. 

The silver basis, which we now have,is a good basis for all of 
our domestic needs, and if others need gold to assist their foreign 
— there is no justice in making our own people pay all 
their debts in gold, at half prices for labor and crops, merely to 
allow the merchants, shipowners, railroads, and bankers to handle 
our production more to their satisfaction. For a people to become 
alarmed at falling to a silver basis when they are already upon it 
in all their vast commerce at home, is a species of nightmare 
that people should not be called upon to endure in their waking 
hours, 

If Mr. Cleveland and the Senator from Ohio had told the peo- 

»le frankly in 1893 what was their real plan of finance, they would 
hove said that it was their purpose to bring the country to the 
single legal-tender standard of gold coin and to use the powers 
of the Executive in leading them in the bonds of party allegiance 
to this fate, while they were being flattered to hope for and to 
expect better things. If — had then told us that their real 
purpose was to destroy all redeemable paper —— issued by the 
Government, except national-bank notes, and to leave it to the 
pleasure or interests of those banks to enlarge or diminish their 
circulation to suit their own purposes, and also that it was their 
pas »08se to sell gold bonds to enable the gamblers in stocks, the 

vanks, the merchants,and our corporations in the control of for- 

eign stockholders to have exceptional prosperity, and, finally, to 
redeem the issues of the national banks in gold, they would have 
driven every sound Democrat in the United States into an atti- 
tude of open hostility to such a plan, even if it had cost them an 
additional censure of ‘‘ party perfidy and dishonor.” 

When this bill has passed the Senate and has gone to a confer- 
ence committee, if such should beits history, it may turn out that 
the people will be permitted to purchase the restoration of their 
full constitutional right to have the coinage of silver placed on 
the same legal footing with the coinage of gold at the mints. 
The price to be paid for this boon, that will rid us of an evil that 
‘is worse than war, pestilence, and famine,” will not be too great, 
whatever it may be, if it does not stain the honor of the people. 

If such an arrangement should also divorce the Government, asa 
Government, from the banking business, that return to sound 
principles would be worthy, if need be, and if it must be, of great 
sacrifices. 

The outstanding greenbacks represent the part of the war debt 
that has not been already paid or funded in our bonds, and it must 
be paid at some time. It has been kept in circulation to prevent a 
harsh contraction of the currency, and only for that purpose, and 
has been changed, so far as that could be done by Executive action, 
from a coin obligation to a gold obligation. 

I for one would be willing to fund those obligations in gold 
bonds if silver certificates are issued dollar for dollar to take their 
place in the volume of currency as they are retired, and if the 
silver to secure their redemption is supplied from the coin and 
bullion in the Treasury, and from the free coinage of silver under 
the — of the act of 1837, approved by President Jackson. 

I have observed with pleasure that the distinguished Senator 
from Arkansas, who reported this bill, has heretofore, in the Fifty- 
third Congress, offered a bill much to the effect of the suggestion 
Iam now presenting. His bill provided for the issue of coin bonds 
to redeem the greenbacks, in connection with the free coinage 
of silver and the issue of silver certificates in lieu of the green- 
backs so redeemed. That is the just view to take of the matter, 
and it would remove every difficulty that is now in the way ex- 
cept the pride of opinion that a long and painful controversy has 
raised to the distinction of a national question, or folly, as we 
choose to think about it. No American shall drive me from his 
side by slight considerations when we are trying to unite our 
efforts in the honest service of our country. 

If we must make mutual sacrifices in order to render effective 
service to the people, we have the great example of our fathers to 
guide and assure us, when they made many compromises of their 
most inveterate convictions in order to lay down safe foundations 
for our Constitution, which is the ark of our safety and the cove- 
nant of peace which binds together the hearts of all true Ameri- 
cans, 

If it is necessary, in order to bring our country back safely to 
the conditions that existed prior to the destruction of silver mone 
in 1873, that the chasm shall be bridged with geld bonds, I wi 
vote for them, but I will not vote now or at any time to throw our 
people into the gulf that a way shall be smoothed for a triumphal 
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procession of Jews or Gentiles, native or foreign, over the wreck 
of their fortunes and their hopes. 

As to the bonds to be issued for that purpose, without chang 
ing the tenor of any other obligations, I will vote for their pay- 
ment in gold upon the condition that the other provisions I have 
mentioned are incorporated in the act. 

The present bill, with slight alterations, furnishes a plan upon 
which, for the sake of peace and harmony, I would vote to ingraft 
such an amendment. 

I do not believe such a provision of law would be wise, just, or 
necessary, but I would vote for it for the sake of the reconciliation 
of my countrymen, and in order to divorce the Government from the 
banking business, and above all because it would destroy ail ex 
cuse for the further issue of bonds by causing the rupture of ‘‘the 
endless chain,” 

While that chain inflicts its exhausting and disastrous effects 
upon the country we can only sink deeper in debt with each suc- 
ceeding day. The rate of this submergence is but little less than 
that which piled up the national debt while the civil war was at 
its worst. 

The power to stop it isso simple and just that the people stand 
in mute silence and astonishment that the President does not adopt 
it. It is to apply the honest declaration of the Stanley Matthews 
resolution to the interpretation and payment of our coin obliga- 
tions, to pay them according to the agreement. 

Such a declaration of our purpose, even without the free coin- 
age of silver, would at once cause every holder of our obligations 
to become as active, firm, and strong in lifting silver into legal and 
commercial parity with gold as they have been energetic, unjust, 
and malevolent in decrying this money of the Constitution and of 
the people. Then ‘‘the stone which the builders rejected” would 
be lifted on their willing shoulders and set in its high place as 
‘the chief stone of the corner.” 

We have another power that our Supreme Court has affirmed in 
cases that have arisen on the reciprocity clauses of the McKinley 
tariff law, which, if it was exerted, would not only lift silver to 

yar with gold here and in Europe, but it would speedily cause 

ew York to take the place of London as the commercial clear- 
ing-house of the world. A discrimination in our tariff laws by 
which we would give a drawback or remission of, say, 10 per cent 
of the duties on imports in favor of all countries that admit silver 
to coinage at their mints on equal terms with gold, or that ex- 
tend the privilege of free coinage to silver bullion the product of 
our mines, would draw the trade of all silver-using peoples to our 
ports, and they number nearly two-thirds of the population of 
the world. 

But such a result would not be agreeable to the Rothschilds, 
the Seligmans, or the Belmonts. and that is quite enough to de- 
ter any modern Democrat or Republican from attempting so 
bold a scheme. An amendment to this effect on the tariff bill, 
whose low state is now giving such deep concern to the doctors 
and the hospital nurses of the Republican caucus, would bring it 
forth in such strength and beauty that the American people would 
embrace it with fond affection. 

But, I must turn away from these flattering hopes. Congress, 
as it is now constituted, has not the power to assert the rights or 
wishes of the people against the veto power of the President, who 
has never intimated a truce, even, in his campaign for the British 
gold policy. It is our duty to omit no effort to record the voice 
of our people, whatever may be the opposition, or the cost of the 
sacrifice, and to turn again to them for support. 

It may be that, in the Republican or Democratic parliaments of 
os that are to meet very soon, the voice of the people may 

e heard pleading at least for release from the thraldom of the 
endless chain invented and wrought by the Senator from Ohio, 
and one of these parliaments may give attention to their demands. 
Failing in this, the people will stretch their mighty limbs for a 
march to deliverance, before which European syndicates and their 
American agents will fly into outer darkness, where they be- 


ong. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is too late to proceed further to-day 
with the discussion of the bill which is now before us, but with 
the permission of the Senate I should like to take the floor now 
with a view of addressing the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire kindly 
allow me to ask unanimous consent to pass a little bill for my 
colleague, who is away, he having been called out of the city? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield if it leads to no debate. 

Mr. HILL. I think it will not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; I yield. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER MIAMI, 


Mr. HILL. Without displacing the pending bill or interfering 
with the right to the floor of the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLER], I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take up 
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the bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
wane being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator from New York whether 
the Committee on Commerce have approved the bill. 

Mr. HILL. They have reported it unanimously. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Irenew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether it is not advisable to have an executive session. There is 
one postmaster that a member of the Senate has telegraphed here 
he would like to have confirmed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not in order, let me remind the Senator 
from New York, to make such allusions in open session. There 
are reasons why it is desirable that the Senate shall adjourn at 
this time. Unless the case is one which will not admit of delay, I 
decline to yield. 

Mr. HILL. It is the case of a Democrat. He is very anxious, | 
but I suppose not quite so anxious as our Republican friends, and 
therefore we shall have to yield to the caucus. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We had thought at one time we should soon 
welcome the Senator from New York to that caucus; but the case 
is hopeless now. : 

Mr. HILL. I am inclined to agree with the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 40’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 14, 1896, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, January 13, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. CouDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ARMENIAN SUFFERERS. 
Mr. MORSE. I desire permission to have read at the Clerk’s 


desk a resolution which I have drawn on the subject of the Ar- 
menianoutrages. Mr. Speaker, the blood of the dead and wounded, 


the starving, and the dying Armenians cries out to heavenand ap- | 


peals to our common humanity throughout the wide, wide world. 
| am overwhelmed with letters, petitions, and memorials upon this 
subject from my constituents. I am sure it is high time that this 
Government should make some expression on this tremendous 
subject, upon this appalling crime of the nineteenth century. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom® assachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent that a resolution prepared by himself shall be read 
to the House. 

. Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. And be published in the 

ECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. COX. Then I object. 

Mr. MORSE. I do not ask to have it printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks simply to have it read. 

Mr. COX. In that case I think there is no objection. 

—— being no objection, the resolution of Mr. Morse was 
read. 

Mr. MORSE. At the suggestion of a number of members on 
this side, I now ask that the resolution as just read be printed in 
the Recorp, 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

PH resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
airs, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- | 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 650) to incorporate | 


by o Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of Colum- 
la; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 


reels amma in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized to cause to be 
printed, indexed, and bound in cloth, in one volume, all of the acts, as they 
appear in the United States statutes heretofore passed by Congress, impos- 
ing duties on imports, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House. 
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HIGHWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK. This day being set apart by the rules for the 


| consideration of District business, I desire to call up the bill (S. 


30) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent sys- 
tem of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 17 of the act approved March 2, 1893, entitled 


“An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia lying outside of cities,’ be, and the same is hereby, amended 


|} so as to read as follows: 


“Src. 17. That said court in special term may certify to the court of ap- 
1e first inst: 
question of law that shall arise during any proceedings in said « 





| special term under this act. Any party aggrieved by the final order or de 


cree of said court in special term fixing the amount of damages, or the as 
sessment for benefits as to any parcel of land, may take an appeal*to said 
court of appeals, and shall be entitled to a bill of exceptions as in civil cases 
triable by jury, and said court of appeals may atlirm, reverse, or modify the 


| order or decree appealed from: Provided, That said court of appeals shall 
| consider only questions of law arising on such appeal g 
| ment of said court in special term under this act, distributing the damages 


From a final judg- 


among contending claimants, any party aggrieved may in like manner take 
an appeal to the court of appeals, which court in such cases shall consider 
both questions of law pe fact. Any appeal under this act to the court of 
appeals shall be taken within twenty days after the making of the final order 
or decree appealed from, and not afterwards, and shall be subject to the laws 
and rules of court regulating —— to said court of appeals. Cases arising 


| under this act shall mere yecees ence in said court over all other cases, except 


criminal cases, and the decision of said court of appeals upon any question 
arising under this act shall be final: Provided, That from any judgment or 
order of said court of appeals involving any question as to the constitution- 


| ality of this act or of any part thereof, any party aggrieved may, within 
| thirty days after such judgment or order shall be entered, appeal to the 


Supreme Court of the United States. Said court shall determine only the 


| questions of constsitutionality involved in the case, and shall have power to 
| make such special rules and regulations applying to appeals under this act 
| as may be proper to bring such cases to a speedy hearing and determination.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the Senate on 
the 12th day of December last. It is important that it receive 
prompt action in this House. In order that the measure may be 
fully explained I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hunick], 
who made the report in this case. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, it is very important that this bill 
| amendatory of the act providing a permanent system of high- 
ways in the District of Columbia outside of the cities therein 
should be passed at once. It has already been passed by the Sen- 
ate—on the 12th of December last. The object of this amendment 
is to declare expressly to what court appeals from proceedings 
under the original act of 1893 will lie. When that act was passed 
| there was no court of appeals in the District of Columbia, and it 

was provided that the supreme court of the District, which holds 
| general and special terms, should, at a special term therein pro- 
vided, have jurisdiction of proceedings under the act. After a 
plat should be made of the outlying territory it was to be reported 
to the court in special term; that court would then call a jury to 
hear testimony and make report of its findings as to damages. 

Pending that measure a bill was introduced in Congress creat- 
| ing within the District of Columbia acourt of appeals. After the 

introduction of that bill and before its passage this act of March 

2, 1893, was adopted, providing for an appeal from the supreme 

court of the District of Columbia sitting in special term to the 
| same court sitting in general term. There is now a doubt in the 
minds of the court and members of the bar as to where appeals 
lie—whether to the District court in general term or to the court 
of appeals. The bill now before us for consideration expressly 
provides that such appeals shall lie to the court of appeals instead 
of the general term of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Provision isalso made for appeal from the appellate court 
| of the District on constitutional questions to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The original act provides that the judge 
| sitting in special term may certify up any question of law or fact 
to the supreme court of the District of Columbia in general term. 
| A doubt is raised whether such appeals should go to the District 
court in general term or to the court of appeals. This bill pro- 
| vides expressly that such questions shall go to the court of appeals. 
It is important that this amendment be adopted at once, because 
proceedings have been already begun before Mr. Justice Cox, sit 
ting in special term, and a verdict was rendered a few days since 
upon which a judgment is not to be rendered until some action is 
taken by Congress upon this bill, so that parties litigant, or any 
other parties in interest, may know exactly to what court appeals 
will lie. 

Mr. McMILLIN. May [I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This bill, I understand the gentleman to say, 
provides for appeals in certain contingencies to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir;after the case has been passed upon by 
the court of appeals the question may be taken to the Supreme 
| Court of the United States. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Is it provided that as a prerequisite of the 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States the case shall 
have the ordinary jurisdictional characteristics as to the amount 
of money involved, etc.? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir. The original act of 1893 providing for 
a general system of highways outside of the city of Washington 
and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, places no limit to 
the amount involved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I wish to get at is, if you do not require 
a jurisdictional qualification as to the amount involved, and re- 
quired under the present law, will not the effect be to fill the Su- 
preme Court of the United States with petty lawsuits growing 
out of these transactions? 

Mr. HULICK. Ican not say as to that; possibly it may have 
that tendency. The statute of 1893, to which this bill is an amend- 
ment, has no provision as to the amount involved, but any party 
in interest can appeal from the special term tothe general term. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That I do not object to; but what I wish to 
ascertain is, whether under this provision as now reported there 
is not danger of crowding the Supreme Court with cases involv- 
ing these small amounts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The law is not changed in that respect. 

Mr. HULICK. I think there is no danger of that. The court 
is authorized to hear all cases, however small the amount may be, 
which are carried up, and any party may carry up his case on 
8p eal, in which he has an interest, without reference to the amount 

volved. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. [ understand this refers to 
street-opening cases? 

Mr. HULICK. Pee eevee 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is, cases arising under 
the law of eminent domain? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the law passed March 3, 1893, 

Mr. HULICK. A special act. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But is not that act a law 
under eminent domain? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; aspecial act providing for street exten- 
sion in the District of Columbia outside of the city of Washington. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is, for laying out streets, 
etc.? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; and for assessing damages. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. How many appeals are allowed 
now under the existing law? 

Mr. HULICK. Under the law of 1893 one appeal lies from 
the special term, in which the case is originally heard, to the 

eneral term of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

here now it ends. If, however, a question of constitutionality is 
involved under this amendment, when the officer shall attempt to 
enforce the judgment of the court of appeals a party in interest 
can go to the Supreme Court of the United States by an appeal 
alleging that the act or some part thereof is unconstitutional. 
Therefore, this amendment makes clear the right of the party to 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States to determine 
the constitutionality of the law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Where does the case go origi- 
nally, before a special term of the District court? 

Mr. HULICK. Before a judge sitting in special term of the 
supreme court of the District. Where the case is certified to a 
special term of the court, it takes jurisdiction and empanels a jury 
of seven residents of the District, a majority of whom may report 
a verdict of damages or on other matters affecting the rights of the 
parties. An appeal is then made to the court—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. To what court? 

Mr. HULICK. To the court in general term, as the law now 
provides. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then you have originally a 
trial by ury? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; by a jury of seven. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then it goes to the court in gen- 
eral term? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; under the act of 1893; and the object 
of this amendment is that the case shall not go on appeal to the 
supreme court of the District in general term, but to the court 
of appeals for the District. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. From the special term? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; it will go from the special term to the 
appellate court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why should you do that? 

Mr. HULICK. Because at the time of the passage of the act of 
1893 there was no court of pee in the District. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Butis therenota general term 
now? 

Mr. HULICK. It does not go to the general term at all. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But is there no general term? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then why not appeal from the 
special term, affirming the finding of the jury, to the general term, 
instead of to another appellate court? 

Mr. HULICK. For the reason that we have a court now pro- 
vided expressly for appeal cases. In the case of an appeal from 
the court in special term to the court in general term the judge 
who heard the case in special term sits with the other two judges in 
general term and hears the case over again, a practice that does not 
commend itself, but now, as there is a court of appeals, it is doubt 
ful whether that court would have jurisdiction or not under the 
act of 1893. But this amendment expressly provides that appeal 
shall go to the court of appeals. I know of no reason why it 
should not go there. It is an independent court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But whyshould there be an ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is only on constitutional questions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not that lie now? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; it does not. <A party in interest who 
is not satisfied with the verdict or judgment of the inferior court 
can not now go there and raise the constitutionality of the law, 
and that is now proposed to be done. It is a very grave question 
whether the original act of 1893 is constitutional. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. HULICK. Most certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I had an apprehension that if there was no 
restriction on the right of appeal in these damage cases to the 
Supreme Court of the United States that we might load up the 
docket of that court with an unnecessary amount of litigation 
involving small amounts; but I find upon examining a copy of the 
bill which has been handed me that the appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States is provided for only to test the consti- 
tutionality of the act. 

Mr. HULICK. That is all. The gentleman has properly ap- 
prehended it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any other question—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to have the gen- 
tleman explain one part tome. The first proviso on page 2 is: 

That said court of appeals shall consider only questions of law arising on 
such appeal. 

In line 17 the court is authorized to consider both questions of 
law and of fact. I wish the gentleman to explain the difference 
between those provisions, and when one is applicable and when 
the other. 

Mr. HULICK. Thecourt of appeals is a special court, provided 
by the act of February, 1893, probably a few weeks later than the 
act of 1893 that provides for a general system of highways outside 
of the city. The proviso to which the gentleman refers is: 

Provided, That said court of appeals shall consider only questions of law 
arising on such appeal. From a final judgment of said court in special term 
under this act, distributing the damages among contending claimants, any 
pee eearioves may in like manner take an appeal to the court of appeals, 
which court in such cases shall consider both questions of law and fact. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, am I to understand 
that upon the general question there is no appeal as to questions of 
fact, but that when it comes to divide the proceeds between con- 
tending claimants there can be appeals in every direction? 

Mr. HULICK. That is correct. In other words, the original 
act in regard to the assessment of damages is a matter to be de- 
termined in the special term of the supreme court of the District, 
and the parties in interest have no standing in that court, except 
under the order of the court to come in and determine the ques- 
tion of the amount of damages; but when they appeal to a higher 
court the question is to be determined between contending par- 
ties who may have a right to that distribution. If there is no con- 


‘tention between parties as to the ownership and the right that 


they have in the judgment that is entered in the special term, 
then they get an order for their money; but if there are two con- 
tending parties who claim the amount awarded by the court, that 

uestion can be taken on a to the court of appeals, and there 

e court can determine the right between parties which is not 
determined in the special term of the District court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man one question. Why do you give no right of appeal on ques- 
tions of fact, or the amount of damages? 

Mr. HULICK. Well, the parties are all in court, before the 
court and jury in the ial term. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes; but suppose the finding 
there is inadequate? Suppose the damages awarded are not suffi- 
cient, then is there to be no ap ? As Lunderstand it, the judge 
at special term confirms the finding of the jury, and then the appeal 
lies only on questions of law. Is that right? 

Mr. HULICK. No,sir; [think the act provides another appeal. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is another appeal. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The general term, in proceed- 
ings under the law of eminent domain, can then set aside the 
amount of damage where it appears that the amount that has been 
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allowed to A is less than the amount allowed to his adjoining 
neighbor. , . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They can do that. ] 

Mr. HULICK. I refer you to page 2, line 5, of the bill: 

! arty aggrieved by the final order or decree of said court in special 
An the amount of damages, or the assessments for benefits as to any 
sarcel of laud, may take an appeal to said court of appeals, and shall be en- 
Ptled to a bill of exceptions as in civil cases, triable by jury. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And provided that said court 
of appeals shall consider only the question of law arising on said 
appeal if the question of damage award is not a question of law. 

Mr. HULICK (reading): 

From a final judgment of said court in special term under this act, dis- 
tributing the damages among contending claimants, any party aggrievec 
may in like manner take an appeal to the court of appeals, which court in 
such cases shall consider both questions of law and fact. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is where the question is 
as to the amount to be distributed between the landlord and the 
tenant, but not as to the amount of the claim on tke whole. 

Mr. HULICK. I think the gentleman has stated it correctly. 

The SPEAKER. If the House would like to hear the discus- 
sion gentlemen will please cease conversation. It is impossible 
for the House to hear. ; . ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is not this the same bill that the 
Judiciary Committee of the last House had before it and reported 
favorably? ; . 

Mr.HULICK. LIamnotadvised upon that point, but I think not. 
I think this bill was prepared by the counsel representing the Dis- 
trict since the beginning of the condemnation proceedings now in 
progress before Mr. Justice Cox. There isa hearing going on be- 
fore the special term of the court. A verdict or report of the jury 
has been rendered, and this bill seeks to remove all doubt on the 
question of appeal. ( a a 3 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This is simply a bill for the cor- 


rection of the administration of appeals wherein the bill which | 


fixed the process of litigation in this district was deficient? 

Mr. HULICK. To repeat what I have already said 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Answer the question. Is not this 
simply a bill to correct an error that was made in the other bill? 

Mr. HULICK. Not an error, but rather to remove a doubt ex- 
isting under the act of 1893, which provides for appeal from the 
special term to the general term. This amendment expressly pro- 
vides for appeal to the court of appeals. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that. 

Mr. HULICK. After the enactment of that act of 1893 there 
was a court of appeals provided for, and there is a doubt in the 
mind of the bar as to whether it is still governed by the act of 
1893 or goes to the court of appeals. This act removes that doubt. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The court of appeals, which has 
been created since the law of 1893, does not provide the machinery 
for getting these cases into court? 

Mr. HULICK. It did provide for appeals. There are two pro- 
visions authorizing an appeal under this actof 1893 from the special 
to the general term. This now expressly states that these cases 
under this act of 1893 shall be appealed to the court of appeals. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this bill is practically the same bill that was before the Committee 
on the Judiciary in the last House. It was considered very fully 
by that committee, which heard different members of the bar of 
the District of Columbia upon the subject, and the committee 
reached the conclusion unanimously that this bill ought to pass. 
It was reported and put on the Calendar, but was never reached. 
It is practically the same proposition. 














House at thistime. There are proceedings of condemnation now 
pending, and the verdict is not yet opened. The court is waiting 
for action here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thereisan expenditure of a quarter of a mil- 
lion dollars involved in one little section, is there not? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes; possibly more than that. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would hke to ask the gentleman a question. 
In the first place, how are the juries that assess these damages 
selected? Are they selected froma panel drawn sunually as jurors 
are usually selected in civil cases in other courts? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then how are they selected? 

Mr. HULICK. Section 10 of the original act provides that— 


When any right of way is to be cond: 
special term, shall cause a jury of seven 
to any person interested in the proceedin 3e1 
ment of the District of Colm ‘of the United States, to b 
the marshal, and shall administer an oath or affirmation tl 
out favor or partiality to anyone, to the best of their judgm: 
such questions, etc. 


“mned under this act said « rt 
jurors, disinterest nt ly 


gS and not 1 
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Mr. BRUMM. That answers my question and shows that the 
jurors are to be summoned by the marshal. 

Mr. HULICK. They are to be selected by the court and sum- 
moned by the marshal. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes; but the marshal selects them practically. 
Now, in the bill under consideration the proviso does not allow the 


| court to have any jurisdiction over matters of fact, as, for instance 


the amount of damages assessed, even though they may be as 
sessed at ten times the proper amount. The jurors are selected 
by the marshal of the District, and the court has no jurisdiction 
to regulate the assessment, whether it is too high or too low; but 
afterwards, when there is a dispute between the parties who are 
to receive these damages, the court is permitted to have jurisdic- 
tion. Now, what sense is there in den ing +. the court jurisdiction 
when the damages are first ass.ssed and then allowing the court 
jurisdiction when the men who are to receive the damages quarrel 
among themselves? 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman is discussing propositions that 
might properly arise if the question of the enactment of the orig- 
inal law or the question of its repeal were before the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, if the original bill is wrong, why not 
amend it by striking out this proviso and allow the court to have 
jurisdiction over the amount of damages as well as over questions 
of law? You allow the marshal to draw the jury, but an assess- 
ment made by those seven men can not be appealed from, no 
matter how excessive it may be, no matter how much it may have 
been ‘‘set up.” Now,it has been said that in the District of 
Columbia there have been combinations formed in regard to these 
matters,and probably there has been more of such combining, 
and even more rascality,in the matter of assessments here than 
in any other place of which we have knowledge. 

I think therefore that anything looking toward an investigation 
or inquiry into the amount of the damages assessed ought to be 
made as broad and liberal as possible. 

Mr. HULICK. The enactment of this amendment will not in- 
terfere with action on the lines suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRUMM. No; but it ought to remedy these defects. 

Mr. HULICK. Then you ought to prepare a bill expressly for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BRUMM. No; that is not necessary. Let us strike out 
this proviso and let the court have jurisdiction both of the law 
and the facts. Your provisois that the court of appeals shall 
consider only questions of law. Now, strike that out and let the 
court have jurisdiction over the facts as well as the law. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, if any other gentleman desires to 


Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a | 28k questions in regard to this bill I shall be glad to answer them 


question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 
Mr. HULICK. With pleasure. 


if Ican. The measure is an important one which concerns the 
interests not only of the city, but of the — generally, and it 
is to be followed by a very large expenditure of money; but in 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman tell the House from what | View of the present investigation it is important to have some 


fund these judgments are to be paid? 

Mr. HULICK. They are all to be paid from the funds of the 
District of Columbia. The United States in these cases does not 
pay a dollar. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The United States does not pay anything? 

Mr. HULICK. Not under the act of 1893, as I understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now,will the gentleman tell us the estimated 
amount that under the act of 1893 will probably be paid for the 
extension of these streets? 

Mr. HULICK. That would only be guesswork. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is believed to be in excess of $5,000,000, 

Mr. HULICK. Much greater than that, I am advised. 


action of the House on this question now, and the adoption of the 
amendment proposed will not interfere in any way with other 
action hereafter upon the suggestions made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Willthe gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whether hemakesthis proposition: That, without regard 
to the propriety of the original act of 1893 orits provisions, we ought 
to proceed this morning to amend the existing statute because 
some particular case is in the hands of Judge Cox? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Then, ought not the whole act to be repealed | Mr. HULICK. I only mentioned that fact as a reason having 


rather than be tinkered with? 


some weight why this bill should be considered at this time, and 


Mr. HULICK. That is a matter for the consideration of the | if there are no valid objections to this amendment, 1 think we 


gentleman and for the House. That question is not before the | ought to consider this measure without delay. Of course, if there 
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are other amendments that are important to be acted upon now, 
it is for the House to consider them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
the purpose of this bill is only to provide a system of appeals, to 
provide how they shall be taken and where they shall be taken. 

Mr. HULICK. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It does not undertake to correct 
the act of 1893 in any other respect? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; except that the act of 1893 does not 
rovide for an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
his bill provides, in addition to what is contained in the original 

act, for an appeal from the special term to the court of appeals 
and from the court of appeals on constitutional questions to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The bill does not treat of any other 
subject than that of appeals? 

Mr. HULICK. None whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the reason of asking the pas- 
sage of this bill is that, under the act to which it is supplementary, 
it is doubtful to what court appeals should be taken, and this bill 
proposes to set that question at rest? 

Mr. HULICK. That is it, precisely. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, That is all there is of it? 

Mr. HULICK. I have already stated that that is all there is in 
it. The bill does not propose to modify or amend or enlarge any 
of the rights of the court or of the parties in interest in this inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The bill does not undertake to 
correct or change the act of 1893 in any other respect? 

Mr. HULICK. As I understand, it does not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not see any objection what- 
ever to the passage of the bill, and I call for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

Onmotion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ASSESSMENT OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICZ OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the resolution (H. Res. 25) to extend 
the time for making assessments of real estate in the District of 
Columbia. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Depreventotions, etc., That the time 
fixed for the return of assessment by section 7 of the act of August 14, 1894 

»sroviding for an assessment of real estate in the District of Columbia be, anc 

the same is hereby, extended to the first Monday in April, 1896, as to the real 
estate in the present limits of the city of Washington, and that the time for 
returning the assessment of real estate in that portion of said District out- 
side the present limits of the city of Taeeneies be, and the same is hereby, 
extended to the first Monday in September, 1896. 

Seo. 2. That the time fixed by section 9 of said act for the meeting of the 
board of equalization and review be, and the same is hereby, postponed until 
the Ist day of September, 1896, so far as it refers to that portion of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia outside the present limits of the city of Washington, and 
the said equalization and review shall be finally completed on or before the 
tirst Monday in November, 1898, 

Sec. 3. That section 4 of the act entitled ‘“‘Anact for the —_ rt of the 

overnment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

878, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1877, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to make the whole tax levied under the assessment of 
that portion of the District of Columbia outside the present limits of the city 
of Washington herein provided for, due and payable cn the Ist day of May, 
1897, instead of one-half on the Ist day of November, 1896, and one-half on the 
Ist day of May, 1897, as_by existing law: Provided, That these amendments 
shall not extend beyond the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON], who made the report in this case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe this bill is on the Union Calen- 
dar, and if the point is made it will have to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I ask unanimous consent, however, that 
the bill be considered in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the bill appropriate any money? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. | . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It simply extends the time for assessing 
real estate in the District. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will make a brief statement, after which 
ee the gentleman from Iowa will not press his point. As I 

1ave just stated, the bill simply extends the time for completing 

the assessment of real estate in this District. The committee 
find that the act passed during the last Congress providing for 
this assessment does not allow sufficient time for the completion 
of the work. Therefore they have asked this slight extension. 
The measure is recommended by the Commissioners and unan- 
imously concurred in by the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the House proceeded to con- 
a joint resolution in the House as in Committee of the 

10le. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This bill is a very simple one. During 
the last Congress an act was passed providing for a new assess- 
ment of all real estate in this District. The Commissioners have 
found it impossible to complete that assessment within the time 


limited by the existing law, and they aska brief extension of time, 
so that the work may be completed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. An extension from what time to what time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. From January 1, 1896, until the first 
Monday of April, 1896. 

Mr. TERRY. Does this bill in any way affect the old question 
between the District of Columbia and the street-railroad com- 
panies with regard to assessments and payment of taxes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Notat all. 

Mr. HULL. Will not this bill postpone the collection of the 
taxes on property in the District of Columbia for a year? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. The last section provides that 
the act of 1877 be amended— 

So as to make the whole tax levied under the assessment of that portion 
of the District of Columbia outside the present limits of the city of Washing 
ton herein provided for due and payable on the Ist day of May, 1897, instead 
of one-half on the Ist day of November, 1896, and one-half on the Ist day of 
May, 1897, as by existing law. - 

Mr. HULL. Butit postpones the time for the collection of taxes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It makes all taxes collectible as statedin 
that section. 

Mr. HULL. Has the District government revenue enough to 
carry on its business in spite of this postponement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. es,sir, The Commissioners are entirely 
satisfied with this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Does not the presentation of such a bill as this 
emphasize the necessity of a general law for equalization of assess- 
ments, instead of having these applications brought here from time 
to time for a special assessment and equalization? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Possibly that idea may be emphasized by 
this bill, but it does not touch that question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill, as I understand, will not operate 
so as to require the Government of the United States to advance 
any money to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in drawing this bill as reported, under the 
direction of the committee, I was led into an error by reason of a 
clerical mistake in the letter sent to the chairman by the District 
Commissioners. That error consists in striking out in the seventh 
line of the bill the words ‘‘ Monday in April, 1896,” and inserting 
‘*day of May, 1897.” The bill as read at the desk by the Clerk, in 
the form in which it was originally introduced, is entirely accu- 
rate. I therefore ask the passage of the bill in that form, and 
not with the amendment reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. Hopkins). Then the gentle- 
man asks unanimous consent that the bill as read by the Clerk be 
substituted for the bill as reported from the committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That would possibly be the best way of 
disposing of the question. 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hopxuys in the chair. 

=~ CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3587) making appropriation for payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to raise the point of 
order against one of the provisions of this bill—that is, the last 
provision, which changes existing law. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done on the second reading of 
the bill when the section is reached for consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on 
pr ape which has reported this bill, has very little to 
offer in explanation of its provisions. The bill practically appro- 
priates the amounts required by the estimates of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. There are only afew material alterations or changes 
in the appropriations from the amounts estimated by him. The 
amount estimated by the Commissioner to pay the fees of exam- 
ining surgeons was $800,000, but it appearing from the report that 
only $750,000 have been expended during the last fiscal year, the 
committee thought it advisable to reduce the amount to $750,000 
which is the amount carried by this bill for that purpose. The 
amounts, for instance, for eee ae for fuel were reduced to 
some extent, but not in any partic degree. 
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The first amount carried by the bill, $140,000,000, is the same 
amount that was appropriated for the last year. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions estimates that the pension roll has now about 
reached its maximum limit, and that there will be no further in- 
creases in the amounts necessary to pay pensions hereafter, but on 
the contrary, he estimates that there will be a decrease from now 
on. There has not yet, however, been a sufficiently perceptible 
decrease to authorize and justify the reduction of the amount of 
the appropriation of last year, and so the committee agreed on the 
amount which is provided for this year, which is, as I have said, 
just the amount estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions. _ 

The committee have reported two amendments to the bill, which 
will be found on page 2. These amendments apply only to the 
act of June 27, 1890, and do not refer to any other of the several 
laws applicable to the granting of pensions. a 

The first amendment provides that where - application has 
been rejected under the act of 1890, and then subsequently a new 
application is filed in the case and the case prosecuted to a final 
adjudication and the pension allowed, that the date of the pay- 
ment of the pension shall begin with the filing of the first appli- 
cation, provided that the disability for which the applicant is 
pensioned existed at thattime. Under the present law, where a 
soldier, a soldier’s widow, or his minor child files an application for 
a pension, and that claim is rejected and the case closed, and 
again in two or three years another application is filed and the 

nsion is allowed—under the present law the applicant begins to 
oe pension from the date of the filing of the second application. 
Now, this amendment provides that if the applicant is pensioned 
for the same cause set forth in the original application, and the 
cause existed at that time and was overlooked and the case disal- 
lowed through the fault, perhaps, of his own testimony, or of the 
pension agent, or the Commissioner of Pensions, or through some 
of the Departments, that he should not suffer by reason of that, 
and therefore the pension is dated back to the date of the first ap- 

lication. 
' Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
single question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it refer to any case of rejection except 
where the case is rejected on account of informality or some defect 
in the testimony? Suppose it is rejected on the merits of the case? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. This amendment, I will say to the 
gentleman from Maine, has no reference to any rejection except 
the rejection or dismissal of the case because of some defect or 
informality. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is what I supposed—that it applied only 
to that particular class of cases. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all. It does not apply to 
a case where there has been a full hearing of the case and the case 
is finally rejected because it was not deemed meritorious, but only 
to those cases where there is asubstantial defect in the application 
or some informality init. I may say that the committee consider- 
ing this bill were pretty generally of opinion that the amendment 
ought to pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose the second application is defective, 
then what? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I should suppose that that 
same rule would apply until he files an application that is not 
defective; because until he does that, legally speaking, he files no 
application whatever, and until he files an application which is 
neither defective nor informal he is not to be prejudged by any 
mistake which may have been made by the clerk, or the scriv- 
ener, or the agent who wrote it for him. 

_ Although I am not the Commissioner of Pensions, and the con- 
sideration of that act may be susceptible of very serious changes 
as you change Commissioners of Pensions, yet I will say that if I 
were the Commissioner of Pensions I should hold that the appli- 
cant was entitled to the benefit of this amendment no matter how 
many defective ary he made. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to know whether or not the gen- 
tleman, in his experience, has come across cases where the proof 
has apparently been all that was required to establish the case, and 
yet the application has been rejected and the intimation made to 
the pensioner to file a new application, when the pension has been 
immediately allowed under the new application, apparently for 
the purpose of omens off the arrears. I should like to know if 
the gentleman has had any experience of that kind? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I will say to the gentleman 


from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] tixat personally I have had no experi- 
ence of that kind. 


Mr. STEELE. Well, I have. 
Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Because I have not had many cases; 
but I have heard and read of numerous instances of that kind. 
t, however, is a mere criticism of the Pension Commissioner. 
Mr. STEELE. I should like to ask the gentleman another 


Mr. STEELE. Whether in the case of officers’ widows, where 
they have proved up their claims so that the examiners have 
reported in favor of them in the Pension Office, so that the field 
examiners have reported the claim as proven up to the satisfac- 
tion of those officers, and where the examiner having the case in 
charge has certified it up as being made, that some unknown in- 
fluence has given this officer the direction to reject the claim, and 
then the applicant asked to file a claim under the law of June, 
1890, because under the proof the amount of pension allowed will 
be $12, under that act, instead of $21 or $30, or whatever the sum 
might be under the old act? Has the gentleman had any experi- 
ence of that kind? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask the gentleman if he 
means that the pension application rejected had been applied for 
under other laws than the act of June 27, 1890? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, this amendment would have 
no relation to any other act of Congress except the act of June 17, 
1890. I have heard of cases such as the gentleman suggests, but 
as to their correctness or authenticity I am not able to say. The 
purpose of this amendment, however, Mr. Chairman, is to pre- 
vent any difficulty of that kind occurring again in cases where 
pensions are applied for under this particular act. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not make it broad enough to apply to all 
acts as well? This act is certainly not one that we should favor 
so much as the old law, which refers to disabilities contracted 
during the war. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. ST¢ INE. That might be very pri yperly done. 
The fact is, however, that under the old laws, the act of 1862 and 
the various other early acts pertaining to pensions, there are very 
few applications now. All that were entitled to pensions under 
those old laws were pensioned some years ago, and nearly all the 
applications now pending, or that will be received hereafter, are 
under the act of June 27, 1890. 

The next amendment, Mr. Chairman, is one that I think will 
meet with the approval of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before the gentleman leaves the other, know- 
ing the construction given to pension acts over at the Pension 
Office, I think it would be as well to have this as definite as we 
can getit. This reads as follows: 

Provided, * * * anew application shall have been or shall hereafter be 
filed, and a pension shall hereafter be allowed under such claim, such pension 
shall date from the time of filing the first application; Provided, That the evi- 


dence in the case shall show the disability to have existed at the time of filing 
such first application. 










































Now, if a disability is shown to exist the last time that was not 
alleged in the first application, is it the intention that the appli- 
cant shall be pensioned for a disability that did not appear in the 
first application at all? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does it not so read? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not so understand. 

Mr. HAGER. If the disability existed it does. 

Mr. PICKLER. The language is— 


egeem, That the evidence in the case shall show the disability to have 
existed. 














Now, suppose it did exist, and that is shown, but that it was not 
alleged in the first application? 

Mr. HAGER. This covers that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not think, if the gentleman 
will allow me to say so, that a careful examination of this act 
would entitle the pensioner to the pension from the date of the 
first application 

Mr. PICKLER. We must make this very plain. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). When the first appli- 
cation did not disclose the disability for which he was pensioned. 


















During the fiscal year 1897, in expending this appropriation, whenever a 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, has been, or shall hereafter 
be, rejected, suspended, or dismissed because of any defect or informality 
in the application, and a new application shall have been, or shall hereafter 
be, filed, and a pension has been, or shall hereafter be, allowed in such claim, 
such pension shall date from the time of filing the first application, provided 
the evidence in the case shall show the disability to have existed, or to exist, 
at the time of filing such first application, anything in any law or ruling of 
the Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 


When we reach the consideration of the bill under the five- 
minute rule, for amendment, a word could be put in there to 
save all question of that. If the gentleman will bear it in mind, 
we will do so. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
a question in line of the question asked by the gentleman from 
South Dakota, whether he has made any estimate of the amount 
that will be necessary and the necessity for a large appropriation 
arising under this section. Have you made an estimate as to the 
amount of the allowances which will be made in the next fiscal 
year by reason of this legislation, of the amount of money that 
will be required to pay the pensions for the time intervening be- 
tween the first and the last allowed pension? 



















Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee did take that into 
consideration, and it was not thought necessary by the committee 
to raise the amount beyond the estimate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will sugyest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows that 
about $138,000,000—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not quite $138,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not quite $138,000,000 were expended during 
the last fiscal year in the payment of pensions. Without any 
special information as to what increased expenditures would be in- 
curred on account of this new legislation, it was supposed that the 
difference between the expenditure of last year and $140,000,000 
would meet this increased expenditure. Is not that correct? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, That is correct. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman from Texas state his 
basis for that supposition? In other words, was the Commissioner 
called upon to make an estimate before the committee? 

Mr.SAYERS. Ido not know. I am not a member of the sub- 
committee on the pension eeneeniae bill; but I believe the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, who had charge of the bill in subcommittee, 
can give you the information. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the interrogation, the 
committee desires to say that at the time these amendments were 
put in the proposed bill an inquiry was made of the Commissioner 
of Pensions as to the second amendment, by direction of the com- 
mittee, and he replied in that connection that he was unable to 
make an estimate, and that he could not give any definite infor- 
mation as to what the effect of that would be. As to the first one 
no inquiry was made by the committee; and while I am on the 
floor answering that suggestion I wish also to attempt to answer 
the last inquiry of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The first section of this amendment is intended mainly to cover 
the character of cases which I willexplain. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. StTeeLe] made an inquiry a moment ago in regard 
to the experience of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I will 
say to him in reply that 1 have had frequent experiences of the 
character he names, where an application has been made for a 

nsion and after pending for many months has been rejected. 

Jnder the law of 1890 the ruling of the Bureau has been that if 
no additional evidence was filed and no further steps taken to 
revive the application, after the expiration of ninety days the 
pensioner would be compelled to file another application in order 
to revive hisclaim. Then, when the time came that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions allowed the pension, he dated it from the date 
of the last application, in that way depriving the pensioner of the 
advantages that he might have had if the disability existed at the 
time of the first application. 

In reply to the gentleman from South Dakota, I will say that it 
was the purpose of the committee to make that section in spirit 
reach to this extent: That if the disability for which the pension 
was granted existed at the time of thefirst application the pension 
should date from that time; so that the pensioner, by this erectoe 
of the Department, should not be deprived of the advantages of 
his first application if the evidence showed the disability for which 
he was pensioned existed at the time of his first application. That 
was the intent and purpose of that provision, and if it does not 
cover the ground it should cover it. But you observe that it re- 
fers only to applications under the law of 1890. Comparatively 
few cases arise under the old law. Many of you are doubtless 
familiar with the fact that under the present rulings of the De- 
pene the former rulings of the administration of the Bureau 

y Commissioner Raum were reversed, and it was held under this 
latter ruling of the present Commissioner of Pensions that the law 
of 1890 was intended to reach only those incapacitated for manual 
labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support. 

Commissioner Raum held that under that law it was not neces- 
sary that one should trace the disability to the service, and that 
when ne was filed showing the disability, in the determi- 
nation of the degree of disability he would follow the old law up 
to the extent of $12a month. Under this recent ruling the first 
thing to be ascertained is whether the disability prevents the earn- 
ing of a living by the applicant by manual labor. If it is deter- 
mined that the disability does not interfere with his making a 
living by manual labor, that then the party applying should not be 
entitled toa pension. In other words, under the ruling of the Bu- 
reau at this time, if a man has lost an eye it is held that that does 
not interfere with his making a living by manual labor; if he has 
become deaf in one ear that that does not interfere with earning a 
living. Still it may be that in the pursuit of his vocation it may 
materially and perhaps absolutely deprive him of the power of 
earning a livelihood; and it was with a desire to cure these defects 
= she expenditure of this money that this provision was put in 

1¢ bill, 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas, as he 
seems to have given special attention to this particular portion of 
the subject, and inasmuch as it will become a very im nt one 
as we proceed, whether he has ascertained from the eens 
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the number of first applications which were rejected and which 
will necessarily come up for consideration in estimating for an 
ea 

fr. BLUE. I have not, and neither has the committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. So that you can not even approximate the 
amount of money that will be necessary to appropriate for this 
particular purpose? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir, Ican not; but in that connection I will 
say that an examination of the report of the Commissioner wil] 
show that a board of revision has been created, and that under 
the investigation of that board and the law of 1890, as governed 
by the newly established rule, somewhere near 100,000 pensions 
were affected in one way or another, either by having been cut 
down or dropped or in some other way, but the committee should 
understand that this provision is to apply only temporarily during 
the expenditure of this appropriation. 

Mr. HERMANN. In connection with a reference made by the 
gentleman to the discrimination between cases under the act of 
1890 and cases under the old law, I will ask him whether he dovs 
not think that this section discriminates to a certain extent as 
against payments under the old law whose applications were re- 
jected and subsequently reopened; in other words, does he not 
think that an application made under the old law should receive 
the same favorable consideration that he proposes to give to ap- 
plications made under the act of June 27, 1890? 

Mr. BLUE. In regard to that I will say that the committee felt 
some little delicacy in regard to amendments of this character, 
and desired to be as cautious as possible and to propose only those 
that they thought would be likely to meet the general approval of 
the House. So faras the other cases are concerned, as I said a mo- 
ment ago, they are comparatively few in number, but if the House 
sees fit to amend the bill so as toinclude all of them,Ido not know 
that the committee will have any objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to one or two matters, and I should like to have about 
ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the time for offering amendments has not yet ar 


rived. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not want to offer an amendment, but simply 
to discuss the general subject somewhat with a view toan amend- 
ment to be offered later. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Full opportunity for offering 
amendments will be afforded later, and I shall be glad to give the 
gentleman plenty of time, but we desire now to go on in the regu- 
lar way. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. I prefer to speak in my own time. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. r. Chairman, I desire to say that 
the real reason for the amendment suggested by the committce 
arises from two constructions which have been placed by the Pen- 
sion Bureau on the law of 1890. In the first place, the Bureau 
holds that the only date permissible under that law for the com- 
mencement of a pension is the date of the application; and sec- 
ondly, that the written application must be filed setting up the 
specific disability under Which the claim is made. It therefore 
follows that if the application does not specify the actual disability 
that is shown by the testimony, that application must be rejected 
and a new one filed, and the pension must begin from the time of 
the second application. Now, itis proposed to correct that by 
allowing the ene file an amended application setting forth 
clearly his disability and allowing the pension to run from the date 
of the first application, provid 
disability did actually exist. 

Mr. SAYERS The provision incorporated in the bill is in- 
tended, is it not, to cover a practice which already exists in the 
Department? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Unquestionably. In concluding 
the observation I was making, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the 
law originally was that a pension should be granted if it appeared 
that the claimant sates’ from any disability, either physical or 
mental, not the result of his own vicious habits, I submit the 
proper construction of the law would be to allow the granting of 
a pension without requiring the setting up of any specific disabil- 
ity, and in my view the amendment should go even further than 
is pro by the committee of which I am a member. The 
amendment that should be made, I think, is that whenever 2 per- 
son files a written —— stating in general terms that he is 
suffering from some disability, either physical or mental, which 
is not the result of his own vicious habits, and which interferes 
with his ability to obtain a living by manual labor, the pension 
should be granted; leaving it to the testimony to show the precise 
nature of the disability. However, it was to improve the methods 
of the Department and to meet some of the objections which are 
made by a technical Bureau adverse to the soldier that this par- 
ticular amendment was recommended in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
{[Mr. Harner], in view of what he said in reference to the action 


the testimony shows that the 
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of the Bureau in this matter, whether the Bureau is not doing the 
very thing which this provision contemplates. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no! ; 

Mr. SAYERS. [understood the gentleman to say just now that 
the Bureau in allowing a pension upon a second application dates 
it back to the first application. , 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no; it does not, except in one 
class of cases—where the disability which was informally set out 
in the first application is in the second set out in technical lan- 
guage, or where the disability is such as could readily have been 
taken for the disability originally set_ out. Only in that class of 
cases does the pension date back, under the present practice, to 
the date of the first application. as 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the second amend- 
ment, and the only remaining one reported by the committee, has 
reference to the applications for pension made by widows of de- 
ceased soldiers. Under the act of 1890 a soldier's widov r applying 
for a pension is obliged to prove to the satisfaction of the Pension 
Department that she is without other means of support than her 
daily labor. The committee thought this provision of the law 
should be modified,and has reported an amendment—not in the 
sense of an addition to the existing law, but directing how the 
money which we appropriate shall be distributed. This amend- 
ment provides that— 

During the fiscal year 1897, in expending this appropriation, it shall not be 
necessary for a widow, in establishing her claim to a pension under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to prove that she is without other means of 
support than her daily labor: Provided, That before she shall be entitled to 
a pension under the provisions of said law she shall prove that her net income 
does not exceed $500 per annum. 


Under the law as it now exists a soldier's widow can not get a 
pension without first proving that she is apauper. She mustshow 
that she has no means of support whatever except her daily labor. 
If her husband left her two or three thousand dollars, or a little 
house and lot which merely affords a shelter for herself and her 
children, she is barred from obtaining a pension, although her 
husband was not under any such bar in reference to his applica- 
tion. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman will allow me toask whether the 
Department has not required in every case that the soldier’s widow 
when applying for a pension shall show that she was living with 
the soldier in lawful wedlock—that she was his lawful wife? In 
other words, has it not been necessary under the practice of the 
Department for a widow to show, in the first place, that she was 
lawfully married to the soldier; that she was living with him as his 
wife; that she raised his children, and that at his death she was 
lawfully his widow? And after all this proof, has it not been nec- 
essary for her to show that she never had a divorce? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; and that she never had an 
opportunity to marry another man! [Laughter.] The Pension 
Department has required proof of agreat many absurd and ridic- 
ulous things; and none more ridiculous than in this particular. I 
must say, however, in justice to the present administration of the 
Pension Office, that the ground for criticism of this kind has ex- 
isted for some time. The construction of the pension laws as 
adopted by every Pension Commissioner has been narrow. It is 
the most ridiculous thing in the world to call upon an old gray- 
headed woman with married sons and daughters, who, with her, 
belong to church, to prove that she was not living with the father 
of those children without being formally married to him. That 
is simply one of the many ridiculous and absurd things which are 
required to be proved. Another is this requirement that the 
widow shall show she has no visible means of support. If she is 
supported by ason or a daughter or by the church—no matter 
how her support may be derived, ifshe has any visible means of sup- 
port, that fact is made a pretext for declining to grant her a pen- 
sion, The provision inserted by the committee, which we deem a 
reasonable one, is that it shall not be necessary for a soldier’s 
widow to prove that she has no means of support except her daily 
labor, unless she has an income exceeding $500 a year. I do not 
think they ought to limit it to that. There are some women, the 
wives of soldiers who served in the late war, who, if their hus- 
bands died, would find it a very inconvenient thing to attempt to 
live on $500 a year. It all grows out of the way the pension is re- 
garded. 

In the examination of Judge Lochren, the present Commissioner 
of Pensions, he stated in his testimony before the Committee on 
Appropriations that the pension is a mere charity or gratuity 
granted by the State at its own will—granted by the sovereign 
power—to be withheld at will or withdrawn at any time it shall see 
fit and proper. I believe the soldiers who took part in the late war 
have pee it otherwise. I believea pension is a sacred right— 
a vested right, belonging to the soldier and growing out of a con- 
tract for which due and valuable consideration passed to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States years ago, and that it is not a mere 
charity or gratuity to be doled out and repealed, withdrawn or 

Changed, to suit the will or legal construction which is passed upon 
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it by any administration or party in charge of that Department of 
the Government. It belongs to him asa matter of right, and he 
is as much entitled to it for his present disability as a member of 
Congress is to his salary. : halen? 

Mr. Chairman, the committee deemed it best not to modify this 
law so radically as to startle anyone, but to at least give the 
widow of the soldier an opportunity to secure a pension after 
proving her right to it without the necessity of proving that she 
was a pauper. The examination of the testimony that will be 
found accompanying the report of the committee shows that there 
were 104,000 cases—and I make this statement in response to some 
questions which have been asked by some member, I do not now 
remember who—that there were 104,000 cases considered during 
the last year with a view to changing the pensions they are now 
receiving. My colleague on the committee [Mr. BLUE] spoke of 
the difference in the construction of the act of 1890. : 

You all remember that the act of 1890 was passed during the 
late Administration preceding the present one. That was a law 
which added a great many cases to the pension roll. The inten- 
tion of the law was to pension every disabled soldier without re- 
gard to the origin of the disability. Stated in as few words and 
as concisely as I can state it, the purpose and intent of the law 
was to pension every soldier without regard to the origin of the 
disability if it was lawful. The first construction of the act was 
given to it when it came before General Raum, then the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. He decided, in his construction of the act, 
and issued a general order to that effect, that in considering the 
rate of pension to be allowed in those cases under the act of 1890 
the rate of disability should be considered the same as if it was of 
service origin. In other words, a soldier applying for a pension 
should have it adjudicated precisely as if the disability for which 
he applied was incurred during the war—that is, up to the extent 
of $12 per month—the law limiting it to that. 

For mstance, if a man lost a leg or an arm in a thrashing ma- 
chine in the last five years, and applied for a pension under the 
disability act, and had it allowed, it would give him a rating up to 
$12 a month, or the rate he would have gotten had he lost a limb 
in battle up to that extent, because, of course, under the act it 
could not go beyond thatsum. Theintention of the law, in other 
words, was to allow a pension to the fullest extent warranted by the 
law. The law says the time has come in the history of this war, 
and the history since the war, when every disabled soldier shall 
draw a pension without it being necessary for him to prove that 
he incurred the disability in the war. Mr. Lochren, when he came 
into the office of Commissioner of Pensions, and Mr. Bussey and 
Mr. Smith—Mr. Bussey, I believe, having retained his position, 
and being Assistant Secretary of the Interior under a former Ad- 
ministration—decided that there was an error made in the con- 
struction of the act, and therefore they reconsidered something 
like 104,000 cases 

Mr. NORTHWAY, If the gentleman will allow me to make a 
correction, they reviewed all of the cases under the law of 1890— 
104,000 last year and 108,000 previously. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ihave said that this was in the 
last fiscal year, when 104,160 cases were considered. In 4,149 cases 
the pensioners were dropped from the roll as not disabled for man- 
ual labor in any pensionable degree. For instance, if a man was 
pensioned for the loss of a leg or an arm under the act of 1890, he 
was dropped from the roll because he was not disabled from the 
yerformance of manual labor to any pensionable degree accord- 
ing to this ruling. 

In 2,279 cases the pensioners were dropped as not entitled under 
said act of June 27, 1890, and were restored and previous pensions 
granted them under the general law, which I will venture to say 
in every instance was a smaller pension than they were receiving 
under the act of 1890. 

Mr. MORSE. I guess that is true. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not knowthat anybody testi- 
fied to that, but I will venture that assertion without any fear of 
serious contradiction. 

In 20,359 cases the rate of pension was reduced, and in 77,373 
cases in which further evidence was filed the pensions were con- 
tinued at the former rate. The difference in the construction be- 
tween these two laws by these two Commissioners of Pensions has 
made all this trouble in reference to pensions of which we have 
heard so much during the last three years. 

Therefore I say it all grows out of the definition to be placed 
upon a pension. We hold, or at least I hold, and I believe a ma- 
jority of this side of the House hold, that a pension is the consum- 
mation of a contract; that it is something which belongs to the 
soldier as a matter of right, and that it should not be disturbed 
when once it has been allowed him, unless the most plain and 
apparent fraud is established by the verdict of a jury. 

have only, Mr. Chairman, to refer to the different amounts of 
money appropriated in former years, which I will do in a very 
brief way, and then leave the bill for such consideration as the 
committee may deem proper to give it. 
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In 1894 the total amount appropriated was $166,831,350. It has 
been reduced, therefore, something in the neighborhood of $25,000,- 
000 up to the present time. If no laws are passed increasing the 
payment of pensions and adding to the pension roll, the next fiscal 
year—not the one for which we are now appropriating, but the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898—will, in my judgment, see this 
roll reduced to considerably below $140,000,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is a proviso on page 3, as follows: 

Provided, That before she shall be entitled to a pension under the provi- 
sions of said law she shall prove that her net income does not exceed $500 per 
annum. 

Does that apply to widows of Mexican and Indian wars as well 
as to widows of the late war? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That only applies to widows ap- 
plying under the act of 1890. 

Mr. HARRISON. It makes a distinction between the widows 
of different classes of soldiers? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; as I understand it, it only 
applies to widows applying for pensions under the act of 1890. As 
I understand it, the widows of soldiers of the Mexican war apply 
under a special law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the gentleman regard the contract be- 
tween the Government and the soldier as any different in the dif- 
ferent wars? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not atall. I think it is the sub- 
ject of a very proper amendment, if the gentleman desires to of- 
fer it. 

Mr. BRUMM. The only difference is that the soldiers of the 
Mexican war are better provided for. 

Mr. MOSES. Iam opposesd to any pauper clauses; but at the 


age age of 75 or 80 years, to prove that they can not earn a liveli- 


receive $12amonth. Would you haveany objection to doing away 
with that pauper clause in that act and to adding it to the amend- 
ment here? 

Mr. BINGHAM. AsTI understand the law, the pension given 
to soldiers of the Mexican war is a service pension, All you have 
to prove is that the soldier served sixty days. 

Mr, BRUMM. It is a service pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. And in the Indian wars only thirty days’ 
service. 

Mr. MOSES. But under the act providing for soldiers of the 
war of 1812, which isa service pension, they receive $12 per month. 
The pensioners of the Revolutionary war receive $12 per month; 
and we have established the precedent of allowing $12 per month 
as a service pension. Yet these old men, survivors of the Mexican 
war, must prove that they are paupers, and although they are 80 
years of age they must prove that they can not earn a livelihood 

xy manual labor in order to receive $12 per month. 

Mr. BRUMM. Youare entirely mistaken, 

Mr. MOSES. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. BRUMM. They draw their pensions the moment they show 
they were in the service for sixty days. 

Mr. MOSES. Iknow whatIam speakingabout. They draw $8 
a month as a service pension; but they can not draw $12 per month 
unless they swear that they are paupers, and Southern men do not 
generally swear to any such thing. 

Mr, GROUT. If I may have the attention of the gentleman, he 
is mistaken in saying that the regular service pension is $12 a 
month. The service pension is $8 a month. 

Mr. MOSES. I say the service pension allowed to the survivors 
of the war of 1812, and all other wars except the Mexican war, is 
$12 a month. 

Mr. GROUT. Eight dollars a month, as I understand it, is the 
usual service pension, and the Mexican soldiers receive $8 a month; 
but when they show they are dependent upon manual labor, then 
they can draw $12 a month. 

Mr. MOSES. Iunderstand that the amendment which we are 
considering is not to require these widows to prove that they are 
paupers; and I say, let us not require these old Mexican war 
soldiers to prove that they are paupers. 

Mr. GROUT. We are not talking about the soldier; we are 
talking about the widowsin this connection; and I hope the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill will not consent to any amendment 
whatever in that way. 

Mr. HEMENWA The difference between the case of a widow 
under this law and the Mexican pensioner is that under this law 
the widow has to make proof that she is a pauper before she gets 
a pension, while the Mexican soldier gets his pension as a service 


pension. 
Mr. MOSES. I want to do away altogether with this idea of 
pauperism. The State of Georgia gives more to Confederate pen- 


sioners than any other seven of the Confederate States. To the 
widow of any Southern soldier who was killed we give a pension, 
even if worth half a million, and I am opposed to all pauper laws 
in regard to pension legislation, 





OTT AR i TS A CNR BRE STS. 





Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I am not sufficiently familiar with 
the provisions of the laws that my friend from Georgia referred 
to to answer the question, but I only want to say this, that we, 
who represent the survivors of this war, only want the same pen- 
sion and the same privileges and the same immunities that have 
been granted to others in other wars heretofore. 

Mr. MOSES. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state that 
the proposition I have made is one that was unanimously agreed 
to by the last Congress, without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question before he retires? How much does the State 
of Georgia give to its Confederate soldiers? 

Mr. MOSES. About $800,000 per annum to soldiers and widows. 

Mr. PICKLER. We give to Union soldiers in Georgia 
$483,569.98. 

Mr. MOSES. Yes; they are all leaving your country and com- 
ing down there. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are good citizens. 

Mr. MOSES. Thatis right; and they are all turning Democrats 
when they come there. 

Mr. PICKLER. There will never be a rebellion when you get 
them there. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to line 
12 and line 14 of page 2. Iam afraid from the manner in which 
that is drawn that a hostile construction might be put upon that 
amendment as you propose it, and it would be held to apply only 
to cases where, during the time that thie _ propriation was being 
expended, claims should not have been rcyected. Now, let me sup- 
pose a case. A case is rejected in 1893. Afterwards, when the 


| claimant has filed all the evidence, he is in the same condition in 
same time the law requires Mexican soldiers, although of the aver- | 


1897 as in 1893; but because of a defect in filing the first claim, 


| failing to assert, for instance, that the disability was not the re- 
hood by manual labor, and also that they are paupers, in order to | 


sult of vicious habits of the soldier, the original application was 
rejected altogether. Now, should there not be inserted, between 
the words *‘ has been,” the words ‘‘at any time,” and in line 14, 
after the word ‘ application,” also the words “‘ at any time ”; so 
that if the application has been rejected before 1897, and before 
this ——- in 1897 falls in, it would also cover all these 
cases 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The difficulty is that that would 
make it subject to the point of order that it is new legislation. 

Mr. LACEY. If it is new legislation, why would not the same 
objection apply to the amendment you offer? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee thought it would 
not. The committee thought in the language in which this para- 
graph was drawn it would not be subject to that criticism. 

r. LACEY. Nine cases out of ten that this amendment would 
be applied to, are cases where the rejection has been prior to the 
enactment of this limitation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I fully agree with you, but for the 
fact that it will be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. If this is subject to the point of order, let us pass 
to the next paragraph. It also provides that during the fiscal 
year and the expenditure of this appropriation a certain law shall 
apply. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. What is to prevent the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in ane the cases of widows’ pensions, from limiting 
the payment and allowance to the period covered by this appro- 
priation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. By that time we hope to have a 
Commissioner of Pensions who will not think of misconstruing 
the law. i plause on the Republican side.] The force of public 
opinion will be such as to prevent anything of that kind again. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer the amendment I have suggested 
in lines 12 and 14 and to take the chances on the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. When the time comes we will be 
glad to ope the gentleman an opportunity. 

Mr. BLUE. Let me make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that when the time comes when this amendment 
can be offered the gentleman can offer the amendment for general 
legislation, and if the point of order is not made, let the matter 
then be determined. 

Mr. LACEY. Iremember that in the last Congress Mr. Hatch 
of Missouri, as chairman of the Committee of the Whole, overruled 
a much more important point of order than this would be, and I 
think we are rather more favorably situated in that respect now 
than we were then. eee] 

Mr. ERDMAN (toMr. WILLIAMA.STONE). 
pensions will this affect? ; 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Is not the number in the neighborhood of 
100,000? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Doesmy colleague mean to say that 
there are 100,000 applications for widows’ pensions not allowed? 

Mr. ERDMAN. t speak of the number of applications made 
and not granted because the widows were not dependent. 


How many widows’ 
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LIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague asks 
ion a. cae number of widows who will be affected by this amend- 
ment, which provides that it shall not be necessary to prove that 
they have no other means of support. Iam unable to answer that 
question. Ido not know how many cases this amendment will af- 
fect, but whether the number be 1 or 100,000, the amendment ought 
to pass. [Applause. ] This country isin a pretty bad shape finan- 
cially, I will admit; it could not be much worse; but the time has 
not yet come, and the prospects are that it will not come in the 
future, when we can not afford to pay the widows of the soldiers 
who put down the rebellion. [Applause. ] ; 

Mr. ERDMAN. Another question. Do you provide any appro- 

riation for the payment of these additional pensions? 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Yes,sir. The answer to that ques- 
tion is found in the inquiry of the gentleman from Texas a 
Sayers]. The official reports show that nearly $138,000,000 of the 
amount appropriated for pensions for the last fiscal year was ex- 

nded. The Commissioner of Pensions insists on $140,000,000 
for the current year. We thought that if possible the $1,500,000 
that would be left unexpended of the amount appropriated last 
year would perhaps cover any additional payments that might be 
required under the operation of this amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Then, if you are mistaken about that, your 
purpose is to trench upon the funds set aside for the pensions of 
the soldiers in order to provide for the widows? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all. If it should become 
necessary we will do what our friends on the other side have done 
repeatedly—provide for a deficiency; and there will be no soldier 
and no soldier’s widow left unpaid when this fiscal year ends, 

Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
een Illinois _ GRAFF] for twenty minutes. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk an 
amendment which I intend to offer at the proper time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, what provision 
is there for time on the other side? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is no arrangement as to 
time, but if there is anybody on the other side who desires to ad- 
dress the committee at this time, I do not suppose there will be 
any objection. 

Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, are we not now in general de- 
bate on this pension bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. So that any member who gets the floor will be 
entitled to an hour. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We are in general debate, and I 
think we had better run along in that way until we ascertain how 
many gentlemen desire to address the committee on this bill. I 
do not wish to enter into any arrangement as to time just now, 
but I do not think there will be any difficulty. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to have an hour, though I probably shall not occupy it all. 

Mr. DOVENER. r. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] whether there is any 
division on this subject—whether there is any ‘‘ other side”; and 
if so, which is ‘‘ the other side ’’? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There may be some gentlemen 
who desire to speak in opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. DOVENER. Well, I simply want to know who are ‘‘ the 
other side,” because I have taken for granted that we were all in 
favor of pensions. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the desk, so that it may be incorporated 
in my remarks, and then after the general debate I will at the 
proper time offer the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the conclusion of the present bill the following: 
** Provided further, That during the fiscal year 1897 in expending this appro- 
pee no pension shall be reduced, suspended, or dropped except for fraud 
nh obtaining the pension, which fraud shall be established by the verdict of 
a jury of the United States circuit or district court of the circuit or district in 
which the pensioner resides, either by indictment or issue framed in the civil 
branch of the court, at the relation of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, of which the pensioner shall have notice and a and plead as in 
other cases, except where title to said pension has ceased to exist under pro- 
visions of law. A certified copy of the indictment or issue, and the proceed- 
ings, verdict, and judgment, shall in all such cases be forwarded by the clerk 
of the court to the Commissioner of Pensions free of cost.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to re- 
serve the point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. GRAFF. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
I am not offering the amendment at this time. I have merely 
asked to have it read as a part of my remarks. Mr. Chairman, I 
havehad this amendment read to this committee not for the purpose 
of precipitating discussion, but for the urpose of fulfilling one of 
the important pledges that I made to those constituents who sup- 
aa me in my Congressional district at the election held last 
all. It seems to me that as compared with measures calculated 
to enlarge and make more liberal the present pension laws, per- 
mitting those who are now seeking pensions to obtain them more 
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readily, this measure is higher in importance, because it gives to 
those who are already honestly and honorably upon the rolls some 
security of remaining there. It isa matter of general importance 
and a subject of general discussion among the 900,000 widows and 
soldiers who are now upon the rolls. Nor is it necessarily unre- 
ene Mr. Chairman, to put a rider upon an appropriation 
ill. A part of the history of the Republican party is connected 
with a rider which was placed upon an appropriation away back 
in antebellum times for the purpose of preventing the use. of 
United States troops to aid lawless invaders in the Territory of 
Kansas who sought to force slavery upon that Territory. That 
case affords an instance of rider legislation which certainly can 
not be condemned and is entitled to much praise. , 

Grave conditions make excusable heroic remedies. This amend- 
ment has been carefully drafted along the very line of the two 
amendments which have been submitted by the Committee on 
Appropriations, and is no more subject to criticism as interfering 
with or changing or modifying existing law than the amendments 
affecting widows’ pensions, and that providing that pensions shall 
date from the date of the original application. This amendment 
has been so drawn that by its terms it simply limits the conditions 
under which the appropriation shall be expended, and is confined 
in its effect to the fiscal year for which this appropriation is to be 
passed. 

I am proud of the methods of the legislation of this House 
during this session, so far as this side of the Chamber is con- 
cerned. The anomalous condition caused by Democratic legis- 
lation and Democratic policy has thus far been met by emergency 
legislation. Emergency legislation as I believe and as | think 
the people of this country will feel, is not only excusable and 
defensible. but is indeed praiseworthy where there is a necessity 
for immediate action, and where the emergency legislation is com- 
mensurate with the needs of the hour. 

We have passed thus far as emergency measures a bond bill and 
a tariff bill. These two measures were for the purpose of restor- 
ing confidence in commercial circles. I have now sent to the desk 
an emergency measure, the object of which is to restore confi- 
dence to 900,000 anxious but honest and honorable veterans upon 
the pension roll, who are apprehending—and not without good 
reason for their fears—an attack from an unseen source. The 
bond and tariff measures were passed because permanent legisla- 
tion was impossible. This emergency policy operates, Mr. Chair- 
man, very much like a porous plaster. It is glatabieced by the 
Republican party at this time to the anatomy of the Democratic 
Administration to cure political enemia. It is going to bea little 
painful to them, but we hope that the two emergency measures 
already passed will create a healthy circulation, although they 
may draw the dark red blood to a painful congestion at the point 
where the remedy is applied. While I did not approve the bond 
bill, and did approve the tariff measure, both were passed to re- 
store and maintain the public credit, and it is hoped they will 
have that effect if they become laws. 

The amendment I present is to restore and maintain the national 
honor and fulfill our sacred obligations. 

It is a well-known fundamental principle of law in all courts 
thata final judgment can not be set aside except forfraud. That 
principle obtains in every tribunal having judicial powers. Not 
only that, but the burden of proving such fraud rests not upon 
the person in whose favor the final adjudication is had, but upon 
the person who attacks it. This principle applies not only in law, 
but on the chancery side of our courts; it is operative inal! forms 
of procedure, whether in common law oracode. And it is fur- 
ther a universal principle of law that when you seek to set aside a 
final adjudication by acharge of fraud, the inquiry does not go so 
far as to permita retrial of the issues. The only point of inquiry 
to which the court will direct its attention is the question whether 
the particular fraud charged is established. Not only this, but 
the universal rule of pleading is that when a final judgment is at- 
tacked upon such a ground, a general charge of fraud is not suffi- 
cient to entitle the court to institute an inquiry, but the particular 
charges must be laid with specific certainty. These principles, 
fundamental in their nature, are every one of them violated under 
the mode of procedure adopted in the administration of the pres- 
ent Commissioner with respect to stopping pensions. These are 
rules which would govern a controversy over a Texas broncho 
worth $15. Is there any reason (and I appeal particularly to this 
side of the Chamber) why it shall be considered presumptuous for 
# man to demand the same rights concerning his pension that he 
has concerning all other property? 

The wholetrouble, as intimated by my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] arises from the particular theory which 
may be adopted concerning pensions. One theory of construction 
is that a pension is a simple gratuity; the other is that it is the pay- 
ment of an honest debt. Iadopt the same construction as my 
friend from Pennsylvania—that a pension which has been granted 
is as solemn an obligation as a bond in writing. And the con- 
sideration is the reverse of the Shylock bond. The obligation 
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there was to render the pound of flesh. In this bond the condi- 
tions are reversed; the consideration is the past relinquishment 
of flesh and blood and life and health. [Applause.] 

When a party called upon to construe pension laws takes the 
position which I am just advised the present Commissioner took, 
that a pension is simply a gratuity which the Government has 
voluntarily offered to the recipient, the irresistible ground for him 
to take to bein harmony with that position would be that a strict 
construction would follow as against the recipient. But if the 
opposite theory is taken, that a pension is a vested right, then the 
irresistible conclusion follows that such a construction of the law 
should be adopted as to facilitate, not to prevent, the payment of 
the honest debt which the Government owes. 

The Commissioner of Pensions, while he has treated me person- 
ally with the greatest of courtesy, and while I would not person- 
ally attack him, possesses too much judicial power for any execu- 
tive officer. There is not a single tribunal in the United States 
having nisi prius powers that has as sweeping a jurisdiction, 
deals with as many people and as important interests, as the man 
who sits at the head of the Pension Bureau. I say, whether the 
Commissioner of Pensions was inimical to pensions or not, that it 
is unfair to place in the hands of any man an arbitrary right or 
power to pass — such important cases, especially after the pen- 
sioner has applied, produced his evidence, and obtained a final 
adjudication of his claim on the merits of the case so presented. 
There the case ought to rest. 

As an instance I have but to refer, Mr. Chairman, to the notifi- 
cation that is sent out to the pensioner when information is given 
that an inquiry is to be instituted in his case. There is nothing 
in the law at present which prevents the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions from putting a pensioner to the trouble and expense of an 
inquiry on his own arbitrary and unreasonable decision. Noman 
ought to be driven to the necessity of a retrial or a rehearing of 
his case or the anxiety of again going over these old rights and re- 
producing evidence unless there is something substantial that has 
come up which justifies the necessity for such areinvestigation. In 
that investigation every member here knows that no fair notice is 
given to the pensioner, who is simply told that his pension will be 
dropped unless he furnishes testimony to the contrary within sixty 
or ninety days. All of God’s mercy can not sweeten a heart which 
has no outlet, but I have been endeavoring—I say this especially 
to my friends on this side of the House—to meet this question not 
from the standpoint of generosity or patriotism, but to measure it 
by the cold but just rules of the law. 

Here is a man who is put upon an inquiry concerning a vested 
right simply by the arbitrary notice of an official that his pension 
is to be dropped unless additional testimony is offered within a 
limited time; and yet, contrary to all rules of pleading, the Com- 
missioner is not bound to put into the notification the point on 
which he desires this investigation or on which investigation what 
additional testimony is wanted. The Commissioner is not even 
compelled to comply with a requirement that would be necessary 
in a court of the most inferior jurisdiction of the land and con- 
cerning the smallest amount. Not only that, but he is called on 
to produce testimony within sixty daystorebut what? He knows 
not. What kindof a trial would a man think he would be sub- 
jected to were he required, by any known rules of procedure, to 
rebut testimony of which he was absolutely ignorant? 

Even the members of Congress here, who enjoy privileges which 
no one else enjoys over in that Pension Office, go there and are 
assured blandly that they have a right to examine pepers: but 
many of us have gone there to examine papers and found them in 
the hands of the Commissioner on the opposite side of the desk, and 
received our information filtered through his construction of what 
they contained. If, then, a member of Congress, who has the 
privilege, which I am now exercising, of protesting against this 
policy in the Halls of Congress, can obtain no better treatment than 
that, what can the poor pensioner, who is a thousand miles from 
the administration of the office, obtain in the way of information 
as to the testimony which he is called upon to rebut? Not only 
that, but the present Commissioner was called on by myself and 
by other members on this floor, whom I have heard talk of it, to 
be allowed to inspect a report made by a medical board concern- 
ing the standing, rating, or nonrating of a pensioner who had a 
plied, and we were told we could receive the information, but it 
was upon the strict limitation that we were upon our honor not to 
reveal the contents of the verdict of that medical body to the pen- 
sioner, the only man who was interested in it! Measured by the 
strict rules of law, would you consider your rights safe if you had 
to go to the judge, or, still worse, to the attorney on the other side, 
for the purpose of obtaining the evidence to be in court on 
which your rights were to rest, and receiving not only the con- 
struction that he chooses to put upon it, but limiting that knowl- 
edge to your own bosom and not being permitted to recite it to 
your client? 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one principle which is embodied 
in the constitution of all the States in the Union it is that all the 


private citizens of the State have an unlimited right to view all 
public records, and that is supplemented by the still further and 
undisputed doctrine that every litigant has a right to view all 
pleadings, evidence, depositions, and other documents submitted 
in support of the testimony on the opposite side of the case. There 
is another legal principle violated by the present policy. Suppose 
you were bound to submit important rights and the determination 
of a case, when you are not only not permitted to know what the 
testimony of the other side is, but on testimony given by witnesses 
whose names you were not permitted to know and whom you have 
no privilege and opportunity of cross-examining. 

The right of cross-examination obtains in the giving of testi- 
mony in all courts, whether civil or criminal, whether the testi- 
mony is taken in open courtor by deposition. The animus of the 
witness is thus obtained, as wellas the reasonableness of his story, 
his means of knowledge, and all the other valuable details which 
are elicited by a cross-examination in the interest of truth. 

The time of Mr. GRarr having expired, by unanimous consent, 
on motion of Mr. PAYNE, it was extended fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, there need be no fear on the part 
of the members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that this 
emergency proposition will in any way interfere with the passage 
of a permanent law containing similar provisions. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman that I think 
he will find that every member of the “ .mittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions is in favor of any proposed pen .on legislation on any bill 
where it can be suaatel. 

Mr.GRAFF. I believe that, and I want to say to my friend 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], that in private 
conversation with him before the introduction of this amendment 
he gave his hearty indorsement to its passage. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there can be no difference of opinion in re- 
gard to the propositions thus far laid down. I desire to occupy 
the time of the House concerning the wisdom of the remedy by a 
reference tothe United States court. It may be said in reply that 
the district attorneys in the various Federal courts have the power 
to institute wholesale charges against pensioners. What limita- 
tion is there on the Commissioner at the present time to prevent 
his instituting the same sort of a wholesale charge, covered by 
the cloak of secrecy and without that measure of responsibility 
which follows upon an open, daylight investigation which the dis- 
trict attorney would incur for improper or unwise action? It is 
well known that the judicial powers are more safely confided to 
those departments of the Government which are peculiarly judi- 
cial in their functions than to any administrative officer under the 
name of discretion. 

A certain amount of discretion must be necessarily allowed 
every administrative officer, but this goes a great way beyond any 
reasonable definition of that word. The practical effect of this 
amendment, if ingrafted upon this bill, would place upon the dis- 
trict attorney in each of the districts the burden of responsibility, 
if he did not take the precaution, as every wise and able prosecu- 
tor takes it, to make a preliminary examination of his case before 
he files it in the court. It would be necessary even if he did not 
want to doit. He would have to make an investigation into the 
facts in order to legally draw his information or indictment. He 
would have to draw it with a great deal more legal certainty than 
this order of notification. He wonldhave to establish fraud under 
all those well-founded principles of law to which I have adverted. 

Those of us who are lawyers of any experience in Federal courts 
know that while the Federal courts are under the law bound to 
adopt the procedure under the laws of the State in which the dis- 
trict is situated, yet on account of their independent position they 
adopt that flexible construction of those laws of procedure which 
make the Federal courts at once a terror to the guilty and the 
security of the innocent. If I were an innocent man under indict- 
ment for an alleged crime there is no court in the land where I 
would more gladly submit ay rights than in a Federal court 
properly organized. Itis well known that the judges who sit upon 
the bench are divested of partisan interest and bias as much as 
any man on the sod. It is a well-known fact among lawyers that 
when a prejudiced man, filled with partisanship, is chosen to go 
upon the bench he leaves behind him, in a way that is surprising 
to his former associates, that partisan bias which has been a part 
of the warp and woof of his character before. 

Remember that the provisions of this lawdo not add a dollar to 
the expenditures of this Government. They do not make the nec- 
essary appropriation a cent larger. This law can not becalled ex- 
travagant, because it calls for the — of no new money. 
It simply demands the security of those who are already drawing 


pensions. 

I do not make the from a partisan standpoint. I would 
place the veterans od pe honestly upon the roll above the reach 
of the criticism and whim of either the Republican or the Demo- 
cratic party. I willsay, however, with regard to the Democratic 
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policy of writing letters to Democratic postmasters throughout 
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the United States for the purpose of finding out if a witness who | 


has testified in favor of apensioner is disreputable and thus affect- 
ing the rejection of the testimony upon the report, either sworn to 
g ; 


or otherwise, by the postmaster away out in the West, or away | 


from the capital, that that policy is infamous. 

I think that witnesses who, under the cover of secrecy which 
they invite, stab a neighbor by condemning and vilifying the 
character of a witness who has furnished testimony in favor of a 
pensioner— that the fact that they seek the protection of the Com- 
missioner by having their letters withdrawn from the files, so that 
there can be no examination, shows that those fellows ought to 
have somebody to vouch for them. As tothe general policy of 
this Administration toward pensions, as to the proposition that 


| State of New York or in the city of 


to their application for pensions, I might enter a plea of res judi- | 


cata to that. : 

There was a trial of that issue, among other issues, in 1894, and 
we are now entering into the fruition ot that verdict; and we will 
complete it in 1897. [Applause on the Republican side.] Itseems 
that this hanging up of pension claims is a part of the general pol- 
icy of the Democracy, not so much that they are against the sol- 
dier as they are against any sort of commendable action. They 
seem to have a sort of conga that the noblest sentiment in 
man is niggardliness instead of action andachievement. It seems 
that they prefer timid inaction to courage, because courage carries 
with it responsibility. They hesitate to meet the needs of a great 


our rivers and harbors unimproved and unprotected; they do not 
inaugurate an active policy of internal improvements; they meet 
none of the great possibilities of a growing Republic, because 
they must appropriate money with which to do it. 

I want to refer gentlemen on the other side to a book of rules 
which needs no amendment. I commend to them, not only as 
their guide in this House, but outside, that rule wherein the doc- 
trine pertaining to stewardship is correctly given in the parable 


misrepresentation or invective against myself in the future, or of 
personal abuse, I should be voiceless on this emergent ocen 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me one 
minute? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is there any sentiment in the great 
New York, which the gentle- 
man claims to voice, to strike down a liberal construction of the 
pension laws of this country in 1 lf of the men who followed 
the flag in the late rebellion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not know whether it ig 
necessary for me to give the gentleman time to interri 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I beg the gentleman's pa n; I 


| did not hear him say that he would not allow an interruption. I 
this Administration has not treated the soldiers fairly in reference | f 


} 
I 


re 
asked him the question because he stated that he represented the 
great State of New York in part, and the city of New York in 
art, where I understood him to say that there was a sentiment 
against this kind of legislation. I think he said that. Certainly 
he did permit me tointerrupt him, but I do not desire to be guilty 
of any discourtesy to him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iamaware that probably any 
inhibition against interruptions would be of little avail; but I will 
say to the gentlemen from the other side that I believe there is a 
sentiment, not only among the Democratsin New York, but among 
the best Kepublicans, adverse to an enlargement of pension legis- 
lation and to the looting of the Treasury of the United States un- 





| der pretenses which are not justified. 
nation, because they must needs make appropriations. They leave | 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentle 
man’s pardon, but that is not the question I asked hin. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I decline to yield. 

Let me here, at the inception of my remarks, state that Iam a 
friend of the soldier; that I believe that any man who fought in 
the civil war has positive rights which should be protected. The 


leader of one of my districts, and a gentleman most potent in ac- 


| cording me the Congressional nomination, is a man who has a 


of the talents, wherein the Lord gave unto one of his agents, | 


who was a Democrat, only 1 talent, and he gave to a Republican | 
10 talents. [Laughter.] The Democrat, remembering his Dem- | 


ocratic policy and notions, ‘‘ was afraid and went and hid the talent 
in the earth.” The Republican, with the 10 talents, went out and 
made other 10 talents, and when they came back to report the man 
with the 1 talent said, ‘I knew thee that thou art a hard man,” 
which, in effect, is the position of the Democratic party toward the 
peonle, saying, “I know that you are narrow enough to be de- 
ceived by such so-called economical policies”; ‘‘I knew thee that 
thou art a hard man,” and therefore ‘‘ I hid thy talentin the earth: 
lo, there thou hast thatis thine.” Onthe contrary, the Republican, 
who had the 10 talents, yielded up 20 to the Lord; and the Lord 
said unto him, ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servant; thou hast 
been faithful over a few things, I will make thee ruler over many 
things: enter thou into the joy of thylord.” [Laughter.] And he 


} 
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said to the Democrat, with the little, measly, dried-up, rusty 1 tal- | 
ent, ‘‘ Take therefore the talent from him, and give it unto him | 


which hath 10 talents; and cast ye the unprofitable servant into 
outer darkness: there shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth.” 
[Laughter and cry of ‘‘Amen!”] Now, the only Republican per- 
plexity is what weshall do with this single rusty Democratic talent. 
Wecan manage the talents which are our own by original gift and 
honest acquirement. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, we have just | 
heard from the gentleman from Illinois as to his views on this | 


pension legislation. Now, in reference to the particular amend- 
ment which he advocates, it possibly is not worth while to waste 


a great deal of time, as it is so clearly subject to the point of order | 


which Ishallraise againstit. Iforone donot believe that the Lord 
would ever favor taking away an executive or semiadministrative 
power that has reposed in the Commissioner of Pensions from 
time immemorial, that is, so far as the history of this country is 
concerned, and clogging the calendars of the United States district 
courts and the United States circuit courts with thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of pension claims. 

I shall raise, subsequently, upon the second reading, a point of 
order against that provision changing existing law, which opens 
wide the door of the Treasury to a large class of widows; but it is 
perhaps well that at this stage of the debate I should define more 
in extenso my views on the existing pension laws and on the pro- 


sed pension legislation. Itis not in many ways a pleasant duty. | 
t is not agreeable entirely to make oneself a target for that mis- | 


representation which must ensue in the future. It is not entirely 
agreeable to find that I am the one speaker on this side of the 

ouse who shall probably raise his voice against the pernicious, 
iniquitous legislation which would seem to find favor so largely 
on the other side of this House. But, occupying as I do a posi- 
tion on the Committee on Appropriations, from the great State of 
New York and from the great city of New York, I should feel that 


| 





splendid war record, who was wounded severely in the civil war, 
and who now suffers day and night from wounds received on the 
battlefield. Another gentleman from the same district, who now 


represents if in the assembly at Albany, also served gallantly in 


the Union Army. I may add that I am personally in favor of pen- 
sions being accorded to all men who either contracted disease or 
received wound or injury in the line of service, either on the bat- 
tlefield or in garrison duty or on the march. In other words, Mr. 
Chairman, I am perfectly in accord with all the pension legislation 


which had been enacted by the Congress of the United States until 
the dependent pension act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit an- 
other interruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, Mr. Chairman, either 
the gentleman is my interlocutor and propos 
discussion with me, or else 
interruption. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
rupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Very well, 1 will accord it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, if the gentleman is partic- 
ular about it, I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, I am not particular; go 
on with your query. Mr. Chairman, if there were any logical 
inquiry which the gentleman desired to submit, [ should be glad 
to answer it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Very well. DoT understand you 
to say that you are opposed to all pension legislation on the line 
of the act of 1890? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What I did say, and the gen- 
tleman’s memory must be short if he can not remember it—what 
[ did say was that I was in favor of all the pension legislation en- 
acted by Congress up to the act of June 27, 1890. Now, I do not 
know, Mr. Chairman, that I shall discuss the provisions of that 
act. It has been passed and is on the statute book, and we are 
paying out $60,000,000 per annum under its provisions. Let that 
act remain on the statute book. I do not propose to attack it, 
but I do oppose any enlargement of the provisions of that act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, [ hope that my 
memory is not so short as the gentleman’s patriotism. I desire to 


S tO carry on a 
l have a right to proceed without 


I have asked permission to inter- 


| ask him this question: If a soldier has served his country faith- 


fully for three years and is now utterly disabled from causes not 
traceable to service in the army, and is absolutely poverty-stricken, 
does the gentleman think that he ought to receive a pension at the 


| hands of the Government which he saved, or that he ought to go 


to the poor-house? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I very much 
doubt whether there is any way in which the provisions of the 
dependent pension act of 1890, differing from all pension legisla- 
tion in any other country in any part of the world, can be logic- 
ally justified; but it has pleased the Congress of the United States 


Thad been recreant to my duty if through any fear or dread of | to pass that act and it is manifest that it will never be repealed. 
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That actis on the statute book and let it stand. I do not attack 
the provisions of the existing law, but I do oppose enlarging the 
rovisions of that law. Now, if the gentleman from Indiana 
esires to embarrass me any more, he can continue with his 
questions. 

Mr. DOVENER. I would like to hear an answer to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, without re- 
zard to these charming interruptions from the other side of the 

fouse, I wish to state an initial objection to the new legislation 
which is here proposed, On Saturday last, when we were consid- 
ering the new rules (the rules of the Fifty-first Congress with 
certain amendments thereto) , it was proposed that the second para- 
aph of Rule XXI should be amended, and when my distinguished 
riend from Tennessee {[Mr. MCMILLIN] proposed an amendment 
providing that a change in existing law should be in order upon 
an appropriation bill provided it tended to retrenchment or to the 
reduction of expenditures, a provision for which many strong 
arguments can be urged, when that proposition came up the able 
lawyer and distinguished Representative from the State of Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who is a member of the Committee on 
Rules, laid down a broad and salutary principle. He said in sub- 
stance: 

It is no function of an appropriation committee to legislate. The simple 
function of that committee is to appropriate money. Let us legislate out in 
the open, in a manly way, in such a way that the Senate and the Executive 
shall have an opportunity to pass upon our legislation unembarrassed by any 
duty imposed upon them of approving or disapproving appropriations. 

I do not know that I quote the gentleman’s exact words, but I 
have stated the substance of them, And yet, Mr. Chairman, after 
that amendment a sed by the gentleman from Tennessee has 
been voted down and the rule of the Fifty-first Congress has been 
acted upon favorably, and after the clear, lucid, vigorous statement 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania has been accepted by the 
House, the very first appropriation bill that comes here from one of 
the great Republican committees of this Congress contains a provi- 
sion which, if adopted, would change existing law in a very salient 
and material point. Now, for one, I accept the rule laid down by 
the Committee on Rules of this House. I Sotteve that no provision 
changing existing law should ever be incorporated in an appro- 
priation bill. Why? Because such amendments, such riders, are 
always, inserted for some purpose which should not find favor 
with legislators. If you desire to amend the pension laws, bring 
in, as you will in the future, your amended pension code. Bring 
in the bills which are now being considered in the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and let us then, if we are allowed to have a voice, 
fight the objectionable provisions of those bills in the open, in 
a manly way, as was suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Let me say a word or two about pension legislation. You gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House are naturally cohesive, as 
you always are. You cling together on every question which is 
ever brought up for consideration before this House. You cling 
together in your money views, so that you are afraid to give us a 
gold bond, although many of you are sound-moneymen. In refer- 
ence to pension legislation, we are placed naturally at a great disad- 
vantage. You can not expect gentlemen who come here from the 
Southern districts, many of whom fought gallantly in the Confed- 
erate army, to rise and oppose any pension legislation, however 
objectionable and wrong in principle such legislation may be. 
And to some extent on this side of the House a reign of terror has 
obtained in the past in reference to the discussion of pension leg- 
islation. Gentlemen on this side have often feared that if they 
honestly opposed any objectionable a of a pension bill 
they were certain to be misrepresented in their districts and to be 
attacked for their action. hile you all admire physical cour- 
age, the courage which showed itself in the last war, you would 
gladly deprive a man of moral courage enough to stand up and 
tell his convictions on questions such as these. 

Now, gentlemen on the other side of the House, you have no 
monopoly of patriotism. We on this side believe in the mainte- 
nance of the Union in its integrity quite as much as you have ever 
done, or as you doto-day. I, for one, say that I rejoice in the out- 
come of the civil war, that I rejoice that the Union was maintained 
in all its integrity, that I rejoice that the Constitution of 1787 is 
still a firm bond of union holding our forty-five States together. 
And IL also rejoice that the great incidental benefit of the abolition 
of human slavery came to usas one of the outcomesof that struggle. 
And I tell you now once again that not one of you has any greater 
admiration for the soldier who fought in the Union ranks than I 
have. But because you believe in the men who fought the battles 
of the Union, is that any reason why the Treasury of the United 
States, in times such as these, should be looted, pillaged, and fur- 
ther depleted? For myself, I can say that I truly believe, had I 
been of years sufficiently mature when the first cannon boomed 
across the harbor of Charleston on the morning of April 12, 1861, 
I should have found my place among the enlisted men who took 
part in the civil war. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On which side? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. On the side of those who 
fought to maintain the Union—on that side on which I presume 
the gentleman who has just interrupted me served so gallantly. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If I did not serve gallantly in the 
Union Army, I, at least, am not disposed to deny a just recom- 
pense to those who did. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I lost that remark. 

It would seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that the true test in pen- 
sion cases—it no longer obtains in this country—should be whether 
the injury or wound received or the disease contracted was re- 
ceived or contracted in the service and in the line of duty. 

Let us glance for a moment at the pension legislation of the 
past. Let me call attention to the fact that in 1866 our pension 
roll amounted to only $13,000,000, and that thereafter it steadily 
increased until the arrears of pension act of 1879 gave it an enor- 
mous additional burden. Let me call attention to the facts that 
with a Treasury depleted as we have it to-day our pension roll is 
still enormous; that while it reached the highest mark in 1893— 
some $158,000,000—still it was last year about $140,000,000; and 
the burden for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, was as great 
as in any previous year, with the exception of two, the greater 
burden being in 1893, when it amounted to $158,000,000, and in 
1892 when it amounted to $141,000,000. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman pardon a sug- 
gestion? , 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I suggest to the gentleman that it 
is hardly fair to call this appropriation a ‘ burden” on the people, 
as the money goes back to the people. In that respect it is differ- 
ent from the ordinary charges of the Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman from Nebraska 
says that ‘‘the money goes back to the people.” So, according to 
that theory, if you tax sixty-five, or sixty-six, or sixty-seven, or 
seventy million people for the benefit of a few thousand or a few 
hundred thousand, the taxed masses can not complain, because 
what is wrung from them goes back to a limited number of their 
fellow-citizens. 

Let me remind you that in other countries where there have 
been great wars—in Russia, and in Germany, and in France— 
there are to-day but two classes of claims for pensions; one based 
on long service in the army, extending over a period of from ten 
to twenty-five years, and the other based on the fact that the dis- 
ability was actually incurred in the line of duty. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me at this point a 
question which goes to the root of the matter? 

‘ mj BARTLETT of New York. Yes, if the gentleman will be 
rief. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not true that in France, Germany, and 
Russia soldiers are employed regularly and constantly, while in 
this country our Army was extemporized from the people? Is it 
not true, also, that inthecountries just named, besides the amount 
paid directly for military service, the loss resulting from taking 
so many people out of civil employment is very much greater than 
the amount which we pay here in the way of pensions? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is the amount for their 
standing armies? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The amount paid for the 
standing army of any country in the world is not as great as that 
which we now pay in this country for pensions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the amount of luss of time and loss of 
services of men taken away from commercial or agricultural pur- 
suits and put in the standing armies amounts to much more 
than their pay. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The same rule applies there as 
elsewhere. In time of war the standing armies of the great Euro- 
pean countries are recruited by the introduction of fresh levies, 
and all of the rules which apply to the compensation of standing 
armies proper apply to all the additional levies incorporated into 
them under such circumstances. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
single question as to his contention on this question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will allow the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply desired to ask the gentleman if his 
contention now is that Congress, by its pension legislation in the 
past, has marked that legislation by unwise action, and that the 
statutes now on the statute books should not be there? Is that the 
gentleman’s contention? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; itisnot. Ihave stated, 
and will repeat now for the third or fourth time, that my conten- 
tion is that the pension laws should not be further enlarged; that 
we should stop where we are, and that we should not go further 
in extending the provisions of the dependent-pension act of June 
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27, 1890. Of course you can go to any extent; you can introduce 
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ill ¢ ass it to give a pension to every widow in the land, 
oti oat ae be | A, oa defensible than the amendment which 
is now under consideration. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman now yield to me for aques- 
; ° 
“a BARTLETT of New York. Well, if ae time is not too 
limited. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-three minutes. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I will yield for a question 


a HARDY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York this question: He states that he is not in favor of extending 
the pension laws to others than those who contracted disabilities 
in the service or in the line of duty 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. HARDY (continuing). Now, does not the gentleman 
from New York think that a man who left his home and remained 
with the Army from 1861 to 1865, who went out with the Army, 
endured all of its marches and privations, fought its battles, slept 





in the swamps, and returned home after five years of service—- | 


although he may not be able to prove by his comrades and com- 
manding officers that he contracted the disability in the line of 
duty, is any less entitled to a pension than the man who is able to 
pre »ve that he absolutely did his duty, and contracted the disability 
from which he suffers? [Applause. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object to any 
gentleman making a speech in my time. I hope hereafter these 
attempts at stump speeches, in the form of interrogatories, will 
be prevented by the Chair. I recognize the fact that it is hard to 
keep gentlemen from making them—gentlemen who keep on reit- 
erating the same statements. 

[ say this, sir, that I am in favor of the pension being given, as 
it is given under the general laws, to all men who contracted 
disease or received a wound or an injury in the service in the 
line of duty, and that in reference to these men I would gladly 
give them, for total disability, double the rates they are now 
receiving under the law. That is to say,if a man has lost the 
sight of both of his eyes, or has lost two arms, or two feet, that he 
should receive double the amount he now receives under the 
statute. In reference to the statute of 1890, that law is on the 
statute book, and let it thereremain. I am not attacking the pen- 
sions granted by that law, but I do attack the amendments, such 
as those now before us, which have been brought up for con- 
sideration to-day; and before I proceed to discuss the amendment 
in reference to the enlargement of the rule as to widows, let me 
say a few wordsin reference to the amendment which was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Illinois, who assumed to be so con- 
versant with the views of the Lord on this pension matter. He 
offers an amendment by which it is proposed to take from the 
Commissioner of Pensions all power to suspend a pension for any 
other cause than fraud; and which goes further even than that by 
inserting a provision that when a pension is suspended for fraud, 
or rather when it is questioned for fraud, that there shall be no 
interlocutory power of suspension in the Commissioner, but that it 
shall be necessary for the Government to do one of two things— 
either to have an indictment brought in either the United States 
district or circuit court, or to bring a civil action, to test the 

validity of the claim, in the same courts. 

Now, a provision such as that is absolutely indefensible in prin- 
ciple. I have, with a great deal of pleasure, heard it admitted to- 
day by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. WILLIAM A. STongE}, that 
he had no word to say against General Lochren or his administration 
of the Pension Bureau. And in all this debate, criticise as some 
of you may the administration of the Pension Bureau, there is not 
a gentleman upon either side who can lay his hands specifically 
upon any case of injustice or of unjust treatment by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No;Icannot. It isimpossible. 

The CHAIRMAN, If any gentleman wishes to interrupt any 
member entitled to the floor after this, he must rise in his seat and 
address the Chair. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. We find that until 1890 no such 
proposition as that which is contained in the law of June 27 had 
ever found voice or advocacy. We find for the first time in the 
history of this country this law with a different test, brought for- 
ward before the National Legislature. What was the new test? 
Not that any disease should have been contracted in the service, 
not that any wounds should have been received upon the battle- 
field, but that in the process of time, as the years rolled on, when 
the man who fought for ninety days at any time subsequently 
should die of any disease, his widow, in every case, provided she 
was dependent for support on her daily labor, should be pen- 
sioned, and that in every case, if a man were incapable of earning 
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Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No,sir. Now, what was done 
in June, 1890? In the previous January the House of Representa- 
tives had passed an act in reference to dependent parents, and the 
law then passed by the House, that is, the new bill, had removed 


| the necessity of the existence of dependence on the part of parents 


at the time of the death of the person through whom the claim was 
made. Then in the Senate bill certain propositions were made, 
and in the House other amendments were proposed. The House 
bill, if I mistake not, provided for a general service pension. That 


proposition found no favor in the Senate, and in conference it was 


rejected. 

When we come to the consideration of the provision as to wid- 
ows, which is found in the law of 1890, we see that it provides 
that in the case of any soldier who has died or who shall hereafter 
die leaving a widow without other means of support than her 
daily labor, such widow shall, upon due proof of her husband's 
death, be placed on the pensionroll. Under that provision, which 
found favor in this House, and which was accepted by the Senate 
of the United States, she was obliged to demonstrate, as a condi- 
tion precedent, her dependence upon her daily labor for support. 
Nothing was said in that debate in June, 1890, either in the Sen- 
ate or in the House of Representatives, as to any proposed enlarge- 
ment of that rule. It was conceded on both sides that the test of 
the widow's right to receive the money was to be the fact that she 
was dependent upon her daily labor for her support. And this I 
believe is the first time, sir, that it has ever been proposed to en- 
large that requirement in the illogical and indefensible way now 
submitted to this House. 

And let me say that under the law of 1890, as it stands, there 
are now over 91,000 widows pensioned, and that the proposed 
amendment would enlarge the number by at least 50,000 persons. 
The lowest estimate that I have heard is 25,000. But I believe 
that at least 50,000 would be added to the pension roll. Now let 
me ask you, if we start with the premise that $144 a yearis enough 
for a widow, how can you defend the proposition to give another 
widow $644 in addition to her house or homestead? 

Another objection lies in the peculiar phraseology of this 
amendment. It is that before she shall be entitled to a pension 
she shall prove that her net income does not exceed $500 per 
annum. Now what does that mean? What do the words ‘net 
income” import? We can find no solution of that question in 
other pension acts, in acts in pari materia, because there are no 
pension laws which contain any provision as to income, or from 
the language of which we can deduce any explanation of the term 
‘*net income.” But if you turn to the provisions of the tariff act 
of 1804 and read section 28, you will find what ‘net income” 
means in the last statute referring to income, passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States. It means that from the income re- 
ceived by the individual there must first be deducted all the expenses 
of her profession, occupation, or business; in the second place, all 
the taxes she pays; and in the third place, all the interest on her 
existing indebtedness. So it is conceivable that a woman might 
have a gross income, aside from her house or homestead, of $10,000 
a year, and yet under the income-tax act have a ‘‘net income” of 
less than $500. So you are virtually proposing in this amendment 
to give pensions to people who do not need them, and who are not 
entitled to the additional money coming from a pension, under 
any theory of equity or justice. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have thus far addressed my- 
self to the consideration of two amendments, one the extraordi- 
nary amendment proposed by the gentleman from L[linois, and 
which was so indefensible when considered by our committee that 
it was hurled from the room. That is the proposition to take 
away from a Department of the Government a power which has 
existed in that Department and in the Commissioner of Pensions 
ever since a period anterior to the commencement of this century. 
You propose to do that while you are powerless to make any 
charge against the present incumbeut of that office, whom I know 
to be a man of great ability, of the highest integrity of character, 
and a man who is in no degree adverse to the interests of the 
Union soldier or the pensioner; and before I conclude my remarks 
I shall call the attention of members of this House to two deci- 
sions of the Department of the Interior which show that there is 
every disposition on the part of every officer of this Administra- 
tion to give the Union soldier his just rights. 

And I say right here that in legislation such as that you now 
propose there can be but one of two objects. The first object is 
to capture the soldier vote. The first object is to deceive the sol- 
dier voters of this country, and to say that because Democrats 


his support by manual labor by reason of his mental or physical | do not believe in the introduction or inauguration of a carnival 


disability, he should then receive a pension, 


of pillage on the national Treasury they are, forsooth, for that 
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reason, oppoged to the interests of the Union soldier, It is, in 
other worlis. gentlemen, an argument to be used upon the stump; 
but [ tell you that you can not deceive the American people any 
longer; and [ tell you that I do not believe that any proposition 
to enlarge the pension roll finds favor with the conservative leaders 
of your party. Of course you can not all be controlled; you can 
not all be held back; and where you have a large number of sol- 
dier votes in your State you may rush forward with amendments 
and bills for purposes of future use upon the stump. That is 
the first reason for offering amendments such as this. That is the 
first reason for the introduction of the bill by my gallant friend 
from South Dakota [Mr. oa. to whose eloquent remarks in 
reference to Union soldiers in the Army I have often listened with 
80 much pleasure, and who the other day, in an argument on the 
question of having obituaries of members of this House discon- 
tinued, could not forbear the opportunity to make an allusion to 
the burial of a soldier in the Army in the time of the civil war. 

The bill introduced by the gallant captain of the Third Iowa 
Cavalry is, if I mistake not, the same in substance as the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. In other words, 
Commissioner Lochren does not decide every pension case in favor 
of the pensioner. It was argued that no proof of marriage should 
be necessary in a pension case; that is, that the law of evidence 
which obtains with reference to any claim involving property 
should be abrogated. I suppose, according to that theory, it 
ought to be necessary only for a woman to come forward and say, 
**T am the widow of John Smith,” and that then the court, though 
she produce no record of her marriage anywhere in the world, 
should hold her claim proven merely because she alleges that she 
was the wife of a man who fought in the war. 

Now, is that a sound view of law? Is that common sense, to 
inveigh against the pension laws because the ordinary rules of evi- 
dence which make it necessary to prove the initial facts which 
give jurisdiction are enforced by the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Not now; later. I donot now 
believe that even on your side of the House, when your calmer 
judgment comes to consider this question, you will be in favor of 
any measure of law designed to take from an officer acting under 
the Secretary of the Interior and under the President of the United 
States the power of either admitting or rejecting pensions. You 
can not logically give him the power to grant a pension certificate 
if you deprive him of the power to reject. 

i ,et me say one word about the practical failure of the operation 
of any such amendment. You say that it must be necessary to 
indicta man. Well, we hada case in the State of New York of 
one pan agent who filed 8,831 fraudulent claims, which was 
tried, if I mistake not, in the city of my distinguished friend, the 
member from New York [Mr. Dantets], and in the case of this 
man, W. Bowen Moore, it was shown that the physicians who 
signed the examination papers never took the trouble to see the 
claimants. It was shown that the peovle who signed the claims 
and petitions never appeared before the notaries, and all the vari- 
ous steps of the proving of the claims, or alleged proving of the 
claims, were tainted with fraud; and yet, in spite of the evidence, 
ii took two or three years of prosecution, until several indictments 
had been quashed, before this man was finally convicted and 
sentenced to a term of eighteen months in the penitentiary. So 
I tell you that that case shows how difficult it would be to try these 
cases in a period shorter than one covered by ten or twenty years. 
That is, it would be impossible to try all the actions which might 
arise under any such system of procedure. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me call 
his attention to the fact that that was the case of a pension agent 
or attorney, and not the case of a pensioner, and therefore this 
amendment would not have any application to it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It was the case of a pension 
attorney; but the length of time which was required to convict 
that man shows how difficult it would be for the courts within 
any reasonable period of time to pass upon the heavy calendar of 
these cases which would arise. 

Let me indicate one further objection to the amendment, be- 
cause it applies to a bill which will be subsequently before this 
House, the bill introduced by the gentleman from South Dakota 
[ Mr. PickLEeR] taking away all power to suspend the pension in 
any case for collusion or illegality, and condahan the power of 
suspension to cases where fraud exists. Now, fraud is not collu- 
sion, nor does the word ‘‘ fraud” apply to any case where the ille- 
gality is patent upon the face of the papers, ere are many cases 
to which existing provisions of law apply where there is no ques- 
tion of fraud. but where some disability depriving the claimant 
of the right to a pension has arisen since the granting of the orig- 
inal pension, yet in ref. sence to all such cases—for instance, cases 
of remarriage or any case of disability of that nature arising sub- 
seejuent to the granting of the pension—it is proposed to take away 
from the Commissioner the power to suspend. 

As to the firstamendment to this bill, the one which provides that 
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in the case of a second application whereit is shown by the evidence 
that the disability existed at the time of the first application, the 
pension shall be allowed to date back to the time of the original ap- 
plication, I shall raise no point of order, because I believe that it 
does not change existinglaw. It does notchange the ruling made 
by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, the Hon. John M. Rey- 
nolds. Icall the attention of this committee to the ruling of Mr. 
Reynolds in the case of Mr. Charles J. Bryant, on December 2), 
1894, and I say that that case demonstrates in the clearest and 
most convincing manner the disposition on the part of this Ad- 
ministration to do full justice to Union soldiers claiming pen- 
sions. What is the rule laid down by Mr. Reynolds? It is, in the 
first place, that where it was difficult for the petitioner or claim- 
ant to understand the character or symptoms of the disease or 
disability under which he suffered, and where, pathologically con- 
sidered or from the standpoint of the symptoms, the disease was 
liable to be mistaken for another—that in such cases, if the actual 
disease is shown to have existed at the time of the filing of tho 
original application, the pension should date back to that time. 

In that particular case the man, although suffering from loco- 
motor ataxia, supposed that he was suffering from rheumatism, 
and the decision was that the pension should be made to commence 
from the date of filing the original application, it being shown 
to the Commissioner that the disability existed in point of fact at 
the time when the first application was made. The Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior went one step farther. He said that 
even in cases where the diseases are not similar in any way, and 
where the mistake on the part of the claimant or petitioner is not 
capable of explanation, still, even in such cases, when in point of 
fact another disability existed at the time of the filing of the orig- 
inal application, the grant of the pension, under the second appli- 
cation, may date back tothetimeof the originalfiling. Gentlemen, 
do you want any greater justice than that? Is not that all you can 
ask? Is it not all you do ask for in this first amendment? There- 
fore, I say this amendment does not change existing law because 
it is merely a reaffirmation of the pension law as construed by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior on the 20th day of December, 
1894. For that reason I shall make no point of order against the 
first amendment. 

I believe that in the course of some remarks made by one of the 

ntlemen on the other side who addressed the committee in 

efense of these amendments—if I mistake not it was the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. SToNE— 
some reference was made to the Raum decision—that is, to the 
order which was subsequently revoked, Order No. 164. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STON E. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let me say a few words in de- 
fense of the Department in revoking that order. What was the 
order made by Mr. Raum? It must be remembered that we have 
in our pension laws two great divisions or subdivisions. We have, 
first, those claimants to whom pensions are granted because the 
injury was received or the disease contracted while in the service 
and in thetine of duty. The provisions of our pension laws in 
reference to that class of cases have my hearty approval and sup- 
port. Then, apart from cases special in their nature, we have the 
second class of cases, where the granting of a pension depends on 
the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890. 

What is the test in those cases? The test is incapacity to labor, 
incapacity to such an extent as to make the applicant unable to 
earn a support by manual labor. That is, there is a double test. 
In the first class of cases it is enough that the man shall have re- 
ceived the injury or shall have contracted the disease in the line 
of duty in the service. In the second class of cases there must be 
a disability and that disability must incapacitate the applicant 
from the performance of manual labor and must exist to such an 
extent as to render him unable to support himself. Now, what 
was order 164, made by Commissioner Raum? It was that in ret- 
erence to all cases arising under the act of June 27, 1890, the same 
rule as to disability should apply as that which had been in force 
under the general pension law. 

case arose in this way: A man who was a private in an In- 
diana regiment and who served, I believe, from September, 184, 
until June of the following year, alleged that he had incurred a 
disability in the line of duty in the service, owing to a sunstroke, 
for which he was entitled to a pension. He did not discover that 
he had incurred this disability until July, 1886, many years after 
the close of the war. That disability was a loss of Soeing, and 
he claimed that he had incurred it in the war. The evidence 
against him was conclusive; that is, he was unable to prove that 
he had sustained any injury or contracted any disease in the war. 
The only disability found was a slight deafness in both ears, but 
he failed to show that he had been injured in any way during the 
war. He then filed an application under the act of 1890, and, ac- 
cording to the ruling of Mr. Raum, it was not necessary for the 
claimant to show that he was incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask forsome additional time. 
Mr. CRISP. I hope the gentleman's time will be extended. 


Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. About fifteen minutes, 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope that extension will be granted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to give notice that as soon | 
as the gentleman from New York has concluded his remarks I | 
will move that the committee rise. I hope he will have unani- 
mous consent to conclude, 

There was no objection. . A 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This order of Commissioner 
Raum, issued in October, 1890, purported on its face and by its 
caption to fix the rate of pensions under the so-called dependent 
pension act of June 27, 1890. It provided, in substance, that cases 
showing disabilities under the act of June 27, 1890, should be rated 
the same as like disabilities of service origin. a 

The practical operation of that order was that a man claiming 
under the act of 1890 was not obliged to show that he was disabled 
to such a degree as to be unable to support himself. In practice 
Commissioner Raum neglected to take into consideration the abil- 
ity of the applicant to perform manual labor. 

‘This case of Charles T. Bennett came before the Department of 
the Interior May 27, 1893. When the original claim was filed 
under the general law, the evidence showed that Bennett had not 
been in any way disabled or injured in the war. When he filed 
his claim under the act of June 27, 1890, the evidence showed— 
what? -That he had a slight deafness in both ears. Now, under 
the act of 1890, what was he obliged to show? That he was suf- 
fering from a mental or physical disability—of what kind? Ofa 
permanent character. And to what extent? One that incapaci- 
tated him for the performance of manual labor. That was acon- 
dition precedent; he must be unable to perform manual labor. 
And to what extent must that incapacity exist? To such an ex- 
tent that he can not earn a support; in the language of the act, 
‘sin such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support.” 

Now, this man Bennett showed what? That he was deaf in both 
ears, although he could hear the ticking of a watch when placed 
within half an inch of either ear. On that condition of facts, he 
not having received any wound or injury, and not having con- 
tracted disease in the line of duty while in the service, and failing 
in his application under the general law, he claims that he is en- 
titled to a pension under the act of 1890, and that because he has 
a slight deafness of both ears he is incapacitated for manual labor 
to such an extent as to be unable to earn a support. 

So it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the only just course which 
could possibly have been adopted by the Commissioner of Pensions 
or the Secretary of the Interior was to revoke at once that order 
of Commissioner Raum which has led to so much misunderstand- 
ing and to so many untenable applications—whether the num- | 
ber of claims thrown out, whether the number of petitions prop- | 
erly rejected amounted to 100,000 or not. In the very nature of | 
things where we have laws dependent on papers, too often im- 
properly or improvidently executed—where we have all the de- 
cisions made upon ex parte applications, where we have almost 
every avenue of fraud orillegality open, it would seem sometimes | 
by design, there is no reason why all the claims improperly filed 
should not be rejected, whether they amount to one thousand or 
two thousand ora hundred thousand. In other words, the num- 
ber of claims rejected, if the claims be improper and fraudulent, 
matters not; because I think on both sides of the House no argu- 
ment will be urged in favor of a fraudulent or dishonest pension. 
The only thing we differ about is whether the doors should be 
opened wide or not and whether or not the ordinary rules of evi- 
dence by which fallible human testimony is tested shall be used in 
respect to pension claims or shall be abrogated entirely. 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman know that the ordinary 
rules of evidence do not apply in these cases? 

Mr.BRUMM. Will the gentleman from New York _ BART- 
LETT], whose time has been extended indefinitely, allow me a | 
question in the nature of an inquiry for information? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will, provided it be brief. 

Mr. BRUMM. It seems that the burden of the gentleman’s 
position rests upon the fact that he believes, as he has stated, 
that the criterion for granting pensions should be the disability 
incurred in the service. Am 1 correct in that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have not said that; I have 
not said it, although attempts have been made to make it appear 
that I have done so. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you mean that it is not a criterion—disa- 
bility incurred in the service or the line of duty? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say this, inanswer to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that the general criterion which has 
found favor among the civilized nations all over the world is that 
the injury should have been received or the disease contracted in 
the service and in the line of duty. But that includes all the cases 
where, for instance, seven or eight hundred pensions are being 
drawn in a regiment which never left the limits of its own State 
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because it was doing garrison duty in guarding prisoners in the 
State of Ohio or Ilinois. The regiment was just as much in the 
service, or in the line of duty, as if it were on the battlefield, and 
there are thousands of pensions being paid in this country to men 
who never heard the report of a cannon or a musket shot. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is an entirely different question. Is the 
gentleman not in favor of treating all the soldiers of this Govern- 
ment who served in the wars alike? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In what wars 

Mr. BRUMM.. All of the wars; the Revolutionary war. the 
war of 1812, the Indian wars, the Mexican war, and the war for 
the suppression of the rebellion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. LIheard a very interesting con- 
versation between my friend from Georgia [Mr. Moses] and the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wiuwuiam A. 
Stone], in which they endeavored to arrive at an equitable adjust- 
ment between the widows of the several wars, that is, between the 
widows of the soldiers of the civil war and some other war. Now, 
I am not in favor of any distinction in this regard. I believe that 
the widows of the soldiers of all of our wars should be treated ex- 
actly alike and placed upon an equality; but I do not think if there 
has been a wrong in one instance that two wrongs can possibly 
make aright. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that putting 
the widows of the soldiers of the civil war upon the pension list, 
unless their financial necessities require it, is either just or proper. 
I do not believe in paying them what they do not need, that is, in 


SSS 


| paying pensions to those who have an income—a net income of 


$500. Ido not believe it would be just to all the other people in 
the country, and for that reason I oppose it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do I understand the gentleman to refuse to 
answer my question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, sometime when I have 
two or three hours at my disposal, I will endeavor to look into 
the matter and answer the gentleman’s questions? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. I simply wanted to know whether you think 
that all the soldiers who have fought for our Government should 
be treated alike in reference to pensions? It is a very plain 
and a very simple question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, I do not know—— 

Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to enjoy the floor, 
Mr. Chairman, for a few moments myself. [Laughter.] I have 
given a very large part of my time to the various members, and I 
have not been able to make any connected remarks, or to continue 
very long, without interruption. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has just interrupted me, 
I presume has looked up some statute bearing upon the subject. 
I suppose he has been delving back into some of the old stat- 
utes — 

Mr. BRUMM. No,I do not delve backward; I delve forward. 
Lama Republican. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (continuing). Or has found 
some vote, or some provision in favor of the point he is trying to 
make, on which he desires to commit me without examination. 
Now, I decline to be trapped in this manner until I have had an 
opportunity of examining the various pension laws. I have done 
that to some extent already, but shall do so further hereafter, 
when I have more time. 

Mr. BRUMM. [simply suggest that inasmuch as the Mexican 
soldiers are considered to be entitled to their pensions—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; I decline to yield the 
floor. The gentleman who has just addressed the House in ref- 
erence to the Mexican war I presume has discovered some occult 
point on which he wishes light. ‘ However, I will hear the gentle- 
man’s question. What is the point? 

Mr. BRUMM. _§I have asked a very simple question. Do you 
believe that all the soldiers of this Government, in all the wars, 
should be treated alike in our pension laws? The soldiers who 
have fought for our Government, 1 mean; not those who fought 
against it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, Ido not know. There 
may be varying circumstances. If you give one man wrongfully 
$10, I do not see anything to justify you in giving another wrong- 
fully $10. Two wrongs certainly do not make a right. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, which is right or wrong? Have you done 
justice to the Mexican soldiers in this case or have you done injus- 
tice to the Union soldiers in regard to the matter of pensions? 
It is a very simple and a plain question, and the gentleman can 
answer it without any difficulty or delay. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman seems to im- 
agine that all the legislative power in this Union has been vested 
in me. 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, no; not that; but the gentleman certainly 
can answer a plain and simple question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. [am not accountable for past 
legislation on this subject. If it was wrong, it is no reason why 








we should do wrong now. The time has come when it is proper 
for us to do what is right and just to our people. I do not care 
anything about the status of the Mexican soldiers. It is not a 
question for us at this time. I propose to discuss the question 
which is now before the House, if I can be allowed to continue 
my remarks for even a very few minutes without interruption. 

There is one question to which I desire to draw the attention 
of the House, and which will be interesting to all of you who are 
lawyers. There seems to bea great fear of stating what a pension 
is. It is termed a vested right; and you went so far, in the urgent 
deficiency act of 1893, as to declare that it is a vested right, appar- 
ently ignorant that it was beyond the power of Congress to make 
a pension different from what it is in nature. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I thought the understanding 
was I was to finish. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My request was that the gentle- 
man be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT] will be allowed to conclude his re- 
marks, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen, I shall endeavor to conclude my remarks within a very 
few minutes, provided I am not interrupted more than a dozen 
times. Whenever it is intimated that a pension is what it is in 
reality, that itis a bounty or a donation from the Government, 
great horror is expressed. They say on the one hand that it is a 
vested right, and on the other that it is a contract. What I con- 
ceive it to be is, that when there has been any disease or wound 
or injury in the service, in the line of duty, in such case there 
does arise a moral obligation and an ethical duty; but it is not a 
contract in a legal sense, nor is it in any sense a vested right. 

Mr, STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the question? I will 
yield provided it be a query and not a stump speech. 

Mr. STEELE. Itisaquery. Take two soldiens starting into 
the service to-day 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Take them where? 

Mr. STEELE. One of them is wounded in the first battle in 
which he is engaged. The other fights in twenty battles, and at 
the end of his term of service he is Sichennel and goes to work 
to earn his living. Suppose, then, he falls on a saw and loses a 
limb. He has been in nineteen battles more than the other man. 
My question is, would you givea pension to one and deny a pension 
to the other? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Thatis in substance the same ques- 
tion that I asked the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have stated a number of 
tinees that in the case of aman receiving a wound or injury in the 
civil war, whether he fought in one battle or a hundred battles, I 
would gladly pension him, Ithink heis entitled toa pension; and 
if he loses his vision entirely or loses both arms or both feet, I 
would double the pension given him under existing law. 

Mr. STEELE, But how about the man who was in twenty 
battles? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In the case of a man who 
contracted a disease in the service, I should pension him, even 
though he never left the State of Ohio or Illinois, but had passed 
the whole of his time at some camp of instruction. 

Mr. STEELE. My question is, if a man who has been engaged 
in twenty battles, who is poor and is engaged in manual labor, 
meets with an accident by which he ious be arms, he having 
been in twenty battles and having been a good soldier, would you 
deny a pension to that man? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The dependent pension act, 
so called, of June, 1890, is not up now for passage. 

Mr. STEELE. I know; but t want the gentleman’s opinion. 
The gentleman says he would favor giving a pension to a soldier 
who contracted his disability in the service. I am only asking 
him whether he would not give it to a soldier who was in twenty 
battles in the war, but who was injured afterwards? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I donot know any soldier who 
could have been in twenty battles within ninety days. 

Mr. STEELE. I am not talking about ninety days. We will 
say he served five years. 

{r. BARTLETT of New York. Ninety days is the limit of the 
act of June, 1890, 

Mr. STEELE. I am not talking about the act or 1890, or any 
other act. I want to know whether you would deny a pension to 
the man I have described? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If he was in twenty battles, I 
would give him a pension. Produce your man who was in twenty 
battles, and I will vote for a pension for him at any time, 





fe So 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 13, 





Mr. BINGHAM. If it does not divert the gentleman from hig 
argument, I should like to ask him a question for information. 
The gentleman hasstated that some estimates base the number of 
those who would be added to the roll by this proposed amend- 
ment in referenve to widows at 25,000, and the gentleman states 
his judgment to be that if this amendment is adopted 50,000 
names will be added to the pension rolls. I should like to ask the 
gentleman where he gets that information. In the Commission- 
er’s report I find that the widows’ claims rejected under the act 
of 1890 numbered but 17,000, and the abandoned claims amounted 
to but 6,000. That is the sum total under the operation of that 
law of rejection and abandonment of widows’ claims. I wish the 
gentleman to give the information on which he bases the esti- 
mate which he has stated. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have conferred with some of 
the gentlemen most familiar with the statistics of pensions, and 
the result of their estimate was that probably there would be an 
increase of at least 25,000; that is, that about that number would 
be included in the addition. 

Of course, all such estimates would be matters of conjecture and 
guesswork. It is impossible to arrive at a correct estimate. But 
on reflection you will see that the class of widows to be benefited 
must be enormous. You take any widow who spends the greater 
part of her income, either in the conduct of her business in run- 
ning a little store, or any other business, who pays out several 
thousands or even a thousand dollars in the way of taxes, or who 
happens to be indebted by way of a loan and who is paying in- 
terest on such loan, with all those exemptions included and em- 
braced within the term ‘‘ net income,” it must necessarily let in 
a very large class of widows. It is estimated that 25,000 would 
be let in were the limit $500 income, and the words ‘‘ $500 net in- 
come ” would let in 20,000 or 25,000 widows more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am unable toimagine any logical reason 
which can be brought forward in support of this proposition to 
give those ladies who are amply provided for a pension. After 
careful reflection, in 1890, when this matter was considered, and 
ably considered,in both Houses, the test put in by the Republican 
majority of this House and accepted by the Senate was depend- 
ence—that is, the widow was required to be dependent upon her 
daily labor for support—and yet, when six years have elapsed, you 
propose to come in and enlarge the whole scope of that act. It 
would not be just to the widow who to-day receives $144 a year. 
Why give her more affluent sisters the same pension which you 
allow to the woman who needs the money? 

Under no logical theory can that proposition be defended. 
The train of my thought was interrupted a few moments ago 
when I was treating of the real nature of a pension. I say that 
a pension is no vested right. I say that a pension is not a con- 
tract, and I cite in favor of my position the rulings of the Supreme 
Court of the United States commencing in that case reported in 
the 19 Howard, where the decision was rendered by Judge McLean 
as far back as 1856, and where the pension involved was a Revo- 
lutionary pension received under the law of 1832. That is the 
first case I find on this point, and Judge McLean then said: 

The pension is undoubtedly a bounty of the Government, and in the hands 
of an administrator of a deceased pensioner it would not be liable to the 
cluims of creditors had the acts of Congress omitted sucha provision. * * * 
There can be no doubt that Congress had a right to distribute this bounty at 


their pleasure, and to declare it should not be liable to the debts of the 
beneficiaries. 


This ruling was followed and sustained later, and the whole 
question of the power of Congress over pensions was considered 
in the case reported in the ninety-eighth volume of United States 
Reports, the case of the United States against Hall, where the opin- 
ion, if I mistake not, was rendered by Mr. Justice Clifford. He 
says: 

Concede that— 


That is the proposition that the control of Congress over pen- 
sions arose from the general power to declare war and to main- 
tain the Army and Navy; that is, that it was a derivative power 
received under the general provision of the Federal Constitution. 
He says: 

Concede that, and it follows that Congress may grant such donations to the 
officers, soldiers, and seamen employed in such public service. 

Thus these great judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States had no scruple or hesitation in calling attention to what a 
pension is—that it is a bounty or donation depending upon the 
Government. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman answer this question? Is 
not the citation given contrary to the contention of the gentleman? 
Does it not go on the supposition that the pension is in payment 
for services previously rendered and on the supposition that there 
was a contract that the services should be compensated in that 


way? 

Mr. BARTLETT of. New York. No, sir; there would seem to 
be nowhere such a view of the law as that a pension is a con- 
tract. The Supreme Court of the United States has held that 
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Congress had the power to give or withhold any pension, and that 
there is no limit upon that power in reference to disposing of it. 
Now let me look a little later. We find in volume 107, United 
States Reports, in October, 1882, the following language used by 
Mr. Justice Woods in reference to a pension, and I believe that 
was in the case of the United States against Teller, Mr. Henry 
M. Teller, who was at one time Secretary of the Interior. That 
is a case where the question was raised as to whether Gen. W ard 
B. Burnett could draw a pension under a pen act and a pension 
under the general law concurrently, and this is the language used 
as to whether a pensioner has a vested legal right to a pension. 

To pensioner yes zal right to his pension. 

Wo pensioner, has 6 Tties of the Government, which Congress has the right 
to give, withhold, distribute, or recall at its discretion. : 

Then we come to 1894, and in the one hundred and fifty-seventh 
volume of the United States Reports you will find an opinion by 
Mr. Justice Brewer, concurred in by all the members of that great 
court, in which this very pension act, the dependent pension act, 
so called, of 1890, was under consideration. There we find the 
same rule again reiterated and the court, after citing the case in 
19 Howard, decided in 1856, and the case of United States vs. Tel- 
ler, said: 

The pension granted by the Government is a matter of bounty. No man 


has a legal right to a pension, and no man has a legal right to interfere in the 
matter of obtaining pensions for himself or others. 


I have spoken on this question of law, Mr. Chairman, because 
when we are considering legal and constitutional questions Ican not 
understand why we should be prevented by some feeling of quasi 
cowardice from calling a pension what it really is, whether we are 
in favor or not of the nes of any particular pension law. 
A peusion is a bounty dependent upon the Government; but, on 
the other hand I concede that where there has been a wound or 
injury sustained in the service, or where there has been disease 
contracted, a duty is imposed upon the Government of the United 
States, a moral obligation to pay the applicant, the soldier so 
wounded or injured, a sum adequate to supply his needs during the 
remainder of his life. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Notwithstanding those decisionz, will not the 
gentieman concede that it ought to count for something that in 
the war of the rebellion, when these Union soldiers were being 
enlisted, the Government held out the promise that if they were 
wounded in battle a pension should be given them, and if they 
were killed their wives and families would be taken care of? 
Every recruiting officer in the country was telling every soldier 
who enlisted that such was the intention of the Government. 
Now, does the gentleman count that for nothing? Was not that 
apart of the contract? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the remarks 
which I have made upon this question of law have been addressed 
rather to the use of language than to the substance of the question. 
They have been made in criticism of calling something a contract 
which is not a contract, of calling that a vested right which is not 
a vested right. There are many things which are binding upon 
us in ethics which are not binding upon us in strict law. I con- 
cede that a duty is imposed, that a moral obligation does rest upon 
the Government to make provision for its wounded or disabled 
soldiers. I admit that, and I admit that the moral or ethical obli- 
gation is just as binding as though the enforcement of a strict 
legal contract were in question, only I have no patience with the 
improper use of language by lawyers, and I think we should follow 
the rulings of the highest court of the United States when we speak 
of ‘‘ vested rights” or ‘‘ contracts.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I would ask the gentlemanif it was not a Demo- 
cratic House which, in the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, 
declared a pension a vested right? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That matters not. Of course 
a declaration that something is a vested right which is not a vested 
right is oe pn A brutum fulmen. Itis of no legal force to term that 
a ‘* vested right” which is not in its nature a vested right, and it 
has been so held. The only change that was made by the require- 
ment contained in the urgent deficiency act of 1893 was that it re- 
quired thirty days’ notice by the Commissioner. I think that was 
a very proper provision, and the only question in reference to it 
was as to the manner of its passage. It should have been brought 
up squarely and honestly as a part of our pension legislation, and 
should not have been siioned into an urgency deficiency Dill. 
Aside from the question of the time, mode, and manner of its 
adoption, I do not find any objection to that provision of law, for 
I think it is proper that notice should be given by the Commis- 
sioner. 

In so far as the moral aspect of this question is concerned, I 
concede to the gentleman from South Dakota that a moral obli- 
gation is imposed on the Government where a man has been 
wounded or injured in the discharge of his duty. The act of 
July 27, 1890, provides for granting a pension although the man 
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has not been injured and although he has not contracted disease 
in the service. Since it pleased the Congress of the United States 
to put such a pension law upon the statute book, I shall not, as 
I have explicitly stated several times to-day, raise any question 
as to the validity or wisdom of that legislation, and in what I 
have said so far on that subject I have spoken against any unnec- 
essary enlargement of the provisions of that law. 

We have a depleted Treasury. We have a Treasury as towhich 
it must be admitted that the existing conditions are not promis- 
ing. We have a:gold reserve which is running down day after 
day and being steadily depleted. In view of the existing. condi- 
tion of the Treasury of the United States, in consideration of the 
fact that immense appropriations will be required for public pur- 
poses during the fiscal year, realizing that it is our duty as patriots 
to provide adequately for proper coast defenses and for our system 
of fortifications, whether we are to have war with any foreign 
power or not, and in view of the many urgent calls which the 
Treasury of the United States will be called upon to meet, all un- 
necessary and indefensible enlargement of existing pension laws 
should find no favor either upon this side of the House or upon 
the other side, which is almost omnipotent in its numerical 
strength. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman forgets that we have a 
‘surplus ” of seventy-seven millions. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. So I hope gentlemen on the 
Republican side will go slow in the advocacy of any such propo- 
sition as this, which will open wider the Treasury of the United 
States, and will prepare the way for numberless attacks upon it 
to which it is not liable under existing law. 

oe in conclusion, let the existing pension laws stand if you 
wi 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question on the 
legal aspect of this matter? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why did not Mr. Commissioner Lochren take 
the advice which the gentleman now gives us about letting the 
laws remain? Commissioner Raum, the Commissioner in office 
during the Fifty-first Congress, which passed the act of June 27, 
1890, gave that act a construction which conformed to the inten- 
tion of the legislators who passed it. Now, why did not Commis- 
sioner Lochren, having no greater authority than his predecessor, 
and no greater light—why did this judge, with simply the same 
jurisdiction as his predecessor, undertake to reverse the decision 
of that predecessor? Why did not Commissioner Lochren allow 
the same force to the pension law of 1890 that had been given to 
it by the preceding Commissioner? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The answer to that question 
is this: The decision of Commissioner Raum was absolutely 
wrong 

Mr. PICKLER. Who says so? 
Lochren. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It was so held by the Secretary 
of the Interior and by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was so held only by officers of the present 
Administration. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not believe that any law- 
yer who will make a careful examination of that question from a 
judicial standpoint will uphold the decision of Commissioner 
Raum. That decision was to the effect that when a pension ap- 
plication was made under the dependent-pension act of June 27, 
1890, it should not be incumbent on the applicant to show that he 

yas incapacitated for earning his support by manual labor. 

Mr. PICKLER. But when a man has had a rating for some 
disability under the general law and has been allowed, for exam- 
ple, a pension of $4 a month for that disability, is there any good 
reason why he should not have the same rating under the act of 
June 27, 1890, until the maximum of $12 a month is reached? If 
he has been allowed $4 a month or $6 a month, for instance, under 
the general law, what reason is there in law or common sense why 
the disability should not be rated in the same way under the act of 
June 27, 1890, until the maximum of $12 a month is reached? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I can not answer all these co- 
nundrums of gentlemen who advocate this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the “milk in the cocoanut” on this 
question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will state, however, that the 
ruling of Commissioner Raum is, in my judgment, absolutely in- 
defensible. Ido not believe the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] can make any argument in support of it. It can 
not be sustained from any legal or equitable standpoint. Com- 
missioner Raum ruled, as Tienes already stated, that it is unneces- 
sary for an applicant under the law of 1890 to show the existence 
of those conditions which are absolutely conditions precedent to 
the granting of the pension. In other words, Commissioner Raum 











Nobody but Commissioner 


held that a man might be granted a pension without showing that 
he was incapacitated to the extent of being unable to earn his 
support, 
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Mr. PICKLER. How can you better judge of the eens 
than by the rating which has been made under the general law? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I must decline to yield fur- 
ther. 

In conclusion, let me say, it has always been held by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States that the whole matter of pen- 
sion legislation is in the hands of Congress, which may adopt 
such laws on the subject as it may see fit. Still this power veaull 
seem to be limited to the right to grant pensions where such pen- 
sions are necessary. Ido not believe there can be found eurwhane 
any decision holding that a pension should be granted where it 
clearly appears that it is unnecessary to grant such pension. That 
ia the exact condition in which we find ourselves to-day. It is 
proposed to grant pensions to soldiers’ widows who have $500 net 
income, amounting, as I have shown, in probably every instance, 
to giving a pension to women who have several thousand dollars 
over and above the $500 net income. It is proposed that we grant 
pensions to this class of women, while it appears on the very face 
of the proposition that they do not need the money we are asked 
to appropriate. 

I do not believe it can be right, so many years after the end of the 
civil war, no matter how much sympathy we may feel for those 
women who were wedded to soldiers now dead—no matter how 
much sympathy we may feel for any widow who is in want—I do 
not believe the proposition can be defended that, with no para- 
mount necessity, we should deliberately vote money not needed, in 
times of dire distress such as those with which we are confronted 
to-day. I do not believe the American er will be in favor of 
any such proposition. Ido not believe they will favor any further 
extension of existing pension legislation. 

I do not believe that the American people will favor unnecessary 
taxation of thousands and hundreds of thousands of our citizens 
for the benefit of a certain privileged class in our country who do 
not need the appropriation of one dollar of the money. I do not 
believe that this is the proper exercise of the power of taxation, 
whether it be a constitutional exercise or not. I think we should 
give our money to the soldiers who need it. I think we should 
give our money to the men who fought and the men who lost arms 
and legs or eyesight in the civil war, or who incurred disease or 
contracted disability inany way. And if we goa step further and 
favor those who fought for ninety days, but who incurred no disa- 
bility in the war, and give them an appropriation and pay the 
money under the act of 1890, I say let that be the extremity to 
which we shall go. ’ 

1, Mr. Chairman, for one, honor and admire the loyalty and 
patriotism of the men who fought in the Union Army through- 
out that dire period which lasted from the breaking out of the 
civil war in 1861 until the surrender at ———— in 1865. There 
is no man on this side of the House who admires the men who 
fought during that period on the Union side more thanIdo. I 
for one admire and honor the valor and courage of the men who 
fought during that period on either side—that is, I admire the 
valor and courage of the men who fought under the Union flag, 
and the valor and courage of the men who fought on the other 
side, because I always admire courage and valor wherever I find 
them. 

But let me, in conclusion, say to you, let us stop where we are. 
Let us not appropriate any more money, but let us pay these men 
who are entitled under existing statutes—that is, the men who are 
entitled under the provisions of the general pension law which is 
found in the Revised Statutes, the men who earned pensions by 
reason of wounds or injury in the line of duty in the service—and 
let us pay those who are entitled to pensions under the pension 
act of June 27, 1890, and let us then pass the present bill, con- 
taining $140,000,000, and then stop and avoid the throwing of any 
more unnecessary money into a bottomless pit. pe) 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Chairman, I have been pre- 
vailed upon to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Delaware 
{Mr. Wins], after which I shall move that the committee rise. 





Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, there is a patriotism of policy, 
a patriotism of duty, and a patriotism of sentiment. In dealing 


with this subject of our veterans, our brave soldiers who stood in 
the breach in the day of our country’s peril, we need them all— 
policy and duty and sentiment. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, when 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] who has just con- 
cluded his remarks declares, in this presence, that there is no one 
here who admires more those veterans who fought the battles of 
this country and stood inthe hour of danger in the front than him- 
self, laminclined to join issue with him. paoviones-) As Iunder- 
stand the plain purport and effect of the amendment to which 
the gentleman objects, and to which he addresses his remarks, it 
is simply this: To make it more difficult to take away one of these 
men’s pensions—a four, six, or eight dollar pension—than it has 
been heretofore. Is that right? feenleeet 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow a 


ee | single interruption? 
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Mr. WILLIS. Excuse me. I can not answer questions or per- 
mit interruptions in five minutes. Give me a half hour and I will 
be very glad to engage in a colloquy on this floor with the gentle- 
man as long as he chooses upon this subject. But nowI have not 
the time. 

I say, is it not right to make difficult the taking away of the 
pensions of these men? Is it not right to make it difficult to hang 
a person or imprison a man charged with crime? Does not the 
gentleman, himself a lawyer, give voice before jury and court to 
the old sentiment—has he not quoted it a thousand times over— 
that it is better to let go ninety-nine guilty men than to condemn 
one innocent man? And the same principle that will apply to a 
criminal in a court of law ought to apply to these men who get 
seventy-five or eighty or a hundred dollars a year. 

The gentleman says that this is not a vested right—this right 
of pensions. I say to him if it is not it ought to be [applause], 
and the first thing that will be becoming in the gentleman to-day 
is to devote his time to making it a vested right. Hecan not be 
engaged in a more patriotic duty, or one that will accomplish a 
juster or a grander result. It would be one of the beautiful para- 
graphs of his life, that would stand as an encomium of his patriot- 
ism, and a testimony to his manhood long after he was dead and 
in his grave. It is a vested right. He admits that it is a moral 
right, and what is a vested right except a moral right incorporated 
— law? Andif it is not incorporated into law it is time it should 
pe. 

Suppose, for instance, by way of illustration, that there is a 
derelict on the ocean, and a brave sailor with his crew saves this 
dismasted, abandoned vessel and bring her into port. What is 
done? Why, they give him at least half of her valuation and 
probably he gets all. 

Thatis just the relation that these men sustained to this grand old 
ship of state when she was in thetrough of thesea. Every timber 
, and everybody aboard of her was in alarm. 

These brethren of ours from the South went whoring after 
strange gods. The gods made them mad. In the hour of their 
anger they tried to pull down the house over their own heads and 
over our heads. These brave men came to the front and stood in 
the breach and saved the country. To whom does the country 
belong, sir? Who has a better right to it? It is a case of salvage 
without comparison in history. [{Applause. ] 

If the gentleman wants precedents and exemplars that he may 
safely follow with regard to these matters, let him follow that 
brave old hero whom I saw upon the floor a few minutes ago, 
Gen. Daniel E. Sickles. [Applause.}] Let the gentleman get his 
inspiration from him, and he will safely follow the light in a brave 
man’s hands. 

No, sir; you may traduce these pension laws and the men who 
receive these pensions. You may suffer these heroes to be buried 
in the potter's field. You may subject them to the narrowest and 
most stringent circumstances of financial and of social life, and 
they may go down at last in shame and poverty, amid the regrets 

.of those around them, but— 
On fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 


And glory guards, with solemn round, 
The bivouac of the dead. 


(erent 
_Mr. WILL AM A.STONE. Imove that the committee do now 
rise 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3537) 
oe appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILL1s, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Lawson, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SHaw, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brum, for six days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WiLLiAM A. STONE (at 4 o’clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the engineer officer formerly in charge of the Washington Aque- 
duct, inviting attention to the fact that certain plans encroach 
upon the Government land, and inclosing certain plans, corre- 
spondence, and recommendations—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 











1896. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2769) 
to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes in 
Arizona, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 30); which said bill and report were referred to the 


House Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


lows: 

Ee. HULING (by request): A bill (H. R. 3808) to amend the 
act of March 2, 1893, relative to highways of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3809) to pre- 
vent the reduction or discontinuance of pensions without first 
ceiving notice to the pensioner of such intended reduction or dis- 
continuance and allowing testimony to be submitted in defense 
thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 
+ Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 3810) to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Detroit River at the city of Detroit, 
in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 3811) fixing salaries for the 
clerks of the United States circuit and district courts for the dis- 
trict of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas 
and Choctaw Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 3813) authorizing the es- 
tablishment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay or elsewhere in the 
waters of Long Island, in the State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 3814) to finally 
adjust the swamp-land grants, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3815) for the improvement of 
the harbor at La Crosse, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 3816) providing for the ad- 
justment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. RB. 3817) concerning the rank 
and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full term 
as chief of a bureau in the Navy Department—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3818) fixing salaries for the 
clerks of the United States circuit and district courts for the dis- 
trict of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 3819) to repeal section 2 of 
the act of May 14, 1880, relating to contested land cases—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3820) to discontinue issuance of certificates 
for deposits of gold coin—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3821) to restore homestead 
rights—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 3822) to abolish the office of 
Solicitor of Internal Revenue, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3823) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reexamine and resettle the accounts 
of certain States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys 
expended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military 
purposes during the war of 1812—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 3824) to provide coast de- 
fenses for the sea and lake ports of the United States—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 3825) for the erection 
of a public building at Watertown, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 3826) providing for the 
election of a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of 
Representatives of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 3827) to reconvene the delegates 
of the United States to the International Marine Conference of 
1889—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 3828) to appropriate $4,000,000 
to continue the improvement of the Missouri River from its mouth 


to the south line of Sioux City, lowa—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ° 
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By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 3829) to provide for the loca- 
tion and purchase of public lands for reservoir sites, and granting 
right of way for water ditches and irrigating canals over public 
lands in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizonaand the States 
of Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyomng, Utah, 
and Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3830) to aid the States of California, Oregon, 
Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and 
South Dakota to support schools of mines—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3831) to incorporate the Lake 
Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal Company, and detining the } 


° . aso . : pow 
ers thereof, and to establish the canals and works herein au r- 


| ized as military post-roads—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R.3832) to amend section 1225 of 

the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail of officersof the 








Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in the State nor 
mal schools and in the public schools—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H.R.3833) to provide for the sum- 


mary hearing of certain cases in the Supreme Court of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R.3834) providing for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the United States public building at Can- 
ton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R.3835) to amend section 11 of the 
act of Congress approved March 1, 1895—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R. 3836) granting increase of pen- 
sion to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their 


widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 3837) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 18SS7— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R.3946) granting increase of pension 
to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their widows— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R.3947) to appropriate $500,000 
to begin the work of completing the Buffalo breakwater—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. LACEY: A bill (H.R.3948) to provide for free homes 
on lands purchased from the Indian tribes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R.3949) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for District of Columbia Volun- 
teers, the first to serve before April 18, 1861, for the defense of the 
city of Washington—to the Committee on Military Affair 

By Mr. BROWN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 77) providing for 
the adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of Tennessee 
against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 78) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to RearAdmiral Richard Worsam Meade on 
the completion of forty-five years of brilliant service to the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

sy Mr. MORSE: A resolution (House Res. No. 107) calling on 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to take action with reference 
to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 108) calling 
on the Secretaries of War, Navy, Interior, State, Treasury, and 
Agriculture and Commissioner of Pensions for information as to 
number of old and infirm persons unable to perform official serv 
ice yet retained on pay rolls—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 109) calling on the President 
for information regarding the distribution of patronage to induce 
members of Congress to vote for the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A resolution (House Res. No. 110) 
in regard to the report of Henry W. Elliott on the condition of 
the fur-seal fisheries of Alaska, etc.—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

3y Mr. HOWE: A resolution(House Res. No.111)instructing the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to appoint a 
mittee of three from said committee to investigate the workings 
of the Pension Office in regard to rulings on the dependent-pension 
act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


com- 


ns. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideraticn of the bill (H. R. 2833) for 
the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, and it was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 3838) to pension Mrs. Sarah 


Crippen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3839) to correct the military 
record of Jesse Closser, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 3840) to increase the pension 
of Michael Leahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) granting a pension to John Kennedy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) to increase the pension of Edward Vunk—- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (1. R. 8843) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Phillip Laudfried—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Cyrenius Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 3845) granting a pension to 
Eunice Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3846) to pension 
John Roof--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3847) for the relief 
of Claude H. Mastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of the creditors of the 
Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8849) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock 
Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 3850) restoring Pattie D. 
Oliver to the pension roll and granting her a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 3851) to reimburse Col. Phillip 
Kirschner for money paid for the services of a band for the Six- 
poy = Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8852) to amend the 
record of William H. De Freest—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 3853) for the relief of the 
estate of Nathan P. English—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3854) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Daniel Gallagher—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8855) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William H. Corless—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8856) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R. 3857) granting a pension to 
Thomas Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8858) granting a pension to Charles L. Ste- 
phens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) for the relief of John Allee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8860) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Futhy Barfell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8861) granting an increase of 
pension to Bernard Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38862) for the relief of John Green—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 3863) for the relief of Jehu 
Wherry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 3864) for the relief of Jeremiah 
Wilkie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3865) granting a pension to Samuel Binnix, 
late a private Company A, Putnam Rifles, Fifth Battalion Dis- 
trict of Columbia Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of George W. Goodman— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 3867) for the relief of R. L. 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) for the relief of J. C. Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) for the relief of George W. Quick—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H.R. 8870) for the relief of James A. Cook—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana; A bill (H.R. 3871) increasing the 
— of Francis A. Field to $72 a month—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3872) increasing the pension of William 8S. 
Demott, late first lientenant of Company F, One hundred and 
ts Regi Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions, 


By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 8873) granting a pension to 
George K. Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) to correct the military record of Louis 
W. Mayer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) relative to the Rancho Colus, in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) to correct the naval record of G. K. 
Knowlton, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to 
Henderson Marple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 3878) granting a pension to Henry 
Fishering, late private Company D, One hundred and fifty-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R.3879) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Patrick Elliott, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R.3880) granting a 
pension to James Harrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H.R. 3881) for the relief of J. M. 
Fidler and T. O. Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) for the relief of Wesley Rowe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of the heirs of John Sam- 
uels, deceased, of Montgomery County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of John T. 
Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 3885) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Hyer, of Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) toreimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) to pension Ellen D. Merrell, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of the heirs 
- William Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 3889) for the relief of the 
board of trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Arlington 
= ne known as Hunter’s Chapel—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to 
George William Hodgdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

et Bass MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 3891) for the relief of R. W. 
Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) granting a pension to Alexander Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H.R.3893) for the relief of William 
D. Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a’bill (H. R. 3894) for the relief of William Hommelsberg— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of Rebecca Knapp—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) for the relief of Ira S. Havens—to the 


-| Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of Lincoln 
W. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3898) granting a pension to Herbert W. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pitcher and Axel Hayford and Samuel Otis and George B. Fergu- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Abby Ellen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to James Murray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill . R. 3902) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James E. Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3903) granting a pension to Olive Brown—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) granting a pension to John Dow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Robert W. Groves— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Samuel Robbins—to 
the Committee on Claims. ¥ 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 3907) granting an increase of 
pension to William Zuilling, late a private in Company B, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

= Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of W. H. 
es the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

so, a bill (H. R. 8909) for the relief of James E. Littleton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3910) for the relief of Thomas Dean—to the 
5 i on ims. 

Conte, a ball (H. R. 3911) for the relief of William E. Shepperd— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3912) for the relief of Francis M. Henderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 3913) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John Mix, and granting him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8914) to increase the pension of Enoch B. 
Chadborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. é 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3915) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joel B. Townsend—to the Committee on 


ili , Affairs. 

Mitty “RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 3916) for the 
relief of George O. Donnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 3917) for the relief of Joseph 
Carrol—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3918) for the relief 
of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Traweek, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also (by request),a bill (H. R. 3919) for the relief of C. W. 
Threlkeld—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 3920) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 3921) for the relief of W. T. Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 3922) for relief of H. R. 
Farmer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3923) for relief of Robert Huff, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 3924) to correct the war 
record of Franklin Benham—to the Committee on Military 

ffairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James Shepard—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8926) to correct the war record of David | 


Sample—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3927) for the relief of James 
B. Russell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3928) for the relief of Ellen Wright, hospital 
nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 3929) for the relief of Agnes E. 
Craig—-to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 3930) for the relief of M. M. 
Beavers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3931) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claims of Abner M. Darling, administrator, and Jerome 
J. Getty for Indian depredations—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 3933) for the relief of Mary 
A. Denathertat and Marshall Davis, of Yazoo County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3934) for the relief of Franklin Sessions—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3935) for the relief of David K. Patterson, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of T. B. Stewart, admin- 
istrator of Joseph W. Stewart, deceased, of Scott County, Miss., 
. found due by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension to 
Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 8938) to grant pension to Mrs. 
Louisa McKean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel 
Giles for services in Oregon Indian wars—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3940) for the relief of B. F. Dowell—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (HL. R. 3941) granting anincrease of pen- 
sion to John Irvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 3942) reimbursing T. F. 
McGourin, late postmaster at De Funiak Springs, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) for the relief of Joseph Y. Porter, late 
captain and assistant surgeon, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 3944) granting a pension to 
George Fetterman, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Reserves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) granting a pension to Thomas J. Thorp, 
late a private Company K, Third Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of John A. Magee 
and other citizens of Clarion, Pa., for the passage of the Stone im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Daily 
Newspaper Association, concerning proposed increase of rate of 
postage on second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of Rev. J. O. Blanton and 16 other 
citizens of Tracy City, Tenn., favoring the passage of a billfor the 
relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3749, to 
increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 20 citizens of Calhoun, Ky., ask- 
ing for the passage of the Stone bill on immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition to accompany House bill No. 
3756, for the relief of Patteson & Striffler, of Springfield, I11.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, certificate of mayor and city engineer, to accompany House 
bill No. 3756, for the relief of Patteson & Striffler, of Springfield, 
Ill.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition to accompany bill to reimburse 
Philip Kershner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROW: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3143, 
granting a pension to James O’Conner—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 518 merchants and manufacturers of the United 
States, praying for immediate action upon the invitation from the 
French Government to take part in the International Exposition 
to be held in Paris in 1900, and asking for an appropriation for 
certain purposes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Francis Marr, asking to have the 
charge of desertion standing against him removed from the records 
of the War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing in Cascade, Iowa, protesting against the treatment of the Ar- 
menians, and urging our Government to use every influence to 
arouse the civilized world against the brutality of Turkey—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper from the 8. P. Wetherill Company, of Philadelphia, 
in respect to the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 3576, appropriating $6,332.30 for paying the claim of C. M. 
Kirkpatrick for paving the roadway of Clifford avenue, in Indian- 
apolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2947, increasing the 
pension of D. D. Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2946, removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Jenkins, alias 
John F. Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2949, appropriating 
$1,537.28 for paying the claim of George W. McCray for paving 
Hanna street adjacent to the United States arsenal in Indianap- 
olis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2950, appropriating 
$4,006.73 for paying the claim of the Western Paving and Supply 
Company for paving streets adjacent to the post-office and court- 
house in Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2732, placing Julius 
R. Frederick, one of the Greely expedition, on the retired list—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3044, removing the 
charge of desertion now standing against the name of Samuel B. 
Alexander, alias Jordan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2948, increasing the 
pension of Thomas M. Chill, an Indian war veteran of 1832, to $50 
a month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3400, appropriating 
$4,323.15 in payment of the claim of A. Brown—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted by the Union Park Congre- 
gational Church, of Chicago, I11., January 10, 189€, concerning the 
recent massacres in Armenia, and strenuously protesting against 
their continuance—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. HUBBARD: Papers to accompany bill to pension Hen- 
derson Marples, private in Capt. A. J. Hart’s company of Provi- 
sional Missouri Militia of 1864, under Order No. 107—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOLP: Petition of J. C. Furman, B. F. Crispin, E. K. 
Freeze, C. B. Jackson, F. W. Hildbrand, 8. C. Zayne, and 160 
ather citizens of Berwick, Pa., and vicinity, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act to secure a better grade of immigration, etc., said 
act being known as the William A. Stone bill—to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOCKHART: Petition of the heirs of John W. Strauss, | 
deceased, late of New Hanover County, N. C., praying reference | 
of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition for the recognition of the insurgent Cubans as 
belligerents in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on | 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Two petitions, respectively, of cit- | 
izens of Dorchester, N. J., and 17 citizens of Leesburg and Dor- 
chester, for the passage of the Stone bill, relating to immigra- | 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. LOW: Petition of the Drug Trade Section, New York 
Board of Trade, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
3114—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Leopold Salomon, late of Company H, Twen- 
tieth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Robert W. Groves for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Olive Brown for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Herbert W. Loch for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: Petition of the citizens of 
Tombstone, Ariz., favoring the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of C. H. Varney and 34 citi- 
zens of Welshfield, Geauga County, Ohio, in support of an act to 
secure a better grade of immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of William Zwilling for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of O’Brien County, Iowa, 
asking for legislation with reference to forfeited Sioux City and 
St. Paul lands in said county—to the Committee on the Public 





Ohio, for allowance of his claim—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of the First en Church of Dayton, Ohio, for 
a Sunday-rest law at the national capital—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. SPALDING: Petition to accompany a bill to correct 
the war record of Franklin Benham—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Letter concerning Armenian troubles, from 
the i umphrey Street Congregational Church, New Haven, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

a Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of 128 homesteaders, 
settlers on lands in Ashland County, Wis.; who have been ordered 
to vacate the lands because of a recent decision of the Supreme 
Court giving the lands to the Wisconsin Central Railroad Com- 
pany—<o the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial from the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, requesting the enactment of the arbitration law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the board of aldermen and a large 
number of the citizens of Dardanelle, Ark., for the protection of 
the harbor and town of Dardanelle inst the action of defective 
or improper Government dikes near that point—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pen- 
_ to Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of A. K. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, statement of A. W. Bishop, of Buffalo, N. Y., with ref- 
erence to a bill for the relief of W. 8S. Riggs—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: Four petitions, respectively, of the heirs of 
Orloff M. Dorman, deceased, late of Norfolk; estate of Naharai 
Foreman, deceased, late of Norfolk County; estate of Josiah Cul- 
peper, deceased, late of Norfolk County, and Jonathan Martin, 
of Norfolk County, Va., praying reference of their respective 
= claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 





Lands. 
By Mr. SORG: Petition of William T. Alexander, of Dayton, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 14, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mripurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 
ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH TENNESSEE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 11, 1895, copies of all papers on file in the 
War Department touching the seizure of and operation by tho 
United States of the Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville Railroad, 
the Edgefield and Kentucky Railroad, the McMinnville and Man- 
chester Railroad, and the Winchester and Alabama Railroad, 


| together with a letter from N. R. Batchelder, Quartermaster-Gen- 
| eral United States Army, inclosing all papers now on file in the 
| office of the Quartermaster-General appertaining to the claims in 


question; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
EQUIPMENT OF MONITORS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 3d instant, a statement as to the cost of equip- 
ping with guns and machinery and putting in suitable condition 
for purposes of harbor defense all monitors not now in commission 
or undergoing repairs; which, with the accompanying statement, 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 7th instant, a list of judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims, not including those for which provision was 
made at the last session of Congress and which required an appro- 
priation for their payment; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment the bill (8.30) to amend an act entitled ‘* An 
act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of 
the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 
2, 1898. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 25) to extend the time for making an assess- 
ment of real estate in the District of Columbia; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the American Society of Church History held in New 
York City, December 27, 1895, sympathizing with the persecuted 
Christians in Armenia, and praying for the prompt qualification 
of consuls to that country and an extension of the work of the 
Red Cross Society to the persecuted in Armenia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of F. M. Satterfield and 
sundry other citizens of Rock Hall, Md., and the petition of J. M. 
Burdett and sundry other citizens of Browningsville, Md., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Society of Friends, praying the President of the United 
States and both Houses of Congress to consider the great impor- 
tance of the preservation of peaceful relations between the United 
States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented twenty-two petitions of members of the 
Nebraska National Guard, praying for the enactment of such leg- 
islation as will authorize the War Department to exchange the 
Springfield rifles now in use by them for those of caliber .45 with 
the latest improvements; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., praying that improvements be made for the re- 
lief of the cities, towns, farmers, and settlers situated upon and 
near the valley of the Skagit River, in Skagit County, in that State; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 45 citizens of Long Bot- 
tom, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at the annual meeting of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, held at Williamsport, Pa., December 12, 
1895, praying for the adoption of what is known as the “Lubin 
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proposition ” for the protection of American agriculture and ship- 


sing in the foreign trade. I ask that the resolutions be printed 
in the RecorD and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, 


as follows: 
PENNSYLVANIA STATE GRANGE, PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY, 
Office of Secretary. 
on. JAMES DONALD CAMERON, 
= United States Senator from Pennsylvania. 

DEAR Str: At the annual meeting of the Pennsylvania State Grange, held 
at Williamsport, Pa., December 12, 189, the following resolutions and address 
to the American people and the Congress of the United States were unani- 
mously adopted, and it was directed that they be officially forwarded to the 
Representatives and Senators from Pennsylvania to be presented to Con- 
gress as expressing the views of the farmers of our State upon the important 
question of SS . 

»spectfully submitted. ; 
a ; LEONARD RHONE, 
Master Pennsylvania State Grange. 
Attested: 

J. T. A1LMAN, Secretary. 


EQUITABLE PROTECTION. 


To the American people and the Congress of the United States: 


At a conference of the representatives of chambers of commerce, boards of 
trade, and delegates of the Farmers’ National Congress, and other commer- 
cial organizations from the various sections of the Union, and delegatesof the 
National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, under the auspices of the National 
Grange, Worcester, Mass., November 14, 1895, the following resolutions were 

opted: 

« Thereas agricultural staples, being exports, can not be protected by a tariff 
on imports, as are manufactures, and American ships in the foreign trade, 
being built by partly protected materialand under protection wages, are ata 
disadvantage in the world’s competition with ships constructed and operated 
in cheap-labor or free-trade countries: | re 

‘Resolved by this conference, That this depressed condition demands the en 
actment of such legislation as will put both these great industries upon a foot- 
ing of equality with those now specially fostered by the Government. 

“ Recoleen hat we call upon Congress to equalize the protective system by 
extending toagricultural staples and American shipping in the foreign trade 
that just measure of protection to which they are entitled so long as protec- 
tion is the controlling and public policy of the nation. 

“Resolved, That we recommend to the consideration of the Congress of the 
United States and to the American people what is known as the ‘Lubin 

roposition’ for the protection of American agriculture and shipping in the 

orcign trade.” 

The same resolutions, in substance, have been recently adopted by the 
Chambers of Commerce of San Francisco; Seattle, Wash.; Portland, Oreg.; 
the Board of Trade of Bath, Me.; the leading Atlantic Coast shipbuilders at a 
meeting in Philadelphia, and the Farmers’ National Congress at Atlanta, Ga. 


THE “LUBIN PROPOSITION” 


is for the protection of American agricultural staples, a portion of which are 
exported, bY the payment of a bounty by the Federal Government upon such 
exports and the protection of American shipping in the foreign trade, to the 
end that all industries in the United States which in any manner compete 
with the cheaper labor of foreign countries may be protected equally with 
such industries as are now protected by a tariff on imports. 

For seventy-six years a similar policy was in successful operation in Great 
Britain, and it only ceased when that nation no longer exported agricultural 
staples, after which the tariff upon imports protected heragriculturists until 
the repeal of what are known as the “corn laws.”’ 

It is believed that the enactment into laws of this proposition will have the 
effect of making steadily profitable the pursuit of agricultural employment 
and replace present threatened disaster to our farm-owning population by 
prosperity, the result of which would have an equally beneficial effect upon 
our great manufacturing industries, which are so vitally dependent upon our 
farming population for the purchase of their products. And it willeffect for 
shipping in the foreign trade a stimulus to shipowning and shipbuilding to 
such an extent that our own home-built, home-manned, and American-owned 
vessels shall once more carry the larger share of our foreign commerce, 
thereby creating a much greater home market for American farm and fac 
tory products among those engaged in shipping and the retention in the 
United States of the many millions of dollars which we now expend annually 
to enrich foreign shipowners and shipbuilders. 

Weearnestly urge upon the American people and the Congress of the United 
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States the early and favorable consideration of such measures on the lines | 


here indicated as shall give prosperity to all American industries by equita- 
ble protection. 

Unanimously adopted. 

J. H. BRIGHAM, 
Chairman, and Master National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry. 
HUGH CRAIG, 
Vice-President, and Vice-President San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 
ALEX. R. SMITH, 
Secretary, representing leading Atlantic Coast Shipbuilders. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Council Chamber of 
Chosen Knights Commandery, No. 174, Ancient and Illustrious 
Order of Knights of Malta, of York, Pa., praying that relief be 
granted to the suffering Armenians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

_Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
North Platte, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Imnigration. 

He also presented a petition of the State Council of Nebraska, 
praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of F. J. Chandler and sundry 
other citizens of Kansas City, Fayetteville, and St. Louis, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
———— bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

on. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, in be- 
half of the bill which I introduced to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses. 

The petitioners state that the events of the past few weeks, 
growing out of the President's message on the Venezuelan ques- 
tion, disclose more clearly than ever the utter lack of means to 
defend the unprotected ports on the Pacific Coast against the 
encroachments of a possible enemy. 

They call attention to the fact, which is well known, that the 
British Government maintains the headquarters of its Pacific 
squadron at Esquimalt, on Vancouver Island; that British men- 
of-war are permanently stationed in that harbor; that for the 
past three years the British Government has been quietly erect- 
ing strong fortifications at that point, and that at the slightest 
intimation of hostilities a fleet of British men-of-war could be 
sent from Esquimalt, a distance of only a few miles, across the 
Straits of Fuca into Puget Sound, which could levy tribute on 
the important cities or reduce them to ashes within a few hours. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented petitions of William B. Coit and 54 
other citizens of New London, Conn.; of Charles B. Jennings 
and 48 other citizens of New London, Conn.; of Walter A. Town 
and &6 other citizens of New London, Conn.: of the professors, 
instructors, and students of Williams Memorial Institute, of 
New London, Conn.; of President Robert P. Keep and the pro- 
fessors of the Norwich Free Academy, of Norwich, Conn.; of 
the president and professors of Trinity College, of Hartford, Conn.; 
of the professors and students of St. Margaret's School, of Water- 
bury, Conn.; of Mrs. William M. Olcott, honorary State regent, 
and the officers and members of Faith Trumbull Chapter, Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, of Norwich, Conn.; of Grace T. 
Arms, president, and the officers and members of Jonathan 
Brooks Society, Children of the American Revolution, of Con- 
necticut; of John K. Buckley and 123 other citizens of Mystic, 
Conn.; of Mrs. Cuthbert H. Slocomb and 55 other residents of 
Stonington, Conn,; of Charles J. Hoadley, president, and 10 other 
officers and members of the Connecticut Historical Society, of 
Hartford, Conn.; of Elizabeth J. Camp, regent, and 23 other 
members of Sarah Ludlow Chapter, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, of Seymour, Conn.; of Mrs. A. J. Muzzy, regent, 
and 33 other members of Katharine Gaylord Chapter, Danchters 
of the American Revolution, of Bristol, Conn.; of Mrs. Albert S. 
Comstock, regent, and 69 other members of Hannah Benedict 
Canter Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of New 
Canaan, Conn., and of Lizzie F. Litchfield and 31 other members 
of Anne Wood Elderkin Chapter, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, of Willimantic, Conn., praying that the Government 
purchase certain lots adjoining old Fort Griswold, in the town of 
Groton, Conn.; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red 
Mountain Railway Company a right of way through the Colville 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

A bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send; 

A bill (8. 137) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; 

A bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise; 

A bill (S. 836) for the relief of William J. Murray; 

A bill (S. 944) granting a pension to Robert Gamble; 

A bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. 
Buskirk; 

A bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob; 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; and 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to Maud Ardelle 
Bliss; and 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 

A bill (S. 1811) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 585) granting an increase of pension to Martha R. 
Hitchcock; 

A bill (8S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Breedlove; 

A bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon; and 

A bill (8. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 352) granting a pension to Philip Kersh- 
ner, late lieutenant-colonel of the Sixteenth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 382) granting an increase of pension to Philip Kershner, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1037) for the relief of John Clyde Sulli- 
=, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (8. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at Oak- 
land, Cai., certain cannon, etc., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 466) granting a pension to William Brown, 
reported it with an onsen and submitted a report thereon. 

ir. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.507) to pension Mollie Crandall, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.748) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1303) granting an inerease of pension to Charles F. Holly, 
sepertes it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

fr. SHOUP. Both these bills were passed by the Senate in the 
last Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 
52) appropriating the sum of $50,000 for the completion of dry 
dock No. 8 at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard; which was read twice by 
its title, and, on motion of Mr. McMILLAN, the joint resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1208) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MRS. EVA DAVIS COGSWELL, 


Mr. LODGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. 1) ques a pension to Mrs. 
Eva Davis Cogswell, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell, to 
report it back favorably with an amendment and submit a re- 
port thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 7, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred” and insert 
‘*seventy-five”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Eva Davis Cogs- 
well, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell, at the rate of $75 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HiLL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts who reported 
this bill please explain to the Senate the grounds upon which the 
pension is granted? Is there a written report? 

Mr. LODGE. There is a written report with the bill which 
Was unanimously agreed to by the committee, I will state. 

Mr. HILL, Perhaps the Senator, however, can state it more 
concisely. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill is for the benefit of Mrs. Eva Davis 
Cogswell, the widow of Gen. William Cogswell, who was for many 
years a member of the House of Representatives, undoubtedly 
well known to the Senator from New York and others. He died 
last spring. He was an officer of distinguished gallantry. He 
was in active service all through the war. He was seriously 
wounded at Chancellorsville. He commanded a brigade at the 
close of the war, This pension is for the benefit, as 1 have said, 
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of the widow, who is left without any provision of any kind. He 
was the youngest brigadier-general, I believe, in the service. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for information because I have given no spe- 
cial attention to these pension matters, and confess my ignorance 
in regard tothem. Is.there a pension of any sum granted to the 
widow of a brigadier-general as a matter of course, irrespective 
of any other consideration? 

Mr. LODGE. Not toa brigadier-general of volunteers, I under- 
stand. I think there is no pension provided for except such as 
Congress sees fit to grant. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the regular rate paid to the widow of a 
brigadier-general? 

Mr. LODGE. There has been no regular rate. 

Mr. MILLS. What rate has been paid heretofore? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under the general laws, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts will permit me, the rate is $30 for all officers 
above the grade of lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the rate usually paid to the widows of 
generals who held the rank of General Cogswell? 

Mr. GALLINGER. By Congress? By special act? 

Mr. MILLS. By special act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There has been no uniform rate, I will 
say to the Senator; anywhere from $50 to $200; but perhaps it is 
safe to say that $75 has been about the average rate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if the widow has a family dependent on her? 

Mr. LODGE. She has no family dependent upon her. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator know of any reason why she 
should receive a greater pension than the pension of the widow of 
some private soldier? 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that I 
think the services rendered by General Cogswell while in com- 
mand entitle him to a higher pension. It is recognized by every 
law of the United States that in view of the services of officers the 
pension of officers and their widows shall be proportioned in some 
degree to their rank. The pension proposed by the bill is in no 
degree an excessive one. On the contrary, it is lower than many 
that have been granted by Congress to men of no more distin- 
guished service than General Cogswell. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. anaes I think last week, 
brought in a bill to grant a pension to the widow of General Jar- 
dine. In that case a pension was allowed at $50 a month to the 
widow of a general of the same rank as General Cogswell. Why 
should this lady receive $25 more than the widow of General Jar- 
dine? I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts the propriety 
of reducing the amount to $50 a month. 

Mr. LODGE. I must decline to do that without a vote of the 
Senate. The bill has been es unanimously by the committee 
at $75 a month as a reasonable and proper pension in this case. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am decidedly opposed to an irregular method 
of allowing pensions to the widows of officers of the volunteer 
army in the ae war. <A few days ago, asI suggested a moment 
since, the Senator from Connecticut brought in and had passed a 
bill to pension the widow of General Jardine at $50 a month, a 
man of the same rank, and who I presume performed services 
equally as meritorious as those of General Cogswell. The Senator 
from Connecticut asked for a pension of $100 a month, but he was 
satisfied to take $50. My recollection is that in no instance since 
I have been a member of the Senate has the sum been over $50. 
The Senator from Massachusetts says this lady has no family de- 
pendent upon her. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit 
me, ! will state to him that there are scores of precedents. Of 
course I do not want to enter into a controversy with the Senator, 
but there are scores of precedents where the widows of survivors 
have been granted $100 a month, and scores of other precedents 
where they have been granted $75 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume that is true; I do not doubt it; but 
the chairman of the Committee on Pensions ought to present to 
us some rule. Iam myself decidedly opposed to discriminating 
between men of equal rank or their families. I know nothing 
about General Cogswell except as a matter of history and from 
having met him on one or two occasions, but I presume it is true 
that every brigadier-general during the late war performed his 


duty. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will not 
interrupt him further. He says the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions ought to present some rule. I served upon the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives and 
for five years upon the Committee on Pensions of the Senate of the 
United States. That question has been constantly under discus- 
sion in the committee, and we have been utterly unable as a mat- 
ter of justice toformulate any rule. These cases must necessarily 
be considered as individual cases on their merits, and the Senate 
must decide for itself whether the action of the committee is to 
be indorsed or otherwise. The committee will find no fault in 
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- individual case if the Senate reverses the action of the com- 
agree upon our best judgment in view of all the cir- 
cumstances and conditions surrounding individual cases, and 
make our reports accordingly, and it is then in the hands of the 
Senate to do as the Senate may see wise in regard to the cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not satisfactory to me, however satisfac- 
tory it may be to the chairman of the Committee on Pensions. 
There ought to be a rule in this Chamber and in the other. branch 
of Congress with reference to the amount of pension that is given 
to the widows of officers of like rank under like circumstances. 
The Senator from New Hampshire, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, says that this lady would draw $30 a month un- 
der the general law without a special act in her behalf. I wish to 
place myself on record here as being opposed to making any dis- 
crimination whatever between the widow of a private soldier and 
the widow of a brigadier-general, or a major-general, or a lieu- 
tenant-general, orany otherkind ofageneral. Iwanttoannounce, 
so far as 1 amconcerned, that I am utterly opposed to discrimina- 
tions of that kind. / ; i 

Mr. President, I had some experience during the late war in fol- 
lowing the brigadier-generals, sometimes following them and they 
sometimes following us. I understand quite distinctly that their 
services were not at all times quite as meritorious as they have 
sometimes been described in later years. If we would pay atten- 
tion to the Committee on Pensions and the laudations indulged in 
here from time to time by certain Senators who had no experience 
whatever as soldiers we would suppose that the battles of this 
country had been fought alone by brigadier-generals and .major- 
generals, and that no person below the rank of a brigadier-general 
could be found in the late war on either side. I want to say that 
it was the services of the humble private soldiers during the last 
war that put stars upon the shoulders of some of the gentlemen 
whose widows are now being pensioned in fabulous sums. 

I say it is decidedly un-American to discriminate between the 
poor struggling widow of a private soldier and the struggling 
widow of a brigadier-general. I know of thousands of honest 
women in this country, intelligent women, struggling upon a pen- 
sion of ten or fifteen dollars a month, supporting a family, rais- 
ing and educating children, who are or should be as meritorious 
in the eyes of this country as the widow of the most distinguished 
general in our late army. It is a species of namby-pambyism, of 
flunkeyism, to make this discrimination. 

I am in favor of giving liberal pensions to the wives of deceased 
soldiers and to their children. I have a deep and an abiding 
sympathy for every man who gave his services to his country, 
and for every poor woman and child who suffered as a result of 
that great struggle. But I am not prepared, Mr. President, to 
make a discrimination between American women who are equally 
meritorious any more than I am prepared to make a discrimina- 
tion between American men who are equally meritorious. 

While I shall not oppose the passage of this measure any further 
than to vote against it if a yea-and-nay vote is taken (or on a viva 
voce vote, for that matter), I want to say here and now that as a 
private soldier, who served during the late war, I shall at all 
times and under all circumstances i what I can to put down and 
wipe out discrimination between soldiers of the late war. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
desires entire uniformity in the matter of pensions. That, sir, is 
an absolute impossibility for any committee that has any sense of 
justice or fairness. There is variety in rank; which the world re- 
gards, whether the Senator regards it or not. There is variety in 
the degree of necessity, in the situation of the family, and the 
suffering of the soldier—the dead husband and father. There are 
circumstances that inevitably compel any committee of common 
humanity to make some discrimination. 

Why are these bills here, Mr. President? Because this is a 
court of equity. Because the Pension Bureau is absolutely bound 
by the letter of the law. It not only grades men that it would 
not otherwise, but it rejects cases in which it is perfectly con- 
vinced that there ought to be a pension, and frequently suggests 
to the applicant for a pension that he go to the Congress of the 
United States because the Bureau can not, under the letter of the 
law, grant any pension whatever. Wherefore I say we are here as 


a court of equity, which, as Blackstone says, in substance, sup-’ 


— that wherein the law, by reason of its universality, is defi- 
cient. . 

Now, the Senator indulges in talk that I can not characterize 
as I would wish or ought to characterize here about the poor pri- 
vate soldier; that the brigadier-general did not amount to any- 
thing; that he perhaps followed instead of leading, and all that. 
If the Senator wishes to go into that, it is not necessary to argue 
that there must be officers by any manner of means, but I might 
suggest one small fact to him that might mollify him alittle. The 
losses among officers were very much larger proportionately than 
the losses among the men, and inevitably such is the case. It is 
worth a little something more in that way, if you choose to make 
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a dollar-and-cent matter of it, to be an officer than it is to be a sol- 
dier, and so governments have thought. It is supposed to be 
worth a little something more to be a member of the Senate of 
the United States than to be an humble lawyer in the country, as 
the Senator from Nebraska and myself have found out. In short, 
there is a difference among men; there isa difference in the reward 
for their services; there is a difference in the circumstances of 
their families; and so there must be discriniination. 

It would be a comparatively easy thing to settle the whole mat- 
ter of pensions if you could establish one uniform scale for all; 
but the next day after you had established your uniform scale, 
there would come up a case that would compel you to differ from 
it and to wish the rule had not been made so, and to desire some 
equitable reconstruction of the case. Many people suppose—no 
Senators, I hope or think, suppose—that the laws of the country 
should be made equal, and they are always telling the people that 
the laws ought to be so uniform and so complete and so clear that 
there will be no occasion for exceptional cases. You may take 
the best constructed statute in the world, and after it runs years, 
like two or three of the famous statutes upon the books concern- 
ing limitations, etc., you will have whole libraries of commenta- 
ries upon cases that are supposed to come just within or without 
the letter of the law. You can not by any set of rigid rules meet 
equitably the situation of everything. 

I think this pension 1s entirely reasonable—quite so—and I shall 
bring up one in a day or two where I shall hope to get a pension 
of $100 a month for the beneficiary. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President,whatever the Senator from Nebraska 
may think of the brigadier-generals of the war, I suppose he will 
not question that an officer who went into the war as a captain 
of a State regiment, stayed all through it, was badly wounded, had 
his health shattered, was selected by General Sherman for a posi- 
tion on his staff on his merits, having had no personal acquaint- 
ance with General Sherman before the war and no possible oppor- 
tunity for favoritism, is entitled to our respect and gratitude. 

Now, [ hope the Senator from Nebraska, whose kindness of heart 
I am sure nobody will question, will see that it would be very hard 
on this lady, who has been left penniless, if he compels her to wait 
until the Pension Committee of the Senate have devised a general 
and just rule applicable to all cases. That committee say they 
can not devise such a rule, that it is impossible in the nature of 
things. The members of the committee say so unanimously, I 
think. But suppose they are wrong; would it not be rather hard 
on this lady that she should be compelled to live without adequate 
support after the great public services, civil and military, which 
her husband had rendered to his country, until the Senator from 
Nebraska has converted the Pension Committee, and has converted 
the Senate, to his policy of a uniform general rule? I subinit to 
him, whether he is right or wrong, it is rather hard to make this 
lady the victim of that suggestion. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, I said I was perfectly willing to vote for this pension at $50 
a month, exactly the same as the pension of General Jardine. I 
am not willing to discriminate. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, there are numer- 
ous other cases where the chairman of the Pension Committee 
says $75 or $100 a month has been paid. Why does the Senator 
select the lowest one and put that down, instead of selecting the 
highest one or the average pension? 

General Cogswell’s is a very peculiar case. There may be 
others, and I suppose the case of Mrs. Gresham will probably 
come up at some time, where the same doctrine may perhaps be 
applied. General Cogswell was a man whose whole service had 
been given to his country or his State. He was one of the class 
of men like Agassiz, who had no time to make money and was 
never a money getter or a money keeper. He was a man whose 
pocket could not hold money if there was a comrade in distress, 
an old soldier who came around to his door. General Cogswell 
had a good deal of the habit, so far as he was personally con- 
cerned, of sharing what he had with his fellow-soldiers who were 
in distress. 

He went into the war with acaptain’s commission; he came out 
at the head of a brigade. He stayed all through. He was in 
some of the most dangerous and difficult military operations and 
in some of the most important battles of the war. He was badly 
wounded. He was, late in the war, selected by General Sherman 
as a member of his staff. When he came out he was made mayor 
of his own city. He was elected to Congress in a district where 
the two parties were close. They would keep a man in one or two 
terms and then turn him out. He went in having a nomination 
by a majority of 1 in the nominating convention, but at his last 
election he had a popular majority of between ten and twelve 
thousand, carrying every town, every city, and every ward of 
every city in the entire district. With the love and affection, not 
only of his own constituents and his neighbors, but of his com- 
rades and members of the House of Representatives, I suppose it 
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is not improper to say that had he lived and his health been spared 
he would have been at the head, perhaps, of the most important 
committee of the present House. 

I think, with deference to my honorable friend from Nebraska, 
who I am sure does not speak from any individual unkindness to 
this case, but only from a general view of his duty as he regards 
it, that this is not a case where it should be said that the scale of 
living for the widow of such a person as that, who has been all 
her life among the best companionship that the public service here 
and elsewhere would bring her, is precisely the same as that of a 
widow of a man who got a living for 60 cents a day shoveling 
gravel on a railroad or even the widow of a private soldier. 

The Senator from Nebraska would be obliged by his logic to 
move at once to make the pay of the General of the Army $13 a 
month. Is the Senator quite prepared to say that when the army 
appropriation bill comes here he will move to make the pay of the 
General of the Army $13 a month, the same as that which the 
private soldier now gets, on the ground that the services of the 
orivate soldier are just as good, or that the private soldier shall 

ave $15,000 a year? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, if the Senator will permit me, that $13 a 
month would perhaps cover the value of the services of the General 
of the Army in some instances. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is the Senator’s argument that the generals 
in the war on both sides—Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, and Logan, 
and Lee and Stonewall Jackson—were not men of exceptional 
brilliancy and ability, and that this American Republic of ours 
can not turn out generals who are above the ordinary capacity and 
character, entitled to receive and enjoy a greater aan than the 
commonest men, who are only worth $13 a month, I differ with 
him. 

L have as high an opinion of the private soldiers of the Ameri- 
can Republic as any man, and I believe every private soldier in 
Macnebassthe knows and believes that an honor or mark of affec- 
tion and public regard to a general or to a general’s widow is an 
honor to him. In the nature of the case you can not give that 
honor to every private soldier where a million of men have been 
engaged in a war. But soldiers feel that honor paid to their gen- 
eral, their representative and leader, is an honor to then. They 
like to come to Washington to see the statue of Thomas; they 
like to see the statues of Sherman and Logan and Gran‘; they like 
to see the soldiers’ monument surmounted and adorned with the 
statues of the great generals and great officers of the war; and the 
private soldier says to himself, ‘‘ That isan honor to me, too; it is 
my service; it is 1 that is being recognized; it is my beloved com- 
mander who is being honored; it is the feeling that was in my 
bosom that actuated the bosom of the whole American people 
when they paid this honor.” 

Mr. President, there is not a private soldier in Massachusetts, and 
I believe there is scarcely a private soldier in the whole country 
on either side, who would not say when this honor, this mark of 
regard, and this provision for the widow of this brave soldier, this 
nobleand honorable man, and this eminent statesman, is proposed, 
‘Give her all she asks, and, God bless her, more.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not believe that either the 
Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from Connecticut has 
any higher appreciation of the distinguished services of the sol- 
diers named than I have. I have seen every one of those men, 
Sherman, Grant, Sheridan, Logan, and others, and more espe- 
cially Thomas, under circumstances under which the Senator 
from Massachusetts never saw them—that is, upon the field of 
battle. I have very great appreciation of them. I have come 
from boyhood with all the prejudices of youth with me in favor 
of the Union soldier and in favor of the American soldier for his 
gallantry wherever he was. I have not the language to express 
my appreciation of the meritorious services of those gentlemen. 

I have not the faintest objection in the world to General Cogs- 
well or his widow. I would do anything within my power that 
was just to relieve this worthy woman, but it strikes me that the 
discrimination which the Senator from Massachusetts makes be- 
tween the private soldier and General Cogswell, or any other gen- 
eral, is an obnoxious and invidious distinction. If I had it within 
my power [ would raise the pensions of a great many pensioners 
in this country higher than they are, and I would reduce the pen- 
sions of some to a lower scale than they are now receiving. 

it has been a common thing to bring in bills here to pension Mrs. 
John Smith, the widow of Gen. John Smith, from some particular 
State, and to allow her all the way from $50 to $100, as has been 
stated, without a solitary thing appearing in the evidence, or ap- 

earing before the Senate, authorizing or warranting a pension 
in that sum. 

Now, what has General Cogswell done for this country? Grant 
that his services have been great and meritorious, what has he 
done for thiscountry, Mr. President, that 2,000,000 other men have 
not done? He gave his services as a gallant soldier during the 
late war. That is true of a million of unknown dead to-day. He 
gave his services in an official position which perhaps a hundred 
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thousand men were equal to fill if they had been called upon to 
do so. Why should the widow of such a man receive a greater 
pension than the meritorious widow of a man who served in the 
ranks? There is no reason excepting that which has grown up in 
a discrimination between these two classes of men in the Senate 
and in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to answer his question, 
as he interrupted me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr.HOAR. For the same reason that the Senator pockets every 
Lay $5,000, when some humble neighbor of his gets but 75 cents 
a day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not pocket anything more than $5,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes: your mileage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, there is a 
better reason than he states. He says it is simply the action of 
the Senate and House of Representatives on these special bills. [I 
will call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the general laws 
make these distinctions, and before the Senator can reach the point 
he seems to be aiming at he must entirely revise the laws of the 
United States relating to pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing in that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is just that init. The widow of a 
lieutenant-colonel receives $30 a month and the widow of a pri- 
vate soldier receives $12 under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thirty dollarsisa very small sum, and the others 
ought to be raised up tothat. Thetruth is, the Senators beat about 
the bush on this question. You will not get the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions to stand at his desk in 
this Chamber and declare that there should be a discrimination 
between these persons. 

Mr. GALLINGER. IftheSenator will permit me again—and I 
think Ishall say nothing further—I will repeat what I said amoment 
ago. Iserved on the Pension Committee in the other House un- 
der a Democratic chairman, and I have served on the Committee 
on Pensions in the Senate under a Democratic chairman, and we 
found it impossible, although it was discussed scores of times, to 
makea ian rating for officers and the widows of officers. This 
very morning a bill was authorized to be reported by the Senator 
from Connecticut {| Mr. HAWLEY] for the widow of an officer at 
$100 a month; the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] was 
authorized to report a bill for another widow at $75 a month, and 
I was authorized to report a bill for the widow of a brevet brigadier- 
general of my State at $30 a month. I believe justice was done 
in each case, considering all the circumstances and conditions sur- 
rounding it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not referring to the discriminations which 
have been made by the committee as between officers of equal 
rank. The discrimination to which I refer is that discrimination 
between the man who carries his musket and discharges his duty 
upon the field of battle, and the man who carries epaulettes upon 
his shoulders. One would think from the argument of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut that God had made a distinction between 
these men. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If He did not, who did make it? 

Mr. ALLEN. Gentlemen like the Senator from Connecticut 
made it. It is a part and parcel of the English system, which has 
come to us, of discriminating between men who perform equally 
meritorious services. There is no distinction. When the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut stands at his desk and urges that there is a 
distinction between men who perform equally meritorious serv- 
ices, I do not believe that the American people are prepared to 
adopt his views or act upon them. 

I state to you, Mr. President, that from the Atlantic to the Pa- 
cific, all over this country, are widows of meritorious private 
soldiers and meritorious noncommissioned officers who have fami- 
lies that they are caring for and educating who are drawing a 
pittance of $15, $20, and $25 a month, and many of them not so 
much. Is it possible that this lady, to care for herself alone, needs 
more money than the widows of those private soldiers and non- 
commissioned officers? The services of the husbands of those 
widows were as meritorious and necessary as the services of Gen- 
eral Cogswell or any other officer. It was through the gallant 
sand meritorious services of these men that it was possible to re- 
store these States and to bring about the present desirable condi- 
tion of our Union. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that the percentage of loss 
among the commissioned officers of the Army was greater than 
among the private soldiers. I deny it. I say the percentage of 
loss was ter among the private soldiers and noncommissioned 
officers of the Army than it was among the commissioned officers, 
and it is idle for the Senator to stand here and contend for the 
contrary. 

Mr. President, I desire, with a view of making a motion, to ask 
the parliamen status of the ding bill? 

The VICE-P IDENT. e Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] asked unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
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sideration of the bill under discussion. The Chair submitted to 
the Senate the question whether there was objection. No objec- 
tion was interposed, when the bill was read in full and the Chair 
stated that it was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
and open toamendment. The question then was upon the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Pensions, which was agreed 
to, and the bill was reported to the Senate. Then the Senator 
from New York [Mr. H1LL] made an inquiry of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. , , F 

Mr. ALLEN. If in order, I desire to amend the bill by moving 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five ” and inserting “fifty,” so as to read 
«$50 a month.” : . 

Mr. HOAR. What was the amendment adopted by the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reducing the amount to$75amonth. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I suggest that it is not in order, after ‘‘ sev- 
enty-five dollars” has been inserted in the bill, to amend that by 
striking it out. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can make that motion in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; I will withdraw the motion, and will 
move to reconsider the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 

setts. 

oor THURSTON. Mr. President, my father fought and dieda 
private soldier for his country. My mother was left perhaps as 
needy and destitute as any widow of that great conflict. For 
almost thirty years, and down to extreme old age, she drew from 
this Government a pittance of $8 a month. Istand here to-day 
upon this floor, the son of that father and of that mother, deeply 
sensible of the scant and pitiable justice which has been done by 
this country to the survivors of the late war and to their widows 
and their orphans. But, sir, 1 am profoundly grateful to every 
man who fought that this Government might live. I haveenjoyed 
and have shared the blessings and opportunities of the glorious 
Republic which they left to me, and I shall never stand upon this 
floor and seek to reduce any pension reported by the committee of 
this body to the widow of any man who fought for his country. 
I would gladly use the figure put in this pension bill as an argu- 
ment why the pension to every other widow in this country should 
be increased. There has been scant justice done tothe widows of 
the private soldiers, but has there been too great a measure of jus- 
tice meted out to the widows of the officers, those distinguished 
men whose gallantry not alone, but whose military genius pre- 
vailed under Grant and Sherman and Sheridan against one of the 
most splendidly officered armies that the world has ever known? 
Rising here for the first time in my place in the Senate of my 
country, I go upon the record as being in favor of every pension 
to every widow of every soldier of the Republic, and as being op- 
posed to any reduction in any amount which the committee of 
this body sees fit to recommend. [Manifestations of applause in 
the galleries. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out “seventy-five ” and inserting “fifty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to suggest to the Committee on Pen- 
sions that the better way is when it reports these bills to have the 
reports printed and placed upon the Calendar. Then every Sena- 
tor who takes any interest in them may examine and understand 
them, and unless he has a valid objection no opposition will be 
made. I regret that the committee has commenced by asking the 
consideration of bills immediately after they have been reported 
to the Senate, when Senators have no opportunity of examining 
them or of considering the facts upon which they are based. I 
should much prefer that the committee would let this bill lie over 
until to-morrow, and let the report be printed so that we may see 
whatit is. Ihope that rule will be adopted hereafter. If a differ- 
ent course is pursued I shall have to object to the immediate con- 
sideration of such bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator knows it is not the policy of 
the committee to immediately call up these bills, but sometimes 
& member of the committee asks unanimous consent to call up a 
bill in which he is interested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the members of the committee will 
not call up these bills out of their order. It is not a pleasant duty 
for a Senator to have to object every morning when these bills 
come up; but I give notice that, if I am present, unless they are 
a exceptional cases, I shall object to the consideration of 

ills which have just been reported and about which we have had 
no opportunity of obtaining Information. 

Mr. VILAS. Has the report been read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report has not been read. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask that the report may be read. If it is an ex- 
ceptional case, I shall cheerfully vote for it; but if it is an ordi- 
a case, we ought to follow the ordinary rule. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
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The Secretary read the following report, this day submitted by 
Mr. LopGe: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1) cranting 


a pension to Eva Davis Cogswell, have examined the same, and report, and 
refer to the following military record: 








It hown by the official records that William Cogswell was mustered into 
service as captain of Company C,Secand Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, May 25, 1861, to serve three years: was detailed as acting m r of 
the regiment September 25, 1862; was mustered in as lieuten: el Feb- 
ruary 28, 1865, to date October 23, 1842: as colonel, same regiment. July 11 1863, 
to date June 25, 1863. Under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
June 3, 1854, and the aets amendatory thereof, he has been recognized by this 
Department as commissioned to the grade of colonel, Second Massachusetts 
Volunteers, to take effect from June 6, 1863. He was appointed brevet briga- 
dier-general of volunteers, to rank from December 12, 1864, and commissioned 
as such January 12, 1865. By direction of the President he was assigned to 
duty as brevet brigadier-general of volunteers January 12, StS, whereupon 
he was designated to command the Third Brigade, Third Division, Twentieth 
Army Corps, January 16, 1865. He assumed command of that brigade on the 
same day, and continued with the same until June 13. 1865, when the Twen- 
tieth Army Corps was discontinued. He was mustered out and honorably 


discharged the service as colonel, Second Regiment Massachusetts Infantry, 
and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, July 24, 1865. During the period 
of his service this officer was almost continuously on active duty in the fleld 
with his successive commands. . 

On May 3, 1863,in the Chancellorsville campaign, near United Ford, Va 
while lieutenant-colonel of the Second Massachusetts Infantry, he receiy ed 
a severe wound of the left arm, on account of which he was furloughed for 
thirty days on May 9, 1863. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an 
amendment. Amend by striking out the words “one hundred,” in line 7, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “seventy-five.” 

Mr. VILAS. I believe the ordinary rule in Senate bills is to 
award the widow of a brigadier-general a pension of $50. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say tothe Senator from Wisconsin 
that in answer to an inquiry I stated it asa matter of personal 
knowledge that there is no rule; that scores and scores of cases 
have been passed at $100, scores and scores of others at $75, and a 
great many at $50. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
me, I believe I was upon the Committee on Pensions for six years. 
I do not think I was niggardly in my votes in giving pensions on 
that committee. But during the last three years I served on the 
committee 1 think the rule almost universally established in the 
committee was $50 a month for the widow of a brigadier-general. 
This rule was so well recognized that when an application came 
from my State in a very worthy case, the widow of an admiral, 
and I was asked to secure a pension of $100 a month for her, I re- 
fused to introduce the bill at that amount, stating the general 
consensus of opinion in the committee, and that I would only in- 
troduce a bill granting the rate of $50 a month, which I did, and 
the committee reported the bill favorably. I wish to say that I 
felt that that was a liberal amount, for the reason that the general 
pension laws of this country fix $72 as the limit of pensions for 
men who served in the ranks who are totally disabled and who 
absolutely need the attendance of a person to assist them in per- 
forming the usual and necessary duties of life. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from West Virginia will 
permit me, he will recall the circumstance that in the last Con- 
gress I made a report in favor of granting the widow of General 
Corse a pension of $100 a month, and it passed the Senate with- 
out a word of dissent from either the Republican or Democratic 
side. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam not speaking of the time to which the 
Senator from New Hampshire refers. I was not then on the com- 
mittee. That was during the last Congress. I refer to the pre 
ceding Congress and to time antedating that period. For that 
reason I think that $50 a month is a liberal, fair pension to a widow 
when we allow only $72 to a person totally disabled by reason of 
injuries in the line of duty and requiring the assistance of an at- 
tendant. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it does not occur to me that this 
case affords an occasion for a very great exhibition of patriotic 
fervor or devotion to the surviving soldiers of the war. I think 
no one here will hesitate to vote a tair and just pension in every 
case where a pension is due. At least, for myself, I shall always 
be ready, I trust, to support any just application for a pension. 

3ut the element of unfairness which has crept into the distribu- 
tion of pensions by reason of some special applications due to 
peculiar influence is a thing that touches pretty hardly upon the 
feelings of old soldiers. I think I know something of the senti- 
ments which actuate them; and while in no case do they desire to 
abridge or diminish a fair allowance, they do feel that that allow- 
ance ought to be measured by some principles of justice as between 
different cases. 

I confess that I hoped when I asked to have the report read that 
I should have heard something in it that would warrant me in feel- 
ing authorized to go beyond the ordinary allowance that is given 
to a soldier’s widow, but all that the report shows is simply that 
in January, 1865, the last year of the war, General Cogswell be- 
came a brigadier-general, commanding a brigade a part of that 
time. What service he rendered I do not know, nor is it particu- 
larly material to this question. This pension is not to reward him 
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for his services in any way. The pension proposed is to deal prop- 
erly with his widow, and I hope she will be dealt with generously 
and fairly, but upon the same principles on which the widows of 
other brigadier-generals have been dealt with who have also ren- 
dered the service that belongs to their rank. 

I do not discover that there is a word said in the report of any 
peculiar condition of necessity of Mrs, Cogswell. I do not dis- 
cover that it is said in the i that there are any children or 
other persons a charge upon her, so that there ought to be a spe- 
cial or peculiar allowance for her. If any Senator knows of a 
reason why there should be an additional and peculiar allowance 
made in this case I shall be very glad to hear it, for I would 
rather vote for a liberal allowance than otherwise. But Ido not 
wish to add another instance, if it can be prevented, to the dis- 
criminations which have been made most unjustly and most 
unfairly to the injury of the credit of the pension laws in this 
country. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin has 
asked why some statement was not made about the necessities of 
the widow. I will tell him. It was because the committee did 
not feel it necessary to drag such a matter as that into public dis- 
cussion in the Senate. They had some feeling of delicacy in regard 
to that part of the case. 

The Senator has also spoken about ‘peculiar influence.” Ido 
not know what he means by that phrase, but I will take this occa- 
sion te state to the Senate that Mrs. Cogswell has never said one 
syllable to me or to anyone, nor has any friend of hers spoken to 
me about this matter. She has never asked one dollar from the 
Government. She is left absolutely penniless. She is trying to 
get work. She has not come here to ask for money. It has been 
asked for her by the representatives of her State on this floor and 
on the floor of the other House, because they feel that it is not too 
much to give $75 a month to the widow of a distinguished soldier 
who died without any property after years of public services. 

I had no desire to drag her or her affairs into this debate, but 
since it has been done by others, it is just as well that the Senate 
should know the facts. Sheisleft with no money. She has asked 
for none. No friend has asked it for her. She has sought to get 
employment. I have asked for this money for her on my own 
motion alone, because I thought it was discreditable to leave the 
widow of a distinguished soldier like that without anything what- 
ever from the Government. 

lam amazed, Mr. President, at the attacks that have been made 
upon a helpless woman—implications that she ought to be earning 
her living instead of asking for money, when she has not asked 
for one dollar. I think Senators could be engaged in a better 
business than that. This pension is not excessive. When I laid 
the bill before the committee, I said that I asked nothing excess- 
ive; that I asked only what is usual, for I am a new member of 
that committee. The committee without a dissenting voice voted 
$75 as a reasonable pension for Mrs. Cogswell, based on pensions 
in similar cases, 1en the Senator from Wisconsin states that 
he sees nothing peculiar in that record which has been read, I 
will say to him that many men consider that a very brilliant 
record for the youngest brigadier, as I believe he was, in the 
American Army. He was in the service from the beginning to 
the end. He was always in the field. He served his country in 
civil life. He died honored by his fellow-citizens, with clean 
hands, and without a dollar, and we come now and ask for $75 a 
month for his widow. She does not ask it. The representatives 
of Massachusetts ask it for her. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have stated and I want to re- 
peat that since I have been a member of this body the pension 
allowed to widows of brigadier-generals in nine cases out of ten 
has been $50 a month. There have been but very few instances 
where the amount was any greater. 

No one has made an attack upon this lady. I do not know of a 
Senator in this Chamber who has urged that she should be re- 
quired to earn her living by the ordinary means open to a person 
to gain a livelihood. Certainly not one word of that kind has 
fallen from my lips, and I have not heard it from the lips of any 
other Senator upon this or the other side of the Chamber. 

I feel perfectly willing to vote for a pension of $50 a month to 
this lady. I am informed that she is a lady about 50 years of 
age and in good health. It occurs to me that $50, under those cir- 
cumstances, ought to take care of Mrs. Cogswell fairly well. 

The Senator from Massachusetts refers to the distinguished serv- 
joes of General Cogswell, all of which I admit. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it must be remembered that the opportunity to make pro- 
vision for his family was very much greater than has been the 
opportunity of thousands and hundreds of thousands of private sol- 
diers and noncommissioned officers. I have not heard the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts grow impassioned or scold in this 
Chamber on the subject of granting a pension to some private sol- 
dier or private soldier's widow. I have not heard him deliver a 
eulogy upon the services of the private soldiers and the noncom- 
missioned officers. But as soon as it strikes the blue blooda little, 
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then the junior Senator from Massachusetts undertakes to scold 
those of us on this side who refuse to adopt his views with refer- 
ence to this matter. 

I do not want my position to be misunderstood, I repeat, it is 
my sincere desire to see every meritorious soldier in this Union 
pensioned, and pensioned adequately. I want to see every meri- 
torious soldier's widow and his dependent children pensioned ade- 
quately. But Ican not for the life of me see the distinction that is 
made in this Chamber between the services of the man who carried 
his musket through the mud and in the rain and storm, who per- 
formed his duty upon the skirmish line, in the camp, and in the 
field, and the man who rode on horseback and happened to com- 
mand the brigade of which the private soldier was a member. 

There may be something for gentlemen to grow eloquent upon 
with reference to this matter; but it strikes me that it would be 
far more consistent with American principles and American sen- 
timent to say that all men who performed equal service and who 
were equally meritorious, regardless of their position in the Army, 
should receive equal treatment in the receipt of pensions. I can 
not understand why the widow of a private soldier, struggling 
upon the prairies of Nebraska to raise a family of children, whose 
husband died as the result of exposure in the war or who was 
killed upon the field of battle, should be discriminated against and 
receive a pension of perhaps $15 or $20 a month, when some briga- 
dier-general, who was doing staff duty and was perhaps 3 miles in 
the rear of the column when it was engaged, should receive fifty 
or seventy-five or one hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he knows 
of any such case as that? Did he ever hear of one? 

Mr. ALLEN. Of what case? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Such a case as he has just described. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not understand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That a general or an officer who did nothing 
but staff duty is getting a pension of $75 or $100a month. He 
never heard of a case like that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I have seen cases of that kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would bring the statistics, 
and while he is about it bring along statistics to show that the 
officers did not suffer a greater loss proportionately than the private 
soldiers. There is a variety of information he might bring which 
would be comfortable to himself. 

Mr. ALLEN. No;I will not undertake to prove a negative. 
The dist nguished Senator from Connecticut made an assertion. 
He claims to be a lawyer. He knows the burden of proof is upon 
him, not upon me. 

I will not speak disparagingly of these gentlemen; at least I do 
not mean to speak disparagingly of them. They were useful and 
necessary. But, Mr. President, they were no more necessary and 
not even as necessary as the private soldiers. I want tosay to the 
Senator from Connecticut that the officers who rode in front of 
their lines upon a field of battle were not numerous during the 
last war. There was once in a while a fellow who was foolish 
enough to do it, but not many of them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me once more, I will 
not tres much longer upon his time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay it was customary for the commander of an 
army embracing two or three corps to go to an elevated point 
where he could supervise the affairs of the battle, and where his 
staff officers were with him. Now, is there anything wrong in 
that statement? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator reproached the officers who did 
not ride in front of their commands. The brigadier-general 
would have rebuked with a good deal of vigorous language the 
foolish colonel who at the heat of his men went about and ordered 
them to fire. So with every grade of officers. I have heard offi- 
cers a rebuked for being at the head of their places even 
— than 1 have heard them rebuked for being behind their 
ylaces, 

; Mr. ALLEN. The conduct of different officers varied as much 
as did the officers themselves. I have seen men in front of their 
lines when I thought they ought to have been in the rear. I re- 
member a distinguished general of our Army, a soldier of long 
and meritorious service, who now lives in Missouri, in the city of 
St. Louis, and his name has not fallen from the lips of any Sena- 
tor upon the other side of the Chamber. He used to follow what, 
in my judgment, was the foolish practice of keeping between his 
lines and the lines of the enemy when the battle was going on. I 
thought his place was in the rear. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY], asa manof experience, knows well that the 
services of those gentlemen varied just exactly as the services of 
other soldiers varied. Some of them were at the head of their col- 
umns, some in front, and some in the rear. 

Now, what is the necessity of growing virtuously indignant 
over a motion to amendthe pending bill? Nine-tenths of the pen- 
sions granted to the widows of ee ee since I have 
been a member of this body have n at the rate of $50 per 
month, occasionally more. 
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Se natant 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit 


a moment? : 
mete ALLEN . Iwill permit the Senator from New Hampshire 


thing. 
0 ee IDA Re Then let us pass the bill without further debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope we shall soon come to a vote on the 
bill. I think there has been a disposition to criticise the action of 
the committee as at present organized, and I wish to state to the 
Senator from Nebraska that I hold in my hand a book containing 
the reports of the Committee on Pensions for the third session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, during which Congress the distinguished 
soldier and Senator from Dlinois [Mr. PALMER] was its chairman. 
The Senator from Wisconsin says he understands it to be the rule 
that we will grant $50 a month. Ihave stated otherwise, and I 
wish to call attention to the fact that within twenty pages of this 
book I find four cases where more than $50 a month was granted. 
The widow of Gen. Nathaniel P. Banks was granted $100 a month. 

Mr. VILAS. He was a major-general. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Hewasamajor-general. A bill passed the 
Senate proposing to pension the widow of Gen. Samuel Sprigg 
Carroll at the rate of $75 a month; the widow of Rear-Admiral 
Samuel Powhatan Carter was granted $75 a month, and the widow 
of General Crittenden was voted $75 a month. There are four cases 
which I find in going over merely twenty pages of the reports. I 
have not time to look through the rest of the volume, but I stand 
upon the statement I made that there are scores and scores of 

yrecedents where we have granted $100 and $75a month. I think 

i am safe in saying that the rule has been to grant $75 a month on 
the average. However, I shall look upthe matter and present the 
result to the Senate at my convenience. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to state that General Crittenden was a 
major-general. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably that is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have beenspeaking of the bills which have been 
passed granting pensions to the widows of brigadier-generals. I 
care not how much the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
may examine the record, as he calls it. My distinct recollection 
is that inthe majority of cases during the last Congress we amended 
the bill, making it $50. There are no peculiar or exceptional cir- 
cumstances in the present case. This lady isin good health, she 
is comparatively young, and a pension of $50 seems to be adequate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make a correction in a statement 
which I made. I stated that the widow of General Crittenden 
was granted $75 a month. I find she was granted $50 a month. 

Mr. VILAS. General Crittenden was a major-general. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senate passed the bill at the rate of $100. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

The aioe roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gisson], who at present 
is out of the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is absent. 
Does his colleague know how he would vote if present? 

Mr. GEAR. I think my colleague would vote ‘“‘ nay” on this 
question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should vote “ yea,” and I therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). 1 
was requested to announce that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM] is paired with the Senator from Delaware eo GRAY]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave tostate 
that Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 
Otherwise I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon}, who is out 
of the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice], but I have not the 
slightest doubt as to how he would vote on this question. He 
would vote ‘‘nay,” and I shall therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted inthe negative). I desire to 


formed that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has not 


ask whether the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SmiruH], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that an arrangement has been 
made whereby my colleague [Mr. MANTLE], who is absent, will 
stand paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. I 
therefore desire to vote. I vote ** nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am in- 


voted. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado, and will 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY] that he transfer his pair with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] to the senior Senator from New Jersey {| Mr. SMiru}, 
which will allow both of us to vote. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. That is entirely satisfactory. My 
vote can stand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 36; as follows: 





YEAS —23. 
Allen, Chilton, Kyle, Tillman, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Bate, George, Martin, Ve 
Berry, Gorman, Mills, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Irby, Pasco, Walthal. 
Butler, Jones, Ark, Pugh, 

NAYS—36 
Caffery, Hale, Nelson, Sherman, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Shoup 
Carter, Hawley, Petfer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hill, Perkins, Thurston, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Voorhees, 
Dubois, Lodge, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Elkins, McBride, Proctor, White, 
Frye, Mitchell, Oreg. Roach, Wilson, 

| Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Sewell, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—238. 

Aldrich, Clark, Gray, Murphy. 
Allison, Cockrell, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Baker, Cullom, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Me Millan, Smith, 
Brice, Gear, Mantle, Squire, 
Burrows, Gibson, Morgan, Teller, 
Call, Gordon, Morrill, Warren. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Levi 
Stoltz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, 
over certain suits now pending therein on appeal and writ of error 
from the United States courtin the Indian Territory; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1548) for the 
relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New York; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1549) for the relief of the heirs of 
the late Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1550) for the relief of Arthur Con- 
nell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Selena McKay, of Suwannee County, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1552) for the further pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1553) to increase the pension of 
Patrick Culhan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1554) for the relief of Clin- 
ton F. Pulsifer, of the State of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1555) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
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off the coast of Massachusetts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to George 
W. Vaughn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1557) for the ap- 

yointanent of commissioners to effect an adjustment between the 

United States and the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company 
in relation to certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of 
the construction of said railroad; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (8. 1558) granting a pension to 
Benjamin W. Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr, PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1559) to complete the 
military record of James A. Sams, and for an honorable discharge; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1560) to regulate the pro- 
cedure in pension cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1561) to amend section 673 of chap- 
ter 9 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1562) amending section 604 of chap- 
ter 5 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1563) to grant an increase of pen- 
sion to Chester Ogden; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8.1564) for the relief of 
John Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (5S. 1565) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F, Howland; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1566) making an appropriation 
toward the construction of a dry dock at the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard, Vallejo, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8.1567) providing for State 
regulation of railroads incorporated under the laws of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1568) to provide 
for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to donate to Rawlins Post, No. 23, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Stockton, Cal., certain cannon, 
etc.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE (for Mr. MorGan) introduced a joint resolution 
(8S. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredging Company to proceed 
with the work of dredging the channel of Mobile Harbor, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. LODGE. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (8. 1159) to provide for fortifications and other 
seacoast defenses. Iask that the proposed amendment be read and 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to the reading. 

Mr. LODGE. I desired simply to have the amendment read for 
information and that it might be printed in the RecorpD; but as 
the Senator from Indiana has thoughtfully and courteously ob- 
jected to the reading, let the amendment lie on the table for the 
present. I shall call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie on 
the table, and it will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 630) regulating the procedure in criminal 
causes in the States of North and South Dakota; which was re- 
a - the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the amendment reported from the Committee on Finance 
to the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption 





fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet temporary deficiencies of revenue; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 


FINANCIAL POLICY, 


Mr. MILLS. [I submit a series of resolutions which I ask may 
be read and laid upon the table until to-morrow, when, after the 
usual morning business, I give notice that I shall ask the permis- 
sion of the Senate to submit some remarks upon the subject. 

; a resolutions were read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
ollows: 


Resolved, first. That the United States legal-tender notes now outstanding 
should not be retired, canceled, or funded into interest-bearing bonds, but 
when received into the Treasury they should be paid out again and kept in 
circulation. 

Second. That the whole of the silver bullion now in the Treasury should 
be coined as rapidly as possible. The coins from the seigniorage should he 
— out in the current expenditures and the other in the redemption of the 

reasury notes issued on its purchase. 

Third. That when from any cause there should be a deficit in the Treasury, 
the Secretary of the Treasury should issue legal-tender notes sufficient in 
amount to meet all demands for current expenditure, and when said notes 
are returned into the Treasury they should be destroyed. 

Fourth. That all laws now existing which authorize the Secretary of the 
Soeery to sell interest-bearing bonds of the Government should be re- 
pealed. 

Fifth. That it isnot only the established policy of the United States to 
keep all kinds of money issued under their authority at par, but it is also the 
established policy of the United States to require all creditors, public and 
private, to receive the gold and silver coins in payment of all obligations 
where the terms of the contract stipulate for coin payment, and that it is 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay United States notes when 
presented in both gold and silver coins. 

Sixth. That we repudiate the idea that a public debt is a public blessing; 
on the contrary, itis a burden which the interests of the people and the 
preserves of the public credit demand should be removed as rapidly as 
practicable. 

Seventh. The sinking fund established by law should be rigidly complied 
with, and the amount now provided should be reenforced so that the whole 
interest-bearing debt should be extinguished as rapidly as possible without 
imposing unnecessary burdens upon the resources of the country. 


NAVY RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. TURPIE (by request) submitted the following resolution; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs ascertain if any officers of 
the Navy are being held as on the retired list in contravention of the laws. 

LOUISIANA LAKE LANDS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
toinform the Senate whether the lands constituting the beds of Cross Lake, 
Soda Lake, Clear Lake, Ferry Lake, and Caddo Lake, extending from the 
Texas State line to or near the city of Shreveport, La., are claimed by the 
Department as the property of the United States, and to this end to cause to 
be examined the character of said lands, and make inquiry in regard to said 
lakes, with thé view of determining whether the area covered by them was 
land conveyed, or intended to be conveyed, in the opinion of the Department, 
to the State of Louisiana, under the terms of the swamp-land acts of 1849 and 
1850. 

Resolved further, That the area embraced in the beds of said lakes be approx 
imately stated if acres for each lake; also what part, if any, of the beds of 
said lakesis embraced within the public surveys of the United States, and 
the extent of the area of said lakes not included in any public survey. 

Resolved further, That the Senate be informed whether or not the beds of 
said lakes, or any parts thereof, are claimed by the State of Louisiana, the 
Caddo Parish levee board, or by private parties, and if so, under color of 
what authority claim, conveyance, or title; also whether any parts of the beds 
of - lakes have been entered upon, inclosed, or otherwise taken posses- 
$*on OTF, 


NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 
Mr. KYLE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee to Establish 
the University of the United States 1,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document 
No. 222, being a memorial in regard to a national university. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the Chair thinks the 
resolution should go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. KYLE. I think it comes within the limitation of expense 
which is permitted for printing to be done for a committee. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

DISTRICT REAL-ESTATE ASSESSMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 25) to extend the time for making an assessment of 
real estate in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that that joint 
resolution may now be put upon its passage, the Senate having 
yesterday passed a similar joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like the chairman of the committee to 
explain the joint resolution. I should like to understand it before 
voting upon it. f 

Mr. McMILLAN. A similar joint resolution extending the time 
for making assessment of real estate in the District of Columbia 
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was passed by the Senate yesterday, and this joint reestation, | 
being in the same terms, has been passed by the House and sent | sideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) 
sits 


over to us. I therefore ask that the House resolution may be 


considered and passed, and then I shall move to indefinitely post- | 


pone the joint resolution heretofore passed by the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. t 
pending before the Senate explained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. . It is simply to extend time for assessing 
property in the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to understand why that is to be done. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is simply to give a little longer time to 
make the assessment for the purposes of taxation. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator has not explained it; nevertheless, I 

resume the joint resolution is all right. ; 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I now ask that the votes by which the Sen- 
ate yesterday ordered to a third reading and passed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 3) to extend the time for making an assessment of 
real estate in the District of Columbia be reconsidered and that 
the joint resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to inquire if the joint resolution which 

I presented some days ago is on the table so that it can be called 


up? Ifitisin that position, I should be very glad to have it laid 
before the Senate. I think it is resting on the table for further 
action. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the res- 
olution is on the table, and presumes it went over under the rule, 
subject to be called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

SAC, FOX, AND IOWA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of Senate bill 491. 

Mr. CALL. I do not object to the Senator’s request; but there 
is a resolution lying on the table, subject to be called up at any 
time in the morning hour, and I now give notice, the Senator 
from New Jersey {Mr. SEWELL] being present, that I shall ask 
the Senate to-morrow morning to take up for consideration the 
resolution appointing a special committee to investigate the in- 
fluence of corporations in elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 941) granting to the 
Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, 
the right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and iowa Indian 
Reservation in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has that bill been considered and reported by 
a committee? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; it has been unanimously reported with 
an amendment by the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, in section 1, line 24, after the word “ within,” to fill the blank 
by inserting the word ‘‘ ninety”; so as to read: 

Provided, That this grant is upon condition that the grantees hereof shall, 
within ninety days after the approval of this act, pay to said allottees or their 
heirs, or to a parent or guardian of any minor allottee or heir, or to the In- 
dian agent at the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency for their use at 
the rate of $25 per acre for the land hereby granted; and the receipts of any 
such persons, acknowledged in the manner provided for the acknowledgment 
on instruments conveying real estate in the State where said land is located, 
filed with the officer keeping the public record of land titles in the county in 
which said land is located, shall be evidence of such payment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I should like the Senator to give a very brief ex- 
planation of the purport of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can explain the bill, I think,in a word. This 

railroad runs along the valley of the Missouri River. Theold right 

of way has been encroached upon by high water within the last 
few months, and the railroad company has had to move the right 
of way and track back inland to prevent future encroachments 
and to enable the company to operate its road. As to the new 
right of way, the price per acre has been agreed upon between the 
railroad company and the Indians, and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs stated in a special letter written in April last that the 
price agreed upon is a fair compensation for the land. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 

the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


I asked to have the joint resolution which is now | 





| issue of bonds can oppose it. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


to maintain and protect the 

coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issuance of certificates 
of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 

amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Com- 


mittee on Finance, upon which the Senator from North 
[Mr. BuTLER| is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I gave notice that I should offer an amendment 
to the substitute reported by the committee on this bill. I send 
the amendment to the desk and ask that it be read. I only wish 
to offer one amendment at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by tl 
Senator from North Carolina to the amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the committee by striking out section 4, and in lieu 
thereof inserting: 

Sec. 4. That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for 
any purpose whatever, without further authority of Congr by pro 
hibited; and that the Secretary of thc Treasury when redeeming United 
States notes, commonly called greenbacks, and Treasury notes issued under 
the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, and when liquidating either the in 
terest or principal of any of the Government's coin obligations is hereby di 
rected to make such payment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 
grains of standard gold is less than the market value of 412) grains of stand 
ard silver, and to continue to pay in such gold coin until the market value of 
25.8 grains of standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 412} grains 
of standard silver; but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold 
shail be greater than the market value of 412) grains of standard silver, he 
shall pay the interest and the principal of said coin obligations as they be 
come due in silver coin, and continue to pay the same in silver coin until t! 
market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be equal to the mar 
value of 25.8 grains of standard gold, and said notes, commonly called green- 
backs, when so redeemed, shall be reissued, as provided by the act of May bl, 
1878. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, certainly every man who is op- 
posed to further increasing the public debt favors this amend- 
ment. And I can not see how even the men who favor a further 
The effect of it is simply to prohibit 
the President from issuing more bonds without the advice and 
consent of Congress. I deny that he has that power now, but in- 
asmuch as he claims he has that power, and inasmuch as some 
Senators on this floor admit the same, while many others deny or 
question the authority, we should promptly pass this amendment 
and settle the controversy. If the President has power to issue 
the bonds which he has already sold, under this law of 1875, then 
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| he has the power to issue a thousand millions of such bonds with- 


The question is on the motion of the | °Ut the advice or consent of Congress. 


Such tremendous and 
dangerous power can not safely be put in the hands of any one 
It is the power to bankrupt a nation at one stroke of the 
pen. 

The power to control our finances was vested by the Constitu- 
tion not in the President, but in Congress, and we should lose no 
time in assuming our sworn and constitutional duty in this re- 


spect. The language of the Constitution is as follows: 
Congress shall have power to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States 


But nowhere does it give that power to the President, and 
nowhere does it authorize us to delegate that power to the Presi- 
dent. It is the duty of Congress to deal with these questions. It 
is the duty of Congress to decide, first, whether or not bonds shall 
be issued to borrow money, and if they are to be issued it is the 
duty of Congress to determme how and under what conditions. 

I offered a bill containing this same provision before the Presi- 
dent made his last call for bonds. If Congress had promptly 
passed it then $100,000,000 of debt, with the interest that will ac- 
cumulate, would have been saved the American people. We do 
not know what day or what hour the President may see fit to 
again burden the people with debt without their consent or the 
consent of their representatives in Congress. 

If we are opposed to bonds let us be honest and say so; let us 
pass this amendment, and do it now. Neither the Democratic 
party nor the Republican party can escape responsibility by claim- 
ing not to have a majority of this body. I pledge six People’s 
Party votes in this Chamber to either party that will vote to stop 
the further issue of bonds, and six votes will give to either side a 
majority. In fact, either party can have a majority in this body 
any hour that they desire to pass any law in the interests of the 
American people. The Democratic party had a majority in both 
Houses of ‘the last Congress, and yet they sat still and saw the 
President issue over $162,000,000 of interest-bearing bonds with- 
out raising a protest or passing any law to prohibit it. Only the 
other day we were confronted with the remarkable spectacle of 
Republican leaders criticising the President in his course. They 
seem to be criticising him and the Democratic party for having 
indorsed and pursued, in the main, the financial policy fastened 
upon this country by the Republican party, and when they were 
asked to go squarely on record in favor of bonds or against bonds 
on an amendment which I offered to the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from West Virginia we found it impossible to bring 
the question to a vote. 
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This body did not act at thattime. The next day the President 
issued a call for bids on the $100,000,000 bond issue, and he called 
it ‘‘a popular loan.” The distinguished Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart] showed conclusively in his masterly speech a few 
days ago that the terms of the call are such that it is next to im- 
possible for the people to subscribe or pay forthe bonds. The de- 


nomination of the bonds is too large; the price at which the bonds 
are to be sold is not fixed; any bid may be refused, and, besides, 
no kind of money will be taken for the bonds except gold, while 
there is probably not as much as $100,000,000 of gold in circula- 
tion among the people of the whole country. Everybody admits 
that the gold is cornered by a syndicate. 

What would Senators say if the President was to advertise to 
sell bonds for wheat only, and they were to discover that I had a 
corner on the wheat of the country? The people are aroused, and 
justly so, against such conduct. The President seems to be smart- 
ing under their criticism, and now there comes in the papers a 
letter from the President to a Senator on this floor, in which the 
President indignantly denies that he ever thought of having any- 
thing to do with the bond syndicate. Why should the President 
now grow so indignant and loudly deny that he was about to do 
an evil thing, when he did the same evil thing less than a year 
ago, in February, 1895? But, let that pass. The chief wrong that 
he is committing against the people of the United States is in 
issuing bonds at all. The burden will be just as great upon the 
pean and the interest will be just as hard to pay, whether it is 
paid to a syndicate, or to the bank, or to anyone else. 

On yesterday the New York World, which has been severely 
criticising the President, came out with a great flourish of trum- 
pets and said that the gold ring had been whipped and that the 

yeople had triumphed. The World knows that this is not true. 

he World knows that whenever bonds are issued at all that the 
gold ring triumphs and that the people have been whipped and 
robbed. The World, while pretending to be the friend of the peo- 
ple, is really trying to deceive them; it is trying to cover up the 
main issue and to call the attention of the people from the over- 
shadowing wrong of issuing more bonds in times of peace. The 
World’s criticism of the President means no more than the criti- 
cism of certain Republican gold Senators on this floor. 

Now, let us see what this Republican criticism of the President 
means. Their position, as stated by the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio and others, is that all of the financial troubles of our 
Government are due to the want of sufficient revenue and to the 
fact that the balance of trade is against this country, all of which 
they charge up to the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill. They say that 
a tariff bill furnishing sufficient revenue would be a complete 
remedy. 

If this is so, then, from even a Republican standpoint, the further 
issue of bonds is unnecessary and unqualifiedly wrong. If the 
Republicans havo faith in their remedy, then why are they not 
ready and anxious to vote for this provision to prevent the further 
issue of bonds? Certainly they are not in favor of borrowing 
money and piling up a still larger interest-bearing debt unless it 
is absolutely necessary. And besides, if the troubles of this Goy- 
ernment are due to the want of sufficient money—that is, if the 
expenses of the Government are greater than its income—then 
why do not our Republican friends bring in a bill to cut down 
expenses instead of a bill toincrease taxes? Taxes are already too 
high. Instead of bringing in a revenue bill to increase taxes, why 
do they not bring in a bill that will equitably adjust the tariff 
taxes and that will justly distribute the incidental protection as 
between the different sections and the various industries of each 
section? Why not take some of the protection from those who 
already hold the lion’s share and give it to those in the South and 
the West who produce the raw materials? This is the position of 
the People’s Party, and it is just. 

But let us return to the bond question. What is the Democratic 
position? The Democratic President and leading Democratic 
Senators upon this floor say, on the other hand, that there is reve- 
nue enough now for the needs of the Government, and that an 
increased revenue, even to double the necessities of the Govern- 
ment, would not relieve the present embarrassment of the Treas- 
ury, because the taxes and duties levied by the Government are 
not paid in gold. They say that the whole trouble is due to the 
—_ of gold, and that, therefore, they must issue bonds to buy 
gold, 

Now, if the Republican party admits that the Administration 
is justified in paying the coin obligations of the Government in 
gold alone and in redeeming the greenbacks and United States 
notes in gold alone they will be forced to admit that the Demo- 
cratic position is correct. And the Republicans are forced to 
admit this unless they have the patriotism to confess their errors 
and mend their ways, because it was the Republican party that 
inaugurated this policy of paying the coin obligations of the Gov- 
ernment in gold alone in defiance of law. This is what Mr. Car- 
lisle, the Secretary of the Treasury, is doing to-day, and when the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was Secretary 
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of the Treasury he set him this example. The fact is that the 
leaders of both parties are to-day in favor of issuing interest- 
bearing bonds. Not a single protest has been raised on either 
side of this Chamber by the Representatives of either the Demo- 
cratic party or of the Republican party against this policy of pil- 
ing up an interest-bearing debt in time of peace. They have 
simply been fighting a sham battle over this question—quibbling 
as to details and sparring for party advantage. The Republicans 
have tried to make party capital by criticising simply some of the 

{3 should be issued. The main ques- 
tion is whether the bonds should be issued at all or not. Both 
the Democratic party and the Republican party are on the same 
side of this question, both are in favor of increasing the interest- 
bearing debt of the country, and the policy of both parties means 
ruin to the productive industries of the nation. 

I repeat they both favor the great wrong of issuing interest- 
bearing bonds in time of peace; they differ simply as to the details 
of committing the wrong. Both sides unite in refusing to do 
right; they differ simply as to the most plausible method of doing 
wrong. One party would stab you in the back; the other criti- 
cises that method of stabbing you and insists that you should he 
stabbed under the fifth rib. Both would stab you, both wouid 
murder you. They quibble, however, about the method of com- 
mitting the murder; that is all. The Senator from Ohio believ: 
in hanging, the Senator from New York believes in electrocution. 
The difference between these two parties on this great question is 
the difference between tweedledee and tweedledum—if one side 
hasits way, bonds will be issued in tweedledee fashion; if the other 
side has its way, bonds will be issued in tweedledum fashion. 
They are both in favor of bonds, more bonds! More bonds! 
They are both for piling up the debt of the nation to be paid by 
future generations; they are both for contracting the currency to 
curse the present generation. The policy of either party means 
falling prices, stagnation of business and the paralysis of every 
productive industry. 

I appeal to both sides to reverse their policies and to stop this 
great wrong. Your crimes against the American people have 
been great and grievous, but it is never too late to mend. I call 
upon you to doit now. Let either of the old parties bring in a 
bill that will stop these wrongs and settle our present difficulties 
with equal justice to all sides, and the People’s Party will at once 
join you in such laudable and patriotic efforts. We will even 
sacrifice our party organization if by so doing we can save the 
nation from British rule and restore prosperity to our people. 
The great majority of the voters of the Democratic and Repub- 
lican parties are opposed to this wrong. Every member of the 
People’s Party is opposed to it. If the wishes and demands of the 
great majority of the American people were heard in this Cham 
ber as the wishes of Wall street are heeded in the White House 
and too often in Congress, this amendment repealing the law 
under which the President claims the right to issue bonds would 
be passed in an hour. 

I said above that if the policy which both the Democratic and 
Republican parties have adopted in administering the finances 0! 
this country is correct, that then it is clear that bonds must now 
be issued to buy gold. Let us see what that policy is that has 
raised all of this cry about gold leaving the country and the neces- 
sity for the Treasury to keep gold in its vaults. 

n the first place, this Government owes a very large debt. A 
part of this debt was contracted during the great war. The Gov- 
ernment issued its interest-bearing bonds to raise money. ‘The 
Government took any kind of money it could get for these bonds— 
and some of them were sold at as low as 47 cents on the dollar. 
The Government promised to pay these bonds in lawful money 
gold, silver, greenbacks, or any kind of money. When the war 
closed, these bonds were almost doubled in value, because they 
were at once worth par everywhere. But the holders of these 
bonds were not satisfied with having made 100 per cent out of 
the misfortunes of theGovernment. They at once began to lobby 
Congress to change the contract which the Government had made 
with them and make the bonds payable in coin instead of in law- 
ful money. 

Through the influence, largely I may say, of these bondholders, 
a bill was passed by Congress in 1879 pledging the faith of. this 
Government to pay all of its obligations in coin, and so careful 
were these bondholders to clinch the hard bargain which they 
were driving with the Government that they insisted, when the 
act of July 14, 1870, was passed, upon having the law to state that 
the bonds should be paid in coin of the present standard value. 
Not only this, but they insisted that a statement of this fact 
should be put across the face of every bond. By this act the Gov- 
ernment deliberately changed its own contract and promised to 
pay to the bondholders more than was due. Besides, every bond 
issued since 1870 also contains the provision which I have quoted 
above—that is, that the bonds “shall be paid in coin of the present 
standard value of July 14, 1870.” ; 

But the bondholders were not satisfied. Heartless greed is never 
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isfied. They began to ask for payment of principal and inter- 
on gold; in fact, they began to demand gold and say that they 


had a legal right to demand it since the passage of the act of 1873 
demonetizing silver. 





holders and to forever put to rest any question about this matter, | 
Congress passed, in 1878, a resolution which will be found on page | 
gress 


564 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 1, Forty-tifth 
Congress, second session. ‘ ea i 

I will not have the resolution read, because the distinguished 
Senator from Nevada fet STEWART] read it only a few days 
since, and the distinguished Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGan] 
read it again on yesterday. Every Senator knows what the law 
is and is thoroughly familiar with the provisions of this resolu- 
tion, but I hope that every man who speaks on this question will 
read it or put it in his remarks, so that the people may know what 


the law is and be able to judge whether or not their trusted agents | 


obey or violate this law. When the people know the facts, they 
will condemn some men who now hold and abuse their confidence. 

I ask permission to print the resolution as part of my remarks 
in the RECORD. | 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas by the act entitled ‘An act to strengthen the public credit,’’ ap- 
sroved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
United States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, ex- 
cept in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had 
expressly provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other 
currency than gold and silver; and s 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
yroved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and ; 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap 
yroved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
United States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt; and 


Whereas, at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, | 


to wit, the Mth day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 


value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, | 


declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ‘An act supplemen 


tary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins | 


of the United States,’’’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring thercin), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, | 


under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the l nited States, in silver 
dollars, of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 


Torefute this claim and demand of the bond- | 
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standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal | 


tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

Here is the vote in both the Senate and House on that resolu- 
tion. I ask leave to print it in my remarks in full. 


IN THE SENATE, Janwary 25, 1878. 
Two votes were taken on the passage of the foregoing resolution, the first 
on the resolution and the second on the preamble. The vote on the resolu- 
tion was as follows: 
YEAS—413. 
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The vote on the preamble was as follows: 

YEAS—42. 
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It will be observed that the resolution passed by over a two- 

thirds vote in both Houses. It will also be observed that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] voted in favor of this resolution, 
and also the Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. CAMERON] and the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]. The Senator from Tennessee 
|Mr. Harris} and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrEe.u] 
were paired in favor of it. This resolution passed here, as I have 
said, January 25, 1878, and the other House passed it by a vote 
of 189 against 79 January 28, a few days afterwards. Among 
those in the House who voted in favor of this resolution were John 

| G. Carlisle, the present Secretary of the Treasury; Rocer Q. 

MILLS, whonow holds a seatinthis Chamber; William M. Springer, 

of Illinois, and ex-Secretary of the Treasury Charles Foster, of 

Ohio. There we have the present Secretary of the Treasury vot- 

ing for it and an ex-Secretary who preceded him also voting for 

it. They both understood what the law was and voted for this 

resolution when they were in Congress. They both violated this 

same law afterwards when they held the office of Secretary of the 

Treasury. They can never explain their conduct to the satisfac- 

tion of the American people. 

It will be seen that this resolution not only recites the laws re- 
lating to the issue of bonds and the payment of the same, which 
laws, on their face, are perfectly plain to the most ordinary mind 
that every obligation of this Government was payable either in 
silver coin or gold coin, but in addition this resolution interprets 
these laws, if they need interpretation, and says emphatically that 
every obligation of this Government is payable in silver if it is to 
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the interest or pleasure of this Government tosopaythem. There 
has been but one law relating to this matter passed since 1878, and 
that was the act of 1890, which expressly makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in paying these coin obligations to exer- 
cise the option which the Government reserves to pay these obli- 
gations in either coin and to pay them out so as to maintain the 
parity between the two metals. 

And thus the matter stands to-day, that every obligation which 
this Government owes, except a few gold certificates, is payable, 
at the option of this Government, in either gold coin or in silver 
coin of the same standard value as that in use and authorized by 
the Government on July 14, 1870. But, strange to say, for some 
reason beyond human comprehension, Mr. Carlisle, the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, refuses to exercise this option on hehalf 
of his own Government, which he has sworn to support, but pays 
out gold alone and at the — of the creditor. e did this until 
he drained the Treasury of gold, and then, instead of exercising 
the option which it was his duty to use in the interest of his Gov- 
ernment and the people, and to pay out silver coin which he had 
in the Treasury, he proceeds to issue more bonds to buy gold, 
simply because the bondholders demanded gold. 

‘That this is a betrayal of the high trust which he holds, it seems 
to me, should be plain and conclusive to every fair and unpreju- 
diced mind of even ordinary intelligence. 

It can not be claimed by anyone that ae bondholder has ever 
had any reason to believe that he had any legal right to demand 
payment in gold. Not only is the existence of our statutes on this 
question sufficient notice to them and to all the world that these 
bonds may be paid in silver, but when the President made his 
bond deal with the syndicate in February, 1895, he sent a special 
message to Congress, under date of February 8, 1895, and urged 
this body to authorize him to issue gold bonds, saying that if the 
purchasers of these bonds could know that they would receive 
payment in gold that he could sell the bonds for $16,000,000 more 
than he could get for them as coin bonds. 

I call special attention to the following paragraph of the mes- 
sage, which I ask to have read by the Secretary. Let him read 
the part that is marked. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as angesten, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The privilege is epenels reserved to the Government to substitute at 
par within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 per cent coin bonds, other 
sonds in terms payable in gold and bearing only 3 per cent interest, if the 
issue of the same should in the meantime be authorized by the Congress. 

The arrangement thus completed which, after careful Inquiry, appears in 
present circumstances and considering all the objeets desired to be the best 
attainable, develops such a difference in the estimation of investors between 
bonds made payable in coin and those sifically made payable in gold in 
favor of the latter, as is represented by three-fourths of a cent in annual in- 
terest. In the agreement just concluded the annual saving in interest to the 
Government, if 3 per cent gold bonds should be substituted for 4 per cent coin 
bonds under the privilege reserved, would be $539,159, amounting in thirty 
years, or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,770. 

Of course there never should be a doubt inany qu ras tothe redemption 
in gold of the bondsof the Government which are made payable in coin. ere- 
fore the discrimination in the judgment of investors between our bond obli- 
gations payable in coin and those specifically made payable in gold is very 
significant. It is hardly necessary to suggest that whatever may be our 
views on the subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we 
must negotiate in disposing of owr bonds for gold are not subject to our dic- 
tation. 


Mr. BUTLER. The President of the United Statesin that doc- 
ument admits that this great Government is in the hands of and at 
the mercy of these gold gamblers. Thatis no doubt true with 
Grover Cleveland in the White House; but that such a humiliat- 
ing condition could exist if we had ax Andrew Jackson for Presi- 
dent every true American will indignantly deny. 

But what I wish to call special attention to is that in the very 
contract which the President then made with the gold trust there 
is a distinction made between a gold bond and a coin bond to an 
amount exceeding $16,000,000. 

Now, if these bondholders were willing to give a certain sum 
for this issue of bonds, providing they were to be payable in gold, 
but were willing to give and did give $16,174,770 less because they 
were not to be payable in gold, then I wish to ask any intelligent 
man in what money should these bonds be paid? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. MayI ask the Senator from North 
Carolina a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If they should be paid in gold 
would they not on their own confession and their own admission 
receive a bonus of just that amount more than they say they are 
themselves entitled to? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. That is plain to any man of ordi- 
nary intelligence. Iam sorry that our Secretary of the Treasury 
and our President can not see it. Their stupidity in this, as in 
other matters, has already cost the people millions of dollars, and 
almost bankrupted the nation. 

Mark you, the bondholders offered a gold price for these bonds 
and then offered a price $16,174,770 less as a coin price, which 
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they said meant silver. Therefore, I say that there is no legal or 
moral obligation of this Government to pay these bonds in gold 
or any part of them in gold, but it has every legal and moral right, 
and it is the duty of this Government, to pay every dollar of them, 
principal and interest, under the circumstances. in silver, and [ 
challenge any Senator on this floor to contradict the correctness 
of this statement. 

A few days ago the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit1], in a 
speech on this floor, attempted to justify the Administration in 
pursuing this sucidal course. Now, I would like to ask him a 
question, or, rather, to put a plain, simple, business proposition to 
him. It is this: Suppose on January 1, 1895, I had given my 
note to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in which I prom 
ised to pay him on January 1, 1896, either 1,000 bushels of wheat 
or 2,000 bushels of corn at my option. Suppose on the ist day 
of June my business called me to Europe, and, knowing that | 
could not return before the ist of January, that I had asked the 
Senator from New York to act as my friend and trusted agent, 
and to pay this debt for me on the ist of January, in the manner 
that would be most advantageous tome. Ofcourse, I would have 
called his attention to the fact that my crop had not been hai 
vested, that I did net know how my yield of corn or wheat would 
be, but that I feared that my wheat crop was short. Now, let us 
suppose that my corn crop was a bountiful one, but that my 
wheat crop was a failure. I want to ask the Senator from New 
York whether, under these conditions, he would have paid my 
debt to the Senator from Ohio in the corn which I had in my 
barn in abundance, or would he have mortgaged my farm to raise 
money with which to buy wheat to pay the debt? 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator want an answer to that long and 
complicated question now? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can use his own pleasure, but I 
would be glad to hear from him now. 

Mr. HILL. 1 have forgotten what the first part of the question 


was. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis the way with these gold bugs. They 
excuse their wrongdoing by ignorance and want of memory. 
[Laughter.] That is the only excuse for their sins of omission 
and commission. 

Mr. HILL. I hardly think the Senator from North Carolina can 
expect me right off to answer a long question that takes about one 
page of recital—recital of the ridiculous fact that the Senator froin 
Ohio would be apt to take the Senator’s note for any very large 
amount. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless it was payable in gold. 

Mr. HILL. Well, if payable in any way, possibly. There are 
too many assumptions in it, and it requires rather too much cle- 
liberation to answer it offhand in a reasonable time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will give the Senator from New York an op- 
portunity to think over it and give the answer at his leisure. 

Mr. HILL. It does not require very much time, but I hardly 
think I will indulge myself now to answer the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will proceed to say what I think the 
Senator would and should do as my trusted friend. The fact that 
the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can answer it himself if he wants to. 
I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not catch the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. HILL. I say the Senatorcan proceed to answer it himself 
if he so desires. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York will have full op- 
portunity to correct my statement as to how he would act if I do 
not state it correctly. I willstate what it would be his duty to do, 
and leave it for him to say whether or not he would do his duty. 

No doubt the Senator from Ohio would demand payment in 
wheat, but you would not for amomentconsider hisdemand. You 
would call his attention to the letter of the contract and insist on 
paying him according to the contract, in the manner most advan- 
tageous tome. Especially would you do this if you had learned 
that the Senator from Ohio had cornered all of the wheat in the 
country, and besides had nearly every other farmer in the coun- 
try in debt to him on the same kind of notes and was trying to force 
payment from them all in wheat, when there was no wheat to be 
had except you purchased it from him and at a price double what 
it was when the debt was made. 

I say that if you had given up the option which I had in my con- 
tract and had mortgaged my farm to buy wheat at an enormously 
increased price, everybody would say that you were either a fit 
subject for the lunatic asylum or that you had been improperly in- 
fluenced by a pecuniary consideration or otherwise by the Senator 
from Ohio. In short, yourconduct would beinfamous. Itis true 
that the Senator from Ohio might threaten that he would ruin my 
credit if you did not pay my debt in wheat as he demanded, but 
you would promptly answer him that neither he nor anyone else 
could ruin my credit as long as I was able to pay my debts accord- 
ing to the contract and still have corn left im abundance in my 
barns, 
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"on would furthermore tell him promptly that the surest way of 
ruining my credit would be by mortgaging my farm to buy wheat 
at a 100 per cent advance in price and thereby discriminating 
against the corn, the property which I had, and causing it to fall 
in price. The difference would be a man out of debt with plenty 
of means for support, or Gooply in debt, paying twice as much as 
the value received, and with the property that he had left depre- 
ciated in value on account of the discrimination, : 

In case I pursued such a short-sighted and foolish policy I would 
find myself at the end of the next year, when the mortgage on 


my farm came due, forced to give another mortgage to buy more | 


wheat at a still further advanced price to pay the debt. Thus, 
vear after year, though my fields teemed with corn in abundance, 
I would be forced to plaster fresh mortgages upon mortgages on 
my farm until the mortgages amounted to more than the value 
thereof. Where would my credit be then? 

Now, this is exactly what our Government is doing to-day. 
We are issuing bonds—putting a mortgage upon this country to 
buy gold to pay a debt when we have the _—_ of paying that 
debt in silver. This policy was inaugurated by the Republicar 
yarty, not only without shadow of law, but in defiance of law. 
The Democratic party denounced this policy and denounced it 
justly, and promised the people to put a stop to it. The Demo- 
cratic party came into power, but it has adopted the Republican 
yolicy, which leads to bankruptcy and ruin. Both old parties 
,ave betrayed their trusts to the American people. They stand 
to-day hand in hand, mortgaging the property and liberty of this 
country away to foreign gamblers and speculators. You call 
Benedict Arnold a traitor. He surrendered but one army post to 
Great Britain. What will you say of those who are trying to sur- 
render the whole American continent to Great Brltain? 

But the Secretary of the Treasury says that the greatest danger 
in our currency system now is the greenbacks. He says that those 
who want to raid the Treasury and deplete it of its gold gather up 
greenbacks and come to the Treasury and demand gold. 1 want 
to ask what right they have to demand gold, and what right has 
he to pay gold. I want to ask if these greenbacks are not coin 


the Government. If the Secretary would redeem the greenbacks 
in silver, if he would do his duty under the law, this raid upon the 
Treasury would stop, and stop at once. I challenge any Senator 
on this floor to contradict this statement. In short, the Secretary 


of the Treasury has the option of redeeming every one of these | 


notes in either gold or silver coin, and, therefore, if any speculator 


or capitalist gets a single dollar of gold out of the Treasury it is | 


the fault of the Secretary, who is the sworn officer of the Govern- 
ment to protect it; and it is his fault alone. 

This is the same endless chain that we hear so much about. 
There could be no endless chain without the consent and con- 
nivance of the Treasury Department. How is it worked? The 
Secretary of the Treasury proposes to issue bonds to buy gold; 
the speculators, who are to get the bonds, gather up $50,000,000 of 

eenbacks, go to the Treasury, and demand $50,000,000 in gold 
or them. 


Is the Secretary bound to pay them gold? No. Buthedoes pay 


them gold, the very article that he is trying to get into the Treas- | 


= The speculator receives the gold and then hands the same 
gold back over the same counter for $50,000,000 of bonds. What 
is the result of this transaction? 
gold across the counter and taken the same gold back again, and 
therefore has not a single dollar more of gold than it had before. 
But it has something else. It has a debt of $50,000,000, and the 
interest commences from that hour and grows day and night. 
Yes, a $50,000,000 debt and not a single thing under heaven to 
show for it. That is financiering. If that is not incompetency, 
then, in the language of the distinguished Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], it must be something worse, which he called 
“ dishonesty.” 

This is the endless chain, this is the folly, if not the crime, that 
our Government is guilty of; this is the way that our debt is piled 
up without receiving anything in returntherefor. This isthe way 
that the people are robbed by their own officers for the benefit of 
the speculators and gold gamblers. In short, this whole trouble, 
this whole oy ace gold going out of the country, this whole 
clamor about bonds, is due almost entirely to the willful and per- 
sistent violation of law by the officers of this Government. They 
act as if they were agents for the gold combine instead of the 
trusted agents and servants of the people. Let the Secretary of 
the Treasury commence to-day and redeem the greenbacks and 
United States notes and pay the principal and interest on the coin 
obligations of this Government according to the letter and spirit 
of the law and all of these dark troubles that are now hovering 
over our Government will vanish as fog before a rising sun. 

Inasmuch as the Secretary of the Treasury has not obeyed the 
law and used the legal option of the Government in the interests 
of the people, I have offered the amendment to the bill which was 
read at the beginning of my remarks. 
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_Iask that the amendment be read again, and I call special atten- 
tion to the last division of it. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sxc. 4. That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for 
any purpose whatever, without further authority of Congress, is hereby pro- 
hibited; and that the Secretary of the Treasury when redeeming United 
States notes, commonly called greenbacks, and Treasury notes issued under 
the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, and when liquidating either the in- 
terest or principal of any of the Government's coin obligations is hereby di- 





rected to make such payment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 
grains of standard gold is less than the market value of 412} grains of stand 
| ard silver, and to continue to pay in such go!d coin until the ket valu 
25.8 grains of standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 412 it 
| of standard silver; but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard g 
shall be greater than the market value of 412) grains of standard sil 
shall pay the interest and the principal of said coin obligations as they be 
; come due in silver coin, and continue to pay the same in silver coin until the 
market value of 412} grains of standard silver shall be equal to the market 
| Value of 25.8 grains of standard gold, and said notes, commonly called 


sae, when so redeemed, shall be reissued, as provided by the act of May 31, 
S78 

Mr. BUTLER. The provisions of this section are perfectly sim- 
ple and plain. It simply directs the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
express terms, with no option, to do what everybody thought he or 
any patriot would do in exercising the option of the Government 
in paying our coin obligations. The law expressly declares that 
he shall use this option to keep gold and silver ata parity. if that 
law means anything it means that whenever, for any cause, there 
is a greater strain on gold—that is,a greater demand for gold 
than for silver—that then he shall use the Government's option to 
pay our coin obligations in silver, and, on the other hand, when- 
ever silver is scarce, whenever there is a greater demand for sil- 


| ver and the price goes up, that then he shall equalize the demand 
| for the two metals by paying our coin obligations in gold and con- 


tinue the strain on gold until the two metals come back to a parity. 

I will answer here a question asked me by a distinguished cit- 
izen afewdays ago. Heasked why I insisted on putting this pro- 
vision on the bond bill along with a provision reported by the 
committee providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
That gentleman, whose name I shall not call, rather chided me, 


gree t | | and said, ‘‘ You and every other advocate of free silver all over the 
obligations, every one of them payable in silver at the option of | 








world have been claiming that the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver on equal terms with gold would bring silver to a parity 
with gold; that is, have claimed that 4124 grains of silver would 
always practically be worth ag much as 25.8 grains of gold.” That 
is true provided that there are no other laws, or conditions created 
by law, to artificially disturb this parity. 

I will illustrate. Wecan coin gold and silver on equal terms, 
but the Secretary of the Treasury can send silver toa premium 
or gold to a premium, just as he chooses, by an improper use of 
the option which is vested in him by law of paying out gold or 
silver on our coin obligations. This option was vested in him so 
that he could keep the two metals at a parity, but if he cares 
nothing for his oath of office, or for the interests of the people, or 
the credit of this Government, he can use this option to cause a 
disparity between the two metals. So far he has used his option 
for the profits of the gold trust, against the interests of the Ameri- 
can people, and to the detriment of the credit of our Government. 

There is another reason, and I wish to call particular attention 
to it. Inthe Bland-Allison Act of 1878 there was inserted a clause, 
known as the exception clause, making it lawful for a private in- 


at | dividual, corporation, or company to take notes or mortgages stip- 
The Government has handed its | 


ulating payment in gold only. This was avery unwise and unjust 
provision. It was slipped into that act in the interest of the mo- 
nopolists, the gold combine, and the creditor class, and was done 
to depreciate silver and to appreciate gold. Under this law— 
which, by the way, was inserted into a bill which claimed to re- 
store silver as money—there have been thousands and millions of 
dollars of mortgages and notes taken in this country requiring 
payment in ol There is, practically, not a town or hamlet in 
the whole United States to which the banks have not sent orders 
to the business men calling upon them to take gold mortgages and 
gold notes only. 

That is the case in the State of the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. WALTHALL]; it is so in my State; it is so all over the coun- 
try. There are probably a thousand million dollars to-day due 
under mortgages containing this gold clause. Until every one of 
these notes and mortgages are paid there will be a greater strain 
all over the country on gold than on silver, which, of course, will 
have the inevitable result of artificially increasing the price of 
gold. Therefore if we pass a free-coinage bill here to-day gold 
and silver can not come to a parity until every one of these gold 
obligations are paid, unless the strain on gold is offset by a like 
and equal strain on silver, unless the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the President will observe and carry out the letter and spirit 
of the law. 


They have been paying out gold alone. Under this policy gold 


has continued to advance in price, while everything else has fallen 
in price as measured in gold, and the disparity between gold and 
silver has grown greater every day. But Dr. Cleveland and Dr. 
Carlisle continue and persist in the same experimental treatment, 
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thongh their patient continues to grow worse, has had several 
severe spasms, and is now in a very low, humiliating, and critical 
condition. Doesnot common sense say that the experimental treat- 
ment which they are now trying with such disastrous results 
should be stopped? 

Can they be justified in pursuing their wild, cranky, and fanat- 
ical treatment any further? If they care anything for the life of 
their patient, for the prosperity of the people or the credit of this 
Government, should they not try the other treatment, which is 
recognized by law? They have the option of two treatments. 
They have tried the gold treatment with disastrous results; if 
they will not try the other should not Congress take their discre- 
tion from them and direct them specifically to try the other treat- 
ment? 

Does not Congress care something for the life of the nation and 
the credit of the country? If the President and theSecretary of the 
Treasury do not, then let us do our duty and let us specifically in- 
struct them how to save our credit. Hence the necessity for this 
amendment which I offer directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
specifically to carry out the intent of the law, the spirit and letter 
of the law under which all of our coin obligations have been is- 
sued. 

If the Seeretary of the Treasury had done his sworn duty, there 
would be no necessity for issuing bonds. This section takes away 
the discretion which he has abused and forces him to do his duty. 
— to make —- aoe = Bene a o ee bonded debt 
shall be hea upon an ac dened people, I have also 
included a provision that no further bonds shall be issued for any 
a whatever without further authority of Congress. 

e disti Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN] says that 
another one of the troubies with this cow is that the balance 
of trade is rus. I most ee with him in that 
statement. when he goes further charges that as the sole 
cause for gold going out of the pe a Romo that, therefore, the 
gold export is due to the difference the Wilsen-Gorman 
tariff bill and the McKinley tariff bill, Ll most emphatically take 
issue with him. Gold has goneout under high tariffs and low 
tariffs. Gold went out constantly under the McKinley Act. In 
short, for the last eight years, under ing tariffs, gold has 
continued to rise in price and to be drawn out of the 


I emtertekce to say and to prove beyond sueeessful contradiction 
that the chief cause for the balameeof trade being against this 
country is, first, the fact that the: we abroad we 
are forced to sell at a price less than theeoestof prod ; second, 
because, on account of the difference of exchange between gold- 
standard countries and silver-standard countries, that we not only 
can not export the of our soil and our manufactured 
products at a profit, that the countries that were once among 
our best customers are manufacturing and produc- 
ing many all of the for their own consump- 

, but have actually turned m us and are export- 
ing their products into this co below that which it 
is ible for our manufacturers to Makedthem. On account of 

difference of exchange, the sil tries in the world 
to-day havea hundred percent advantageover us or any other gold- 
standard country. 


Now the question pce nee: ey or prevented 
by a tariff? If every sc intk inley tariff was doubled, 


it would not protect this the competition of silver- 
using countries, nor would it : of trade in our favor 
sufficient to protect our farmers, and manufacturers, or 


to prevent the export of gold, so long as this fatuous and blighting 

is In proof of this position, I beg leave 
to submit some from our consular ——. 
irst I have the Consular ——— for J 1895, containing the 
report made by J at Shanghai, on ‘* Trade 
with China.” I —a time not the reading of 
extracts, at least, the report now. It is an official report 
from an official representative of this Government in a foreign 
country. It contains valuable and alarming information. It is 
the duty of every man on this floor who is charged with the re- 
sponsibility of legislation and who to-day is,confronted with the 
evil of Asiatic competition and financial distress to study for the 
real cause. Therefore it is our duty to seek carefully the signifi- 
cant facts in the Consular Reports. I ask Jeave to insert certain 
extracts in my speech. 4 

COTTON, COTTON GOODS, AND COTTON MILLS. 

China is America’s largest market for cotton goods. In 1892 
China imported from the United States 65 yards of domestic cotton; 
in 1893 she imported only 27,706,000 . figures are taken from the 
Statistical Abstract of the United for 1898, and they show a falling off 
in this one item in one year of 38,158,000 

The annual statement of the trade of the United Kingdom for 1898 also tes- 
tifles to the material loss in the importation by China of cotton and do- 
ithe uagity of Wi SQN Yaris ean AMG ony Sanaa yen Ree 
changes in the number of yards of this commodity im: uring 1894 from 


the countries named do not affect th li ( principle I wish to 
present for consideration in this connection. eee 





* 


656 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 







JANUARY 14, 





The cause of the falling off, indicated in the importation of domestic eo: 
tons, will not appear in the ordinary rules governing trade, and as regard; 
the United States the loss is so marked as to excite anxiety. The study {[ 
have been able to devote to the subject and the information derived from tho 
most reliable statistical reports bearing upon it influence the opinion that 
one of the main causes lies quite beneath the surface. 

I advance the opinion that the manufacture of cotton goods by China and 
Japan promises to decrease the importation by these countries of such goo 
from the United States. 

_ In the report of the Yokéhama Chamber of Commerce, dated May 14, 189; 
it appears that the first spinning mill erected in Japan was erected in 1s 
with 5,456 spindles. At the end of 1883 there were 16 mills, with 43,700 spind|. 
at the end of 1888, 24 mills, with 88,140 spindles; at the end of 1892, 39 mills, wit}; 
403,314 spindles; 1893, 46 mills, with about 600,000 spindles. 

No statistics relating to the cotton mills of China have been published so 
full as those relating to the cotton mills of Japan, but such as have been pul)- 
lished evidence an increase in the number of mills and spindles. The lar; 
local cotton mill at Shanghai, destroyed by fire in 1893, has been rebuilt, ani 
is now conducted on a larger scale; and it is the opinion of conservative 
business men that the end of the present year will witness in full operati: 
at least 360,000 spindles and 3,000 looms, besides numerous cotton gins 1 
to operate in the fifteen cotton mills in course of construction at Shanghai, 
Ningpo, and the ports on the Yangste River. 

The number of pounds of cotton annually produced in China has not been 
accurately given, but the production is annually increasing, and the soil and 
climate in many parts of the Empire are favorable to raising a much better 
staple than is seen inthe markets. Much of the cotton raised in China is taken 
by the cotton mills of Japan, but as the new cotton mills are erected in China, 
these will consume the greater part of the home supply, forcing Japan to look 
to other fields for raw material for her mills. 

Japan, by geographical position and the nature of the soil and its genera] 
aspect, must be the manufacturing country of Asia, as Great Britain has so 
long been for Europe; and this fact brings nearer to the attention of the cot- 
ton producer of the United States the importance of shorter ways between 
their cotton fields and the cotton mills.of Asia,especially by means of the 
Nicaragua Canal. 

The rapid increase in the manufacturing industry of Japan and China 
could not be sustained in the absence of a compensating remuneration, and 
if the statistics show the remuneration to be compensating, then the means 
of making it so should be inquired about. It is known that the manufactur 
ing industry generally of the United States has not yielded merited returns 
for the labor and skill of those engaged in it. 

Osaka is the great manufacturing city of Japan. In Osaka, twenty-one 
mills paid an average dividend of 1 mer cent, the highest dividend being 28 
per cent and the lowest 8 per cent. e dividends for 1893 are given at 12 por 
cent, and for the first six months of 1894 at the rate of 16 per cent. These 
figures show that the cotton mills of Japan are richly remunerative, while 
reliable figures show ea returns for the cotton mills of Great 
Britain, and an unfavorable outlook for those of the United States. 

The London Economist of February 17, 1894, presented the balance sheets 
of 98 es in Oldham, England, showing a net total loss of 
£72,768 ( ,089) in 1893, with the discouraging information, comparatively, 
that, at the end of 1890, only 8 of these companies had adverse balances 

In the United States the freight charges on cotton from the cotton fields to 
the great mills of the North now enter so largely as an item in their balance 
sheets as to make the removal of the mills to the places of production a su)- 

ect of serious consideration. or and freight are ominous items in the 
ce sheets of thecotton mills of the United States and Great Britain and 
are the items which the 






t business man will keep constantly before 
him. There is somet. when comparative tables show results so ad- 
verse to the industry an of the two nations which have heretofore easily 
moved in the van of the manufacturing progress of the world. The results 
must be admitted, and it is the province of the economist to find the remedy, 


CURRENCY AND LABOR. 


It is here that the subject of wages should receive careful attention; and 
it should not be forgotten that while the law of supply and demand with 
regard to commodities is international, it is only national, and often pro 
vincial, with regard to labor. A bale of cotton may have the same exchange- 
able value in New Orleans, Liverpool, or Bombay, but the price of a day’s 
labor in Bombay bears no relation to the price of a day’s labor in Liverpool 
or New Orleans, and no adjustment of the two op me principles can be 
effected unless a cargo of coolies can be imported as easily as a cargo of 
cotton. 

An intelligent understanding of the influential agency of the price of labor 
in regulating the profits of manufacturing enterprise may be had from this 
illustration: In 1873 the mills of the Orient and Occident were competing on 
equal terms and receiving equal returns. Now, in 1894, each mill employs the 
same amount of labor as it did in 1873, but the owner of the millin the United 
States pays for the labor in gold at the old rates, while the owner of the mi!! 
in Japan ys for the labor in silver at the oldrates also. The Japanese mill 
owner paid’ n 1894, as he did in 1873, from 18 to 20 cents a day for men, and 
from 8 to 10 cents a day for women. That meant, in 1873, from 18 to 20 cents 
in gold aday for men and from 8 to 10 cents in gold a day for women. 

ow, during the ter part of 1894 $1 in gold has been about equal to 2 of 
Japanese silver, which makes it clear that, on account of the depreciation of 
silver alone, without taking into account the low rate of standard wages 
which prevail in the Orient, the mill owners of the United States are now 
paying twice as much for labor asthe mill ownersof Japan. This may be one 
reason why the cotton mills in Japan are showing such handsome returns, 
while in the United States and Great Britain they are comparatively stru 
gling for existence. Not only does this principle of the difference in the valu: 
of currency in which labor is paid in the eastern and western countries apply 
to wages, but it applies to whatever is essential to the success of agriculture 
and manufacturing enterprise. 

” * x 


* - * e 
The same grade of which a few years agogave superiority to 
the cotton mills of the United Bentos ‘and Great Britain is now used in the 
cotton mills of Japan and S iuedae'e the enterprise that transplanted it to 


those countries sent with it foreign skill and ingenuity to superintend and 
utilize its capacity. 


x . * . * * * 

As to commodities in Great Britain and the United States, the average 
prices are the lowest of the century, while the ay prices, comparatively. 
in Bhanghial 1 1600 as eponqucs of Ceinene p Seiteaiicaes of presperity in 
China and Japan has acoompanied this stability im prices. 

The extracts show that the Asiatic countries and all silver-using 
countriesarerapidly increasing their cotton mills. They alsoshow 
the wholesome effect of astable currency on those countries, where 
a dollar will buy as much now as it would twenty years ago. 

Next, I have the consular report for September, 1895, and read 
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an extract from the report of Consul J. B. Gorman, at Matamoras, 


a ‘0: 
ae is increasing her manufactures in every branch of trade possible, 
as heretofore she has been dependent on foreign countries for her manufac- 
tured goods. wa 

The same consular reports show that the trade of Russia is in a 
most prosperous condition. We learn that the cotton weaving 
and spinning mills of Moscow are paying a dividend of from 25 to 
35 per cent. Will some gold man boast of such profits in a gold 
country? The balance of trade is in Russia’s favor, and she has 
accumulated gold instead of exporting it. 

In this connection I also send to the desk and ask to have read an 
interview with Mr. Ransom, United States minister to Mexico, 
clipped from the Washington Post of last Monday, January 6. 
Mr. Ransom, I believe, now claims to be a gold man. Listen to 
what a gold man says about a silver country. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ex-Senator Ransom, present minister to Mexico, who has been in the city 
for a few days, leaves for his home in North Carolina to-day, but will be back 
in Washington on his return to Mexico in the course of a week or ten days. 
Mr. Ransom says a great deal of American capital is being invested in Mexico, 
and that alarge number of American citizens are engaging in business there. 
The best of feeling prevails between Mexicans and Americans, and Mexico is 


enerally very prosperous. - 
: “The Diaz a ministration has been making unusual efforts to advance the 


Republic on the high road of substantial nag ees said Mr. Ransom, “and 
these efforts have turned out successfully in every respect. With the Gov- 
ernment like the present, Mexico has agreat future before her. Commercial 
relations between the United States and Mexico are expanding on acon- 
stantly widening basis, and the increase in commerce is so large that itis 
utterly impossible for anyone to make an estimate of what it will be in the 


future.” 

Mr. BUTLER. It is hard to say how much of that kind of evi- 
dence it will take to convince Mr. Ransom that he was right be- 
fore he got wrong. I hope the time is near at hand. 

Thus we have the testimony of Consul Gorman and Minister 
Ransom to the effect that Mexico, instead of buying largely of 
our manufactured goods as she has in the past, is now increasing 
her manufactures in every branch of trade possible. Minister 
Ransom says that the exports of that country are rapidly increas- 
ing, that the country is iti a wonderfully prosperous condition, 
and that American capital is leaving this country and going to 
Mexico to embark in manufacturing enterprises and other indus- 
trial pursuits. Now, Mexico is preeminently a silver country, and 
this testimony must be accepted as conclusive, emanating as it 
does from a man who enjoys the confidence of the President and 
is a mouthpiece of his gold-standard policy. 

Poor, despised, silver-crank country, Mexico! Andyetagoldman 
testifies that that country is progressing and prospering won- 
drously, and he can not say the same thing about his own country. 

What does this testimony mean? It means one thing certain, 
that our manufacturers at home will lose the trade of Mexico, 
thus closing a number of our enterprises and throwing labor out 
of employment. It means that these enterprises will leave this 
country and go to Mexico to build up that country and make it 
rich. With this same thing going on not only in Mexico but in 
China, in Japan, in Russia, and other silver-using countries, does 
it not mean that the balance of trade will soon be turned more 
largely against us than ever, and that there will be an increased 
demand for gold, not only to pay the increasing interest of our in- 
creasing public debt but also to settle the large balance of trade 
annually against this country? 

1 wish to call the attention of the manufacturers of this country 
especially to this fact. It is time that they were taking notice of 
these facts and studying this question from a broader and higher 
point of view. If Great Britain continues to dominate our finan- 
cial policy, she will also surely control our industrial policy. If 
she will sacrifice her own manufacturers, will she not also ruin 
ours? Besides, if this British gold policy is not stopped and this 
difference of exchange corrected, will not our farmers soon be in 
a worse condition than they are now? Will not the same silver- 
using countries soon produce all of their wheat and raw cotton 
instead of buying it from us, and at the same time supply Europe 
with those commodities, and destroy our market and deprive us 
of the power of buying gold there with our products, for if we do 
not buy gold with products we must buy it with bonds, which we 
are now doing to make up a deficit which is growing larger each 
year? This will be amply shown by extracts from other consular 
reports which I will insert in my remarks. From the consular 
report of November, 1895, being the report of Consul-General 
Jernigan, at Shanghai, on ‘‘ Cotton mills and the cotton industry 
a aes commencing on page 354, I submit the following ex- 

racts: 
COTTON MILLS IN CHINA. 


The fourth provision, article 6, of the treaty of peace between Japan and 
China, made at Shimonoseki, Japan, April 17, 1895, reads as follows: 

Japanese subjects shall be free to engage in all kinds of manufacturing 
industries in all of the open cities, towns, and ports of China, and shall be at 
puerty to import into China all kinds of machinery, paying only the stipu- 
lated import duties thereon.” 

This provision materially enlarges the area for enterprise and trade in Asia, 
and as commerce is recognized as the great civilizing agency, Japan has ac- 
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complished more for Asiatic civilization on that line than a century of Euro- 
pean diplomacy and arms. The opening has been made for the introduction 
of a great industry into the vast empire of China, and though for the present 
confined to the open ports and cities, the influence will be far-reaching, and 
public and private thought will be awakened and directed into new indus- 
trial channels. 

Doubtless under the influence of the provision named, the Shanghai 
Chamber of Commerce, at the meeting on May 20, 1895, was able, through its 
chairman, to make the following announcements: 

“The question as to the right of importing machinery for the purpose of 
cotton spinning has been settled in favor of Messrs. Jardine, Matheson & 
Co., who for some months past had machinery lying here waiting for per- 
mission to land it. A cotton mill under British management will be erected 
immediately.” 

The prospectus for the first cotton mill to be erected under the new aus- 


pices, and the announcement of which elicited the applause of the Shanghai 
Chamber of Commerce, is now before the public. The capital is 1,000,000 
taels,* divided into 10,000 shares of 100 taels each. The prospectusstates that 


‘the company is formed to take advantage of the increasing demand on this 
market for coarse counts of cotton yarn by erecting, to begin with, a spin- 
ning mill of about 28,000 spindles; and availing of an abundant supply of lo- 
cally grown cotton and plentiful cheap labor, a yarn can be produced which 
will command a ready sale at handsome profits.” 

A calculation is made upon the basis of the average cost of raw material 
during the last two years, the lowest price at which locally spun yarn has 
sold during its introduction, and making provision for the most liberal esti- 
mate of working expenses, estimated on the experience of existing mills, and 


writing off 10 per cent per annum from value of machinery, the prospectus 
anticipates for the company a handsome net profit on the capital proposed. 
The 10,000 shares were promptly sold. 1 

At this writing there are in contemplation three large cotton mills, and 


a prospectus for each mill is now before the public—the one named, another 
for a mill of 40,000 spindles, and a third for 28,000 spindles. The larger mill 
will be under the general management of a well-known American firm, and 
in the prospectus an estimate of the expenditure on capital account of a 
cotton mill of 40,000 spindles is presented: The cost of the machinery for the 
lant is estimated at 500,000 taels, the land improvement at 40,000 taels, pre- 
iminary expenses and contingencies at 10,000 taels. 

The ready value of the output of such a mill, working 300 days, with a 
proper deduction for brokerage, is estimated at 1,611,900 taels. 

The expenditure, including raw material, cost of working, duty (if any is 
incurred), expense of management, and depreciation in machinery and build- 
ing, is estimated at 1, 475,630 taels, leaving a balance available for dividends 
of, say, 17 per cent on 800,000 taels. 

The dividend anticipated from the expense and profit account thus stated 
is based upon other considerations. In one prospectus, it is argued that ex- 
periments, made and verified by the experience of existing local mills, show 
that locally produced yarns are superior to Indian yarns, in which so greata 
trade has, in recent years, been established; and that there is no reason why 
such yarns should continue to be imported when similar yarns can be manu- 
factured at Shanghai, and ofa superior grade. 

The import of Indian yarns during the past four years at Shanghai annually 
averages over 195,000 bales of 3 piculs each (1 picul = 1334 pounds), while the 
principal ports in the south of China have taken during the same period an 
average of 136,000 baies. 

In the calculation, there does not seem to be any apprehension as to a suffi- 
cient supply of raw material for the mills. In 1886 the export of cotton from 
Shanghai to Japan was 47,600 piculs, and the total export 278,600 piculs. In 
1894 Japan took 576,000 piculs, and the total amount of cotton which fet Shang- 
hai was 930,400 piculs. It may be noted that the large increase in the ex- 
portation did notincrease the price of cotton, and this may confirm the opin- 
ion among business men here that the Chinese are prepared to extend the 
area of the cultivation of cotton in proportion as the demand arises. Along 
the Yangtse Valley the soil available for cotton cultivation appears as limit- 
less as the supply of labor in China ——— inexhaustible. ff is seen, after 
supplying the local demand, what a large quantity of cotton was exported 
during the past year, and it is estimated that thisexported cotton would run 
360,000 spindles in addition to those already at work. 

There are three cotton mills now at work here, with, in all, 66,20 spindles, 
and three more, with 49,000 spindles, about to begin operations. Adding these 
to the three the plans or outlines of which are now before the public, and 
which have been referred to, there will, ere a great while, be nine cotton 
mills in full operation, with a total spinning capacity of 265,200 spindles 

There are four ginning mills of 176 ginsinall. These ginsare Japanese imi- 
tations of foreign gins, and ginning machines are used throughout this cot 
ton district, made in Japan and worked by the feet. 

The machinery for the mills is made in Great Britain. The cost for a com- 
plete plant averages about $4 (American) per spindle. The native spindle is 
very rudimentary, roughly made of bamboo, and can be purchased for $1 
(Mexican); but many of the Chinese women now prefer to receive the yarn 
spun at the mills and weave it into cloth. 

Raw cotton is procured for the mills from the producer through Chinese 
agents, who travel the cotton-producing districts and arrange for the pur- 
chase and delivery of the raw cotton when ready for shipment, which is 
usually conveyed to the mills in junks and small boats, at a small cost and 
convenient alike to seller and buyer, as the mills are situated by the river 
side, favorable to the reception and export of the material. The priceof raw 
cotton is about 12 haikwan taels per picul, and a bale of yarnof 3 piculs weight 
will average about 61 taels. Skilled male labor is worth 30 cents (about 17 
cents gold) per day, and skilled female labor 20 cents. 

With the same improved machinery, an ample supply of raw cotton, and 
labor at such low prices, the advantage of an Asiatic over a Western cotton 
millis quite evident. Before China can manufacture fine cotton, however, 
there must be a very material improvement in the grade of the raw product. 

* * * - * * * 

When the Chinese are taught the advantage of properly spacing their cot- 
ton rows and thinning the cotton plant,so that the warm air and the rays of 
the sun can-freely penetrate, the change from the present system of cultiva- 
tion will be rewurded by an increased yield per acre anda much finer staple. 

COTTON SPINNING IN JAPAN. 


Having indicated the growing irterest of the cotton-spinning industry in 
China, it will be interesting, by way of comparison, to trace the origin of the 
same industry which has grown to such proportions in Japan 

The first spinning factory in Japan was established in Kagoshima more 
than forty years ago by the greatest feudal prince of modern times. The 
name of this great Satsuma prince was Shimazu Harihisa, who, although born 
and bred to arms, and the lord of a province noted in Japanese annals for the 
martial prowess of its inhabitants, saw, with the eye of a statesman, the com: 
mercial advantage in the geographical position of his country, and that in 
peace Japan could win wealth as the manufacturing emporium for Asia. In 





_ *The Tien-Tsin or trade tael equaled 76.1 cents in United States currency 
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1867 the second cotton mill in Japan was built in Oji, and these tvzo were the 
only spinning factories until 1870. In 1870 two others were established by 
the Japanese Government, four more in 1880, four in 1881, one in 1882, one in 
1883, and one in 1884. ‘These factories are now operated by private companies, 
aud are ina prosperous condition, working 92,978 spindles. 

I also submit extracts from Consul-General Jernigan’s report, 
contained in the same book, on ‘‘ Trade with China,” commencing 
at page 360: 





TRADE OF CHINA IN 1804. 

The report for the year 1894. on the foreign trade of China, prepared by the 
secretary of the British legation at Pekin and published by the foreign office 
in August of this year, is one of exceptional interest and deserves more than 
a passing mention. The writer of the report says the most remarkable fea- 
ture of the trade reports for i894 is the fact that good results have been ob- 
tained and a promising revival of commercial prosperity has set in, in spite 
of numerous obstacles to success. 

In the early part of the year a serious drought prevailed in southern China, 
and the plague at Hongkong and Canton seriously affected business with the 


colony. The 2utbreak of war naturally entailed great uncertainty and dread 
of attack at ‘he ports. Floods damaged cereals in the north, and during the 
autumn a succession of destructive typhoons in southern China injured the 
rice and sugar crops. Yet, notwithstanding all these hindrances, as well as 


the disturbance to industries caused by the mobilization of troops through- 
out the provinces and the increase of taxation for military expenditure, a 
near and prosperous year may be recorded as far as trade is con- 


cerned. The customs revenue was increased by every division of trade, with 
the sole exception of Indian opium. Both imports and exports show an ad- 
vance, the receipts from the latter exceeding the maximum collected during 
the most prosperous days of the tea trade. 
* * 7 ” * oe 

It is'also remarked that ‘the country around the two cities produces cot- 
ton, and can be made to ror more if demand for it be stimulated. Ginning 
mills, spinning mills, and, finally, weaving mills must become numerous in 


the country. 

These extracts show conclusively that the time is near at hand 
when the silver-using countries will not only manufacture all of 
their own goods and raise their own cotton and other raw mate- 
rials, but will soon be flooding this country with their exports, to 
the ruin of our own industries. 

Is it possible, under such conditions, for the balance of trade to 
be turned in our favor by any kind of a tariff? In fact, is there 
any remedy—if there is, l want to hear it—but to equalize ex- 
change by opening our mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver on equal terms with gold? 

I also have here advance sheets from the last report of Consul- 
General Jernigan on labor and wages in China and Japan, which 
will appear in the next publication of the Consular Reports. 

LABOR AND WAGES IN CHINA. 
» + * * * . 6 


Among western nations, the impression prevailed at one time that Asiatic 
races were more imitative than original, and that in the industrial depart- 
ments where originality was the chief element of success the Occident need 
not fear the Orient as rivals. The test has been made, and the result has 
greatly modified, if not entirely removed, the impression. Within the last 
quarter of a century Japan has thrown off a most oppressive form of feudal- 
ism and advanced to the forefront as a nation of ees ideas. Twenty- 
five years ago a system of government obtained in Japan which discouraged 
all liberal enterprise. Centuries of political slavery, intrenched in formida- 
ble prejudices, seemed to have crushed out the very soul of the Japanese 
»eople, and the Empire was dominated by the tyranny of at feudal chiefs, 
the remains of whose castles now scattered over Japan, attest to the traveler 
the strength and wealth of the former owners and the servitude and poverty 
of their retainers. 

* * ae * * * + 


The gates of the Empire of Japan, so long closed to the Westerner, were 
opened to his coming, and the Japanese soon learned to appreciate and utilize 
the productions of Western thought and skill. To-day, the navy-yards, 
arsenals, factories, banks, and large commercial houses of Ja: rove that 
there is in Japanese character a reserve force which is destined, if yeaiclously 
regulated and directed, to assure still greater achievements in industrial 
fields. The attestations are too numerous to leave doubt that the Japanese 
are not only original in conception, but possess the power of concentration 
and execution. 

China is behind Japan in the civilization of the West, and an enchantment 
still lingers over Asia which Western civilization has not removed by the 
stern realities which foliow in its wake. The awakening of China. “4 Na 
sied by one of her test statesmen, has not been realized. The pire 
= sleeps, but passing events indicate that the hour of awakening is not far 

stant. 


we * os * * * 
During the last fiscal year the value of the trade relations between Ja 
and the United States was estimated, in round num at $28,000,000, but 


the figures show a balance against the United States of $1 sages he Japan 
is nearer to the United States than any other Western nation, and during the 
same period the value of the te trade relations between China and 
the United States was eatiennted a ,000,000, with a balance against the 
United States of $16,000,000. 

This shows that these silver-using countries are rapidly advanc- 
ing in civilization, and that they have already turned the balance 
of trade against this great, glorious, prosperous, high-p1_tective, 
but gold-cursed America, ; 

Thus we see that our consuls and ministers tell us that our trade 
is suffering with these countries and will suffer worse in the near 
future. They see the present danger and see the threat and men- 
ace of the future. But there is one strange thing about their re- 
ports—neither Minister Ransom nor any of our consuls, with one 
exception, seems to understand what is the cause of this great dan- 
ger and future menace toour trade. Either they have not studied 
the question deep enough or they do not feel at liberty to tell the 
veal cause. 

What remedy is offered by our Republican friends for this con- 
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dition that confronts us? They offer the gold standard and high 
protection. When they offer the gold standard as a remedy they 
offer us a cure which is the very poison that has caused the dis 
ease. When they offer us higher protection as a remedy they 
offer that which can not protect the manufacturer or the farmer 
against the overshadowing evils caused by the single gol 
standard. 

If the McKinley tariff was increased 100 per cent it would not 
protect our American manufacturers against the manufactured 
products of the silver-using countries. To do so it would be ne 
essary to make the tariff so high that it would not only cover th: 
difference between the cost of labor in the two countries, but a] 
high enough, in addition, to cover the difference of exchange be- 
tween gold and silver using countries, which is alone 100 per cent. 
No wise or patriotic manufacturer can ask for such an enormous 
increase of the protective tariff, for the enlightened opinion of tho 
farmer and of the whole country would be against granting su 
a request, while the producer, who has no protection and who h 
already been impoverished, now has his products reduced in price 
more than one-half by Asiatic competition. At last the same 
causes which have for years been ruining agriculture are now 
reaching the manufacturers themselves, and if not corrected wil] 
in the end destroy both. The protection that the farmer needs 
above everything else is protection against the gold standard, 
The manufacturer will soon icarn, if he has not already learned 
that this is the only protection that will save him. 

With a sufficient supply of full legal-tender money to meet the 
increasing needs of our people and preserve the stability of pric: 
the farmer and the manufacturer can go hand in hand in building 
up all of the productive industries of our country, but if the ma: 
ufacturers insist upon a single gold standard then there can he 
nothing in common between them and the agriculturists of the 
country. The farmers are now perfectly aware that the treme: 
dous fall in the price of their products is due to the scarcity of 
money and to Asiatic competition. Therefore they can not and 
will not consent to riveting their shackles more firmly by assist- 
ing in artificially raising the prices of manufactured products 
while no steps are taken to prevent the depreciation of the pric: 
of the products of the soil. 

This Congress can not afford to increase taxation without at the 
same time increasing the ability of the people to pay. Therefore 
we should not vote to pass any tariff bill for increased revenue 
unless we, at the same time and in the same bill, strike down thc 
single gold standard and increase the number of legal-tender do 
lars in this country by the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Commerce can notexpand while money iscontracted. Nothing 
can expand except debt and misery while the volume of money is 
contracting. The thing that has blessed the silver-using countri: 
is that their silver money has remained stable in purchasing power 
and debt-paying power. Thething thatis ruining us isthe appre 
ciation of gold. 

But, toreturn toourconsuls. Irepeat that it is passing strange 
that they should point out the alarming menace to the prosperity 
of this country as they do and not at the same time point out the 
cause or suggest a remedy. They hold their positions by appoint- 
ment from a most vicious, cruel, and relentless gold monomaniac. 
This may be theexplanation. Thesilence of the bulk of the Amer 
ican press on this question is also very noticeable. A few papers 
have called attention to the dangers, but only a very few have 
pointed out the cause. Are they ignorant, or is it possible that so 
many of them are under the influence of British gold? 

In this connection I wish to call attention to two high-tariff 
papers. Here is one, the American Economist, which I think is 
run as a kind of Republican campaign paper to talk tariff. This 
paper, in every column, is talking about tariff, tariff, tariff. Occa 
sionally it finds room to put in a little paragraph giving some 
news item, and here is a news item that I find in its columns, 
which I ask the Secre to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Japan is the only country in the world that has bought more raw cotton 
from us, since new e4 year began, than in 1894. A year ago, in three 
months to November 30, Ja took only $10 bales, or 464,411 pounds, of our 
cotton. This season Ja taken 5, bales, or 3,066,891 pounds, an in 
crease of 5,000 bales. ie the a is not alarming as yet, it is 
mighty significant to our cotton manufacturers, who may feel the effect of 
this cheap labor competition a little sooner than they anticipated. 

Mr.BUTLER. TheJournal points out the evil, but fails to point 
out the causeor the remedy for it. Theeditor says it is significant 
and dangerous, but he does not say that the tariff will remedy it, 
either because he knows it will not or because he did not want to 
admit that the tariff was not a panacea for all ills. : 

I hold another paper in my hand, the Home Market Bulletin, 
which is spending its days and nights talking about the beauty o! 
the home market and high tariff. Here we have almost exactly 
the same news item. The article reads: 

In 1898 Japan took American raw cotton to the value of 1,273,421 yen and in 
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s value of 2,680,671 yen. The yenis worth 99 cents and7 mills in gold 
1nh bo te which more than doubles in one year may be said to be good. 

But of course this means that we shall sell Japan little or no cotton yarn 
or cloth hereafter, and if Japanese cottons do not deluge our home market 
within five years it will be because our tariff is raised to keep them out. 

This editor rashly says that the tariff is the remedy. But it 
will be noticed that he was careful not to say how high it would 
be necessary to build the tariff wall. If he had attempted to do 
so his statement would have fallen of its own weight and ugliness. 

In this connection I want to quote what a business man says in 
an interview in the Washington Post of December 10, 1895, which 
I ask the Secretary to read. ' ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

nested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

“ Few people are aware to what extent the Japanese are becoming our com- 

titors in the manufacture of certain lines of goods, and if something is not 

one to counteract it, there will ere long go up a big wail from our people,” 
said Hon. George A. Maltz, of Detroit, at the Arlingron. 

* Not long agoafriend of mine in New York was waited on by the represent- 
ative of a Japanese firm and shown samples of buttons made over there. 


The price asked was so low that my friend supposed there was some mistake, | 


but he was convinced tothe contrary, and gave an order of $9,000. Thisis but 
one instance. In the matter of making matches they can send every concern 
that produces them in the United States into bankruptcy. Of course the 
reason lies in the difference of wages. Fifty cents a week will pay for labor 
in Japan, and we can not compete against that.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, you see that that business man 
yoints out clearly the danger. He says that if something is not 
one ‘‘a big wail will soon go up from our people,” but he satis- 

fies himself by saying it is all due to the difference between labor. 
Here is direct testimony as to the great evil, but a dodging as to 
the real cause. If the difference in wages is a cause at all, it is a 
very small cause compared with the difference of exchange. 

It is plain to any man who will investigate the question that 
the extraordinary development of manufactures in Japan is due 
absolutely to the fact that silver was demonetized here and in 
Europe. Japan is the rival of our manufacturers for that reason 
solely. Meantime, while the premium on gold gives huge protec- 


tion to Japanese industry, it also acts as a huge bounty upon ex- | 
rts; so that, entirely apart from the difference in the price of | 


bor, Japan would be able to beat us in our own market. Japan 
could well afford to multiply her present labor cost by 10 and 
then she could undersell us in this country. 

No gold organ dares to print such a fact as this, and no gold 
advocate can answer these arguments. For years these journals 





and gold-bug politicians have been telling us that to have gold | 


alone was to have high civilization and high advantage for our 


workmen. Now the fact is becoming clear, excepting to certain | 


editors and politicians who are either dull or who do not dare to 


tell the truth, that with silver alone Japan is moving with won- | 


derful rapidity toward a higher civilization, while her workmen 
are threatening ours with a fate which no intelligent man can re- 
gard without the gravest apprehension. 

Now, let us for a moment notice the reports of the British con- 
suls on this question. We are at once struck with the fact that, 
though they represent a gold Government, they seem to have 


either more acumen for ascertaining the real cause or to be al- | 


lowed by their home Government more freedom to tell the cold, 
naked truth. 

The British consul-general at Shanghai, Mr. George Jamison, 
and other British consuls have pointed out not only the danger 
but the real cause. They show by quoting facts and figures, 
backed by able and convincing reasoning, that it is the difference 
of exchange between gold countries and silver countries that has 
worked this marvelous change in the industrial affairs of the 
world. They show conclusively that in gold countries, where 
rents, taxes, and other fixed charges are to be paid in a constantly 
increasing gold measurement, the farmers and manufacturers, 
when they ship their products abroad, must get a higher price 
for these products, or cut down the wages of their workmen, or 
close their business. On the other hand, countries that have the 
benefit of a.stable currency, countries where a dollar will buy no 
more labor and the products of labor than it would twenty years 
ago, and where, on the other hand, a dollar will pay as much 
taxes and debts now as it would twenty years ago, have a hun- 
dred per cent advantage of those countries where the purchasing 
power of the dollar has been doubled. They point out plainly 
that nobody in England is benefited by the gold standard except 
the money lender, and that it is his policy to increase the value 
of the dollar, so that annual interest on debts due from other 
countries may be doubled. 

At this — I desire to call attention to the following editorial 
from the Mexican Financier, which I shall incorporate in my re- 
marks. It contrasts in a striking manner the conditions existing 
in England and Mexico. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

One of our greatest of English merchants, doing business with the whole 


world, informs us that sensible peopiein Great Britain are getting their eyes 
well opened to the follies of their rulers. A body of eminently respectable 





business people up in Scotland got together the other day and passed resolu- 
tions favoring bimetallism. Meantime Mexican manufacturers are ; 
tented lot. They are not filling the air with wailing, nor is their grief over 
the depression of British m:z facturing such as to cause them t« 
or appetite. Ten dollars for a gold sovereign has served as a tonic to them, 

Should silver continue low for two years more, as seems probable, hun- 













dreds of new manufacturing enterprises are certain to be started here (in 
Mexico And the same thing will happen in allsilver-using count? The 
manufacturing “ boom” has begun in the Orient, and that is the chief menace 






to the prosperity of Europe, for it implie 
hitherto imisense and lucrative trade w : 

The low v » of silver naturally ten kcep money at hor ind this is 
why the local traffic of the Mexican railways begins to reflect t more active 
internal movement. At the present rate of agricultural expansion bere the 
railways will, in two or three years, begin to note a great im} ent in 
their internal traffic. Exports will increase, and these in their tur ican 
additional imports. 


Mr. BUTLER. I have also a recent editorial from the London 
Times, which admits that Asiatic competition and the gold stand- 
ard are ruining everybody in England except idle holders of 
wealth. Commenting upon the marvelous growth of Japanese 
manufacturing, the article says: 


the reduction of profits in the 





The results already achieved are undoubtedly calculated to strike the im 
agination at first sight with astonishment and alarm The most conspicuous 


of these results are those connected with the cotton industry 

In 188% Japan imported only $800,000 worth of raw cotton; in 1894 she im- 
ported $19,500,000 worth, or more than four and twenty times as much. At 
the beginning of 1885 there were 19 spinning mills, with about 50,000 spindles, 
in Japan, and at the end of 1893 there were 46, with about 600,000 spindles 

The result was of course inevitable. The lower grade yarns, formerly 
imported from abroad, have practically disappeared from the Japanese 
market, the importation of middle grades is rapidly declining, and only the 
higher grades, which Japan has not yet set herself to produce, still maintain 
their footing. The importation of cotton yarns reached its high-water mark 
in 1888, when the growing supply from the native mills had not yet overtaken 
the growing demand arising out of a general increase of national prosperity 
and activity. In that year cotton yarns were imported from Great Britain 
and India in about equal proportions, to the total amount of 62,860,000 pounds. 
Six years later (in 1894) the importations from the same countries amounted 
to only 21,241,000 pounds, or barely one-third of the former figure 

If the pinch has not yet been more severely felt in England, it is due to the 
fact that the loss has so far fallen much more heavily on Bombay than upon 
Lancashire, for, while the imports from the latter have been reduced 40 per 
cent, those from the former have suffered to the extent of *) per cent. Nor 
is this all; not only at the present rate of progress is the time within sight 
when Japan will cease altogether to import goods of this category, but last 
year, for the first time, she actually appeared an exporter, and for the 
respectable figure of 4,500,000 pounds. 


* * * * * * tt 
While 98 spinning companies in Lancashire were working at a loss, the cot- 
ton mills of Japan were paying. in 1594, dividends of 16 and 20 per cent, and 
even more. These are results which may well provoke jealousy and appre- 
hensionamong European manufacturers and importers of cotton ¢ ds, and, 
though not in the same degree, similar results may be already noted i on- 


nection with many other branches of industry. Ready-made clothing. boots 
and shoes, hats and caps, umbrellas, paper of every quality, beer, and matches 
are all represeated by annually diminishing figures in the import columns of 
Japanese trade returns, while the corresponding figures in the export column 
are rising every year. 

Silk manufactures exported from Japan have increased in value from 
$54,457 in 1885 to $8,400,000 In 1894. Theannexation of Fo a may be expected 
to give an immense impetus to the sugar industry securing to Japana 
field of almost unlimited capacity for the production of raw sugar. Japanese 
coal, the exports of which have risen in value from under $2,000,000 in 1885 to 
over $6,500,000 in 1894, is rapidly driving English coal, except for special pur- 
poses, out of every market east of Singapore, and has already penetrated as 
far west as Colombo and Calcutta. 

The manufacturers and farmers in England are suffering from 
this cruel policy almost as much as the people of the United 
States; but England can stand out against this competition longer 
than any other country, because the other nations of the world 
owe and pay to her annually over $1,000,000,000 in interest and 
other fixed charges. This keeps a steady stream of gold pouring 
into England, while at the same time it keeps a steady stream 
pouring out of every other country to England. If this difference 
of exchange, which the British consuls have pointed out so clearly, 
is ruining the trade of Great Britain, how much worse is it for a 
country like the United States, which owes large debts abroad 
and is forced to pay out annually $250,000,000 in interest alone, in 
fact about double that amount, when ali the fixed charges are in- 
cluded? Andif the gold standard is to be persisted in by our 
Government and this $500,000,000 of interest and fixed charges 
must be annually Le in gold, where is the gold to come from? 

The annual production of gold in this country is only about 
$40,000,000 a year. This is only one-seventh enough to pay the 
annual interest that we owe on our foreign debtsif we did not 
keep an ounce of gold in this country to fill teeth, for the arts and 
sciences, and not a single dollar for circulation. The annual out- 
put of.gold of the whole world is not over $180,000,000. Therefore, 
if we had every ounce of gold produced annuaily in the whole world 
and presented to us as a free gift each year we would have only 
half enough to pay the annual interest that we owe abroad. 

With this alarming condition of affairs, how can any sane man 
say that this Government ought to set up the single gold standard 
and thereby put a greater strain on gold, and thereby increase 
the price of gold against ourselves; thereby increase the price of 
the very commodity that we must have to pay our debts in by 
making it scarcer and dearer? ; 

Mr. President, it seems to me like the policy of men run mad. 
It is deliberately establishing a policy that means a double tax 
upon the people and the industries of this country to pay to for- 
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eign creditors double what we owe. It is not only deliberately 
making it impossible for us to pay our debts in gold, but at the 
same time putting a blighting hand upon our wheat fields and our 
cotton fields and our factories and our industrial enterprises, and 
forcing them to bankruptcy instead of allowing them to prosper. 

This enormous debt can not be paidin gold. Wecan continue to 
plaster mortgages on this country and borrow money from abroad 
to pay this interest, but there must be soon an snd to any man’s 
business or to any country’s that is not making both ends meet in 
times of peace and prosperity but is forced to continue to pile up 
debt and increase the annual debt to be paid. If we continue to 
borrow now when will we be able to pay? Every dollar we borrow 
makes our burdens heavier next year. Moreinterest must be paid 
each year. Can we ever get outof debt, can we ever prosper, under 
these conditions? Can we preserve our credit by running the 
country into bankruptcy? If we pursue this foolish policy, there 
is ahead of us, as sure as the sun shines, bankruptcy and repudia- 
tion. May God forbid that either should come. 

But we can pay this debt, and we can pay it according to the 
letter of the contract; we can pay it as honest men and as an honest 
nation. How? By reversing this infamous, grinding, contract- 
ing policy, by legislating in the interests of Americans; by giving 
the people a sufficient volume of money to keep stability of prices 
and to encourage labor and industry. This money must be real 
money, real dollars, and not token dollars. It is the number of 
real dollars in circulation in every country that measures prices 
and controls prosperity. 

Every dollar should be a full legal tender. Every dollar should 
stand on its own bottom and not be redeemed in other dollars. 
Every dollar must be as good as any other dollar, for a dollar that 
must be redeemed in another dollar is not as good as the dollar in 
which it is redeemed, and besides, such a dollar does not measure 
values or increase the ability of the people to pay debts. Let us 
have such an honest money as this, and then we will pay our debt 
in products instead of either gold or silver. Yes; we will prosper 
80 that we will turn the balance of trade in our favor and have 
every country in the world to pay tribute to us for our products 
shipped to them. We will have a happy and prosperous country 
at home, for everybody will be busy, money can be secured to pay 
debts, money can be secured to supply the wants of our people, 
and besides, we will have surplus enough to pay every dollar that 
this Government owes, dollar for dollar, oa in the dollar of the 
contract, and the money recognized and authorized by the Consti- 
tution. 

A few weeks ago, when the President of the United States sent 
to Congress his message on the Venezuelan question, both Houses 
of Congress, irrespective of party, came forward and unanimously 
indorsed the President in upholding the Monroe doctrine. As 1 
sat here in my seat and heard that message read, I began to hope 
that there was some change of heart in the Chief Executive of this 
country, or rather, I might say, I began to hope that he was no 
longer the victim of his evil environment. When I saw Senators 
of all parties rise on this floor and echo and reecho the patriotic 
sentiments of the President in upholding the great doctrine of 
self-defense and independence laid down by our forefathers, I also 
began to hope that American pride, that American honor, Ameri- 
can patriotism, and American independence were still in the as- 
cendency. 

I began to hope that this session of Congress would not adjourn 
without wiping from our statute books some of the infamous laws 
enacted in the interest of English capitalists, if not by their in- 
fluence, and would also enact such remedial legislation as would 
revive our drooping industries, as would pwt every idle laborer to 
work and every idle piece of machinery to turning. 

Right here, however, it might be well to state that, according 
to my reading of the Monroe doctrine, the President did not state 
it as it was meant by President Monroe and his distinguished com- 
patriots and as it is understood by the American people. 

I call attention to the following paragraph in the President’s 
message: 

Great Britain's present propovtion has never, thus far, been regarded as 
admissible by Venezuela, chon any adjustment of the boundary which that 
country may deem for her advantage and may enter into of her own free 
will can not, of course, be objected to by the United States. 

If that is the Monroe doctrine, then the doctrine is a sham and a 
farce. That statement of the case leaves Great Britain or Vene- 
zuela to decide when the Monroe doctrine shall apply and when it 
shall notapply. If the Monroe doctrine means anything, it means 
that the United States Government will not allow any foreign 
power to gain any foothold on the soil of any American republic, 
or adjacent island, that might prove inimical to the welfare, in- 
dependence, and stability of this Government, and that question, 
of course, was to be decided by our own Government. Theopinion 
of Venezuela or the people of any other American republic or 
foreign monarchy does not enter into the matter. 

If itis dangerous for Great Britain to push her dominions further 
in Venezuela, then it is just as dangerous for her to do it with the 





consent of Venezuela as it is for her to do it without the consent 
of Venezuela. Suppose that Venezuela should come to some agree- 
ment with Great Britain that was inimical to the safety of this 
country, or let us suppose that Great Britain should, to state an 
extreme case, bribe the officers of the Venezuelan Government 
and thereby get them to consent to turn over their whole terri- 
tory to the protectorate of Great Britain, then what should the 
United States do? According to the President's interpretation of 
the Monroe doctrine, the United States should not interfere. Is 
that the Monroe doctrine? No. Thisseems to me to be too absurd 
for discussion. The Monroe doctrine is the doctrine of self-defense, 
and certainly we must decide when it is necessary for us to act in 
self-defense. 

But let that pass. As I said before, this message of the Presi- 
dent met the unanimous approval of Congress and the enthusiastic 
applause of the whole American people, not because they indorsed 
his interpretation of the Monroe doctrine, not so much for their 
interest at this time in the Monroe doctrine, but simply because it 
sounded, in a general way, like a frank, honest, patriotic, Ameri- 
can sentiment, and chiefly because this independence was asserted 
against Great Britain. It has been so long since the people have 
heard a single patriotic American utterance from the White House, 
so long since they have seen a President who even claimed to live 
up to the Declaration of Independence, that they were ready to 
applaud anything that sounded patriotic—they were ready to ap- 
plaud even the shadow of American patriotism. 

The people, from Maine to California and from the Great Lakes 
to the Gulf, were still applauding this message of the President, 
when another message was suddenly sent to Congress. It was 
sent to Congiess in great haste. It was sent after the Senate and 
the House had passed a joint resolution to adjourn for the holi- 
days. It was sent to the Senate five minutes before this body 
was to adjourn for the holidays. In fact, a telephone message 
was sent down to this body from the Executive Mansion asking 
us to remain in session until the message could get here. 

What was that message? That message told us that there was 
a‘‘ crisis” hanging over us. That somebody’s‘‘ unreasoning fear” 
had been aroused and was about to sacrifice the interests of the 
people. That message called upon us not to adjourn for the holi- 
days, but to stay in session and do something to help the Executive 
lift this country out of the danger and distress in which it had 
been plunged ‘‘ by our dangerous and fatuous financial operations.” 
That message also gave us to understand that the President 

vanted authority to issue gold bonds, and at the same time indi- 
directly threatened to repeat the scandalous bond operations of 
last year if we did not comply promptly to his demand. 

Mr. President, that message was received in this body with as 
little respect as any message that has ever come here from the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion, and the applause of the people, which was still 
ringing out for the Monroe message, was at once hushed into 
silence—applause was petrified into fear and distrust. The great 
masses of thé people, as well as the members of Congress, began 
to suspect that the Venezuelan message might not have been writ- 
ten in good faith. 

Yes, [ say, the people began to suspect that the President of the 
United States was trifling with their patriotic feeling, was mas- 
querading in patriotic garb for the sole purpose of trying to serve 
our enemies; for the sole purpose of trying to score another point 
for the gold combine—to take one more step in carrying out the 
infamous gold conspiracy and drive one more nail in the coffin of 
American liberty and prosperity. In short, it was plain that the 
war scare was to be used as an excuse for piling up further the in- 
terest-bearing debt of this country, for further contracting the 
currency, for increasing the power of national banks, for fixing 
at once and forever the single gold standard upon us, and also, 
possibly, for the purpose of further increasing our standing army, 
to be used for the protection of that sordid despotism of wealth 
which seems has begun to fear the righteous indignation of a pa- 
triotic people. 

In fact, when the plain people of the country come to think of 
this Venezuelan matter, they realize what a mammoth farce the 
whole affair is. In the first place, the President does not propose 
to prevent further British aggression on American soil, except 
with the consent of Venezuela or on condition that Great Britain 
can not influence that Government to change its ground. In the 
second place, the strip of land over which the controversy has 
arisen is of comparatively small consequence and owned, I under- 
stand, by a few private capitalists. In the third place, it is per- 
fectly absurd to think of England going to war with this country 
over the few acres of bog, inhabited chiefly by crocodiles, down 
in Venezuela. 

Why? Forthesimple reason that Great Britain makes now more 
money annually out of this country than the whole of the disputed 
territory, if not more than the whole of Venezuela, is worth. The 
fact is that the United States is the most valuable colony that 
Great Britain has got to-day. She does not want to fight us with 
arms when she has already conquered us in peace; or, rather, I 
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should say, when she has subjugated us and laid heavy tribute 
upon us by an industrial warfare more deadly and relentless to 
our interests and prosperity than any war that has been waged 
with sword and musket in the history of the world. ae 

It is the resentment which our people feel against Great Britain 
on account of this industrial warfare; it is the hardships which 
our people feel from the heavy tribute which she lays upon us and 
our industries that caused the wonderful outburst of approval of 
the President’s message on the Monroe doctrine, and, as I said 
before,our people are beginning to suspect that that message was 
used to divert the people’s attention from the industrial warfare 
of Great Britain and to give Great Britain an opportunity to 
make a new raid upon our industries and our Treasury. Even the 
newspapers of this country that are friendly to the President's 
Administration admit that he used that message for the purpose 
of arousing the patriotic sentiment of this country and under 
that cover to get the people to submit to another bond issue. 
I hold in my hand a copy of the Evening Star of December 28. 
I ask the Secretary to read the part I have marked, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WHY VENEZUELA WAS SELECTED. 


More or less discussion has prevailed ever since the President’s annual 
message was sent to Congress ne his choice of Venezuela over Cuba 
as a subject fora patriotic deliverance. Inthe opinion of many of his friends, 
Cuba's case, being the more pressing, was the better of the two, and they 
wondered that he did not take it. Venezuela’s case was good, but it was still 
open to arbitration. Cuba’s, on the other hand, had passed into the field of 
open warfare and possessed so many likenesses to the case of the United 
States in the revolt against England that it touched American sympathies at 
every point. 

Mr. BUTLER. This paper says pointedly that the President 
was in doubt for a time whether or not to send a message to Con- 
gress about Venezuela or about Cuba; that he hesitated about the 
choice that he would make; that his purpose was to select the one 
that would fire most the American heart. If Spain had been the 
country that was carrying on the industrial warfare against our 
interest, if Spain had been the country which had been influencing 
the legislation of our Government and was desirous of making a 
still further raid on us, then the President would have used a 
message on the Cuban question. 

Yes, he would have sent to Congress a message telling us how 
in 1776 we struggled for liberty, how we took up arms to resent and 
defy unjust taxation—taxation without representation, and how 
to-day Cuba—poor, oppressed Cuba—was struggling against the 
same wrongs and fighting for the same priceless boon of liberty. 
Yes; he would have asked Congress to recognize Cuba as a bellig- 
erent in the contest with Spain. Similar statements have been 
made in other papers that are known to be friendly to the Admin- 
istration and its policy. This certainly ought to be pretty good 

roof that the message was not sent to Congress in good faith, 
ut for a sinister purpose. It sounds like Satan quoting Scrip- 
ture. The people understood the game. 

It is not the first time they have seen a man put on the livery of 
heaven in order that he might better serve the devil. I stand here 
to-day and warn the President of the United States and warn this 
Congress that the people have not been fooled by thisruse. They 
have their eyes open about this matter, and if either the President 
or this Congress suppose that under the influence of the patriotic 
sentiments contained in the message on the Monroe doctrine new 
crimes can be attempted against American prosperity and Ameri- 
‘an liberty with impunity, they are treading on Setaeous ground; 
they are outraging a people whose patriotism is not deadand whose 
manhood will surely assert itself—a people whose patriotism and 
manhood will as surely rise to condemn and brand their own faith- 


less officials, to redeem this Government from the tyranny of | 


British gold, as the manhood and patriotism of their ancestors 
over a hundred years ago redeemed it from British bayonets. We 
had Tories then; we have Tories now; but, thank God, the “sons 
of liberty” are still living, and this infamous conduct will make 
their tribe increase. 

In the language of the distinguished Senator from Missouri 
Mr. Vist], there is in this country to-day an “irrepressible con- 
ict” between every honest industry, and the speculators and 

corporate vultures who live by organized greed and theft. I 
—s say that there isan irrepressible conflict between the people 
and their own Government, because the voice, the interests, and 
wishes of the people of this country are not heard nor heeded, but 
it is the corporation vultures who have the ear of our Government 
and who are using it to squeeze and bleed those who create wealth, 
those who toil and spin. 

This irrepressible conflict is more threatening to our future 
than the armies and bayonets of every foreign foe. My earnest 
prayer is that this conflict may be settled peaceably and with 
equal justice to all, but it can never be settled as long as the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion of this country is occupied by a man who is 
either a willing or an unconscious tool of British gold and organized 
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enough to see the needs of this whole country and who has the 
desire to do right with the same high patriotic unselfishness and 
devotion to duty as was exhibited by Jefferson, Jackson, and 
Abraham Lincoln. 

There is no hope for relief, there is no hope for better times in 
the future, there is nothing ahead for us but despair and poverty 
as long as we continue to place at the helm of state such aliens, 
such enemies to American prosperity and liberty as Grover Cleve- 
land and some of his predecessors. We must put in that high 
place a man who is an American, who is a patriot. How can it 
be done? Are not ninety-nine people out of a hundred in this 
country to-day suffering from the present evil conditions brought 
on us by bad legislation and mismanagement of Government af- 
fairs? Who brought about these evil conditions? It is not 
fault that this country is in distress. He has not visited us with 
plagues, famines, or pestilence, but has He not blessed us with 
sunshine and showers? Has He not blessed the American free- 
man with health and strength to labor and to make two blades of 
grass grow where one grew before? 

It is not the fault of the people, for have they not used in an ex- 
traordinary degree the opportunities that have been placed before 
them? Each year they have worked harder than the year before. 
Each year they have created more wealth per head. In fact, they 
have created so much wealth that the gold bugs and the monopo- 
lists have raised the cry that the people are ruining the country 
by creating too much wealth—by making an overproduction of 
In short, heaven has given us the opportunity to make 
ourselves rich and prosperous; we have used that opportunity, 
and created enough wealth to make this country blossom like a 
rose and to surround every man who will work with comforts 
commensurate with his wants. 

Then what has brought this distress to the country? What has 
thrown our laborers out of employment and turned them into 
tramps on the highways of the nation? What has brought star- 
vation and poverty to the door of every farmer in the land? What 
has ruined millions of merchants and business men? I stand here 
to-day and charge—and defy contradiction—that it has been 
brought upon us solely by infamous laws enacted in this Capitol, 
and by a still more infamous execution or defiance of law by the 
Administration at the other end of Pennsylvania avenue. 

The same thing has gone on whether the Republican party was 
in charge or the Democratic party in charge. The people are not 
to be blamed, except in one particular, and that is in allowing 
themselves to be cajoled or fooled or aroused by partisan prejudice 
into voting for and keeping in power their faithless agents who 
have robbed them. The great majority of voters in this country 
are opening theireyes to this infamy and to this betrayal of trust. 
The great majority of the people are throwing off their party yoke 
which they have worn so faithfully and so disastrously. They are 
anxious to get together under one banner and drive from power 
these gold conspirators. 

The greatest hindrance to-day in the way of this, the men who 
are to-day the most to blame for keeping apart the people who 
would come together and right their wrongs and reestablish the 
Government of Lincoln, Jefferson, and Jackson, are some of the 
men who claim to stand by the people and for good government, 
the men who claim to oppose the gold standard and the rule of 
monopoly, but yet who sacrifice every principle of good govern- 
ment, who sacrifice the interests of the people for party success 
that they may remain in power and continue to draw their sal- 
aries. It is the duty of such men, placed in positions of trust by a 
confiding constituency, to put patriotism above party when the 


God's 


| interest of the nation is at stake, and to point out to their people at 


home the sure way to relief. They ought to doit even if their 
advice resulted in crushing their own parties, for is not the 
country greater than party? Isnot the welfare of the people more 
important than the success of any party? It is criminal for the 
people’s representatives to try to hide the real issues and allow 
the people to be robbed in order that a party may triumph, in 
order that a few politicians may hold office. 

The people can never get relief by simply voting for Congress- 
men and Senators who are pledged against this gold conspiracy, 
because too often such men are hampered, side-tracked, brow- 
beaten, or converted in the interests of party harmony,if by no 
other means, after having come within these walls. Did we not 
have the humiliating, the shameful,spectacle of the Fifty-third 
Congress, elected by the people, pledged for the free coinage of 
silver, pledged not to repeal the Sherman law unless free coinage 
was put in its place, but yet that Congress, with a large majority 
pledged to stand by the people, yet changed by some mysterious 
and subtle power from the White House into a majority against 
the people and for the gold combine? 

It was when President Cleveland and his gold conspirators of 
the two old parties were trying to strike down the only law that 
recognized silver and provided for the increase of the currency in 


monopoly. It can never be settled until the people elect a Presi- | this country that the late Senator Vance, who represented my 
dent—until the people elect a man for President who is broad | State in this body for many years so faithfully, so patriotically, 
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said that the man who claimed to be a friend of the people, who 
claimed to be an American, yet who would vote for a bill to 
strike down the Sherman law without at the same time and in the 
same bill putting in its place a law providing for the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver on equal terms with gold, ‘‘ was either a 
knave or a fool.” Yet under the mysterious power behind the 
President a large number of men who were sent here pledged by 
their constituents to stand for free silver played either the 
‘‘ knave or the fool,” or both. 

I do not use those words. They were used by Zeb. Vance, the 
great commoner of North Carolina. He was a man not only with 
a big brain, but also with a big heart. He was a kind and genial 
man; he would never utter a word that was harsh or unpleasant 
if he could avoid it. Butashe stood here in this Hall and saw the 
great crime that was about to be committed and the base betrayal 
of the people by their trusted agents and servants, he felt that it 
was his duty to speak out and place the blame where it belonged. 
He thought it was his duty to brand such men as unfit to repre- 
sent the people in such a high and important position. Would 
that he were on earth to serve with his patriotic devotion the peo- 
ple to-day, when new crimes are about to be perpetrated. 

The power which the President of the United States has is dan- 
rerous to human liberty; it is greater power than should be vested 
in the hands of any one man. No Congressman can get an ap- 
pointment in his district without bowing to the autocratic will of 
the President. I repeat that the tremendous power in the Presi- 
dent’s hands is more potent for evil over the legislative depart- 
ment of this Government than if one-third of the silver men in 
each body were to, within an hour, openly declare for the gold 
standard. If the wonderful transformations which the country 
saw in the Fifty-third Congress is any criterion by which to judge 
the probable conduct of men, I venture the assertion that if we had 
had in the White House a President who was an American pa- 
triot that the last Congress would have stopped the issue of bonds, 
would have passed a free-coinage bill, and would also have passed 
a graduated income-tax bill. 

Besides, there is another danger. The President has the power 
of veto. Any measure we pass that conflicts with the interests of 
organized greed is sure to meet his veto. This done, it requires 
two-thirds of each House of Congress to overcome a single stroke 
of his pen, and every Senator on this floor knows that it is next 
to impossible to get two-thirds of both bodies, at the same time, 
to favor any one measure to give the people relief and justice. 
You may pass ninety-nine bills in this y for the relief of the 
people by a majority vote where you can pe one for the same 

yurpose by a two-thirds vote. Hence, the veto power of the 
President alone practically amounts to absolutely controlling leg- 
islation. Therefore,no man with these lights before him can any 
longer justify himself in voting for a gold bug for President and 
then hope to get any relief for his people. 

The men whe claim to be for free silver, yet who vote for a 
gold man for President, are the most valuable agents that the 
gold bugs have. They do work for the gold combine that no one 
else could do; they have the confidence of the pow at home. 
They betray that confidence and leaé their people in the road of 
sure ruin and poverty. Therefore, in the coming contest, the 
test of every man’s patriotism should be who he supports for 
President of the United States. 

How can any honest, patriotic American citizen support a gold 
man for the Presidency? The man who favors the British gold 
standard is at heart opposed to every principle enunciated in the 
Declaration of Independence. He is un-American; he stands for 
trusts, combines, and monopolies, and for everything that is dan- 
gerous to American prosperity and American liberty. There are 
not enough such men in this country to elect a President.. There 
are not enough such men in this country to carry a single State 
with their own votes alone. They can only succeed by the help 
of those whom they rob and oppress. But the danger lies here: 
This gold combine controls the machinery of the two old parties. 
it will use that machinery to write the platforms and nominate 
the candidates, and then appeal to a suffering people to stand by 
their party. Will the people submit to this again? The path of 
duty is plain. Let every man who is opposed to the wrongs that 
have been committed; let every man who is opposed to the rule of 
monopoly, trusts, and combines; let every man who is opposed to 
the tyranny of British gold walk out of these two old parties and 
draw the issue squarely between the people and the common 
enemies of our country. 

Let the Democratic wing of the gold party nominate its gold 
candidate. Let the Republican wing of the gold party nominate 
its gold candidate, but let nobody vote for these agents of the gold 
trust a the gold men themselves. Let every man who is op- 
posed to this British gold trust and to all the evils, crimes, and 
wrongs that it includes and signifies join his hand and heart with 
the great majority of the American people and combine their votes 
on the day of election under the people's banner for the people's 
candidate. Let us do this, and then we will surely put in the 
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White House a man who is an American patriot, a man who ig 
opposed to piling up a bonded debt in times of peace, and a man 
who stands for the true Democracy of Thomas Jefferson and the 
Republicanism of Abraham Lincoln, for they are oneand the same. 

As a further answer to the question asked on yesterday by tho 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiu] as to what North Carolina 
wants, I will say that this is what North Carolina wants, and this 
is what a great majority of the American people want and are de- 
termined to have. They will get it. But it will be by repndiat- 
ing the two old monopoly written parties of perfidy and dishonor; 
they will get it by enlisting in the next campaign under the Amer- 
ican banner of the People’s aor 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to address myself to the subject before 
the Senate, but if it be agreeable to the members present I should 
prefer not to proceed this evening. I will simply take the floor, 
and will submit some remarks hereafter. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 15, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 14, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 

Francis P. Bogardus, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the county 
of Washtenaw and state of Michigan, vice P. W. Carpente: 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

John A. Marshall, of Utah, to be United States district judge 
for the district of Utah, as provided for by act of Congress ap- 
proved July 16, 1894. 

Nat M. Brigham, of Utah, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Utah, as provided for by act of Congress ap- 
proved July 16, 1894. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John W. Judd, of Utah, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Utah, as provided for by act of Congress approved 
July 16, 1894. 

ENGINEERS, REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Asst. Engineer Charles HB. Foote, of Pennsylvania, to be 
a chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
in place of Alexander L. Churchill, deceased. 

Second Asst. Engineer Horatio N. Wood, of New York, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to succeed Charles H. Foote, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. William Trent Rossell, to be major, January 6, 1896, vice 
Post, deceased. 


’ 


Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. Clough Overton, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 21, 1895, vice Aleshire, First Cavalry, appointed 
assistant quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. William Jefferson Davis Horne, Ninth Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant, December 21, 1895, vice Bingham, Ninth 
Cavalry, appointed assistant quartermaster. 

Artillery arm. 

Second Lieut. Edmund Molyneux Blake, Fifth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant, December 21, 1895, vice French, Fourth Artillery, 
appointed assistant quartermaster. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 14, 1896. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 
Herman Kretz, of Pennsylvania, to be superintendent of the 
United States mint at Philadelphia, Pa. 
ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 
Edward A. Bowers, of Connecticut, to be Assistant Comptroller 
of the Treasury. 
COINER OF THE MINT. 
William E, M , of Pennsylvania, to be coiner of the United 
States mint at Philadelphia, Pa. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION, 
Joseph R. Herod, of Indiana, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Japan. 
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Stephen Bonsal, of Maryland, to be second secretary of thelega- 
tion of the United States to Japan. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 
Lieut. Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, United States 


ANU. William Henry Huer, Corps of Engineers, United States 


Army. , : 
Maj. Thomas Henry Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 
Maj. Thomas Henry Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Third Lieut. William L. Maxwell, of California, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Third Lieut. Charles E. Johnston, of California, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Third Lieut. James G. Ballinger, of Washington, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Third Lieut. Henry L. Peckham, of Rhode Island, to be a sec- | 
ond lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Albert B. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Stanton G. Fisher, of Blackfoot, Idaho, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Nez Perces Agency in Idaho. ; 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
James W. Coman, o* .\lva, Okla., to be receiver of public mon- | 
eys at Alva, Okla. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Fitzhugh Lee, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue | 
for the sixth district of Virginia. 
William D. Ratan, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fifth district of New Jersey. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Robert J. Ray, of Woodward, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Woodward, Okla. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Albert H. Mickler, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida. 

Cornelius B. Crandall, of Connecticut, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut. 


COMMISSIONERS TO NEGOTIATE WITH INDIANS. 


Alexander B. Montgomery, of Elizabethtown, Ky., to be a com- | 
missioner to negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, | 
Chickasaw, Muscogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations. 

Thomas B. Cabaniss, of Forsyth, Ga., who was appointed April | 
18, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be a commissioner to | 
negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
Muscogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations. 

Frank C. Armstrong, of Washington, D. C., who was appointed 
April 13, 1895, during the recess of the Senate, to be a commis- 
sioner to negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Moscogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign Wilford B. Hoggatt, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Albert M. Beecher, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Frank K. Hill, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Roger Welles, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign John D. McDonald, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Walter O. Hulme, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Henry E. Parmenter, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Hilary P. Jones, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign William R. Shoemaker, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Isaac K. Seymour, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Charles M. Fahs, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign Charles P. Plunkett, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry S. Chase, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign Clarence 8S. Williams, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Commander Nicoll Ludlow, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Chapman C. Todd, to be a commander. 
Lieut. Gottfried Blocklinger, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. Junior Grade) Le Roy M. Garrett, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. Perry Garst, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles C. Marsh, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. Commander J — N. Hemphill, to be a commander. 
Lieut. James K. well, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John B. Blish, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles W. Jungen, to be a lieutenant. 
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Lieut. Commander Abraham B. H. Lillie, to be a commander. 
Lieut. Frederic Singer, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles Harlow, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William A. Gill, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas W. Ryan, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles S. Ripley, to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter J. Sears, to be a lieutenant. 
POSTMASTER, 
Claude 8. Hazelrigg, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kentucky. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 14, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| Henry M. CoupDeEN. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask the gentleman to withhold that for 
a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back the bill (H. R. 3616) to limit 
the time within which prosecutions may be instituted against 
persons charged with carrying on the business of a retail liquor 
dealer without having paid the special tax as required by law, or 
with being a manufacturer of tobacco without having given bond 
as required by law, and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; and also the House resolution by Mr. OpELL 
(House Res. No. 96), directing the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to report an amendment to the general banking laws, 
to be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the corrections of refer- 
ence will be made. 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopkins in the chair. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield to 
my colleague from Ohio [Mr. NortTHWayY] this morning, if no 


| gentleman on the other side of the House desires to speak. We 


had two speeches yesterday in favor of the bill, and but one on the 
other side of the House. If no one desires to occupy the floor, I 
shall yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I am recognized in my own 
right as a member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Ohio in his own right, as a member of the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I should not desire to be 
heard on this measure at all if it were not for the fact that yester- 
day the gentleman from New York [ Mr. PaArTLet?] saw fit to criti- 
cise somewhat severely the action of the committee in reporting 
this bill. I do not know how long I shall be able to talk in the 
matter,as I discover [am very hoarse this morning, having caught 
cold; but I ask your indulgence while I respond to some of the 
criticisms made upon pension legislation, and especially upon the 
pending bill. The discussion yesterday took a very wide range, 
and, besides mentioning the bill briefly, it went over the full sub- 
ject of pension legislation, and involved all of the criticisms which 
are showered upon the Pension Bureau, past and present. I may 
feel called upon to respond somewhat in that broad manner to 
the criticisms that have been made. I may criticise some, in what 
Ihavé to say, the Pension Bureau and the administration of the 
Bureau; but I trust my criticism will be dignified, and will cor- 
respond with the facts in the case. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that anything is gained by 
rushing into unjust criticisms, for while we lose confidence in 
ourselves by that criticism, we are at the same time arousing the 
animosity and the fear of the soldier; and we ought not to do 
that. The pensioners of our country during the last two or three 
years at times have had enough to arouse their curiosity and 
timidity without our unnecessarily arousing it on the floor. 

With reference to the pending measure, I will say that I do not 
know that any difficulty arose over any feature in the bill. I 
understand that every item in the bill is agreed to unanimously 
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by the entire subcommittee and by the entire Committee on Ap- 
propriations, so that there is no controversy over any amount 
carriedin the bill. Iunderstand that there is but little opposition, 
so far as the committee is concerned, to any amendment offered 
to the bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] 
announced to the committee, tothe House, and to the country that 
he reserved the right to oppose one or perhaps both of the amend- 
ments: and that was fair, for he announced his intention to do so. 
But besides that, besides his criticism on the amendment, I do not 
understand that he objects to any item in the bill. So I suppose 
that so far as the bill itself is concerned, carrying the appropria- 
tion, it is without opposition in the House, so far as I have heard; 
and the gentleman from New York nods assent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not object 
to the amount—that is, in round numbers, $140,000,000—carried by 
the appropriation bill. It is the wish of General Lochren that it 
should be that amount, and I do not object to it; but I do object 
to the new legislation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. So I understand; so that there is no con- 
troversy over theamount. Thecontroversy occurs over the amend- 
mentsthat have beentackedonthebiil. Besidesthe criticism which 
has been offered to the amendment, criticism has been offered on 
both sides as to the manner of the administration of the Pension 
Bureau, and I may venture somewhat, before I proceed with any- 
thing relative to the amendment, to pass over a little of the ground 
which has been traveled over here in criticising the administra- 
tion of the Pension Bureau. In ne this I want to say that I do 
not care whether a pension is a vested right or a gratuity. 

So far as I am concerned I found no argument upon the idea 
that pensions are a vested right. I found my argument upon the 
idea that pensions are higher than vested rights. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] yesterday spent a long time in 
arguing that pensions were not vested rights, that they were not 
given in accordance with the terms of any contract. For the sake 
of the argument let us agree to that. I will not quarrel with the 
gentleman from New York or with any other member of this 
House upon that proposition. Let us say, for the present, that 

yensions are not given responsive to the terms of a contract. 
hy, then, are they given? The gentleman from New York said 
they were a gratuity, an expression of the nation’s gratitude to the 
soldier who fought to save the nation. For the sake of the argu- 
ment I will accept that proposition of the gentleman from New 
York, and will hen proceed to follow my own line of thought in 
reply to his arguinent. Accepting, then, the gentleman’s propo- 
sition that a pension is a gratuity, let us see where we come out. 
How does the case stand from that point of view? Would a pen- 
sion be of any higher authority or dignity if it were named in a 
contract than if it were merely a gratuity? 

Can this nation say: ‘‘ We give to the soldier a pension of $10 
or $20 a month as a measure of our gratitude for the service he 
has rendered,” and yet say that the relation between the soldier 
and the nation in that respect is of a lower character than if the 
money were paid under a contract to pay him that amount? Can 
a nation expressits gratitude to a man and couple that expres- 
sion with such conditions as to place that man in the attitude of 
a beggar or athief? Can we stand here with a right to recall 
what we have given? Asa lawyer I have always supposed that 
a gift when executed was as fixed and irrevocable as though it 
had been paid under the terms of a contract. If a man gives 
another $100 he can not recall it any more than if he had paid 
that amount under contract, and when a nation gives the same 
rule applies. 

When this nation gives a man a pension, I care not whether it 

be given in accordance with the terms of a contract or as a gra- 
tuity, Linsist that the nation is not in a position to recall that 
gift without belittling itself. Therefore, in what I say, I accept 
the statement of the gentleman from New York that a pension 
is in the nature of a gratuity and not a vested right. But does it 
then follow that because pensions are gratuitous the nation has a 
right to recall them, to cut them down, to insult the persons to 
whom they are given? I submit not. I submit that if the nation 
gives a gratuity to a soldier in recognition of his gallantry and 
os in defending the nation, that gift stands upon the 
1ighest ground known to humanity, and the nation or the indi- 
viduai bestowing such a gift ought not and can not, in reason or in 
justice, undertake to qualify or to recall it, and certainly ought 
not to question the right of the person to whom it is given after 
he has received it. 

So I submit that if pensions are gratuities they stand upon a 
higher ground, so far as the nation is concerned, than though they 
were vested rights. The nation can not afford to do anything to 
weaken the soldier's claim upon his country’s gratitude. If this 
is so, then what should be the spirit governing us in the bestowal 
of these pensions? Should we treat the pensioner as a beggar? 
Should we treat him as an individual who comes and begs of the 
nation to bestow upon him something which is realy ble due? 
Should the nation hold out in one hand a gratuity and in the other 
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Should it hold out in one hand a gratuity and say, ‘‘ We 
to you because you gave your services for four years in 


titude of a beggar?” Isubmit not. The spirit which bestows a 
pension should be broad and catholic; it should be humane, it 
should treat the pensioner as a man—as a man who is crowned 
with glory because he fought to save his country, as a man fit to 
have bestowed upon him evidences of his country’s gratitude, and 
that bestowal should not be made in a narrow spirit. 

The pensioner should not be obliged to approach the Govern- 
ment in a cringing attitude and say, ‘‘ Please, sir, give me this.” 
The soldier should be able to stand up in the broad light of the 
sunshine of his country and feel that the nation places its hand 
upon his head in blessing, not in severity or humiliation. When 
we construe these pension laws and the duty of the Government 
to the pensioner, we should construe them all in the light of lib- 
erality, of humanity, of patriotism. We should not adopt any 
narrow interpretation of these laws or of our duty under them. 
If the nation is in duty bound to recognize the services of its gal- 
lant defenders, it should recognize those services in a broad, patri- 
otic spirit, a spirit as broad as the nation which he saved, a spirit 
as patriotic as that which induced the soldier to offer his life, as 
it were, to save the life of the nation. Now, Mr. Chairman, from 
this view of the case how do we stand to-day? What is the spirit 
manifested in the Pension Bureau to-day relative to the bestowal 
of these pensions? Some things are palpable to the sense and yet 
indescribable in language. The sunlight is palpable to the sense, 
yet no human being can make use of language to fitly describe it. 
The blue vault of heaven is palpable to the sight, and yet who can 
describe it? 

Not in the spirit of prejudice, but in a spirit of just criticism I 
5 on to your sense of justice to say whether there is not a spirit 
abroad in regard to the administration of pensions in our country 
to-day which is narrow, contracted, constrictive, and which 
seeks to heap a burden upon the soldier which no human people 
should ever place upon the gallant defenders of their country. It 
is a narrow spirit, a spirit of unfriendliness. We may not know 
just the acts to refer to; yet take altogether the acts growing out 
of the administration of the Pension Department we have this 
spirit just as clearly manifest as the spirit of patriotism is mani- 
fest to-day on the part of the American people as against one of 
the countries of the Old World. The spirit is manifest. Some- 
how we breathe it in—this idea that the administration of pen- 
sions in the Pension Department of to-day isunjust, is narrow, is 
unfriendly, and that the soldier is called upon to address the 
Department in a aaG attitude, bending low upon his knees 
and saying ‘‘ Please, sir, have I not proven my case beyond the 
existence of a reasonable doubt?” T wehenis that this is a spirit 
which ought not to pervade this land. I submit that itis a spirit 
which ought not to meet the old hero when he comes to receive 
ne the nation in its gratitude should bestow with a liberal 

nand. 

Then, too, besides the general spirit of illiberality, the want of 
humanity which pervades the administration of the Pension De- 
partment, we have many acts which are above the surface and 
which tell us clearly that there is a spirit of unfriendliness and 
that the soldiers are called upon to assume a burden which was 
never contemplated and which they never should be called upon 
to assume in this country when they come forward to ask that 
which the nation in its gratitude has seen fit to bestow. 

Now, as we approach this subject we find that the period sub- 
ject to our criticism may be divided into two parts, the criticism 
of the administration of the Pension Department under the old 
law and of the administration of that Department under tie new 
law. It is well known that under the old law a soldier before he 
can receive a pension must prove that the cause of the pension 
originated in the service; that he was either wounded or injured 
in the service or contracted in it some disability, and that because 
of this he is entitled to a pension. That brings us down to 1890. 
The law of 1890 is founded upon a different consideration entirely. 
It grants a pension to a soldier who is disabled, unable to earn a 
living, whether that disability was contracted in the service or 
not. Now, in the administration of these two classes of legisla- 
tion we may have reason to find fault or we may not. We may 
have reason to find fault with the administration under the one 
law and not under the other; or we may have reason to find fault 
with the administration of the Department under both laws. 

I propose to say something with reference to this matter; and I 
do not want to venture one step without being backed by facts. 
If I allude to any case to-day I shall give the name of the soldier, 
with his company and regiment, so that anybody may know 
whether Iam right or wrong. I will not venture a criticism in 
general terms. i will base my criticism upon the specific acts of 
the Department. Whether Iam right or wrong shall be known 
by the facts in the case. 

Now, take the law of 1890, for I consider that first. What is an 
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applicant called upon to prove under that law before he is entitled 
to a pension of $12 amonth? While I concede that the Depart- 
ment has a right to say that for total disability the pensioner shall 
receive $12 a month, and that he must prove total disability, 
nevertheless I submit that the determination of what total disa- 
bility is, is in my opinion absolutely impracticable, and it calls 
upon the soldier to prove that which he ought not to be called 
upon to prove. . 

Let me refer to the very first case that came under my notice 
after I was elected to Congress. Ido not recall the name of the 
soldier, but it was a case coming from Summit County. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is now referring to the con- 
struction of the law by the present administration of the Pension 


See? 

AL, NORTHWAY. Yes,sir. Lam referring tothe construction 
of the law of 1890 by the present administration. I was written 
to by about thirty individuals in a township of Summit County 
stating that a pensioner under the law of 1890 had had his pen- 
sion suspended—taken from him; and the facts they said were 
these: The pensioner was an old soldier; since coming home from 
the Army he had lost in an accident one arm and one leg; he could 
not wear an artificial leg or an artificial arm. In this condition 
he was hired by a railroad company to sit at a railroad crossing 
where a gate was to be lifted and let down. With his left hand 
he could turn a crank and let down the gate. For attending to 
that duty the railroad company paid him $20 or $25 amonth. Un- 
der these circumstances, as I was informed, the Department took 
from him his pension on the ground that he was not totally disa- 
bled from earning a livelihood. Yet he sat there, simply part of 
a man, one leg and one arm gone; and because he was able to let 
down a gate the Department held that he was not totally disabled. 
Now, I submit that any Pension Department that places that kind 
of construction upon the words ‘total disability” is not friendly 
to the soldier; and such a thing should cause a tingle of shame to 
any nation that submits to it or any Department that proposes to 
enforce it. 

Here is a man who has given three or four years of his time to 
the service of his country, who met with an accident which took 
him out of the ordinary business avocations of life; a man whose 
condition was such that he could not chop wood or pick up chips, 
could not split rails or lay up a fence, could not plow, or hoe corn, 
or enter into any of the active walks of life, and yet because some 
railroad company happens to have enoughsympathy for the old man 
to give him a stool, and allow him to sit at some railroad crossing 
to shut down the gates for the protection of the public who cross 
the road, the Department holds that he was not totally disabled, 
and takes his pension away from him. Whether it has ever been 
restored to him, Ido not know. But that was the first case that 
came under my observation as a member of Congress. I did not 
know then how to manage in sucha case, but I should know now 
what to say. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the test imposed by 
the act of 1890, as to what incapacitates a man to such extent as 
to deprive him of the power of earning his own support? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman had listened to my state- 
ment 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (continuing). Does not the act 
say in express terms ‘total disability to earn a subsistence”? 
Let us take the very instance the gentleman has himself cited. 
He was speaking of a man able to earn $25 a month. Was he 
totally incapacitated from earning a living? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me, in Yankee fashion, ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question in response to his question. Would 
you take from that old man his pension of $12 a month because 
some railroad company charitably gave him an opportunity of 
earning a living? Do you back up the Administration in robbing 
him of his pension? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let me answer the gentleman’s 
question. If I was Commissioner I would construe a statute ac- 
cording to the written law. I should not construe it according to 
any other principle. 

Mr. NORTHW AY. Then, how would you construe this law as 
applicable to the case of which I have been speaking? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should construe it that if the 
man was not incapacitated to such an extent as to deprive him 
of the power to earn his own support, then he was not entitled 
under that act to a pension. He could not come under the pro- 
visions of the general law. Butasthere are two or three thousand 
special bills introduced in Congress each year for just such cases, 
a bill could be introduced for his relief. 

Mr. N ORTHWAY. Very well, then; we have your answer. I 
do not believe that you are that kind, but I am sure we can find 
men who will say that a man who would agree to sell his carcass 








to some medical college for $100 after he is dead should not be 
permitted to draw a pension. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the construction of the law as to 
total disability is narrow, unjust,and unfair. I submit that this 
law is not in accordance with the great heart and spirit of the 
American people when it passed resolutions of sympathy for the 
soldiers of this country, and determined that they should be en- 
titled to pensions. I submit that the hearts of the masses of our 
countrymen beat responsive to the idea that such a man as I have 
described should have a pension, and that he should not be sent 
‘‘over the hills to the poorhouse” because the country fails to do 
its duty to him. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are many other constructions which 
have been placed upon this statute by the Department; but I must 
hasten on, for I do not wish to occupy all of my time if I can help 
it. There is another construction, and that is applicable to the 
filing of applications for pension. You will notice that the first 
amendment proposed in the bill relates to the filing of applications 
for pension, and prescribes that where an original application is 
rejected, and subsequently another application is made and the 
pension is allowed, that the pensioner shall be permitted to draw 
pension from the filing of the first application, provided that the 
proof shall show the disability then existed. 

Now, I do not believe that that amendment is made necessary 
by any law. I believe a fair and honorable—no; I will withdraw 
the word ‘ honorable” and say a fair and legal—construction of the 
law would give the pensioner his pension to date from the time of 
the disability; that is, if it did not go back before the date of June 
27,1890. But the Department holds that where a claim is rejected, 
and the pensioner is not on the rolls, if a subsequent application 
is filed it shall date from that time, even though the proof shows 
that he was entitled to a pension under the first application. It 
is to meet that construction that the amendment is offered. I un- 
derstand that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BarrLerr] 
agrees to that amendment. I do not understand that there is any 
disagreement about it. If a pensioner files one application and it 
is rejected, and then files another and shows that his disability 
existed at the time of the filing of the first application, he should 
have his pension from that date. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will permit an interrup- 
tion, I wish to suggest to him that that ruling was made prior to 
this Administration. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand that- 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not want the gentleman to create the 
impression that it was established by this Administration. That 
has been the ruling ever since the law existed. He might also say 
that there is nobody here who objects to the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand so. I believe that is correct. 
T understand that the gentleman from New York agrees toit. You 
can see what an injustice the ruling has created which has made 
the amendment necessary. It is, in brief, this: An application is 
filed for a pension within the last two or three years, but rejected 
on some technical ground, because, for instance, the official who 
administered the oath was not perhaps competent, or on some like 
technical matter, and the application is rejected. After two or 
three years he files a new application, whichis granted. And cer- 
tainly it does not seem to be just that he should be deprived of 
his pension for the two or three years between the two applica- 
tions. I submit that this amendment ought to be adopted as a 
matter of justice. If it is not the law it ought to be adopted as 
the law, and I do not understand there is any objection to it. 

Now, another thing. This Pension Bureau has given a con- 
struction to the language applicable to widows which I do not 
believe is a fair and judicial construction of the terms of the stat- 
ute. Here we differ. The gentleman from New York | Mr. Barrt- 
LETT] objects to this amendment and says that he proposes to op- 
pose it, and has made a point of orderagainstthe amendment. I 
want to call the attention of the House to this matter. Isubmit 
that this second amendment ought to be adopted, even though 
you reject the other. Weare dealing with widows. We are deal- 
ing with the widows of old soldiers. Now, in what spirit should 
you deal with them? In the name of heaven, has it come to this, 
that this Government will say to the widow of an old soldier, “‘ If 
you are-a pauper we will give you $96 a year, but if you are in re- 
ceipt of $96 a year we will not give you anything, even though not 
one dollar of the $96 shall be expended for your support.” 

Look at the terms of the law whichis applicable to widows who 
are without means of support other than their daily labor. How 
will you interpret the word ‘‘support”? Who does not know that 
the men who drafted that law and the Congress that passed it 
made use of the word ‘‘support” in its ordinary acceptation, as 
meaning that which pertains to the physical comfort and suste- 
nance of the individual, and not to the receipt of money. Yet 
here is a widow who owns a little home, who owns a little piece 
of land mortgaged for all it is worth. She can rent that land for 
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$96 a year, but it takes every dollar of that to pay the interest and 
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taxes. Nota dollar goes to her support; yet the Department con- 
strues it that she is not without other means of were than her 


daily labor, and hence will give her no pension. submit that 
that is not a judicial construction of the termsof the law. I sub- 
mit that a fair construction of the law should be, if she is with- 
out means of sustaining herself and her family in matters per- 
taining to her physical wants, if she is without means other than 
her own labor, then she is entitled to a pension. But the Depart- 
ment, in its arbitrary manner, makes the construction that if she 
is in receipt of $96 a year, the amount that she would receive 
from her pension, then she is not without means of support. 

I should be glad to know why the Department places that kind 
of a construction upon thatlaw. The law does not say $96 a year. 
It says ‘‘without other means of support.” It alludes tothe entire 
support of the individual, not to the fact that she can pick up a 
crust; not to the fact that she can live upon the crumbs that fall 
from the rich man’s table, but to the fact that the widow is 
without the entire means of support other than her daily labor. 
Yet they say, because she receives $96 a year she shall be entitled 
to no pension whatever. I submit that is not a judicial construc- 
tion to place upon the law. But because that construction is 
placed there we come to this amendment and provide that widows 
who are receiving less than $500 a year shall be entitled to a pen- 
sion; if in receipt of more than that, applicable to their support, 
then they shall not have it. Is not that a fair thing to say to these 
widows? I appeal to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Barrt- 
LETT|, does he want to go upon record as opens these widows? 
Does he want to say that no war widow shall receive a pension 
unless she shall stand asa beggar shivering at the door of the 
Treasury? Does he want the widow of an old soldier and the 
mother of an old soldier’s children to come and prove to this Gov- 
ernment that she is a beggar or is obliged to wash for a livin 
before you will stretch forth your hands and restore a sma 
gratuity to her? 

Mr. HULICK. I indorse nearly all that the gentleman has said 
in regard to this. The arguments in favor of these measures 
sometimes give us the interpretation of the committee. I should 
like to ask the gentleman a question. The amendment he pro- 

»0ses is that her net income shall not exceed $500 per annum. 
oar. suppose a widow owns afarm that may be worth $5,000, and 
et the income of that, after the taxes and repairs are paid, is less 
han $500, say $450. Would the Pension Department be author- 
ized to grant her a pension under this act? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I can not tell what the Pension Depart- 
ment would do. If I was the Commissioner of Pensions I should 
grant her a pension. 

Mr. HULICK. You are a member of the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I am, and that is the interpretation I 
should place upon it. 

Mr, HULIC Is that the view of the committee, that she 
would be entitled to a pension? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Idonot know. Thatis the way in which 
I would construe it. How the other members of the committee 
would construe it I would not say. 

Mr. HULICK. In other words, would you have the Pension 
Department inquire exactly what her income is, without reference 
to what the value of her property may be? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. es; she has got to live upon sone: 
and she can not live upon what she has, but upon something whic 
comes out of what she has. 

Mr. HULICK. Nowanother question. Suppose she hasa farm 
of 200 acres which is not productive. Suppose that the income 
of the farm is less than $500. Would she be required to give the 
value of the farm, and be compelled, if necessary, to sell any por- 
tion of it? Would that be your idea? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ido not understand that. I do not think 
the committee understood that she would be required to prove 
the value of the — or anything except the income; that if 
she should be able to show her net income was below $500 she 
would be entitled to a pension, and if above that she would not 
be. That is my construction of the language. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I understood 
the gentleman from Ohio to ask me a question. I understood him 
to appeal to me to know whether I desired to go on record in re- 
gard to a certain matter with reference to pensions. Was that a 
mere form of debate? 

os NORTHWAY. Re was mere form of a I did not 
ask you a question with view to your making a speech in answer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I must hasten. I have spoken only thus 
far relative to the construction of the law of 1890. But it may be 
said that the law of 1890 is ironclad; and that there is no discre- 
tion vested in the Department. It may be said that all the De- 
partments have given the same construction to it. So far as the 
construction of the law is concerned I want to call your attention 
to the old law, and the construction which this Department has 
oege upon it. Isay this De ent because the construction 

as been placed upon it by this Administration, where the con- 
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struction has been placed on it by Commissioner Lochren and the 
Hon. John M. Reynolds, Assistant Secretary of the Interior. [ 
want to call your attention to a case, and what was involved in it. 
We have found fault because the Department has suspended pen- 
sions that were granted under the new law, and have notified ap- 
plicants that they must introduce additional proof within thirty 
days or they would be continued as suspended. 

ow, I want to show you that this Congress or some Congress 
ought to do something to remedy the defect in the old law if the 
Department is right in its construction of thelaw. A constituent 
of mine, Amos L. Hood, living in the village of Niles, in Trum 
bull County, enlisted in the One hundred and seventy-first Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers. He had always livedthere. He had grown 
up in that neighborhood; he enlisted there. He enlisted with 
those who had grown up from childhood with him, and men 
with whom he enlisted served side by side with him. When he 
returned from the Army he went to his old home, in the same 
neighborhood, and he has continued to live there from that time 
to the present. He is now a man beyond the prime of life, but he 
was born upon that soil and has gone in and out upon that soil 
for many long years. Now this is hardly a case where he could 
make a fraudulent claim, especially when he calls upon his neigh- 
bors for proof in his favor. 

Now, let us see what was done in his case. One night—and his 
claim is proven by the hospital record—on the night of May 2, 
1864, he was on Johnson’s Island guarding prisoners. A rain 
came on in the early part of the night and it turned cold toward 
morning. He was without proper clothing, became chilled and 
took a severe cold; and the record shows that he had catarrhal 
fever for some length of time and that he became partially deaf, 
and now he is totally deaf in the right ear and almost deaf in the 
left. His claim was that of deafness, caused: by catarrhal fever, 
resulting from that exposure, which is evidenced by the hospital 
record, which shows the length of time he was confined. The 
assistant surgeon of the One hundred and seventy-first Ohio Vol- 
unteers, who knew of his disease, testified to it and his attendance 
upon him. Then there is the affidavit of a second lieutenant, who 
swore to the same fact, that he had always known him, and knew 
that he was not deaf when he entered the service; and then the 
affidavit of his father’s family physician, Dr. Bard, who is dead— 
died in July, 1886—in which he swears that he had known him 
for more than thirty years, that he had been his father’s family 

hysician for many years, and that he knew Hood from child- 

ood, and swears he was not deaf when he enlisted, but was par- 
tially deaf when he came out of the service. Then there were the 
affidavits of three comrades who served side by side with the 
claimant, men who had enlisted with him, who came home with 
him, and who testified that he was not deaf when he went into 
the Army and that the deafness came on him afterwards. 

Dr. Julian Hermann, now dead, one of the examining surgeons at 
one time of Trumbull County, swears that he had examined the 
case, and he gives it as his opinion that the deafness was the result of 
catarrhal fever. Then there is the affidavit of a doctor in Youngs- 
town, who testified that he had examined the man, and gave it as 
his opinion that the deafness was the effect of catarrhal fever. 
Then there are the affidavits of half a dozen or more of his neigh- 
bors, each one of whom swears that they had known him from 
childhood, that they had attended the same school with him, had 

own up with him, and knew that he was not deaf when he went 
into the Army, that he came home slightly deaf, and that it has 
increased upon him. 

With this proof in the Department a pension was allowed to 
him of $4 a month from August 21, 1864, then $12 a month, then 
$14 a month, then $25 a month, and finally it was increased to $27 
a month. He had been in receipt of his pension for many years, 
living in the very neighborhood where he was born, under the 
eyes of men and women who had known him all his life and with 
whom he had played asachild. But a man who had a lawsuit 
with him and who, as it appears, was beaten in the lawsuit, a man 
who had made an affidavit in support of the pensioner’s claim, 
wrote the Department the deafness of this pensioner had existed 
prior to his going intothe Army. Thereupon the pension wassus- 
pended on the 26th of June, 1894, and the Department notified the 
pensioner that a special examiner would be sent to reexamine his 
case and he would be permitted to attend the examination. Three 
special examinations were had. Those examinations resulted in 
bringing out contradictory evidence. 

I will not go into the details, because I have here the opinion of 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior Department, Hon. John M. 
Reynolds, which I propose to read to the House to show what has 
been going on in the administration of the pension laws. The 
result of these special examinations was that the Commissioner 
of Pensions, taking alone into consideration the result of the spe- 
cial examinations, held that the pensioner had not made a case 
establishing his title to a pension, and pers him from the rolls. 
An appeal was taken to the Secretary of the Interior, or to the 
law bureau of that Department. At all events, the Hon. John M. 
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the Assistant Secretary, rendered an opinion sustaining 
the Pension Bureau in dropping this man from the rolls. Bear in 
mind what was submitted. There was no question of fraud, no 
claim that witnesses had sworn falsely; there was an overwhelm- 
ing amount of testimony in support of the claimant, witnesses 
enough to send any ten men to the gallows, evidence which placed 
the case beyond a reasonable doubt, an overwhelming mass of 
evidence, the case not depending upon the testimony of any one 
man, but depending upon the testimony of the surgeon of the 
regiment, the hospital records, the lieutenant in command of the 
company, doctors, the family physician, neighbors, and others. 
The Department sent to the nearest postmaster a letter of in- 
uiry as to the standing of several of these witnesses. I have read 
the postmaster’s reply, for the facts which I am now stating I 
have obtained from the Department. The letter of the postmaster 
states that he has interviewed three of the men, that they are all 
men of respectable character, and that they can not remember 
that the pensioner had any deafness before he went into the Army. 
The Department had all this evidence before it, and yet, without 
alluding to the evidence on file in the case, and taking into con- 
sideration only the evidence obtained by the special examiners, 
the man was Eeopyed from the pension rolls. He took an appeal, 
and, as I have already said, I propose to read to the House the 
opinion of Hon. John M. Reynolds, the Assistant Secretary. After 
stating how the case comes before him Mr. Reynolds proceeds as 
follows: 

This case was investigated by special examiners in 1893 and 1894, which re- 
sulted in great conflict of testimony. On one side witnesses who employed 
the applicant and worked with him as carpenter in 1859 testify that he was 
dullof hearing at that time. Nicholas Wender, with whom applicant served 
as an apprentice at the carpenters’ trade during seven or eight months in 
1858, says, “ He (the applicant) was alittle bit deaf, he could not hear well. I 
yemember that claimant did not catch on well when talked to; he would say 
‘What?’ Of course, he was not near sodeaf then as he is now. Whenever I 
wanted to tell him anything I had tospeak louder than I did to my other men. 
This deafness continued during the entire period he worked for me.” : 

James H. Miller worked with applicant one summer before the war in build- 
ing a barn for Samuel Goist, and noticed that he was hard of hearing. Jona- 
than Keefer, a comrade, testified that appellant was hard of hearing before 
he enlisted and at the time he was enrolled in Company D, One hundred and 
seventy-first Ohio Infantry. Jacob Miller remembers that the appellant was 
quite deaf at the time he worked for Samuel Goist in 1859. 

On the other side— 

Mark this— 
however, a number of witnesses say that they were intimate with appellant 
from boyhood up to the date of his enlistment, but never noticed that he was 
dull of hearing until after his discharge from Company D, One hundred and 
seventy-first Ohio Infantry. 

Now comes the argument; listen to it: 

The witnesses who have testified to the origin of deafness prior to the serv- 
ice +peak from personal knowledge, and as their reputations for veracity are 
unimpeached greater weight must be attached tothe same than the negative 
evidence relied upon by the appellant. Some of the witnesses who testified 
against appellant appear to have had improper motives, but this testimony 
has not been considered in this opinion, but the appellant’s right to pension 
has been determined upon other material evidence in the case; therefore, after 
a careful consideration of the facts of this case, the Department has failed to 
discover error in the said action of your Bureau. Action affirmed. 

JOHN M. REYNOLDS, 
Assistant Secretary. 

The following order was entered in the Pension Burean: 

Hood was dropped from the rolls June 26, 1894, after due notice, under act 
of December 21, 1893, on the ground that pensioned cause existed prior to en- 
listment. 

_ There you have before you the action of the Department, and it 
is just like this: A man under the law presents his claim for a 
pension; he introduces ten ora dozen affidavits, the men swearing 
most positively to facts which entitle him to apension. They fol- 
low him from childhood up to the time when the application for a 

nsion was made. Themen who make the affidavits are men who 

ew him intimately. Upon that record the pension is granted 
and for years he is drawing it. Now, I submit that no power on 
earth ought to have strength enough to take from him that pen- 


Reynolds, 


sion unless proof be introduced in some manner, of which he shall | 


have due notic: _-~hich shows that he is wrongly in receipt of that 
pension. [Applause.] I submit that the Department which calls 
upon that pensioner after he has been suspended to introduce 
proof to show that he is entitled to that pension perpetrates an 
outrage which should stand as a blot upon the civilization of this 
nineteenth century. [Applause.] I do not care whetherthe law 
officers of the Interior Department or of any other Department 
sustain him or not. 

See what isdone. The man is suspended without taking into 
consideration the evidence filed originally in his case. The sus- 
pension is founded alone upon these special examinations. The 
ruling of the Assistant Secretary is founded alone upon the ques- 
tion whether Commissioner Lochren has committed an error in 
suspending the pensioner. He does not allude to one solitary word 
or line of t 1e Ae Napa mass of evidence upon which the pen- 
sion was a . The man is suspended before a trial 
is had, in which trial there is a conflict of testimony, and then, on 
eu = Assistant ee oe of — a of the Interior 

I © suspension and supports hi ision by an argument 
which ought to stand to his everlasting shame as a lawyer. 
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Look at it! The condition of a man as to his hearing is a fact, 
not an argument. That I can hear well to-day is a fact, and if 
anyone swears that I can hear, he swears to afact. If the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] who sits beside me swears that I 
can hear now, he swears to a fact; and, on the other hand, if the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] chooses to swear 
that at a certain time I was deaf and could not hear, he swears toa 
fact and not toan argument. And in each case the witness is 
swearing to a fact, and the testimony of neither is ‘‘ negative” 
testimony in the legal sense. Yet the Assistant Secretary holds 
that the witnesses who swear that the man was deaf before he 
entered the service give positive testimony, while those on the 
other side give negative testimony, and that the witnesses who 
give positive testimony should have greater weight; and hence 
the decision of the Commissioner should be sustained. 

Mr. DINGLEY. May I askthe gentleman whether the Pensi 
Bureau had given notice tothe pensioner of the proposed inquit 
so that he might have an opportunity to be present 
examine the witnesses? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The applicant was notified that the special 
examination was to be held. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I desire 
to call his attention to another case in the line of the argum: 
he is making in regard to the holding of the Department. In this 
case @ Woman was trying to prove the death of her husband who 
had been gone a great number of years and not heard from. This 
same officer of the Department held in this case that, regardless of 
the number of years the husband had been absent, the woman 
must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that he was dead. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; and I know another case where the 
Commissioner of Pensions madea similar ruling. In this case 
the woman had been married away back in 1840, had been living 
with her husband up to the time of the war, and had raised alarge 
family of children. Her husband went into the military service, 
came home, died, and left her penniless. She applied for a pen- 
sion. She proved the marriage fifty years ago. Then she was 


mn 


and cross- 


nt 


| called upon to say whether that husband had ever been married 


before he married her. And now that poor woman is struggling 
to find out where her husband came from before she knew him! 
He came from somewhere in the East to the West and married 
her. But she does not know from what particular part of the 
country he came; and that poor creature does not know where 
under heaven to go to prove that her husband never was married 
before he married her. As I have said, he and she lived together 
for fifty years; they raised a family of six or seven children, all of 
whom have gone across the river to the other shore. And she is 
denied a pension because she can not show that her husband who 
married her almost a quarter of a century before the war had no 
other wife living at the time. When the war came on, that hus- 
band took his gun, said good-bye to his wife and little children, 
and faced death that this nation mightlive. But now she is turned 
out of doors because she can not show that that brave old man 
was not married before he married her years and years ago. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow one 
question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like the gentleman to 
give the names in these various cases. When a public official is 
attacked in this way,it is only fair that the narie of each 
upon which the attack is based should be given. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. As soon as I go to my room I can give the 
gentleman the name of that case. I have given the name of Mr 
Hood. The gentleman can go tothe files of the Pension Off 
find this case to be as I state it. I spent three hours in huntin 
down the facts on Saturday last, and I know what I am talkin 
about. 

Mr. GIBSON. If my friend from Ohio [Mr. Nortnmway] will 
yield to me a moment, I will give the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. BARTLETT] acase. It is the case of Selena Brewer, widow 
of Daniel Brewer, Company E, Third Tennessee Mounted Infan- 
try; number of claim, 590484. 

She was required to prove by the affidavits of two crediblk 
ested witnesses— 

I am reading from the Commissioner’s letter— 

She was required to prove by the affidavits of two credible and disinter- 
ested witnesses who are able to speak from personal knowledge by reason of 
continuous acquaintanceship with the soldier back to 1839, when he was 20 
years of age, and with you back to 1832, when you were 16 years of age, as to 
whether he or you wereever married prior to your marriage with each other— 


[ Laughter]— 


whether you or he were ever divorced from each other during the period 
from your marriage to the soldier’s death. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. There is one case which the gentleman 
from New York may investigate. But let me proceed with this 
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and disinter- 


Hood case. Since he was dropped from the rolls that old man has 
gone forward and has taken the affidavits of about fourteen indi- 
viduals, every one of whom swears that he has known him from 
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childhood. He has produced theevidence of doctors and of others, 
of our best citizens, many of whom I personally know, who swear 
that he was not deaf when he enteredthe Army. It appears that 
he was engaged at one time in building a barn for Mr. Goist, at 
Niles, and the son of Mr. Goist and other men working on the 
barn have testified that he was not deaf in the least. That is not 
all. One of the strong affidavits taken against him was that of an 
old man who, as it appears, was at the time of making his affidavit 
utterly incapable of caring for himself, so that the special exam- 
iner bulldozed him or he stated what he could not know. Now, 
Mr. Hood has filed those affidavits, and I myself asked the Depart- 
ment that on the case as filed the pension be restored. The reply 
was, ‘No; it can not be restored. If the man ever gets on the 
pension roll again, he must come in upon a new application for 
restoration”; thus cutting off his pension for a considerable period 
for which he is entitled to receive it. 

Now, thisis the fairest case the Department can have in its favor. 
If it has a right to suspend a pension in any case upon a reexami- 
nation of the evidence, it has that right in this case. Now, upon 
what ground has the Department acted in this case? Simply upon 
the ground that the adjudication of a former Commissioner of 
Pensions in granting a pension was wrong upon the facts; that is 
to say, that in view of all the facts the man ought not to have been 
drawing a pension. I submit that there is no construction of law 
in any court in any part of this land or in any other department 
under heaven that would sustain such a ruling. 

W hat would a man think of a court of common pleas, in an equity 
case, rendering a judgment in favor of a plaintiff, and placing him 
in ownership and possession of a farm, of which he retains the 
ownership and possession for twenty-five years, and then another 
judge of the common pleas court picks up the journal and sees the 
evidence and affidavits and says, “I do not think I would have 
rendered such a judgment as that; I would not have rendered a 
judgment in that way on these affidavits,” and therefore directs 
the clerk of the court to enter judgment in favor of the defendant, 
to oust the plaintiff, and give him time to make a new claim if he 
desires to do so? I say, What would be thought of a case of that 
kind? And yet that is simplya parallel case with the one we have 
here. 

Take the case of this man Hood, of whom I have been speaking; 
he was required to furnish new testimony. But, Mr. Chairman, 
years obliterate the memories of men, they wipe out the recollec- 
tion of events, they wipe away persons; for every year, continually, 
we are passing away, crossing the river. What excuse can be 
offered for a case of that kind? The case is proven by honorable 
witnesses, there were no taints of fraud or pretense of fraud, and 
the only question raised afterwards is that notwithstanding the 
ruling which had been made by the Department, on the testimony 
submitted in the case, the present Commissioner holds that it 
would not have been sufficient, if the case had been before him, 
in the first instance, to warrant the granting of the pension; and, 
therefore, he insists on the production of this new testimony. 
What do you think of telling him, after all the witnesses have 
crossed to the shadowy shore, of telling that poor old man, who 
fought for the nation, for the lives of the very men who make rulings 
against him, that he must make his title good, or that they will take 
away the pittance which the Government has been doling out to 
him for twenty-five years? Mr. Chairman, I pronounce it an in- 
famy, I call it a shame, and the time has come in this nation when 
brave, patriotic American people, the people of this country, recog- 
nize what has been done for them by these old veterans, and will 
pronounce emphatic condemnation upon the men who heap bur- 
dens upon the old soldiers by such constructions of law. 

Now, Iam tired and I propose to leave the matter. I did intend 
to say other things, but shall not take longer the time of the com- 
mittee. Only a few words in closing. Let me say to you that the 
subject of pensions is a vital one; a subject which is dear to the 
hearts of the American people. It may be that we have grown 
weary of the matter. It may be that the American people are 
somewhat tired of hearing of the subject of pensions; but the time 
is coming, and it will last as long as the nation lives, when the 
mg millions will refuse to be tired in defense of the old 
BoLla1eTS, 

The time is coming when millions of patriotic men and women 
of this land will rise up and say, ‘‘ Blessed forevermore be the 
brave men who fought in defense of the Union.” [Applause. ] 
The time will come when history will record in characters of ever- 
lasting glory the story of the patriotism, the bravery, and the 
heroism of the men who saved the nation. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I have no criticisms to make upon any man or 
upon any party. In the criticisms I have offered, 1 have offered 
not a word upon any man or upon any of the men who fought 
against the country. God grant that the hour has come, and if 
not, that it will speedily arrive, when we shall be brothers and 
friends under one flag and in one country, where we may all move 
forward to the grand and crowning destiny of the American 
nation. 1 have no word of bitterness for any. So far asI am 





concerned, from over the fields of Gettysburg, Lookout Mountain, 
Spottsylvania, Shiloh, and the Wilderness shall come no breezes 
freighted with hate, but they shall be soft with forgiveness for 
all the erring, but, as God is just above us, these breezes shall be 
forever soft with love for all the brave men who made these bat- 
tlefields of the nation glorious. [Applause.] 

After the Revolutionary war, after the Mexican war, after the 
war of 1812 the people tired somewhat of listening to the soldiers 
and to their claims; and yet years ago the people of this country 
crowned with glory the defenders of our country in those wars, 
until to-day the patriotic sons and daughters of the land are look- 
ing backward still to the old Revolutionary records to find some 
ancestors in whose veins their blood flowed—men who made glo- 
rious the battlefields of the Revolution. I can remember how, 
after the Mexican war, we tired of the soldiers; and yet to-day we 
are pensioning these old veterans. Years ago we ceased to be tired 
in defense of the soldiers of the Revolutionary war, and history 
long years ago ingrafted their names upon the pages of undying 
fame, and the man does not live who dares lift his hand or crook 
his finger against one of the brave defenders of his country who 
fought against the peonens of the British. [Applause. } 

So it is with the soldiers of the Mexican war. So it is with the 
soldiers of the war of 1812. If our nation lives, it shall live be- 
cause men fought to defend it. If it shall live, just so certainly 
shall the defenders of this nation live in everlasting glory, and the 
soldiers of the war of 1861 shall, as certainly as the soldiers of the 
war of the Revolution or the war of 1812, pass to the zenith above 
as fixed stars in the firmament of our nation’s glory, forever to 
shine undimmed while we have a flag and a destiny. All the 
brave men of our country, then, ought to stand here to defend 
those who fought forour land. We ought tostand here as a wall 
against any narrow, contracted interpretation of any law which 
holds out a pittance to these brave men. We ought tostand here 
and insist that the law shall be fairly executed and that a broad, 
catholic spirit shall sweep over all, until all of us are lifted up 
with a patriotic spirit, to say ‘‘ Blessed evermore,” in defense of 
the soldiers of our Republic. 

I know that gentlemen upon the other side are as patriotic in 
defense of their country as we. We can join hands, then, in de- 
fense of those who saved the nation for you and saved it for me. 
All that is bad of the pastis gone. All that is good of the past 
lives. So we can donk here to-day looking upon these matters in 
the broad spirit of humanity, and we can say most truthfully that 
bitterness has faded, that all things have changed, and that we 
stand here all as patriotic citizens ina redeemed country. And, 
remembering all of the past, its bitterness all gone, its glories all 
saved, with thankful hearts we can sing— 

Take heart; the waster builds again, 
A charmed life old goodness hath. 


The tares may — but the grain 
Is not for death. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take a few mo- 
ments of the time of the House in discussing the amendment 
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] will introduce 
later on. 

I favor the gentleman’s amendment, with a few exceptions. I 
do not believe that his amendment goes far enough. It provides 
that no pensioner shall be dropped from the pension rolls here- 
after unless fraud is clearly proven and proven in the United States 
courts of the different States. Therein I believe he is wrong. In 
place of saying that the fraud should be established in the courts 
of the United States he should provide that fraud must be provenin 
any court of recordin any of the States. If thisamendment should 
aly oy in my State it would have this result: All persons who 

ive in the southern or the northern end of the State would have to 
travel 200 miles to get to the United States court in which this 
question is to be determined, and it would take two years’ pension 
of the ordinary pensioner, receiving $12 a month, to go to the 
ylace where his case would be tried and there employ counsel to 
1ave it determined. 

Then, gentlemen, we have no reason to believe that the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States is any more favorable to the 
soldiers than is the Secretary of the Interior of the United States, 
and if he is not, the result would be that informations would be 
filed in the different United States courts, and men would be 
dropped from the pension roll by the hundreds because of their 
inability to go te court to defend their cases. For that reason I 
believe that that amendment ought to be amended when pre- 
sented, so as to provide that in any of the courts of record in any 
State these questions can be determined, and that the pensioner 
should have the right to appear in the court in his own county to 
have a determination hater his pension is based upon fraudu- 
lent evidence or whether it was properly granted. 

Now, I desire to discuss for a few moments the amendment of 
the law granting pensions to widows. It is strange to me that in 
the Pension Department of the United States a widow, in order to 
secure a pension, is compelled to prove a great deal more than 
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she is compelled to prove anywhere else, in order to secure the 
amount due her as a widow, under the laws of any of the States. 
If you go into the Pension Department v vith one of these claims, 
what is it necessary for a widow to prove? She must first prove 
her marriage. Then she must prove that neither her husband nor 
herself had been previously married. If they were previously 
married, she must prove the death or divorce of the former hus- 
‘ rife. 
ee waa isthe result of that? The gentleman from New York 
{ Mr. BARTLETT] a while ago asked the name of some person who 
has had difficulty in securing a pension of this kind. In my own 
district there lives a widow, a Mrs. Shaw, who had been married 


1 


to her husband for forty-five years. They had lived together all | 


that time. He had held her out as his wife; everyone there knew 
that she was his wife. She had given birth to children us his 
wife. Yet when he died, having served his country four years, 


the record of the marriage could not be found, because the records | 


in the county in which they had been married had been burned. 


She was confronted with this condition, and how could she se- | 


cure a pension? We proved by citizens who had known her that 
for forty years they had lived together as man and wife. The 
answer came back that that evidence was not sufficient. 


| to $12 per month. 


| . . 
. | and manner of rating was changed. 
Wethen | 


had to advertise in the county in which they were married, ask- | 


ing anyone who was present at that marriage and remembered 
it to notify us. In that way we discovered an old gentleman 
who had been present at the marriage, and we proved the mar- 
riage by him. Then, after a great deal of argumant pro and con 
with the Pension Department, we succeeded in convincing them 
that that evidence was sufficient to grant the pension. 

Why, gentlemen, out in the State of Indiana a man can be con- 
victed of bigamy upon evidence of marriage that will not sustain 
the granting of a widow's pension in the Pension Department of 
the United States. In my own experience I convicted a man in 
the courts of Perry County, Ind.. for bigamy, upon this evidence: 


| this board of revision has complied with that order. 


He lived with a woman at Indianapolis for eighteen years, holding | 


her out to the world as his wife, saying to those he met and those 
he knew, ‘‘ This is my wife.” Children were born to them, and he 
introduced them as hischildren. Heafterwards deserted her, and 
came to the southern part of the State, where he married again. 


In the circuit court of that district we proved the fact that he had | 


recognized these children as his children, and that he had recog- 
nized the woman as his wife, and that is the only evidence of mar- 
riage we had. Weproved his marriage again in the southern part 


| pensioned had ceased to exist. 


of the State, and one of the best judges of Indiana, and now one of 


the appellate judges of that State, decided that that evidence was 
sufficient and sent him to the penitentiary for two years; and yet 
that evidence of marriage would not establish the fact of marriage 
in the Pension Department, so as to allow a woman to get a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Was any appeal taken? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There was an appeal taken, and the opin- 


is my recollection. 

I want to say to the gentleman from New York, as he has in- 
vited my attention here, that I believe he is in harmony with this 
Administration. I believe his opinions of the pension law are in 
harmony with the views of the Administration. 
day upon this floor that he did not believe the act of June 
was right. I believe he is honest in it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I beg pardon, sir. I did not 
claim to make any statement in opposition to the act of June 27, 
1890. Isaid the act was on the statute books. I knew it could 
not be repealed and I would let it stand, but I stated that I was 
against any enlargement of the act. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Did not you say that you were opposed to 
that legislation when it passed? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
being in this House in 1890. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If you had had that pleasure, you should 
have voted against the act of 1890? 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Ido not make any statement 
in reference to that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not suppose you would answer. 
Well, I will ask this gentleman a question. I know of a case in 
my district where an old German soldier enlisted in the Army. 
He was afterwards taken with smallpox anu taken to a hospital in 


oO” 
mts 


1890, 


I did not have the pleasure of 


| tum, eczema, and heart trouble. 
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a sound man when he enlisted and came out with the marks of 
the disease upon him?” Hesays, ‘“ No; that might be, and still he 
might not have contracted the disease in line of duty.” And so 
you see we can not grant a pension under the old law toa man 
who has lost the sight of one eye ani almost lost his hearing, be- 
cause of the fact that he can not prove the contraction of the dis- 
ease in line of duty. 

I believe the gentleman is also in harmony with the board of 
revision appointed by order of the Secretary of the Interior; and 
yesterday, while on the floor, the gentlemon from New York 
asked that some specific case be pointed out in which a wrong had 
been committed. Ihave a case before me, to which I call atten- 
tion. Itis No. 611234, adjudicated by the board of revision after 
that board of revision was appointed under the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

By Order No. 164 of the Bureau, all pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, 
are rated as pensions under the old law 

That is, if a man was disabled, the disability was rated just the 
same as the rating would have been made under the old law up 
But after this Order 164 was issued, the order 
Now, the Secretary of the In- 
terior also instructed Commissioner Lochren to change Order No. 
164, and the Commissioner, in his report to the Secretary of the 
Interior of 1893, says: 

The statement of the medical referee above mentioned made it appear prob- 


| able that under Order No. 164 many pensions were illegally granted, and, pur- 


suant to your order of May 27, 1895, a board of revision was formed of the 
ablest and most experienced men of the Bureau to examine the cases allowed 
under that act, and cull out such as had no legal basis to rest upon, but with 
instructions to disturb no case where, by the most liberal construction of the 
evidence, the right to the pension could be sustained under any law 

Now, you know he said the most able and experienced of the 
Bureau were appointed on the board of revision. 

I want to call your attention to this case to show you how well 
In this par- 
ticular case, in reply to a slip I sent to the Pension Bureau, I re- 
ceived this: 

That the pension under the act of June 27, 1890, has been dropped and dis- 
continued for the reason that the disability from disease of chest and rectum 
and eczema had ceased to exist in a pensionable degree under said act 

Now, I want especially to call the attention of the gentleman 
from New York tothe evidence in this case. They have deter- 
mined here in this case that the diseases for which this man was 
I want to give you the evidence, 
and the only evidence, before the Pension Department. Inthe first 
place. this gentleman filed his claim for pension and swore that 
he had these diseases and that he was disabled by them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What was the disease? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There was disease of the chest, of the rec- 
He furnished evidence that he 
He was examined by the board of 


or 
wt, 


was almost totally disabled. 


| examining surgeons appointed by the Pension Bureau, and they 
ion of the court was sustained by the supreme court of Indiana, | 


found, as the report shows, that by reason of heart disease he was 
disabled four-eighteenths; that he was disabled by lung disease 


six-eighteenths; that he was disabled by eczema four-eighteenths, 


He said yester- | 


making a total of fourteen-eighteenths, almost complete disability. 
That was the report of the board of examining surgeons. That 
was the evidence in favor of granting a pension, and the pension 
was granted. There is nothing in the office to show why the case 
was ordered to be reviewed, but, for some reason that [ can not 
discover, the case was ordered up for revision, an order sent to the 
board of examining surgeons near where the pensioner lived to 
reexamine him, and he was notified to appear before them and be 
reexamined. 

He declined to be reexamined by that board, assigning as his 
reason, in a sworn affidavit, that one of the members of the board 
was his personalenemy. The Commissioner did not issue a new 
order for the reexamination of the pensioner before another board, 


| but the Pension Office received a letter from the president of the 


local board of examining surgeons before whom the pensioner had 
declined to appear. Before quoting the language of the letter let 


| me remind the House that this board had not examined the man at 


all, but the president of it writes a letter to the Pension Bureau 


| in which he says, among other things, that this claimant is ‘‘a man 
| destitute of principle,” that he is ‘‘the blackest and meanest man 
| he ever saw”; that he is ‘‘no more entitled to a pension than a 


South Carolina, the records of which were destroyed, and are there- | 


fore not in the War Department. He came out of that hospital 


with the scars of smallpox all over his face, with one eye almost | 
out, and his hearing partially gone; yet I say that that man can | 


not secure a pension under the old law. 
missioner of Pensions, ‘‘ Is not the fact that he entered the Army 
asound man and came out with the smallpox, in that condition, 
sufficient evidence to show that he contracted the disease in the 
Army?” He says, ‘‘ No, because there is no hospital record,” the 
records having been burned. 


Why? Isay to the Com- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


man who never saw the war,” and that ‘‘there are a great many 
more just such men in southern Indiana.” ; 
That is the only evidence furnished on that side of the case. 
Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BartTLetTT] says there 
have been no wrongs committed in the Pension Bureau. I have 
called his attention to the proof in this case upon which the pen- 
sion was granted, and now, in the face of this evidence showing 
that the man, on his own sworn statement, on the sworn state- 
ment of two of his neighbors, and on the report of a board of exain- 
ining surgeons, showing him to have been disabled fourteen- 


‘Ts notthatfactstrongerthanhuman | eighteenths, almost totally disabled—when the pension had been 


testimony that he contracted his disease in the Army, when he was |! granted upon that state of facts, I ask the gentleman from New 
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York whether it is just to disregard that evidence and deprive the 
man of his pension merely upon a letter using such language as I 
have quoted here, a letter written by a man that the pensioner 
swore was his enemy, and who this letter would convince any 
man was his enemy? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman want an 
answer? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In the first place, you have not 
stated the evidence in this case; you have stated merely the con- 
clusion of the first examining board. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have given the House the number of the 
case. I have been compelled to summarize the case because I can 
not occupy sufficient time to go over it in detail. I have given 
vou the number of the case and stated the nature of the evidence, 
including the report of the examining board showing fourteen- 
eighteenths disability, and I have read you a portion of the letter 
upon which the Pension Office acted in withdrawing the pension. 
Now. I ask you, first, whether the evidence on which the pension 
in this case was granted was not a sufficient basis for granting a 

ension? 

- Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It is impossible for me to an- 
swer questions as to the weight of evidence when I am not conver- 
sant with that evidence. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Assuming that my statement is correct, 
what is the tleman’s opinion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man what evidence he has—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Commissioner of Pensions would not 
allow me to bring the papers in here-—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But what evidence have you 
that the ex parte letter written by this man in reference to the 
condition of affairs in southern Indiana with regard to pensions 
was the motive which actuated the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I assume that it was because it is the 
only evidence on file in the Pension Office against this pensioner, 
and they have no right to hide away evidence in secret and pass 
aivenale upon claims upon such secret evidence. Whatever evi- 
dence they have ought to be placed on file so that it may be in- 
spected. 

P Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If this claimant was really 
disabled, why did he refuse to undergo a second examination? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. He made a sworn statement that one of 
the members of that examining was his personal enemy, 
and if you, as a lawyer, bad a witness produced in court and you 
knew that he had written a letter — om client the * black- 
est and meanest man” on earth, yon would contend that that wit- 
ness’s testimony was not worth anything and ought not to count 
for anything. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I see no reason to believe that 
that letter had any influence whatever on the action of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. The mere fact that an improper letter is 
written to a public official is no evidence that the action of ihe 
— . taken upon that letter, for which he is in no way re- 
sponsible. 

Pr. HEMENWAY. Then why was this man dropped from 
the rolls? That letter is the only matter that is filed after the 
original evidence in the case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. How many men were upon 
that examining board before which the pensioner was ordered? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Three. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And because he objected to 
one of the three judges appointed to try an issue of fact he declined 
to appear before them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘You claim, then, that because this man 
declines to go before a personal enemy and have that man pass 
upon his case he ought to be dropped from the pension roll, not- 
withstanding the fact that three reputable physicians, appointed 
by the Government, had already certifi t his disability 
amounted to fourteen-eighteenths, or almost complete disability. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If I were ordered, either as a 
claimant or asan attorney or counsel, to appear before three judges 
or referees upon an issue of fact, and I were aware as matter of 
fact that one of those judges was my personal enemy, I should 
still deem it my bounden duty to appear before the tribunal and 
proceed with my case. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You would not do your client justice if 

you allowed him to be tried before a judge whom you knew to be 

is personal enemy, and I do not believe that you, as a good law- 
yer, would any more allow a client to be tried in a court presided 
over by his personal enemy than you would allow your own case 
to be tried by such a court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will say one thing, if the 
gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In my view, the fact that this 
claimant was unwilling to submit to another examination as to 
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his physical condition must be taken as in itself strong proof 
against him. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I am certainly correct in my esti- 
mate of the gentleman, that he is in harmony with this Admi 
tration; and I am very glad that he has nothing to do with passin. 
upon the claims in the Bureau of Pensions; and I hope that in 
short time the gentleman whose rulings I have been criticisiy~ 
will not have any such power. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wasspeaking of the eviden 
in this particular case. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, if this is a sample of 
this experienced and able board of revision has done in these 
merous cases where pensioners have been dropped from the ro! 
their action is a disgrace to the Pension Office. 

I do not know how many cases of this class have been pas 
upon by this board of revision. I have had only a short exp 
ence here, and have looked into only a few of these cases. But 
this is a sample of the work of that board, it is a shame ind 
that those gentlemen were appointed as a board of revision to 
revise the pensions of the pensioners of this country. 

Now, I have another case in point. The gentleman from N 
York asked yesterday that these cases of wrong be pointed . 
and he seems to be unable to determine when a case of wrony 

0inted out. That I very much regret. But I have another « 

in my district, where a man received notice to appear before t 
board and be examined, and he declined to appear. About thi 
days later he received a notice that ‘‘ pursuant tothe report of | 
board of examining surgeons” his pension had been decreased frvin 
$12 to $6 per month. What does that indicate to any man who 
has good common sense? It indicates that the very minute t) 
board took that claim down from the files they marked the de- 
crease from $12 to $6 per month, because, notwithstanding tho 
fact that the pensioner did not appear before the board of ex:im- 
ining surgeons, here comes the letter that ‘‘ pursuant to the report 
of the board of examining surgeons” the pension had been do- 
creased from $12 to $6 per month. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Ishould like to ask the gentlo- 
man a question. 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. ' I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman give tho 
number of that claim and the name of the party? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I can give the ceadienean the name of the 
poe. and later on I will furnish him the number of the claim. 

he name of the party is John C. Schafer, of Booneville, Ind. 

Mr. PICKLER. The woods are full of such cases. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. There is any number of such cases where 
notice has come in that way, that ‘‘ pursuant to the report of the 
board of examining surgeons” a pension has been decreased, wh 
as a matter of fact, the person has not been examined. I can fur- 
nish quite a number of such cases. 

But I have desired particularly to call attention to the caso 
where that man was dropped from the pension roll, although the 
examining surgeon had declared he was almost totally disabled 
drop simply upon the strength of a vile, mean letter of a man 
who happened to be upon the examining board. Yet the gent: 
man from New York can not see that any wrong was done. Ho 
certainly does not mean what he says when he gets up here and 
says that he really does not believe any wrong has been done in 
such @ case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. When a member of the Houso 
rises and says to me that I do not mean what I say, I must pro- 
test. I mean absolutely what I say. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then the gentleman will excuse me. | 
meant to say I hoped he did not mean what he said. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman proceeds upon 
a wrong assumption. He assumes that this improper letter in 
fluenced the Government official. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How can I assume anything else? It is 
the only evidence filed after the original case is made out. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have never known in any 
case an honest judge or an honest Government official who woul! 
be influenced by an ex parte attack; and Ido not believe the Com- 
missioner of Pensions was so influenced, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I coincide with the gentleman. I have 
never known an honest judge who would be influenced in that 
way. [Laughter.] The gentleman from New York, I have no 
doubt, is sincere in his idea concerning the pension laws. Sur- 
rounded as he is in his city with all the luxuries of city life, as all 
men are in ordi circumstances in our cities, he does not real 
ize the condition of these poor men out inthe Western States who 
are receiving pensions, I — go down into the southern part of 
my State, or into Ohio or Illinois, or any of the great Central or 

estern States, you will find there these old men drawing pen- 
sions of $12 per month; and God knows they deserve them, for 
their pensions are generally their only support—all that they have 
to live upon. have known such men during the last year to 
work for 40 and 50 cents a day. 
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i ratic Administration that we have had to contend 
Ba hag ng two years has been instrumental in throwing 
these men out of employment in the factories and other establish- 
ments in the cities, so that numbers of them have had to go out 
into the country. And Ihave known those poor fellows to be 
working for 40 and 50 cents a day, and trembling every day of 
their lives for fear their pensions would be discontinued. — 

During the last campaign there was @ man in my district who 
came to me and said, ‘‘I am with you all right; 1 am a Repub- 
lican; but I am afraid to say much at this time for fear | will 
lose my pension.” That is the actual condition of things in that 
part of Indiana and all over the West. Men are so much afraid 
of losing their pensions that they hardly dare open their mouths. 
I do not blame them, because if a pensioner can be eee from 
the rolls simply upon a letter from a member of a board of exam- 
ining surgeons appointed by this Democratic Administration, a 
man has a right to fear that he may lose his pension. Why, if 
this practice is to continue, a man has no right at any time to be- 
lieve that he is secure in the possession of his pension. Take the 
case cited by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway}], the 
man who had lost an arm and a leg; if he can have his pension 
discontinued arbitrarily, what right has any man to believe that 
he is safe under the law? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to make this sug- 
gestion: That they may be well alarmed about thecondition of their 

ensions, and the p-obable loss of them, when the present efficient 

ecretary of the Interior, in a case of appeal, held that the excess- 
ive use of tobacco is a vicious habit and sufficient to deprive a 
soldier of a pension. I will bring in the decision in that case 
ryself. 
' Mr. HEMENWAY. I[havenodoubtofit. Thatisinline with 
the general idea. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already stated I do not believe that the 
Administration believes in pensions under the act of June 27, 1890. 
I do not believe this Administration tries to carry out the law in 
its spirit and to its proper extent. They are seeking in every way, 
apparently, to avoid the purpose of the law, and prevent the se- 
curing of pensions under that law. | 

Now they say, ‘‘ What are you going to do about it?” ‘‘How 
are you going to help yourself?” In the last Congress the Repub- 
licans came here and protested against the action of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in matters of this kind, but it had no effect, 
because in the last year 4,149 pensioners have been dropped from 
the rolls and 20,359 have been reduced in amount. Let me say 
right here also, in this connection, that in my opinion the Com- 
missioner of Pensions has no more right to reconsider a case 
which has been passed upon by a former Commissioner than a 
judge who succeeds another on the circuit bench has the right to 
review the decision of a former judge where on the face of the 
papers there is no defect ascertained and no evidence of fraud. I 
do not stand here to say that when on the face of the papers there 
is open and palpable defect or manifest fraud the Commissioner 
should not have the power to reconsider it. But in those cases 
where there are no defects, where the evidence required by the 
law has been filed, where the examination of the board of sur- 
geons has been held and their findings filed, which findings show 
the requisite disability, and when the papers are all right and in 
Hine form, and there is no evidence of fraud, I claim that he 

no right to review the case, and that he ought not to be al- 
lowed to do so. 

I make this claim, Mr. Chairman, because if that is the law or 
if it is right, when is the pensioner safe in his right? If every suc- 
cooling Cematiniones of Pensions has the privilege of reviewing 
the decisions of the former Commissioners, and if he can reduce 
pensions already granted to the extent of thousands upon thou- 
sands of dollars, employing examining boards to pass on the claims 
which have been already adjudicated, where is the thing to cease? 
Only last year, for instance, there was expended nearly $800,000 
for boards of pension examiners in examining cases of this char- 
acter. The letter to which I have just called attention in the case 
I referred to a few moments ago, in which the writer says there 
are ‘‘many just such cases” in southern Indiana, was evidently 
an invitation to the Commissioner to send out examining orders 
in othercases. Why? Because they say, ‘‘ We can make §2 by ex- 
amining each case; we can examine ten cases a day, and therefore 
we can make $20 a day. Send along your cases.” How else can 
you construe such a letter as that when it says ‘‘there are many 
just such cases”? It is an invitation to the Commissioner to send 
out examination slips and to make other examinations. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman permit me 
& moment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman advance 
the eotgeeioen that no fraud, subsequently discovered, should be 
inquired into, and no ruling, however improper or fraudulent 
or corrupt, should be set aside by a subsequent Commissioner? 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from New York ought to 
have understood my statement. I said that in any case where 
fraud could be proven the pension ought to be inquired into, or 
where on the face of the papers it appeared that the pension was 
granted by mistake an inquiry ought to be made. But where on 
its face it shows that the lawhas been complied with, and that 
the pension was granted according to law, it ought not to be, and 
in my opinion the Commissioner has no power under the present 
law to permit an inquiry to be made into the matter. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. You admit that whenever 
fraud taints the transaction, or wherever it appears wpon the face 
of the papers that there is some illegality coupled with the grant- 
ing of the pension, or wherever collusion appears, the pension can 
be set aside? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. When it has been proven. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is, fraud, illegality, or 
collusion? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, let me ask the gentleman, after all 
your cry of fraud, after all the cry of fraud we have heard as to 
the pension roll, how many cases are proven of actual fraud? 
How many men have been indicted and convicted of actual fraud 
in procuring pensions? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I think we indicted one man 
in Indiana, and he was at once elected to be the mayor of the town 
or village. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That showed that your indictment was 
not based upon any evidence. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to 
answer the question of the gentleman from New York: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. The year before last we gave the Department 
$400,000, and gave them 59 special examiners for the purpose of 
looking for fraud, and all the convictions they made were 39, and 
we do not know how many of those were soldiers. They were 
partly pension attorneys. That was the result reached by 59 ex- 
aminers and the expenditure of $400,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. With nearly a million names on the pen- 
sion rolls, and with the aid that this gentleman says was given to 
the Department, he states that 39 persons, pension attorneys and 
all, were found guilty of fraud. That was the result, notwith- 
standing there are nearly 1,000,000 persons on the rolls who draw 
pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. There were not 39 convicted of drawing pen- 
sions illegally, but there were only 39 convictions, lawyers and 
all. In some of the cases the attorney was guilty of some fraudu- 
lent transaction and was convicted, and in such a case as that the 
soldier was not concerned at all. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Indiana, I will answer. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have my permission. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Very often a pension agent is 
responsible for the commission of thousands of frauds. In one 
case in New York a pension agent filed 8,831 fraudulent declara- 
tions or affidavits. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Do you charge that to the soldiers? I ad- 
mit that in New York you had some men who were adepts in 
fraud. [Laughter.] Do you charge that to the soldier? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I believe one of the worst cases 
was that of a pension agent in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But do you charge that to the soldier? 

A MemBer. That Indiana agent was a Democrat. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am informed bya colleague here that 
the agent in Indiana who was convicted was a Democrat. Do 
you charge such a case as that against the soldier? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No; but in this Indiana case 
$439,000 were taken out of the Treasury of the United States. 
That money can never be recovered. The claimants themselves 
often were not cognizant of fraud, but still the money was taken 
out of the Treasury. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. You are charging the crime of a New York 
lawyer upon the soldiers of the country. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not charge the soldiers 
with fraud except in those cases where they have committed 
fraud. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
know of? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There must be a great many. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not by any means. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have not been able to find them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There must have been a great 
many cases where the frauds have been committed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do not they convict more of them, then? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. A great many applications 
have been rejected on the ground of fraud. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If you know of these cases, it is very 
strange that with three years of the Administration, with your 


How many cases of that kind do you 
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detectives scattered all over the country seeking to establish fraud, 
that you have not been able to establish more than a very few 
cases where the soldier himself has been guilty of fraud. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take up any more of the 
time of this House, but in conclusion I want to say that when we 
call attention to these things the only answer we get back is, 
**What are you going to do about it?’”” We have had this Demo- 
cratic Administration with its troubles, with the distress that it 
has brought upon the country, and the old soldiers have had to 
suffer along with the rest of us. They have had their pensions 
taken away from them in many cases, as I believe, simply be- 
cause some man high up in power in the Democratic party has 
suggested to the Commissioner of Pensions that the man ought 
not todrawa pension. I donot like to criticise the Commissioner, 
but when I have laid down before me evidence, as I have in this 
case, I feel like simply telling the truth, showing to the people of 
the country, as far as I can, some few decisions that this board of 
revision has made in the Pension Department; and in conclusion 
I desire to remind the gentlemen on this floor who may be op- 
posed to the granting of pensions that it is a question that will 
not much lenger disturb their peace of mind. 

The grand old men who compose the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, and who saved this country and are to-day an honor to the 
country they saved, are being followed to their graves by their 
commnaiiae in arms, victims of injuries, wounds, and exposure con- 
tracted during service, until in the near future few of them will 
be left to annually decorate the graves of their deceased comrades, 
and to assure them further that the loyal young men of this nation 
in reverence for their deeds of valor will be found assuming those 
duties, and year by year decorating their graves and keeping 
fresh in the memories of the coming generations the lessons of 
patriotism they taught. Then, in reply to the question as to what 
we propose to do, we propose at the next election in this country, 
in Soventoer of this year, to elect a Republican President. [Ap- 
jlause.| And then we propose to go right at the root of this evil. 

e do not propose to place at the head of the Interior Department 
a man who comes from the South, whose sympathies can not be 
with the soldiers, but we propose to place there a loyal man from 
the North who will administer the pension laws of this countr 
honestly and fairly, as they ought to be administered. [Ap iene.) 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the Hill under 
consideration has my hearty approval and support. I hold that 
it is not only a duty, but a privilege to vote for any measure that 
tends to brighten the declining years of the ‘‘ boysin blue.” They 
are, sad to say, a passing away; not, as of yore, are they 
marching on to glorious victory in the cause of union and lib- 
erty, but silently, one by one, they are marching on to final re- 
view before the Great Ca tain, where soon they will have been 
mustered out forever. hile they are yet with us let us hasten 
to do all in our power to smooth their ——— tothe tomb. This 
nation has done much for the brave boys; it should do more; it 
can never do too much. To them we owe a debt which can never 
be paid. A pension is not a gratuity or charity; it is a sacred 
debt, which no statute of limitations will ever bar, for there is no 
limitation—must not be—to the honor and patriotism of the Amer- 
ican people. [Applause. 

As I have said, the whole debt can never be paid, and we should 
cease this prating of economy in pensions. The idea of measuring 
patriotic service in a cause the grandest for which men ever fought 
and died is anarrow, sordid view. No gold can heal their wounds; 
no gold can restore their shattered health; no gold, though we had 
Creesus’s hoard, can purchase a balm for the broken hearts of the 
widows and orphans of our land. But by this measure and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from [linois we can do some- 
thing to aid them and cheer them during the few years they yet 
remain with us. And by this bill we can do more of great value. 
We can teach that patriotism is not mere sentiment, a thing apart 
from one’s self, but a noble, constituent part of our very being. 
We can teach, best of all, to the youth of our land that this United 
States appreciates and loves a patriot and that this great nation 
is not unmindful of them and ungrateful to them. The value of 
this lesson, deeply implanted in the hearts of American youth, 
can not now be measured, and from generation to generation will 
be bearing rich fruit so long as this Republic endures. [Loud 
applause. | 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] said yes- 
terday that we are ‘‘trying to deceive the soldier vote.” Iden 
the statement, both for my party and myself. As for myself, 
need not vote or speak to gain, should I ask it, the soldier vote 
in my district, which sent to the front as brave men as ever drew 
swords. Every man of them knows now, and I hope will ever 
know, that Iam sincerely his friend. It is not a matter of very 
great importance to this country whether or not I, and many 
others on this side of the House, come back to Congress for another 
term. but it isa matter of very grave moment to the brave “soldier 
boys” that I and we, while here, see to it that we are not faith- 
less to them and to our duty in their behalf. The Republican 


| than the law and facts fairly entitle him to. 


oly has never torgotten and has never deceived the Union sol- 
dier. From the dark days of 1861 and all the way along through 
that great civil strife where death followed closely his every foot- 
step. down to this ae hour, we have protected, defended, and 
stood by him against all opposition, and we shall continue to do 
so despite the taunts of the gentleman from New York. 

Among other irrelevant matter in his speech, he actually gives 
us the appalling statement that some one pension agent has lately 
been convicted of procuring false affidavits to obtain a pension— 
subornation of perjury. I may say the rarity of frauds in pen- 
sion cases is most remarkable, and no class of cases in all our 
courts is as free from false testimony as in pension cases. But, 
suppose occasionally, or even often, the poor soldier gets a pen- 
sion which he is not clearly entitled to, or a little more per month 
What of it? Iti 
better, infinitely better, that ninety and nine get more than en- 
titled to than that one poor deserving soldier should be refused, 
and go down to his death—his last sight and thought being of an 
ee country, which he defended in her direst peril. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, I would go further than this bill. There should 
be a appropriations for clerical and other help in the Pen- 
sion Department to facilitate and hasten the granting of pen- 
sions, if the delay is caused by lack of help. I confess the ways 
of the Pension Department resemble the ways of Providence—in 
one respect only—-its ‘‘ ways are past finding out.” It possesses 
neither justice, pity, mercy, nor any other attribute except mys- 
tery. Allow me to read a copy of a notice frequently sent to ap- 
plicants: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., —, . 

Sir: Relative to the above-entitled claim, you are advised that it is now 
being considered with a view to its final disposition. The result will be com- 
municated at the earliest practicable date. 


Should it be found, however, that additional evidence is required, a proper 
call for such testimony will promptly issue. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


This circular letter has a tendency to lighten the heart and 
brighten the prospects of the poor soldier, and the Pension Depart- 
ment is thanked for this much. But the poor, deluded soul waits 
weeks and weeks, and months and months, and no pension comes. 
He then writes hismember of Congressagain, who calls up the case, 
when, strange to say, it is discovered by the careful and generous 
officials in the Department that there is a conflict of testimony— 
one physician testifying that the applicant was afflicted with laryn- 
gitis, while another called it bronchitis, or perhaps one called it 
heart disease, while the other stated it was disease of the heart. 
[Laughter.] These are not actual experiences in given cases, but 
are fair illustrations of the trifling, technical excuses made by the 
—— Department. Let me give you a copy of another familiar 
etter: 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., —, 1896 


Srr: In response to inquiry of Hon. , for information as to the 
status of your claim for pension, above cited, you are advised that it awaits 
replies to letters of inquiry addressed by this Bureau to parties supposed to 
have personal knowledge of facts touching the merits of the claim. Upon 
receipt of the same the claim will have further attention. 

WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

What do these ‘‘ietters of inquiry” mean? Mr. Chairman, it is 
high time that the old soldiers and all other citizens of this land 
should know thetruth. These so-called ‘‘ letters” are nothing less 
than calling on postmasters throughout the country to give opin- 
ion as to the merits of the given case. All sworn testimony of ap- 
plicant, of his comrades, of physicians and others is thrown aside, 
to be supplanted by the opinion only of some country postmaster, 
which is not even sworn to. I have been plain in this matter, be- 
cause I feel deeply the injustice thus done the applicants for pen- 
sions. I desire to refer to another just cause of complaint. An 
applicant—a widow, for example—inquires the cause of delay in 
her case, and she is informed that ‘‘ testimony is required that she 
has not remarried.” She obtains and forwards this testimony, 
and then waits weary months, hoping and praying, and then in- 
quires again, when she is informed that she must furnish testi- 
mony of her marriage to the deceased soldier. This she promptly 
gives, and then another long period of waiting, and she asks again 
the cause of delay, when she is requested to furnish proof of her 
husband’s death. And so it goes, it being the apparent purpose 
of the Bureau to delay the granting of the pension as long as pos- 
sible. How easy and fair it would be to request at one time the 
testimony needed on all points. A pension applicant who has a 
just claim ought to have it made as easy as possible, consistent 
with justice, to obtain a pension. Their pathway through life 
should be strewn with roses and not with thorns. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I especially favor the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois Rang GRAFF], which provides that a pen- 
sion can not be arbitrarily taken away, but only by procedure in 
a United States court. The conduct of the Pension Department 
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in cutting off pensions (to use a mild term) is most reprehensible. 
An order issues, according to the practice of the present Commis- 
sioner, that unless certain testimony is furnished within a very 
short time his pension will becut off. Think, fora moment, what 
this means! Simply this: You, old soldier, your comrades, your 
physicians, and other witnesses have, in the opinion of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, perjured yourselves, and unless you prove very 
quickly that you are not all perjurers we will cut off your pen- 
sion. This is the order in sum and substance, and is an infamous 
reflection on American manhood and a disgrace to the American 
ati ylause. 

= nt ean from New York fears, if this bill passes, that 
too many widows whose incomes are less than $500 will get pen- 
sions, and thus further deplete the Treasury. A pitiful and piti: 
able plea on the score of economy. Has it, indeed, come to this, 
that the brave soldiery of our nation and the deserving widows 
shall be deprived of pensions because of the free-trade heresy of 
the Democratic party? The gentleman referred yesterday to ‘‘our 
depleted Treasury,” and to ‘‘ ourcontinuing deficit.” Whodepleted 
it, and what causes the deficit of millions per month? He knows 
the answer. The Wilson-Gorman bill of the Fifty-third Congress, 
passed by the Democratic party. You occupy, indeed, a desirable 
position before the country; you cut off revenues, deplete the Treas- 
ury, and then say to the soldiers and widows, You can not have any 
pensions because we have no money. Are not you proud of your 
conduct? 

But I observed when we took a vote a few weeks ago on the 
revenue bill offered by my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], which would give us some $40,000,000 of additional 
revenue, the gentleman from New York voted against that meas- 
ure. So he isin this most peculiar and perplexing position: He 
will not vote for the pending bill, because the Treasury has no 
money to pay the pensions; and he did not vote for, but against, 
a bill that would give the Treasury the necessary money. I leave 
him in his midnight darkness, but first generously offering him 
this light and this text: 

A protective tariff is the very inspiration of effort, while free trade is the 
lullaby of indolence. 

Ihave prepared this thought for you; take it and ponder over 
it,and with your recognized ability I feel confident that you 
will never again give lack of revenue an excuse for depriving any 


soldier or widow of a pension. Had I my way, I would be most | 


liberal with pensions, and by a protective tariff I would compel 
England to pay most of the bill. 


I appeal to all of you to support this measure and the amend- | 


ment, and thus show the soldier boys that we appreciate their 
heroism and patriotism, and that we love the Union they pre- 
served. Let us see to it that the brave boys who gathered the 
roses of glory from the stone wall at Gettysburg, and plucked 
the rich, ripe fruit of human freedom on the field of Appomattox, 
shall not be forgotten. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, there is one point of view from 
which toexamine the Pension Bureau which is not generally taken, 
and that is to consider it as a court. Itis not only a court, but if 
we consider the multitude of cases adjudicated and the aggregate 
amount of judgments rendered, it is beyond all comparison the 
hugest court, not only in the world, but the hugest court that 
ever has been in the world. According to the report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for the year ended June 30, 1895, for the 
last year there were 96,337 cases decided in favor of the claimants 
and 103,355 cases decided against the claimants, making an aggre- 
gate of 199,692 cases decided in all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in all the length and breadth of this world 
where is there a court that adjudicates so many cases? Not only 
that, but its judgments aggregate many millions of dollars, because 
every pension certificate granted is in the nature of an execution 


against the Government of the United States, which that Govern- | 


ment honors and respects every quarter by paying the amounts 

allowed. There are now pending in that court 552,210 cases undis- 

posed of. In the last year, in addition to the 199,692 cases adjudi- 

cated, 104,160 cases were acted upon by the board of revision. 

That board reduced 20,359 pensions, and graciously allowed 77,373 

a to remain as they were in consequence of additional proof 
ing submitted. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this House, here is a court, 
the most extensive that has ever been constituted in any Govern- 
ment upon the face of this earth, and yet, strange to say, there 
is not one syllable of law prescribing the pleadings, practice, 
and proof in that court. 
United States, there is not a recorder’s court in any municipality 
of the American Government, that has not a law, enacted by the 
sovereign power, prescribing the pleadings, practice, and proof 
and the course of procedure, and yet the American people have 
stood by for thirty-odd years and allowed this pension court to 
. on oe adjudications without asyllable of law prescribing its 


Mr. Chairman, what is the inevitable result of allowing a 
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court to act exclusively on its own rules? I appeal to the law- 
yers of this House, what is the inevitable result of allowing a 
court to prescribe its own rules of procedure, to prescribe its own 
laws of evidence, to prescribe its own method of taking proof, 
and to prescribe its own way of adjudication when there is no ap- 
peal to a higher court? The result is that you have a court that 
is arbitrary, with a big A; you have acourtthatis sure to be tech- 
nical; you have a court that is absolutely certain to be whimsical: 
and, what is worst of all, you have a court that is everlastingly 
certain to be despotic and tyrannical. [Applause.] I donot care 
what court itis. Those of us who practice in the United States 
courts, in those cases where there is no appeal granted to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, or to the court of appeais, know 
that many of them are intensely arbitrary and oftentimes domi- 
| neering and tyrannical. Now, thereis no appeal allowed from the 
decision of the Commissioner of Pensions except to the Secretary 
of the Interior, whose spirit oftentimes prompts the very decision 
complained of; and that sort of appeal amounts to no more than 
an appeal from a clerk to the judge presiding in the court. It 
is like an appeal from a servant for the injury done you by 
him to the master who inspired or commanded the injury you 
complain of. : 

Mr. Chairman, what are the results of the fact that we have 
a court with such stupendous jurisdiction, and yet no law pre- 
scribing its pleading, practice, or proof? The results are absurd 
rulings, arbitrary methods, and tyrannical decisions. 

Let me go into particulars, and see if my general proposition is 
sustained by the facts which illustrate the history of the adjudi- 
cations made by the Bureau of Pensions. 

In the first place, let us take the question of marriage as it arises 
in the granting of pensions—for a large part of what I have to say 
here to-day will be in behalf of the widows of old soldiers. The 
old soldiers, to some extent, are with us still, thank God, to fight 
their own battles; and they have ballots in their hands which 
every man in this House respects; but the widows are poorly 
equipped to fight their battles; they have no ballots to wield and 
no voices to raise politically in their own behalf. 

Where the question of marriage enters into the granting of pen- 
sions, and some special examiner of the Bureau of Pensions takes 
it into his head that a certain woman is not the lawful widow of 
the soldier, I care not what amount of proof is piled up in her 
behalf, that widow can never get a pension, or at least not without 
| great difficulty. If any gentleman wants a case in illustration of 
this proposition, I will give him a case, the case of Mary F. Barker, 
for whose benefit I have introduced a special bill in this House. 
Mary F. Barker was found by a jury of the United States circuit 
court at Knoxville, Tenn., to be the lawful widow of James M. 
Barker, the man she claimed to have been her husband. The 
judge of that court, David M. Key, at one time Postmaster-Gen- 
eral of the United States, once Senator from Tennessee, and for 
many years United States district judge for the eastern district of 
Tennessee—Judge David M. Key, who presided on the trial of that 
case, furnished a written opinion, which is now on file in the Pen- 
sion Bureau, that, under the proof submitted in the case, the ver- 
dict of the jury was right, and that Mary F. Barker was the lawful 
widow of James M. Barker, the man whose widow she claimed to 
be. And yet, Mr. Chairman, that good woman, with a family of 
beautiful children, whom I have seen, has been declared by the 
Bureau of Pensions to have been an adulteress, and every one of 
| her children have been branded as bastards. 

When a widow undertakes to prove her widowhood, what ob- 
stacles are thrown in her way? I will recount some of them to 
show the absurd and arbitrary rules of this pensioncourt. There 
may be gentlemen here who have not looked intothis subject very 
thoroughly, and I ask them to give me their attention for a few 
minutes, because my duty to my constituents has required me to 
investigate this pension question thoroughly. When I was pen- 
sion agent at Knoxville in 1883 I took pains to ascertain the number 
of pensioners in the different Congressional districts in the United 
States, and I found that at that time there were more pensioners 
in the Second Congressional district of my State than in any other 
district in the country. Those people are looking to me to see that 
their interests are properly represented here, and that their wrongs 
| are brought to the attention of this Congress. For these reasons 
| 








I have made the pension laws and the rulings of the Pension Bu- 
reau a special study, and I ask attention while I comment upon 
some of them. 
First, then, as to the proof of marriage required of widows. 
The Pension Bureau has a general letter, Form No. 3-360, re- 
| quiring the testimony of ‘‘at least two disinterested witnesses 
| having personal knowledge of the facts, showing whether the 
| claimant was ever divorced from the soldier.” That is the first 
| thing put in her way to delay or defeat her pension. When the 
widow shows that her husband is dead, and proves that she had 
| been married to him, producing her marriage certificate, then 
| they send out this Form 3-360 requiring her to produce the testi- 
mony of ‘at least two disinterested witnesses, having personal 
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knowledge of the facts, showing whether the claimant was ever 
divorced from the soldier.” [Laughter.] 

Now, what does that circular require? First, it requires the 
applicant for a pension to prove a negative. She must produce 
two disinterested witnesses who have ‘‘personal knowledge of the 
facts.” What facts? Why, the facts or the fact that there are no 
facts. a | In other words, that she never was divorced. 
Now, where is the court in the world that ever required in any 
case such evidence as that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON. I thought I was to have an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman was given only ten 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How much time does the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to have three-quarters of an hour. 
I would not have started off if I had thought I was to have only 
ten minutes. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. All right. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Tennessee be allowed 
time to conclude his remarks. 

Several Members. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] be allowed three-quarters of an 
hour to conclude his remarks. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the next general letter 
sent out by the Commissioner is Form No. 3-470, requiring the 
affidavit of the widow to ‘‘show whether her asian served in 
the military or naval service of the United States prior to the al- 
leged muster, and after the date of his alleged discharge; and if 
he did that the names of all organizations in which he served, and 
the period of such service, should be stated in the affidavit.” 

( yf course, not one widow in a hundred can properly make such 
an affidavit as that, showing all the military organizations in which 
her husband ever served before the alleged muster and after the 
alleged discharge; yet the widow applying for a pension is re- 
quired to specify all the organizations in which her husband 
served and the periods of his service. 

After she has managed to satisfy the Bureau on this point, they 
bring on another general letter, Form No. 3-479, which reads as 
follows: 


It should be shown by competent evidence whether the claimant or soldier 
had been previously married. If so, the death or divorce of the former wife 
or husband should be proved by a verified copy of the public record, or other 
competent evidence. 


Then comes a fourth requirement which applies in certain 
cases, as in the case which I read to the House a while ago—the 
case of Selena Brewer, widow of Daniel Brewer, Company E, Third 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry; number of claim, 590184. She was 
required to prove “ by the affidavits of two credible and disinter- 
ested witnesses, who are able to speak from personal knowledge, 
by reason of continuous acquaintanceship with the soldier back 
to 1889, when he was 20 years of age, and with you (the widow) 
back to 1832, when you were 16 years of age, as to whether he or 
you were ever married prior to your i with each other; 
whether you or he were ever divorced from each other during the 
period from your marriage to the soldier's death.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, that good woman, who lives in my county of 
Knox, and whose post-office address is Campbell, Knox County, 
Tenn., is obliged to hunt up witnesses who have known her con- 
tinuously for the period of sixty-three years. Here is a woman 80 
years of age, who is required to show by witnesses who have 
known her for sixty-three years “continuously ” (that is the lan- 
guage of the requirement), and are ‘‘ able to speak from personal 
knowledge by reason of continuous acquaintanceship” with her 
since 1832, that neither she nor the soldier who was her husband 
was ever married prior to their marriage to each other! 

These are some of the impediments which are placed in the way 
of the widows of our gallant heroes to prevent their obtaining pen- 
sions. Now, after all this has been done here comes another 
general letter—Form 3-507. Why, actually there are not figures 
enough to enable the Pension Office to number their forms, and 
they have to go by a sort of reduplicating process! A poor widow 
writes on to the Department in terms something like these: 


I have made all my proof; I have furnished everything that the Bureau of 
Pensions has required of me, and when, in God's name, is my pension coming? 
fam having a hard time. My husband had a hard time to su port me and 
our children while he was living, and now he is dead—he has m dead for 
three or four or five years, and I_ and my fatherless children are starving. 
Tn God's name, shall we be forced to go to the county poorhouse? Let me 
ow, = - mumissioner, what is to be done and why my claim has not been 
adjudicated, 

And what is the answer she gets? He sends back Form 8-507, 
as follows: 


Your claim, madam, awaits replies to letters of inq addressed by this 
Devens x part ios supposed to have personal knowledge of facts touching the 
merits o 10 Claim, 


[Laughter.) 
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How long does the Department wait for answers to these letters? 
It waits one, two, and three years. I have evidence in my posse 
sion showing that in some cases it has waited many, many months 
for answers to letters of inquiry addressed to these persons ‘ sup 
posed to have personal knowledge of facts.” Now, who are the: 
parties that have been written to by the Commissioner? Ofte,- 
times personal enemies of the applicant for a pension; in a majo. 
ity.of cases political enemies—envious-hearted people, who wou! 
rejoice to see the widow and her children or the old soldier cart 
to the poorhouse. And how are the names of these parties « 
tained? By secret and confidential letters written by the Bur 
of Pensions to the postmasters of the country, saying, in substanc 
that if they know of any suspicions, any rumors, any hearsay 
ports affecting the character of the claimant’s witnesses and wil] 
write to the Bureau of Pensions about the matter, their commun 
cations will be treated as confidential. These are some of the 
ordeals these widows of soldiers have to go through in order to 
obtain pensions. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the policy of the pension laws? The 
policy of the pension laws is that the prosecution of a claim s]) 
be so plain and easy—that the road to the Pension Bureau shall | 
made so smooth—that any ordinary person can prosecute his c] 
without the assistance of an agent. And the law so declar 
requiring the Bureau of Pensions to furnish the claimant with «| 
the necessary forms and blanks. That is the policy of the law 

Now, what is the policy of the Bureau of Pensions? The poli 
of the Bureau of Pensions is to make the prosecution of a claim so 
difficult that not even a claim agent can understand how to pr 
cute one in accordance with the rules of procedure adopted by | 
Commissioner of Pensions. Thatis the difference between the two 
policies. The sep! of the law is humane, is charitable, is pati 
otic; whereas the policy of the Bureav of Pensions is tyrannical 
and demoniac. ranghier and arriause.] I say hereinmypla 
that I do not believe the Commissioner of Pensions himself, if he 
were to assume the disguise of John Smith, could possibly get a 
pension claim through the Bureau of Pensions to save his life. 
| Laughter. | 

Now let us see how easy they have made it for a claimant to 
prosecute his own claim. Let me read you Order No. 229. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BURHAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1 
[Order No. 229.] 


In the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements affecting the particular case and not merely formal must be writ- 
ten, or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness and from 
his oral declarations then made to the person who then reduces the testimony 
to writ or then prepares the same to betypewritten. And such testimony 
must embody a statement by the witness that such testimony was all writ 
ten or pre for typewriting (as the case may be) in his presence and 
only from oral statements then made, stating also the time, place, and 
»erson, when, where, and to whom he made such oral statements, and that 
in making the same he did not use and was not aided or prompted by any 
written or printed statement or recital prepared or dictated by any ot! 
person, and not attached as an exhibit to his testimony. 

Any needless delay in the preparation of such testimony after such oral 
statement by the witness, or in forwarding the same to this Bureau, and 
any material alteration or erasure, will be cause for rejecting such testimony 

WM. LOCHREN, Commissionei 


Approved: 

HoKe Smita, Secretary. 

Under that circular it is almost impossible for anybody but a 
shrewd lawyer to prepare an affidavit in a pension case that will 
pass muster in the Bureau of Pensions. Wagonloads of affidavits 
are received at the Pension Bureau every day, and cartloads 
a —_— are rejected because they do not comply with Order 

0. 229. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after all this has been done, after pension- 
ers have gone through all this trouble, is that the end of i 
When the soldier or the soldier’s widow thinks, ‘‘ Now surely my 
yension will be allowed”—when the applicant writes to the 

ureau to.find out what is the condition of the case, what news 
is received in reply? The Commissioner writes: 

It has been deemed necessary to refer the case to a special examiner, who 
will notify you of the time and place of his examination. 


gan. 
ho are those special examiners? They are clerks detailed 
from the Pension Bureau to go out into the country to examine 
claims; and while no particular commission is given them for that 
ppem, yet human nature is so constructed that as soon as a mail 
omes & pension examiner he considers he is doing good service 
to keep as many claims from being allowed as he can. He be- 
comes a prosecutor of every claimant and oftentimes the perse- 
cutor of every claimant, and thinks he is doing good work if he 
prevents a claim from being allowed. If he succeeds in doing 
this, he glorifies himself, rejoices and exults. [Laughter.] If he 
manages to keep a r widow or an old soldier from getting his 
claim, he rejoices with great joy; but if heiscompelled, as he some- 
times is, to report in favor of a claim, he apologizes for it to the 
Bureau and halfway promises that if he is pardoned that time he 
will try and not do so again. [Laughter. | 
This is the class of le who are sent out to investigate the 
pension claims and— save the mark!—the Pension Commis- 
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sioner says he sends them out ‘‘to aid the claimants in perfecting 
th jr claims!” And so it is; the policy of the Pension Office is 
delay, delay, delay. 

To-morrow, and to-morrow, and to-morrow, 

To the last syllable of recorded time. 


And the pensioner must wait patiently, and starve or perhaps | 


die, before his claim is allowed. And after a pension has been 
granted, after the claimant has gone through the fiery furnace and 
escaped from the den of lions, so uncertain are the pensioner’s 
rights that the Commissioner or any of his deputies can any day 
stop the pension and brand the pensioner as a fraud and a cheat. 
I hope there is no secret policy in these delays. 

Now, sir, I was out in the Rocky Mountains several years ago, 
and I heard something there which may be of some use to the 
members of this House; and that is, that the regular soldiers out 
there do not want any of the Indians killed. They will chase an 
Indian for a thousand miles to capture him, and bring him back 
to the reservation; but they do not want to killhim. Why? Be- 
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a great nation? A man lives a few years and then passes away, 
and is gone and forgotten, but a great nation lives forever. 

Do not let us flatter ourselves that we are going to have no more 
wars. How old are we asa nation? Only a little over a hundred 
years, And how many wars have we had? Thewar of the Revo- 
lution, the war of 1812, the war of 1846-1848 with Mexico, and the 
great rebellion from 1861 to 1865. Now, more than thirty vears 
have passed by without any war. Never before in the history of 
the United States have we had so long a period without a war as 
the period between 1865 and 1896. Wars are bound to come, and 
when the next war comes—we know not how soon nor from what 
quarter; when the flag is run tothe top of the pole, and the drum is 
beaten and the bugle blows; when the President issues his procla- 
mation calling upon the sons of freedom to rally to the defense of 
their country’s cause, what then: 

Why, the sons of these old soldiers and the sons of their widows 





~ 


| will spring up as from the ground, 6,000,000 strong, ready to bare 


cause when the Indians are all killed there will not be so much use 


for the Regular Army and its officers. ; 
that no such spirit as that prevails in the Bureau of Pensions to 
cause this needless and vexatious delay in the granting of pen- 


[Laughter.] Now, [hope | 


sions. I hope that this spirit does not prevail there, and that the | 


reason they do not allow pensions more rapidly is not the fear 


that when the claims are all allowed there will be no more work | 


for the clerks and the examiners and other officials. I repeat, I 
hope that is not the spirit prompting the officials in the Pension 
Bureau, to so delay the decision of claims as to keep work for 
the clerks, messengers, examiners, Commissioner, and the deputy 
commissioners for the next one hundred and fifty years, they 
knowing that after these claims are all allowed there will be no 
more work in the Bureau for them to do and that Othello’s oc- 


prompts all these delays and all this denial of justice. 


their breast to any foe in defence of their country’s rights, re- 
membering that if they fall their widows will be cared for; if they 
are wounded or diseased they will be cared for, and that what 
they lay upon the altar of their country, their country will gen- 
erously reward them for. [Applause.] On the other hand, sup- 
pose the country fails to take care of her old soldiers and of the 
old soldiers’ widows, and then war comes in the land, what will 
they say? They will say, ‘I can not afford to risk my life for a 
country which, when her life has been saved, and my health is 
gone, will not care for me, or should I rest under the lof the 
battlefield will not care for my widow or my orphan children.” 

So, Mr. Chairman, this pension legislation is a patriotic policy. 
It is big wisdom, it is grand statesmanship, it is lofty justice, 
and I hope never to live to see the day when my country fails to 


2 ali | take good care of all old soldiers and all their widows and chil- 
cupation will be gone. I repeat, I hope that is not the spirit that | 


There is aclass of people who find fault with the widow pension- | 
ers and the old soldiers, and would like to see all the pensioners | 


dead. They are in their way, and whenever a pensioner dies they 
rejoice. They are ready to sing a song like that sung on one oc- 
casion by a lot of men who belonged to a society of undertakers. 
They had an undertakers’ banquet, in which it was agreed that the 
best act of aman was to die. An undertaker does not havemuch 
use for a living man, but he has great respect for a dead one. 
mg er Some one at this banquet got up and sung the In- 
dian plague song, with a glass in his hand, and the others with 
glasses in their hands: 
So stand to your glasses steady; 
*Tis here the revival lies; 
A cup to the dead already— 
Hurrah for the next that dies! 

[Laughter. ] 

So, the enemies of our pensioners seem ever ready to rejoice 
when a pensioner dies. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I maintain that pension legisla- 
tion has many grand features to commend it generally to the good 
opinion, not only of the American people, but to allmankind. In 
the first instance, the one hundred and forty millions of money ex- 
pended in pension payments in this country is no burden on the 
people. It comes mainly out of the pockets of the rich and those 
who consume the luxuries of life, and goes largely into the pock- 
ets of the poor. It remains in the country, circulating freely 
every where, and it has tended more than anything else in this coun- 
try to lessen and soften the hardness of the times through which 
we have been going as a result of a Democratic Administration. 
In the next place, it isa payment of a lawful debt—an honest 
obligation, 

There may be some old soldiers present who remember that in 
May, 1865, when Grant’s army and Sherman’s army were march- 
ing up Pennsylvania avenue in this city, those war-scarred he- 
roes, those veterans of a thousand battles, those saviors of the 
Union, those preservers of the grandest nation that God has ever 

vermitted to live in all the annals of time—as they marched up 
ennsylvania avenue with martial tread, and a hundred military 
bands thrilling the hearts of all, every tree blossoming with the 
Stars and Stripes, every window filled with the faces of beautiful 
women and gayly clad girls, and the sidewalks thronged with 
thousands and tens of thousands of patriotic men—as these old 
soldiers marched up the avenue there was seen placarded in front 
of this Capitol in enormous letters these words: ‘‘ The only debt 
this Union can not pay is the debt it owes to the Federal soldiers.” 
[Applause. } 

Er a man had saved my life ten or twenty years ago? 
Could I afford to allow that man to suffer for the necessaries of 
life, even though he had not been injured a particle in his struggle 
to save my life. On the other hand, if he had lost his life or been 
injured, and I were to refuse to come to the rescue of his family 
in the day of their distress, 1 would be branded by all right-think- 
ing people as a mean-spirited man, whose life was not worth the 
saving. Well, if it would be right and proper for an individual 
to reward a person who had saved his life, how much more so in 


dren. [Applause]. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLattT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to 
extend the time for making an assessment of real estate in the 
District of Columbia 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Miami; and 

A bill (S. 43) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore grante for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, ana for 
other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof.” 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HopKrss in the 
chair. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of 
this question I had hoped to remain a listener only; but some re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HEMENWay] in 
my opinion make it necessary that I should say a word on behalf 
of the people of my State. The gentleman in his remarks said, 
‘*We will elect a Republican President and will place at the head 


of the Interior Department a man who does not come from the 
South, whose sympathies must be against the soldier, but some 
one who will fairly sanction and approve of the pension laws of 


the United States.” 

As a representative from a district of the State of Virginia, as 
the only Republican representative of that State, as a Confeder- 
ate soldier who followed the fortunes of the Confederacy from 
Manassas to Appomattox, I rise to say that the gentleman mis- 
apprehends the sentiments of my people and the sentiments of the 
Southern soldier. [Applause.] 

I rise to say that in my district and in my State there is no 
sentiment, no feeling against the Government paying pensions to 
the Federal soldiers, to their widows, and to their orphans 

Mr, HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit mie? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. My remark was, ‘‘no gentleman from the 
South whose sympathies are against the Union soldier.” 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. lam glad to accept the correction 
of the gentleman. I want to say that with few exceptions, and 
those exceptions men who have no influence in my State or sec- 
tion, there is not a sentiment against paying pensions to the 
Federal soldiers. [Applause.] I come tospeak here for the Con- 
federate soldier, and | speak the truth when I say every Confed- 
erate soldier not only approves, but sanctions from the bottom of 
his heart the policy which would reward and keep from want 
and from suffering the men who fought for the Union in the war. 
[Applause. ] 





, 
i 


u 


fi 





676 


I want to say here to the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. HEMEN- 
Way] that there is a loyalty to the flag of this Union in the South 
to-day which can not be appreciated or understood by gentlemen 
who have not mingled with our people and who do not under- 
stand their sentiments and appreciate their principles upon this 

uestion. 
” Mr. Chairman, this is all I desire to say. I wish to put myself 
upon record in behalf of my people, and to say to the gentleman 
that you may well trust the fortunes and pensions of the Federal 
soldiers to the old soldiers of the South and to the people of Vir- 
ginia. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the time of the 
committee but a few minutes, especially to speak on the amend- 
ment submitted by my colleague from Tinois {Mr. GRAFF]. Be- 
fore doing so, however, I wish to make a few remarks on the 
matter of pensions generally. There are two theories upon which 
pensions are based, as recognized by the best writers upon that 
subject. One grants pensions by the Government for wounds 
received or disease contracted while in line of duty. These have 
always been recognized as debts, and just debts, which our Gov- 
ernment has recognized as binding by the act of July 14, 1862, 
which provided that these pensions should be paid. Every Union 
soldier who enlisted after that time, or who was in the service at 
that time and reenlisted as a veteran, had, at least, the right to 
regard the law providing the pension in the same light as the law 
that gave him his pay and his clothing. In the one case he got 
his pay by provision of law, in the other he received his pension 
by provision of law; and there was the same duty upon the part 
of the Government to discharge the one obligation as there was 
the other, and there was the same right of the recipient to receive 
one as the other. 

The soldier who served was entitled to his pay; the soldier who 
was disubled in the service was entitled to his pension. There is 
another theory upon which pensions are granted—that is, upon 
distinguished services. These have been regarded by the best 
writers upon that subject as gratuities. A citizen is bound to 
render the best service that he can to his country in whatever 
capacity he may serve, whether in civil or military life, and the 
Government owes him nothing for bringing to the discharge of 
those duties the best efforts of his life. ow let us come to the 
act of June 27, 1890. I will concede for the purpose of this argu- 
ment that that act taken by itself was a gratuity. It was not 
based upon wounds received or disease contracted in line of duty. 
But in order to fairly construe that act of June 27, 1890, we ought 
to consider a little antecedent history. Before that time many of 
the survivors of the late war who were unable to obtain a pension 
under the general laws had become enfeebled by age and disease. 

Some of them were in poorhouses and almshouses throughout 
the land. Some of them were getting along as best they could 
through the charity of their friends. It became the policy of the 
Government, and that policy was crystallized in the act of June 
27, 1890, that the old soldier who was so feeble or disabled by dis- 
ease as to incapacitate him for manual labor, not the result of his 
own vicious habits, should, to the extent of $12 a month, be pen- 
sioned; that he should not be subjected in his poverty, weakness, 
and old age to rely upon the charity of the municipality in which 
he lived; that no charity need necessarily come to him from a 
municipality — that had no a with him or the cause 
for which he fought. Tothe extent of $12 a month it became the 
policy of the Government that he could look for a support to that 
Government whose uniform he had worn, whose arms he had car- 
ried, and whose flag he had followed, and for whose safety he had 
risked his life. It was the voice of the people as expressed through 
their representatives upon a ve of policy; it was —_ The 
voice of the people in a republic upon a question of policy is the 
voice of God. It then became as much the duty of the Govern- 
ment to fairly construe the act of 1890 as the act of 1862; and there 
is no difference in principle between pensions under the two acts. 

It is said by the genileman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] 
that pensions are a gratuity, and that the Government is only 
under a moral obligation to pay them, and not under any legal 
obligation. Assume that to $e tres, the moral duty and obliga- 
tion upon the part of the Government is the same as the legal 
duty and obligation would be if it were a citizen from whom the 
duty or obligation was due on the same facts. It is the duty of 
the Government to make its moral obligations its legal obliga- 
tions. Strictly speaking, in time of war there is no vested right 
between the Government and its subjects. Strictly speaking, the 
Government, for its preservation and safety, may invoke the serv- 
ice of allits ablebodied citizens. It may take their property. It 
may pay them for it or it may withhold that pay if it sees fit. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson], who spoke a few 
days ago, called attention to the fact that there were loyal people 
in Tennessee who had furnished provisions to our Army during 
several months, and although thirty years had passed away the 
Government had not yet seen fit to pay them, and all the remedy 
it had given was to refer them to the Court of Claims. Even after 
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a favorable judgment there the Congress might defeat it by re- 
fusing to appropriate money for its payment. 

Now, these amendments that have been suggested by the com- 
mitteeareright. Takethe first. Weare making anappropriation 
for pensions, #4 ought we not to be allowed to determine under 
what conditions and how it shall be used? Yet, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not, however, rely upon either of these as giving very much 
relief to the old soldier. The difficulty is not so much in the law 
as it now exists as in the construction of the law by the Depart- 
ment. After we have adopted this bill with the amendments sug- 
gested by the committee, an unfriendly Commissioner and an un- 
friendly Secretary of the Interior may nullify all we do here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will my colleague allow me an interruption? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me it may be considered somewhat 
encouraging that only one gentleman on the other side has risen 
to defend the Bureau. 

Mr. WOOD. On the question of any defect or any informality 
in the a cree upon which a pension shall hereafter be allowed, 
the gentleman from Tennessee has suggested a way that can very 
easily dispose of any relief that could be had under this first amend- 
ment. All that is necessary is for the Commissioner to write a 
few letters of inquiry to persons who are supposed to have some 
knowledge of the merits of the case and not to receive any answer 
to the letters. That could be easily done, if the parties inquired 
of were judiciously selected, and the application thus stayed until 
after this appropriation has expired. 

The same is true with regard to that part which refers to the 
widow. There is only one method that has been suggested by this 
bill, so far, that will give much relief to the old soldier. That is 
by incorporating in it the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. GrarF. And whyshould wenot doit? Weare 
appropriating themoney. Why should we not say who shall have 
that money? We merely say that those now on the pension rolls 
shall have it; but why should we not say that those who are in 
danger of being cut off by the action of the Pension Bureau shall 
not be excluded from its benefits? 

It is the people’s money. We appropriate it. Ought we not to 
impose the conditions upon which it shall be distributed? The 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
GraFF], if adopted, would probably give some relief. All the 
other provisions proposed are subject to unfriendly construction 
at the hands of an unfriendly Commissioner of Pensions. I was 
much interested in the Circular No. 229, read here by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Grsson]. Ihave great respect for 
the legal ability of the gentleman from New York, who addressed 
this House yesterday. I have a high appreciation of the great 
sacrifice he made in quitting a very lucrative practice and coming 
here to make points of order against old soldiers. Yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not believe that he, or any other man on this floor, is 
good enough lawyer to prepare the evidence in a pension case 
under Order 229 and be certain that it will not berejected for some 
defect or informality. 

It is required that the evidence shall be written by the witness 
or dictated by him and reduced to writing or typewriting, and shall 
be furnished without any needless delay, either in doing the work 
or in forwarding it to the Bureau, and that any such delay shall be 
cause sufficient for its rejection. Whodetermines what is ‘‘ need- 
less delay”? That question is determined by those who administer 
the laws, and I must say that, with a hostile Commissioner mak- 
ing the decision an old soldier would not have much more chance 
of getting a pension than a negro voter would have of getting a 
vote when he gave an interpretation of the provision of a State 
constitution to the satisfaction of an election officer in Mississippi 
or South Carolina. [Laughter.] After all, the best remedy to 
reach these evils, so far as this bill is concerned, is to aot the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, and God 
knows whether even that would do the work or not. Some Bowler 
might arise and make a point of order on that. [Laughter.] 
Possibly it might be ‘“‘held up.” It might be ‘‘ decided” that the 
bounty of the Government, through its chosen representatives, 
should not be extended to the man who went out to defend his 
country in its hour of peril any more than it should be extended 
to the misguided and unsophisticated Louisiana sugar planters, 
who went out seeking “tariff reform” and came back shorn. I 
hope the amendment may prevail. [Laughter. Applause on the 
Republican ob é 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, the people of my dis- 
trict are deeply interested in the bill under consideration, as well 
as the amendments proposed thereto. They are a loyal, patriotic 
people, who believe in pensions, not only in pensions, but in lib- 
eral pensions, to the old soldier of the late war, their widows and 
orphans, and there is no divided sentiment on that subject. 

ere does not seem to be any objection on the _ of any gen- 
tleman on this floor to the bill now under consideration. There 
is, however, some objection to the provisos in the bill as well as 
to some of the amendments proposed. Now, I am inclined to be- 
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lieve that these provisos were inserted with the idea that, like the 
revenue bill the other day, it was to operate only tempo- 
rarily; in other words, until the Democratic party ceases to con- 
trol ihe nation. The committee, I apprehend, did not suppose for 
a moment that by inserting this proviso they could compel the 
Bureau of Pensions to correct the wrongs inflicted upon the old sol- 
diers of this country, and I regret that the committee felt the 
necessity of adding these provisos. The language of these provisos 
is as follows, to wit: s : 
j seal year 1897, in expending this appropriation, whenever a 
Pay | tne jon winer the act of Jung 27, 1890, has Sean, or shall hereafter 
} oa jected, suspended, or dismissed because of any defect or informality in 
the a ; lication and a new application shall have been, or shall hereafter be, 
filed nnd a pension has been, or shall hereafter be, allowed in such claim, 
ch pension shall date from the time of filing the first application, ye 
vided the evidence in the case shall show the disability to have existed, or 
to exist at the time of filing such first application, anything in any law or 
ruling of the Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 

During the fiscal year 1897, in expending this appropriation, it shall not be 
necessary for a widow, in establishing her claim to a pension under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to prove that she is without other means of 
su »port than her daily labor: Provided, That before she shall be entitled to 
a  ension under the provisions of said law she shall prove that her net in- 


come does not exceed $500 per annum. 

There is much reason for attaching these provisos to this appro- 
priation bill, and I apprehend that we shall have little difficulty in 
ascertaining what motive prompted the committee in this respect. 
The reason is manifest to the most casual observer. It isthe nar- 
row and unpatriotic construction placed upon the pension laws of 
this country by the Pension Bureau. It is the extraordinary re- 
quirements demanded of the pensioner that induced the commit- 
tee to attempt to relax some of these technical and complex rules 
established by the Bureau. 

I want to invite attention for a few moments to some of the ex- 
traordinary rules and presumptions now prevailing in the Pension 
Bureau. I say ‘“‘extraordinary” because I apprehend that in no 
other ‘ribanal on the face of the earth are such rules and pre- 
sumptions to be found. I shall ask attention first to some of the 
presumptions indulged in by this Bureau in passing upon the ques- 
tion whether or not an ns pane is entitled to pension. First 
and foremost, it is presumed by this Bureau that the man who en- 
listed in the service of his country in the prime and vigor of his 
youth, after having been examined is A physician and surgeon 
appointed by the Government of the United States to determine 
whether or not he was sound and fit for service, and after his three 
or four years of service, enduring all the hardship incident to a 
soldier’s life, the Pension Bureau presumes that that man, at the 
time he entered the service of the Government, was unsound, dis- 
eased, and wholly unfit for military duty, and he is required to 
prove the contrary. That is the first presumption indulged in by 
the Bureau. 

The next presumption indulged in by this Bureau, to which I 
ask attention,is this: After the soldier has enlisted, served his 
three years, and undergone all the hardships incident toa soldier’s 
life on the battlefield and on the march, sleeping upon the cold 





ground, exposed to the burning sun of summer and the storms of | 


winter, frequently without food, many times without sufficient 
clothing, after all this the presumption of the Bureau is that when 


the soldier was mustered out of the service he was absolutely | 


sound in body and free from disease! I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
that that presumption is indulged in by the Pension Bureau be- 
cause every soldier who = for a pension is required to prove 
that at the time of his discharge he was in fact suffering from 
disease, wounds, or injuries to entitle him to a pension. 

T invite attention now to another presumption indulged in by 
the Bureau—that is, when the soldier makes his oe for a 
pension the presumption is that he is unworthy of belief; and he 
1s required to — his application by the testimony of at least 
two of his neighbors. Not only that, but the character of these 
neighbors for truth and veracity is inquired into usually by the 
Bureau before it will accept their testimony. 

Now, there is another presumption indulged in by the Bureau— 
every witness ifying in behalf of an old soldier is presumed 
to be unworthy of belief. The officer before whom his testimony 
is taken is required to certify that the witness is entitled to fuil 
faith and credit, that he is honest and truthful. Not only that, 
but the officer is required to write that statement in his own hand- 
writing. It is provided that the ordinary method resorted to— 
typewriting—shall not be resorted to in this particular case, but 
the officer must write the statement with his own hand, certify- 
ing to the honesty and integrity of the witness. 

t would seem, Mr. Chairman, that this precaution ought to be 
sufficient; yet, after this testimony has gone in, secret letters of 
inquiry are sent out and investigations made to determine whether 
or not the Bureau can rely upon the statements of the witnesses. 

In the next place, boards of examining surgeons are presumed 
to be either incompetent or unreliable, because the power to de- 
termine the rate of the pension to be awarded is withdrawn from 
such board. I submit that a board of examiners, authorized and 
empowered by the Government to examine the soldier, having 
the soldier before them and able to look into his face, to examine 
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his wounds and injuries, is better qualified to determine the char- 
acter of the disease and the rate of pension which should be 
awarded the soldier than any board of review to whom the claim 
may be referred. And yet that power is taken away. 

What is the next presumption indulged in? Im case the old 
soldier dies—his claim perhaps pending for years—and his good 
wife makes application for a pension, then what is the presump- 
tion? The presumption is that the soldier whose widow makes 
this application hed at the time of his marriage at least one living 
wife, if not more, from whom he had never been divorced: and 
the widow is required to prove the negative proposition, that such 
was not the case. Nay, more; the presumption of the Bureau is 
that the wife herself prior to her marriage with the soldier had 
at least one living husband, if not more, from whom she had never 
been divorced; and she is required to rebut the presumption in- 
dulged in by that Department by competent proof. 

These are not mere idle statements. They are statements of 
facts which have come within my observation and experience in 
looking after pension claims. 

Again, when an application is made on behalf of the children 
of a deceased soldier, the presumption indulged in by this Bureau 
is that these children are illegitimate,and the mother or their 
guardian is called upon to establish the fact of their legitimacy 
by showing not only the marriage of their parents in due form 
but that neither had a former husband or wife living from whom 
he or she had not been divorced. 

I may be permitted to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is one class 
of individuals against whom these presumptions may not rest. 
There is one class of men who have the presumption running en- 
tirely in their favor,and in whom the Bureau seems to have the 
utmost confidence; and that class is the Democratic postmasters 
throughout the country. 

Herethe hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLUE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. ILIassure the committee that I will not 
occupy very much more time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I say the only presumption which seems 
to be worthy of adoption by this Administration is that the Demo- 
cratic postmasters throughout the country are reliable and abso- 
lutely truthful; that the Department may rely upon their unsworn 
statements in all these cases; no improper presumption can run 
against them while this Administration lasts. 

Now, sir, before proceeding further with my remarks I would 
like to read from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions a 
passage which is found on pages 11 and 12; and I commend to this 
committee the patriotic statements of the Commissioner therein 
expressed. 

PATRIOTISM AND PENSIONS. 

Every citizen owes to his country the duty of defending its chosen govern- 
ment, when endangered, against all foes, at the peril and,if need be, at the 
sacrifice of his life. Whoever does this freely and promptly, as soon as the 
occasion arises, does patriotically what his duty requires. Such men deserve 
their country’s gratitude, and a grateful people, admiring their courage and 
devotion and thankful for the preservation of their country and its chosen 
institutions, will not allow such soldiers to suffer for the sacrifices they have 
made without such reasonable relief as can, under the circumstances, be 
given. This is the basis for pensions, and the only rational justification for 
expending the revenues of the Government, which are drawn from and be- 
long to the public, in the way of pensions to soldiers. In this country such 
pensions are granted liberally, cheerfully, gladly, and with the consent and 
approbation of everybody, to all of the class of soldiers referred to who have 
been wounded or otherwise disabled in the service, or who have from any 
cause, save their own vice, become disabled from earning a support 

Now, I want to call attention to a few cases that have come 
under my observation, and I apprehend that other members have 
been confronted with similar experiences. I do this for the pur- 
pose of showing that the Department does not practice what it 

reaches, and that in many instances, under the intricate rules 
devised by the ingenuity of this Bureau, it is rendered utterly and 
absolutely impossible for a worthy claimant, in many instances, 
to obtain a pension, however just the claim may be. 

I wish to call attention to the proofs required in a particular 
case—a case now under consideration by the Bureau. I do this 
for the purpose simply of showing that these intricate rules, these 
uncalled-for demands—these unpatriotic requirements, as they 
seem to me—are calculated to deter, to drive away from the Pen- 
sion Buréau hundreds and thousands of worthy claimants. I re- 
ceived a communication from this lady humbly requesting me to 
look into her claim and see why it had not been allowed. Two 
years the claim had been sleeping in the Department without a 
word to gladden her heart, al she wished me to ascertain what 
had taken place in reference to it. I made a request at the De- 
partment and in due time received the information, which I for- 
warded to her. What do you suppose was still required after all 
the proofs she had offered? I will state the requirements, not in 
the exact language of the demand, but I will give the substance. 
She was required— 


First. To show by two members of the soldier’s company, officers or enlisted 
men having knowledge of the fact, when, where, and under what circum- 
stances the disease of the lungs was contracted by the soldier. 
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Suppose, Mr. Chairman, fora moment, if you will, that this re- 
quirement was made of any man under the circumstances in refer- 
ence to any case. Let us stop for a moment and analyze this 
requirement. The widow is required to show, by the comrades 
who served with her husband, when, where, the time and place, 
where the disease of the lungs was contracted. Let me suggest to 
you the difficulty of making this proof, whether he contracted this 
disease on the march with Sherman to the sea, or whether in the 
swamps of Alabama or Mississippi, wading some swamp, sleeping 
on the cold ground from day to iam and month to month. 

I submit in all fairness he could notremember or prove in many 
instances the time and place or circumstances under which he con- 
tracted the disease. There was no icular time, no particular 
place; it was the culmination of the hardship, the privations, he 
endured through a seriesof years. Nevertheless, his widow is re- 
quired to give a specific account of the place, time, and manner 
in which the disease was contracted. She must establish the 
identical time and place where his lungs became affected. Hun- 
dreds, yes aeaanante of men whose lungs became diseased during 
that terrible struggle are to-day unable to point to the time and 
place where the disease was contracted or the circumstances sur- 
rounding the same. Why? Because they contracted cold here 
or there; they slept in the rain or snow at one time, waded a 
cold stream on a wintry =~ at another, marched through rain 
and storms on another, fought a great battle on another. They 
were exposed to hardships at all times during their entire service, 
and the combination of allthese hardshipsand sufferings resulted 
in diseased lungs; but it would be impossible for them to point 
out the place where or time when it actually took place. One 
thing is certain, and that alone should be sufficient, all that a 
yatriotic people demand: It was contracted in. the service of the 

Jnited States, and in the line of duty. 

But what was the next demand of the Department? 

Second. The claimant should show by the testimony of the surgeon, assist- 
ant surgeon, or hospital steward of the soldier’s regiment when and where 
the soldier was treated for disease of the lungs. 

Thirty years have rolled by, and yet this woman is supposed to 
be able to hunt up the surgeon, the assistant surgeon, or the hos- 
pital steward and secure the testimony of some one of them as to 
where this man, her husband, was treated for the disease of which 
he died. I want to say to you, Mr. Chairman, that hundreds, yea 
thousands, of men contracted diseased lungs during the war who 
were never treated in any hospital during their service, but who, 
without a murmur, firm and remained in the field until the 
last gun was fired. 

Third. The claimant should show by medical testimony the 
dition of the soldier at the time of his discharge from the se 
that time to October, 1876. 

That is, Mr. Chairman, she is r 
timony this condition of things. 
the testimony of his friends, the testimony of those who knew 
him, who were in daily contact with him, is not sufficient. It 
must be the medical testimony, whether the soldier was ever 
treated by a physician during that time or not, and none other 
will be received until it is shown that medical testimony can not 
be obtained. 

Fourth. The claimant should show by some one having personal menerintee 
eo 


of the facts whether the soldier served in the military or naval service o 
United States ae to August 9, 1862; and if so, give each organization in 


which he serve 
competent evidence whether or not the claim- 
married prior i 


Fifth. It must be shown 
ant or soldier had been pre y to the time of his marriage 


with the claimant. 

That must be shown by competent testimony in order to rebut 
the presumption I suggested in the first place. 

Sixth. If either the soldier or the claimant were married prior to their 
marriage with each other, the death or divorce from such former wife or 
husband must be shown by competent testimony. 

I have in mind a similar case in which the claimant is abso- 
lutely unable to comply with the rulesof the Department relating 
tothe proof of marriage, where every neighbor is as well satis- 
fied of the truth of the proposition as they can be of any fact they 
did not witness with their own eyes or hear with their own ears. 
. Mr. PICKLER. May I interrupt the gentleman for a sugges- 

jon? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. I expect to bring in a case on some other dis- 
cussion where the Pension Office actvally set aside the findings of 
a court in a suit in a divorce case and declared that it was im- 


pro — —_- 
r. KIRKPATRICK. I should not be surprised at any ruling 
or order that might be suggested. 

As I was stating, in the case I had in my mind the wife of 2 
soldier died while they were removing from the State of Texas to 
the State of Kansas. He subsequently married in the Stateof Kan- 
sas, andin eight or ten years thereafter died. His widow havi 
made —— for a pension was called upon to prove the dea 
of the first wife, and learned that butone human being aside from 


hysical con- 
ce and from 


uired to show by medical tes- 


e testimony of his neighbors, | 





the deceased husband was present at his camp at the time of her 
death; and that such witness had departed somewhere, the Lord 
only knows where, and that woman to-day is in her poverty, with 
no hope unless these arbitrary rules can be abolished and cominon- 
senserulessubstituted therefor,and, Mr.Chairman, I apprehend be- 
fore the adjournment some relief will be obtained, and I express the 
hope that any widow making application for a pension will be 
permitted to establish her marriage by proving the fact that at 
the time of the death of the soldier she and the soldier were living 
and cohabiting as man and wife and were recognized as such in 
the neighborhood in which they lived. 

Seventh. It must be shown by the testimony of two witnesses that the 
widow has not since the death of her husband remarried. 

—— It must be shown by competent testimony that the claimant was 
not divorced from the soldier. 

You see, they are hedging and guarding this matter in every 
particular. So afraid are they that the woman with whom the 
soldier lived all of his years, the mother of his children, is not the 
lawful wife of the soldier, that she is required not only to prove 
the marriage but must do so by record evidence if it can possibly 
be obtained. ¥ 

Ninth. It must be shown by competent testimony whether or not the chil- 
dren ¢ for are still living— 

I ———— in this case that the claim has been pending so lone 
that the presumption has arisen in the Pension Office that the 
children are dead, and théy desire additional proof to show that 
they are still alive— 
and if any of them have died, the date of such death must be established by 
competent evidence. 

Now, those are the requirements asked from this poor woman 
down in Kansas, three or four or five printed es stating the 
testimony required. They send that back to her in her lonely 
cabin, and let her look over the demands of this great Govern- 
ment her husband gave his life toserve. Do you wonder that she 
fails to respond, or make the proof? 

Let me call your attention to another case, to my mind more re- 
markable than this. That also came under my observation. The 
testimony required in that case is as follows: 

First. The plaintiff should state under oath when, where, and under what 
circumstances he received the injury to left shoulder complained of. 

Second. He should furnish the testimony of two additional persons, mem- 
bers of his company, showing when, where, and under what circumstances 
he received such injury. 

. The claimant should show by medical testimony if possible whether 
ornot claimant was disabled from the performance of manual labor by reason 
of such injury from April 23, 1895, the date of his application, to August 7, 
1895, the date of his examination. 

In other words, this pensioner made an application on April 23, 
1895, and on the 7th day of August of that year he was examine: 
by the board of examining surgeons. It was determined by the 
board that the soldier was absolutely unable to perform manual! 
labor. Upon this the Bureau called upon him to prove that this 
disability found by the board existed at the time he filed his appli- 
cation and had continued up to the time of such examination. 
He had already testified to this in his application, and his testi- 
mony had been corroborated by two witnesses at least, and now 
the Bureau comes back at him with this proposition: ‘“‘We want 
medical testimony showing that all the time from April 23, when 
you made this application, until August 7 of the same year, when 

rou were examined, you were incapable of performing manual 


bor.” 
There was the examination of the board on the 7th of August, 
which showed his disabili There was his affidavit, in the first 


instance, that he was disabled, corroborated by two witnesses, ani 
yet under the rules of this Bureau he is required to offer medical 
testimony covering that period of time. e thing that alarms 
me most, Mr. Chairman, is that before we can possibly get that 
testimony it will be several weeks at least, and then I fear we 
must submit to another examination to determine if we have not 
recovered since the last examination. Ater the second examina- 
tion, then we will doubtless be required to go back and prove that 
during the time between the first and second examinations we 
were still unable to perform manual labor. These are some of the 
rules and regulations of the Bureau of which these old soldiers 
justly complain. 

Now, I want to call your attention to that remarkable order or 
rule which has been referred to as No. 229, which I suggest is ab- 
solutely uncalled for, ee calculated and designed, in my 
opinion, to hinder and delay the securing of pensions by old sol- 
diers. It reads: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1898. 
[Order No. 229.] 
preparati testimon pport of claims in pension cases, all 
oa affecting’ the ee ae and net seamen tomunel must be 
written,or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness, and from 
his oral pm apne mg made a ——_ — then ga ee — 
tosthnony mast cubody elstetement by the witness thet such testimony was 
qui as pupenall ter & (as the case may be), in his pres 
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ence. and only from his oral statements then made; stating also the time, | bills may be enacted into laws, Iam clearly of the opinion that 
place, and person, when, where, and to whom ——— such — Se but little can be accomplished while an unfriendly Administration 

i that in making the same he did not use, and was not aided or promptet emesin emndk, diataien he Since) alt. takin, Mineionte Teminen No bill 
ns written or printed statement or recital prepared or dictated by any | COU rots and dic ate st 1e policy of the ‘ nslon oureau. NO bu 
pe ae i and not attached as an exhibit to his testimony. can be framed that will compel the issuance of liberal pensions by 
an Administration that does not believe in pensions. 


ri 4 sparation of suc estimony after such oral 
Any needless delay in. the prepovarding the same to this Bureau, and any | @2 Adimini in pension 
ee, ite -ation or erasure, will be cause for rejecting such testimony. : There is but one remedy » ana that remedy will come, In my 
ae WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. judgment, early in November of the year 1896 [applause on the 
Approved: P Kepublican side], when an indignant, patriotic people will rise in 
Hoke Sarre, Secretary. their majesty and power and set their seal of condemnation on the 
Now, I want to submit that there is not one attorney in a hun- party at whose hands they have suffered these w rongs. And, Mr. 
dred, possessing the highest degree of skill, that could prepare an hairman, when that time comes you will see those old soldiers 
affidavit in compliance with that order unless he had the order | from one end of this land to the other, sto yped with age and bowed 
right on his desk before him. Chis rule is not required by any | with disease with their wounds and sears, toget her with their s« ns 
court of justice in the land, and it seems to me that the purpose | and their sons-in-law, standing up in solid phalanx on that No- 
of this rule is only to hinder and delay these old soldiers and their | vember day, and you will hear their shouts and huzzahs as they 
widows in securing their pensions. _ .. | march triumphantly to the ballot bex todrive from place and power 
I want to suggest, although it may not be germane to this dis- | the party that has dealt so unjustly with them. [Laughter and 
cussion, that many amendments or changes should be made to the | applause on the Republican side. | : 
existing pension laws and to the rules of practice in the Depart- That is the remedy. The remedy is not in these bills that we 
ment to obviate as far as possible the wrong and injustice to which | introduce here. Why,gentlemen, turn your eyes toward the east 
these old soldiers are now subject. First, theapplicant for a pen- | to-day and behold the spectacle! In the last Congress that whole 
sion should only be required to state the fact of his disease and | side of this Chamber was not sufficient to contain our Democratic 
disability to the very best of his ability. It is not to be supposed | brethren, and now look in that direction. How and why did this 
or expected that he should go to a physician and be examined in | great change occur? It was brought about by an indignant peo- 
order to technically describe the disease of which he complains. | ple visiting their judgment upon the unpatriotic party that had 
It ought to be sufficient for him to set forth the injury of which | proven itself so incapable of controlling this country and its des- 
he complains in his own language. He may call it heart disease, | tinies. Yes, the Democratic party must again retire for a quarter 
and yet his heart be not affected. He may complain that his lungs | of a century at least, until the people forget its incapacity and 
are affected, and yet the doctor’s decision be to the contrary. He | folly. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
may complain that his spine is affected, and yet the doctor decides Mr. Chairman, if my friend from New York [Mr. BArtLerr} 
that it is his kidneys. So, I say, it should be unnecessary for the | who addressed this body yesterday lived in my district, entertain- 
applicant to specifically give the ailment of which he complains; | ing the sentiments which he has expressed on this floor, he could 
but when the testimony is received the pensioner should be | not be elected as pathmaster in a single road district in all that 
awarded his pension if the testimony shows that he is entitled to | section of country. [Laughter.} We have a patriotic people out 
the pension, notwithstanding the declaration he may have filed | there. More than 6,000 of the old war veterans find homes in 
does not specifically describe the disease. In other words, if he | the district that I have the honor to represent, and not only the 
alleges in his declaration that his spine is affected and the proof | old soldiers but our patriotic people, regardless of party, are in 
develops it is the kidneys, the pension should be allowed to him | favor of pensions, liberal pensions, to the men who saved the coun- 
precisely as though he alleged his kidneys were affected in the | try. They believe in breaking down the barriers that have been 
declaration. That is the common-sense way that should prevail | interposed by this Administration and welcoming these old heroes 
in any court of justice. to the public Treasury they offered their lives to save. They be- 
Again, the soldier should be presumed to have been sound when | lieve in clearing the way, removing barriers, and bidding them 
he entered the service of his country. It is unjust and unpatri- | welcome to their own. Then, and not until then, will a patriotic 
otic to everyman who entered the service of his country to suggest | people feel that justice has been done to the nation’s defenders. 
to him thirty years after he has devoted his time and energy and | | Loud applause. | 
offered his life in defense of his country that he was unsound and Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words on 
diseased when he entered the service, and to require him to prove | the pending pension bill. 
that he was capable of being a soldier. His three years’ record Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, before the gentle- 
upon the battlefield ought to be sufficient to satisfy the most skep- | man from New York proceeds, I will ask him how much time he 
tical upon that subject. [Applause.] The marriage of the sol- | desires. 





dier should be presumed to be valid, and no widow should be| Mr. POOLE. Ten minutes. 
required to offer proof that her marriage to the man with whom Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well. I give notice, Mr. 
she lived was not invalid. Chairman, that as soon as the gentleman from New York shall 


Fourth, the children of the soldier should be presumed to be | have concluded his remarks I will move that the committee rise. 
legitimate, and no proof of the marriage should be required of the Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to give 
mother except that the father and mother were living and cohab- | me five minutes. 
iting in the community in which they lived as man and wife, and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course. Anything that the 


were so recognized by their neighbors. gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] wants, he must have. 
Neither the soldier nor the soldier's widow should be presumed | | Lan —) 
to have had a former wife or husband living at the time they en- Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words in re- 





tered into marriage with each other. The witnessesof thesoldier | ply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Barrett} who en- 
should be presumed to be honest in making their affidavits in at- | tertained us yesterday with a speech, which I looked for in vain in 
tempting to prove up his claim under the law. the Recorp this morning. The honorable gentleman said that he 
It has been suggested that there is an occasional case of fraud. | had favored all the pension legislation of the past up to the de- 
That would naturally arise, regardless of all precautions you may | pendent pension act of 1890; but, claiming to speak for the Demo- 
take. Men will commit crime; and because an attorney in the | crats of New York, and also for many Republicans, he was op- 
State of New York, or in the State of Iowa, or in Nebraska, New | posed to further pension legislation looking toward more liberal 
Hampshire, or New Mexico may have violated the pension laws, | pensions. 
committed crime, that is no reason why injustice should be prac- Now, Mr. Chairman, I admit the gentleman’s right to speak for 
ticed upon every pensioner throughout the length and breadth of | the Democrats of New York, but I deny his right to speak for the 
the land. Republicans. We have on this floor 28 Republicans from the 
There is another thing to which I desire to callattention. First, | great State of New York, all of them in favor not only of all past 
the soldier who carried the musket in the line when he comes to | pension legislation, but ready to vote for the pending appropria- 
testify on behalf of his comrade is entitled to the same credit as | tion act, including the amendment proposed by the comunittee. 
the man who wore the shoulder strap. The evidence of the regi- | Furthermore, they are ready to vote at the proper time for more 
mental physician should not be required except when shown by | liberal pensions to the soldiers and the widows of the soldiers of 
the record. Other evidence should be received on that subject. | the late war. [ Applause. | 
Thirty years havegone. Many of these physicians are dead; many They are simply waiting, Mr. Chairman, till the time comes 
of them entirely beyond the reach of the pensioner; many of them | when we shall have a Republican President who will carry out 
without any record or memoranda; and they must rely wholly | the wishes of the Republican majority in the Honse of Representa- 
and solely upon the record for their information. Therefore the | tives and in the Senate. That time, they believe, will come early 
onsen testimony that should be required is that which is | in November next, when the people of this country will have elected 
within easy reach and convenient to the Pension Bureau. as President of the United States one of their own political faith, 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, notwithstanding | possibly the honorable gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] who pre- 
the 300 or 400 or 500 pension bills pending before this body, intro- | sides with such ability over the deliberations of this body; possibly 
duced for the purpose of correcting some of the evils and abuses | the distinguished protectionist, Mr. McKinley, of Ohio, who has 
which I have pointed out, and notwithstanding many of those | so ably served his country upon the field of battle, in the halls of 
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Congress, and as governor of his State; possibly the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has been this day re- 
elected to the position in the Senate of the United States which he 
has adorned for so many years and where he has done his party 
and his country great service; or possibly the good sense of the 
Republican convention that will assemble in St. Louis may lead 
it to choose the candidate presented by New York, the able states- 
man and financier, who served his country well upon the floors of 
Congress, as minister to France, as Vice-President of the United 
States, and who is now the model governor of the Empire State, 
Hon. Levi P. Morton, [Applause.] Either of these gentlemen, 
or any one of half a dozen others who may be nominated, can be 
elected, and will cooperate as President with the Republican ma- 
jority in the Senate and House of Representativesin doing justice 
to the veteran soldier, and who will gladly sign bills giving them 
more liberal pensions, and in due time the service pension, which 
they have waitedso many years for. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the gentle- 
man from New York | Mr. BARTLETT] speaks entirely for the Dem- 
ocrats of that State. I know thereare many Democrats in his own 
district who will resent his speech by their vote next November. 

A prominent Democratic soldier of the State of New York, Maj. 
Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, was on this floor yesterday and listened 
to the remarkable speech of the gentleman from New York, and 
was heard to express a wish that he had the opportunity to again 
oun upon the floor to the people of the country in opposition to 
the position taken by his former colleague from New York. 

In regard to the pending bill, and particularly the amendments 
offered by the Appropriations Committee, I shall have but little 
- » say. The first amendment, Mr. Chairman, simply provides 
that— 

Whenever a claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, has been, or 
shall hereafter be, rejected, suspended, or dismissed because of any defect or 
psarmenty in the application, and a new application shall have been, or shall 
hereafter be, filed,and a pension has been, or shall hereafter be, allowed in 
such claim, such pension shall date from the time of filing the first applica- 
tion, provided the evidence in the case shall show the disability to have ex- 
isted, or to exist, at the time of filing such first application, anything in any 
law or ruling of the Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is always easy to criticise the adminis- 
tration of the Pension Bureau, but at all times we should do jus- 
tice even to our political opponents. There are enough things in 
the present administration of that Bureau to criticise, but the fact 
is that the existing law, the act of 1890, is defective in some par- 
ticulars, and I do not find much fault with the Pension Bureau be- 
cause it rules under that act that if there is a defect in the original 
application, and a second application is made and the pension is 
finally allowed, that the pension shall date only from the time of 
the second application, even though allowed upon the original 
testimony. 

That seems to mea fair construction of the law as it now ex- 
ists, but it works unfairly to the pensioner. Now, in the State of 
New York within the last two years there have been unearthed 
some of the most stupendous frauds in connection with pension 
matters that have possibly ever been unearthed in this country. 
I refer to the frauds in the city of Buffalo. A man residing in 
that city who had at one time been connected with the United 
States Pension Bureau, and who claimed to have unusual facili- 
ties for the prosecution of pension claims, advertised far and wide 
his ability to secure pensions, and obtained a very large amount 
of business. 

After he had filed some 2,000 claims in the Pension Office, it 
was discovered that he was doing ‘‘ crooked” work, that many 
of the claims presented by him were fraudulent. An investiga- 
tion was started which finally landed that agent in the State 
prison, And nearly all the cases which had been in his hands 
were rejected because of the fact that he had systematically, in 
the preparation of those pension claims, perpetrated frauds upon 
the Government. He had employed in his office young ladies as 
stenographers and bookkeepers who were accustomed to sign dec- 
larations as identifying witnesses and make oath to them as such, 
who afterwards admitted that they had no acquaintance with or 
knowledge of the applicants. 

Now, I understand from officials of the Pension Bureau that 
over fifty of the claims which were rejected because of these ir- 
regularities were finally allowed and the applicants granted pen- 
sions; but they were not allowed until there had been long and 
tedious examination, nor until a period of two years had elapsed 
from the date of the original application. Then these men, upon 
the evidence already on file in the Pension Office, were allowed 
their pensions; but these pensions commenced only from the date 
of the second application, though the pe age crane in the original 
declarations were in no case the fault of the claimants. 

The amendment now offered by the committee as a part of this 
appropriation bill obviates this defect in the law. In each of 
these cases the Government has obtained the benefit of the differ- 
ence of time between the original declaration and the declaration 
on which the pension was finally allowed. In some of the cases I 


have referred to the pensioners were defrauded of between two and 
three hundred dollars to which they were in equity entitled. 

It is manifestly unjust that, because of any informality in the 
original declaration, the applicant should be deprived of a bene- 
fit which it was the intent of the lawto secure tohim. That in- 
tent the proposed amendment fully indicates. 

Now, the second amendment reported by the committee, relat- 
ing to proof necessary in widows’ claims under the act of June 27, 
1890, I approve of for the reason that it goes a part of the way 
toward remedying an existing wrong. Under the present rulings 
of the Pension Bureau, in order that a widow may obtain a pen- 
sion under this law, she is virtually obliged to prove that she is a 
pauper. I hope the time may speedily come when every such re- 
quirement shall be wiped from the statute books of the United 
States; therefore I approve this provision of the bill that the sol- 
dier’s widow shall be allowed a pension unless she has a net in- 
come exceeding $500. This seems to me to be a step in the right 
direction. In order to do full justice, the dependent clause should 
be eliminated from the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. ated I can not, speaking as a sol- 
dier and as a pensioner, approve of that proposition. It proposes 
(I have it not before me) that the Commissioner of Pensions shall 
not have the power during the year 1897 to suspend or reduce any 
——— unless the pensioner’s right to a pension shall have been 

ecided against him by a court of the United States. 
Here the hammer fell. } 
r. POOLE. Ishould like to have three minutes more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York be allowed five minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POOLE. r. Chairman, I shall oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois because it lets down the bars too far. 
It is adangerousamendment, and it would not have been proposed 
in this House had not many members doubted the wisdom and 

v0ssibly the integrity of the Commissioner of Pensions. It would 
e a dangerous thing to adopt such a proposition. Speaking as a 
soldier and as a pensioner, I desire above all other things to keep 
the pension rolls clean and honest [applause], and I object to any 
amendment that will prevent the punishment of fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not venture into any defense of the Com- 
missioner, but I want to say I believe it would be a dangerous 
thing for this Congress or any other to declare that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions shall not under any circumstances be allowed 
to drop a pensioner from the rolls, for I know from experience 
that there arise from time to time undoubted cases of fraud—such 
cases have come within my knowledge—in which the Commis- 
sioner should have the right to suspend payment of pensions until 
further investigation shall determine whether a fraud has been 
committed or not. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that we can afford, as old sol- 
diers, to allow these safeguards to be taken away. In our endeavor 
to protect the pensioner we are in danger of passing a law which 
will work to his injury. Most of us know something of the ex- 
pense of conducting a suit in the United States courts. Suppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] shall 
becomealaw. How easy it would be fora man who held a grudge 
against an old soldier tomake some malicious charge against him 
and drag him before a United States court, where he would be 
compelled to defend himself against the injustice sought to be done 
him by hisenemy. He might, and possibly would, in the course 
of time, be able to clear himself and prove his right to his pen- 
sion, but in doing so he would probably sacrifice every dollar he 
had in the world in costs and expenses. 

These old soldiers should be granted every possible safeguard 
which can be thrown around them by the law for their protection, 
but it is no favor to them to subject them to the possibility of such 
an infamous wrong as that. I believe this proposed amendment 
to be ill considered and ill advised. I hope it will not prevail. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, I wish to say that we have before us for consideration several 
bills, one of which will probably be introduced at a very early date, 
which seeks to ae the pensioners in their just rights. We 
believe in vested rights. Most of us on that committee are old 
pensioners ourselves, and we may be safely trusted to fully pro- 
tect our comrades. We donot want to see a legislation adopted 
that will jeopardize their rights or subject them to greater evils 
than they now endure. [Applause.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I shall heartily support the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr]. 
LAppiasee: I shall raise no objection to it. Itis a step in the 
right direction, whether it out on a point of order or not. 
It is time that something radical was applied to the Pension Office. 
Ae.) There is not a soldier’s widow, nota Union veteran 
to-day drawing a pension who is not standing daily and hourly 
under the apprehension of a cowardly blow from this office. It 
comes silently like a thief at night. It strikes the widow and 
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orphan from the ve rolls without warning and without a hear- 
| 

After years of patient waiting, after board upon board has ex- 
amined and reported upon his case, he finally receives his pension. 
Suddenly, without warning, itis withdrawnfrom him. Nocharge 
is made against him, and if so, no opportunity is offered him to 
repel it. the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois aims to 
strike at the root of the trouble, 1 take off my hat to it. By its 
adoption we may be able to ascertain why it is that the Union 
veterans are stabbed in the back from the very quarter where they 
should receive encomiums, encouragement, and justice. [Pro- 
longed applause. } At all events we shall arrest the hand of the 
hidden despoiler, restore peace to many an apprehensive heart, 
and save many a hero from undeserved sorrow and shame. 

I have a case in my own mind of a printer, a man with whom 
Ihave set type at the case, a man with whom I served in the 
Army. He was so honest that after he had received a pension he 
discovered that his health had improved. He was able to earn 
his own living. Governed by an exquisite sense of duty to his 
country, he asked the Commissioner of Pensions to withdraw his 
name from the rolls. He needed the pension no longer. The 
name was withdrawn. Within two years he was again taken 
sick. He was placed in a hospital in New York City, and was 
supported there by Typographical Union No. 6. In vain did he 
apply to the Pension Department for reinstatement. To-day he 
is without a pension, dependent upon the generosity of his fellow- 
craftsmen and the soldiers who served in the field with him. 
Twice has his application been rejected. 

Now, I make no charges against the Pension Commissioner, 
but I do say this: Repeatedly instances have come to my atten- 
tion where boards of examiners have steadily declared that the 
soldier was entitled to a pension, and yet it was rejected in the 
office here in Washington. Reehouen} 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is it not true that for the last 
two and a half years the Pension Bureau has been emphatically 
hostile to the pension claims of old soldiers? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Icannotsay that—but it has been emphatic- 
ally unjust to them. [Applause.] There should be no further 
opportunity to continue the abominable practice. 

Now, sir, the speech Iheard from my colleague [Mr. BARTLETT] 
on this floor yesterday is not calculated to remove the painful ap- 
prehension from the minds of the dependent soldiers and widows. 
Cold sophistry may be good, but it ought to be applied to railroad 
legislation and to the Supreme Court rather than to the claims of 
pensioners. [Loud applause.] I repudiate that speech. [Ap- 
plause.} On behalf of the constituents I represent, Republicans 
as well as Democrats, I repudiate it. [Applause.] I repudiate 
the speech on behalf of the Union veterans of New York. [Ap- 
plause.| I repudiate it on behalf of all Grand Army posts and of 
the sorrowing widows who are drawing pensions in the city of 
New York. I repudiate the speech on behalf of the Democracy of 
New York City—on behalf of the Tammany Hall Democracy of 
New York. [Laughter and ee.) 

Sir, Ihave not forgotten, and my fellow-members will not for- 
et, on whichever side of the House they stand, that the Tammany 
ociety organized, equipped, and sent to the front one of the finest 

regiments that ever appeared in the Army of the Potomac. Their 
bravery and their gallantry at Balls Bluff, at Gettysburg, and 
elsewhere challenged the admiration of the world. On behalf of 
the veterans of this regiment and of their dead comrades I enter 
my protest. a) Tammany Hall has always been in- 
tensely loyal to the Union. She has always been loyal to the vet- 
erans of the war. Her beautiful monument to her patriotic dead 
at Gettysburg is a living exemplification of her sentiments. I 
wr any man to point out one flaw 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Can you not go a little further 
and repudiate the speech of the gentleman who said that every 
neighborhood was honeycombed with pension frauds throughout 
this country? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If I was the Commissioner of Pensions I 
— be able to do so knowingly. [Applause. ] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I speak on behalf of every veteran, on be- 
half of every widow and of every orphan who draws a pension in 
the United States. They are all included in this nefarious work 
at the Pension Office. eexposure of fraud ought not to punish 
forty innocent people. It ismonstrous. I believe that for every 
fraudulent pensioner who has been stricken from the list or sus- 
| ee at least a thousand who were receiving only their just 
ues from the Government have been unjustly punished. Let us 
stop such work now and forever. 

I shall vote for the ae of the gentleman from Illinois 
with pleasure. If it fails it will have a good eifect. It will call 
the attention of the Commissioner of Pensions to the fact that the 
patriotic people of the country are aroused and that in time we 
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shall have a tribunal, either here or elsewhere, that will do abso- 
lute justice to the men who fought in the Union armies, and that 
will never supplement its action by gross injustice. [Applause. ] 

_Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman how much longer it is expected that general debate will 
continue? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam unable to answer that ques- 
tion. There are alarge number of members who wish to speak on 
this bill, and unless the committee having it in charge are ad- 
vised that some other measures are pressing for the attention of 
the House, I feel disposed, so far as I am concerned, to let the de- 
bate run for a day or two, at least. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thereseemstobea great unanimity of opinion. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3537) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to reserve points of order on the bill, 
and to make the inquiry whether or not, under the practice of the 
House, it will be necessary to reserve points of order on appro- 
priation bills when they are referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair is that it is nec- 
essary so to do. 

REPRINT OF A BILL (H. R. 3010). 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. TAWNEY, leave was 
granted to reprint the bill (H. R. 3010) defining cheese, and also 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of ‘‘ filled cheese.” 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand a resolution 
with reference to printing for the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be, and 
is hereby, authorized to have printed and bound such documents and papers 
for the use of the committee as it may deem necessary in connection with 
subjects considered or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have heretofore had 
that privilege? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not know. I think it is proper that they 
should have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not favor extending this privilege to 
committees which have not had it heretofore. Possibly some 
member of the committee can state whether it has had that privi- 
lege heretofore or not. I do not think every committee of the 
House ought to have the privilege of printing and binding every 
document that comes before it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the impor- 
tant subjects before that committee are of anature which certainly 
ought to lead to the granting of this privilege. There are some 
very important subjects before that committee. I am not certain 
whether they have had the privilege heretofore, but the subjects 
now before them are of unusual importance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall not object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion toreconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

REPRINT OF THE PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before moving that the House ad- 
journ,I ask for a reprint of the bill now under consideration. 
Copies of the bill are all exhausted, and there have been numerous 
inquiries for them. I ask a reprint of the bill and report. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A, STONE] asks unanimous consent for a reprint of the bill 





i 
; 
1. 
: 
. = 
. a 
7 
‘ 
4 
; s 
} 





SAARI 68 MES ARR Ohl OF BED 


a catia, 


Figen Secret iy yf a hes net : ea 
ceil aaa leas ero Satis 


eet eee 


oe 


Be a remit yliinliea cit i 2S Ss 


on 


682 CONGRESSIONAL 


(H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and the accompanying report. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

COMMISSIONERS OF CHICKAMAUGA NATIONAL PARK. 

The SPEAKER es as Commissioners of the Chicka- 

mauga National Park Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Kierer, Mr. Strona, 
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The bill (H. R. 95) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas William Lynch, alias William Stevens, United States 
Navy—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3313) for the relief of James Bigler—Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3332) granting a pension to Mrs. Fanny War- 





Mr. AVERY, Mr. Bowers, Mr. WHEELER, Mr. Cox, Mr. Mappox, | fen—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 


and Mr. CRISP. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The admission of the State of Utah into the 
Union has rendered necessary the appointment of Territorial Del- 
egates to certain committees, to supply the places left vacant by 
the Delegate from the Territory of Utah. The Chair announces 
the following appointments: 

To the Committee on Agriculture, Mr. FLynn. 

To the Committee on Mines and Mining, Mr. Murpuy of Ari- 
zona. 

To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, Mr. Mur- 
pry of Arizona. 

The Chair would like the consent of the House that the Com- 
mitteeon Agriculture remain as appointed by the Chair, one more 
member having been appointed the rules permit. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
W oopMm An, for five days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Wituiam A. STONE (at 4 o'clock 
and 18 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker, as follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, reporting the terms of the | 


lease of public property made by him during the last calendar 
year, in accordance with 27 Statutes at Large, page 321—to the 
Comimittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a concurrent resolution to authorize the printing 
of 300 copies each of the proceedings of the annual meeting of the 
Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam Vessels for the years 
1895 and 1896—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the annual 
report of the expenditures of the contingent fund; report of the 
finances of the Dapartinents report showing all contracts that 
have been made by the Department, other than for carrying the 
mails, and the report of the postal business and agencies in foreign 
countries for the fiscal year ended June, 1895—to the Committee 
- ee in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to 

» printed. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and reso- 
lution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A bill (8. 650) to 7 oe the Post Graduate School of Medi- 
cine - the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A concurrent resolution to print, index, and bind in cloth all of 
the acts as they appear in the United States Statutes heretofore 
no by Congress imposing duties on imports—to the Committee 
on Printing. 





CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of refer- 
ence were made: 

The bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Nathan Hite—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Funies discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 151) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, 
deceased, $48,858.03 for labor and ial furnished for ee 
boat Dolphin—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Clai 

The bill (H. R. 2137) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, 
Soon, andl covcpation of susie ane aianeiae manaieiaair ene 

m, and occupation o an e t- 
cago, Boston, and Aflavte--Comumiiies om Naval Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 








the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| The bill (H.R. 3806) to amend an act in relation to the Japanese 


indemnity fund, approved February 22, 1883—Committee on Na- 


val Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill (H. R. 2029) for the relief of the widow of George C. 
Foulke, deceased—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill (H. R. 3657) for the relief of W. D. Gold & Co.—Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 3210) to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of damages sustained by citizens of the 


| United States in the border counties of York, Adams, Cumber- 
| land, Franklin, Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and Perry, in State of 


| Pennsylvania, from Union and Confederate troops during the late 
war of the rebellion, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 42) in writing thereon; which said bill, 
_amendment, and report were referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1713) 
to provide an American register for the steammer Miami, reported 

| the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 41) 
| in writing thereon; which said bill and report were referred to 
| the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severaliy reported from the Committee on War Claims, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred te the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 2750) to carry into effect a find- 
eaz of the Court of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, 
nil tef Inde ence County, Ark. (Report No. 32.) 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, 
of Arkansas. (Report No. 33.) 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H.R. 130) to carry out the findings of 
= Court ef Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burdett. (Report 

o. 34.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 36) for the relief of 
Flora A. Darling. (Report No. 36.) 

Also, a bill (H.R. 71) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Benter. 
(Report No. 37.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 1743) for the relief of 
the legal oor ye of Thomas L. Young. (Report No. 38.) 


1 


a a bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of John A. Lynch. (Re- 
rt No. 39.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart. (Re- 
port No. 40.) 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 129) for the relief of Thomas B. 
Reed. (Report No. 41.) 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of William P. 
Buckmaster, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 3950. 
(Report No. 35.) 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 3951) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of Eliza- 
beth, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 3952) granting to the State of 
Minnesota in perpetuity the old buildings and the and upon 
which they stand, which constitute the old and origi Fort Snell- 
ing, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, a bill (H. RB. 3953) for the im 
River in the State of Minnesota—to 
Harbors. 


vement of the Minnesota 
e Committee on Rivers and 








By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 3954) to reorganize the line 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3955) to foreclose the lien 
of the United States upon the Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
railroads, and to incorporate a company for the purpose of operat- 
ing the same until the debts due to the Government are fully 

yaid—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 3956) to estab- 
lish 'a uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the 
= Mr TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3957) to extend the 
jurisdiction of the United States circuit court of appeals, eighth 
circuit, over certain suits now pending therein on appeal and writ 
of error from the United States court in the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 3958) to amend the charter of the 
Belt Railway Company of the District of Coluambia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. os, 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 3959) to repeal the civil serv- 
ice laws—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 3960) to further regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 3961) for a commission to devise 
and submit a plan for the consolidation and reorganization of cus- 
toms districts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 3962) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Ar- 
kansas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3963) to amend 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the judicial 
districts of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the cus- 
toms collection district of Alaska—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3965) mak- 
ing an appropriation for duplicating machinery at the United 
States armory at Springfield—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 3966) to fix the salary of the 
collector of the customs for the district of Newport News, Va.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3967) for the improvement 
of Byram River, Portchester Harbor, in the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Mamaroneck Harbor, on Long Island Sound, in the State 
of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) making appropriation for the improve- 
mentof Larchmont Harbor, on Long Island Sound, in the State of 
New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3970) for the improvement of Echo Bay at 
New Rochelle, on Long Island Sound, in the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3971) making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Eastchester Creek, in the State of New York—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3972) for the improvement of the harbor of 
Peekskill, on the Hudson River,in the State of New York—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 3973) to validate deeds in the 
oar of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting 
use of White Lot and Monument Grounds to ‘“‘ The Committee of 
Eighteen Hundred and Ninty-six”—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A joint resolution (H. Res. 80) 
authorizing the National Dredging Company to proceed with the 
work of dredging the channel of Mobile Harbor, under the direc- 
- - the Secretary of War—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 81) to provide 
for the presentation of medals of honor to the militia and volunteer 
troops of the several States who volunteered their services for the 
defense of the States of Maryland and Pennsylvania in the year 
1863, prior to and after the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to amend the 
Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A joint resolution (H. Res. 83) to 
Se the harbor on Lake Michigan known as Holland (Black 

) Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 13) to print 5,000 additional copies of Postal lations 
and Laws of 1893—to the Committee on Printing. 
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By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 112) authorizing appointment of an additional reading clerk— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

3y Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A resolution (House Res. No. 113) to 
employ Willis Bolls as an additional employee in the document 
room during the Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature for 
the conveyance by the General Government to the State of Min- 
nesota of the site, and buildings thereon, of what is known as old 
Fort Snelling, for the purpose of converting the same into a nat- 
ural, civil, military, botanical, and archeological history of this 
State—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A memorial of the Maine legislature for 
the repairing and reconstruction of the U. S. frigate Constitution, 
said repairs to be made at Kittery Navy-Yard—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the Maine legislature against a free-ship 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 3974) for the relief of John 
L. Peters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3975) for the relief of Charles Balmer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3976) for the relief of James Lindsay 
Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3977) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank J. Hood, of Georgetown, Colo., and late of Company 
D, Thirty-seventh New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
A, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3978) granting a pension to Lemuel Kings- 
bury, of Denver, Colo., and late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry—-to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3979) for the relief of John Ellis, 
of Kenton County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 3980) granting a pension to 
Willard Spinney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) granting a pension to Russell D. Royal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Valley Hope, R. [., one condemned 
cannon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 3983) for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion standing against the military 
record of Andrew J. Lawwill, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth, 
and D, Twenty-fourth and Eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and the granting of an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr..CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 3984) to authorize the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of George W. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 3985) for relief of William 
McAdams, who survived William Marks, now deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 3986) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank MeNeill, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) granting a pension to Henrietta Cox, 
of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 3988) for the relief of John 
Daniels, of Pine Grove, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) for the relief of James B. Bazell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 3990) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3991) au- 
thorizing the payment of the amount due Stella J. Coolbroth—to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 3992) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the city of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, the cost of constructing pavements and sewers in front of 
lots 1, 2, and east 20 feet of lot 3, block 6, Bayliss’s first addition to 
Council Bluffs, owned by the United States Government in said 
city, and used as United States court-house and post-office—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 3994) for the relief of A. W. 
Pollard—to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the 
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By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 3995) granting a pension to 

George K. Knowlton, late of United States Navy—to the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 3996) granting a pension to 

Catherine Wiltse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEONARD: A bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of Wilbur 

F. Loveland, late of Company E, Seventh Pennsylvania Cavalry 

Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension to Hiram 

Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) granting a pension to Addison Walker— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4000) granting a pension to Elisha J. Essex— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate 

William Waldrup on pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4002) for the relief of Mrs. 

E. G. Tolson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 4003) for the relief of Maj. W. 

W. Lowe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MELLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4004) for the relief of the legal 

representative of Leonard B. Pratt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 4005) for the relief of Charles A. 
Pierson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) for the relief of E. A. Givens, sr., Ar- 
cadia, La.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) for the relief of Paul Chappin, Rapides 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of Thomas Kergon, of 
Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of Louisa Schraeder, widow 
of Charles Schraeder and tutrix of minor children, of Rapides 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4010) for the relief of Jeannette D. Calvit, of 
Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4011) for the relief of Jacob A. Wolfson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of estate of Joseph Martin— 
to the.Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of Emily Dietrich, Mary 
T. Hickman, and Ernestine Lemee, of Grant Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of the heirs 
of Catherine Morin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H.R. 4015) for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C, Fletcher—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4016) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and 
others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R. 4017) to correct the military 
record of George B. Collins, deceased—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4018) granting 
an increase of pension to Jane 8. Ransom—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4019) for the relief of James A. 
Mitchell, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4020) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Loring Spencer, as the widow of George E. 
Spencer late of. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to 
Sarah Kate Tibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Ellen 
McDaniel, formerly Ellen Hines—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4023) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M. Mallery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of W. S. 
Hammaker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of the le; 
heirs of William J. Wilber, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H.R. 4026) to remove 
the charge of dismissal standing against William H. Harlin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 4027) toremove the charge of desertion inst 
the name of Michael Quirk—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WHEELER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4028) for the 
sat of the estate of John R. Bigelow—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4029) to grant an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. Galvin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) to increase the pension of Sidney W. 
Pyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4031) to pension Edson 8. Winkley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) to grant an honorable discharge to 
James M. Schofield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of William F. Denmure— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of Henry OC, 
Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. 
Thomas J. Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4036) for the relief of George 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting a pension to Joseph McGuck- 
ian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

<A Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of Dennis 
Kelly—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) for the relief of Daniel J. Ockerson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) to correct the military record of Jacob 
Cheout—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) to correct the military record of Jonas 
O. Johnson, late of Company A, First Nebraska Volunteer Cay- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 4042) for the re- 
lief of Samuel G. Morris—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr.. BARTHOLDT: Petition of 464 citizens of Franklin 
County, Mo., praying for continuance of the improvement of the 
Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Building Trades Council of St. Louis and 
vicinity, in favor of the bill authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan labor commission—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers to accompany a bill granting a 
pension to Willard Spinney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry persons, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on the oo ig & 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Petition of J. M. Down- 
ing, C. F. Adams, W. D. Burriss, and others, of Fayetteville and 
vicinity, Mo., asking for the passage of the William A. Stone bill 
to secure a better grade of immigrants—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Three petitions, respec- 
tively, of the First Congregational Church; the Payson Church, 
and the Church of the Immaculate Conception, all of Easthamp- 
ton, Mass., in behalf of the Armenians—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Three petitions severally of L. W. Sullivan, 
John Leer, H. G. King, and 26 other citizens of Kingwood, Pa.; 
H. D. Moore, J. W. Sanner, C. R. Griffith, and 34 other citizens 
of New Lexington and Kingwood, Pa.; J. 8. Snyder, J. S. Pell, 
E. C. Harah, L. L. Weimer, and 31 other citizens of Markleton, 
Casselman, and New Lexington, Pa., for the passage of an act 
designed to secure a better grade of immigrants, known as the 
Stone bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Two memorials, respectively, from the 
Oakland city council and the board of supervisors of Placer 
County, Cal., relating to measures of relief for the mining indus- 
try—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

y Mr. HITT: Resolutions on Armenian outrages adopted Jan- 
uary 3, 1896, at a public meeting in New Haven, Conn.—to the 
Committee on es Affairs. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Lycoming County, 
Pa., praying for the passage of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: ‘Two petitions of numerous 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for speedy settlement of con- 
tested-election cases—to the Committee on Elections No. 3. 

» hag MEREDITH: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of . E. G. Tolson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of many citizens of Amesbury, Mass., 
asking Congress to take action which will result in the speedy 
recognition, as belligerents, of the Cuban patriots—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Resolution of the First Congregational 
Church of Searsport, Me., asking that the Government take 
measures to prevent Armenian atrocities by the Turks—to the 
Committee on hana atop , 

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of pe service committee of the 
New Orleans Board of Trade (H. H. Smith, secretary), asking for 
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an appropriation for anew post-office building—to the Committee 
iations. 

OO PARKMAN : Memorial from the mayor and citizens 
of West Tampa, Fla., asking for the recognition of the belligerent 
rights of the Cuban insurgents—to the Committee on Foreign 
Ay Mr. SORG: Petition of the Dayton Ministerial Association, 
of Dayton, Ohio, asking (1) to raise the age of consent; (2) to re- 
peal the ninety-day divorce law of Oklahoma; (3) to enact a Sab- 
hath law for the capital equal to the best State law; (4) toenforce 
compulsory education and suppress child labor in the capital; (5) 
to pass a law for arbitration of railway strikes, and (6) to provide 
for a commission to investigate the labor problem—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 3 

By Mr. STAHLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3319, 
granting a pension to Jacob Witiner—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 1122, to correct the | 


military record of Edwin T. Lewis—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : . og be! 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Six petitions, severally, of. citi- 
zens of Tarentum; two of citizens of Cameron County; citizens 
of Hazen, Jefferson County; citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
and citizens of West Virginia, praying for the passage of the Stone 
bill for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on In- 
migration and Naturalization. — A 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia (by request): Petition of the 
heirsof Burrell Wall, deceased, late of Wythe County, Va., praying 
reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WANGER: Two petitions of Frank K. Reeder and 54 | 


other citizens of Bucks County, together with Wilbert Merrick 


and 26 other citizens of Bucks County, Pa., for the passage of the | 


Stone bill for consular inspection of immigrants (H. R. 58)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 15, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the president of the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, transmitting annual report of the Bright- 
wood Railway Company of the District for the year ended Decem- 
ber 31, 1895; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the President of the Belt Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, transmitting a report of the names of stock- 
holders and the number of shares held by each, together with a 
statement of the receipts and disbursements for the year ended 
December 31, 1895; which, with the accompanying statement, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia, transmitting a report 
of the names of stockholders and the number of shares held by 
each, together with a statement of the receipts and disbursements 
for the year ended December 31, 1895; which, with the accom- 
panying statement, was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CONNECTICUT AVENUE EXTENDED. 


_The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a requirement in the deficiency 
appropriation act of March 2, 1895, a report relative to the reas- 
sessment of the cost of improving Connecticut avenue extended, 
in the District of Columbia, together with a draft of a bill pre- 
pared by the attorney of the District; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the assembly 
of the State of New York, praying for the speedy recognition as 
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belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition, signed by the mayor and sundry 
other citizens of Utica, N. Y., praying the Congress of the United 
States to use its influence as may seem most wise and efficient 
in speedily arresting the awful persecutions now in progress in 
Turkey and Armenia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Tacoma Chamber of 
Commerce, calling attention to the fact that for many years past 
the Chamber of Commerce and the citizens of Tacoma have main- 
tained at their own expense a voluntary weather bureau, furnish- 
ing an office, rent free, for the use of the Signal Service observer. 
The Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma desire that a Weather 
Bureau station be established at that city by the National Goy- 
ernment. This petition sets forth that the deep-sea craft stop at 
this place constantly, going and coming, the arrivals amounting 
to over 400 annually, with an average tonnage inward amounting 
to 600,000 tons, and that the tonnage of the Sound craft at that 
port arriving and departing exceeds 1,000,000 tons annually. 

The petitioners state that they have been informed by the-Chief 
of the Government Weather Bureau that no other State in the 
Union has so many Weather Bureau stations, or has received so 
large a share of the appropriation for the maintenance of the na- 
tional meteorological service; but the Chamber of Commerce sug- 
gest that no other State in the Union has such an extent of coast 
line as the State of Washington, which must of necessity call for 
larger expenditure in this direction. Therefore the petitioners 
seek to have a larger appropriation made, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a Weather Bureau station at the city of Tacoma. 

The petitioners go on to speak of the constantly increasing traf- 
| fic between Tacoma and Oriental ports, as well as the United 
Kingdom, carried on by steamers and sailing vessels, requiring 
the shipping to be protected from danger and loss by such signals 
| and information as is given by the Government at other ports. 

They humbly pray that this rising seaport may be accorded the 
measure of justice in this respect to which it is fairly and justly 
entitled. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Appro- 

priations. 

The motion waa agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. 1 present a memorial of the Daughters of the 
| Revolution of the State of New Jersey, praying that Miss Eliza 
| Sandford, daughter of William Sandford, orderly sergeant in the 

Revolutionary war, be granted a pension. I move that the memo- 

rial be referred to the Committee on Pensions, a bill granting a 
| pension to Miss Sandford having been introduced and being before 
| that committee. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| 





Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted by the Lafayette 
Reformed Church, of Jersey City, N. J., favoring protection for 
the Armenian people and indorsing the resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar] in relation to the 
troubles in Turkey; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of L. T. Yeoman and 92 other cit- 
izens of Essex County, N. J., and the petition of Joseph McComb 
and 14 other citizens of Jersey Cit y, N. J., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts Whole« 
sale Lumber Association of Boston, Mass., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Henry W. Sears and 21 other 
citizens of Middleboro, Mass., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. GORMAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bakers- 
ville, Mondel, Sharpsburg, Cumberland, Boyds, Damascus, Cedar 
Grove, Darnestown, Shepherdstown, Clarksburg, and Downs- 
ville, all in the State of Maryland, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. ELKINS presented the petition of L. E. Showalter and 
2,000 other citizens of the State of West Virginia, praying for the 
yassage of the bill to regulate immigration, known as the Stone 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas City, Mo., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Tienacheasite Wholesale 
Lumber Association of Boston, Mass., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the deepening and widening of the channels of 
Boston Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
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He also presented a 
Lumber Association of Boston, Mass., praying for the of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of citi- 
zens of Newton, Mass., expressing their approval of the Senate 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts [{Mr. 
Hoar] to support the President in the most vigorous action he 
may deem fit to take for the protection and security of American 
citizens in Turkey; which were referred to the ittee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of the High Street Congregational Church, of Low- 
ell, Mass., praying that Congress will take such action as may be 
deemed fit to establish law and order in the Turkish Empire, and 
commending the efforts of the Red Cross Society as worthy of 
cordial support; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present three petitions of citizens of Mis- 
souri, in favor of the passage of what is known as the Stone im- 
migration bill, which passed the House of Representatives during 
the last Congress and is now pending in that body, it being the 
purpose of the bill to restrict immigration. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a memorial of the representatives 
of the Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and Delaware to the President and Congress of the United States, 
on the subject of Venezuela and the questions relative to the 
boundary of that country. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GRAY. I present a memorial from the representatives of 
the Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and Delaware to the President and Congress of the United States, 
on the dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to 
the boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United 
States. The memorial is not very long. I ask that it be printed 
in the Reocorp. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


To the President of the United States and the Senate 
and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


The memorial of the representatives of the Religious Society of Friends of 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware r —_ represents: That we 
have peers with many others of our fellow-citizens in anxiety and 
regret at the threatened disturbance of amicable relations between our 
Government and that of Great Britain relative to the boundary dispute be- 
tween the latter and Venezuela, in South rica. Tho efforts made by the 
Kxecutive and Cabinet of the United States for months past to induce Great 
Rritain to refer this question to arbitration meet with our cordial approba- 
tion and sympathy. e believe this is the true and Christian solution of all 
differences that may arise between either individuals or nations, in accord- 
ance with the benign rule instituted by the Supreme Lawgiver in his Sermon 
on the Mount: “ Therefore all things whatsoever ye would that men should 
do to you, do ye even 50 to them: for this is the law and the a. 
(Matthew vii, 2.) But we think our Government is liable to lose the firm 
ground thus assumed in its peaceful intervention between the contending 
parties by holding out a menace against one of them that in case she did not 
accept our good offices in the mode we had prescribed the United States 
would “resist by a aa in its power, as willful aggression upon its 
rights and interests the appropriation by Great Britain of any lands, etc., 
which, after investigation, we have determined of right belong to Venezuela."’ 

The intense tation of the public mind, both the United States and 
England, which has followed the publication of the late state papers on the 
Venezuela question, involving as they oo the thought of the possibility of 





ition of the Massachusetts Wholesale 


war, indicate the sensitiveness of of the two nations to 
anything that would refer to the arbitrament of the sword a difference be- 
tween them. Surely nothing that we could gain by entering upon a contest 
of arms with Great Britain in such a cause could ever compensate for the 
unspeakable loss, mo which must result to both nations 
by such a conflict! Should not the minds of all good men shrink with horror 
from initiating even the entering wedge of so dire a calamity by using in- 
temperate or offensive language in @ with the question at issue, cither 
in diplomatic or state papers, or by their public utterances when in official 
positions? For wars,in many instances, owe their o: more to the offended 
pride of rulers on trivial occasions than to the invasion of the just rights or 
property of the combatants. 

The Saviour of men, who is the “ Prince of rom has bestowed His bless- 
=< the peacemakers; and His inspired Apostle declares that ‘‘ the wisdom 
which is from above is first pure, then peaceable, gentle, and easy to be 
entreated, full of merey and good fruits, and the fruit of teousness is 


sown in peace of them that make peace.” (James iii, 17, 18. is this peace- 
able wisdom and a just rd for the rights of at critical period 
that we desire to commend to our rulers, and to beseech you that no haste to 
vindicate what may be sw to be the honor and of our beloved 
Republic may obscure the benign we profess, which 


’ purpose of the rel 
was ushered into the world _— angelic anthem of ‘Peace on earth and 
good willto men.” We feel t any occasion should be carefully avoided 
which might kindle the flames of animosit; two of the foremost 
nations of the globe, who are bound to other by the ties of a common 
uage and race, commercial intercourse, and Christian civilization. 

Signed by direction and on behalf of a meeting of the aforesaid representa- 

tives held in Philadelphia on the 3d day of the first month, 1896. 


JOSEPH WALTON, Clerk. 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition in the form of reso- 
lutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of Tower City, N. Dak.. 
praying that relief be granted the suffering Armenians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. GRAY. I present the affidavits of Robert J. Hanby, Stato 
senator in the general assembly of Delaware; William T. Records. 
Charles A. Hastings, John B. Pennington, and Edward D. Hearne. 
all citizens of the State of Delaware, which I move be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present sundry affidavits—that 
is to say, the affidavits of J. M. C. Moore, George Fisher Pierce, 
Samuel Alrich, Edgar T. Hastings, John 8. Prettyman, jr., Frank 
Reedy, and George L. conan and also portions of the sena 
journal of the legislature of the State of Delaware of April 9, 1805, 
pages 742 to 748; senate journal of legislative session of that legis- 

ature of Thursday, May 9, 1895, from 11 a. m. until noon, pages 
1172 to 1183; senate journal of joint assembly of the State of De! 
ware on the same day, from noon to 3 p. m., pages 1183 to 1231 
relating to the question of the election of Mr. Du Pont by the 
legislature of the State of Delaware. 

I ask that the affidavits and journal be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections and printed as a document, 1 
the whole journal, but the portion I have indicated. The senato 
journal is a very large document. I have indicated the pao; 
that it is desired to have printed, and the only part of the journal 
which relates to the case. I move that the affidavits and the 
journal, as I have indicated, be printed, and that the whole be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act | 
authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to « 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, betw 
the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road,” reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 214) authorizing the construction of a bridge over thie 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, inthe State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, [il., and the southwest line of said county, reported it 
with an amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across tho 
Missouri River at or near the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
County, and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota, re 

it with an amendment. 

He als6, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 25) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi River Rail 
way and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River, in tlic 
State of Tennessee, reported it with amendmen‘s. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was1 
ferred the bill (8. 32) for the relief of the legal representatives 
John C. Howe, deceased, reported it without amendment, an 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 271) for the relief of the Newberry Coll 
Newberry, 8. C., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
report thereon. 

r. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to who 
was referred the bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act | 
provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress |) 
aid in the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of u 
earned lands, and for other purposes, reported it without amend 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreiz 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 654) to prevent cil! 
zens of the United States from soliciting or receiving and accept 
ing titles, patents of nobility, or degrees of honor from foreign 
nations, and for other purposes, to report it adversely. 

The committee are of opinion that it is hardly worth while to 
dignify with the form of legislation the fact that some American 
citizens receive titles from a foreign Government; that they ought 
to be es at rather than be sent to the penitentiary for a crime. 
I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALASKAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolntion (5S. R. 39) 
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i a riation to defray the joint expense of locating 
Frage = between the Territory of Alaska and the British 
North American territory, to report it without amendment. I 
ask to have the joint resolution c msidered at the present time. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope no Senator will ask unanimous consent 
this morning to bring before the Senate anything that will take 
up the time of the Senate. _ 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think this measure will take any time. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to take the floor after a while during the 
morning hour, and my friend, the Senator from Kansas | Mr. 
PeFFrER| has it at 2 o’clock. There will be ample time hereafter 
to pass all such measures. nt 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a moment to pass the joint 

solution. 
= MILLS. I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notice yesterday morning that I 
would object to the consideration of bills when reported unless in 
a purely exceptional case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Senator—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will hear the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a case where a commission is now at 
work, a commission on the part of Great Britain and on the part 
of the United States, fixing the boundary in Alaska. The fund 
has run out and it is necessary that money shall be appropriated 
immediately or else the work must be suspended. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be considered if it | 


leads to no discussion. I think it is to meet an emergency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. ; 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That in view of the expediency of forthwith negotiating a 
convention with Great Britain for marking convenient points upon the one 
hundred and forty-first meridian of west longitude, where it forms, under ex- 
isting treaty provisions, the boundary line between the Territory of Alaska 
and the British North American territory, and to enable the President to 
execute the provisions of such convention without delay when concluded, the 
sum cf $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be immediately available, under the direction of the President, to 
detray the share of the United States in the joint expense of locating said ine 
ridian and marking said boundary by an international commission. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. t 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1569) allowing certain 
Lower Brulé Indians to take allotments of land on the Rosebud 
Reservation, south of White River, in the State of South Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1570) for the relief of Joseph 
Schwarz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1571) to amend the homestead laws; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S. 1573) for the relief of Dr. A.S. Brown; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

_Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1574) for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1575) for the relief of M. M. 
Beavers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1576) for the relief of the Little 
Rock and ae Railroad Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1577) for the re- 
lief of James A. Mitchell, of Sebastian County, Ark.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1578) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth L. Traweek, of Sebastian County, Ark.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1579) to authorize the Arkansas and 
Choctaw Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1580) granting a pension 
to Dennis Sheedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1581) increasing the pension of 
Frank Hight; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1582) to pay to the widow 
of Samuel F. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal 
to the balance of his salary for the year in which he died: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1583) for the relief of L. 
Robert Coates & Co., of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1584) to provide 
for the establishment of national patriotic memorial universities; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1585) to authorize and direct 


account 
of George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage 
stamps and money-order funds stolen from his office; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted three amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commer: 
and ordered to be printed. 


COAST DEFENSE INQUIRY. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 


| penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and the sam« ’ 
authorized, in the consideration of bills before said committee to m for 
| fortifications and other defenses, to sit during the sessions of the e, to 
visit such points asin the opinion of the committee may be necessa nd 
for perso! nd papers, and to employ a ster rapl the « 


to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of said committee. 


PAYMENT OF COIN OBLIGATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. BuTLER] com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. BUTLER relative to the 
purpose of Congress to keep gold and silver at a parity by invest- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion of paying 
the coin obligations of the Government as they mature in either 
metal. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from North Carolina being absent 
from his seat to-day, I suggest the propriety of letting the resolu- 
tion lie over subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

FINANCIAL POLICY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILts] coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MILLs, as follows: 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 


Resolved, First. That the United States legal-tender notes now outstanding 
should not be retired, canceled, or funded into interest-bearing bond rat 
when received into the Treasury they should be paid t again and kept in 
circulation 

Second. That the whole of the silver bullion now Tr ry ld 
be coined as rapidly as possible. The coins from the iorage sho be 
aid out in the current expenditures and the other in the redemption of the 
I'reasury notes issued on its purchas 

Third. That when from any cause there should be a deficit in the Trea y 
the Secretary of the Treasury should issue legal-tender notes ie n 
amount to meet all demands for current expenditurs nd whe i 3 


are returned into the Treasury they should be destroyed 
Fourth. That all laws now existing which authorize the Secretary of the 


Treasury to sell interest-bearing bonds of the Government should be repealed 
Fifth. That it is not only the established policy of the United States to 
keep all kinds of money issued under their authority at par, but it ‘ ie 
established policy of the United States to require all creditors, pub rd 
private, to receive the gold and silver coins in paym«e f all « a ns 
| where the terms of the contract stipulate for com payment, and that is 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay United States notes when 
presented in both gold and silver coins. 
Sixth. That we repudiate the idea that a public debt is a public blessing; 


on the contrary, it is a burden which the interests of the people and the 
preservation of the public credit demand should be removed as rapidly as 
practicable. 

Seventh. The sinking fund established by law should be rigidly complied 
with, and the amount now provided should be reenforced so that the w ) 
interest-bearing debt should be extinguished as rapidiy as possible without 
imposing unnecessary burdens upon the resources of the country 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Texas. 
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Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, there has been for many years a 
controversy over the settlement of the financial question. It is as 
earnestly pressed to-day as it has been at any period in the past, 
and it will continue to be pressed until it is settled on he right 
principle. 

The bill sent to the Senate from the House defines to some ex- 


tent the line of policy to bepursued by those who hold oneextreme. 


and the substitute reported by the Finance Committee represents 
to some extent the otherextreme, The substitute, instead of join- 
ing issue squarely with the policy outlined by the bill, rather avoids 
and presents its side without sharply antagonizing the measure of 
the House. What is the real power behindthe House bill? What 
is the irrepressible force that for years has been opposing all silver 
circulation and demanding the retirement of all Treasury notes? 
Why is it so persistently demanded that the noninterest-bearing 
Treasury notes shall be converted into an interest-bearing bond of 
the United States? Why is it that one hundred and seventy-five 
millions of silver bullion is kept locked in the vaults of the Treas- 
ury instead of being coined and put into circulation? 

Sir, all these results have been produced by a wealthy and 
powerful class who are interested in finding a safe and profitable 
investment for their money and having conferred on them the 

ower to issue and control the entire circulation of the country. 

e have had this class with us from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment, and it has grown in strength as it has grown in years, and 
is to-day more powerful than at any other period in our history. 
It is to-day imperiously demanding that the Government shall 
abdicate its sovereign — and create corporations and invest 
them with the power of issuing, contracting, and expanding the 
circulation. Their slogan is, ‘‘ The Government must go out of 
the banking business.” The result of which is that the banks 
must go into the governing business. 

The issue of currency, whether coins or paper, never was a part 
of banking business. It is a necessary function of sovereignty. 
Receiving deposits, lending money, buying and selling exchange, 
and discounting paper are the legitimate functions of banking. 
To create and regulate the currency is as much the function of 
ne as to create and regulate an army or navy or post 
road. 

I confess to some astonishment when I hear the advocates of these 
measures characterize them as Democratic. I would be glad if 
some Democrat whois old enough and wellenough posted in the his- 
tory of the great battles that have been fought by that party from 
its beginning would tell me when it became the advocate of bank 
circulation. Mr. Jefferson tells us that ‘‘ coinage is wv an 
attribute of sovereignty.” Does not the coin and the paper cur- 
rency perform the same function? Does not each have the same 
effect on property? He did not see any difference. When speak- 
ing of bank currency he said: 

Bank paper must be suppressed, and the circulating medium must be restored 


to the nation to whom it belongs. * * * Let banks continue, if they please, 
but let them discount for cash alone or for Treasury notes. 


Again he asks: 


Are we to have no banks? Are merchants and others to be deprived of the 
resource of short accommodations found so convenient? I answer, let us 
have banks, but let them be such as are alone to be found in any country on 
earth except Great Britain. * * * Noone hasanatural right tothe trade 
of a money lender but he who has the money to lend. Let those, then, among 
us who have a moneyed capital, and who prefer were it in loans rather 
than otherwise, set up banks and give cash or national bills for the notes 
they discount. 


Again: 


I have ever been the enemy of banks, not of those peeing ome = J for cash, but 
of those foisting their own paper into circulation and thus banishing our cash. 


When the first bank of the United States was created, in 1791, 
it is well known that he earnestly opposed it. He not only denied 
the power of Congress to create it, but he opposed it on the 
ground of expediency as well. In 1803 he said it was an institu- 
tion ‘‘of the most deadly hostility existing against the principles 
and form of our Government.” 

These words of Mr. Jefferson prove conclusively that he claimed 
it to be the right of the sovereign alone to issue currency in both 
coin and paper, and that it was the duty of the Government to 
interdict the issuance of either by corporations, companies, or 
individuals. 

Mr. Gallatin, who was Secretary of the Treasury under both 
Jefferson and Madison, held that— 


The right of issuing paper money as currency, like that of issuing gold and 
ayer go ns, belongs exclusively to the nation, and can not be claimed by any 
ndividuais. " 


Mr. Crawford, who was Secretary of the Treasury under Presi- 
dent Monroe, said: 


Coinage and the regulation of money have in all nations been considered 
the highest acts of sovereignty. * * * Asa paper currency is issued upon 
the national credit the whole property of the nation is p) for its redemp- 
tion whenever by any circumstance it may become the interest of the com- 


munity that it should be redeemed. It is therefore manifest that it should 
not issue upon the credit of any individual or association of individuals. A 
part can never be equal to the whole. The credit of any individual or asso- 
ciation of individuals can not be equivalent to that of the nation of which 
they form a part. 

_ Another Democratic Secretary of the Treasury repeated the prin- 
ciple of Jefferson. Robert J. Walker said: 


Iam oppo toinvesting in banks the power of manufacturing a paper cur- 
rency. is power of creating a currency for a nation is one of the highest 
and most important attributes of a sovereign power, and more deeply affects 
be diversified interests of society than the exercise of any other power 
whatever. 


These are some, and only some, of the footprints that mark the 
road our Democratic fathers trod, the road we are now urged to 
abandon. Open, earnest, and undisguised opposition to bank paper 
has been the creed of Democracy from the days of Jefferson. When 
the first bank was created, General Washington, then President, 
called on Jefferson and Hamilton, his Secretaries of State and 
Treasury, for their opinions. Mr. Jefferson strongly opposed the 
charter and said to the President: 


The incorporation of a bank and the powers assumed by this bill have not, 
in my opinion, been delegated tothe United States by the Constitution. 


All through the life of that great statesman, the greatest, per- 
haps, in the history of the world, certainly the greatest this coun- 
try has ever produced, he opposed banks of issue as unauthor- 
ized and mischievous, and never at one single moment of his 
life did he ever advocate a national-bank currency or any bank 
currency, but from the beginning to the end, whether in public or 
in private, he always claimed that the issue of currency was the 
prerogative of sovereignty, andalways opposed the creation of cor- 
porations of any kind, either by national or State authority, and 
investing them with authority to issue notes to circulate as money. 

One of the chief arguments of the advocates of the bank of 17))1 
was that it would regulate the currency and keep it uniform 
throughout the country. 

From the date of its ae to 1811, when its charter expired, 
the country was deluged with the wildest of all the wild-cat cur- 
rency that it had ever known in its history. State banks sprang 
up lke mushrooms and issued paper money in dollars and frac- 
tions of dollars. Scarcely any of it circulated at par with coin 
even in the immediate vicinity of the banks. Little of it circu- 
lated 50 miles away. By overissues of notes specie was driven 
out of circulation. The standard of value was paper, and differ- 
ent in every locality, and elastic enough to satisfy the cravings of 
the most zealous advocate of ‘‘ better banking facilities.” This 
was followed, as it always must be, by collapse. On examination 
the banks were found to be bankrupt. AIL the banks of Massa- 
chusetts did not have as much specie as one of them had issued 


aper. 

: n 1812 the Eastern States became surfeited with bank elasticity, 
and imposed a penalty on all banks that refused to redeem their 
notes in coin when presented; but the banks south and west of 
New England continued to issue without restraint, and the re- 
sult was that New England soon got all the specie, while the other 
States got all the elasticity. In 1811, when the first bank of the 
United States expired, the State banks had out $46,000,000 of 
their notes; in 1818, $66,000,000; in 1814, $70,000,000. In all the 
States south and west of New England the banks suspended pay- 
ment, but went on issuing notes. 

In 1815 the circulation of the State banks was $110,000,000 and 
in 1816 $200,000,000, based on $19,000,000 of specie. What was the 
result of this large extension of ‘‘ banking facilities” so urgently 
demanded now? The paper money grew cheaper as its volume 
grew larger, and property of every kind went up just as paper 
went down. Note holders were offering everywhere to buy prop- 
erty, in order to get rid of the paper money that was every day 
growing less valuable. Others borrowed from the banks to buy 
prepeny, to sell again in order to profit by the rise. Speculation 
took the place of legitimate business and buying and selling was 
like betting on a game of chance. : 

From i814 to 1817 prices continued to rise until in some locali- 
ties they touched 200 per cent above the specie standard. It was 
a period of wild-cat money and wild-cat speculation. Everybody 
seemed to be drawn into the whirlpool, for whirlpool it was. In 
1817 the elasticity began its retrograde movement. The banks 
began to contract their circulation. The notes began to rise in 
value and the property to fall. The agonies of contraction re- 
sulted in a panic in 1818. Property was changing hands. The 
debt of the country was twice the value of all its property. In 
1819 the circulation of the banks was $45,000,000, a sum less 
than that of 1811. Lands that had sold in Pennsylvania at $35 
per acre in ie in 1813 sold for $150 per acre in paper and 
on paper credit. in 1816, and at $35 per acre again in 1819. Mr. 
Jefferson tells us that in 1819 good lands in Virginia were selling 
for one year’s rent, and good horses at $5 apiece. The man who 
borrowed money from the banks in 1816 to buy land at $150 per 











is land in 1819 at $35 per acre, and still owed $115 
ome 2 i their desperation they offered 36 per cent for money 
ps : Nepths into which “‘ banking facilities” had 


ret them out of the 
siaenee them. But there was no money to be had. 
' Mr. Benton came to Congress from Missouri in 1820, and he says 


that— 

. i e Potomac amidst the crash of faikin 
benke, the ae er. alae lamentations of a suffering 
nation. 

These lessons have been repeated since, and always from the 
same cause. And we are asked now to adopt the same system, or 
a kindred one, andsend the country again through the same mourn- 

> iences. 
“a these measures are now urged by Democrats, and we are 
told that they are in harmony with Democratic principles. In 
1813, when the country was entering upon this era of paper pros- 
perity, Mr. Jefferson wrote to the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House of Representatives that— 

ia li s an, is, and forever will be abused in ever 
onee oe eereatiens tanh cis —- at a term of abuse Z 
these States which has never been reached in any other nation, France ex- 
cepted. * * * Instead, then, of yielding to the cries of scarcity of medium set 
up by speculators, projectors, and commercial gamblers, no endeavors should 


1s sd to begin the work of reducing it by such gradual means as may give 
be seo private fortunes to preserve their poise and settle down with the sub- 


siding medium. 


In 1814 he says: 


We are now without any medium. Congress may now borrow of the pub- 
lic and without interest all the money they may want to the amount of a 
competent circulation by merely issuing their own promissory notes of 
proper denominations for the larger purposes of circulation, but not for the 
small. Leave that door open for the entrance of metallic money. 


We now have $500,000,000 of these notes issued by Congress 
without interest, but we are told they must be funded into ‘‘long- 
time” bonds, bearing interest, and bank notes for that amount 
must be issued and loaned at interest to the people instead of the 
Treasury notes which they have without interest. 

In 1815 he said: 


We are undone if this banking mania be not suppressed. 


It was not suppressed then, and the country was swept with a 
desolating cyclone a few years after. We will be undone again 
if we do not now suppress the banking mania. During the same 
year he said: 


Our money is much or little, real or imaginary, as our bitterest enemies 
choose to make it. 


That is, it was elastic while the country was ‘“‘dancing along 
the primrose way to the everlasting bonfire.” 

He was constantly warning the people of the perils that bank 
notes were placing in their path. 


Put down the banks— 
He said— 


and if this country could not be carried through the longest war against 
her most powerful enemy without ever knowing the want of a dollar, with- 
out dependence on the traitorous classes of her citizens, without bearing 
hard on the resources of the people or loading the public with an indefinite 
burden of debt, I know nothing of my countrymen. 


In vain did he warn them against the ‘‘frothy bubbles” and the 
en tricks on paper.” In vain did he beseech the legis- 
atures— 


to avert from their constituents such a catastrophe as the extinguishment of 
two hundred millions of paper in their hands. 


Great as was Jefferson always with the democratic people of the 
United States, the bank mania was greater than he. It was a 
scourge then which he characterized as belonging to the family of 
‘hurricanes, earthquakes, and other casualties.” Hetold the bank 
maniacs that our medium was then ‘‘dropsical” and their cries fo~ 
more bank facilities was ‘‘ dosing dropsy with more water”; that 
no man knew what his property was worth; that while he was cal- 
culating it was ‘‘ bloating.” 

In spite of all the warnings of the pilot, with flowing sails and 
bending masts, they sent the ship on the rocks, where it was 
broken to pieces. That is what we are urged to do now. Prin- 
ciples are the same now that they were then. Names only have 
changed. Jefferson did not call it “elasticity” then. He called 
it “ bloating.” He did not speak of the authors of these mischiefs 
as ‘‘ business men,” who he thought were endowed by Heaven 
with the exclusive right to dictate the kind and amount of cur- 
rency for a self-governing people. He called them “speculators,” 
“‘jugglers,” ‘ projectors,” and ‘‘commercial gamblers.” 

Such has been the history of bank paper from the beginning of 
the Government up to 1861, when the Democratic party went out 
of power. There been a struggle all the time against all 
banks of issue by a large part of our ple, and a struggle be- 
tween the advocates of State banks and those of national banks. 
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Sometimes the friends of the two paper systems worked in har- 
mony and sometimes in opposition. At last the national banks 
crushed the State banks by the 10 per cent tax on their circula- 
tion. The national-bank currency and the Treasury-note cur- 
rency came into the circulation together during the civil war. 
And as soon as the conflict ended the banking fraternity began a 
war to the knife and the knife to the hilt against its rival, the 
Treasury note. There was no silver then in circulation against 
which it could direct its blows. The Treasury note was its sole 
antagonist, and it marshaled its clans to exterminate its adversary. 

On the 12th of April, 1866, Congress passed an act to retire the 
Treasury note permanently from the field. As soon as it became 
known the people began to murmur, and the murmur swelled into 
tempest, and Congress was compelled to retrace its steps, and on 
the 4th of February, 1868, they repealed the law of 1866 and re- 
stored the Treasury note to the field of circulation. The banking 
forces, beaten and routed in this campaign, like a beaten army, 
went into winter quarters, drilled and disciplined their forces, re- 
enforced their ammunition chests, and got ready to try results with 
the enemy again. 

On January 14, 1875, Congress, at the demand of the banking 
interests, for the second time decreed the death of the Treasury 
notes. Again the storm gathered and broke with fury at the law 
that decreed the death of the Treasury note; and again Congress 
was compelled to restore it to the circulation. And onthe 3istof 
May, 1878, a Democratic Congress, as the Senator from Ohio [{ Mr. 
SHERMAN] said the other day, in defense of a Democratic money, 
repealed the act of January 14, 1875, so far as it required the. 
elimination of the Treasury note from our system. The contend- 
ing forces are again on the field. The Treasury note now is re- 
enforced by $500,000,000 of silver. The prize to be won is a field 
of twelve or fifteen hundred millions of circulation. The plan of 
campaign is to keep the $175,000,000 of silver bullion now in the 
Treasury from coming out to aid the $500,000,000 of coined silver 
and the $500,000,000 of Treasury notes. That bullion after a while 
must be sold for gold. The gold will be paid out by the Treasury 
and gathered in by the banks, and, using it as the basis of cir- 
culation, they will supply the whole circulation, fifteen hundred 
millions, with these notes, except such as can be supplied only by 
fractional coins and to a very limited amount. 

The bank notes, in order to circulate throughout the Union, 
must circulate on the credit of the United States, and to have 
that credit, and at the same time to increase their profits, they 
must have United States interest-bearing bonds. And to make 
the system as permanent as possible, and as invulnerable to the 
attack as possible, bonds must be long time, and placed as far 
beyond the reach of the people as possible, so that when it is once 
established, no convulsions, no popular upheavals, neither Con- 
gress nor the people, can unseat them. 

This is the plan, this is the prize to be won or lost. Now let the 
banking fraternity come on the field openly, with their drums 
beating and colors flying. Let them say openly and frankly what 
they demand, and then let the people decide. The party that 
dares to go before the country and honestly proclaim in its plat- 
form that it favors a permanent bonded debt as a basis for a per- 
manent system of national-bank circulation, and for retiring the 
Treasury notes and funding them into long-time, interest-bearing 
bonds for the benefit of the banks, will, when the campaign is 
over, need the services of a first-class undertaker. I want to read 
some of the utterances of Democratic State conventions when the 
two efforts were made to destroy the Treasury-note circulation 
and put the bank-note circulation in its place. I have gathered 
these expressions from all parts of the Union, and they expressed 
then, as they do now, the sentiments of the Democratic people. I 
shall not quote from Republican platforms. I am sure there are 
many Republicans who favor the Treasury note in preference to 
the bank note, though a majority of that party are the other way. 
What said the Democratic convention of Arkansas? I will take 
them alphabetically. In 1878 they said: 

National-bank notes shall be retired, their further issue prohibited, and 
United States Treasury notes substituted therefor. The power to issue 
paper money and coin asa legal tender is only vested in the National Gov- 
ernment. 

This is pure Jeffersonian Democracy. Mr. Jefferson said coin- 
age was peculiarly an attribute of sovereignty,and that bank 
notes should be suppressed and the circulation restored to the 
nation, to whom it belonged. Such substantially were the words 
of Crawford, Gallatin, Walker, Benton, and the other great lead- 
ers of that party. To say that Congress should give to corpora- 
tions the power to issue and control the circulation of the country 
is to me as absurd as to say that Congress should give power to 
corporations to declare or wage war, or to raise and support 
navies. These are powers that belong exclusively to sovereignty. 
Why not give to corporations the power to lay and collect taxes? 
All these are incidents of sovereignty. But let me proceed with 
the State platforms. They declare the principles of the Demo- 
cratic party on national debts, national banks, and Treasury notes, 








; 
r 
> 
} 
3 
iL 


i oe 


em 
Ra seal ah 


ih aren. 


aed 
es te? eae 


egg 


” 


my ct RETIN. te Dg et 


nape 





690 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


~~ 


JANUARY 15, 





COLORADO. 


In 1878 Colorado denounced ‘ the retirement and destruction of 
legal-tender notes, and the maintenance of the national banking 
system,” and said: 


No further increase in the bonded debt and no further sate of bonds for the 
perches of coin for resumption purposes; a gradual extinction of the public 

ebt by the omens of the interest-bearing portion thereof in such cur- 
rency as the law will permit. 


ILLINOIS. 


That the present system of national banks can and should be abolished at 
once, and the notes of such institutions redeemed and their place relieved by 
noninterest-bearing notes of the Government, thus saving to the people 
annually $20,000,000.—Jiinois State Democratic platform, 1868. 

That it is the exclusive prerogative of the United States to issue all bills to 
circulate as money, and a right which ought not to be exercised by any State 
or corporation. That the national bank notes should be redeemed, and in- 
stead thereof there should be issued by the Government an equal amount of 
Treasury notes.—I linois State Democratic platform, 1878. 


INDIANA. 


That the national-bank system organized in the interest of bondholders 
ought to be abolished and United States notes substituted in lieu of the na- 
tional-bank currency, thus saving to the people in interest alone more than 
$18,000,000 a year, and, until such system of banks be abolished, we demand 
that theshares of such banks in Indiana shall be subject to the same taxa- 
tion, State and municipal, as other property of the State.—Indiana Democratic 
Siate platform, 1868. 

We are in favor of the repeal cf the national-bank law and the substitution 
as a for the national-bank currency.—Indiana State Democratic 
platform, 1874. 

1848: We declare in favor of the adoption of measures loo! tothe gradual 
retirement of the circulation of the national banks and the substitution 
therefor of circulating notes issued by the authorities of Government. 

1878: The right to issue paper mow as well as coin is the exclusive prerog- 
ative of the Government. it. e demand that the national-bank notes 
shall be retired, and in lieu thereof shall be issued by the Government an 
equal amount of Treasury notes with fuli legal-tender quality. 


IOWA. 


That the national-bank system, organized in the interest of bondholders, 
ought to be abolished, and United States notes substituted in lieu of the na- 
tional-bank currency, thus saving to the le in interest alone more than 
eighteen millions of dollars annually; and until such system of banks shall be 
abolished, we demand that the shares of such banks in Iowa shall be subject 


to the same taxes, State and municipal, as other property of the State.—lowa 
State Democratic platform, 1868. 

1869: A national debt is a national curse. 

1875: We favor a sufficient supply of national currency for business pur- 
poses. Opposition to the present national banking law. 

1876: The resumption law should at once be repealed. 

1877: We favor the retention of a greenback currency, and declare against 
any further contraction, and we favor substitution of greenbacks for na- 
tional-bank bills. 

We deprecate the funding of our noninterest-bearing debt. * * * We 
oppose any further retirement of the United States notes now in circulation, 
and favor the substitution of national Treasury notes for national-bank 
bills. —Jowa State Democratic platform, 1878. 

1879: We are in favor of the substitution of United States Treasury notes 
for national-bank notes, and of the abolition of national banks as banks of 
issue. * * * Wefavora reduction of the bonded debt as fast as practicable 
and the application of the idle money in the Treasury to that purpose. 


KANSAS. 


We demand the repeal of the national bank law, and that the Government 
shall issue a legal-tender currency direct from the Treasury.—Kansas State 
Democratic platform, 1874. 

i876: We demand that the act of Congress creating the national banking 
system be repealed; that the notes of the national banks be withdrawn from 
circulation, and in lieu thereof the paper of the Government of the United 
States be substituted. That as Congress has the sole power to coin money 
and regulate the value thereof, it should also have the sole power to providea 
paper currency for the poopie. 

1876: We are opposed to all banks of issue, whether chartered by Congress 
or the State legislature, and we desire that banking on_the part of corpora- 
tions or private individuals shall be confined by law exclusively to exchange, 
discounts, and deposit. 

That as Congress has sole power to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof under the Constitution, it should also exercise the sole power of pro- 
viding a paper currency to be used as money. * * * That we favor the 
retirement of national-bank notes and substitution of notes, com- 
mony called greenbacks, in their stead.--Kansas State Democratic platform, 

78, 

LOUISIANA. : 

1878: The Louisiana Democracy demands that the national banking system 
should be abolished and national-bank notes retired, and in lieu thereof that 
the Government of the United States should issue an equal amount of Treas- 
ury notes, commonly known as greenbacks. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


1868: Every dollar received by taxation from the people not absolutely nec- 
essary for the economical and aaimate expenses of the Government to be 
[4 to the ment of the public debt. 

877: Resolved, t the prect ice of bor money for other objects than 
those of strict public necessity has genera schemes of extravagant ex- 
penditure, until taxation has become well-nigh an intolerable burden. Hon- 
esty, economy, and “ pay as we * should be the rule in all the appropria- 
tions of the people's money. © power of the State, counties, les, and 
towns to borrow money ought to be rigidly limited, so that an end may be 
put to the system which “anticipates the labor of coming ages and appropri- 
ates the fruits of it in advance; which coins the industry of future genera- 
tions into cash and snatches the inheritance from children yet unborn.” 


MICHIGAN. 
1879: We demand that all money, whether r or metallic, shall be issued 
by the General Government only, and made's fall ] tender for all debts, 
ublic and private, except.as to such contracts heretofore made as were 


lily payable in coin. We are op to all banks of issue, and deman 
that greenbacks shall be substituted in place of national-bank bills. 


MINNESOTA. 


1878: We are opposed to any increase of the bonded debt, to the sale of 
bonds for the pu of ob coin for resumption purposes. We are in 
favor of the ual substitution of national Treasury notes for national- 
bank notes and making such Treasury notes the sole paper currency of the 
country, and placed on such basis as that the same shall be equal in valuo 
with coin, and as a legal tender the same as coin. 


MISSOURI. 


We regard the national banking system as being oppressive and burden- 
some, and demand the abolition and retirement from circulation of all y»- 
tional-bank notes and the issue of legal-tender notes in lieu thereof, and in 
quantities from time to time sufficient to supply the wholesome and ne. 
sary business demands of the entire ooqnwy, and that all greenbacks 
issued shall be used in the purchase and retirement of the bonds of tho 
United States, so that the interest-bearing debt of the country may be |. 
ened to the extent of the greenbacks thus put into circulation.— Miss0.;j 
State Democratic platform, 1878. 


) 


MAINE. 


That so long as the currency consists in whole or in part of paper money. 
issued under the authority of the National Government, such paper shou\d 
be issued directly by the Government itself, and that the great and valua!|y 
privilege of issuing three hundred millions of this money, yielding a protit 
equal to pee millions annually in gold, has been too long enjoyed by fa 
ored individuals associated under the national-bank law, and should be fort) 
with assumed by the people represented by the political authority of tho 
United States.—Maine State Democratic plaiform. 1868. 

1878: The payment of the bonded debt of the United States as rapidly as 
practicable. No further issue of Government bonds Prt taxation 
with the other property of the country is avoided. * * * @ are opposed 
to an irredeemable currency, but believe in a currency for the Government 
and people, the laborer and officeholder, the pensioner and soldier, the ) 
ducer and the bondholder. We are apne to the present national banking 
system and in favor of the gradual substitution of greenbacks for national 


NEBRASKA. 


1878: We demand the gradual substitution of United States legal-tender 
paper for national-bank notes and its permanent establishment as the sole 
paper money of the country; the immediate repeal of the national banking 
act; no further issue of interest-bearing bonds; no further sale of bonds {\ 


the purchase of coin for resumption purposes, but a gradual extinction of the 
public debt. 
NEVADA. 
The substitution of the United Statescurrency for the national-bank notes, 


No further sale of interest-bearing bonds for coin for resumption purpo 
but the gradual reduction of the public debt.—Nevada State Democratic 
platform, 1878. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


1878: One currency for the Government and the people, the laborer and the 
officeholder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the bondholder. 
That whatever currency is issued by the Government should be issue: for 


the benefit of the whole people, and not for the benefit of capitalists at the 
expense of the people. 
OHIO. 


1869: We denounce the national banking system as one of the worst out- 
growths of the bonded debt, which unnecessarily increases the burden of the 
people $30,000,000 annually, and we demand its immediate repeal. 

1870: We are op d to the system of national banks, and demand the im 
mediate repeal of the law creating them, and that in place of the notes of 
such banks Treasury notes of the United States should be substituted 

1871: Honor and duty alike require the honest payment of the public debt. 

Believing that a better system can be devised, and one that will be free from 
unjust privileges, we are in favor of abolishing the franchises of the national 
banks to issue a paper currency as soon as the same can safely and prudently 
be done, and that the notes so withdrawn by the banks be replaced by thie 
Government with legal-tender currency.—Ohio State Democratic platform, 
187h. 

1875: That the policy already initiated Hy Bhs Republican party of abolish- 
ing the legal tender and giving national banks the power to furnish all tho 
currency will increase the power of an already dangerous monopoly and the 
enormous burden now oppressing the people, without any corresponding ai- 
vantage, and that we oppose the policy and demand thatall the national- 
bank lation be promptly and permanently retired, and legal tenders }o 
issued in their place. * No paper currency except such as may be is- 
sued directly by and upon the faith of the General Government. 

1876: The gradual but early substitution of legal tender for national-bank 
notes. * * * Theissue by the General Government alone of all the circu- 
lating medium, whether paper or metallic. 

1877: We favor the retention of greenback currency as the best paper money 
we have ever had, and declare against any further contraction. * * * \ 
favor the issue by the General Government alone of all circulating mediums, 
whether paper or metallic, to be always of equal tender and interconvertille. 

1878: Tie uvaduni substitution of United States legal-tender paper for na 
tional-bank notes and its pemenent establishment as the sole paper money 
of the country. * * * No further increase in the bonded debt and no fur- 
ther sale of bonds for the purchase of coin for resumption purposes, but the 

ual extinction of the public debt. 

1879: The issue of money in any form and the regulation thereof belong to 
the General Government alone, and ought not to be delegated or intrusted to 
individuals or corporations. We op the perpetuation of the present na- 
tional banking system as a means of control over the currency of the coun- 
try,and demand the gradual substitution of Treasury notes for national-bank 
currency. 


We 


OREGON. 


1875: The institution of the system of national banks was a fraud upon the 
country and an injustice upon the laboring classes, and we demand such pru- 
dent legislation as will grajually brin, vicious system to aclose; that all 
currency which may be issued shall be convertible into coin upon demand 
and be issued directly by the Government. 

That the tuity of nearly 000,000 now paid to national banks by the 
Government is simply levying tribute upon the people for the benefit of the 
cupitalists. We therefore favor the repeal of the law under which they were 
established and the direct issue by the Government of currency, receivable 
for all public dues, sufficient to supply the place of the present bank-note cir- 
culation.—Oregon State Dintform, 1878. 

PENNSYLVANTA. eR 

1875: That the policy already indicated by the Republican party of abolish- 
ing legal tenders and 4 giving the national Panks the power to furnish all the 
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° ill increase the power of an already dangerous monopoly and the 
currency Wit fen now oppressing the people without compensating advan- 
pom and that all the national-ban circulation be promptly and permanently 
retired and full legal tenders be issued in their place. : 

1875: The honest payment of our just debts and the sacred preservation of 

» public faith. Z 
= The honest payment of the public debt. . 
1x78: Gold, silver, and United States legal-tender notes at par therewith are 
a just basis for paper circulation. 
NEW YORK. 
1874: Honest payment of the public debt in coin. 
TENNESSEE. 
favor the abolition of the present odious national-bank sy stem and 
ocean of the bonds of the Government by issuance of its poninterest- 
bearing notes, according to the contract expressed and implied at ths time of 
the creation of such obligations.—Tennessee Democratic State pla‘form, 1374. 

The substitution of Treasury notes for national-bank currency at the ear 
liest moment practicable.— Tennessee State Democratic platform, is76. 

1878: The odious national banking act be repealed and greenbacks be substi 
tuted for the circulation of the national banks. * * * That no more inter- 
est-bearing bonds be issued; that all loans ay eine by the Government be 
raised by the issuance ot noninterest-bearing Treasury notes. 

TEXAS. 

1878: We favor one currency for the Government and the people, the laborer 
and the officeholder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the 
bondholder. * * The substitution of United States legal tender for na- 
tional-bank notes and its permanent reestablishment as the sole paper money 

f the country. 
. No tarther increase in the bonded debt; no further sale of bonds for the 
purchase of coin for redemption purposes, but a gradual reduction of the 
public debt by payment according to the original contract by which it was 
created. 
VERMONT. 

1878: The honest payment of the public debt in such currency as its terms 
imply, and the preservation of the public faith. : F 

One currency for all. We oppose the present national banking system and 
recommend the gradual substitution of greenbacks for national-bank bills. 


WISCONSIN. 


1877: Declares its opposition to a longer continuance of the national-bank 
currency and demands that the Government furnish its own notes in the 
place thereof. 

I also submit here an extract from a speech delivered by the 
Hon. Allen G. Thurman at Hamilton, Ohio, in 1878, in support of 
the declarations contained in the platforms above quoted. In that 
speech Senator Thurman spoke as follows: 


Fe.Low Orrizens: [have seen several statements in the public press to the 
effect that the object of my appointment to address you to-day was that I 
should “sound the keynote of the campaign.” I wish, in the very outset of 
my remarks, to disclaim any such pretension. Under free institutions it is 
for the people to give the keynote; and so far as the Democracy of Ohio are 
concerned, they have discharged that duty in the platform adopted by our 
late State convention. I stand squarely on that platform. I have advocated 
its principles heretofore and Ishall continue toadvocate them. Perhaps this 
is all Ishould say about myself; but, inasmuch as in certain quarters I am 
denounced as aman who has surrendered his convictions to appease a popu- 
lar clamor, it may be pardonable in me to occupy afew moments in repelling 
this charge. The accusation has reference to my support of the financial 
plank in the platform. : 

Now, what is this financial plank? It condemns contraction of the cur- 
rency; demands the repeal of the resumption act; advocates “the removal of 
all restrictions to the coinage of silver, and the reestablishment of silver as 
a money metal, the same as gold—the same as it was before its fraudulent de- 
monetization; the gradual substitution of United States legal-tender paper 
for national-bank notes, and its permanent establishment as the sole paper 
money of the country, made receivable for all dues to the Government, and 
of equal tender with coin—the amount of such issues to be so regulated by 
legislation or organic law as to give the people assurance of stability in the 
volume of currency and the consequent stability of the value; no further in- 
crease in the bonded debt, and no further sale of bonds for the purchase of 
coin for resumption purposes, but the gradual extinction of the public debt, 
rigid economy, the reduction of expenditures in all branches of the public 
service, and a tariff for revenue only.’’ These are the financial doctrines of 
the platform, and now I confidently defy my critics, one and all, to name any 
vote that Ihave given during the nine years that I have sat in the Senate 
that was inconsistent with these principles. 

I have steadily opposed contraction ever since it wasinaugurated. Ispoke 
and voted against the resumption act when it passed, and at the last session 
of Congress voted for its repeal. I worked hard torestore silver to the place 
it held before demonetization. Several years ago I drew a resolution for our 
State convention favoring the gradual substitution of greenbacks for na- 
tional-bank notes, and that resolution, injudiciously amended, as I believe 
everyone now admits, was passed by the convention. I was one of the first 
to pees in the Senate that nbacks should be receivable for customs 
duties, and at the last session [ voted for the bill making them thus receiv- 
able. Ihave been the advocate of a stable currency, and your platform de- 
mands stability. Ihave contended that the precious metals ought not to be 
demonetized, and the platform asserts the same doctrine. I have spoken 
and voted a an increase of our bonded debt. I have advocated, to the 
best of my ability, strict economy, reduction of expenditures, and a revenue 
tariff. y course, therefore, has been perfectly consistent with the plat- 
form of our convention, as the journals and debates of the Senate will show. 
And I beg leave to add that I have never given a vote in the nine years I 
Lave sat in the Senate to which exception was taken by the Democracy of 
Ohio, so far as I know or have ever heard. 

Fellow-citizens, I trust that I have not offended propriety or good taste by 
making these few remarks about myself. You are a portion of my con- 
stituents, and I have aright to know whether I have represented you cor- 
rectly or otherwise. If I have a reputation worth preserving, it is for your 
interest as well as mine that it shall not be unjustly tarnished. But enough 
upon this theme. 

en the currency ye of the platform is carefully scrutinized, it will be 
found that its principal feature is the substitution of greenbacks for national- 
bank notes. I think that I do them no injustice when I say that the leaders 
of the Republican party are in favor of directly the opposite course—that is 
to say, they would retire all the greenbacks in order that their places might 
be filled with national-bank notes. Let either course be taken and the me- 
tallic money of the country remains the same. Use either kind of paper and 
the amount of coin in actual circulation, apart from the small coins used for 
, will be comparatively small, so long as one and two and five dollar 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 691 








notes are freely used, for such notes always drive coin out of circulation. 
And whenever conversion into coin is practicable and desirable, it will be 
just as easy to convert greenbacks as to convert bank notes. The question 
then is narrowed down to this, Shall our paper money be national-bank notes 
or greenbacks? For several reasons that | will briefly state I think that the 
latter are preferable. 

1. In the first place, a national-bank currency means the indefinite perpetua 
tion of the national debt. The national banks, so far as their circulation is 
concerned, are founded on that debt. It is the security for their notes, and 
whenever the debt be paid the banks must retire their circulation and cease 
to issue notes. In order, therefore, to perpetuate their privilege of issuin 
notes they must strive to perpetuate the national debt; and you may res 
assured that they will do so, and the inflaence of more than two thousand 
such institutions spread all over the country will be very powerful indeed. 

Now, I am not one of those who believe that a national debt is a national 
blessing. I believe that the reverse of that is true, and that such a debt isa 
national curse. To say nothing of its corrupting influences, its d f 
resources of the people to pay interest is fearfully oppressive, i 
when a large portion of the debt is held abroad. Ina comparatively brief 
period the amount of interest paid exceeds the principal of the debt, while 
the drain continues in undiminished force. Heavy taxation is the necessary 
result, and everyone who has studied the subject knows that oppressive taxa- 
tion is one of the worst foes to the industry and prosperity of a country. It 
is true that the national debt can not be speedily paid, but we ought not to 
put unnecessary obstacles in the way of its payment. The national-bank 
notes are such an obstacle, and for that reason are objectionable. Your 
platform wisely advocates “the gradual extinction of the public debt.” It 
thus favors its honest payment and opposes its indefinite perpetuation. And, 
in strict harmony with this principle, it condemns the bank-note syrtem that 
tends to perpetuate it. 

2. A second objection to the national-bank system is, that it tends to com- 
bine, concentrate, and intensify the money power. I shall indulge in no dee- 
lamation against the money power. I seek to excite no passion, no preju- 
dice. I wish to reason fairly, and I wish you to judge fairly. And I doreason 
fairly when I say that, in view of the undoubted fact that during the whole 
period of the unlimited sway of the Republican party the legislation of Con- 
gress steadily favored the moneyed interest and thereby greatly added to the 
burdens of the people; that the purchasing power of money has immensely 
increased, while the cxchanaumtie or purchasing power of everything else 
has remained stationary or has diminished; and in view of the further fact 
that the national-bank system confers oes privileges upon the banks that 
no other institutions and no individuals enjoy; that it combines more than 
two thousand institutions now, and, if perpetuated, may combine a thousand 
more, in acommon purpose and with a common interest to maintain their 
power and prolong their privileges; that these institutions are scattered all 
over the Republic and, acting openly or in secret, are able to influence legis- 
latures, Congresses, and thousands of voters, it is not injustice, but, on the 
contrary, it is the expression of a wise anxiety to suggest that such a system 
is fraught with danger tothe prosperity of the people and to the purity of 
their Government. If in the time of Andrew Seckeon the existence of a 
national bank with a capital of only $35,000,000, and a few branches here and 
there, was considered dangerous to the welfare and the institutions of the 
country, what shall we say of a widespread combination of two thousand 
national banks now wielding nearly five hundred millions of capital, and des- 
tined, if perpetuated, to vastly multiply in number and to control thou- 
sands of millions? 

5. A third objection to the national-bank circulation is, that it is a special 
privilege that puts many millionsof dollars annually into the pockets of the 
ee and takes many millions annually out of the pockets of the 
peop cS. 

The general rule is, that a person pays interest upon what he owes; but in 
the case of a bank note this rule is reversed. The note isa debt due by the 
bank, but instead of paying interest upon it, the bank is authorized to loan it 
as money and take interest upon the loan. It thus enjoys a privilege that no 
one else enjoys. It draws interest upon its own indebtedness, and this priv- 
ilege of the national banks brings them an annual income of probably $20,000,- 
000. Their aggregate circulation is in round numbers three hundred and 
twenty-two millions. I think it may be reasonably assumed that three hun- 
dred millions of these notes are loaned at an average rate of interest of at 
least 7 per cent. If so, the annual interest they receive from the loan, not of 
money, not of capital, but of their own indebtedness, is $21,000,000. And this 
sum is taken out of the annual product of the country, before that product is 
divided between labor and capital. The general rule is, that the product of 
human industry is ultimately divided between labor and capital; but whena 
bank-note circulation is used, the banks first step in, and, by virtue of their 
special privilege, take a large slice in the shape of interest upon their own 
indebtedness. In the case of our national banks, this slice, as we have seen 
amounts to twenty-one millions every year. Now, if there can be no sound 
paper currency but bank notes, then there is nothing left for us but to bear 
this burden or try to reduce the amount of the exaction. But if the green 
back is as good as the bank note, and nobody denies that it is, why should it 
not be substituted for the bank note and an end put to the exaction? 

And consider further that for every greenback it has issued the Govern- 
ment has received value. That greenback has paid for services rendered, or 
materials furnished, or it has discharged a portion of the interest-bearin 
public debt. There is thusa saving to the Government or to the people o 
an amount equal to interest upon the outstanding greenback circulation; 
for, had the greenback not been issued, the Government would have had to 
raise the money by loan or taxation to meet its expenditures. If it raised 
it by loan, it would, of course, have to pay interest for the loan. If it raised 
it by taxation, the taxpayers lose the interest their money would have earned 
had they not been compelled to give it to the Government. 

The greenbacks now outstanding amount to $346,681,016. Computing inter- 
est upon this sum at the lowest rate at which the Government can borrow 
money, 4 per cent, and we have an annual saving to the people, resulting from 
the use of greenbacks, of $13,867,240. But if the greenbacks were substituted 
for the three hundred and twenty-two millions of national-bank notes now 
outstanding, there would be a further saving to the people of 4 per cent an 
nually on that sum, namely, $12,888,000—making a total annual saving by the 
use of the greenback of $26,747,240. From this, however, deduct the taxes on 
their circulation paid by the banks, amounting to about three millions annu- 
ally, and the net saving would be about twenty-three and three-quarter mil- 
lions. Perhaps, in strictness, this deduction for taxes ought not to be made, 
for it is probable that the banks throw the burden of the taxation upon their 
customers, whoin turn shift it to the shoulders of those with whom they 
deal, until, like all other taxation, it finally falls upon the great body of con- 
sumers, the people. 








All these declarations show that when the issue was made and 
Congress attempted to destroy the Treasury-note currency and 
substitute that of the banks, the democratic people spoke with 
one voice against it. They demanded the extinction of that cur- 
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rency which was issued by corporations on the credit of the Govern- 
ment and loaned to them on interest, and the substitution of that 
which was issued directly by the Government, based upon the 
civilization, wealth, and honor of the people, and which costs them 
nothing for interest to the issuer. hy, then, in the light of our 
past history, is it now so persistently demanded that Congress 
shall sweep away this circulation and give to banks the sole power 
to provide the whole paper circulation of the country? 
here are two very strong reasons why the corporations desire 
it and why the people oppose it. The silver and Treasury notes 
now outstanding supply a circulation of about one thousand mil- 
lions. This costs the people nothing in the way of interest to 
maintain. But if it is swept away its place must be filled by bank 
notes. The bank-note system must stand on a pedestal of bonds 
which draw an annual interest from the people. Then we must 
have a thousand million of bonds. The annual interest charge at 
8 per cent would take from the people thirty millions a year. If 
the notes are issued to the full face value of the bonds, as is rec- 
ommended, a thousand millions of bank notes must be issued. 
Theycanonly be putin circulation bylending. They will be loaned 
at from 5 to 10 per cent per annum. In the Eastern States the 
rate will be about 5 percent; in the West, 7; in the South, 8 and 10 
ver cent, It will be safe to say the average rate will be 7 per cent. 
hen a thousand millions of bank notes will be loaned at an aver- 
age rate of 7 per cent. That will make a tax of seventy millions 
annually, ith the interest on the debt and the interest on the 
notes the people will be taxed one hundred millions annually. 
The silver and the Treasury notes cost the people nothing for in- 
terest. This is one reason why the banks want the circulation 
and the reason why the people do not. They do not want acircu- 
lation that loads their necks, shoulders, and backs with such an 
intolerable burden. 

I regret that 1 must differ from the President on this question, 
but this is a Government that derives its vital force from public 
opinion. It is a Government where the freedom of speech and 
press are essential factors in the production of a correct public 
opinion. Public opinion to be right demands the freest and fullest 
discussion of all public questions; and I shall not hesitate to ex- 
press my difference in opinion from the President and Secretary 
of the Treasury, highly as I respect them both. They both urge 
Congress to fund the five hundred millions of Treasury notes into 
“long-time” interest-bearing bonds and authorize the banks to 
issue notes to the face value of the bonds and reduce the tax on 
bank notes from 1 to one-fourth of 1 percent. The President says 
he does not see why the bonds should not be payable fifty years 
from their date, and to bear interest not exceeding 3 per cent per 
annum. He says: 


We of the present generation have less amounts to pay if we meet our 
obligations, and long bonds are most salable. 


And again: 


The increase of our bonded debt involved in this ~~ would be amply com- 
pensated by renewed activity and enterprise in all business circles, the re- 
stored confidence at home, the reinstated faith in our monetary strength 
abroad, and the stimulation of every interest and industry that would follow 
the cancellation of the gold demand obligations now afflicting us. 

The statement that this generation has enough to bear now, and 
therefore it ought to be relieved by converting a noninterest-bear- 
ing debt into one that bears $15,000,000 a year, is to me rather 
strange. In addition to this, five hundred millions of bank notes 
are to be put into circulation by loans at 7 per cent, making 
$35,000,000 more. The measure recommended by the President 
adds fifty millions more to the burdens of the ple annually, 
and yet he sees great advantages to the people in thechange. And 
this is only a part of the plan. When the field of circulation is 
swept of the silver coins and Treasury notes it will require a 
thousand millions of bonds fora thousand millions of notes. The 
interest on both will cost one hundred millions a year, and in fifty 
years the people will pay five thousand millions of dollars for the 
maintenance of the system. This is an enormous price to pay for 
a circulation that now costs nothing. 

It is something strange to me that it is considered no burden to 
pile a monument of taxes on the backs of people now living and 
curse with slavery our children, and children’s children who are 
not yet born. This is slavery, and a slavery from which no power 
can extricate usor them. Ordinarily, if unwise legislation is en- 
acted in one Congress a subsequent Congress can remove the 
evil. But if we issue and sell bonds redeemable only after fifty 
years we place ourselves, our children, our children’s children, 
and our children’s grandchildren and great grandchildren beyond 
the region of hope, for no power that Congress possesses can re- 
deem them. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator at that point? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like, if it does not interfere with the - 
ment of the Senator from Texas, at that point to ask him ouster 
he is in favor of the Government of the United States issuing 
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Treasury notes and notes payable on demand which are never to 
be redeemed? 

Mr. MILLS. Just on the same principle as I am in favor of 
keeping up taxation which is never to ee so long as the 


Government needs taxation to support it to keep it in existence 
and to protect the rights and liberties of the people. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not that mean fiat money? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That is my idea of it. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no. Everything the Government does is a 
fiat. The Government speaks in the language of command. 
When the Government puts legal tender on gold, silver, or paper 
it is fiat. When it says the bank note shall be receivable for a]! 
Government dues it makes the bank note a fiat money. When it 
— taxes andcommands the collectors to gather them it is fiat. 
When gold and silver is coined at the mintit is fiat money. Al] 
this is fiatin one sense. But the sense in which “ fiat money” has 
been used is a paper dollar which has no basis of intrinsic value. 
It does not promise to pay either gold or silver. It does not cir- 
culate on the credit of either. It is not intended by its advocates 
to be at par with either. This is not the situation with the Treas- 
ury note. It is redeemable—that is, it is exchangeable for gold 
and silver and kept in circulation. 

The Senator from Delaware understands ‘‘ redeemable” to mean 
the notes are to be taken up and destroyed and not returned to 
the circulation. The people who advocate Treasury note circu- 
lation understand ‘‘ redeemable” to mean the notes are to be kept 
at par with the standard of value, equal in value with all other 
dollars, with the right of the holder to have a gold dollar or silver 
dollar in exchange for it when demanded of the Government, and 
the note to be paid out again and kept in circulation. 

This brings me to the question of the redemption of these notes 
in coin. The President contends that they are gold obligations 
and must be paid in gold alone when presented. I maintain, on 
the contrary, that they are coin obligations, and payable by ex- 
press statute in coin. But it is contended that, while the statute 
makes them payable in coin, the public credit would be impaired 
and the country put upon a silver standard if they were paid in 
silver. Both of these 88 fame Ideny. I understand it to be 
a principle that is disputed by no well-informed person that where 
two kinds of money are authorized to circulate without limit as 
to volume the cheaper will supplant the dearer and become the 
sole circulating medium. And, again, that money takes its value 
in proportion to its units, everything else remaining unchanged. 
Mr. Jefferson recognized this law. Writing to the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House in 1813 in reference 
to the proposed charter of a national bank, he said: 

They authorize this bank to throw into circulation $90,000,000 (three times 
the capital), which increases our circulating medium 50 = cent, depreciates 


proportionably the present value of a dollar, and raises the price of all future 
purchases in the same proportion. 


Mr. Calhoun says: 


If we turn our attention to the laws which govern the circulation we shall 
find one of the most important to be that as the circulation is decreased or 
increased the rest of the property will, all other circumstances remaining the 
same, be decreased or increased in value exactly in the same proportion. 


Mr. Clay says: 


The great law of price is determined by supply and demand. Whatever 
affects either affectsthe price. If the supply is increased, the demand remain- 
ing the same, the price declines; if the demand is increased the supply remain- 
ing the same, the price advances; if both supply and demand are undimin- 
ished, the price is stationary, and the price is influenced exactly in proportion 
to the degree of disturbance to the demand or supply. 


I have read the definitions of many statesmen and economists, 
but none of them, in my judgment, have expressed this law so 
clearly as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] in his very able 
and exhaustive argument made in this Chamber two years ago. 
This is what he says: 

There is one principle of monetary science that, if held steadfastly in view, 
will constitute an unerring guide through what would otherwise be a path 
of inextricable difficulty. at principle is, that the value of the unit of 
money in any country is determined by the number of units in circulation 
In other words, the value of every dollar depends on the number of dollars 
out. The greater the number of dollars out, other things being equal, the 
less will be the value of each dollar; the fewer the number out, other things 
apne same, the greater the value of each, and this without any re 
gard whatever to the material of which the dollars are composed. This is 
the key to the financial situation of the United States. Much more, it is 
the key to the financial situation in many lands. Without this key it is in 
vain that the student attempts to unlock the door leading to the arcanum o! 
monetary knowledge. Unlike many of the locks made by men, the iock on 
that door is unpickable. 


Ricardo says the principle is “‘ incontrovertible.” Ever dollar, 
therefore, put in circulation takes its value according to the num- 
ber of dollars in circulation. If the circulation is one thousand 
millions, every one represents the value of 23.22 grains of gold. 
If, in the United States, we add to-day one hundred millions in 
gold, the dollar will depreciate 10 per cent, and, as Mr. Jefferson 
says, it will flow out of our circulation to restore the level. If we 
add to the circulation $100,000,000 of silver and $100,000,000 of 
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will each take the place of $100,000,000 of gold because 
Pe ee rior convenience. The gold would leave the circula- 
tion and the silver and paper would enter it, but the standard 
would remain the same. And until the silver and paper increase 
in volume beyond a thousand millions they will circulate at par 
and be exactly of the same value as the gold dollar. This fact is 
stated in the Herschel report, with which my friend, the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], is familiar. — 

In Brazil, that report states, there is little or no gold, but their 
paper circulation is at par with gold, and kept at par by limiting 
the number of units. We maintain the equal value of all our 
dollars by limiting the number of the subsidiary dollars that. cir- 
culate on the credit of the standard. The market value of the 
yold ina gold dollar is the standard in the United States to-day, 
and by limiting the units of silver and paper, and investing them 
with the power to pay every obligation in that standard, we make 
them precisely of the same value as the gold dollar. Then if the 
silver yollars are of the same value as the gold dollars, why should 
our Government give to note holders the option to demand gold 
alonein their payment? Every debtor has that right. Whyshould 
not the United States exercise it for the benefit of the people? 

When the conspiracy was formed to attack the gold reserve, so 
called, it was intended by the large bankers and money owners 
of the world to bring our Government to its knees and bully the 
people into submission to their terms. They wanted a safe and 
protitable investment for their money. There is no longer room 
for profitable investment in railroads, mines, manufactures, and | 
banks. And these ‘‘ business men” demand that Congress shall 
permit them to invest their surplus in the muscle, blood, and sweat | 
of the American people, and fix that investment far beyond the 
power of emancipation. When their demand was made,if the 
Secretary had said to them, ‘‘ Back up your carts; I will fill them 
with silver dollars,” the play would have ended. But the Secre- | 
tary says that would have put the country on a silver basis. I 
have shown that the standard of value can only be changed by 
increasing the number of dollars in the circulation. No manipu- 
lation can do that. As long as every dollar, whether gold, silver, 
or paper, has the same value, will pay the same amount of debts, 
and purchase the same amount of property, neither the payment 
of the one nor the other will affect the standard. If the Secretary 
had paid the notes in silver, would it have changed the price of 
cotton, wheat, or corn? Would not the silver dollar have bought 
just the same amount after as before? Would a gold dollar have 
boughtany more? Would silver dollars have paid any more debts 
after than before? That is the point upon which the standard 
changes. Then why continue to sell bonds to raise gold? 

We have sold $162,000,000 of bonds, and in a few days it will be 
two hundred and evo million. Why put this annual tax of 
more than eleven millions on the people to pay interest to these 
bondholders? If the Secretary had coined the silver bullion in 
the Treasury and paid it out, as Congress asked him to do, there 
would have been no deficit. Why wasitnotdone? Because when 
silver once got into circulation it would occupy a field which the 
bankers wanted for their notes, and it would be more difficult to | 
get it out than to keep it out; so the silver is kept under lock and 

ey. Step by step they move upon the Government, sapping and 
mining as they go, blowing up one outpost after another until they 
get into the citadel and take it by storm. All this is done to pre- 
serve the public credit! 

Did anybody ever hear of any man’s private credit being in- 
jured by his performing with religious fidelity the terms of his con- 
tract precisely as he made it, at the time, at the place, and in the 
manner he contracted? Has anybody ever read in history of any 
nation on the globe that ever lost its credit or had it impaired by 
performing its contract in the very terms and letter of that con- 
tract? Lam sureI never have. The note holders came to Con- 
gress in 1869 and asked Congress to declare that the Treasury 
notes should be paid in coin, and Congress so declared. The bond 
holders came in 1870 and asked Congress to declare that the bonds 
to be sold under the act of July 14, 1870, should be paid not only 
in coin but coin of the then standard value. It was done as they 
— And the notes and bonds are both payable in coin. 

hat is coin? When we speak of coin, whatdo wemean? We 
mean the gold and silver pieces struck by the mints of the United 
States. If, when the notes are presented, the Government tenders 
performance in the terms of the contract, there is neither a breach 
of public faith nor danger of going to a silver standard. I am as 
much in favor of the gold standard as anybody. I would do any- 
thing in my power to bring the silver up to gold. I am sure we 
all want both metals to be standard money. But this is no ques- 
tion of standards, neither is there involved in it any question of 
public credit. The question is, will we use both metals equally 
when coined in payment of debts contracted to be paid in either? 

Will we treat the powerful moneyed syndicates just as we treat 
our own le? The Democratic and Republican parties both, 





in their p tforms in 1892, declared that they held to the use of both 
gold an 


silver. Then why not use it and save the people from 
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taxation? In 1869 and 1870, when they had Congress to declare 
the notes and bonds payable in coin, silver was worth 3 cents more 
than gold in our dollars, and while the silver dollar is now as val- 
uable as the gold dollar, they demand gold, because silver will 
not enable them to carry out their purpose. They want bonds 
and bank notes. They demand gold, and the Government gives 
it until it is compelled to have more, and then it sells bonds to get 
it. The Treasury then pays out the notes again and the syndicates 
get them and repeat the same performance. And so goes the end- 
less chain, effecting nothing, but carrying our people along into 
captivity to the money holders of the world. 

The President admits that it accomplishes nothing. Then why 
continue it? He tried the experiment with the first fifty millions 
of bonds, thenanother fifty millions, then sixty-two millions; now 
we are to sell one hundred millions more in a few days, and it is 
admitted that this is to be followed by still another hundred 
millions in a few months. This policy was established by the 
Republican party. It has been adhered to by a Democratic Ad- 
ministration, and if it is to be continued in the future, it is only 
a question of time when our interest-bearing debt wiil go to fifteen 
hundred millions and more. For there is no stopping place until 
all the gold in the world that can be cornered and controlled by 
syndicates shall be safely invested in American muscle and our 
posterity delivered into hopeless slavery. 

These much-coveted long-time bonds are never intended to be 
paid. They are to be perpetuated. Many years ago, when I was 
a member of the House of Representatives, a member of that body 
introduced a bill to refund the bonds—then soon to become due— 
into fifty-year bonds. I got ugly, as it is sometimes said I do, 
when I found him seriously urging such a measure, and I talked 
ugly. I said to him, if we were to recommend such a measure 
and it should become a law the people of the United States ought 
to hang every one that supported it, when he returned to his home. 
The bill was reported to sell forty-year bonds redeemable after 
twenty years. I spoke in the House against it. I showed that 
with the same rates of taxation and the same revenues coming to 
the Government we could pay the seven hundred millions in six 
years. The bill was greatly modified in the House and passed. 
President Hayes vetoed it because he said it contained 

Provisions which, in my judgment, seriously impair the value and tend to the 
destruction of the present national banking system of the country 

Here were the banks again trying to perpetuate the public debt. 
What was the result? All the seven hundred millions were paid 
in six or seven years. Every dollar of that debt was extinguished. 
And in the controversy between Congress and the President our 
children and grandchildren were saved from the great evil. 

It would seem from the expressions of the President in his mes- 
sage recommending the funding of the Treasury notes, that he 
does not entertain the same views about public debts that were 
held by the fathers. He speaks of the gold obligations that are 
afflicting us, as though there were any such. I have shown that 
there are none, and I trust in God that the American people will 
never let Congress make any gold obligations that will afflict us. 
The President seems to think there is much good that comes from 
public debts; that they bring in their train renewed activity and 
enterprise, restore confidence, and reinstate faith in our monetary 
strength abroad. This is a very different view of public debts 
from that entertained by his predecessors. I have not been able 
to find in any State paper a single expression in line with it. In 
1865 Jay Cooke, who was agent to aid the Government to dispose 
of its loans, issued an address in which he said: 


The debt is public wealth, political union, protection of industry, secure 
basis for national currency, the orphans’ and widows’ saving fund. 


In this address he says, in capital letters: 


_We lay down the proposition that our national debt made permanent and 
rightly managed will be a national blessing. 


He maintained that the national debt was necessary as a basis 
for national banking, and in a few years from that time we would 
want one thousand millions of bank notes and the generation then 
living had burdens enough to bear without having to pay the debt. 
This was the view of an enthusiast for bank-note currency and 
protective tariff. But these were not the views of the fathers. 

I present to the Senate some of the utterances of our great lead- 
ers on the subjects of public debts and bank currency. I will be- 
gin at the beginning. These are the words of Mr. Jefferson: 


It isa wise rule and should be fundamental in a government disposed to 
cherish its credit, but at the same time to restrain the use of it within the 
limits of its faculties, ‘‘never to borrow a dollar without laying a tax on the 
same instant for paying the interest annually, and the principal within a given 
term; and to consider that tax as pledged to the creditors on the public faith.” 
On such a pledge as this, sacredly observed, a government may always com- 
mand, ona reasonable interest, all the lendable money of their citizens, while 
the necessity of equivalent tax is a sajutary warning to them and their con- 
stituents against oppression, bankruptcy, and its inevitable consequence, rev- 
olution. Butthe term of redemption must be moderate and at any rate within 
the limits of their rightful powers. But what limits, it will be asked, does 
this prescribe to their powers? What is to hinder them from creating a per- 
petualdebt? Thelaws of nature,l answer. The earth belongs to the living, 































































































not to the dead. The will and the power of man expire with his life, by na- 
ture's law. 

+ * * * * * . 
In seeking, then, for an ultimate term for the redemption of our debts, let 
us rally te this principle and provide for their popes within the term of 
ninetcen years at the furthest. (Volume 6, pages 136, 137.) 

We must raise, then, ourselves the money for this war, either by taxes 
within the year, or by loans; and if A loans, we must repay them ourselves, 
proscribing forever the English practice of perpetual funding; the ruinous 
consequences of which, putting right out of the question, should be a suffi- 
cont Spening to a considerate nation to avoid the example. (Volume 6, 
page 197.) 

. At the time we were funding our national delst, we heard much about “a 
public debt being a public blessing”; that the stock representing it was a 
creation of active capital for the aliment of commerce, manufactures, and 
agricultures. This pa was well adapted to the minds of believers in 
dreams, and the gulls of that size entered bona fide intoit. (Volume 6, page 


The misfortune is that in the meantime we shall plunge ourselves in unex- 
tinguishable debt, and entail on our posterity an inheritance of eternal taxes, 
which will bring our Government and people into the condition of those of 
England, a nation of pikes and Lgangoons, the latter bred merely as food for 
the former. (Volume 6, page 409.) 

Funding I consider as limited, rightfully, toa redemption of the debt within 
the lives of a majority of the generation —. it; every generation 
comin equa’ by the laws of the Creator of the world, to the free posses- 
sion of the earth He made for their subsistence, unencumbered by their pred- 
ecessors, who, like them, were but tenants for life. 

* cs * * 


* * * 

And I sincerely believe, with you, that banking establishments are more 
dangerous than standing armies; and that the nciple of nding money 
te be paid by posterity. under the name of funding. is but swindling futurity 
on a large scale. (Volume 6, es 605-608.) 

No earthly consideration could induce my consent to contract such a debt 
as England has by her wars for commerce, to reduce our citizens by taxes to 
such wretchedness as that, laboring sixteen of the twenty-four hours, they 
are still unable to afford themselves bread, or barely to earn as much oatmeal 
or potatoes as will keep soul and body together. (Volume 7, page 7.) 

© » ~ * * * 6 
Tam not among those who fear the Powmie. They and not the rich are our 
dependence for continued freedom. And to preserve their independence, we 
must not let our rulers load us with perpetualdebt. Wemust make our elec- 
tion between economy and liberty, or profusion and servitude. If werun into 
such debts as that we must be taxed in our meat and in our drink, in our neces- 
saries and our comforts, in our labors and our amusements, for our callings 
and our creeds, as the people of England are, our people, like them, must 
come to labor sixteen hours in the twenty-four, give the earnings of fifteen 
of these to the Government for their de and expenses; and the six- 
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teenth peng insufficient to afford us bread, we must live as they now do, on 
oatmeal and potatoes; have no time to think, no means of calling the mis- 
managers to account, but be glad to obtain subsistence by hiring ourselves to 


rivet their chains on the necks of our fellow-sufferers. Our landholders, too, 
like theirs, retaining indeed the title and stewardship of estates called theirs, 
but held in trust for the Treasury, must wander, like theirs in foreign coun- 
tries, and be contented with penury, obscurity, exile, and the glory of the 
nation. This example reads to us the salutary lesson’ that private fortunes 
are destroyed by public as well as by private extravagance. And this is the 
tendency of all known governments. A departure from principle in one in- 
stance becomesa precedent for a second, that second for a third, and so on till 
the bulk of the society is reduced to be mere automatons of misery, to have 
no sensibilities left but for sinning and porns. Then begine, indeed, the 
bellum omnium in omnia, which some philosophers observing to be so gen- 
eral in this world, have mistaken it for the natural instead of the abusive 
state of man. And the forehorse of this frightful team is public debt. Tax- 
—w that, and in its turn wretchedness and oppression. (Volume 7, 
page 14. 
* * + * * * ~ 

I place economy among the first and most amportent of republican virtues, 
and public debt as the greatest of the dangers to be feared. We see in Eng- 
land the cx manqnenees of the want of it--their laborers reduced to live on a 
penny in the shilling of their earnings, to eve up bread, and resort to oat- 
meal and potatoes for food; and their landholders exiling themselves to live in 
penury and obscurity abroad, because at home the Government must have 
all the clear press of theirland. In fact, they see the fee simple of the island 
transferred to the public creditors, all its profits going to them for the in- 
terest of their debts. Our laborers and landholders must come to this also 
unless they serenely adhere to the economy you recommend. 


(Volume 7, 
page 19.) 


The incorporation of a bank and the powers assumed by this bill have not, 
in my opinion, been delegated to the United States by the Constitution.— 
Opinion against the constitutionality of a national bank, February 15, 1791, 
volume 7, page 556. 

The bank filled and overflowed in the moment it was opened. Instead of 
twenty thousand shares twenty-four thousand were offered and a great 
many unpresented who had not su ted that so much haste was neces 
omy Thus itis that we shall be myieg 13 per cent per annum for eight 
millions of paper money, instead of having that circulation of gold and silver 
for nothing. ‘Experience has proved to us that a dollar of silver disappears 
for every dollar of paper emitted; and for the paper emitted from the 

7 per cent profits will be received by the su bers for it as bank paper (ac- 
cording to the last division of profits by the Philadelphia bank), and 6 per 
cent on the public paper of which it is the representative.—Letter to Colonel 
Monroe, July 10, 1791, volume 3, page 268. 


Our public credit is good, but the abundance of paper has produced a spirit 
of gambling in the funds, which has laid up our ships at the wharves as too 
slow instruments of profit, and has even rmed the hand of the tailor of 
his needle and thimble. They say the evil will cure itself. I it may, 
but I have rarely seen a gamester cured, even by the disasters of his yoca- 


tion.—Letter to Gouverneur Morris, August 30, 1791, volume 8, page 290. 


You will see further that we are completely saddled and bridled,and that 
the bank is so army mounted on us that we must go where they will guide. 
They openly publish a resolution that, the national being increased 
in value, they must by an increase of ting medium furnish an adequate 
representation of it, and by further additions of active capital promote the 
= = of our merchants.—Letter to Colonel Monroe, June 12, 1796, volume 

page 
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I wish it were possible to obtain a single amendment to our Constitutio 
I would be willing to depend on that alone for the reduction of the adminis. 
tration of our Government to the genuine principles of its Constitution: [ 
mean an additional article, taking from the Federal Government the power 
of borrowing. 1 now deny their power of making paper money or anything 
else a legal tender.—Letter to John Taylor, November 26, 1798, volume 4, page 26), 


The monopoly of a single bank is Costatady anevil. The multiplication of 
them was intended to cure it; but it multiplied an influence of the same 
character with the first, and completed the supplanting the 
by a paper circulation.—Letter to Mr. Gallatin, 


From a passage in the letter of the president (of the United States Bank) I 
observe an idea of establishing a branch bank of the United States in Now 
Orleans. This institution is one of the most deadly hostility existing, against 
the principles and form of our Constitution. The nation is at this time so 
strong and united in its sentiments that it can not beshaken at this momen 
But erupese aseries of untoward events should occur, sufficient to bring into 
doubt the competency of a republican government to meet a crisis of great 
danger or to ee e confidence of the 
an institution like this, penetrating by its 
acting by command and in 
ernment.—Letter to Mr. G 


yrecious metals 
une 19, 1802, volume 4, page 440), 


ple in the public functionaries, 
s branches every part of the Union, 
halanx, may in a critical moment upset the Goy- 
latin, December 13, 1803, volume 4, page 519. 


That we are overdone with banking institutions, which have banished tho 
pas metals and substituted a more fluctuating and unsafe medium; 
hat these have withdrawn capital from useful improvements and emplo 

ments to nourish idleness; that the wars of the world have swollen our co 
merce beyond the wholesome limits of exchanging our own productions fvr 
our own wants, and that, for the emolument of a small proportion of our 
society, who prefer these demoralizing pursuits to labors useful to the 
whole, the peace of the whole is endangered, and all our present difficult 
produced, more easily to be deplored than remedied.—Letter to Abbe Sali 
mankis, March 1/,, 1810, volume 5, page 516. 


One of the great advantages of specie as a medium is that, being of univer 
sal value, it will keep itself at a general level, flowing out from where it is too 
high into parts where it is lower. Whereas,if the medium beof local value 
only, as paper money, if toolittle, indeed, gold and silver will flowinto supply 
the defic ency; butif too much, it accumulates, banishes the gold and silver not 
locked up in vaults and hoards, and depreciates itself—that is to say, its pro 

rtion to the annual produce of industry being raised, more of it is required 

o represent ae cular article of produce than in the other countries. 

And to fill ] the measure of blessing, instead of paying, they receive an 

interest on what they owe from those to whom they owe; for all the notes, 

or evidences of what they owe, which we see in circulation, have been lent to 

somebody on an interest which is levied again on us through the medium © 
commerce.—Letter to John W. Eppes, November 6, 1813, volume 6, page 239 


Everything predicted by the enemies of banks in the beginning is now 
coming to pass. We are to be ruined now by the deluge of bank paper, as we 
were formerly by the old Continental paper. Itis cruel that such revolutions 
in private fortunes should be at the mercy of avaricious adventurers, who, 
ins of Sens capital, if any they have, in manufactures, com 
merce, or other useful pursuits, make it an instrument to burden all the 
interchanges of property with their swindling profits, profits which are the 
price of no usefulindustry of theirs. * * * Iam an enemy to all banks di 
counting bills or notes for anything but coin.—Letter to Dr. Thomas Cooper, 
January 16, 1814, volume 6, page 295. 


Until the gigantic banking propositions of this winter had made their ap 
pearance in the different legislatures, I had hoped that the evil might stil! |» 
checked; but I see now that it is desperate, and that we must fold our arms 
and go to the bottom with the ship.—Letter to Joseph C. Cabell, esq., January 
17, 1814, volume 6, page 300. 

I have ever been the enemy of banks, not of those discounting for cash, but 
of those foisting their own paper into circulation, and thus banishing our 


cash. My zeal against those institutions was so warm and open at the esta! 
lishment of the Bank of the United States that I was derided as a maniac hy 
the tribe of bank-mongers who were seeking to filch from the public their 


swindling and barren gains.—Letter to President Adams, January 2/,, 181), vol- 
ume 6, page 305. 
From the establishment of the United States Bank to this day I have 
peesmmae against this system, but have been sensible no cure could be hoped 
yut in the catastrophe now happening. The remedy was to let banks drop 
gradation at the expiration of their charters, and for the State governments 
to relinquish the power of establishing others. This would not, as it should 
not, have given the power of establishing them to Congress. But Congress 
could then have issued Treasury notes parame within a fixed period, and 
founded on a specific tax, the proceeds of which, as they came in, should be 
exchangeable for the notes of that Se emission only.—Letter to Thomas 
Cooper, esq., September 10, 1814, volume 6, page 381. 


Let us be allured by no projects of banks, public or private, or ephemeral 
expedients, which, enabling us to and flounder a little longer, only in- 
crease by Av teee yom | the agonies of death.—Letter to James Monroe, October 
16, 1814, volume 6, 395. 


The fatal on of the whole circulating medium by our banks, the ex- 
cess of those institutions, and their present dit cause all our difficulties. 
Treasury notes of small as well as high denomination, bottomed on a tax 
which would redeem them in ten years, would place at our disposal the whole 
circulating medium of the United States; a fund of credit sufficient tocarry 
us through any probable length of war.—Letter to his excellency Mr. Craw- 
ford, February 11, 1815, volume 6, page 419. 


The Government is now issuing Treasury notes for circulation, bottomed 
on solid funds, and interest. The banking confederacy (and the 
merchants bound to them by their debts) will endeavor to crush the credit 
of these notes, but the coun 7 is eager for them, as something they can trust 
to, and so soon as a convenient quantity of them can get into circulation, the 
bank notes die.—Letter to Jean Batiste Say, March 2, 1815, volume 6, page 444. 

Their merchants ey lish) established among us, the bonds by which 
our own are to feet, and the banking combinations interwoven 
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i ave shown the extent of their control, even during a war 
with vie ue the workers of all the embarrassments our finances have 
experienced during the war.—Letter to Cesar A. Rodney, March 16, 1815, vol- 


ume 6, page 449. 





i ical man calling out for water, water, our deluded citizens are 
ee eie uae banks, more banks. The American mind is now in the 
state of fever Which the world has so often seen in the history of other nations. 
We are under the bank bubble, as England was under the South Sea bubble, 
France under the Mississippi bubble, and as every nation is liable to be under 
whatever bubble, design, or delusion may puff up in moments when off their 
guard. Weare now taught to believe that legerdemain tricks upon paper 
can produce as solid wealth as hard labor in the earth. Itis vain for common 
sense to urge that nothing can produce nothing; that it is an idle dream to be- 
lieve ina philosopher's stone which is to turn everything into gold, and to re- 
deem man from the original sentence of his Maker, ‘In the sweat of his brow 
shall he eat his bread.”—Letter to Colonel Yancey, January 6, 1816, volume 6, 


page 515. 


The metallic medium of which we should be sessed at the commence- 
ment of a war would be a sufficient fund for all the loans we should need 
through its continuance; and if the national bills issued be bottomed (as is 
indispensible) on pledges of specific taxes for their redemption within certain 
and moderate epochs, and be of proper denominations for circulation, no in- 
terest on them would be necessary or just, because they would answer to 
everyone the purposes of the metallic money withdrawn and replaced by 
them.—Letter to William H. Crawford, June 20, 1816, volume 7, page 8. 


The bank mania is one of the most threatening of these imitations. It is 
raising up a moneyed aristocracy in our country which has already set the Gov- 
ernment at defiance, and although forced at length to yield a little on this first 


essay of their strength, their principles are unyielded and may ielding. These 
have taken deep root in the hearts of that class from which our legislators 
are drawn, and the sop to Cerberus from fable has become history. Their 


principles lay hold of the good, their pelf of the bad, and thus those whom the 
Constitution had placed as guards to its portals are sophisticated or suborned 
from their duties. That paper money has some advantagesis admitted. But 
that its abuses also are inevitable, and by breaking up the measure of value 
makes a lottery of all private property can not be denied. Shall we ever be 
able to put a constitutional veto upon it?—Letter to Dr. Josephus B. Stuart, 
May 10, 1817, volume 7, page 64. 


There is, indeed, one evil which awakens me at times, because it jostles me 
at every turn. It is that we have now no measure of value.—Letter to Na- 
thaniel Macon, esg., January 12, 1819, volume 7, page 111. 


The evils of this deluge of paper money are not to be removed until our 
citizens are generally and radically instructed in their cause and consequen 
ces, and silence by their authority the interested clamors and sophistry of 
speculating, shaving, and banking institutions.—Letter to Mr. Adams, March 
21, 1819, volume 7, page 115. 


The paper bubble is then burst. This is what you and Iand every reason- 
ing man, seduced by no obliquity of mind or interest, have long foreseen, yet 
its disastrous effects are not the less for having been foreseen. We are labor 
ing under a a fullness of circulating medium. Nearly all of it is now 
called in by the banks, who have the regulation of the safety valves of our for- 
tunes, and who condense and explode them at their will. Lands in this State 
can not now be sold for a year’s rent.—Letter to J. Adams, esq., November 7, 
1819, volume 7, page 142. 


If we suffer the moral of the present lesson to pass away without improve- 
ment by the eternal suppression of bank paper, then, indeed, is the condition 
of our country desperate, until the slow advance of public instruction shall 


ive to our functionaries the wisdom of their station.—Letter to Mr. Rives, | 


jovember 28, 1819, volume 7, page 145. 


The plethory of circulating medium which raised the prices of everything 
to several times their ordinary and standard value, in which state of things 
many and heavy debts were contracted, and the sudden withdrawing too great 
a proportion of that medium, and reduction of prices far below that standard, 
constitute the disease under which we are now laboring and which must end 
in a general revolution of property if some remedy is not applied.—Letter to 
Mr. Rives, November 28, 1819, volume 7, page 146. 


Interdict forever, to both the State and national governments, the power of 
establishing any paper bank, for without this interdiction we shall have the 
same ebbs and flows of medium and the same revolutions of property to go 
through every twenty or thirty years.—Letter to Mr. Rives, November 43, 1319, 
volume 7, page 147. 


This State is in a condition of unparalleled distress. The sudden reduc- 
tion of the circulating medium from a plethory to all but annihilation is pro- 
ducing an entire revolution of fortune.—Letter to H. Nelson, esq., March 12, 


1820, volume 7, page 151. 


T should put down all banks, admit none but a metallic circulation, that 
will take its proper level with the like circulation in other countries, and 
then our manufacturers may work in fair competition with those of other 
countries, and the import duties which the Government may lay for the 
pereeee of revenue will so far place them above —< competition.—Letter 

1. Pinckney, September 30, 1820, volume 7, page 130. 


, The following are the declarations of the national Democracy 
in their platforms: 


An orously frugal administration of the Government and the application 
hi = the possible savings of the public revenue to the liquidation of the pub 
tic ebt, and resistance, therefore, to all measures looking to the multiplica- 

on of officers and salaries merely to create indebtedness and augment the 


poe oo on the principle of its being a public blessing.—Platform of 1300, 


We declare unqualified hostility to bank notes and paper money as a circu- 
lating medium, use gold and silver is the only Sole and coantivetional 
currency.— Platform, 1836. 


Art. 6. That Con has no power to charter a United States bank; that 
we believe such an Tostitution one of deadly hostility to the interests of the 
pee dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the 
people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the control 


of a concentrated «a 
deratic platf wt Spee and above the laws and will of the people. 
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Democratic platform of 1844 affirms article 6 of the platform of 
1840. 


Democratic platform of 1848 declares— 
For the gradual but certain extinction of the public debt. 


The platform of 1848 further declares that the triumph of 1844 
had fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in defeat- 
ing the declared purposes of their opponents to create a national 
bank. In protecting the currency and labor of the country from 
ruinous fluctuations and guarding the money of the country for 
the use of the people by the establishment of a constitutional 
Treasury. 

Also— 


Resolved, That it is the duty of every branch of the Government toenforce 
and practice the most rigid economy in conducting our public affairs, and 
that no more revenue ought to be raised than is required to defray the nec 
essary expenses of the Government and for the gradual but certain extine 
tion of the public debt.—Democratic platform, i852, article 8. 


Article 9 of the same: 


That Congress has no power to charter a national bank: that we believe 
such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interestsof the country, 
dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the people and 
calculated to place the business of the country within the control of a con- 
centrated money power above the laws and will of the people.— Democratic 
platform, 1852, article 9. 

That Congress has no power to charter a national bank: that we believe 
such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the coun- 
try, dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the Ameri- 
can people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the 
control of a concentrated money power and above the laws and will of the 
people.—Democrati¢e platform, 1556, article 7. 

Payment of all the public debt of the United States as rapidly as practi- 
cable.—Democratic platform, 1868, article 3. 


The following are some of the utterances of some of our great 
leaders in the past: 

The expansion of the currency by the issue of paper in a period of prosperit 
will inevitably be succeeded by its contraction in periods of adversity W. HL. 
Crawford. 

The great object now in view is to terminate forever the evil of the present 
system, and to place the currency on a foundation so stable that it can not 
again beshaken. If abroad and sure foundation of gold and silver is provided 





for our system of ow credits we need not hereafter apprehend ¢ alter 
nate seasons of abundance and scarcity of money suddenly succeeding each 
other, which have so far marked our historyand irreparably injured so n ny of 
our citizens.—Report of R. B. Taney, Secretary of Treasury, April 15, 133%, 


Proneness to excessive issues has ever been the vice of the banking system, a 
vice as prominent in national as in State institutions. This propensity is as 
subservient to the advancement of private interests in the one as in the 
other; and those who direct them both, being rincipally guided by the same 
views and influenced by the same motives, will be equally ready to stimulate 
to extravagance of enterprise by improvidence of credit.—President Van 
Buren’s message, September |, 1837. 






The history of trade in the United States for the last three or four years 
affords the most convincing evidence that our present condition is chiefly to 
be attributed tooveraction in allthe departments of business, an overaction 
deriving, perhaps, its first impulse from antecedent causes, but stimulated to 
its destructive consequences by excessive issues of bank paper and by other facili 
ties for the acquisition and enlargement of credit.—President Van Buren’s 
message, September 4, 1837. 


The limited influence of a national bank in averting derangement in the ex- 


changes of the country, or in compelling the resumption of specie payments, 
is now not less apparent than ifs tendency to increase inordinate speculation 
by sudden expansions and contractions; its disposition to create panic and em 
barrassment for the promotion of its own designs; its interfei with poli 
tics, and its far greater power for evil than for good, either in regard to the 
local institutions or the operations of a government itse// What was in these 
respects but apprehension or opinion when a national bank was first estab 
indie now atnais contanned by headitating experien ‘ The scenes through 
which we have passed conclusively prove how little our commerce, agricul- 


ture, manufactures, or finances require such an institution, and what dan- 
gers are attendant onits power—a power, I trust, never to be conferred by 
the American people upon their Government, and still less upon individuals 
not responsible to them for its unavoidable abuses..-Van Buren’s second an 
nual message, December 4, 1838. 


The experiment has been tried, and local paper has failed as a national 
currency, and out of that failure arose the second United States bank. It 
will fail again and again, and forever. There is no safety for the Federal 
revenues but in the total exclusion of local paper, and that from every branch 
of the revenues—customs, lands, and pest-office. There is no sty for the 
national finances but in the constitutional medium of gold and silver. After 
forty years’ wandering in the wilderness of paper money we have approached 
the confines of the constitutional medium.— Benton, December 1, 1s 










The day of revulsion must come, and its effects must be more or less dis- 
tress; but come it must. The present bloat in the paper system can not con- 
tinue; violent contraction must follow enormous expansion; a scene of dis- 
tress and suffering must ensue—to come of itself out of the present state of 
things, without being stimulated and helped on by our unwise legislation.— 
Mr. Benton, 1837. 


Speaking of the bill to rescind the specie order and make the 
notes of local banks receivable for Federal dues, Mr. Benton said: 


I separate myself from it; I wash my hands of it; [ oppose it. Iam one of 
those who promised gold—not paper. I promised the currency of the Con- 
stitution, not the currency of corporations. I did not join m putting down 
the Bank of the United States to put up a wilderness of local banks. I did 
not join in putting down the paper currency of a national bank to put upa 
national paper currency of a thousand local banks. I did not strike Cawsar to 
make Antony master of Rome.—Mr. Benton, 1337. 





oaks 


eee SNA) Ser 


Stn sec Shy 2 SATA 5 ee ale ls SAN eas AU Kil 


Spores 2 


tO Aes i ae a a a 


een eer! 


es 


# 
ey 
Ly 
ee 





+ OED eS 


1 NO PN ASS tS a RS meets 


oe he eit ere 


PLE 


Tie Le 
eth Reman aba 


696 


— 


At this epoch, this second explosion of the paper system, I came into the 
Senate of the United States. I cme here in the autumn of 1820. I traveled 
from the Mississippi to the Potomac amidst the crash of falling banks, the 
wrecks of a paper currency, and the lamentations of a suffering nation. I 
arrived here to see a Goveriment without a dollar, and borrowing money to 
pay its daily expenses, which the year before boasted a revenue of forty- 
seven millions and tormented itself with schemes to get rid of surpluses. I 
commenced my Senatorial career under these circumstances—circumstances 
to make me meditate and to make me feel. Happily my associations were with 
the fathers of the Republic—with Macon an ndolph, whose intimacy I 
enjoyed and whose friendship I possessed. My wo was that of the early 
history of the Government—the Revolution, the Confederation, the forma- 
tion of the Constitution of 1789, and the workings of the machinery of the 
Federal Government under the Administrations of the earlier Presidents, 
Washington, Adams, and Jefferson. The result of this association and of 
this reading was a thorough conviction (1) that the Federal Constitution was 
formed by Tard-mone ymen, and was intended to be a hard-money Govern- 
ment; (2) that it had been converted into a paper-money Government, con- 
trary to the genius and intention of the Constitution; (3) that this departure 
from the Constitution was the cause of the money calamities during the war, 
and again at that time; (4) that the remedy for these calamities was to return 
to the plain meaning of the Constitution, as expressed in the revenue act of 
1780, and to confine the receipts and expenditures of the Federal Government 
to gold and silver coin only.—Benton, March 14, 1838. 


€, It tends to make and to break fortunes by the flux and reflux of paper. 
Profuse issues and sudden contractions perform this operation, which can be 
repeated, like planetary and pestilential visitations, in every cycle of so 
many years, at every periodical return transferring millions from the actual 
possessors of property to the Neptunes who preside over the flux and reflux 
of paper.—Benton, February 2, 1331. 


The Bank of the United States was chartered in 1816, and before 1820 had 
performed one of its cycles of delusive and bubble prosperity, followed by 
actual and widespread calamity. The whole = pd system, of which it was 
the head and citadel, after a vast expansion, had suddenly collapsed, spread- 
ing desolation over the land and carrying ruin to debtors. The years 1819 and 
i820 were a period of gloom and agony. No money,either gold or silver; no 

per convertible into specie: no measure or standard of value left remain- 
far. The local banks (all but those of New —e ), after a brief resumption 
of specie payments, again sank into a state of suspension. The Bank of the 
United States, created as a remedy for all those evils, now at the head of the 
evil, prostrate and helpless, with no power left but that of suing its debtors 
and selling their property, and purchasing for itself at its own nominal price. 
No price for property or produce. No purchasers at execution sales but the 
creditor or some hoarder of money. Noemployment for industry, no demand 
for labor, no sale for the product of the farm, no sound of the hammer but 
that of the auctioneer knocking down property. Stop laws, property laws, 
replevin laws, stay laws, loan-office laws—the intervention of the legislator 
between the creditor and the debtor—this was the business of legislation in 
three-fourths of the States of the Union, of all south and west of New Eng- 
land. No medium of exchange but depreciated paper: no change even but 
little bits of foul paper marked so many centsand signed by some tradesman, 
barber, or innkeeper; exchanges deranged to the extent of 50 or 100 per cent. 
Distress, the universal cry of the people; relief, the universal demand thun- 
dered at the doors of all legislatures, State and Federal.—Benton; Thirty 
Years’ View, volume I, page 6. 


Gold and silver will never circulate where banks issue notes which come in 
competition with them, for it will invariably happen that when the circulat- 
ing medium is composed of different kinds of money and one of them is of less 
value than the other, but not sufficiently depreciated to be discredited, the 
inferior will after a time become the general currency and the more valu- 
able will entirely disappear.—R. B. Taney, Secretary Treasury, April 15, 1834. 


The evils of a redundant ese circulation are now manifest to every eye. 
It alternately raises and sinks the value of every man’s property. It makes a 
beggar of the man to-morrow who is indulging in dreams of wealth to-day. 
It converts the business of society into a mere lottery, while those who dis- 
tribute the prizes are wholly irresponsible to the people. When the collapse 
comes, as come it must, it casts laborers out of employment, crushes manu- 
facturers and merchants, and ruins thousands of honest and industrious citi- 
zens. Shall we then, by our policy, any longer contribute to such fatal 
results? That is the question.—Buchannan, September 29, 1837. 


Paper money was the fatal cause of all the disasters of 1824; it produced 
the explosion of 1814, of 1818-19, of 1837, and of 1839, and will continue to pro- 
duce here, as it ever has done elsewhere, periodical revulsions, suspensions, 
and disasters so long as the system is continued. Eradicate the pever system 
and you will remove the great cause of all our evils, and anything short of 
this will be but temporary expedients; resumption will be but the signal for 
another suspension, until these revulsions shall become annual, and the 
system die by its own hand, the death of the suicide, or expel all the precious 
metals, destroy the standard of value, convert bank paper into 2 legal tender, 
not merely to the Government, but to the people, and thus overthrow the 
Constitution, subvert the liberties of the country and the rights of the 
people, and establish the reign of a bankocracy more sordid, ruinous, and 
despotic than that of any monarch, however absolute. 

+. > 


+ * * * * 

What is this bank paper? It is not labor, nor its products, nor wealth, nor 
capital, nor anything of intrinsic value. It is not money, for it is merely a 
——- to pay money, and is nothing in fact but circulating debts, and their 
ssue and augmentation augments nothing but the debts of acountry. Every 
bank note is only a debt due the holder of the note, and in every loan of its 
paper made by a bank, it a nothing but the debts of a country; first, 

vy creating a debt to it by the borrower to the amount of the loan, and, sec- 
ondly, a debt by it to all the holders of its notes. The banks, then, are the 
great cause of all that vast load of debt which has almost weighed down the 
energies of this great nation. 

+ + . * * 


* - 
But for the bank paper system the products of our industry would be more 
than double what they are now, and our population wonderfully augmented 
and we should, long ere this, have passed England in the race for wealth an 
power, and will soon overtake and pass her now, if we will but abandon the 
wretched policy of debasing our a the bank paper system, and 
thus closing to the products of our own industry nearly every market at 
home and abroad. 
* * * * * * * 

Yes, sir; throughout this Union and throughout the globe wherever you 
find the banking system to prevail you will be sure to find periodical suspen- 
sions and revulsions and widespread ruin. Explosion is inseparable from the 
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system; and when you speak to me of well-regulated banks of circulation 

ag speak to me of what never has been or will be. You might as well speak 
o me of well-regulated devils, whom even Almighty power found it impos- 

sible to regulate in any other manner than by casting in chains into billows 

of everlasting fire. And, sir, our arene system, if not abandoned, may 

yet be regulated in the all-consuming blaze of popular indignation. 

~ * * o * * x 


_ For myself, Iam opposed to investing in banks the power of manufactur- 
ing a paper currency. This power of creating a currency for a nation is 
one of the highest and most important attributes of a sovereign power, and 
more deeply affects all the diversified interests of society than the exercise 
of any other power whatever. It is more important than coining money. 
for that must be preceded by the purchase of the bullion, but here is a 
power to manufacture paper money at pleasure, to constitute the currency 
of a State or nation, a power entrusted to the irresponsible directory of 4 
bank, acting in secret, and whose chief interest is to abuse their power. In 
proportion as a bank increases in currency are its dividends and profits aug 
mented, and hence the stimulus to over issues is irresistible, and especially is 
this the case where, as we have seen by the evidence before quoted, the very 
directors which manufacture the paper loan out, as a general rule, more 
than one-fourth of it to themselves. This power, then, of issuing their 
paper as money is truly fearful, and when united with the power of loaning 
at pleasure, in secret conciave, and to whom and for what purpose the bank 
directory may think proper, and of recalling it at pleasure, and of contract 

ing and expanding as suits their caprice, is a power which few European 
despots would dare to exercise, and is utterly incompatible with the funda 

mental principles of a free government.—From the speech of Robert J. Wulker 
in the Senate January 21, 180. 


In a recent report made by the Tromty Department on the condition 
of the banks throughout the different States, according to returns dated 
nearest to January, 1857, the aggregate amount of actual speciein their vaults 
is $58,349,838, of their circulation $214,778,822, and of their deposits Peel B52 
Thus it appears that these banks, in the aggregate, have considerably less than 
one dollar in seven of gold and silver compared with their circulation and de- 
posits. It was palpable, therefore, that the very first pressure must drive them 
tosuspension, and deprive the people of a convertible capsener with all its dis- 
astrous consequences. Itis truly wonderful that they should have so long con 
tinued to preserve their credit, when a demand for the payment of one-seventh 
of their immediate liabilities would have driven them into insolvency. And 
this is the condition of the banks, notwithstanding that four hundred millions 
of gold from California have flowed in upon us within the last eight years, and 
the tide still continues to flow. Indeed, such has been the extravagance of 
bank credits that the banks now hold a considerably less amount of specie, 
either in proportion to their capital or to their circulation and deposits com 
bined, than they did before the spnevety of goldin California. While in the 
year 1848 their specie, in proportion to their capital, was more than equal to 
one dollar for four and a half, in 1857 it does not amount to $1 for every $0.33 
of their capital. In the year 1848 the specie was equal within a very sinal! 
fraction to one dollar in five of their circulation and deposits; in 1857 it is not 
equal to one dollar in seven and a half of their circulation and deposits. 

‘rom this statement it is easy to account for our financial history for the 
last forty years. It has been a history of extravagant expansions in the busi- 
ness of the country, followed by ruinous contractions. At successive inter- 
vals the best and most enterprising men have been tempted to their ruin by 
excessive bank loans of mere paper credit, exciting them to extravagant im- 
portations of foreign goods, wild speculations, and ruinous and demoralizing 
stock gambling.—From message of President Buchanan, first session Thirty- 
jifth Congress. 

Wehave sed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and 
yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary inter- 
ests, is at the"present momentin a deplorable condition. Inthe midst of un 
surpassed plenty, in all the productions of agriculture and in all the elements 
of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, our public works re 
tarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands 
of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want. The 
revenue of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on imports 
from abroad, has been arent vesuess, whilst the appropriations made by 
Congress at its last session for the current fiscal year are very large in amount. 

* # * ~ ef * * 

It is our duty to inquire what has produced sugh unfortunate results and 
whether their recurrence can be prevented. In all former revulsions tho 
blame might have been fairly attributed to a variety of cooperating causes; 
but not so upon the present occasion. It is apparent that our existing mis 
Sortunes have proceeded solely from our extravagant and vicious system of 
paper currency and bank credits, exciting the people to wild speculations and 
gamdting in stocks. These revulsions must continue to recur at successive in- 

rvals so long as the amount of the paper currency and bank loans and dis- 
counts of the country shall be left to the discretion of fourteen hundred 
irresponsible banking institutions, which, from the very law of their nature, 
will consult the interest of their stockholders rather than the public wel- 
fare.—Me. » of President Buchanan at the commencement of the first session 
Thirty-fifth Congress. 

The lessons which we have learned from our fathers have taught 
us to regard public debts as great public evils, which are to be re- 
moved as rapidly as we can. We have learned from them that 
an interest-bearing debt feeds on the vitals of a state, that it saps 
its strength in time of peace and leaves it utterly unprepared for 
the exigencies of war. When General Washington took charge 
of the Government one of the first things he did was to call the 
attention of Congress to the importance of extinguishing the na- 
tional debt. Besides the evil of constant taxation, he impressed 
upon them that the public credit demanded its extinction. He 
felt how necessary it was that the nation should be in possession 
of all its resources when it came to a trial of strength with a pow- 
erful adversary. : 

I wish to ask our friends north of the Ohio what do you sup- 
pose would have been your condition in the great civil war through 
which we passed thirty years -_ if you had gone into that con- 
test with a great public debt? I care nothing about the power of 
your numbers, your patriotism, the courage of your soldiers, your 
inventive genius to supply the wants of the military establish- 
ment, if you had entered that war with a national debt of two 
billion or two and a half billion dollars, as you caxe out of it, 
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requiring for interest $150,000,000 a year, what would have been 

our condition? Entering the war without any debt, before you 
had been in it three years your promissory notes had gone to 38 
cents on the dollar, with all the resources of the country unpledged. 
But suppose you had had to borrow aon and that you were al- 
ready in debt to the extent of two and a half billion dollars, re- 
quiring an enormous taxation to meet its interest. Your paper 
would have gone to nothing, as the continental paper did. Ina 
year or two it would have gone from 1 to 10, in the next year to a 
hundred, and finally, as the continental money did, it would have 
gone out. In spite of all your power, and all your soldiers, and 
all your patriotism, and your access to the whole world for sup- 
plies you would have met with ignominious defeat. _ 

If we have the temerity to load down our people with debt and 
go on and exhaust them by taxation, and it then becomes neces- 
sary in the course of events for us to measure arms with one, two, 
or three of the most powerful nations on the globe, you will see 
how our credit will be shattered. 

I wish to show what General Washington thought of public 


debts. He was not a Democrat. He could hardly be called a 
Federalist. He was elected by the whole nation, and by distinc- 


tion he may be called the Patriot President. All his successors 
were elected by parties. He stood halfway between the Demo- 
crats and Federalists. His Administration was controlled in a 
vreat measure by the two powerful intellects of Jefferson and 
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Tamilton, both of whom were in his Cabinet, and both urging | 


opposing ideas. He pursued the middle course. Here is what he 


said in his messages: 


Allow me, moreover, to hope that it will be a favorite policy with you not | 


merely to secure a payment of the interest of the debt funded, but as far and 
as fast as the growing resources of the country will permit to exonerate it of 
the principal itself. e appropriations you have made of the Western lands 
explain your disposition on this subject, and I am persuaded that the sooner 
that valuable fund can be made to contribute, along with other means, to the 
actual reduction of the public debt, the more salutary will the measure be to 
every public interest, as well as the more satisfactory to our constituents 

Washington's second ann ual address to Congress, December 8, 1790. (Williams's 
Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, page 38.) 

No pecuniary consideration is more urgent than the regular redemption 
and discharge of the public debt. On none can delay be more injurious or an 
economy of time be more valuable.— Washington's fifth annual address to Con- 
gress, December 3, 1798. (Williams's Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, page 49.) 

GENTLEMEN OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: The time which has 
elapsed since the commencement of our fiscal measures has developed our 
pecuniary resources so as to open the “J for a definitive plan for the re- 
demption of the public debt. It is believed that the result is such as to en 
courage Congress to consummate this work without delay. Nothingcan more 
promote the permanent welfare of the nation and nothing would be more 
grateful to our constituents. Indeed, whatever is unfinished of our system 
of public credit can not be benefited by procrastination; and as far as may 
be practicable we ought to place that credit on grounds which can not be 
disturbed and to prevent that progressive accumulation of debt which must 
ultimately endanger all Governments.— Washington's sixth annual address 
to Congress, November 19, 1794. (Williams’s Presidents’ Messages, yolume 1, 
page St) :' “i 

ether measures may not be advisable to reenforce the provision for the 
redemption of the public debt will naturally engage your examination. Con- 
gress have demonstrated their sense to be, and it was superfluous to repeat 
mine, that whatsoever will tend to accelerate the honorable extinction of our 
public debt accords as much with the true interests of our country as with 
the general sense of our constituents.— Washington's seventh annual address 
to Congress, December 8, 1795. (Williams’s Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, 
page 63.) 
reenforcement of,the existing ple for discharging our public debt 
was mentioned in my address at the opening of the last session. Some pre- 
liminary steps were taken toward it, the maturing of which will no doubt 
engage your zealous attention during the present session. I will only add 
that it will afford me heartfelt satisfaction to concur in such further meas- 
ures as will ascertain to our country the prospect of a speedy extinguishment 
of our debt. Posterity may have cause to regret if, from any motive, inter- 
vals of tranquility are left unimproved for accelerating this valuable end.— 
Washington's Eighth Annual Address, December 7, 1796. (Williams's Presi- 
dents’ Messages, volume 1, page 68.) 

As a very important source of meena and security, cherish public credit. 
One method of preserving it is to use it as sparingly as possible, avoiding oc- 
casions of oxeenee by cultivating peace, but remembering, also, that timely 
disbursements to prepare for danger frequently prevent much greater dis- 
bursements to repel it; avoiding likewise the accumulation of debt, not only 
by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace 
to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not ungen- 
erously throwing upon Sry the burden which we ourselves ought to 
bear.— Washington's Farewell Ac dress, September 17, 1796. (Williams’s Presi- 
dents’ Messages, volume 1, page 75.) 


The following words are from his successors: 


The consequences arising from the continual accumulation of public debts 
in other countries ought to admonish us to be careful to prevent their = 
in our own. The national defense must be provided for as well as the sup- 
mS of Government, but both should be accomplished as much as possible 
ry a taxes and as little as possible by loans.—President John Adams's 

When effects so salutary result from the plan you have already sanctioned, 
when me by avoiding false objects of a we are able, without a di- 
rect tax, without internal taxes, and without borrowing, to make large and 
effectual payments toward the discharge of our public debt and the emanci- 
pation of our posterity fromthat moralcanker. Itis'an encouragement, fellow- 
citizens, of the highest order, to proceed as we have begun, substituting 
economy for taxation, and in pursuing what is useful for a nation placed as 
we are, rather than what is practiced by others under different circum- 
. ces. And whensoever we are destined to meet events which shall call 
orth all the energies of our countrymen, we have the firmest reliance on those 
energies, and the comfort of leaving for calls like these the extraordinary re- 
sources of loans and internal taxes.—Jeffersdn’s second annual message to Con- 
gress, December 15, 1802. (Williams's Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, page 160.) 

Iam uneasy at seeing that the sale of our western lands is not yet com- 
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menced. That valuable fund for the immediate extinction of our debt will, I 


fear, be suffered to slip through our fingers. Every delay exposes it toevents 
which no human foresight can guard against.—Letter to James Madison, June 
20, 1787, volume 2, page 153. 

The question whether one generation of men has a right to bind another 
seems never to have been started either on this or our side of the water. Yet 
it is a question of such consequences as not only to merit decision, but place 
also among the fundamental principles of every government. The course of 
reflection in which we are immersed here, on the elementary principles of 
society, has presented this question to my mind; and that no such obligation 
can be transmitted I think very capable of proof. I set out on this ground, 
which I suppose to be self-evident, that the earth belongs in usufruct to the 
living; that the dead have neither powers nor rights overit. The portion oe- 
cupied by any individual ceases to be his when himself ceases tobe and re- 
verts to the society. If the society has formed no rules for the appropriation 
of its lands in severalty, it will be taken by the first occupants, and these 
will generally be the wife and children of the decedent. If they have formed 
rules of appropriation those rules may give it to the wife and children, or to 
some one of them, or to the legatee of the deceased. So, they may give it toits 
creditor. But the child, the legatee or creditor, takes it, not by natural right, 
but by a law of the society of which he is a member, and to which he is sub 
ject. Then, no man can, by natural right, oblige the lands he occupied, or the 
persons who succeed him in that occupation, to the payment of debts con- 
tracted by him. For if he could he might during his own life eat up the 
usufruct of the lands for several generations to come; and then the lands 
would belong to the dead and not to the living, which is the reverse of our 
principle. 

What is true of every member of the society individually is true of them 
all collectively, since the rights of the whole can be no more than the sum of 
the rights of the individuals. To keep our ideas clear when applying them 
to a multitude, let us suppose a whole generation of men to be born on the 
same day, to attain mature age on the same day, and to die on the same day, 
leaving a succeeding generation in the moment of attaining their mature age, 
all together. Let the ripe age be supposed of 21 years, and their period of 
life thirty-four years more, that being the average term given by the bills 
of mortality to persons of 21 years of age. Each successive generation would, 
in this way, come and go off the stage at a fixed moment, as individuals do 
now. Then,I say, the earth belongs to each of these generations during its 
course, fully and in its own right. The second generation receives it clear 
of the debts and incumbrances of the first, the third of the second, and so on. 
For if the first could charge it with a debt, then the earth would belong to the 
dead and not to the living generation. Then, no generation can ce 
debts greater than may be paid during the course of its own existenc: 
i tter written from Paris to James Madison, September 6, 1789, volume 3, page 

038 

The earth belongs also to the living generation; they may manage it, then, 
and what proceeds from it, as they please, during their usufruct. They are 
masters, too, of their own persons, and consequently may govern them as they 
please. But persons and property make the sum of the objects of govern 
ment The constitution and the laws of their predecessors are extinguished, 
then, in their natural course, with those whose will gave them being.— Letter 
to James Madison, September 6, 1789, volume 3, page 106. 

Then the contracts, constitutions, and laws of every society become void in 
nineteen years from their date.—Letter to Dr. Gem, »——, volume 3, 





| page 109. 


As the doctrine is that a pene debt isa public blessing, so they think a 
perpetual one is a perpetual blessing, and therefore wish to make it so large 
that we can never pay it off.—Letter to Col. N. Lewis, April 12, 179 
3, page 348. 

My whole correspondence while in France, and every word, letter, and act 
on the subject since my return, prove that no man is more ardently intent 
to see the public debt soon and sacredly paid off than Iam. This exactly 
marks the difference between Colonel Hamilton's views and mine, that I would 
wish the debt paid to-morrow; he wishes it never to be paid, but always to be 
a thing wherewith to corrupt and manage the Legislature.—Letter to the 
President of the United States, September 9, 1792, volume 3, page 464. 

I consider the fortunes of our Republic as depending, inan eminent degree, 
on the extinguishment of the public debt before we engage in any war, because, 
that done, we shall have revenue enough to improve our country in time of 

yeace and defend it in war, without recurring either to new taxes or loans. 
3ut if the debt should once more be swelled to a formidable size its entire 
discharge will be despaired of and we shall be committed to the English 
career of debt, corruption, and rottenness, closing with revolution. The 
discharge of the debt, therefore, is vital to the destinies of our Government, 
and it hangs on Mr. Madison and yourself alone. We shall never see another 
President and Secretary of the Treasury making all other objects subor 
dinate to this.—Letter to Mr. Albert Gallatin, October 11, 1509, volume 5, page 
“é. 

I keep up my hopes that if war be avoided Mr. Madison will be able to com- 
plete the paymentof the national debt within his term, after which one-third 
of the present revenue would support the Government.— Letter to M. Dupont 
De Nemours, April 15, 1811, volume 5, page 583. 

Having seen the people of all other nations bowed down to the earth under the 
warsand prodigalities of their rulers, [have cherished their opposites— peace, 
economy, and riddance of the public debt—believing that these were the high 
road to public as well as to private prosperity and happiness.—Letter to Henry 
Middleton, esq., January 8, 1813, volume 6, page 90. 

It is a wise rule, and should be fundamental in a government disposed to 
cherish its credit, and at the same time to restrain the use of it within the 
limits of its faculties, ‘never to borrow a dollar without laying a tax in the 
same instant for paying the interest annually and the principal within a given 
term; and to consider that tax as pledged to the creditors on the public faith.” 
* * * But the term of SS must be moderate, and at any rate 
within the limits of their rightful powers. But what limits, it will be asked, 
does this prescribe to their powers? What is to hinder them from creating 
a perpetual debt? The laws of nature.I answer. The earth belongs to the 
living, not to the dead. The will and the power of man expire with his life 
by nature's law.—Letter to John W. Eppes, June 2/4, 1813, volume 6, page 136. 

There have existed nations, and civilized and learned nations, who have 
thought that a father had aright tosell hischild asa slave, in perpetuity; 
that he could alienate his body and industry conjointly, and a fortiori his 
industry separately, and consume its fruits himself. A nation asserting this 
fratricide right might well suppose they could burden with public as well as 
private debt their “nati natorum, et qui nascentur at illis.” But we, this age 
and in this country especially, are advanced beyond those notions of natural 
law. We acknowledge that our children are born free; that that freedom is 
the gift of nature, and not of him who begot them; that though under our 
care during infancy, and therefore of necessity under a duly tempered au- 
thority, that care is confided to us to be exercised for the preservation and 

ood of the child only, and his labors during youth are given as a retribution 

or the charges of infancy. As he was never the property of his father, so 
when adult he is sui juris, entitled himself to the use of his own limbs and 
the fruits of his own exertions. So far we are advanced, without mind 
enough, it seems, to take the wholestep. We believe, or act as if we believed, 
that although an individual father can not alienate the labor of his son, the 
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aggregate body of fathers may alienate the labor of all their sons, of their 


terity, in the aggregate, and oblige them to pay for all the enterprises, 
ust or unjust, profitable or ruinous, into which our vices, our ms, or 
our personal interests may lead us. But I trust that this proposition needs 
only to be looked at by an American to be seen in its true point of view, and 
that we shall all co er ourselves unauthorized to saddle our posterity with 
our debts, and morally bound to Ey, them ourselves, and co uently 
within what may be deemed the a of a generation or the life of the ma- 
jority.Letter to Mr. Eppes, September 11, 1813, volume 6, > page 196. 
In seeking, then, for an ultimate term for the redemption of our debts, let 
us rally to this principle, and provide for their ent within the term of 
nineteen yearsat the farthest.—Letter to John W. Ibee, June 24,1813, volume 


6, page 138. 

Phe misfortune is that in the meantime we shall plunge ourselves in unex- 
tinguishable debt and _entailon our posterity an eritance of eternal taxes, 
which will bring our Government and the people into the condition of those 
of England, a nation of pikes and gudgeons, the latter bred merely as food 
for the former.—Letter to Colonel Monroe, January 1, 1815, volume 6, page 409. 

The multiplication of public offices, increase expense beyond income, 
growth and entailment of a public debt are indications soliciting the employ- 
ment of the pruning knife; and I doubt not it will be employed, good prin- 
ciples being as yet prevalent enough for that.—Letter to Judge Roane, March 
9, 1821, volume 7, page 212. 

That our Creator made the carth for the use of the living and not of the 
dead; that those whe exist not can have no use nor right in it, no authority or 

wer over it; that one generation of men can not foreclose or burthen its use 

» another, which comes to it in its own right and by the same divine benefi- 
cence; thata preceding generation can not bind a succeeding one by its laws 
or contracts; these deriving their obligation from the will of the existing 
majority and that majority being removed by death, another comesin its 
place w th a will equally free to make its own laws and contracts; these are 
axioms so self-evident that no explanation can make them plainer.—Letter to 
Mr. Thomas Earle, September 24, 1823, volume 7, pas =. 

Can one generation bind another, and all others in succession, forever? I 
think not. The Creator has made the earth for the living, not the dead. 
Rights and powers can ony belong to persons, not to things, not to mere 
matter, unendowed with will. The are not even things. The particles 
of matter which composed their bodies make t now of the bodies of other 
animals, vegetables or minerals, ofa thousandforms. To what, then, are at- 
tached the rights and powers they held while in the formof men? A genera- 

ion may bind itself as long as its majority continues in life; when t has 
disappeared another majority is in place, holds all the rights and powers 
their predecessors once held, and ma their laws and institutions to 
suitthemselves. Nothing, then, is unc but the inherent and unalien- 
able rights of man.—Letter to Maj. John Cartwright, June 5, 1824, volume 7, 
page 359. 
THE UNION—WHO ARE ITS REAL FRIENDS. 

Not those who promote unnecessary accumulations of the debt of the Union, 
instead of the best means of discharging it as fast as possible, thereby in- 
creasing the causes of corruption in the Government and the pretext for 
new taxes under its authority; the former unde the confidence, the 
latter alienating the affections of the people. 

The real friends of the Union are those who are friends to the authority of 
the people, the sole foundation on which the Union rests; 

no are friends to liberty, the great end for which the Onion was formed; 

Who are friends to the limited and republican system of government, the 
means provided by that authority for the attainment of that end; 

Who, considering a public debt as injurious to the interests of the people 
and baneful to the virtue of the Government, are enemies to every contri- 
vance for unnecessarily increasing its amount, or protracting its duration, or 
extending its influence. 

In a word, those are the real friends of the Union who are friends to that 
republican policy throughout which is the only cement for the union of a 
republican people, in opposition to a spirit of tion and money: 
which is the menstruum most capable of dissolving it.—No. 15, Writings of Madi- 
son, March 81 70s, page 480. 

The deep solicitude felt by our citizens of all classes throughout the Union for 
the total discharge of the public debt will apologize for the earnestness with 
which I deem it my duty to urge this topic upon the consideration of Con- 
gress---of recommending to them again the observance of the strictest econ- 
omy in the public funds.—President John — Adams's message, 1827. 

Free from public debt, at. peace with all the world, and with no complicated 
interest to consult in our intercourse with f powers, the present may 
be hailed as that epoch in our history the most favorable for the settlement 
of those Recipies in our domestic policy which shall be best calculated to 
give stability to our Republic and secure the of freedom to our citi- 
zens. Among these principles, from our past ex ence, itcan not be doubted 
that simplicity in the character of the Federal Government and a rigid econ- 
omy in its administration should be ed asfundamentaland sacred. All 
must be sensible that the existence of the public de’ ren taxation 
necessary for its extinguishmen increased the culties w are in- 
separable from every exercise of the taxing power, and that it was, in this 
respect, a remote agent in producing those disturbing questions which grew 
out of the discussions relating to the tariff. If such has been the tendency of 
a debt incurred in the acquisition and maintenance of our national rights and 
liberties, the obligations of which all of the Union ully ac- 
knowledged, it must be obvious that whatever is calculated to increase the 
burdens of government without necessity must be fatal to all our anges ot 

re- 


reserving its true character. While we are foiicttoting ourselves, 
8 


‘ore, upon the extinguishment of the national debt and state 
of our finances let us not be tempted to depart from those maxims of 
ublic policy which enjoin a just adaptation of the revenue to the expendi- 


ares that are consistent with a rigid economy and an entire abstinence from 
all topics of legislation that are not clearly within the constitutional powers 


of the Government and suggested by the wants of thecountry. Properly re- 
rded, under such a policy eve minution of the ay 
power and furnishes 


rom taxation gives to individual enterprise in: 

to all the members of our happy confederacy new motives for 
tion and support. But, above all, its most important effect be found in 
its influence u the character of the Government by confining its action to 
those objects which will be sure to secure to it the attachment and support of 
our fellow-citizens.—Jackson's message, 183%. 

If Providence permits me to meet you at another somicn, F shall have the 
high gratification of announcing to 7 that the national debt is extinguished. 
6 


affec- 


I can not refrain from expressing leasure I feel at the near 

that desirable event. The short of within which the public debt 
will have been discharged is strong evidence of the abundant resources of 
the country and of the prudence and with which the Government 
has heretofore been administered.—President Jackson's message, 1833. 

I can not too cordially congratulate Congress and my fellow-citizens on the 
near of that memorable and event, the extinction of the 
public debt of this t and free nation. to the wise and patriotic 
policy, marked ou by the legislation of the country for this object, the 
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present Administration has devoted to it all the means which its flourishing 

commerce has supplied and a prudent economy preserved for the public 

eee. —e the four ye a — = peoute nt confided the 

executive power my charge, $58,000, ve n applied to the pay- 

ment of the public debt. - my 
* * * « * * “ 

The final removal of this pt burden from our resources affords the means 
of further i for all the objects of general welfare and public defense 
which the stitution authorizes and prevents the occasion for such further 
reduction in the revenue as may not be required for them.—President Juck- 
son’s ann message, 1832. 

It is one of the serious evils of our present system of banking that it enables 
one class of society—and that by no means a numerous one—by its control 
over the currency to act injuriously upon the interests of all the others 
and to exercise more than its just proportion of influence in political affairs. 
The agricultural, the mechanical, and the laboring classes have little or no 
share in the direction of the great moneyed corporations, and from their 
habits and the nature of their pursuits they are incapable of forming exten- 
sive combinations to act together with united force. Such concert of action 
may sometimes be produced in a single city or in a small district of country 
by means of personal communications with each other; but they have no 
regular or active correspondence with those who are cogent in similar pur- 
suits in distant places; they have but little patronage to give to the press 
and exercise but a small share of influence over it; they have no crowd of 
dependents about them who hope to grow rich without labor by their coun- 
tenance and favor, and who are, therefore, always ready to execute their 
wishes. The planter, the farmer, the mechanic, and the laborer all know 
that their success depends upon their own industry and economy, and that 
they must not expect to become suddenly rich by the fruits of their toil. 
Yet these classes of society form the great body of the people of the United 
States; they are the bone and sinew of the country; men who love liberty 
and desire nothing but equal rights and equal laws, and who, moreover, hold 
the great mass of our national wealth, although it is distributed in moderate 
amounts among the millions of freemen who it. Butwithoverwhelm- 
ing numbers and wealth on their side they are in constant danger of losing 
their fair influence in the Government, and with difficulty maintain their 
just rights against the incessant efforts daily made to encroach upon them. 

The mi ef springs from the power which the moneyed interest derives 
from a paper currency which they are able to control, from the multitude of 
corporations with exclusive privileges which they have succeeded in obtain- 
ing in the different States, and which are employed altogether for their bene- 
fit, and unless you become more watchful in your States, and check this spirit 
of may and thirst for exclusive privileges you will, in the end, find that 
the most important powers of government have been given or bartered away 
and the control over your dearest interests has passed into the hands of 
these corporations. 

The aa system, and its natural associates, monopoly and exclu- 
sive privileges, have already struck their roots deep in the soil; and it will re- 

uire all your efforts to check its further growth and to eradicate the evil. 
The men who profit by the abuses and desire to perpetuate them will con- 
‘tinue to besiege the halls of legislation in the General Government as well as 
in the States, and willseek, by every artifice, to mislead and deceive the pub- 


lic servants. It is to yourselves that you must look for safety and the means 
of and porpespetes Foxe free institutions. In your hands is right- 
fully p the sovereignty of the country, and to you, everyone placed in 
anthority is ultimately responsible. It is alwaysin your power to see that 


the wishes of the people are carried into faithful execution, and their will, 
when once made known, must sooner or later beobeyed. And while the peo- 
= ree et trust they ever will, uncorrupted and incorruptible, and con- 
inue w: and ans of their rights, the Government is safe, and the 
cause of freedom will continue to triumph over all its enemies. ; 
But it will uire steady and persevering exertions on your part to rid 
yourself of the iniquities and mischiefs of the paper system, and to check the 
spirit of monopoly and other abuses which have sprung up with it, and of 
which it is the main support. So pene interests are united to resist all re- 
form on this subject that you must not hope the conflict will be a short one, 
nor success easy. My humble efforts have not been ae during my ad- 
ministration of the vernment, to restore the constitutional currency of 
gold and silver; and something, I trust, has been done toward the accom 
plishment of this most desirable object. But enough yet remains to require 
all your ene and perseverence. The power, however, is in your hands, 
and the remedy must and will beapplied if you determine upon it.—Jackson’s 
Farewell Address. : 
The creation, in time of peace, of a debt likely to become permanent, is an 
evil for which there is no equivalent. The rapidity with which many of the 
States are apparently approaching to this condition admonishes us of our 
own duties in a manner too impressive to be d rded. One, not the least 
important, is to k the Federal Government always in a condition to dis- 
charge with ease onl vigor its highest functions, should their exercise be re- 
quired by any sudden conjuncture of public affairs—a condition to which we 
are always exposed, and which may occur when least expected. To this end 
it is indispensable that its finances should be untrammeled and its resources, 
so far as practicable, unincumbered. No circumstance should present 
eater obstacles to the accomplishment of these vitally important objects 
fhan the creation of an onerous national debt. Our own experience, and also 
that of other nations, has demonstrated the unavoidable and fearful rapidity 
with which a public debt is increased when the government has once sur- 
rendered itself to the ruinous pens of supplying its supposed necessities 
by new loans. The sti le, therefore, on our part, to be successful, must 
be made at the threshold. To make our efforts effective, severe economy is 
necessary. is the surest provision for the national welfare, and it is, at 
the same time, the best preservative of the principles on which our institu- 
tions rest. ay and economy in the affairs of state have never failed 
to chasten and in republican principles, while these have been as 
surely subverted by national prodigality under whatever pee pretext it 
may have been introduced or fostered.—Van Buren's third annual message. 
(Statesman’s Manual, volume 2, page 1121.) ’ 
A few years ago our whole national debt growing out of the Revolution and 


the war of 1812 with Great Britain was extinguished, and we presented to 
the world the rare and noble spectacle of a t and rowing people who 
had t time the existing debt has 


fully discharged every oeneaece. Since 
been contracted; and, small as it is in comparison with the similar burdens 
of most other nations, it should be extinguished at the earliest practicablo 
period. Should the state of the country permit, and, especially if our foreign 
relations interpose no obstacle, it is contemplated to apply all the moneys in 
the Treasury as they accrue beyond what is required for the appropriations 
by Congress to its Hquidation. I cherish the hope of soon being able to con- 
the country on its recovering once more the lofty position which 


ft 8o recently occu; Our country, which exhibits to the world the bene- 
fits of ealh-gyvernmen pie in oe all the sources of national prosperity, 
owes to the permanent 


mankind pei example of a nation free from the blighting 
influence of a public debt.—Polk’s first annual message, December 2, 184. 
(Statesman's Manual, volume 4, page 1462.) 
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f the public debt to be contracted should be limited to the 
sane nee sbie ak. and should be extinguished as early after the conclu- 
sion of The war as the means of the Treasury will permit. 

With this view it is recommended that as soon as the war shall be over all 
the surplus in the Treasury, not needed for other indispensable objects, shall 
constitute a sinking fund and be sopeee to the purchase of the funded debt, 
and that cotinine bs conferred by law for that purpose.—Polk’s third annual 
message, December 7, 1847. (Statesman’s Manual, volume 4, page 1704.) 

Besides making the necessary legislative provisions for the execution of the 
treaty, and the establishment of territorial governments in the ceded coun- 
try we have, upon the restoration of peace, other important duties to per- 
form. Among these I regard none as more important than the adoption of 

roper measures for the speedy extinguishment of the national debt. It is 
z inst sound policy and the genius of our institutions that a public debt 
should be permitted a day longer than the means of the Treasury will enable 
the Government to y it off. We should adhere to the wise pay laid 
down by President Was ington, of “ avoiding the accumulation of debt. not 
only by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of 
peace, to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burden we ourselves ought to 
bear.” —Polk’s special message, July 6, 1848. (Statesman’s Manual, volume 4, 

In eee of the 6th of July last, transmitting to Congress the ratified 
treaty of peace with Mexico, [recommended the adoption of measures for the 
speedy payment of the public debt. In reiterating that recommendation, I 
refer you to the considerations presented in that message in its support. 

« * - * * * 2 

The public expenditures should be economical and be confined to such nec- 
essary objects as are cearty within the powers of Congress. All such as are 
not absolutely demanded should be postponed and the payment: of the public 
debt at the earliest practicable period should be a cardinal principle of our 
public policy. —Polk’s s fourth annual message, December 5. (Statesman’s Man- 
ual, volume 4, page 1774.) 


The following are from Clay, Calhoun, Crawford, and Benton: 

Mr. Clay said, in 1816, he would— 

Lay down a general rule, from which there ought never to bea departure 
without absolute necessity, that the expense of the year ought to be met by 
the revenue of the year. If in time of war it were impossible to observe this 
rule we ought in time of peace to provide for as speedy a discharge of the debt 
contracted in the preceding war as possible. 


And in 1824 he said: 


The payment of that debt and the consequent liberation of the public re- 
sources from the charge of it is extremely desirable. 

The moral value of the payment of a national debt consists in the demon- 
stration which itaffords of the ability of acountry to meet and its integrity 
in fulfilling all its engagements. * * * Whoever may be entitled to the 
credit of the payment of the public debt, I congratulate you, sir, and the coun- 
try most cor ae that it is so near at hand. 

"Y shall oppose strenuously all attempts to originate a new debt; to create a 
national bank; to reunite the political and money power—more dangerous 
than that of church and state—in any form or shape.—Calhoun on the bill for 
the issue of Treasury notes, United States Senate, September 18, 1837. ( Abridg- 
ment Debates Congress, volume 13, page 363.) 

An attentive examination of the rise and fall of public debts in other coun- 
tries can not fail to impress the American Republic with the necessity of 
making suitable exertions in periods of peace to release the national revenue 
from so heavy an incumbrance.—W. H. Crawford, December 16, 1316. 

What more unwise and more unjust than to contract debts on long time, as 
some of the States have done, thereby invading the rights and mortgaging 
the resources of terity,and loading unborn generations with debts not 
their own? Whatmore unwise than all this, which several of the States have 
done, and which the effort now is to make all do? Besides the ultimate bur- 
den, in the shape of final payment, which is intended to fall upon posterity, 
the present burden is incessant in the shape of annual interest, and, falling 
upon each generation, equals the principal in every periodical return of ten 
or adozen years. Few have calculated the devouring effect of annual inter- 
est on public debts and considered how soon it exceeds the aoe. —Ben- 
ton’s — on assumption of State debts: Thirty Years’ Vi 
page 173. 


iew, volume 2, 
Mr. Jefferson, as I have shown, held that one generation had no 
— to bind another generation. He took the actuaries’ tables of 
e insurance and demonstrated that the life of a generation is 
between nineteen and twenty years, and he held that we had no 
moral right to impose debts upon the generation that came after 
us. Every generation that succeeded had a right, he said, to the 
ee of the earth without 4 incumbrance uponit. That 
is what he held. He demonstrated it over and over again. He 
condemned the increase of the public debt throughout his whole 
public life, beginning in 1787, and on page after page of our his- 
tory he has written it, down to 1824. 
hough in retirement, at 81 years of age he uttered a warning 
to the people of the United States to pay the little debt they had 
which was a danger to them. At 83 years of age, from the little 
Mount of Monticello, his irit ascended to heaven. There was a 
man coming after him whom he did not well understand He 
feared General Jackson because of his military ambition. Jeffer- 
son dreaded a military chieftain. He loved the,civilian. He 
dreaded to see Andrew Jackson come into the Presidency, and yet 
he did not know that that — man, like himself, was determined 
to extinguish the public debt of the United States, and during his 
Administration he paid every dollar of debt and congratulated the 
country upon its emancipation. 

It has been the Democratic policy from the organization of the 
party to pay the public debt and keep the resources of the country 
unincumbered by debt and unnecessary taxation. 

Mr. President, our people have not only talked that way, not 
only laid down those as essential principles of our party, but they 
have acted that way. Under General Washington's Administra- 
tion they set a rtas a sinking fund all the proceeds arising from 
the sale of public lands, revenue from stilts, revenue from car- 
riages and other sources, but it did not amount to a great deal. 





When Mr. Jefferson came into the Presidency in 1801, after having 
in the first year opened all the prison doors in which men were 
incarcerated for the free expression of their opinions about polit- 
ical subjects, he addressed himself to the question of emancipating 
the people from this devouring moval canker, as he characterized 
it. Under his influence Congress passed a law setting apart 
$7,300,000 of the revenues of the Government to be paid toward the 
extinction of the debt. In 1803 it was increased to $8,000,000 a 
year, and from 1803 to 1817 that law was enforced and $8,000,000 
as a sinking fund was appropriated every year toward the extine- 
tion of the little debt which was $75,000,000 under President W ash- 
ington. In 1817 it was increased to $10,000,000, and during that 
year over $20,000,000 was paid toward the extinction of the public 
debt. 

These are the footprints of our Democratic fathers on the ques- 
tion of the payment and the extinction of the public debt. When 
we got out of the war and had alarge debt our Republican friends 
acted very wisely. They went to work and established a sinking 
fund, and an enormous amount was paid by the generation that 
fought the war. There was a reduction of some twelve hundred 
million dollars in the principal of the debt, besides paying annu- 
ally from one hundred to one hundred and fifty million dollars for 
interest. 

That, Mr. President, was then and is now theestablished policy 
of the people of the United States—all of them. 

Why is it that we are to stop now? Why is it that our sinking 
fund is to-day hollow when we touch the vault? It got down 
to two or three hundred thousand dollars, I believe, year before 
last, and $1,000,000, I am informed, has been paid this year. But 
there ought to be fifty or sixty or seventy million doilars paid an- 
nually into the sinking fund toward the extinction of the debt. 
Why have we stopped paying into the sinking fund and keeping 
uv the reduction of the debt? Simply because within the last 
year or two the great moneyed corporations of the country have 
determined to make another death struggle to stop the extinction 
of the debt, to enlarge and perpetuate it, and to drive all rivals 
out of the field that they may have the power to issue all of the 
paper currency of the country. They are trying to control the 
politics of both the Republican and Democratic parties. The 
business men have come out,it is said. I saw last year the utter- 
ance of some of the businessmen. They said they had reproached 
themselves for not having taken a proper interest in public meas- 
ures and that then, which was last year, they intended to make 
their influence felt in the politics of the country. It has been felt, 
and felt to the great injury of the people of the United States. 
We have reached the point when we must decide whether we will 
go on or turn back. Shall we go forward and pay the debt and 
keep our currency system, or shall we turn around, retrace our 
steps, and build up the debt, establish and fortify and keep an 
aristocracy to control the Government, and stop the vain pursuit 
of maintaining free institutions and transmitting them unim- 
paired to our children? 

Mr. Jefferson said a long time ago that parties were the product 
of natural laws; that parties depended in a great measure upon 
the condition of men’s minds; that the parties we have to-day 
were the parties that existed two or three hundred years ago. 
They were called Whig and Tory in Great Britain during the 
revolutionary times of 1688, when the great struggles were made 
for English liberty. They are now called the \iberal and the 
Conservative parties. In the organization of our Government it 
was Republican and Federalist. It is now Republican and Demo- 
crat. Hesaid the proper designation of parties all the time would 
be Democrat on one side and Aristocrat on the other; that the 
principles contended for by the Liberals and the Whigs in Eng- 
land, the Republicans in the early day, and the Democrats of to- 
day were personal liberty, secured by local self-government, the 
creation of a national government for foreign purposes and to 
regulate questions at issue between the different States of the 
Union, but holding the great mass of powers close to the people, 
for the reason that they could control the administration of those 
powers toward securing their liberty. 

We all have reed the history of the great struggle which was 
made when the Constitution was formed and when it had no bill 
of rights to secure the liberties of the citizen. He wrote letter 
after letter from Paris to the leading citizens of the United States 
demanding that in that instrument before it was ratified the guar- 
antees of personal liberty should be secured, the right of freedom 
of speech, freedom of the press, freedom of religion, the habeas 
corpus as one of the chosen instruments to secure the liberty of the 
person, and frial by jury. All these great safeguards of our 
liberty he had written in that Constitution when it was ratified by 
the first Congress of the United States, and he lived to fight that 
battle and win that victory and send it down to us charging us to 
keep the faith, to walk in the precepts of the fathers and enjoy 
the blessings of free government ourselves, and like men transmit 
to our children that which our ancestors had transmitted to us. 

What has their posterity done for them? They proclaimed 
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that Constitution and they said it was ‘‘to establish justice, in- 
sure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, pro- 
mote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity.” 

This, Mr, President, is where I stand to-day. I will not vote 
for any bill that puts it out of the power of this generation to call 
in the debt and pay it and extinguish it. What was the character 
of the bills for loans that were passed by our Government in the 
days of the fathers? Only one went beyond twenty years, and that 
was in the Administration of General Washington. Go and look 
over the loans under Jefferson and Madison and Monroe, with 
this country involved in war, when Napoleon Bonaparte and all 
Europe was in arms and both sides fighting us on the ocean, and 
with war almost every moment, you will find written in loan after 
loan ‘‘ redeemable at pleasure,” sometimes redeemable after one 
year, sometimes after three and four years; but in the vast majority 
of instances they held the power in their hands to call their indebt- 
edness and extinguish the debt at their pleasure and whenever 
they had the ability to do so. 

Mr. Jefferson did not believe, nor did the Democrats a hundred 
years ago believe, that a public debt wasa — blessing, or that 
it was anything but a public curse. Mr. Madison said it was a 
public curse, and worse in a republic than under any other form 
of government. And now we hear our President and our Secre- 
tary of the Treasury asking for bonds to be sold for gold to pour 
through a sieve that is to come back again and sell more bonds to 
get more gold to pour through the sieve and keep on. They say 
they want long-time bonds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fifty-year bonds. 


Mr. MILLS. Fifty-year bonds means a thousand years. That 
is what it means. It means bonds never to be paid. Are we pro- 
viding to-day for the payment of bonds that were issued payable 
in 1907? Have we not stopped paying the sinking fund, stopped 
making any appropriation for their extinction? When they come 
due nobody will be prepared to paythem. The policy of the long 
bond is the policy of a perpetual bond, It was not the policy of 
our fathers. It is not the policy of the Republic. It is not in 
keeping with the interests of the people of the United States. It 
is at war With everything that we have been taught in our history 
from the foundation of the Government to the present time. 

Mr. President, no power ought ever to rest on the pages of the 
statutes of a free people which would authorize a Secretary of the 
Treasury or any other man to sell the bonds of the Government 
at his pleasure. That is a most extraordinary power that our 
friends have put upon the statute books and guarded and kept for 
this purpose. Whenever such an exigency arises in the history of 
a people as that the ordinary means of gathering revenues can not 
be relied on, as when war comes, then it is the duty of the Execu- 
tive to summon the Congress of the United States, that has the 
sole power to declare war and make provision for waging it, and say 
to them, ‘I want more money than can be obtained by taxation,” 
and then leave it to Congress to provide for the sale of bonds. 

But here in a time of profound peace we have upon the statute 
books of the United States authority discretionary with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell $10,000,000,000 of bonds if he wants 
to do it, and we can not help ourselves. See how that discretion 
hasbeen exercised. He soldat first $100,000,000 of ten-year bonds. 
He received $117,000,000 for them. He next sells $62,000,000 of 
thirty-year bonds and gets $104,500,000forthem. He sells the long- 
time bonds for less than the short-time bonds. If money was the 
demand of the Treasury, if the exigency was such that we could 
not rely upon taxation to provide the necessary revenue and we 
had to resort to bonds, why not sell the bonds that would bring 
the largest amount of money to the Treasury at that time? But 
it was not done. 

Why is all this, Mr. President? Just as I said, there is a tre- 
mendous money power in this country and in the world, the 
money-owning and money-lending power, that have no longer any 
field for the investment of their enormous capital. They have 
invested it in manufactures, in railroads, and in mines, some of 
them in farming, and in one way and another, but now they have 
accumulated an immense amount of capital which it is not safe 
to invest except in the securities of the nation; and they are 
pressing here to find a safe and profitable investment for their 
money. 

Mr. Benton said in 1841, in the Senate of the United States, that 
the national banking system, with the power that was behind it, 
was ‘‘a monster born of Hell and Chaos.” If a bank with $35,- 
000,000 capital, and with eighteen branches in the United States, 
was a monster born of Hell and Chaos, what is our system, with 
nearly $700,000,000 of capital and nearly four thousand banks all 
over the whole country? 

I do not mean to say that all the national banks in the United 
States are e in this conspiracy. The small country banks 
are en in a legitimate banking business. It was so in the 
early days of the State banks, Many of them were doing business 
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legitimately and were notstriking at the heart of the State. Many 
of the country banks are doing the same now. 

I want toread a re ped from the president of one of the banks in 
Texas who was called upon to contribute to the loan proposed to 
be made in a few days: 


Patriotic duty prompts us to refuse to have anything to do with an un- 
es issue of bonds to replenish an unnecessary reserve. Our people 
have such confidence in the credit of the United States that they do not care 
whether the gold reserve is one hundred or one hundred millions of dollars. 


This isfrom President James Garitty, of the First National Bank 
of Corsicana, Tex. 

He is a Democrat, an honest man, anda true patriot. He knows 
that this is a mere pretext, piling up bonds, piling up debts, pil- 
ing up interest charges, year by year upon the people in order to 
establish a bankocracy in the United States which will have the 
power to lend the credit of the United States at 7 per cent inter- 
est when the United States can furnish the money without any 
interest, and is doing it now. 

Mr. President, we have the old controversy, fighting against all 
silver for its removal, for that is what it means, and retirement of 
the Treasury notes. A few years ago these people pretended that 
they were afraid that the gold standard would be expelled. They 
were fightinginambush. They had masked batteries, from which 
they were firing. The real fact was they wanted the field of cir- 
culation. They wanted the interest to come into their pockets 
from lending the credit of the United States, instead of seeing the 
United States lending its own credit without any interest. They 
wanted bonds, and if the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is carried out and you permit all the banks to issue cir- 
cuiation to the full extent of the face value of their bonds and to 
reducz the tax on their circulation to a quarter of 1 per cent, while 
it is now 1, I suppose all the bonds of the United States will be- 
come bases for banking. 

It will be shang then to take all of them and issue all the cir- 
culation in lieu of that now occupied by Treasury notes and silver 
too. Every bond of the Government can be utilized then. That 
is not the case now, because it is unprofitable to buy bonds worth 
$120,000,000 and get only $90,000,000 of circulationon them. But 
when they can issue the whole amount and have their taxation 
reduced it is possible that they may extend their circulation, and 
not only occupy the whole field of circulation, but occupy the field 
of legislation as well. It will be a tremendous power, the influ- 
ence of which will be felt in the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, in the executive department, and will sweep the Supreme 
Court off its feet, for the power to construe is the power to make 
laws. If the courts do not adhere to the Constitution as it was ex- 
pounded by the fathers who made it, there is no limit that I can 
see to their elasticity of construction. They can construe it into a 
monarchy or an aristocracy if they choose. 

That would be absurd, of course; but the decision they made 
overruling all the decisions of a hundred years on the income tax 
is just as absurd as if they had said that this was a hereditary 
Government. I care nothing for the personal opinions of this, 
that, or the other lawyer. Every lawyer in the United States un- 
derstands that it is a rule of law when a question has once been 
decided and held to be decided over and over again for a great 
length of time that it is the duty of the courts to have it stand de- 
cided. Rights of property are acquired and held under it and to 
reverse it is to unsettle everything, and it is the duty of the courts 
to adhere to and maintain the rule as it has been pronounced and 
enforced for a century. 

But this power is getting so great that it seems the whole Gov- 
ernment is about to be swept off itsfeet. My arraignment of this 
power may mane ridicuious to-day. John Randolph said in 1816 
that you might as well attack Gibraltar with a pocket pistol as to 
attack the banking system; that you might as well preach Chris- 
tianity in the streets of Constantinople as to argue against the 
banking system then in the United States. lf that was the case 
in his ioe what must it be to-day, when there is such a tremen- 
dous power organized all over the country? But I leave it with 
the people. As General Jackson said in his farewell address, so I 
say to them, ‘‘The power is in your hands, and the remedy must 
and will be applied if you determine upon it.” 


STATUE OF MAJOR-GENERAL STARK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. On the 9th instant I reported from the 
Committee on the Library the bill (8.130) for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man- 
chester, N. H. I find that there has been a misprint in the bill. 
It reads, in line 18, on page 2 of the bill, ‘‘the Joint Committee on 
Printing.” It should read, ‘‘the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary.” I desire to have the correction made. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hixu in the chair). The 
correction will be made, if there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none, 

FUNDS FOR COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. LODGE. Lintroduced yesterday an amendment which I 

asked to have printed, as I intended to propose it to the bill (S. 1159) 
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to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. The 
amendment proposes to authorize a loan, the proceeds of the loan 
to be used exclusively for the purpose of seacoast defense. In 
printing the amendment a misprint was made, which omits the 
rate of interest, which was fixed in the amendment as I offered it 
at 3 per cent per annum. I should like to have that correction 
made and the amendment reprinted. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts wish to have the amendment referred? ; 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have it referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses, as it relates to a bill which that committee 
has under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so re- 


ferred. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment the following bills: 

A bill (8. 43) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof”; and : 

A bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Miami. 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business 
of yesterday. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and, to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
ButLeR] to the amendment reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, on which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to intro- 
ducea resolution and have it read, merely giving a notice regarding 
the disposition of it? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. Isend to the desk a concurrent resolution, and 
ask that it be read. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was poo and declared that the faith of the 
Enited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in 
cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
rovided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and : 
Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’’ ap- 
roved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semian- 
nually in such coin; and 
Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
roved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
Jnited States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, en 
titled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt’; an 
Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each,declared by 
the act approved ey 18, 1837, entitled “‘An act ears to the act 
entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United 
States,’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to the nominal value, for 
any sums whatever: Therefore, 
esolved by the Senute (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, under 
the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of standard 
silver; and that to restore to its coin such silver coins as a legai tender in 
payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 
faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 


Mr. PUGH. The concurrent resolution I have introduced is 
an exact copy of what is known as the Stanley Matthews resolu- 
tion, which passed both Houses of Congress in 1878 by a two- 
thirds vote. I ask that the concurrent resolution lie over under 
the rule until to-morrow morning, when I shall ask for a vote on 
it without debate. 

The ee OFFICER. The resolution will lie over as 
uested, 

r. PUGH subsequently said: I gave notice a short time ago 
that to-morrow morning without debate I should ask for a vote 
on the resolution I introduced. Since that time I have been in- 
formed by several Senators that they will necessarially be absent 
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and unable to attend to-morrow, and they requested me to let the 
resolution lie over until Monday, which I will do, and then ask 
for a vote upon it. 

Mr. PEFFER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
more than two hours 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt inthe chair). Does 
= Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. PEFFER.: Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless the Senator from Kansas is nearly 
through, I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am not nearly through; and if it suits the 
convenience of the Senate I should prefer to continue my remarks 
to-morrow, as I am getting somewhat fatigued. 


{Mr. PEFFER’s speech will be published entire after it shall have 
been concluded. ] 


Mr.WOLCOTT. Beforethe Senator from New Hampshire sub- 
mits a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, I hope he will yield to me, that I may make a motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield tothe Senator from Colorado for 
that purpose. 

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY TO MONDAY. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-mor- 
row it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CALL. Lhope the Senator from Colorado will not insist 
on his motion. There are a good many resolutions that we want 
to have considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorrt], that 
when the Senate adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 vue and 23 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
January 16, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 15, 1896. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, to be 
Engineer in Chief and Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, 
with the relative rank of commodore, in the Department of the 
Navy, from the 16th day of January, 1896. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. Robert Lee Howze, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 

tenant, January 9, 1896, vice Swift, Ninth Cavalry, deceased. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Charles R. Brandon, to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of Edwin 
C. Thorp, resigned. 

Wilbert W. Lewis, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio, in the place of Isaiah B. Jones, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895, this nomination 
being made to correct an error in name, Webster W. Lewis hay- 
ing been confirmed for postmaster at this office January 7, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1896, 
CONSUL. 

Albert E. Morlan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 

at Belize, British Honduras. 
DISTRICT JUDGE, 

Arthur K. Delaney, of Alaska, to be United States district judge 

for the District of Alaska. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Charles B. Simonton, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Tennessee. 

Burton E. Bennett, of Washington, to be attorney of the United 
States for the District of Alaska. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Daniel W. Blake, of Mississippi, to be a second assistant engi- 

neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


Third Lieut. Walker W. Joynes, of South Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. John C. Cantwell, of North Carolina, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Patrick H. McCarthy, to be postmaster at North Bennington, in 
the county of Bennington and State of Vermont. 

Willis E. Fuller, to be postmaster at Enosburg Falls, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Vermont. 

John M, Winslow, to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the county 
of Nantucket and State of Massachusetts. 

J. J. Eichar, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county of 
Butler and State of Iowa. 

Soren P. Sorenson, to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the county 
of Freeborn and State of Minnesota. 

Thomas C. Tracy, to be postmaster at Island Pond, in the 
county of Essex and State of Vermont. 

George W. Blair, to be postmaster at Lamoni,in the county of 
Decatur and State of Iowa. 

Peter Stephany, to be postmaster at Manning, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Iowa. 

Edward McCoy, to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Iowa. 

William R. Flemming, to be postmaster at Armstrong, in the 
county of Emmet and State of Iowa. 

John B. Connrardy, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of 
Audubon and State of Iowa. 

Julius F, Kerberg, to be postmaster at Sanborn, in the county 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa. 

Jchn Selby, to be postmaster at Prairie City, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa. 

William U. Sulser, to be postmaster at Ireton, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Lowa. 

Edward M. Harrington, to be postmaster at Story City, in the 
county of Story and State of Iowa. 

Jacob Burns, to be postmaster at Humansville, in the county of 
Polk and State of Missouri. 

Orvin J. Rea, to be postmaster at Tracy, in the county of Lyon 
and State of Minnesota, 

Hugh H. Gilday, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota. 

Charles T, Hamilton, to be teregeey at Montgomery City, in 
the county of Montgomery and State of Missouri. 

James H. Fleming, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Stoddard and State of Missouri. 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri. 

Katharine Du Bois, to be aster at Ashland, in the county 
of Saunders and State of Nebraska. 

John F. Bradshaw, to be tmaster at Superior, in the county 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska. 

George W. Bishop, to be postmaster at Wonewoc, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 

Ida B. Morse, to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county of 
Holt and State of Nebraska. 

Michael M. Huck, to be postmaster at Schuyler, in the county 
of Colfax and State of Nebraska. 

John F. Early, to be postmaster at Wilber, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska. 

Joseph D. Baker, to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska. 

James D. Robertson, to be ae at Grafton, in the county 
of Walsh and. State of North ota. 

Orlando 8. Parmelee, to be postmaster at Tekamah, in the county 
of Burt and State of Nebraska. 

Charles P. Livingston, to be postmaster at Whittier, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

Virgil O. Harter, to be postmaster at South Riverside, in the 
county of Riverside and State of California. 

Thomas J, Wylie, to be postmaster at Nogales, in the county of 


Pima and Territory of Arizona. 
at Williams, in the county 


Thomas A. Fleming, to be 
of Coconino and Territory of Arizona, 

Robert M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Lonoke, in the county of 
Lonoke and State of Arkansas. 

Howard B. Dudley, to be at Stuttgart, in the county 
of Ovlande reshly, to be postmaster t Azusa, in th ty of 

Or o Streshly, a e@ county 0: 
Los Angeles and State of California. ° 

Robert J. Collins, to be postmasterat Hattiesburg, in the county 
of aaa? and State of Mississippi. 


W. Barnes, to be postmaster at Wagoner, in the Creek 
Nation, Ind. T, ~ ; 


Bright B. Nunnally, to be postmaster at Marianna, in the county 
of Lee and State of Arkansas. 
Lucas Rowntree, to be Seen at Bartlett, in the county of 


Williamson and State of Texas. 

Andy J. Chessher, to be eee at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of Texas. ‘ 

Edward M. Scott, to be postmaster at Rosedale, in the county 
of Bolivar and State of Mississippi. . 

Milton P, Tribble, to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Anderson and State of South Carolina. : 

Edward G. Winston, to be pene at Smithville, in the 
county of Bastrop and State of Texas. 

Louis T. Walker, to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas, , 

Joseph F. Gregory, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of South Carolina. . 

E. Ransford Clinkscales, to be postmaster at Fort Brook, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of Florida. 

Joseph F. Appling, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of 
Walker and State of Alabama. , 

Mary M. Connell, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Tennessee. 

E. E. Poag, to be a at Rockhill, in the county of York 
and State of South Carolina. 

John P. Little, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Laurens and State of South Carolina. ; 

Fred W. Brush, to be postmaster at Salida, in the county of 
Chaffee and State of Colorado. 

Angus J. McPhee, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Jaub and Territory of Utah. 

Caleb R. Barratt, to be postmaster at Salt Lake City, in the 
county of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah. 

H. 8. McDoweil, to be postmaster at Highlands, in the county 
of Arapahoe and State of Colorado. : 

Charles H. Holt, to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the county 
of Chaffee and State of Colorado. 

Charles A. Crane, to be postmaster at Colorado City, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado, 

Jacob Weil, to be postmaster at Las Animas, in the county of 
Bent and State of Colorado. 

Adelbert Van Deusen, to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county 
of Prowers and State of Colorado. 

H. A. Noeckel, to be eee at Lansdowne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert W. Hutchins, to be postmaster at Wyoming, in tho 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Dengler, to be postmaster at Quakertown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Collins Dean, to be tmaster at Annville, in the county of 
Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edward A. Mellon, to be postmaster at Patton, in county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Dora M. McElhany, to be postmaster at Brockwayville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

Hugh H. McClellan, to be postmaster at Marionville, in the 
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania. 

George F. Stearns, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

George H. Ford, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Asaph W. Shurtleff, to be postmaster at Weedsport, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. 

John Neafie Johnson, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Timothy Barrett, to be postmaster at South Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Samuel E. mie oe to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

A. wate to be postmaster at Highland, in the 
county of Ulster and State of New York. 

Hiram Steele, to be tmaster at Arcade, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York. 

ohn mel, to be postmaster at Wayland, in the county of 

Steuben and State of New York. 

Edward B. Burr, to be postmaster at Brewer, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. : 

George W. Beal, to be postmaster at Lisbon Falls, in the county 


of a State of Maine. 
Herbert M. , to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of 


Washington and State of Maine. ; 
James A. Snow, to be postmaster at Medway, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

George L. Beals, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Seb eeecis beep Liveoer Tl ini 
oO i ings, postmaster at Livermore , in 

county of Androscoggin and State of Maine. 











HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 15, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CouDEN. ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, Mr. Curtis, asks to be excused from service 
on the Committee on Public Lands. Without objection, his re- 
quest will be granted, and the Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Utah, Mr. ALLEN. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS PUBLIC LANDS FOR RESERVOIR AND CANAL 
PURPOSES. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, granting the 
right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘“‘An act to permit the use of the 
right of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, 
and for other purposes,” approved January 21, 1895, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: : p 

“Spo.2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, under sneral regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use 


re 


of right of way to the extent of 25 feet, together with the use of necessary 
round, not exceeding 40 acres, upon the public lands and forest reserva- 
ionsof the United States, by any citizen or association of citizens of the 
United States, for the purposes of generating, manufacturing, or distribut- 
ing electric power.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon granting unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CRISP. Itis to be hoped that an explanation will be made 
of the bill before consent is given. 

The SPEAKER. Reserving the right to object, an explanation 
can be made if the House desires. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with the bill 
that was reported favorably to the House during the last Congress, 
but could not be taken up until late in the session. The bill has 
passed the Senate. The bill was drawn in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. It is approved and indorsed by both of them, as will be 
seen in the report made to the last Congress. That bill was a sub- 
stitute for the Caminetti bill. 


It is my opinion that this bill— 
The Caminetti bill— 


should not becomealaw. I would recommend, however, legislation by way 
of amendment of the act of January 21, 1895, before mentioned, in effect as 
follows, viz: 

‘*- That the act entitled ‘An act to permit the use of the right of way through 
the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other purposes,’ 
approved January 21, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
thereto the following: 

“So. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized 
and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the 
use of right of ve to the extent of 25 feet, together with the use of necessary 
ground, not exceeding 40 acres, upon the public lands and forest reservations 
of the United States by any citizen or association of citizens of the United 
States, for the purposes of generating, manufacturing, or distributing elec- 


tric power.” 
Very respectfully, 8. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


The SEORETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. McMILLIN. What amount of land do the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
recommend be given? Do they make a recommendation as to 
the quantum of land. 

Mr. BOWERS. They do. They make this recommendation: 


Permit the use of right of way to the extent of 25 feet, together with the 
use of necessary ground, not exceeding 40 acres. 


That is all under the restrictions and regulations of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The existing law admits a right of way 
across public lands and reservations for ditches for irrigating 
a. This simply extends the right to construct that ditch 

or the purpose of conveying water to provide electric power 
across the public lands and reservations; and the bill, as { have 
said, if the gentleman from Tennessee will give me his attention, 
was drawn in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and in- 
dorsed by him to the House. There can be no objection to it. I 

ll say that about 6,000,000 acres of land have been given, includ- 

g the crest of the Sierra Nevadas, for reservations, the source of 
all those streams, and our people want to get water for the devel- 
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Fopment of electric power for lighting towns, for machinery, and 
various other purposes. I hope there will be no objection to it 
whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the bill apply only to the State of Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. BOWERS. No; it applies generally to reservations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does it include the National Park also, with 
all the other reservations of the Government? 

Mr. BOWERS. It applies only to reservations under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of the Interior. It simply amends the law, 
extending the same right and giving no further right than is now 
possessed by ditches carrying water for irrigation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has this bill been recommended by any com- 
mittee of this House? 

Mr. BOWERS. It has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of this House—by the full committee. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, if my colleague on the committee 
will allow me, I will state that this bill does not grant or authorize 
the grant of any land. It only authorizes the Department to issue 
permits for the use of these lands for the purposes stated. It does 
not apply to the National Yellowstone Park, nor to military res- 
ervations, but only to lands reserved for forestry purposes. ~ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the bill provide that these grants may 
be revoked? 

Mr. McRAE. The bill makes no grant. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, these privileges. 

Mr. McRAE. They are issued by and are all under control of 
the Secretary of the Interior. The bill makes no grant and vests 
no title to any lands. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I observe that the matter is under the con- 
trol of the Secretary so far as giving permission is concerned, but 
does the bill provide that he may revoke a permit if it should be 
abused or if it should become to the interest of the Government 
to have it revoked? 

Mr. McRAE. He has the power to do that. But, Mr. Speaker, 
what I rose to say was that this bill does not make any grant or 
authorize the making of any grant, and that no person under it 
can acquire title to any land. No person can get anything but a 
permit to use for the purpose indicated in the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was anxious, Mr. Speaker, to see that there 
should not be granted any privileges which would be beyond the 
control of the Government. I think that the interests of those 
who are to receive benefits from this action indirectly demand that 
the power of revocation should exist somewhere, so that privi- 
leges given to corporations furnishing light or power shall not be 
abused. Iam glad to learn that that is provided for. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; and 

A bill (8S. 941) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska Railroad 
Company and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad Com- 
pany, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over a part of the 
Sac and Fox and lowa Indian Reservation in the States of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CHESEBROUGH VS. M’CLELLAN, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Elections to present to the House its report in 
the contested-election case of Robert A. Chesebrough vs. George 
B. McClellan, Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New 
York, and to ask for the present consideration of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No. 2 to whom was referred the contested 
election case of Robert A. Chesebrough against George B. McClellan, from 
the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New York, respectfully 
report to'the House that they have duly considered said case, and find the 
facts therein to be as follows: 

The contestant was the Republican candidate and the contestee was the 
Democratic candidate for Representative to the Fifty-fourth Congress from 
said district at the regular election held therein on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1804; that at a meeting of the State board of canvassers of the State of 
New York, held at the city of Albany on the l4th day of December follow- 
ing, contestee was declared the legally elected Representative from the dis- 
trict, and that thereafter the secretary of state of New York duly issued to 
him a certificate of his election,all in conformity to the laws of the State; 
that afterwards, such certificate having been transmitted to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, his name was, by that official, placed upon its roll, 
and he now occupies the seat in the House; that after the election of con- 
testee had been so declared, and within the time prescribed by statute, the 
contestant served upon him notice of contest of said election, alleging as 
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grounds for contest the casting of illegal votes thereat, and that Goring the 

litical canvass which preceded the election contestee had instigated the 
Metropolitan Association of Cycling Clubs to issue and distribute among 
the electors of the district a circular which falsely charged him with hav- 
ing opposed the passage of a law in the State of New York which granted 
to cyclists equal rights with the users of all other kinds of vehicles in the 
public highways in the city and State of New York and in the public parks 
of said city, and which falsely charged that he had signed a petition opposing 
the passage of said law; that in this circular the users of cycles in said dis- 
trict and their friends were called upon to vote for contestee and against 
contestant, and that, because of and influenced by the false statements con- 
tained in this circular, many electors in said district who were cyclers were 
prejudiced against him and induced to vote for contestee who would but for 
such faise charges have cast their ballots for him; that after the serving of 
said notice upon the contestee, and within the time fixed by law, the con- 
testee served upon contestant his answer to the notice of contest, in which 
he denied the casting or counting of any illegal votes at such election, and 
also denied that he had instigated the issuing or circulation of acircular con- 
taining false charges against contestant, or that he had falsely charged him 
with having signed a petition inst the passage of said law, or that such 
circular had advised cyclers and their friends to vote for him, but. in said 
answer, he alleged it to be the fact that in May, 1887, the contestant had 
signed his name to a petition protesting against the passage of a bill by the 
legislature of the State of New York commonly known as the “ wheelman’s 
liberty bill,” which bill su uently passed the legislature and became a 
law on the 27th day of June, 1887; that after the serving of the notice of con- 
test, the contestant addressed a letter to the contestee in which he stated 
that he had observed thatcontestee had been quoted in anewspaper as saying 
thata — signed by contestant remonstrating against the passage of the 
** wheelman's liberty bill"’ was in existence, and in which letter he further 
declared that if the contestee could procure and exhibit to him without delay 
such a petition he would agree to withdraw from his contest of the election 
notwithstanding he had been advised that he could maintain a successful 
contest upon the other grounds set forth in his notice. In this letter he also 
informed the contestee that before serving notice of contest upon him he had 
made unsuccessful inquiry for such a petition as he had been alleged to have 
signed of parties claimed to have knowledge or possession of the same, and 
that he had also demanded of the authors of said circular the evidence of his 
having signed such a petition,and that he had been informed by them that 
they had no personal knowledge of the existence of such evidence, but had 
signed such circular upon the statements and at_the request of others, and 
that, believing that a wrong had been done him by the wheelmen in the in- 
terest of contestee, and having been unable to obtain any evidence of his 
having ever signed such a petition, he had instituted the contest. 

And your committee further show that, after the delivery of the said let- 
ter, the portion to this contest had a personal interview at the place of busi- 
ness of the contestant; that thereafter the latter addressed to the contestee 
a letter in which, after making reference to the conversation which had oc- 
curred between them at such interview, and admitting that the contestee 
had then and there exhibited to him a certain petition fguinet the use by bi- 
cyclers of the driveways in Central Park, in the city of New York, signed by 
contestant and 100 other persons, nearly eight ya before, notified contestee 
that he withdrew entirely from his contest of the election to Congress from 
said Twelfth Congressional district, and requested him to return to him the 
notice of contest previously served upon him in the case; that in this letter 
contestant declared that he was unable to recall the circumstances under 
which he had signed his name to said petition, and that he could not admit 
that the signing of the same by him justified the vindictive attack made 
upon him by the wheelmen. 

our committee still further show that afterwards, to wit, on the 26th da 
of February, 1895, the notice of contest and answer in said cause were file 
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives Lp oan with the affidavt 
of contestee; that no testimony had been taken in t e case; that the said let- 
ters addressed as aforesaid to the contestee by contestant were before your 
committee while they were considering the case; and that the contestant has 
never appeared before your committee, either in person or by attorney, and 
that no testimony has, as the committee is informed and believes, ever been 
taken by either of the parties to the case, but that the contestant has in good 
faith withdrawn froni his contest. 

In view of the matters and facts hereinbefore recited, your committee do 
recommend to the House the adoption of the following resolution, to wit: 

** Resolved, That Robert A. Chesebrough was not elected a Representative 
from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New York to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, and is not entitled to the seat. 

** Resolved, That George B. McClellan was duly elected a Representative 
from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New York to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, and that he is entitled to the seat.” 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption 
of the resolutions reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Robert A. Chesebrough was not elected a Representative 
from the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New York to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That George B, McClellan was duly elected a Representative from 
the Twelfth Congressional district of the State of New York to the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and that he is entitled to the seat. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolutions were adopted was laid on 
the table. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, there is on theSpeaker’s table a Sen- 
ate bill (S.43) precisely similar in character to one reported this 
morning from the House Committee on Public Lands, and I ask 
that it remain for the present on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose 

Mr. ELLIS. In order that I may call it up later. It is similar 
~ ee ence has just been reported from the Committee on Pub- 

c as, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unanimous 
consent that Senate bill No. 43, now on the Speaker’s table—— 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I believe I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be considered at this time, 
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There being no objection, the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ‘An act toamend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof,” approved December 12, 1893, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

‘* That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads. and for 
other purposes,’ _eewes September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory 
thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as to extend the time within which 
persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said act shall be permitted to 
purchase the same, in the quantities and upon the terms provided in said 
section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897: Provided, That actual residence 
upon the lands by persons claiming the right to purchase the same shall not 
be required where such lands have been fenced, cultivated, or otherwise im- 

roved by such claimants, and such — shall be permitted to purchase 
wo or more tracts of such lands by legal subdivisions, whether contiguous 
or not, but not exceeding 320 acres in the aggregate.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill just read? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think it is proper that the gentleman from Oregon should make 
some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which was passed dur- 
ing the closing hours of the last Congress, but it did not get to 
the Senate until the 2d or 8d day of March, and it met the fate of 
some forty-five or fifty other bills which did not reach the Presi- 
dent in time to be considered by him. 

This bill does not enlarge the rights of settlersinany way. The 
first ruling of the Department when the settlers first went upon 
these lands was that those who had settled upon the forfeited rail- 
road lands should have the right to purchase not exceeding 320 
acres, without regard to the question whether the lands lay con- 
tiguous or not. Therefore some persons, wanting to get a water 

rivilege, selected small tracts of land down in the canyon, where 
and would be comparatively worthless for tillage, and took the 
remainder of their tracts upon the plateau, on which, during 
favorable seasons, they could raise something of a crop. Bya 
subsequent ruling of the Department of the Interior it was held 
that settlers must reside upon the land and that the different por- 
tions of the tract purchased must lie contiguous. Under this 
ruling persons who had segregated their selections in the manner 
I have just stated in order to get a water privilege were denied 
the opportunity to receive the maximum amount of land allowed 
under the law as originally passed. 

Now, during the closing hours of the last Congress an act was 
passed granting to.such persons the right to make up the quantity 
of land they had thus lost; but that bill did not get through the 
Senate in time to reach the President and secure his signature. 
The present bill has been unanimously passed in this Congress by 
the Senate and has received a unanimous report in its favor from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has this bill been recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior? 

Mr. ELLIS. It has been recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office in a long letter, which is embodied in the 
report of the Committee on Public Lands. 

r. MCMILLIN. Does this bill extend the time for the comple- 
tion of purchases? 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir; it makes no extension whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It grants nothing beyond what was granted 
by the bill ed in the last Congress? 

Mr. ELLIS. None whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What amount of land is involved? 

Mr. ELLIS. The bill does not increase in any respect the rights 
of the settlers; they will not be able under this bill to purchase 
any greater amount of land than they could under the original law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But what is the amount of land involved? 

Mr. ELLIS. The maximum which can be obtained by any 
person is 320 acres, where a contract to that extent was made 
with the railroad company prior to the ruling of the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman does not understand my 
question. I mean to ask what is the aggregate amount of land 
which will be affected by this legislation—not the amount which 
~~ one individual may purchase? 

r. ELLIS. Iam unable to answer the gentleman accurately 

on that point. For a considerable portion of the land purchased 

atents were obtained. This bill will not affect probably more 
han one-fourth of the amount covered by the original grant. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest that the House bill of similar purport 
to the Senate bill just passed be laid on the table. 

— SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
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AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER MIAMI, 


Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of Senate bill No. 628, which is identical in language with 
House bill No. 1713, which the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries have unanimously reported with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. : 

The bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Miami was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Nerito, owned by Charies 
W. Hogan, a citizen of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the 
United States under the name of Miami. ; ; 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, steam boilers, steam pipes, and 
the:r appurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate issued to 
steam vessels of the merchant marine without reference to the fact that said 
steam boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances were not constructed pursuant 
to the laws of the United States, and were not constructed of iron stamped 
pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of said boilers, steam 
pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all respects as to strength and 
Doty as are required in the inspection of boilers constructed in the United 


States for marine purposes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the report of the 
House committee be read for information. : 

There being no objection, the report of the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries (by Mr. PAYNE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1713) entitled “A bill to provide an American register 
for the steamer Miami,” having had the same under consideration, submit 
the following report: : 

It appears from the evidence before the committee that the owner of the 
vessel in question is an American citizen; that in September, 1894, while bear- 
ing the name of Nerito and _ sailing under British ownership, the vessel was 
wrecked off Sable Island, Nova Scotia, where she lay on the sand, high in- 
shore, and abandoned by her owners for ten months; that after several expe- 
ditions had been sent out by the Merritt ae Company to save her, she 
was finally floated, brought to New York, and sold as a wreck by the agent 
of the foreign underwriters to the present owner, named in the bill, for the 
sum of $10,229.28; that the contract between the present owner and the John 
N. Robbins Company, American shipbuilders, provides for repairs to the 
amount of $36,450, which were, by the terms of the contract, to be completed 
on or before January 15, 1896, and which, your committee are informed, are 
completed already; that this amount is in excess of the amount required by 
section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, viz, more than equal to three-fourths of 
the cost of the vessel when so repaired. 

The only bar to the registry of this vessel under the general law is the 
fact that she was wrecked outside and not inside the waters of the United 
States. 

The committee is of the opinion that the case comes within the spirit of the 
law, and that the bill ought to pass. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. , 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. mae 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill No. 
1713, similar in its provisions to the Senate bill just passed, will 
be laid on the table. 


There was no objection. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopxKtns] 
being absent, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will oc- 
cupy the chair in Committee of the Whole. 

e House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. DinGLry in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3537) making appro- 
— for payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 

tates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morse] is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send to the desk and 
have read for the information of the House an amendment which 
I propose to offer to the pending bill at the proper time. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the bill on page 3, in line 5, after the words “per annum,” by add- 
ing the following: 

* Provided further, That widows of pensioners under the general law shall 
be allowed $12 per month, notwithstanding the evidence may show that the 
aaa _ of diseases not contracted in the service, and for which he was 

oned,”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to have this read simply as part of his remarks, because 
it would not be in order to offer it as an amendment to the bill at 
the present time? 

r. MORSE. I do, sir. I desire to offer it and have it read as 
a part of my remarks. 

r. Chairman, I will ask the House to indulge me for a few 
moments in some remarks leading up to this amendment and 
argue the necessity for its adoption, and also some remarks upon 
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the attitude of this Government with reference to the Armenian 
outrages. 

First, I desire most heartily to indorse the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRaFr] on Monday and sup- 
ported by that gentleman with an eloquent defense. 

There are not far from 900,006 soldiers and soldiers’ widows on 
the pension roll of the country. That security in possession of 
this bounty of the Government, granted them by a generous na- 
tion, whose life they helped to save, which is necessary to peace 
of mind, security, and comfort in its possession, is denied them by 
the present Commissioner of Pensions. 

I think it is safe to say that scarcely one of the 900,000 soldiers 
and soldiers’ widows whose names are borne upon the pension roll 
of the country but what is in constant fear that their pension will 
be reduced or stopped altogether. And they have good ground for 
solicitude and fear, because hundreds and thousands of such 
worthy pensioners have either had their pension reduced or taken 
away altogether by the unwarranted, and I believe illegal and un- 
just, conduct of the Pension Bureau as now administered. 

I think, in view of all that has been said upon this floor during 
this debate, I am justified in saying that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the Commissioner of Pensions have overridden the acts 
of Congress and have assumed legislative as well as judicial 
functions. 

There are a number of instances of men 80 years of age who 
have had their pensions reduced or discontinued on the ground 
that they were not incapacitated from manual labor in a pension- 
able degree. 

It has been held by the present Commissioner that a man who 
lost an eye or who was deaf in one ear was not pensionable under 
the act of June 27, 1890, such soldiers not being incapacitated 
from manual labor under that law. 

Could there be anything more foreign to the spirit and letter of 
the law, or the intention of the Fifty-first Congress, which passed 
this act, than these illustrations which I have mentioned. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the thermometer is 20° below zero over at 
the Pension Bureau for Union soldiers and loyal men. 

Mr. Chairman, I denounce the use of the post-office officials as 
spies upon the pensioners. [Applause.] I go further than that, 
and I denounce the present general spy system as a whole, under. 
the name of ‘‘ pension examiners,” as conducted at present by the 
Pension Bureau. I have somehow got the notion that these ‘‘ ex- 
aminers” believe that their continuance in their position is de- 
pendent upon their ability to find pretexts to take away the little 
stipends the soldiers are receiving from the Government. 

In some instances that have come under my knowledge, the pen- 
sioner is approached by these examiners in the guise of a friend, 
The old soldier puts his best foot forward, he makes the best pos- 
sible showing of his circumstances and his worldly condition to 
his new-found friend, and this information obtained in this way is 
used against him to reduce his pension or to take it away alto- 
gether. 

Mr. KIEFER. That is un-American, too. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; as my friend says, it is an un-American 
policy. 

It was never the intention of Congress, and is not the wish of 
the people of our country, that the pension laws should be admin- 
istered in such a narrow, niggardly, contemptible manner; but it 
was the intention of Congress and the people who sent us here to 
legislate that these laws should have a liberal construction, and 
that the defender of his country and his country’s flag, in his de- 
clining years, should be given the benefit of a liberal construction 
and a generous application of these laws. 

As a justification of the conduct of the Pension Bureau, whole- 
sale charges of fraud and dishonesty have been made against the 
Union soldiers by the highest officers of this Government, includ- 
ing the President of the United States, and when we demand speci- 
fications, and that they should tell us when and where these frands 
have been committed, they are not forthcoming, and at any rate 
the number is insignificant and unimportant as compared to the 
whole number of pensioners borne upon the rolls. 

I throw these charges back to the men who make them, and [ 
say that the Union soldiers who periled their all that the country 
might live, and who took their lives in their hands to save us, a 
nation among the nations of the earth, are honorable, honest, and 
truthful men, and that these charges of fraud and dishonesty are 
unjust and untrue, and are a vile slander upon the brave defenders 
of the Union. 

And now I come to the amendment which I have offered, and I 
offer this amendment to meet another unfair and unjust ruling of 
the Pension Bureau. 

The motto of the Pension Bureau seems to be ‘‘ how not to do 
it.” Every possible pretext is used to delay action. The appli- 
cant is sent back again and again for ‘‘ more evidence,” and not 
ene the poor fellow gives upin despair and says, ‘‘ Itis ao 
use; I can’t get a pension.” 
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Not infrequently during this Administration has the poor sol- 
dier been driven to suicide by the obstacles thrown in his way, 
by the reduction of bis pension, or by the taking it away alto- 

ether. I know of a case of a man over 80 years old who had 
1is pension stopped by the present Commissioner of Pensions who 
died within thirty days of a broken heart. He never spoke one 
pleasant word after his pension was stopped. Do you suppose, 

r. Chairman, and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, 
that Congress ever contemplated any such administration as this 
of the Pension Bureau or any such construction of the pension 
laws as this? 

Icome now, I say, to speak of my amendment. In the line of 
the general peiee of the present administration of the office, it is 
the practice in ail cases of soldiers’ widows whose husbands were 
pensioners under the old law, and who are entitled to $12 per 
month in all cases where the attending physieiar fails to certif 
that death resulted from the disease or wound for which the sol- 
dier was pensioned—I say where the physician certifies some other 
cause of death the Pension Bureau assumes that the pension was 
Seentens and the widow is not entitled to a pension under the 
old law. 

Could there be anything more outrageous than this? If a sol- 
dier is pensioned for heart failure and dies of pneumonia he is a 
fraud. If he is pensioned for rheumatism or hernia and dies of 
consumption he is a fraud. 

The Apostle Paul undoubtedly did not know as much about the 
relations of the different organs of the body as the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions, but he knew enough a way of illustration 
to say ‘‘that when one member suffers all suffer,” 

And who is authorized to say that the pensionable disease or dis- 
ability did not cause or aggravate the other disease which caused 
the soldier’s death? The physician is not infallible; he may have 
made a mistake as to the cause of death, 

True, the widow may apply for a pension under the disability 
act now, but she gets $8 instead of $12. It cheered the old soldier 
when he was dying to think thathis wife and loved ones would have 
$12 per month when he was gone, and this trick by wich the Pen- 
an Bureau would beat her out of $4 per month did not occur to 

im. 

Such unfair, unjust treatment of the soldier’s widow is un- 
worthy of a great and generous Government like ours. 

But I bid my comrades to be of good cheer; ‘‘ weeping may en- 
dure for a night, but joy cometh in the ane ” Cheer up, com- 
rades; cheer up, soldiers’ widows; there are only four hundred and 
fourteen days more of Grover Cleveland, Hoke Smith, and William 
Lochren, when the places that knew them will know them no more, 
and when the Republicans will have control of every Department 
of this Government, and when the pension laws will be adminis- 
tered in an honest, liberal, and generous manner. 

Once more I say, Comrades, be of good cheer. 

I feel like singing the Doxology, ‘‘ Praise God from whom all 
biessings flow,” over the fact that this unpatriotic Administration 
is drawing to a close. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. And I would like to sing Watts’s hymn: 


Believing, we rejoice 
To see the curse removed. 
Laughter. 

r. MORSE. I repeat, Mr. Chajrman, that we may all rejoice 
that this unpatriotic Administration is drawing to a close, this 
bond-issuing, debt-increasing, factory-closing, wage-reducing, 
ee a Democratic Administration. [Laughter and 
applause. 

Ph Member. And you might add in that connection this queen- 
restoring Administration, 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; queen-restoring Administration, as my 
friend suggests, and a profligate heathen queen at that, that Presi- 
dent Cleveland proposed to restore to the throne of the Sandwich 
Islands after she had threatened to kill and behead all of the Chris- 
tian white inhabitants on the island and confiscate their epee. 

Like Belshazzar of old, it has seen the handwriting on the wall 
over against the candlestick, on the plaster of the a palace, 
and it reads, ‘‘Thou art weighed in the balances thou art 
found wanting.” 

There is oveny indication that the solid South is broken. West 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, Kentucky, Tennessee are already 
in the Republican columns, and I think we can safely add several 
other Southern States next year. 

The shibboleth ‘‘Do you want your sister to marry a nigger?” 
has lost its force. Mr. Chairman, there is no t like the 
bread and butter and business argument. Under the Republican 
policy of protection the Southern products commanded good prices 
and the South shared the pocepaniy of the country. 

. This condition has been reversed under the present Administra- 
‘ion. 

Mr. Chairman, to dipes from the subject of the pension bill 

for a few moments. I am sure that the country and the world 


is appalled at the supineness of the Administration on the subject 
of the Armenian butchery and outrages. 
On yesterday I introduced in the House of Representatives the 


following resolution on the subject, which was read from the 
Clerk’s desk and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and the chairman has advised me that his committee is likely to 
take some action shortly in the matter: 


Whereas the most mournful tragedy of the nineteenth century has been 
and is now bem snactes., under the apparent sanction of the Sultan of Tur- 
key, by which hundreds of thousands of Armenians are being ruthlessly 
slaughtered in cold blood, women are being driven into a captivity worse 
than death, and inhabitants who have fled to the mountains are dying of cold 
and starvation; 

Whereas the blood of these martyred dead cry to Heaven for justice: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs consider the expediency 
of reporting forthwith some enprgenton by this Government in denunciation 
of these atrocities, and if they find we, as a nation, are powerless to act, that 
we invoke the cooperation of the allied powers to wipe the Turkish Govern- 
— off the face of the earth and secure the freedom and independence of 

rmenia. 


Congress and the country, I am sure, have been expecting some 
special message to Congress from the President upon this tre- 
mendous subject. The President sent us a message on the Ven- 
ezuela boundary dispute, a comparatively trivial and unimportant 
matter, and I think the House voted a commission, which is now 
in session, and I think made the mistake of acting upon his rec- 
ommendation too hastily and without due consideration as to 
whether there had been any violation of the Monroe doctrine. 

But be that as it may, I have been pained and disappointed that 
we have not had some official utterance from the Administration, 
at least in denunciation, if nothing more, of this awful, appalling 
crime of the nineteenth century. The cry of these distressed peo- 

le appears to be unheard by mortal ear that will help, and is 
eard only by the pitying ear of Heaven. 

And this morning’s paper brings the intelligence, through the 
Turkish minister, that the Sultan’s Government will not allow 
the Red Cross Society to enter his dominion to distribute the 
charity of our coun en, to succor the starving, the wounded, 
and confirming the general belief that the present massacres are 
a part of a systematic plan on the part of the Turkish Govern. 
ment to exterminate all the Christians in that Empire. 

am - a month of Ben Harrison and James G. Blaine, [Ap- 
rlause, 
, In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read, as bearing upon 
this subject, some letters, among many, received in my mail this 
morning. 
ROcKFORD, ILL., January 14, 1896. 
My Dear Sir: May God bless you and yours for the resolution which you 


introduced in the House on yesterday regarding the Armenian question. 
Your scheme has the right ring to it, and I sincerely hope it may go through 
without delay. 
Respectfully, yours, A. W. BANKS. 
Hon. Ev1saAn A. Morse, House of Representatives. 


_ SALEM, MASs., January 14, 1896. 

My Dear Srr: I wish to thank you for introducing in the House the 
resolution in regard to the Pose outraged Armenians. 

God and humanity will highly esteem the action you have taken to help 
this unfortunate class of people, which is of far greater importance than 
questionable boundary lines. 

Ihave Armenians in my employ, and the masesSonsines lebteve they are 
receiving from dear ones at home is enough to arouse this Government to 
take a hand in wiping the ‘Turkish Government off the face of the earth. 

Thousands doubtless are to-night praying to God to give you power to 
move this Government, that some dear one in that wicked country may 
spared to them. 4 

Very sincerely, yours, JONATHAN BROWN. 


PovGnKEepPst®, N. Y., January 14, 1896. 

Dear Stir: I wish tothank you warmly for the resolution introduced b 
you in the House and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs wit 
reference to the barbarities perpetrated in Armenia by the abominable and 
“unspeakable” Turk. ’ 

Every word of your resolution went to my heart, and I trust that you will 
not allow it to sleep in the committee room. , 

I have been wondering if our Government would not do something, and if 
it can not actively interfere, let it at least give such expression as your 
resolution calls for. 7 

I especially like your invocation to the allied powers to wipe this hellish 
travesty on government, the Turkish Empire, from the face of the earth. 
May we live tosee Armenia independent and autonomous. 


Again I thank you. 
y, yours, G. E. STROBRIDGE, 
Pastor Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church. 
Hon, Ev1gAn A. Morse, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Boston, MAss., January 14, 1896. 
Dar Stir: Although a most humble citizen of this Commonwealth and one 
whose opinions may not, therefore, carry much weight, I desire to express my 
unqualihed val of the preamble and resolution offered by you yester- 
day, and would take this occasion to thank you for the clear-cut phraseology 
ana positive ae. which delighted my soul within me. 
I have onor to be your most humble servant, 
GEORGE HOWARD STREET. 
Hon, ELAR A, Morse. 


Dover, Deu., January 1/,, 1896. 


My Dzar Str: I notice your resolutions asking that if the Foreign Affairs 
Gommittee deem it inexpedient to act in resentment of Turkey's wholesale 





. 
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. rmenians that the powers of the Christian world should unite 
-_ ery of Ave in toto the Turkish Empire. And this is the feeling pre- 
vailing throughout Christendom—the feeling of millions of bleeding hearts 


for these whose oppression and sufferings have never been excelled in all the 
brutality of histor;. Tam glad to see your stand. 


rory otiully, 
Very seapemneny HENRY CLAY COLLISON. 


. Evian A. Morse, : 
oo House of Representatives. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED AT MASS neg IN HADDONFIELD, N. J., JANUARY 
15, 1896. 

Whereas the Government of the Sultan of Turkey has systematically de- 
rived the Armenian provie of its inalienable rights, including those of life, 
‘howby ¢ pursuit of happiness; 
eablons 3 has refused to carry out his oft-repeated promises to reform said 

evils, but has rather increased them by giving his assent for quartering large 
bodies of troops among them; for protecting these troops bya mock trial fre ym 
punishment for any murders which they should commit; for cutting off the 
trade of Armenia with all parts of the world; for imposing taxes on them 
without their consent; for transporting them to different places to be tried 
for pretended offenses; : : 

Whereas the Sultan has practically abdicated government in Armenia by 
declaring the Armenians out of his protection and waging war against them; 

Whereas he has plundered their country, burned their towns, and destroyed 
the lives of their people; , ; 

Whereas he is at this time transporting large armies of mercenaries to com- 
plete the works of death, desolation, and 2 be already begun, with circum- 
stances of cruelty and perfidy not paralleled in the most barbarous ages and 
totally unworthy the head of a civilized nation; : y 

Whereas he has brought into their country the merciless Kurdish savages, 
whose known rule of warfare is an indiscriminating destruction of all ages, 
sexes, and conditions; and : : 

Whereas in every stage of these oppressions the Armenian people have pe- 
titioned for redress in the most humble terms, but their petitions have been 
answered only by repeated injury; and a prince whose character is thus 
marked by every act which may define a tyrant is unfit to be the ruler ofa 

ople; 
Pe Whereas the representative of the Imperial Government of Turkey at 
Washington has officially notified our Government that it will not permit any 
distribution among its subjects, in its own territory, by any foreign society 
or individuals, however respectable the same may be (as, for instance, the Red 
Cross Society), of moneys collected abroad: Therefore 

Resolved, That we, citizens of Haddonfield, N. J., in mass meeting assem- 
bled. solemnly declare that, in our opinion, the Sultan of Turkey has for- 
feited all right to rule over the Armenian people; that we respectfully urge 
our Government to make every possible effort to induce the governments of 
Christendom to rouse themselves from their apathy and put an end to this 
intolerable state of affairs which threatens with extermination thousands 
upon thousands of innocent fellow-Christians; that we urge upon our Gov- 
ernment, also, todo everything in its power to preserve the fruits of American 
missionary toil; that we express our ardent sympathy with the unutterable 
suffering of this pesmeonted Face; that we call upon all the peoples of Chris- 
tendom to insist that these unutterable sufferings shall cease, and that we 
heartily indorse the resolutions introduced by Senator Hoar in the United 
States Senate and by Representative MORSE in the House of Congress. 


Mr. Chairman, Patrick Henry, of Virginia, said in his immortal 
speech: ‘“* Why stand we idle?” The country and the world is cry- 
ing out for some action or expression on the part of this Govern- 
ment in denunciation of this monstrous crime of the nineteenth 
century. We can at least denounce the Turkish Government and 
the outrages and express our sympathy for the poor suffering 
Armenians. That, Mr. Chairman, is all I desired to say on the 
question at this time. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania because I fear that some re- 
marks made on this side of the House may have created a false 
impression as to the attitude toward this bill of the Democratic 
party of the Empire State and Empire City, part of which I have 
the honor to represent in this House. I have not had sufficient 
experience in dealing with the Pension Bureau to say whether the 
attacks made on its administration can be justified, nor do I deem 
this a material consideration upon the subject before us. The 
plain question seems to be whether we shall make it easier or 
more difficult for those who are entitled to pensions to get them. 
There can be no just cause of complaint at the limitation pre- 
scribed in this bill in the case of a widow of a soldier who has a 
net income of $500, because the additional pittance this Govern- 
ment allows would not inspire her with an exalted idea of this 
Government’s generosity, and would add but little to the store 
with which she had been favored by fortune. But to compel a 
widow of a soldier to show that she has no other means of support 
than her daily labor before she is entitled to a pension is extend- 
ing the limitation to a parsimonious degree, nor can the consider- 
ation as to whether a pension is or is not a vested right have much 
to do with the question; the Supreme Court of the United States 
has said that it was in the nature of a reward or bounty. But the 
spirit which underlies our pension law, the sentiment which is at 

e foundation of the law which gives preference to veterans in 
our civil service, the gratitude which dictates like provisions in 
many States of the Union extends to individuals, and the patri- 
otic and —— neighbor, the overworked and overburdened son, 
the daughter who has sacrificed many social advantages, or the 
life savings of a venerable father may check the conscience of the 
widow who would apply under the act of 1890 and prevent her 
~—_ prcetings that she had no other means of support than her 

. 


y friends, the men who went to the front for the Union suf- 
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fered greatly, but they did not suffer alone. What moment of 
our lives is spent where the sympathy of woman does not find us? 
We live in it, we are moved by it; and, though we think we are 
the masters, we are subject to it. Who can say to-day that the 
gentle spirit we debate about pensioning did not inspire the patriot- 
ism that met its untimely end on the battlefield? Ah, men of the 
South, if I have read your history right, you have not been and 
you are not now strangers to this sublime influence. 

Our women did not feel the warm bullets whizzing to their vitals, 
but they felt the pangs. They shuddered not at the chill steel 
which was to warm itself in our hearts’ blood, but they washed 
the sword with their tears. They felt not the deadening tramp 
of the ruthless cavalry at Gettysburg, but they lived a death at 
the very recital of the details of that awful battle, and they tell 
the story of all these things to inspire a new generation with the 
patriotism of the old. Honor the men of North and South; honor 
the pure, devoted, sympathetic women of North and South; bless 
them for their sufferings, their fortitude, their patience, their 
sweet charity. 

Let us assuage as far as possible their present sufferings. 

Let our approval of this bill for their relief be emphatic. 

I appeal to all in this side of the House to vote for this bill, and 
to my friends of the South, whose chivalry was never appealed to 
in vain, I especially appeal to help, by passing this bill, the sur- 
viving widows and orphans of those who met you in noble, honor- 
able battle. [Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
CALL] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I was delighted 
yesterday afternoon with the speech of my friend from New York 
|Mr. CuMMINGs}]. We had been engaged for two days in the dis- 
cussion of pension matters, and no voice had come from the Dem- 
cratic side in support of pensioners or in condemnation of the 
present administration of the Pension Department. So his speech 
was like an oasis in the desert. It reminded us that there is yet 
hope that this great country, without regard to party, may reach 
the day when we can join hands and say truthfully together that 
we are all in favor of honest, liberal, just, pension laws, and the 
proper administration thereof. I should perhaps have said noth- 
ing, being content with voting upon this measure, but the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] gives notice that he will introduce 





| an amendment which he thinks is a remedy for the ills we have. 


As a Republican, as a friend of the pensioner, I beg to differ from 
my friend upon that question, and as to the propriety of his pro- 
posed amendment. I ask the attention of this committee while I 
submit my objections to the amendment. I do not question the 
motives that inspire it. They are pure; but in my opinion the 
result will be disastrous, if the administration of the judicial de- 
partment of this Government is in unison with the administration 
of the Pension Department, for it placesin the hands of the United 
States marshals and district attorneys of this country the power 
to cut off many pensions and pensioners from the bounty of the 
Government. 

‘These men can be notified by process issued from the Federal 
courts to appear at a term of court that is held perhaps 100, 150, 
or 200 miles from their homes. They are poor people. It will 
cost more to make the trip and employ lawyers to defend their 
cases than a year’s pension amounts to. It is absolutely impossi- 
ble for them to go. What would be the result? An order pro 
confesso will be taken against them because they fail to appear 
to make the defense, and they will be dropped from the rolls and 
their pensions cease because they have not the means to go intoa 
lawsuit with the Government about their right to draw pensions, 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. Cannot the district attorney at the present time, 
under the general jurisdiction of the Federal courts, have in- 
dictments found against pensioners for having obtained the same 
by fraud in the same manner that he could under this amend- 
ment, and has not this been done? And is it not true that during 
the past year all they could find on which there could be an 
hope of obtaining a verdict of guilty was about 300 cases, with 
the assistance of the Commissioner back of them, sending informa- 
tion and letters to these district attorneys? And is it not true that 
out of that 300, in a total of some 12,000 criminal cases that were 
brought before the Federal courts, there were only about 110 that 
were guilty, and of the 110 not more than half were pensioners 
who had fraudulently obtained pensions? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. What my friend says has some 
force; but when he remembers that there have been 103,000 cases 
dropped from the pension rolls or refused in this last fiscal year, 
he may begin to appreciate the fact that if you give this power to 
the Federal courts of the country, all this machinery will be trans- 
ferred to their hands, and instead of having the number of cases 
that there were last year in the courts, the number will go up 
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by the fifties and hundreds, and these men will be dropped, not 
because they are not entitled to pensions, but because they are 
unable to go to court and enter their defense. Orders will be taken 
against them pro confesso, and they will thereby admit upon the 
face of the record that what has been charged in the indictment 
or declaration of the district attorneys in the several cases is true, 
whereas it may be false in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred. 

Mr. GRAFF. May I ask the ——- @ question? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I do not wish it to be taken out of 
my time. Your questions are rather long. 

r.GRAFF. This is a short question. I desire to ask him 
whether, in this amendment that Fhowe offered as to the power of 
the district and circuit Federal courts to try pensioners under in- 
dictment, there is any new power given by my amendment that 
is not in the law? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. No, sir; but it transfers the en- 
tire detective agency of the Interior Department to the hands of 
the judicial department. It not only transfers the great swarm 
of detectives that is going up and down throughout the length 
and breadth of the land, nosing into every old soldier’s condition 
in life and that of his widow, but adds thereto the United States 
marshals, and thus intimidates the people of the country. I am 
in favor of such legislation as will afford to the pensioners, when 
their pensions are once passed upon and allowed, security therein, 
and not to be disturbed again without grave consideration. Not- 
withstanding my disapprovai of the action of the Commissioner, yet 
I believe that the proposed plan is dangerous, and that we had 
better stick ‘‘ to the ills we have than fly to those we know not of.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I said that I should not perhaps have ad- 
dressed myself to this question except for some mail I received 

esterday. I have here acase in which I have taken some interest. 

t is the case of Mrs. Neely, of Tennessee, the widow of a brave 
soldier who died four years ago; and that widow has been striv- 
ing for four long years to have her name as upon the pension 
rolls to draw pension as the widow of that deceased soldier. I 
have written to the Department and I have been to the Depart- 
ment in regard to this claimant, and I have here the last letter 
that I wrote to the Department. 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1896. 

Dear Sir: In answer to an inquiry from me in regard to the claim of Mrs. 
Rachel H. Neely for widow pension No. 543944,as widow of John B. Neely, 
late Company B, First West Tennessee Regiment, I had the honor to receive 
from you in reply that three things were necessary to complete the claim— 

After four years he says there are three things yet necessary— 


namely, certified copy of record of marriage, affidavit from her stating that 
she ‘lid not apply for poe prior to February 2, 1892, and affidavit showin 
that Oscar J. M. was the only child of soldier and widow under 16 years o! 
age at soldier's death. I send herewith the required copy and aftidavits, and 
trust they will complete the file. 

This lady is a most deserving one and is greatly in need of assistance. Her 
husband's estate was almost if not quite insolvent, and she has had very little 
to go on, and now that little is gone. Her claim has been waiting since 1892, 
ont if at all consistent with your rules I should esteem it a personal favor if 
you will settle it at the earliest possible moment. I know all the facts in the 
case and know she is entitled to the pension, whether her proof comes up to 
the strict requirement of the law or not. 

Very truly, JNO. E. McCALL. 

Hon. WM. LOCHREN, 

Commissioner of Pensions, City. 


Now, here is the reply I received yesterday: 
{Southern Div. J.C. B., Ex’r. No. 543044. Widow John B. Neely, Co. B, 1st 
Regt W. Tenn. Inf.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
‘ashington, D. C., January 13, 1896. 
Srr: In response to your personal inquiry of recent date for information as 
tothe status of widow's claim for pension above cited, you are advised that 
it awaits replies toletters of inquiry addressed by this Bureau to parties sup- 
posed to have — knowle of facts touching the merits of the claim. 
Upon receipt of the same the claim will receive further attention. 


Very respectfully, ; 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

Hon, Joun FE, McCay, 

House of Representatives, City. 

Mr. MORSE. They will not be received before resurrection 
day. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, In the name of all that is good and 
holy, I ask how long, and what else will be required? He told me 
plainly there were but three things necessary, to wit, a certified 
copy of the marriage, an aftidavit from her stating that she had 
not applied for pension prior to February 12, 1892, and an affidavit 
showing that Oscar J. M. was the only child of the soldier under 
16 years of age. I furnished these, and yet he says his agency is 
at work, that is, parties have been written to who are sup to 
know facts material to the investigation, and when these are heard 
from he will let me know. The poor old widow will have crossed 
the silent stream probably, as the gentleman here remarks, before 
they are heard from in that re: ° 

ow, Mr. Chairman, one other matter. I hold here in my hand 
a statement from a friend from Missouri. Listen tothis case. It 
out-Herods Herod, if I may be permitted that expression. Here 
is the case of Mrs. Elizabeth Sanders, of Berryman, Mo., whose 
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husband was shot through seven times during the war. 
of course. His widow applied for a pension. 
sent out by the Department. One of them went to this widow's 
home. He was there for dinner, and during the forenoon shoe 
slipped out to her neighbors and borrowed enough stuff to giyo 
the man a decent dinner, and she set him down to a decent din- 
ner obtained from her neighbors. That man reported the fact 
that that woman had set him down to an excellent dinner, as an 
— of her ability to gain a livelihood. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Where does she live? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. At Berryman, Mo. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In whose district? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I do not know. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have you the name of that agent? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I have not. 

Mr. PICKLER. We ought to have the name, and I hope tho 
gentleman will ascertain it. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I received another letter yesterday 
by the same mail that broughtmethis. Itwasin regard to a claim 
ot Mr. James E. Carden, of my own county, a man that I havo 
known since I was a boy. He went to the war, fought gallantly, 
fell into the hands of the enemy in some battle, and was taken to 
Andersonville. You all know what that meant. I have seen tho 
man moving along the streets in my town day after day, dragging 
himself on his crutches, with a wound upon his leg, a putrid sore 
that had been made possible by the suffering and exposure t!ia‘ 
he had incurred at Andersonville, a place where a man suffere? 
death every day,if the accounts which I have heard and read are 
correct. He had been receiving a pension of $6 a month, and the 
Pension Office proposed to cut it down $2 a month, and he wrote 
to me and asked me to find out what was the matter. I wrote 
to the Commissioner and here is his reply: 

{Southern Div. C. L. H., Ex’r. Inv. Ctf. No. 587693. James E. Carden, Co, 
E, 7th Reg’t Tenn. Cay.] 
Address your reply to the Commissioner of Pensions. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1896. 

Srr: In reply to your recent inquiry ‘“‘asto why this pensioner was reduced 

e I have the honor to advise you that the reasons for such reduction were 

ully set forth ina notice received by him on May 12, 1894,the substance of 
which was that the evidence in his case showed that he was not entitled toa 
rating under the act of June 27, 1890, but that he was entitled to his former 
rate of $4 under the general laws. 

In response to such notice sundry affidavits were filed, but these on exam- 
ination were held not to change the aspect of the case. 

Before final action was taken, however, the act of March 2, 1895, making the 
minimum rate of pension $6 had gone into effect; otherwise the reduction 
would have been $4 instead of $2. 

There is —— wading in connection with this case. 

u 


Very respec ly, : 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

Hon. JoHn E. McCay, 

House of Representatives. 

That is the reply of the Commissioner with regard to the case 
of a man on crutches, a man with a sore upon his leg that would 
almost nauseate you if you looked at it, a man unable to walk 
without crutches, a man who can not hoe or plow or do any kind 
of manual labor. He applied for a pension and got a pittance of 
$6 a month, and the Pension Office proposed to take part of that 
away. An inquiry was made and affidavits were presented, but 
it was held that they did not change the status of the case. Be- 
fore action was taken, however, the act of 1895 making $6 the min- 
imum rate had gone into effect. But for that the reduction 
would probably have been $4 instead of $2. 

Now, I say to this House that I see no way by legislation to 
remedy these great evils, these great wrongs that are being per- 
petrated upon the old soldiers. The only effectual remedy is to 
put a man at the head of the Pension Bureau to enforce the laws 
who believes in a liberal and just pension system. I care but lit- 
tle who makes the laws; if you will permit me to execute them | 
will see that they are executed as I desire. Thatis the trouble 
with this pension business. That is the difficulty that the pen- 
sioners are in. The laws are all right. What we need is a man 
who will enforce them in the spirit in which they were enacted, a 
man who is not opposed to pensions,a man who will not indorse 
statements which describe the old soldiers as ‘coffee coolers” 
and as the “rag tag of the Army.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to close my remarks without add- 
ing that so far as any personal interest in the pension laws is 
concerned I have none. I came into the world teo late to re- 
member the war. I had relatives upon both sides of that great 
conflict. My mother’s people fought for the South, my father’s 

ople for the Union. I would not unjustly criticise the Con- 

ederate soldier, because he was as brave, as courageous, as any 
man, and he dared to do all that mortal man dare do. But he 
was wrong. Iam opposed to the system which the Democratic 
party is exhibiting to the country through its administration, 
which makes it absolutely impossible fur men who are entitled to 
pensions to get them without the greatest possible delay, a sys- 


He died, 
These spies were 
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ich. instead of enforcing the pension laws, denies pensions 
a pre right to them is established by proof sufficient to 
hang an accused person, & system which, instead of permitting 
the veterans of the war to draw their pensions, throws obstacle 
after obstacle in their way, as has been shown in the Neely case, 
to which I have called attention. These things clearly show that 
there is ‘something rotten in the State of Denmark,” and the 
Administration ought to be held to account for it. [Applause on 
the Republican side. } ; 7 a So . 

Mr.HANLY. Mr.Chairman, in entering upon my duties in this 
Chamber I have felt thata proper degree of modesty required that I 
should begin as a listener, not as a speaker, and I would have 
remained a listener for a longer period but for the most remark- 
able utterance of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] the day before yesterday. If, sir, I can claim but little for 
myself. I may claim muck for the people that I have the honor in 

yart to represent; the people of one of the five States of the old 
orthwest Territory, within the borders of which there is now 
one-fifth of the population of this Republic, one-fourth of its ag- 
gregate wealth; a Territory, sir, which, as the five States carved 
out of it were admitted one by one, kept up the equilibrium be- 
tween slavery and freedom; a Territory that has given to the serv- 
ice of this country such men as Lincoln, and Grant, and Garfield, 
and Harrison; a Territory whose people have always believed that 
this is a Union of States, indestructible, indissoluble; a Territory 
which, when the supreme moment came when by the arbitrament 
of war we were to know which of the two opposing constructions 
of the Constitution was to survive, gave to the Union Army 900,- 
000 volunteers. So, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from 
New York made his remarks here on the day before yesterday he 
spoke of my people; he spoke of those I have the honor in part to 
represent, and who can not speak here, save through their chosen 
representatives. I am in favor of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from the State of Illinois [Mr. Grarr]. It has been 
urged against that amendment that it would occasion hardship 
on the part of those who were called to defend their claims; that 
it would occasion long journeys; that it would involve expensive 
litigation, the cost of which they would be unable to bear. 

I believe it is the practice of the Federal courts to pay the ex- 
penses—at least the witness fees—of those who, being called on to 
defend their rights in those courts, are indigent and unable to pay 
such expenses. 

It has been urged that this amendment ought to be so worded 
as to refer these cases to the State courts—a thing which, in my 
opinion as a lawyer, we have not the power todo. We could 
not take from the Federal courts the jurisdiction which they 
already have of these matters. It is already the law that the 
attorneys for the United States may, and they do, begin prosecu- 
tions under the existing laws whenever an infraction of them is 
brought to their attention. 

It has been urged that the amendment would open wide the door 
to much vexatious litigation. But, gentlemen, the report of the 
chosen officers of the Government for the last year does not bear 
out that contention. I find that during the year ended June 1, 
1895, there were 12,495 criminal prosecutions in the courts of the 
United States. Of these, 149 were for violations of customs laws; 
5,720 for violations of internal-revenue laws; 866 for violations of 
the post-office laws; 58 for violations of the election laws; 34 cases 
arose under the naturalizationlaws; 201 under the intercourse laws; 
and only 356, all told, under the pension laws. In those 356 cases 
there were only 235 convictions; and be it said to the eternal honor 
and glory of the men who are receiving the benefits of our pension 
laws, only 127 of the 235 persons convicted were pensioners. [Ap- 
plause.] In the face of these statistics, do not tell me that this 
amendment will open wide the door to much vexatious litigation. 
The prosecuting attorneys in the several districts of the United 
States are no more fond than other lawyers of going into court 
with a hopeless case—a case in which they know they will receive 
no compensation if they can not win it. 

But, gentlemen, I do not believe that this amendment will have 
the effect predicted. It will protect the honest pensioners upon 
the roll, while it will in no wise prevent the prosecution of any 
criminal by the Government of the United States. I have had 
handed to me within the last few minutes a telegram from Fred 
A. Baker, a distinguished lawyer of the State of Michigan—a gen- 
tleman who has been one of the counsel in the case of Judge 
Long, who sought to have his pension restored. I send that tele- 
grain to the Clerk’s desk to be read, for in my judgment it states 
what may honestly be expected from this amendment. Before 
the Clerk reads, I will simply say that the sender of this message 
is not only a distinguished lawyer, but a Democrat. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Detroit, MIcH., January 14, 1896. 
To Gen. GEORGE SPALDING, : Pom 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.: 
Graff's amendment sending fraudulent cases to courts ought to pass. Pres- 
Commissi 


ent system is objectionable because oner makes charges and is both 














accuser and judge, which ought not to be in cases involving the reputation 
and honor of the accused. Amendment protects honest pensions ona affords 
Government every opportunity to proceed against the dishonest. 

FRED A. BAKER 

Mr. HANLY. As I now see on the floor the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. SPALDING] to whom that message was sent, I will 
ask him to state Mr. Baker's standing as a lawyer. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Fred A. Baker is a gentleman of emi- 
nent ability—recognized as one of the great lawyers of the North- 
west,fot only on legal but, also on constitutional questions. He 
is of counsel for Judge Long in the case now pending in the Su- 
preme Court. 

Mr. HANLY. Mr. Chairman, I amin favor of the amendment: 
but in my judgment it does not go far enough to cure the whole 
evil. The dependent pension act of 1890 was ‘‘An act to grant 
pensions to such soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion as 
served atleast ninety daysand were honorably discharged, and from 
disabilities of a permanent character, not the result of their own 
vicious habits, became unable to earn a support from manual 
labor.” 

Now, during the administration of Commissioner Raum there 
was a ruling of the Department which has been much discussed 
and which gentlemen well understand. But on the accession of 
the Democratic party to power in the Administration of the Gen- 
eral Government a board of review was established, which went 
over, I believe, 212,000 cases which had been already adjudicated 
by the preceding administration. Last year that board reviewed 
104,160 cases; it dropped from the rolls 4,149 persons as not being 
disabled in a pensionable degree; 2,279 were dropped and restored 
to pensions granted under the general law, and in 20,359 cases the 
rates of pension were reduced; the total being, I believe, some- 
thing over 26,000. 

Now, in my judgment, if we would correct the wrongs which 
have been committed under the banner of the Democracy during 
this Administration, we would restore to the rolls every man who 
has been fraudulently and dishonestly dropped therefrom. [ Ap- 
plause.| Mr. Chairman, thereis in my town a man whocame out of 
the Union Army a captain. Somehow—I do not know how—the 
tide of adversity has risen strong and high against that man. He 
is now in the trenches, and must continue there during this Ad- 
ministration unless God in his mercy gives him a furlough. 
Under the last Administration that man received a pension of $12 
a month; it has now been reduced to $6. I have known him from 
my childhood; I know his present condition, and I have promised 
him that if my voice and my vote can restore such as he to the 
pension rolls it shall be done. And that is another purpose of my 
standing here and occupying the attention of this committee. In 
keeping with that promise,I shall at the proper time offer the 
amendment which I now send to the desk to be read as part of 
my remarks—an amendment which, in my judgment, will supply 
the cure for the disease that has afflicted the Pension Office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the last line in the pending bill add the words: 

“That no pension that has heretofore or may be hereafter granted under 
any law of the United States shall be dropped or suspended or reduced on 
the ground of any ruling or construction of the law or evidence different 
from that found and applied to the case at the time of the adjudication and 
= such pension; and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
directed and required to restore to the pension roll all persons whose pen- 
sions have been dropped or suspended and restore the original pension 
granted to all persons whose pensions have been reduced upon the grounds 
prohibited by the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. HANLY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to advert for a few 
moments to what I pronounced a short time ago as the very re- 
markable speech delivered on this floor by the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. BARTLETT], who professes so much love and friend- 
ship for the Union soldiers, but who, with these professions on his 
lips, rises in his place in this Chamber and uses language concern- 
ing pension legislation and pension laws of the following char- 
acter: ‘‘ Pernicious and iniquitous legislation,” ‘‘the Treasury 
should not be looted, pillaged, and further depleted,” ‘the Dem- 
ocratic party does not believe in a carnival of pillage upon the 
National Treasury,” and so on. 

Speaking of a man who had gone years without applying for 
a pension, he said: 

He did not discover his disability until about 1886. 

Again: 

Let me remind you that in other countries where there have been great 
wars—in Russia, and in Germany, and in France—there are to-day but two 
classes of claims for pensions; one based on long service in the army, extending 
over a period of from ten to twenty-five years, and the other based on the fact 
that the disability was actually incurred in the line of duty. 

Let me say to the gentleman that there can be no comparison be- 
tween the German soldiers and the volunteer soldiers who served 
in the civil war. Let me say to him that he is mistaken when he 
says, as he did in his most remarkable speech, that the cost of the 
maintenance of any standing army in Europe is no more than 
equal to the amount appropriated for pensions in this country. I 
can show tothe gentleman that the great Empire of Russia, in 1891, 
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appropriated 226,652,168 rubles for the oer of its army, and 
for the support of its navy about 43,000,000 more, making a total 
in round numbers of $270,000,000. France, in the same year, ap- 
wropriated for war purposes a sum in excess of what we ask in 
thie appropriation bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
gestion? 

Mr. HANLY. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Imerely wish to suggestif the gen- 
tleman does not think that it is much to the honor and credit of the 
United States that it has passed these just and equitable laws and 
appropriated such an amount of money for the support of the men 
who saved the life of the nation? [Applause.] 

Mr. HANLY. I thank the gentleman very much for the inter- 
ruption. Instead of rebuking the Government the gentleman 
from New York should be among the first to heap encomiums of 
praise on the patriotism and devotion of a [appt who have been 

e 


Will the gentleman allow a sug- 


willing to do so much for these veterans. {Applause.] 

The gentleman says he is the “ friend of t nion soldier,” but 
Mr. Chairman, when I express my love or my friendship for those 
who are close or dear to me in affection, I do not use such terms 
as I find in the speech of the gentleman from New York. [Ap- 
plause.] He may be a friend of the Union soldier, but, sir, his is 
the kind of friendship that stabbed Caesar and crucified Christ. 
jAgmeesee} He may be the friend of the Union soldier, but un- 

ortunately the gentleman’s language on the floor of this House 
does not support the assertion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman pardon me for 
another suggestion, merely to ask if he does not think that that 
would be a very peculiar kind of wooing on the part of the gentle- 
man from New York if he should undertake to make love in that 
way? Passer.) 

Mr. HANLY. thank the gentleman again for the interrup- 
tion. I know what would happen under such circumstances—I 
know what has happened—that the Democratic ey has wooed 
and has been repulsed. [Laughter and applause.] It has wooed 
and not won. 

There were none who heard the gentleman from New York— 

Damn with faint praise, assent with civil leer, 

And without sneering, teach the rest to sneer— 
who did not feel that he was not the friend of the soldier, but 
an enemy, ‘* willing to wound yet afraid to strike.” When pressed 
and plied with inquiries asking him to state his position on the 
questions pending, he each time sought refuge in evasion. 

I have no criticism, Mr. Chairman, for those who sit on that 
side of the Chamber and who but a few years ago were in armed 
rebellion against the Government. I have no criticism, because I 
know the men who followed the banners of the South were brave, 
sincere men, and I would not, if I could, tarnish their fame, and 
I could not if I would. They suffered together with those who 
wore the blue, and their sufferings and their bravery have become 
a part of the imperishable heritage of the Republic. They were 
brave, for they were our countrymen. They were brave—how 
brave only those who met them in the storm of battle can know. 

I know how hard it seemed to them, as they found themselves 
compelled to care for their unfortunate ones by State appropria- 
tions; and I honor them that during the discussion of this question 
they have maintained a discreet silence. 

‘Oh, but,” saysthe gentleman from New York | Mr. BARTLETT], 
‘this bill carries too much. It — too great possibilities, The 
cost is too much.” Let me read; he said in conclusion: 


Let us pass the present bill, containing $140,000,000, and then stop, and avoid 
the throwing of any more unnecessary money into a bottomless pit. 


That is the language. Too much, is it? Gentlemen, there was 
a time, as back from Bull Run came the shattered fragments of 
the Federal armies, when men stood in this Chamber and in an- 
swer to Lincoln's request for an appropriation of $500,000,000 to 
prosecute the war said it wastoomuch. There was a time when, 
after the great carnival of death at Gettysburg, some men in the 
North said, ‘It is too much.” There were times, sir, during the 
war when more men were asked, when more funds were demanded, 
that a few of the people of the North stood up and said, “It is too 
much.” But history has vindicated those who fought to a suc- 
cessful conclusion that great struggle. Toomuch,wasit? Thirty 
years of the best history that the world has seen—thirty years of 
stupendous achievement, of marvelous development, of a reunited 
land have said to you thatit was nottoomuch. Toomuch! Why, 
sir, when you have traveled over the battlefields of the South, 
when you have counted the bleaching bones, when you have num- 
bered the tears of those who wept for those who fell, when you 
have counted the agony of those who in fevered dreams, in Ander- 
eonville and in Libby, saw the faces of loved ones at home; when 
you have weighed in the balance of an a ’s scale, as you 
would these pensions, and have found wae and measure 
and value of human liberty and of freedom, then, sir, you ma 
say it is toomuch, but not untilthen. Until youcan do that, until 
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you can measure in full the value of these, let me, if you please, 
commend to you the conduct of your compatriots on that side of 
the Chamber, and ask that hereafter you remain silent and dumb 
when patriotism is mentioned on this floor. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, when I was informed yesterday 
thatif I chose I might havea few minutes of time in the discussion 
of this measure now before the committee, I thought I would oc- 
cupy that time in paying my respects to the gentleman from the 
Seventh district of the city of New York [Mr. aor ytd 5 But, 
happily, sir, on yesterday evening the distinguished soldier and 
ga journalist, the gentleman from the Tenth district of New 

ork [Mr. Oummmes!, rebuked the gentleman from the Seventh 
district, and repudiated, on behalf of the soldiers of New York, 
every word that had fallen from hislips. Therefore I would not 
this morning drive the searing iron farther into the soul of the 
gentleman from the Seventh district. However, I desire to call 
the attention of the committee for a moment, and the attention of 
the gentleman himself, to one remark that I find in his speech as 
revised and published in the REcorD of this morning: 

It would seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that the true test in pension cases, 
which no longer obtains in this country, should be whether the injury ox 
wound received or the disease contracted was received or contracted in the 
service or in the line of duty. 

That rule, if adopted by the Pension Office, would work most 
admirably for a man who was wounded in the service, who had a 
hospital record, or for the soldier who contracted disease in the 
service and had a hospital record; but it does not work well for 
that brave youth who went out in 1861, who suffered all the hor- 
rors of war, who went into battle and was not wounded, but who 
went into the hell hole of Andersonville and there, with the 35,000 
Union soldiers, slept inthe mud and starved for months, and whose 
parched lips were — with thirst until the great God who 
rules the destiny of nations and watches over the welfare of men 
struck the dry earth and the miraculous spring of living water 
burst forth from the ground in the prison pen, where water had 
never been known before. 

That man’s comrades died about him on the field of battle; they 
went down to death, to starvation, and horror in the pen of Ander- 
sonville; but he went home, and now, thirty years after the war, 
he finds that he suffers from rheumatism or from other diseases 
which he is unable to prove by comrades or by hospital record to 
have been contractedinthe Army. Yet my friend from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] would say that that man should not be entitled 
to a pension. hy, in my own district in the State of Indiana 
there is the Faith family of five brothers. The three youngest 
brothers went into the war, the two eldest remained at home. 

One of the younger brothers was killed in battle, the other two 
died of disease since their return, and without pensions, while the 
two elder brothers are to-day hale and hearty men of 70 and 73 
years of age. I declare, Mr. Chairman, in this presence, that it is 
a burning shame and a disgrace to this great nation of ours that 
any soldier who fought in that war or the widow of any soldier 
who died should to-day be suffering for the necessaries of life. 

Applause.}| And yet the Pension Office sends me letters every 

ay, in response to calls I have made, that ‘‘ the case is awaiting 
final disposition.” I go to the Pension Office and ask one of the 
Sagatiet. ** How far behind is your board of review?” ‘‘Six weeks 
behind only.” ‘Then how is it, Mr. Deputy Commissioner, that 
I hold in my hand nowacase I called up eight months ago, which 
you said was ready for final disposition and would be immediately 
disposed of,and yesterday you sent me—eight months afterwards— 
another statement that it is still ready for final disposition, and 
you are only six weeks behind?” It is the policy of this Pension 
Office, as organized to-day, to see how few pensions it can allow 
and not how many it can allow. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when God called his servant Lincoln to 
become the herald of American liberty, the savior of a nation, the 
emancipator of a race, he declared to those who gathered around 
him to perpetuate the Union and uphold the flag that this Gov- 
ernment would not see a soldier forsaken nor his children begging 
bread. And you men who marched up this Avenue with the 
weary, tattered ranks of Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan on that 
summer day in 1865 saw stretched across this Capitol a great ban- 
ner. Upon that banner was inscribed these words: ‘‘ The only 
debt this nation owes that it can never Pay is the great debt it 
owes to the soldiers and sailors who saved the Republic.” That 
debt has not been paid. The soldiers and sailors of the Republic 
will forgive the Government the principal of that debt if it will 
oy pay the interest. (Applause) . 

ow, Mr. Chairman, as an humble member of this House I stand 
here to-day to vote for the protection of the American soldier, for 
the protection of the soldier’s widow, for the protection of Ameri- 
can credit, for the protection of American labor, for the protec- 
tion of American industry, and for the protection of the Ameri- 


can flag. [Loud applause. ]} 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McCLurE] 


is recognized for twenty minutes. 








Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Chairman, I had no ae when this | 
2 


, opened to engage in it, for I believed that the policy of the 
onl would receive the aeiachton of this House almost without di- 
vision, and certainly without hostile criticisms. We are now in 
the fourth decade since the last shot was fired in the civil war. I 
believed that it was the settled policy of the American people, en- 
forced both by the Republican and the Democratic parties, from 
whose ranks themighty army of the Union was recruited, to extend 
a liberality, a princely liberality, to the disabled veterans of the 
Union. I believed that that was the ripe and deliberate judgment 
of 70,000,000 American people; but it seems I was mistaken. | 
heard from the lips of the gentleman from New York | Mr. Barr- 


LETT | 
by the a } ans 
ity toward the pensioner was inadmissible. 


ture under existing law and compare it to the expenses of main- 
taining the naval and military establishments of Europe. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the very expenditure he decries I am proud 
of. I extol it; I land it; I glorify it; I cite it as the proudest evi- 
dence that the Republic of the United States, having mustered 
under its flag the volunteer soldiers to defend the honor and the 
integrity of the nation, is now able and eager to take care of its 


disabled veterans and their dependents, when the war has long | 


since ended, the flag been vindicated, and the victory won. Why, 
that expenditure is a notification to Great Britain and all the 


world that the American people have been so generous to the sol- | 


diers of 1847 and 1861 that they may now summon their descend- 
ants under the flag with a serene confidence that they will respond 
at the tap of the drum or at the bugle’s call. The fact that we 
expend $141,000,000 every year so that no soldier who fought 
in the war with Mexico or in the war with the South shall ever 
darken the door of a poorhouse proclaims the exalted national 
character of the American people, announces their magnanimnity, 
and is a sounder element of national strength than standing armies 
or ironclad navies. A nation so generous to its disabled veterans 
will fight at the dropping of a hat or the click of a trigger. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the liberality of the Congress of the United 


people, has filled this District with monuments in bronze and 


marble to commemorate the merits and services of your departed | 


heroes and statesmen. While these visible symbols of patriotism 
speak loudly, your pension roll and pension expenditure in real, 
substantial, unmixed patriotism speak with far louder and more 
significant eloquence. 


‘The gentleman from New York made an unguarded admission. | 


He declared in substance that the time was inopportune for any 
fresh exhibition of liberalt 
pensioners, because the Teeneery was in a state of depletion. 
Why, sir, I thought the Treasury was overflowing with unex- 
ended revenue. During the discussion upon the emergency tariff 
ill [heard the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp}, 
of whom I speak with the utmost respect, for we are, or at least 


ought to be, attached by the ties of bimetallic friendship [laugh- | 


ter|—I heard that distinguished gentleman say, with warmth and 


on the part of Congress toward the | 
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that there was a growing opinion in New York City, shared | 
best Democrats and Republicans, that any further liberal- | 
I heard him in tones | 
of rasping criticism inveigh against the enormity of the expendi- | 





emphasis, that there was $70,000,000 of unexpended revenue in | 


the Treasury. I heard his distinguished colleague from Georgia | 


[Mr. TURNER], with sledge-hammer argument and caustic rhet- | 
oric, reenforce him, and I heard the able gentleman from Tennes- | 
see [Mr. McMILLIN] throw his weight into the scale, and from all | 


this I concluded that the revenues of the Government were ample 
to discharge all its current obligations, and that the Treasury was 
fortified against possible depletion. 

Mr. Chairman, I suspect that the gentleman from New York 
meant that the Treasury was depleted in respect to the particular 
kind of money that he worships. oe I will be entirely 
frank with the gentleman from New York. 1am not acquainted 
with the composition of the First or Fifth assembly districts of 
New York, which he represents, but I am acquainted with the 
Democracy of the State of Ohio. If the gentleman should assert 
of the Democracy of Ohio what he has asserted of the Democracy 
of Manhattan Island I would resent it as an imputation upon 
their patriotism. Why, sir, I know that the Democratic masses 
in Ohio resented with sharp resentment the appearance of unfair 
dealing with pensioners which duneatenianl the executive au- 
thorities of the nation, and they thundered that resentment at the 
ballot box in 1893, 1894, and 1895, and are likely to add to the 
thunder in 1896. 

Now, sir, if I were called upon to select a cityin any part of the 
Union in which we — reasonably expect some show at least 
of aversion to any manifestation of magnanimity to the pensioners 
of this country, I would not select the city of Atlanta, which felt 
the mailed hand of William T. Sherman and, amidst its blackened 
chimneys, realized the horrors of war; I would not select the city 
of New Orleans, although that city drunk to the very dregs the 


TIT 
bitter cup of military supremacy and inexorable military law; I 
would not select, especially after the noble speech delivered here 
yesterday by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WALKER] the city 
of Richmond, although the Union Army for months drew around 
that city a circle of blood and desolation and it was for years the 
goal for the possession of which the military ambition of the nation 
chiefly aspired; I would not select even the city of Charleston, 
although within its municipal limits the first mad shot against 
the flag was fired. But, Mr. Chairman, I would select the city of 
New York, aud I will tell you why. ; 

In 1863, early in July, the United States of America were in 
great jeopardy. General Lee, with the Army of Northern Virginia, 
turning his back upon Richmond, ventured upon a dangerous 
irruption north of the Potomac. As he gathered his forces around 
Gettysburg, preparing, as he hoped, to strike a decisive blow, the 
most critical period in the war had arrived. The safety of Balti- 
more, the safety of Philadelphia, the safety of New York City, the 
safety of this capital depended upon the valor of our soldiers 
massed at Round Top and Cemetery Hill. And yet, at the very 
time when Longstreet was delivering his order to Pickett to make 
his charge upon the Federal position at Gettysburg, handbills 
were being distributed in the city of New York to stir up the 
dangerous classes in that great city to rebellious violence, and for 
three days a mob held possession of the city, overpowered its police, 
overpowered the State militia, and obliged the Federal authorities 
to detail three brigades from the Army of the Potomac to quell 
that rebellion in the rear. Now, the survivors and successors of 
the men who inspired and engaged in that riot doubtless live in 
the district which the gentleman from New York so fitly repre- 
sents, and they have poured into his unwilling ear revengeful in- 
vectives against all pension legislation, and thereby corrupted and 
contaminated his otherwise patriotic nature. {Laughter. 

But to return to the episode of Gettysburg. Every drop of 
blood that trickled from the sides of Pickett’s slaughtered division 
and crimsoned the wheat fields of Pennsylvania was a contribu- 
tion to the nation’s common stock of valor. Misguided and misdi- 
rected as it was, it glorified our common ancestry. And it will 
occur to the philosophic mind that the Confederate valor which 
signalized itself in the carnage of Gettysburg and the Union valor 


: | which planted our flag among the clouds on Lookout Mountain 
States, vindicated by the deliberate judgment of the American | 


now make it possible to enforce the Monroe doctrine in the West- 
ern Hemisphere without the expenditure of blood or treasure. 
[ Applause. | 

But reverting to the gentleman from New York, who is the 
object, and the legitimate object, of my forensic affection [laugh- 
ter], when that bloody drama was being enacted, when great 
problems of constitutional liberty were being solved on a hundred 
battlefields by brave men from North and South, the gentle- 
man from New York was engaged in academic halls, in reading 
Cesar’s Commentaries, the Third Georgic of Virgil, and Livy's 
graphic description of Hannibal's descent into Italy. {Laughter. } 
The only bridge the gentleman ever crossed during the civil war 
was the pons asinorum. [Laughter.] On the other hand, the 
fiery and nomadic gentleman from Alabama — WHEELER], now 
a member of this House, on the one side, and myself on the other, 
if we could have gotten at each other at any time from 1861 to 
1865, would have fought a bloodless battle for the light-weight 
championship of North America. [Laughter. } 

But, to be serious, I think the assertion will not be challenged 
that the exhibition of valor on both sides of the line in that un- 
fortunate struggle furnishes the best guaranty that there will be 
no breach of international peace over the Venezuelan question, 
and that Great Britain will consent to submit her line-fence con- 
troversy to the adjudication of animpartial tribunal. But before 
I conclude I desire to put myself right with Manhattan Island. I 
fear that I may have offended the sensitive pride of the opulent 
denizens of that hive of human industry and of lucrative com- 
merce; and I am induced to say what I do by the impassioned 
eloquence of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumm1nes], who 
addressed the committee yesterday at the close of the session. 

Why, sir, I reside in a rural not an urban district, and am 
therefore likely to imbibe erroneous impressions as to metropoli- 
tan affairs. I confess that I wassomewhat poisoned against Tam- 
many Hall by the animadversions of a person named Lexow. But 
I now see how easy it is to become an object of groundless asper- 
sion; and after listening to the indignant eloquence of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] yesterday, which came 
from his heart I know, my opinions of Tammany Hall have un- 
dergone a radical reformation. [Laughter.] I now ard here 
renounce and disown my rustic antipathy to that famous organi- 
zation, and shake hands with him in the name of American pa- 
triotism in support of the pending bill, including the amendment 
offered by my friend from Ilinois. 

Mr. Chairman, I know, as every member in this Chamber knows, 
that there are thousands and tens of thousands of patriotic men 
and women in New York; and coming as I do from the great West, 
I would vote to expend—aye to lavish—any sum of money to make 
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that great commercial emporium impregnable against foreign 
aggression and to make it impossible for any line-of-battle ship 
that floats upon the ocean to exact unwilling tribute from it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman excuse me if I call his 
attention to the fact that at the outbreak of the war of the rebel- 
lion the city of New York appropriated out of the municipal treas- 
ury $1,000,000 to equip its troops, and has never received a cent in 
return from the General Government, and its people to-day are 
paying the interest on the bonds that were issued at that time? 

r. MCCLURE. I rejoice to hear from the gentleman of this 
creditable act of municipal loyalty on the part of New York City, 
because it softens my criticism and somewhat kindles my languid 
affection for Manhattan Island; and I have this te say, that the 
Government of the United States ought to recognize such op- 
portune generosity and reimburse the city of New York for this 
patriotic outlay. No section of the Union should bear a dispro- 
portionate share of the war burden justly chargeable to the com- 
mon defense. As I was saying, there are thousands and tens of 
thousands of patriotic men and women in the city of New York, 
and [ would vote to protect that greatcity from foreign invasion, 
or the menace of it, as readily as I would vote to protect an 
Ohio city. This country is too great and too grand for the mani- 
festation of a narrow provincial spirit on the part of any person 
who has the honor to hold a seat in this Chamber. But if the 
city of New York should ever become an object of foreign naval 
attack, its citizens, including the gentleman who represents the 
First and the Fifth assembly district, will then learn and acknowl- 
edge that it is bad policy for a great and a free people to be nig- 
gardly to its veterans in time of peace. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa [ 
recognized for ten minutes, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the debate thus far upon this bill 
hastaken a widerange. Idesiretodiscuss only asingle proposition. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GraFr] has had read an amend- 
ment which he proposes to move to the bill at the pees time, and 
which has given rise toa good deal of discussion. I wish tosay that 
the purpose he has in view meets my hearty approval and that the 
remarks he has made in support of his proposition do honor to his 
patriotism and to his affection for the old soldiers. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I fear that the practical operation of this proposed amend- 
ment would prove very disappointing indeed. The proposition in 
a nutshell is simply this: The Commissioner of Pensions, or some 
other authority, must have the power to change pensions—either 
to increase or diminish them—depending upon the circumstances 
that may arise after they are granted. For instance, there now 
comes to my mind the case of a comrade of my own, who was at 
one time broken down with inflammatory rheumatism, confined to 
his bed, and who made an application for the increase of his pen- 
sion from $16 a month, which he was then drawing. He secured 
an increase to $72 a month, because at the time he was lying on 
his back, and had been for several a personal 
attendance of a nurse all the time. Subsequently he got much 
better; and to-day, instead of being entitled to $72 a month, a rate 
of $16 or $14 would be ample for his present disability. I grant 
that this is an exceptional case; but exceptional cases must be 
taken into consideration when we enact sweeping and general 
changes in the pension laws. 

Mr. GRAFF. Let me ask the gentleman whether anything in 
the amendment which I propose would prevent the Commissioner 
of Pensions from increasing the rate? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I was discussing the question of the reduc- 
tion of the rate. I think there is —— the proposed amend- 
ment which prevents the Commissioner from increasing the rate. 
But why should a man 50 years of age, who has been drawing a 
pension of $72 a month, but whose disability changes so that he 
is entitled to only $14 or $16 a month, continue to draw $72 a 
month for the balance of his life because at one time he happened 
to suffer this increased disability? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion 
right there? The man whom he mentions ought to be turned over 
to Barnum, because I think he would be considered the greatest 
curiosity of this century. 

Mr. LACEY. Thatisnodoubta very amusing suggestion to the 
gentleman from Virginia, but it often occurs that pensioners have 
had their disabilities changed. I remember one old comrade of 
mine who came to me and said that he had become entirely well 
and he wanted to know what he should do with his pension cer- 
tificate. He had been shot through the leg and at the time of 
obtaining the pension was going around oncrutches. His pension 
was granted; but at a later period he got well and wanted to sur- 
render it. My friend from Virginia has an entirely erroneous 
impression of the old soldier. He has been looking at the ques- 
tion too much from the Manassas side of the river, and not, I think, 
from thia side of the Potomac. 

What is the present proposition? It is to turn the old soldiers 
and their pension claims over to the tender mercies of a court of 
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chancery or to a criminal court. One hundred and four thousand 
claims, in round numbers, were rejected last year. Thousands— 
how many I do not now recall—have been reduced, while other 
thousands have been increased. But what I claim is that the 
power of review must rest somewhere. Let us not mistake the 
remedy, and while we are sending these cases to a Federal court, 
so as to have a judicial determination of them, let us understand 
exactly what we are doing. This proposition places it out of the 
power of any Commissioner, no matter how meritorious a claim 
may be, to reconsider it in future. It can only be done by the ac- 
tion of the court. We would therefore indirectly, by this action, 
confirm the rulings in these 104,000 cases which have been adju- 
dicated, and no subsequent Secretary of the Interior can review or 
look over the evidence in the cases or restore those whose rights 
have been denied to them. The mistake is this: With a broad, 
liberal, and comprehensive pension law, a hostile Administration 
has come into power, and in seeking for somebody to administer 
the law adversely to the pensioner the present Secretary of the 
Interior was chosen. Let me suggest that the only possible rem- 
edy to meet the evils will be to change the Secretary of the Inte- 
ae and let us be thankful that we do not have to wait long for 
that. 

On March 4, 1897, we will get rid of him, and then, with some 
one in that Department who has the interests of the veterans at 
heart, these 104,000 claims can be reexamined without injustice 
to eon and restorations ordered in all proper cases without tak- 
ing the claims into a forum 100 or 200 miles away. They will be 
considered before a liberal and enlightened Pension Bureau, con- 
trolled and administered under the direction of a Secretary of the 
Interior who will have sympathy for the old soldiers and their 
widows. 

Mr. GRAFF. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether he thinks it is better to base the security of the veterans 
in their pace upon the accidental friendliness of the Adminis- 
tration that happens to be in power—to base them on the favor of 
a man who happens to be the Commissioner—or to base them upon 
well-establishe —- of law? 

Mr. LACEY. Ishall come to that in a moment. For twenty- 
five years we have had no such trouble as this. It was not until 
Secretary Hoke Smith entered upon the administration of the De- 
partment that the mischief commenced. After the present ad- 
ministration is ended no such mistake will again be made while 
the present generation exists. 

But let us look at the proposition ina cool and judicial frame of 
mind. I have in my neighborhood, for instance, a pensioner that 
the Secretary of the Interior concludes ought not to be receiving 
his $8 or $10 or $12a month, as the case may be, although his claim 
has been supported by much evidence. The Secretary of the In- 
terior professes a belief that the evidence is fraudulent. Instead 
of taking charge and trial of the case in the office, it will be re- 
ferred under this provision to a Federal court. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will my friend yield just there for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman think that in the consid- 
eration of pension cases by the Commissioner of Pensions and by 
the force employed in the office a spirit of unfriendliness to the 
pensioners has controlled the action of the Department? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave no doubt of it whatever. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is not the present Commissioner of Pensions 
a veteran himself? 

Mr. LACEY. Unquestionably, and a good soldier. 

Mr. BOATNER. as he not an officer of high rank in the 
Federal eg 

Mr. LACEY. Notof high rank; he was a lieutenant and a good 
and brave soldier. But let me say that these sweeeping proceed- 
ings, such as we have had in the Bureau under the administration 
of the present Commissioner of Pensions, is only the result of an 
exercise of the power and the influence of the Administration it- 
self. It is simply carrying out, on the part of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the views of the President himself; and in criticising the 
action of that Bureau I want to go back to the true fountain head, 
and that is the President, who inspires it. 

Policies are not formulated by heads of bureaus. The Execu- 
tive and Cabinet define the policy of the Administration, and heads 
of bureaus must carry out the policy that is adopted, or must give 
way to others who are in accord with the views of the rulers for 
the time mane 

Anything short of a change of administration will be found 
ineffective, and fortunately we do not have long to wait. But 
the question that I am discussing now is a practical one, to which 
I wish to call the attention of the committee. A soldier is draw- 
ing a pension, we will say, of $10 or $12 a month. A question 
oxiees as to whether that pension was rightfully allowed. The 
Commissioner, under the present rules of the office, reexamines 
the case and perhaps determines that the soldier ought to be 
dropped. A second Commissioner can consider new affidavits, 
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open the matter up again, and restore him to the rolls, and it has 
been done in thousands, yes, tens of thousands of cases in the last 
thirty-odd years during which the pension law has been adminis- 
tered in this way. But now take that man to the United States 
district court, we will say, one or two hundred miles away. He 
goes into the court and fights his battle before the court and jury 
and wins his case, if you please. He is like Pyrrhus after his 
victory over the Roman army. With the illustrious Greek, he 
may well say, ‘‘One more such victory and I am undone.” In 
fact, the soldier is undone before his victory, and he would have 
to live to be as old as Methuselah in order to draw pension enough 
to pay the expenses and attorney fees incurred in defending his 
rights in such a contest in the Federal courts. This proposition, 
while it is made in the utmost good faith and sincerity and for 
the most laudable purpose, is, in my judgment, a mistaken cone, 
and we must view all these questions as ee ones. This 
situation can only last a little over a year longer, and if at the 
end of that time we should find upon the statute books perma- 
nent laws, enacted simply to carry us over a temporary difficulty, 


these laws would embarrass the subsequent administration of | 


that office. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the soldiers, having got thus 
far along, would do better to wait a few months longer than to be 
embarrassed by legislation intended in the most friendly spirit, 
which would result in giving them trouble, involving them in ex- 
pense and annoyance, and some of them possibly in financial ruin. 

Take the case that was suggested here—that of Judge Long. 
Judge Long is a lawyer, and an able and skillful one, a member of 
the supreme court of the State of Michigan. He is able, perhaps, 
because of his ability as a lawyer, to make his contest in the courts 


of the land; but I will venture to say to-day that Judge Long has | 


spent more money in vindicating his rights, and in vindicating 
the rights of other pensioners, in his struggle with the Secretary 
of the Interior than he will draw in a good many years, even if 
he should have his pension restored. I honor him for it. I re- 
spect him for it. He is fighting a grand and good fight, and has a 
good purpose in view. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will ask the gentleman whether the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, under the operations of my amendment, would 


have been permitted to cut off the pension of Judge Long without | 


having first himself submitted the case tothe verdict of a jury in 
the Federal courts? 


Mr. LACEY. Judge Long’s case was decided long ago. The | 


gentleman seeks to lock the stable door after the horse is stolen, 
and he must be careful not to lock out a good many pensioners 
while doing it. 

Mr. GRAFF. What remedy does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. LACEY. The remedy that I propose is a very simple one. 

Mr. GRAFF. Do you propose any remedy that shall operate 
right now? 

Mr. LACEY. No, not now, as to these rejected cases. Wecan 
not do anything under the present Secretary. We can not hope 
for a friendly administration of that office during the time that 
he continues to rule over it; but, as I have remarked, the time is 
not long, and we should not, because of a temporary difficulty, re- 
model the pension laws and make them so burdensome and so in- 
convenient and so heavy upon the soldiers that when the time 
comes for these questions to be brought up again the Commissioner 
and the officers of the Pension Office will be embarrassed in their 
adjustment. 

The proposition of the gentleman from [linois is worthy of 
grave consideration. Many gentlemen have spoken in favor of 
this proposition, and very few of them against it. I remember 
seeing one gentleman [Mr. PooLe] with an empty sleeve who in 
his remarks before the House referred to the proposed plan as of 
doubtful propriety. I heard also from my friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. McCat], who takes the place of Mr. Enloe. And upon this 
pension question there can be no more striking object lesson than 
to find upon the Republican side of the House the successor to 
that brilliant Congressman, because you will remember that Mr. 
Enloe made much of his entire reputation in his daily contest 
against pensions on the floor of this House and by his attacks upon 
the Pension Bureau under the administration of Mr. Harrison. 
But the people of Tennessee have spoken in favor of the veteran 
of the late war. We have the evidence from all parts of the coun- 
try that the people are friendly tothe soldiers. Nothing has done 
more to make this House so nearly unanimously Republican than 
the hostile action of the Interior Tapertnent in the Tast two years 
and a half. 

_ We have heard from the people on that question, and it is en- 
tirely safe to leave to a fair-minded administration the protection 
of the pensioners of this country without any such radical change 
as that proposed. I call attention to page 7 of the Commissioner's 


report. This very wrong that my friend wants to prevent has 
been done, : 
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The Commissioner says: 


The board of revision, organized in pursuance of your order, upon the de- 
cision of the Bennett case and abrogation of Order No. 164, to examine and 
reconsider pensions allowed under that order contrary to the purport of said 
act, had so nearly completed its work that the board itself was dencived at 
the end of the last fiscal year and the slight remnant of its work transferred 
to the board of review. The work is substantially completed. During the 
last fiscal year 104,160 cases were acted on by the board of revision. 


The Commissioner informs us that the mischief has been sub- 
stantially done. 

Mr. GRAFF. How many were dropped or decreased of tie 
104,000? 

Mr. LACEY. A very considerable number. 

Mr. GRAFF. About 30,000 under existing law. 

Mr. LACEY. But these men have already been reduced, and 
this proposed law does not restore them. Any practical legisla- 
tion to restore them I should be glad tosupport. The proposition 
now before the committee does not meet the difficulty in the case 
at all. There are thousands, perhaps nearly a hundred thousand, 
sases to which legislation ought to be directed to undo the con- 
struction adopted in administering the pension law and to make it 
conform to the intention of the framers of the law. It is imprac- 


| ticable to refer these cases to the Federal courts. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.] tells us that at 
least some of these courts are hostile to the pensioners. We know 
that in many localities the deputy marshal who has been making 
a living out of the ‘* boot legger ” is finding business dull. He would 
turn his attention to the pensioners under this proposed law, and 
the courts would be filled up with business in that way. He would 
be found a more dangerous enemy than any that the pensioner has 
yet encountered. The Secretary would regard the passage of this 
amendment as a direction and authority to him to turn every 
case over to the Federal courts where he suspected there was some 
fraud, 

Mr. GRAFF. Does he not do that now? 

Mr. LACEY. He does not do it now. The number of cases 
against pensioners in the courts is comparatively small. The num- 
ber of convictions of those who have received pensions has been 
very trifling. The effort heretofore has been to convict attorneys. 
When there was a pension case allowed where there was fraud, 
they have endeavored to indict the attorney rather than the pen- 
sioner. Hereafter if we send these claims directly, under the pro- 
posed amendment, to the Federal courts for examination pension- 
ers will simply be burdened by that action with a load too grievous 
to be borne. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 
nized for ten minutes. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I shall attempt to occupy the 
attention of this committee for but a few moments. I desire, 
however, to say a few words in favor of the bill which is now 
pending, and especially that portion of the bill which grants to 
the widows of the war more liberal support. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. who addressed 
this House day before yesterday in opposition to the pending bill, 
stated in his opening remarks that it was not a pleasant duty he 
had to perform. I am sure that this House and a vast major- 
ity of the people of this country fully agree with him in that 
statement. 

He further said that his duty to his constituents compelled him 
to oppose any further looting or pillaging of the United States 
Treasury by increasing the pension list. 

If the constituency of the gentleman from New York are in 
sympathy with him, I venture the assertion that it is the only con- 
stituency in the United States of America, East or West, North or 
South, that would indorse the statements he made upon this floor. 

The patriotic citizens of this the grandest nation in all the 
world are now and ever have been in favor of dealing liberally 
with the men who saved this nation, and to provide for their 
widows and orphans. 

In no other Congressional district in the great North would it 
be considered as looting and pillaging the Treasury to provide 
for the widows of deceased soldiers. The gentleman from New 
York was very emphatic in the statement that he was the friend 
of the soldier. God defend us from such defenders. He said 
that he was satisfied with the pension legislation of Congress up 
to 1890, and then he paused. He did not dare to say he was in 
favor of the repeal of the act of 1890. Yet he found much fault 
with its provisions, and yet that act of 1890 was one of the wisest 
measures, the most just legislative act ever passed by any Con- 
gress. 

It did justice, Mr. Chairman, to a class of men who could not 
get a pension in any other way, and yet who were just as worthy, 
just as honest, and just as deserving as any other class of men that 
ever drew a pension. They could not draw a pension simply for 
the reason that the comrades with whom they served had either 
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moved into distant States and Territories or were dead and laid 
away, and for this reason could not furnish the necessary evi- 
dence required by the Pension Department. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, what the soldiers of the late war en- 
dured. I know of the trials, dangers, sufferings, and privations 
through which they passed, and although I do not draw a pension 
myself, and never have applied for one, yet I never shall be sat- 
isfied until every man who served in the Union Army for ninety 
days or more and was honorably discharged therefrom is receiving 
from the Government he helped to save a pension large enough 
to keep him from want in his old age. [Applause.] This nation 
can not afford to see its gallant defenders eking out an existence 
in the poorhouses of the country. 

The only fault I find with this bill is that if, does not go far 
enough. It does not appropriate, in my judgment, as much 
money as we ought to appropriate. I do not agree with those who 
think that the payment of pensions has reached high-water mark. 

There are thousands, yes, tens of thousands of applications 
on file in the Pension Office to-day; filed there by men just as hon- 
est and deserving as those who are now drawing pensions. Many 
of them have been on file for — and ought to have been adju- 
dicated years ago, and would have been had it not been for the un- 
patriotic and pernicious course taken by the present Administra- 
tion. Thousandsof men have also been dropped from the pension 
list or their pensions have been reduced, without cause, by the ar- 
bitrary act of a single man, seeking to make a reputation as an 
economist at the expense of the old soldier. These cases that are 
hanging fire in the Pension Office should be disposed of. 

These men who have been dropped from the list without trial 
and without cause should be restored, and the law should be so 
amended and defined that it would be impossible for any one man, 
by his own sweet will, to deprive old soldiers of that which has 
been granted them by act of Congress. 

1 know that our friends say that the Treasury is depleted, that 
this is no time to increase pensions, because there is no money in 
the Treasury to pay increased pensions with. We all know the 
whole country is painfully aware of this fact. But whose fault 
is it? From the close of the great war in 1865 up to March, 1893, 
during which time the Republican party controlled wholly or in 
part the destinies of this nation, there never was a year, a month, 
a week, a day, or a minute that we did not have money enough 
in the Treasury to pay the men who saved the nation their just 
and honest dues. ou took possession of this great Government 
a little less than three years ago; for the first time in thirty-two 
years the Democratic party came into full control of the legisla- 
tive and executive branches of the Government, and immedi- 
ately proceeded to enact into law your pet theory of ‘‘a tariff for 
revenue only.” You immediately proceeded to drop from the pen- 
sion list men who had been on that list honorably for years. You 
succeeded in robbing the men who saved the nation out of nearly 
$20,000,000 a year, and yet your Wilson-Gorman-Brice monstrosity 
failed to produce revenue enough to pay the current expenses of 
the Government, and for the first time since the close of the great 
struggle for the Union, in a time of profound peace, this the 
richest and most powerful nation in all the world has been com- 
pelled to borrow nearly a hundred and eighty-five million dollars, 
and is now about to borrow a hundred million dollars more for the 
purpose of paying the current expenses of the Government, and 
demonstrating to the world the total incapacity and unfitness of 
the Democratic party to govern a great nation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, under these adverse circumstances, the old 
soldiers should not be left to suffer, for just as sure as there is a 
God in Israel the Republican party will open control the affairs 
of this Government and will again provide sufficient revenue to 
pay the current expenses of the Government, gradually reduce 
the public debt, and at the same time do justice to the men who 
in the dark days of the great rebellion saved the nation from de- 
struction. [Applause.] 

I have said that this bill does not go far enough. It should, in 
my judgment, provide what the law of 1890 clearly intended, 
that whenever a pension is granted under what is known as the 
dependent act of 1890, and the report of the board of examining 
physicians who have examined such case clearly shows that the 
claimant would be entitled to $12 a month under the general pen- 
sion law, he should be paid $12 a month under the law of 1890. 

This was the construction placed upon the law by Secretary 
Noble and Commissioner Raum and during their administration 
pensions were granted in every instance upon that basis. But 
when the present Administration came into power it not only re- 
voked this just and liberal construction of the law, but also set to 
work to undo the work of Secretary Noble and General Raum by 
reducing and dropping from the roll hundreds of deserving and 
worthy pensioners who had been placed there by a solemn act of 
Congress as construed by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Comunissioner of Pensions, 
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Since the present Administration has been in power a soldier 
applying for a pension under the act of 1890 has had to prove that 
he was totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor 
before he could be allowed a pension of $12 a month. 

Every man dropped from the pension roll by the nefarious rul- 
ings of the Commissioner of Pensions should by law be again 
placed on the pension roll. Every pensioner who, by the arbitrary 
and, as I firmly believe, illegal act of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, has had his pension reduced, should again be placed upon 
the roll at the same rate as before such reduction. 

This is an appropriation bill to which, as I understand it, no 
new legislation can be attached, or I would at this time offer sev- 
eral amendments embodying and covering the points I have named. 
I have a bill now pending before the Committee on Pensions which 
covers this whole subject fully, which I expect to press and hope 
to see become a law before the end of this session. [Applause. } 

Mr.CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take up but avery 
few moments of the time of this committee. I would not have 
7 at all upon this question had not the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. BARTLETT] intimated on the day before yesterday that 
there were no exceptions to be taken to the administration of the 
Pension Bureau. I want to call attention to the fact that this 
bill—or at least the provisos inserted in the bill now under discus 
sion—is for the purpose of construing the pension law of 1890. 
The bill makes no extension whatever of the provisions of that 
law. It is simply an honest, legitimate, fair, legal construction 
of the law that was passed in 1890 for the benefit of the soldiers 
of the late war. 

The gentleman from New York seems to congratulate himself 
that there is a Treasury to loot, and he says that these pensions to 
theold soldiers are agratuity. Iam sorry thatthe gentleman has 
taken the position that he has. I do not think that he represents 
even his own constituency. The fact is that there would have 
been no United States Treasury to loot if it had not been for the 
men who followed the flag from 1861 to 1865. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of this committee 
to what I deem a conspiracy. I hold in my hand a state paper, 
the message of the President of the United States to the two Houses 
of Congress in 1893, in which I discover this remarkable slander 
against at least one-twentieth of the American people: 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pensioners, 


and recent developments by the-Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to 
accomplish pension frauds. 


Mr. Chairman, that was the keynote of the action of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. It laid down a proposition which has been followed 
from that time to this. It was a proposition that was intended 
to destroy the validity and the effect of the law of 1890. That 
conspiracy has to a great extent accomplished its object. It has 
been followed tothe line—so much so that $400,000 of the people's 
money was expended in one year for the investigation of these 
“frauds” and the bringing to justice of this remarkable number 
of pension swindlers. Not only was an army of special examiners 
sent into the field, but postmasters in all sections of the country 
were used to investigate the cases of fraud. What was the result? 
Thirty-nine sioners were convicted of receiving pensions ille- 
gally—less than 1 in 20,000 of the men and women whose names 
were upon the pension roll! Less than 1 in 20,000! Why, Mr. 
Chairman, there is a greater percentage of defaulters among Dem- 
ocratic officials to-day than the percentage of fraudulent pension- 
ers that were found on the pension roll. [Laughter.] 

My friend from New York claims that the pension laws have 
been honestly administered. I have handled over four hundre: 
claims since the 1st day of March last. More than two hundred 
of them have been at ‘‘ final disposition” more than six months. 
In a large number of these cases letters of inquiry have been sent 
out to investigate the standing and the character of the men and 
women who have sworn to the truth of their statements. More 
than six months! Yet we are blandly informed by the gentleman 
from New York that the Pension Bureau is hemently and faithfully 
administered. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one panacea above everything else for 
thé evils existing in reference to this question. It is aservice pen- 
sion. It is in the interest of economy to the people of the United 
States. Iam in favor of putting upon the pension roll the name 
of every man who carried a gun in defense of his country, and the 
appearance of his name on the muster roll should be prima facie 
evidence of his right to that pension. I do not care whether such 
a person is white or black; I do not care what his condition may 
be. [Applause.] Put such men upon the pension roll at a stated 
figure per month, and then you would have no seven-by-nine poli- 
ticians trying to either uce pensions or to cut the pensioner 
from the roll entirely. 

Mr. Chairman, as to the suggestion of ions being a ‘‘ gra- 
tuity,” it is an insult to the inte —— and patriotism of the men 
who served in the Army from 1861 to 1865 to intimate such an 





} 








1896. 
ah abreceerigremen 


idea. A pension is a reward for patriotism, and by that process 
we are building up a bulwark, a living bulwark, of strong arms 
and willing hearts that can always be called upon in defense of 
this nation and its flag. A pension is the expression of a nation’s 
patriotic gratitude—the generous offering of a grateful people to 
the men who saved the Government. Mr. Chairman, the volun- 
teer soldier of America is one of the grandest figures in our his- 
tory, and when that history shall be fairly written that remark- 
able character, the volunteer soldier, will stand out in letters of 
silver upon pages of gold. The patriotism of the American volun- 
teer soldier is one of the most wonderful things in our annals. — 
Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take up the time of this commit- 
tee; but I do say that I am thoroughly in favor of this bill and all 
the provisos with but a single amendment. When the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Grarr] shall come be- 
fore this committee I want to see it amended so that these cases, if 
they are to go into the courts at all, shall go into the courts of the 
States; not into the Federal courts. This will enable every citi- 
zen who is affected to reach the place of final adjudication without 
enormous expense and waste of time. | : , 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that this entire 
question of pensions as it appears to me is reduced to a nutshell. 
Our Democratic friends must bear the responsibility. Upon their 
shoulders the burden of this action of the Pension Bureau in the 
last three years must fall. Enough evidence from all sections of 
the country has been presented here to indicate what has been 
done under Democratic rule. It was never done under the Re- 
publican administration of the Pension Office. Judas Iscariot be- 
trayed the Son of God; Benedict Arnold attempted to betray the 
nation that had respected and honored him; and here comes along 
a Democratic Administration, the first in thirty-two years, that is 
attempting to betray the men who made it possible for a Demo- 
cratic Administration to be elected. [Applause. ] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r.LOW. Mr. Chairman, I did notintend to discuss the merits 





of the bill now pending before the House until New York was | 


drawn into the vortex of debate. It ispatent toevery person hay- 
ing a particle of regard for the rights of the veteran that some 
change is absolutely necessary in the laws governing the present 
administration of the Pension Department. The interpretations 
of existing law and therulings by the seg officials administering 
that great Department ostracise a class of poor and indigent men 
to whom the country is indebted for its perpetuity. That office 
by its rulings has ostracised the very men who in their early life 
were the donors of a national gift to the people of these United 
States. The nation to-day is the pensioner; and it has been draw- 
ing itslion’s share of emoluments every day, yes, every hour, since 
the great historical events enacted at Appomattox. [Applause. ] 


I have listened tothe remarks of various gentlemen on this floor; | 


but my attention was especially challenged by those of my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] when he spoke 
about ‘looting ” the Treasury, and added that the district which 
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back to this House a report that will enlighten and make plain to 
us all the mode of procedure and rulings of the Pension Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, if a veteran is incapacitated and unable to earn 
a living, that fact duly authenticated should be sufficient for the 
granting of a pension; and, Mr. Chairman, this is the law, but the 
obstruction that surrounds the present law is such as to make it 
almost impossible for a veteran, though he be incapacitated, to 
obtain a pension. Previous to the coming into power of the pres- 
ent Administration, the Pension Office was conducted under the 
spirit and intent of the liberal pension laws of the United States, 
There was a disposition and feeling that the old soldier was worthy 
of a pension, and more, that the laws which were on the statute 
book should be executed. 

General Black, the former Commissioner, and Secretaries Lamar 
and Vilas all agreed with this. The same class of evidence, the 
same liberal intent, the same basis of adjudication that had ob- 
tained up to their ‘reign ” was adhered to, but when the present 
Commissioner came into office the whole matter changed, and rad- 
ically so. New rules and regulations were made, new construc- 
tions were put on the laws, and every impediment and obstacle 
that seeming hatred for and disgust with the pension law has been 
put into action, with the result that, in fact and in truth, the pen- 
sion laws areanullity. Unheard-of requirements, impossible and 
impracticable calls for evidence are made. Soon after the present 
Commissioner came into office no less than 50,000 cases that had 


| been partly prepared for allowance were turned back from the 


files, and were sent to the adjudication divisions to await addi- 
tionalevidence. And, Mr. Chairman, ininvalid claims, new exam- 
inations were ordered, thus depriving the claimants of their pen- 
sions. Thousands of pensions have been rejected in the face of 
the best medical evidence and that of friends and neighbors. 

Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to the case of John E. Mar- 
ren, of Brooklyn, N. Y., who is one of my constituents. This 
man was rejected where it was conclusively shown and admitted 
that he was totally incapacitated to do manual labor. I sent a 
letter to the honorable Secretary of the Department of the Interior, 
asking him to look the evidence over anew, and see if a mistake 
had not been made. I told him that he was incapacitated for 
manual labor. I appealed to him to see to it that injustice be not 
done to this worn-out soldier, a man who was sustained from day 
to day by daily portions of morphine. 

Mr. Chairman, that letter was returned to me in a most ungra- 
cious manner, and I now read the letter that the members of this 
House may more fully understand the contempt in which they are 
held by the present Secretary. 

I addressed the following letter to the Secretary of the Interior: 


BROOKLYN, N. Y., July 30, 189 
My DEAR Srp: I desire to call your attention to the case of Mr. John E, 


| Marren, who is an applicant es oe the application having been re- 


he represented did not want any change in the present pension | 


laws. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not trespass upon the delicate principle of | 
modesty when I state that I, too,am from New York, and the dis- | 
trict which I have the honor to represent is double the size nu- | 


merically of the Seventh district, represented by my distinguished 
friend. Myconstituents do not want to see any law on the statute 
books that deprives the old soldier of one penny of his just dues. 

I think my friend must have been hasty when he spoke about 
looting” the Treasury, else he would have escaped that dangerous 
shoal. It was not the old soldier, nor the pension to the old sol- 
dier, that depleted our Treasury, but the Democratic party, which 
the gentleman represents; they. by enacting and upholding laws 
and principles which were absolutely disastrous to American in- 


terests looted not only our Treasury, but looted all American | 


industries, and looted and destroyed the prosperity of millions 
of our workingmen. This last yearto save the Treasury the Dem- 


ocratic party compelled the wards of the nation to contribute | 
| ment; but the Department can not recognize you as an attorney authorized 


millions to its exchequer by reducing their pensions or by drop- 
ping them entirely from the roll. These methods we all know 
about. I would take the word of a man who fought at Shiloh, at 
Mission Ridge, at Gettysburg, or who stood on the deck of a man- 
of-war when it passed the fo 


— to go about his bailiwick for the purpose of securing in- 
ormation for the specific object of preventing a poor old soldier 
from receiving his just dues. 

Gentlemen, vote for the bill and these amendments, protect the 
veteran, and make his rights vested rights. [Applause. | 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, day before yesterday I offered a 
resolution asking for the appointment of a committee of three on 
the part of the chairman of the Invalid Pension Committee for 
the purpose of investigating the Pension Office, and especially as 
to its ruling on the law of 1893. I hope that the committee will 
be appointed, and that it will thoroughly investigate and return 


rts of Mobile, sooner than I would | 
take the sworn statement of “y postmaster who prostitutes his | 


jected on the ground that he is not disabled from manual labor ina‘ pension- 
able degree.’ Allow me to state that I have known Mr. Marren personally 
for many years, and can speak in the highest terms as to his veracity, integ- 
rity. and scholarly attainments. I know of my own knowledge of his dis- 
ability during the past two years, and that his nervous system and bodily 
strength have been kept up by daily portions of morphine. I fear the rejec- 
tion is contrary to the evidence in the case. I believe you want to do the 


right thing in your Department, and will only be too quick to rectify a mis- 
take made by the Bureau of Pensions. 3 
I would respectfully ask you personally to look over th» evidence in the 
| Case, 


JAS. R. HOWE, M. ¢ 


Very respectfully, yours, ‘ 
Sixth District of New York. 


Hon. Hoke SMITH, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


This is the reply which I received to the communication: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
vu ashington, August 15, 189, 
Hon. Jas. R. How®, 287 Broadway, N. Y. 


My DeAr Str: In reply to your communication of the 30th ultimo. you are 
advised that if John E. Marren, whose claim for pension has been rejected, 
and concerning which you write, is dissatisfied with the finding of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, he has the right toappeal from this action tothe Depart 


to prosecute such a claim. 


Let me call your attention, Mr. Chairman, to the rule govern- 
ing such cases. I read from rule 14 of the practice: 

No claims pending in this Bureau will be considered, out of the regular 
order of business, upon the request of attorneys, or agents, or any person 


whomsoever, except for good cause shown, and upon the order of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 


Mr. Chairman, I submit that good cause was shown in the com- 
munication which I sent to the Department. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Interior Department, through 
its Secretary and Commissioner of Pensions, has in the past and 
now is nullifying the laws of Congress. For example,if the widow 
of asoldier with a half dozen children can be shown to have a gross 
income of $8 per month, a rejection of her claim as ‘ not dependent 
within the meaning of the law” will follow. And an invalid has 
to be a good subject for the poorhouse before a pension is granted. 
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They have another cute saying in the Pension Department, “‘ not 
disabled within the meaning of the act.” They put their own con- 
struction upon the meaning and intent of acts of Congress, and 
override, upset, and annul all previous decisions. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill and amendments now 
the House should pass. They will stop the nullification of the 
laws of Congress, and will cause the Pension Commissioner to 
understand that a law of Congress is entitled to departmental re- 
Bpect. 

Mr, Chairman, in conclusion let me say that the men who seek 
a pittance at our hands were heroes in war. Let us by our actions 
prove ourselves worthy of their heroism by voting for this bill 
and the amendments. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr ¢ irman, I had made up my mind not 
to say anything upon the pending bill, but the latitude given in the 
discussion has been broad, and as there have been some views ex- 
ae here about a pension being a gratuity, a gift, or a bounty, 

feel compelled on this floor and in this august body to declare that 
Congress by solemn enactment in 1893 decreed that a pension was a 
vested right, and being a vested right, it can not be taken away by 
the sweet will of the Commissioner of Pensions, theSecretary of the 
Interior, orthe Bureau of Pensions. Believing that it follows along 
the line of the title to land given by the United States Government, 
it is as thoroughly a gift within the rights and province of the law 
as is the patent to a piece of United States land after settlement 
or homestead entry. It seems to me that the language of the 
statute is plain and can not be controverted. It makes every pen- 
sion hereafter or heretofore granted as secure as a vested right and 
guarantees to that extent the payment thereof, and provides that 
the pension shall not be suspended without due notice. It is ob- 
vious that Congress intended to make a pension a vested right or 
it never would have passed such legislation. The homestead law 
wie yout the service of the pensioner, and it seems to me that be- 
yond question the language there used covers this ground. 

In the discussion of this question during the short time I shall 
oecupy I shall not attempt to rake over the embers of the war, 
because I find that the gentlemen on the other side who followed 
the flag of the lost cause until it went down in defeat have not 
raised one word against this pension legislation. But we are aston- 
ished here to find that the be ane comes from the great city of 
New York, the metropolis of this nation, and I want to say to this 
House that when the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] 
was making his s 1 there was a grand scene on this floor. Sit- 
ting on this side there was a gentleman who bore the brunt at the 
battle of Gettysburg, who bears upon his body the wounds in- 
tlicted there. He was and is the personification of a hero, with 
the front of Jove, and was one of the grand heroes of that bloody 
field. I refer to Gen. Daniel E. Sickles. That gentleman, listen- 
ing to the voice—not of the greater New York, but of the lesser 
New York, thank God—during the speech of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT], said it was mere rot that he was 
talking and he ought to know better. I wish I could say it as 
emphatically as my grand old soldier friend from New York did. 
But when my Democratic friend from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] 
arose and in emphatic tone and gesture said that Mr. BarTLETT’s 
speech was not a fair representation of the sentiment of New York 
City, I felt that all further discussion was useless. 

here can be no more question in my mind as to a pension being 
a vested right than there is a question about the Poo to your 
land or the deed to the house in which you live, if you own it, 
giving you a vested right. I am told, and I believe it to be true, 
that the gentleman to whom I referred [Mr. Sickles], when a Rep- 
resentative in this House in 1893, proved to the satisfaction of 
every lawyer and a member in the House that it was a vested 
right. The very certificate of the pension itself vores the faith 
of this Government to the payment of the pension. The Govern- 
ment does no more than that with reference to the payment of a 
bond. The bond and the pension go hand in hand, and damned 
be he who says they ever shall be repudiated. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mtr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman allow me one question? 

Mr. SPALDING. y friend from New York regrets that he 
was not of sufficient age when the war broke out; in other words, 
that he was not of the age of consent [laughter], and yet near my 
seat I can put my hand on two or three old soldiers who are of 
the same age as the gentleman, or somewhat younger, who helped 
to bear the flag to victory on many a hard-fought field for three 
years during that war. I am sorry, too, that the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. BARTLETT] was not of sufficient age, because if 
he bad enlisted under that banner I am satisfied he never would 
have made the memorable speech which he did make the other 


y. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
one question? 
Mr.SPALDING. The gentleman objected to oe 
in his speech, and I have only ten minutes, and I decline. 





nding before 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
remarks, and about their revision. 

Mr. SPALDING. I am satisfied that the gentleman did not 
represent New York City in his speech here on this floor. I know 
something of New York City myself, and I know that during the 
war old Commodore Vanderbilt poured his money out like water 
for the salvation of this Government. I believe the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ee may represent himself and a 
choice few, or a certain number of gentlemen in New York, but 
he does not represent the constituency which sent him here to 
Congress in his position on the pension question. 

It seems that no other gentleman from the South, the West, the 
East, or the North has stood up here and taken the position which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] has taken. Hoe 
is the only man, notwithstanding there are many gentlemen from 
Georgia, from Tennessee, from Alabama, and all over the South 
who carried the old Confederate flag. I honor them for it, and | 
am here ready to clasp hands with them over any bloody chasin 
that there may have been, and I say to them they fought well and 
bravely. Irecognize here on this floora gentleman from Alabama, 
They say his seatis the stormcenternow. It was a storm center 
during the war, Mr. Chairman, for wherever General WHEELER 
and his troops went, there you might expect to find trouble. [ 
was confronted by that gentleman several times myself, and | 
recognize in him a brave soldier and agallant gentleman. Ihave 
been in the South, and in the New South, and I have come to the 
conclusion from my Sa with these gentlemen, and talking 
with them, that the only ones who never were satisfied with the 
outcome of that conflict were the noncombatants of the North 
and the South. [Ar lause. } 

Mr. TRACEW LL. Mr. Chairman, I have no apology to offer 
to this House for taking up the few minutes of time allotted me 
for the discussion of the pending appropriation bill and the vari- 
ous amendments proposed to the same. 

I want it understood that in any place, at any time and under 
all circumstances, when the rights or interests of the old soldier 
are at stake, I desire to lift up my voice in his behalf and to speak 
a word in season or out of season in the interest of him, his widow 
or his orphan. 

I must say that I admire the courage, if I can not agree with 
the sentiments, uttered on this floor the other day by the distin- 

uished gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], who bravely, 
if not wisely, came to the support of the present Administration 
and essayed a defense of its pension policy. 

When the honorable gentleman goes back to his constituency 
in the approaching springtime, when Democratic conventions do 
most abound, and assumes a prominent part in them, as he doubt- 
less will, and they each and all with great enthusiasm indorse the 
Administration of Grover Cleveland, as they all undoubtedly will, 
he at least will be consistent, though far from right. [Applause. ] 

I have been surprised, yea, amazed, to sit here for the aan three 
days during the progress of this debate, and witness the painful 
silence of our friends on the other side of this Chamber, although 
the present administration of the Pension Department has been 
on all sides attacked, and its brutal and inhuman treatment of 
the applicants for pensions shown up in its true light. 

Aside from the gentleman from New York, not a soul on that 
side of the House has lifted a voice in an attempted defense of 
the present outrageous Democratic methods and policies preva- 
lent in the Pension Bureau; and yet we will find every mother’s 
son of them voting in the very first Democratic convention he 
can set his foot for an indorsement of Grover Cleveland and his 
Administration. 

If Mr. Cleveland does not inspire the present methods, which 
have in the last few years stricken thousands of worthy pen- 
sioners from the rolls and materially reduced the pensions of 
other thousands of worthy men and women, he is responsible for 
them, and the Democratic party, together with a contingent of 
mugwumps, are responsible for him. 

I take it the remarks of the gentleman from New York, not- 
withstanding the silence of the other side of this Chamber, is an 
echo of the true Democratic heart of the nation and that he voices 
their true sentiments, which on this floor they dare not utter. 

I prefer to judge this party by its acts rather than its words, and 
the voters of this re have at last awakened to the fact that 
the Democratic party is long on promises and short on perform- 
ances, 

The remarks of the only Democrat who has dared to come out 
from under the cover are, when boiled down, a covert attack upon 
the pension act of June 27, 1890. 

e force of the amendments proposed to the bill reported by 
our committee is an effort on the part of this Congress to compel 
the pension authorities that be to respect in their administration 
of this law its plain and evident intent. 

We have been twitted with the remark by the eminent gentle- 
man from New York that the effect of these amendments, in 


I want to ask you about my 
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other words, the enforcement of the provisions of this law, would 
loot the Treasury; and our attention has been directed to the fact 
that we have a depleted Treasury. Of this latter fact we can 
make no successful denial, but we retort the present barren con- 
dition of the Treasury is the result of Democratic mismanage- 
ment if not imbecility. 

But this House has passed and promulgated such measures as 
will remedy this deplorable condition of affairs, and, in any event, 
the sins of the Democracy should be no further visited upon the 
heads of the nation’s defenders. — ; 

When millions of dollars are given toa foreign syndicate to float 
aloan of Government bonds, you men on the other side of the 
House call it protecting the public credit; when this side of the 
House asks for a reasonable appropriation, hedged about by such 
regulations as will prevent Hoke Smith from diverting it from its 
beneficiaries, the old soldier, his widow and orphan, you say it is 
a scheme to loot a depleted Treasury. 

Your depleted numbers are an evidence of the ground swell of 
1894, and in 1896 an aroused and an indignant people will finish 
the work they so nobly began, and you will find out that these 
men, maligned, traduced, and slandered by the hired spies of the 
Pension Department, know as well howto vote as they knew how 
to shoot. ’ 

The pension act of 1890, known as the dependent pension act, 
is either right or it is wrong. If this act is based upon correct 

wrinciples, is laid down upon just lines, it should be fairly and 
Eberally administered. If it is inherently wrong, is laid upon un- 
just lines, its fair and consistent administration would demon- 
strate its weakness and vice, and I believe the people of this coun- 
try would, in common justice to themselves, demand its repeal in 
such tones as would not admit of its further enforcement, and 
it would be stricken from the laws of the land. In order, then, to 
ascertain the fact as to whether it is a fair and just act it is neces- 
sary to inquire what gave rise to the apparent necessity for its 
passage by Congress. ; , ; 

Under prior pension acts, having been fairly, justly, and liberally 
administered by the Republican party, the greater number of all 
those soldiers who were sorely wounded in battle or in the line of 
duty, or for disabilities resultant from injuries or disease received 
or contracted while in the military service of the Government, or 
directly traceable to the same, these worthy persons are, now en- 
joying, where this Administration has not taken ay y from them, 
pensions somewhat commensurate with their just deserts. But 
these laws, although wise and beneficentin their nature, left wholly 
unprovided for alarge number of men, their widows and orphans, 
who, while they were not seriously or permanently wounded or 


injured during their period of service, and who perhaps never | 


suffered a day’s sickness during the long and weary years of the 
war, men who fought from Bull Run to Appomattox—the men 
who in reality fought the battles of the war, for wounded men 
and men who succumbed to the hardships of army life, while they 


are deserving of all credit and should be liberally compensated 


for their sacrifices, were not under the nature of things the men 
who bore the brunt of battles. Thecases of these men who really 
did the fighting and saved the Union are only reached and cov- 


ered by the provisions of this act of 1890, which by its terms pro- | 


vides for the payment of —— to this class of men, their wid- 


ows, orphans, and dependents, regardless of the time when the | 
soldier became disabled, or whether he died from disease con- 


tracted in the military service, or if, living, he be disabled from 
earning a livelihood by manual labor, providing his disability is 
not the result of his own vicious habits. 

If our pension system is founded upon natural justice and 
equity, who will contend that the men who did the fighting, when 
they become old, broken down, and worn out, should not share in 
the bounty bestowed upon its defenders by a grateful people. 

These are the men who were as proud as they were brave, and 
while possessing the strength and vigor to battle with the world 
scorned to ask as a bounty what was justly due them as a right. 

It may not be a vested right, as contended on this floor by the 
friend of the soldier, the gentleman from New York, but God save 
the old soldier from such friendship, for it is such friendship as 
this and from the same source that is compelling him to spend 
the remainder of his days in some poorhouse on account of a pen- 
sion withheld, while these same friends are sending out letters to 
all the petty ee in the country trying to find some pre- 
text for withholding his pension, or dropping him from the rolls, 
or materially reducing his pension already granted, and in most 
instances when this Department of the Government was in the 
hands of his true friends. 

_ They publish this latter feat to the world as a reissue of pen- 
sions. 

They have coined a new word, but it would be a deadly stab at 
the credit of the country to coin the silver bullion rusting in the 
vaults of the Treasury, and upon it issue silver certificates, and 
with these certificates, if short of other funds, pay to these brave 
defenders of our common country liberal pensions. 


1 think 1 can speak for a majority of the soldiers in my district 
and say they will not stand on the question of whether it is coined 
at the ratio of 154 to 1 or 16} to 1. 

It will not go into the hands or coffers of foreign syndicates or 
bankers; there will be no semiannual interest to be paid and en- 
danger our gold reserve, or more strictly speaking, our gold hum- 
bug, but it will flow out among the people and find its way back 
through the channels of trade and commerce into the Treasury of 
the Government. , 

We must either support a standing army in times of peace or 
adopt and honestly enforce a pension policy that will guarantee 
to the volunteer soldier a competence to him and his dependents 
when he is no longer able to earn the same. 

A standing army not only has to be fed, paid, and clothed, but 
its members are taken out of the ranks of the producers of the 
country. 

They are the drones of Europe and are eating up the substance 
of all the first-class powers of the Old World. 

My choice of the two systems is already made. It is dictated by 
prudence, charity, and the common instincts of humanity, in- 
stincts common to all the human kind except the modern Demo- 
crat. 

The act of 1890 is justified, supported, and fortified by all the 
above considerations, and yet it has been practically nullified, if 
the words and cases cited by honorable members of this Housa 
during the progress of this debate have a semblance of truth. 

We have listened for three days to case after case, the name of 
| the claimant and the number of his claim in most instances being 
given, of how the Pension Department, under the present manage- 
ment, does not grant a pension, and the flimsy excuses and subter- 
fuges resorted to by it in order to reject the same, or if this is im- 
possible, to hold it up, probably with the hope that while his claim 
Is thus in chancery the old soldier will pay his last debt to nature 
| instead of having the Government pay him his long overdue debt: 
how this Bureau exacts of him, and especially his widow, all 
kinds of impossible and frivolous proofs; how the sworn evidence 
of himself and his neighbor is, without warrant of law and con- 
trary to all the known rules of evidence, cast aside, and the un- 
sworn statement of a sneak, a spy, and often his bitter personal 
enemy, gathered and collected by persons called special pension 
examiners under circumstances of fraud and false pretenses, is 
used and accepted by this Department and relied upon, and his 
evidence cast aside as unworthy of belief; how from the very 
moment his application is filed he is looked upon and his every act 
| and declaration is treated as an attempt by a dishonest person to 
wrong, injure, and cheat the Government he had fought to save. 

I could cite to you many acts of cruelty, perfidy, and dishonor 
| practiced by the agents of this Bureau upon the soldiers of my 

district that have come under my personal observation, and I as- 
| sure you I am not, nor ever have been, a pension attorney. I never 
| prosecuted or assisted in the prosecution of a single claim in my 
life—but of examples we have had enough. 

But I can not refrain from reverting to the history of one pen- 
sion claim and the peculiar methods of this Department, as evi- 
| denced by its action in the premises. 
| One of like kind, I believe, has not been mentioned in the long 
| list referred to by the many speakers. I refer to the case of David 
B. Salts, a resident of my home town. 1 know this man well, and 
know him to be a brave and an honest man, though poor and 
broken down in health. He is one of the men who had his eyes 
| opened in 1894, and this may have had something to do—I do not 
| know, and will make no accusation—with his having been dropped 

from the pension rolls. I do know he was dropped in 1895. He 
| was granted a pension in 1893 under the act of 1890 at the rate of 
$8 per month, as I now recall it, and dropped from the rolls in 
July, 1895. He holds an honorable discharge from the military 
service of the United States, having served in the First Tennessee 
| Light Artillery from July, 1863, to the close of the war. 

I wish I had this man, in his present physical condition and in 
the condition he was in when he was dropped from the rolls, here 
in Washington, so I could file him as a living exhibit with and 
in this Bureau; and his disabilities have not arisen from any 
vicious habits. 
| And what excuse do you imagine this Department offers for 
| striking his name from the pension rolls? They informed him 
| that he was dropped from the rolls because of disloyalty to the 
| Union. It is true he served up to near the capture of Vicksburg 
| in the Confederate army; and the records of the War Department 
| show he deserted the Confederate army and at once joined the 

Union Army and made a good soldier to the end of the war. 

What I do not understand is, that to have been a Confederate 
soldier, or the son of one, was an open passport to obtain employ- 
ment in this Bureau, and the same fact deprives a man of a pen- 
sion who deserted the Confederacy and made as good a Union 
soldier as ever wore a uniform or pointed a cannon. 

I infer his desertion of the Confederate Army is the only reason- 
able conclusion to be drawn from the facts. 
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The truth is, this man was living in Greeneville, Tenn., and was 
notified that if he did not join the Confederate Army he would be 
conscripted, and you know that some people in those days were a 
little peculiar, and either did not want to hire a substitute or did 
not have the money to hire one, nor did they like to serve in the 
army asa drafted man. In fact, substitutes did not go in the 
Confederacy—they took them all, old and young, as recruits if 
they would, and if they would not, as drafted men. 

Mr. Salts was one of these peculiar men, and being a stanch 
Union man deserted at the first opportunity and joined our forces 
in front of Vicksburg, and made a gallant soldier. 

Some people in high places are not so peculiar in this particular, 
and hired a substitute and did their fighting at long range and en- 
tirely by proxy. Substitutes could be had in New York, and it is 
said certain persons availed themselves of the opportunity. 

I do not believe there is a Confederate soldier on earth who would 
construe our pension laws so as to take away this man’s pension. 
But the inspiration comes from other sources and from men who 
only fought by proxy. 

In conclusion, f give this bill my hearty support, and only wish 
it went further and granted a pension to every man who had an 
honorable discharge from the Union Army, according to his neces- 
sities, and to this at last we will all come, and God speed the day. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If nobody else on our side of the 
Hali desires to speak and no gentleman on the other side desires 
to speak, I will move that the committee rise, because a number 
of gentlemen who desired to take part in the debate have left the 
Hall. They understood that the debate would continue during 
the balance of the day. There are a number of members who 
have expressed their desire to address the committee, but as they 
are not in the Hall I will move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, is this to continue to-morrow? 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the inquiry? 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the debate to continue to-morrow? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We will take up the bill by para- 
graphs to-morrow if there are no other members who desire to 
address the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. If no one is ready I would like to have from 
five to ten minutes now on this matter. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his motion that 
the committee do now rise, and the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from South Dakota a. PICKLER}. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the com- 
mittee to make a speech upon this bill. The two propositions 
reported by the committee have been before the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and discussed in an informal way. The proposi- 
tion of the committee does not go far enough to suit us of the om- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. e want that to be a permanent law, 
or something like that, and not confine it to the expenditures au- 
thorized by one appropriation bill. There has been so much said 
here in regard to the trouble in the Pension Office, and the diffi- 
culty in having pensions allowed, that it would not be improper 
for me to state to the committee that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have in an informal way had many of these propositions 
under consideration; and that later, as soon as we can hear from 
different committees who desire to address us on pension legisla- 
tion, and hear from members of the House who have introduced 
bills upon these different subjects, it is the expectation of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to evolve a committee bill, a bill on the 
adininistration of the pension laws, 2 bill to facilitate, if ible, 
the allowance of pensions by changing the manner of proof insome 
instances, and in other directions trying to assist in rectifying some 
of the matters complained of here so earnestly at this time. In 
order that the committee may know some of the questions that are 
before the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to have read 
from the desk a bill which I introduced and which was sent to 
that committee. That takes up the different subjects upon a large 
number of these points that have been covered in debate. Other 
gentlemen have introduced bills upon the same line, and the com- 
mittee expects to take up all these bills and consider them together. 
Some of the bills introduced have a great deal better propositions 
than those which I have ingrafted in the bill I introduced. It is 
the calculation of the committee along the line of this suggestion, 
and others that may come from members of the House, to draft a 
bill upon the administration of the laws in the Pension Depart- 
ment, not seeking to present a bill containing any increase oe 
sious in any regard, but simply a bill to try to facilitate the allow- 
ance of pensions as they now exist under the law. > 

Now, Il ask to have the bill read from the Clerk’s desk in my 
time and as a pari of my remarks, and I ask gentlemen to give it 
attention, because when it comes before them for consideration 
amendments will be in order, and I trust that we shall be able to 
perfect a measure which will facilitate the administration of the 
pension laws and do justice to the old soldiers, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to prevent discontinuance of pensions, to restore pensions discon- 
tinued, to establish uniform rates of pension, to facilitate the allowance 
of pensions in matters of proof, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc.. That no person otherwise entitled toa pension by virtue 
of any law of the United States shall be disqualified from receiving the samo 
by reason of any prior service of such person in the so-called Confederate 
army or navy during the war for the Union, nor shall the widow, children 
or dependent relatives of such person be deprived of a right to pension by 
reason of such service. 

Sec. 2, That hereafter, when proof of marriage shall be required in the ad- 
ministration of the pension laws of the United States, marriage may be proved 
without other evidence than satisfactory proof that the parties were joined 
in marriage by some ceremony deemed by them obligatory, or habitually 
recognized each other as husband and wife and were so recognized by their 
neighbors and lived together as such up to the date of enlistment when such 
soldier or sailor died in the service, or, if otherwise, to date of death; and the 
chiidren born of ony marriage so proved shall be deemed and held to be lawful 
children of such soldier or sailor. 

Sec. 3. That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore 
granted or which may hereafter be granted under the pension laws of tho 
United States shall be discontinued or reduced except for fraud. 

Sec. 4. That all persons whose pensions have been reduced or discontinued, 
except for fraud, since March 4, 1893, shall be restored to the pension rolls 
at the rate the pensioner was receiving at the date of such reduction or dis- 
continuance; said restoration to take effect as of said date, unless such pen- 
sioner shall at the time of the passage of this act be receiving a pension equal 
to or in excess of the amount received at the date of such reduction or 
discontinuance: Provided, That in case of the death of any such pensioner 
subsequently to the reduction or discontinuance of his pension, the accrued 
pension under this act shall be = to his widow or heirs, in like manner as 
sae guns would have been paid had no reduction or discontinuance been 
made. 

Sxc. 5. That the common-law presumption of death after the lapse of seven 
years without news or tidings of the missing person shall obtain and be of 
force in the administration of the reece laws: Provided, That if such per- 
son shall afterwards be discovered to be alive, any pension that may have 
been granted on account of his death shall thereupon cease. 

Sec. 6. That in all claims for pension or increase of pension wherein the 
person on whose service the claim was based was present with his proper 
command at the time when disabilities claimed for were incurred, the soldier, 
sailor, or marine shall be presumed to have been in line of duty, but such 
yam tion may be rebutted: Provided, however, That the records of the 

ar or Navy Department showing disabilities to have been incurred or con- 
tracted in line of duty shall be conclusive. 

Sec. 7. That in all notifications from the Bureau of Pensions to the claim- 
ant, hisattorney, or other person entitled to be informed of the status of a 
case, such notification shall set forth each and every fact upon which further 
evidence is required to complete the same and the character of evidence 
necessary to establish such fact. 

Sec, 8. That every claimant for pension or increase under the pension laws 
shall have the right, in person or by attorney, to examine and inspect each 
and every paper, memorandum, writing, or thing, inany Department, bureau, 
division, court, or office of the United States, which has or may contain any 
reference, allusion to, or bearing upon the claim of such claimant. 

Sec. 9. That in all applications for pension or increase, and evidence sub- 
mitted in support of any claim under the pension laws of the United States, 
the oath of a person who has served as a private or noncommissioned officer 
shall not have any less weight than if such mpueenan or witness had served 
as a commissioned officer: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to require a greater number of witnesses than heretofore for the 
establishment of any fact in relation to such claim. 

Sue. 10. That in considering the claim for pension of any soldier or sailor un- 
der the act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 
1890, a seryice of ninety days in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States during the war for the Union, and an honorable discharge 
therefrom, shall be sufficient to give title to pension under said act, notw‘th- 
standing a prior or subsequent service from which the soldier or sailor was 
not honorably di ged, and the service asshown in the discharge certifi- 
cate shall be conclusive as determining enlistment and discharge: Provided, 
That the death of a soldier or sailor while in the service of the United States 
shall be construed and held as equivalent to an honorable discharge in deter- 
mining title to pension in behalf of any person claiming under said act on 
account of the service of such soldier or sailor. 

Sec. ll. That an application under said act of 1890 shall be sufficient, to all 
intents and purposes, if the applicant alleges therein the existence of disa- 
bility which renders him unable to earn asupport; and every disability found 
to exist which is recognized as pensionable under the general pension laws 
shall be taken into consideration in determining the degree of disability of 
such a a. and the same rate of pension shall be allowed for the same 
disa y as under the general laws, not to exceed $12 per month: Provided, 


That pensions heretofore allowed under said act at a rating less than herein 
mow ed shall be rerated, and the nee shall be paid from the time of 
ailure to rate as hereinbefore provided. 


Sxc. 12. That in all claims for pension or increase of pension under said act 
of 1890 the presumption shall be that the disabilities alleged are not the result 
of vicious habits; but such presumption may be rebutted: Provided, however, 
That the pension shall be allowed unless it shall conclusively appear from 
the evidence that the disabilities proved are the result of the vicious habits 
established by the evidence. : 

Sec. 13. That u the rejection of a claim for pension under said act of 
1890, on the und of no pensionable degree of disability, the applicant shall 
not be requ to file a new or supplemental declaration, but on filing in his 
case the sworn statement of a reputable physician that a pensionable | egree 
of disability does in fact exist, an order for the applicant’s examination, be- 
fore another board of surgeons if desired, shall issue; and in case such board 
reports the existence of a pensionable disability the pension, when allowed, 
shall commence from the date of filing the application rejected as aforesaid. 

Src. 14. That the term “without other means of soppcet than her daily 
labor,” in section 3 of said act of 1890, shall be construed and held, to all in- 
tents and purposes, to be equivalent to and mean “ without an income of $200 

r annum.” 

Pre. 15. That in the administration of the pension laws the acceptance into 
the milftary or naval service of the United States shall be conclusive evidence 
of soundness, except where it ——— of record that the disability claimed 
for existed at time of such acceptance. 

Sxc. 16. That in the administration of the pension laws in cases of doubt the 
presumption shall be in favor of the claimant. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to add that in the 
bill which we hope to pass all of these points, or most of thei at 
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least, will be covered, and any other propositions that may occur | provisions reported by the Committee on Appropriations refer 
east, 


to members as tending to improve the bill and to facilitate the 
allowance of pensions should be brought before the committee and 


the House, so that we may have a general consideration of this | 


whole subject; that every member who desires to be heard may 
have an opportunity to be heard and an opportunity to offer 
amendments, so that when the bill is passed it may be one that 
will give substantial aid in administering the pension laws of the 


country. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- | 


man whether, in his opinion, the proper way to legislate on these 


pension questions 18 not to bring in a bill from the Committee on | 


invalid Pensions, rather than to put “riders” upon appropriation 
ao PICKLER. I do not care to answer that qeesiien. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota if he has any expectation that the bill which 


he has had read here in his time will ever come before the House | 


in such shape as to give members an opportunity to vote upon it? 
Mr. PICKLER. I certainly do. Mh 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Under the rules of the House is it 
not true that it will be almost impossible to reach that result un- 
less the Committee on Rules will bring in a special rule? — 
Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. This bill does not appropriate any 
money, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions is a privileged 


committee, so I do not see how it would be possible to cut us off | 


from having our bills considered. Besides, I do not doubt that if 


| 
| 





necessary the Committee on Rules would be very glad to give the 


House an opportunity to discuss such a bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oneof the members of the Committee on Rules 
sitting near me says there is no doubt of it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do you think that the gentleman 
who sits at the other end of the Avenue would like to sign that 
bill? [Laughter. | ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I donot know whether he would 
or not. It is presumed that every public officer will do his duty, 


but. however that may be, we certainly ought to do our duty | 


whether he does his or not. [Applause.] I am in favor of pass- 
ing such a bill as will meet the views of this House to remedy the 
evils that have been set forth here, if we possibly can pass it, and 
I am glad of the debate that has been provoked by these amend- 
ments on the appropriation bill. I am glad of this discussion, be- 
cause it shows that there is a grewing need for some legislation 
that will deal properly with this question of granting pensions. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to ask the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. Picker] whether he does not think that the safe and wise 
thing for us to do is to pass the amendments that have been re- 
ported on this appropriation bill? 

Mr. PICKLER, Oh, yes. I always vote for pension legisla- 
tion, I do not care what kind of a bill it is on. [Laughter.] I 
do not think there has ever been an appropriation bill brought in 
here carrying an appropriation for pensions to which I have not 
offered amendments myself. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to say to the gentleman 


from South Dakota that my purpose in asking him these questions | 


was, if possible, to demonstrate the fact that we had better adopt 
these amendments reported on this appropriation bill and make 
sure of something when we can get it instead of taking our chances 
on an uncertainty. I approve the provisions of the bill which the 
gentleman has had read from the desk, but at the same time I 
think we ought to pass these amendments now. 

Mr. PICKLER, If the amendments stand in your bill against 
the point of order, if any point should be raised—and it certainly 
will not be raised on this side—I shall cheerfully vote for them, 
although they are not strong enough. Those provisions ought to 
apply not only to the appropriations made in this bill, but they 
ought to be the law for all time. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I concede that they are not strong 
enough, but they are better than the rulings of the Pension Office. 
They are an improvement on the present order of things. 

_Mr. PICKLER. Yes; they touch two points. The first ques- 
tion they deal with is the widow question, which is a very im- 
portant one; yet I think there are other pension questions deserving 
of as much consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is no controversy between 
the gentleman from South Dakota and myself. I approve of 
every part of his bill, but I think there would be grave danger in 
letting these amendments go and waiting for action on the bill 
which the gentleman proposes to bring up. I think we had bet- 
ter take what we can while waiting for a better and more com- 
prehensive bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want it to be 
inferred that I am not in favor of these amendments in the pend- 
ing bill. The Committee on Appropriations are ‘*stealing the 
thunder” of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [laughter], but it 
is all right. It will be observed, however, that the amendatory 


| ence of such habits. 


| bill which shall become a law for all time. 


only to the appropriations made for the coming fiscal year. Now, 
what we want is that the two questions embraced in those amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations, together with twenty 
other questions of similar importance, shall be put into a general 
Now, I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether, if I move that the 
provisions incorporated in his bill be made permanent in their 
application, he will accept the amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. If the gentleman will first make 
sure that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole will sus- 
tain the provisions against any point of order which may be raised, 
I would be glad to accept the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not sure that these amendments of his committee will 


| stay in the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
world. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I observe that in the bill just 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from South Dakota [ Mr. Pick- 
LER] there is in the twelfth section a provision that— 

In all claims for pension or increase of pension under said act of 180 the 
presumption shall be that the disabilities alleged are not the result of vicious 
habits; but such presumption may be rebutted 


We are sure of nothing in this 


Now, I wish to ask the gentleman why in the latter part of the 
section there should be a provision for reviving a presumption 
which the anterior portion wipes out and expunges? 

Mr. PICKLER. The record might show evidence of the exist- 
The effect of this provision is that the ex- 
istence of the “vicious habits” must appear affirmatively in 
evidence. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But in the first part of the 
section you provide that the presumption now raised against the 
applicant shall be done away with, and then the section proceeds 


| futher to enact that ‘‘such presumption may be rebutted.” If 


} 


| when this measure is regularly considered. 


| 
| 


the former portion of the section takes effect there is no such pre- 


| sumption in existence. 


Mr. PICKLER. All those matters will come up for discussion 
I am very glad the 
gentleman raises the question. I wish to say in this connection 
that we want to secure such a change of ruling over in the Pen- 
sion Office that the excessive use of tobacco shall not be construed 
as a ‘‘vicious habit.” I have before me a decision where that 
ground has been taken. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to detain the 


| Committee of the Whole with any discussion at this time upon the 





pending bill; but a suggestion of my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE] has raised a question upon which I have had some little 
feeling since I have been a member of this Congress and the last. 
[ refer to my colleague’s allusion just now to what might be the 
views of the President of the United States. Sir, under the long 
established parliamentary law it has always been regarded as an 
invasion of the prerogatives of Parliament for anyone to refer in 
its discussions to the opinion of the King upon any question pend- 
ing before it. 

A Memper. Is Mr. Cleveland ‘“‘ the king’? 

Mr. GROW. In reference to matters of this kind he oceupies 
the same relation to the Houses of Congress that the sovereign in 
Great Britain does to Parliament. The President exercises the 
veto power; and if we do not have on any given measure the two- 
thirds necessary to overcome his veto, he is so far the king. 

In the last Congress we had before us on one occasion a bill 
headed ‘‘ The bill of the Secretary of the Treasury.” What has 
that officer to do with presenting any bill to this House? We have 
had here attempts by the Secretaries of the different Departments 
to influence legislation. They have sent in here letters to be read 
with reference to pending measures; and in one case a letter was 
read here from the President of the United States having refer- 
ence to a measure then pending in the House and just about to be 
voted on. I trust such practices will be discontinued. 

This House owes it to itself to make the President understand 
that he has nothing to do with the action of this legislative body 
until a bill formally passed is presented to him for his approval. 
eae. Only in that contingency has he the right to express 

1is approval or disapproval of our action. Nor has any one of the 

heads of Departments, except the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
right to communicate his views uninvited to this House. That 
officer may report to this body on important questions affecting 
the revenues; but when he sends here a bill headed ‘‘ The bill of 
the Secretary of the Treasury” the House owes it to itself to re- 
turn that bill to him and inform him that he can not invade in 
that way the prerogatives of this body any more than can the 
President of the United States by having a letter read here just 
on the eve of a vote on an important measure. 

I am well aware that the majority of this House to-day would 
take no orders from the present Executive; it is not in that view 
that I am raising this question. I simply submit that the legisla- 
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tive department of this Government owes it to itself to resent 
any attempt on the part of the Executive or his clerks to influ- 
ence the vote of this House on pending legislation. [Applause. } 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, before moving 
that the committee rise I wish to state that unless there are other 
members who desire to speak in the general debate on this bill we 
shall in the morning take it up by paragraphs, and a vote will be 
reached as soon thereafter as practicable. I make this announce- 
ment so that members may understand that probably the vote 
may be reached to-morrow, and in view of that possibility I hope 
to see more members in their seats than there are now. 

Mr. STEELE. There will be no attempt to prevent members 
from discussing the bill under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Notif there is anybody who wants 
to speak. I understand that there are gentlemen wishing to speak 
who are not here now, but who will be here in the morning. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee of the 
’W hole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriation for payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WrLLIAM A, STONE (at 4 o’clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reporting on the payment of certain certificates 
issued for street improvements on Commethon’ avenue extended 
and transmitting a draft of a bill for the enforcement of the pay- 
ment of certain costs in connection therewith—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting a report of the Brightwood Railway 
Company for the year ended December.31, 1895—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting the reports of the receipts and_dis- 
bursements of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com- 

ny from January 1 to September 21, 1895, and of the Capital 

raction Company from September 21, 1895, to December 31, 1895, 
together with a list of the stockholders of the latter company—to 
the oe on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting a 
draft of a bill amending the act of Congress establishing a sum- 
mary court-martial, and for other purposes, together with a com- 
munication from the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army in rela- 
tion thereto—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 793) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for other purposes,’ approved Septem- 
ber 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof,” reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 52) 
in writing thereon; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3558) 
to aid the States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, 
Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota to support 
schools of mines, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 50) in writing thereon; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 162) amending section 
8 of the act of June 27, 1890, relating to invalid pensions, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

No. 51) in writing thereon; which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the House Calendar. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 





Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from Committee on Invalid Pensions, delivered 
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to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
as follows: ; 


Mary E. Hull, sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company 
F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Infantry. 


W. Case. 
of Providence, R. I. 
Anna Kelley. 
crease of pension to Gilman Williams. 


sion to Andrew B. Keith. 


JANUARY 15, 


By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R.1141) granting a pension to Miss 


(Report No. 49.) 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to Geo) 

On ges No. 53.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J, Corbett, 

(Report No. 44.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H.R. 1605) granting a pension to 

(Report No. 45.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an 

(Report No. 46.) 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 994) ese an increase of pen- 
(Report No. 47.) 


Ss 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4044) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 
1891, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 4045) providing for amode! tank 
for the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 4046) to amend 
section 56 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the collection 
of internal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved August 2s, 
1894, soas to allow lossin transportation of spirits in certain cases— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) to amend section 3328, Revised Statutes, 
a a tax on imitation wines—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) to amend section 8 of an act entitled 
‘An act to amend the laws in relation to internal revenue,” ap- 
— May 28, 1880, so as to extend its provisions to fruit distil- 

ers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 4049) relating tothe compen- 
sation and duties of United States attorneys, clerks, marshals, (ep- 
uty marshals, commissioners, and other court officials, and for 
other pur —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 4050) to supplement and amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a new custom-house in the 
city of New York, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 4051) to protect lumber—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico author- 
izing the issue of certain bonds cf said Territory—to the Comnit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4058) repealing 
chapter 148 of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 4054) to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office aud 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 4055) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, ani to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4056) authorizing the 
persons herein named to accept of certain decorations and testimo- 
nials from the late Hawaiian Government—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4057) in relation to cigarettes, and to limit the 
effect of the regulation of commerce between the several States 
and with foreign countries in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4058) to set apart certain 
lands now known as the Pacific Forest Reserve as a public park. 
to be known as the Washington National Park—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) to provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of national patriotic memorial universities in tho 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 4060) to amend section 1754 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, giving preference to 
soldiers and soldiers’ widows for civil offices—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 4061) to amend section 546 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the United 
States court for South Carolina, and providing for the same—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 4062) to provide for the enlarge- 
ment of the Federal building at Greensboro, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : : 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4063) to 
equalize the rank and pay of certain officers of the Navy who have 
served full terms as chiefs of bureaus in the Navy Department— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4064) to extend the ju- 
risdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and of the 
supreme courts of the Territories to all cases, civil and criminal, 
arising on Indian reservations or between Indians and white men 
in the respective judicial districts and Territories in which the 
reservations are located—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of applicants 
to purchase public lands under the timber and stone act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4066) for the relief of claimants to public 
lands under the homestead laws—to the Committee on the Public 

ds. 
eons a bill (H. R. 4067) to amend an act entitled “An act for 
the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Oregon, Ne- 
vada, and in Washfagton Territory,” approved June 3, 1878—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4068) toenable the city 
of Tucson, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds to construct 
a water and sewer system—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 4069) to repeal section 4716, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) amending section 3480, Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 4071) to provide for the coinage 
of the American product of silver, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 4072) to amend 
section 5 of an act to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, passed 
August 14, 1888—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4073) amending paragraph 10 of 
section 238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4074) for the relief of settlers on certain lands 
in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 84) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to the Veteran 
Association of Fairhaven, Mass.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to 
the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 115) for the 
appointment of a committee of five to investigate the last bond 
sale—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of New York for an act directirig the Treasurer of the United 
States to pay to the comptroller of the State of New York annu- 
ally a sum equivalent to three-fourths of all sums expended by 
the State of New York in the maintenance of its canal system 
during the year last preceding—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By Mr. LINTON: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Michigan for the muster and pay allowance to Michael Sheehy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1485) for 
the relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Hull, late commodore, United 
a Navy, retired, and it was referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 4075) for the relief of Henry M. 
Swann—to the Committee on Claims. 

_ By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4076) for the re- 
lief of Abner Abercrombie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

a Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 4077) for the relief of W. R. 
Miller, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

7. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4078) for the relief of Thomas 
P. A. Leonard, of Sweetwater, Tenn.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

7 Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 4079) to increase the pension 
of McDonald Kincade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) toremove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Michael Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John K. McPherson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4082) for the relief of Jacob 
A. Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4083) for the relief of James W. 
Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) for the relief of Gotlieb Feldmeyer, of 
Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) for the relief of Henry Hubbard, of 
Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4086) for the relief 
of John M. Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 4087) for the relief of 
C. W. Reid and Sam Daube—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4088) for the relief of 
the heirs of Matthew J. J. Cagle—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

/ By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 4089) for the relief of W. L. 
Adams, of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. F. E. Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4091) for the relief of Peter A. 
Becker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) for the relief of J. A. Courtney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4093) for the relief of Samuel 
D. Hubbard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4094) for the relief of 
Charles Candy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4095) to remove from the rolls 
and records the record of dishonorable discharge now standing 
against Edward L. Friday—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Andrew Edgar—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4097) appropriating 
money to pay the claim of James C. Wheat for expenses incurred 
as adjutant of the Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4098) for relief of Thomas F. Ryan—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4099) granting a pension to Mary 
S. Higgins, widow of Col. Jacob Higgins, late of Johnstown, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R. 4100) to pay the claim of James 
H. Sentz—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 4101) for the relief of Frank S, 
Sowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to David Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4103) for the relief of Calvin J, 
Cowles and George B. Hanna—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Samuel 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4105) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the name of Martin Van 
Buren Day—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4106) for relief of 
I. N. Cunningham, administrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) for the relief of Monroe Stephens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) for relief of J. F. Holladay—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 4109) to muster William H. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4110) for relief of William Cole—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4111) for therelief of H. S. Simmons’s estate— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4112) for relief of Mollie B. O’Callaghan— 
tc the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4113) for relief of Joseph W. Wilson and 
David R. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ° 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of W. E. 
Judkins, executor of Lewis McKenzie—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4115) to re- 
store the name of Adam J. Brannan to the pension roll and to 
allow him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) to pension Willoughby M. Park for 
services rendered and disabilities contracted in the late war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 4117) granting a pension to Eason 
Stamps—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) to grant a pension to Mitchell Pearce, 
a soldier of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) granting a pension to Mary L. John- 
s0n—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4120) granting increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Shipp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4121) granting a pension to Bailey R. Gill— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to 
James H, Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41283) granting a pension to Tenderson 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension to Samuel Burns— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) granting increase of pension to Daniel 
P, Copeland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) granting a pension to Nancy Piper—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) granting a pension to Nancy H. Coats— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 4128) granting a pension to 
Sallie B. Carter, of Woodford County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 4129) for the relief of W. R. 
sen, of Alamance County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4180) for the 
relief of John Feltis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 4181) granting an honorable 
ee to James Ammerman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 4182) for the relief of 
John Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4133) for relief of estate of 
Wright A. Moore, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 4184) for relief of estate of Samuel Heard, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) for relief of estate of Ira A. Sprouse, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) for relief of estate of Evans 8. Gilbert, 
of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) for relief of George C. Harper, of Scott 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Ceians. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4138) for relief of James H. Owen, of Scott 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Susan V. Hedderman, 
administratrix R. P. Chambers, of Scott County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R.4140) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against the record of C. Bliss—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Three petitions, respectively, of 460 citizens 
of ene, 89 — of ee and - —— of — 
pendence, ington County, Pa., praying for the passage o 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Eeentiies on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the Presbyterian Ministers’ Meeting of Pitts- 
burg and Allegheny, Pa., with reference to the sufferers in Ar- 
menia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Memorial of the representatives of the Reli- 
gious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Dela- 
ware, to the President and of the United States, on the 
dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela, relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Josephus Vickroy and others, of 
Long View, Ill., in favor of a service pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 190 citizens of Owensboro and 
Daviess County, Ky., praying for the of the Stone bill. on 
immigration-tothe Committee on Immigrationand Naturalization. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of W. L. Thompson and 
others, citizens of St. Louis, Mo., favoring an act to secure a bet- 
ter grade of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

_By Mr. COUSINS: Petition and resolutions of mass meeting of 
citizens of Des Moines, lowa, expressing sympathy for Cuba—to 
the Committee on ne Affairs. 

Also, petition of 65 railway ps clerks on lines centering at 
Cedar Rapids, lowa, favoring the Linton bill to reclassify and pre- 
scribe the salaries of railway clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- ; 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Phillip L. Stickel and others, favor- 

class of immigrants—to the 


ing the of a bill for a better 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by the 
First Baptist Church of Springfield, Mass., in behalf of Armenia 
and arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Two memorials, respectively, of James 
V. Wolf and August Varian, of Meigs County, Ohio, in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House }))j!] 
No. 8575 for the relief of William O. Eagle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of representatives of the Religious 
Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware 
to the President and Congress of the United States, on the dispute 
between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the boundary of 
the latter and the intervention of the United States—to the Coin- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of citizens of Upshur County, W. Va., 
requesting Congress to pass laws relative to immigration into tho 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizi- 
tion. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of the citizens of Shamokin, Pa., and 
vicinity, praying for the passage of the Stone bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the J ae 

By Mr. LEONARD: Two petitions, respectively, of citizens of 
Lycoming County and citizens of Tioga and Potter counties, Pu., 
praying for legislation restricting immigration—to the Committve 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Massa- 
chusetts Wholesale Lumber Association, in favor of widening aid 
deepening Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Havr- 
bors. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Lumber Association, in 
favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of Adam J. Bran- 
nan, praying to be restored to the pension roll, and to be allowed 
a pension; to accompany his bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Willoughby M. Park, with exhibits, praying 
for pension, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of the representatives of the Reli- 
gious meatee. Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and De!a- 
ware to the President and Congress of the United States, on the 
dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY (by request): Petition of members of Steven- 
son Post, No. 488, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pocahontas, 
Mo., asking certain pension legislation—to the Committee on |1- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of E. T. Baker and 95 other 
citizens of Andover, Ohio, and vicinity, praying for the passage 
of the Stone bill providing for a better grade of immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Business Men’s Association of 
South Milwaukee, asking that the harbor of South Milwaukee be 
improved—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of J. D. Neilson, H. E. Palmer, 
H. H. Norman, and other citizens of Rutherford County, Tenn., 
in favor of allowance of the claim of the book agents of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of citizens of 
Delaware County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone bill to 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, memorial of the Parkmount Mills Company, Limited, 
Lenni, Delaware County, Pa., from the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, eget, Fa an adequate duty on wool—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, favor- 
ing a ship canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of resentatives of the Religious Society of 
Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware to the Presi- 
dent and of the United States, on the dispute between 
Great Britain and Venezuela, relative to the boundary of the lat- 
ter and the intervention of the United States—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Media County, Pa., praying 
for the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the 
—— on igration and Naturalization. 

'y Mr. 


: Petition from citizens of Utica, N. Y., in 
behalf of Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of James F. Tripp, B. W. Kemp- 
ton, and Fred M. Tabor, a committee of the Veteran Association, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Fairhaven, Mass., for cannon to 
be. on the soldiers’ lot in Riverside Cemetery in that town— 
to Committee on Military Affairs. 





.a foreign government. 
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By Mr. STRONG: Two petitions, respectively, of F. R. Stewart 
and F. H. Gibens, of Fostoria, Ohio, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion against Theodore Werner—to the Committee on Mili- | 

4 irs. 

Oy an of T. E. Hunter and 53 others, praying for the 
assage of a bill to secure a better grade of immigrants—to the 
‘ommittee on Immigration and Naturalization. ; 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition and papers in support of 
House bill No. 3520, for the relief of Allen W. Philips—to the Com- 

itte Claims. 

weiss, petition and papers in support of House bill No. 3524, for 

the relief of James McGowan from the charge of desertion—to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, petition and papers in support of the following House 
bills: No. 3516, granting an increase in the pension of Sarah J. 
Paynter; No. 3517, for the relief of George Heishman; No. 3518, 
for the relief of David Melton; No. 3519, for the relief of John R. 
Watson; No. 3522, granting a pension to Handy Deputy; No. 3533, 
granting a pension to Catharine Pee—to the Committee on Pen- 

ns. 

aie, petition and papers in support of the following House | 

bills: No. 3521, granting a’pension to Mrs. Ellen Quinn; No. 3523, 

for the relief of Sarah L. Smith; No. 3525, granting a pension to 

Mrs. Nancy Thurman; No. 3526, granting a pension to Mary J. | 

Turner; No. 3528, granting a pension to David B. Salts; No. 3530, 

granting a pension to Peter Wendell; No. 3531, granting a pension 

to Dennis Sheedy; No. 3532, granting a pension to Lucy Nichols— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers in support of House bill No. 3534, to | 
remove the charge of desertion from John Dickson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 16, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
TITLES OF NOBILITY. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to a mat- | 
ter that occurred yesterday. The chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations reported back the bill (S. 654) to prevent citi- 
zens of the United States from soliciting or receiving and accept- | 
ing titles, patents of nobility,or degrees of honor from foreign 
nations, and for other purposes, with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed, which was agreed to. I was in the Cham- 
ber during the entire morning hour, but owing to the confusion 
which usually characterizes the transaction of business in the 
Senate I did not hear the report submitted by the Senator from | 
Ohio, and did not know of it until I read the paper last evening. | 
| 
| 
| 





It is my desire to have the bill placed upon the Calendar, so that it 
may come up and be discussed and acted upon by the full Senate, 
and not by the committee alone. The Senater from Ohio in 
making the report said: 

The committee are of opinion that it is hardly worth while to dignify with 
the form of legislation the fact that some American citizens receive titles 
from a foreign government; that they ought to be laughed at rather than 
be sent to the penitentiary for a crime. 

I do not believe that the American people think that way. I 
believe the patriotic ple, the true American citizens of this | 
country want to see a law passed by Congress that will punish as 
a crime any man who may accept a title or patent of nobility from | 

Lhope the Senator who had charge of 
this measure will permit an order to be made this morning plac- | 
ing the bill upon the Calendar for consideration. 1 call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio to the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not the slightest objection to the 
course suggested. If the Senator desires, he has a right to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed. | 
So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing that it shall be 
placed upon the Calendar. It was the opinion of the committee | 
uttered by me, and I am surprised that the Senator did not hear | 
my statement. 

r. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I spoke loud enough to call the attention of 
the Senate to the bill. I saw the Senator from Nebraska in his 

lace and looking at me, and I supposed as a matter of course he 

rd what I said. However, I have no objection to the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed being reconsidered and | 
poten placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the | 
mittee. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iwas surprised that the Senator did not call m 
attention to the bill. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ht the Senator heard me. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt the Senator thought so; but in 
consequence of the confusion in the Chamber I did not hear the 


Senator. I should like to ha rd i i 
the Calondas, ve an order made placing the bill on 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


PRE OTL 


723 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, 
and the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse re 
port of the committee. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered, 

STATE WAR CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of January 28, 1895, a report from the Auditor for the 
War Department as to the amounts due the several States, from 
the claims now on file in the Treasury Department under act of 
July 27, 1861, for expenses incurred in raising troops, as provided 
for by the order of the Secretary of the Treasury of February 8, 
1893; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


| a bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, grant- 
| ing the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal 


purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ipresent thepetitionof Rev. A. M. Campbell, of 
Catasauqua, Pa., representing an association known as the Ameri- 
can Anti-Usury Association, suggesting a means to abolish usury, 
1 move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry affidavits and petitions of mem- 
bers of the Santee Sioux tribe of Indians, of Nebraska, praying for 
the payment of annuities withheld from them by reason of alleged 
participation in the outbreak at Redwood Agency in the year 1862; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of Monroe Lane and 18 other 
citizens of New Bedford; of Thomas W. Ross and 53 other citizens 
of Vincentown; of Charles A. Morris and 18 other citizens of Ham- 
ilton; of E. C. White and 33 other citizens of Glendola; of A. A. 


Tilton and 75 other citizens of Monmouth, and of L. L. Hansell and 
| 44 other citizens of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, 


praying for the passage of the so-called William A. Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of the United States 
Military Telegraph Corps, praying that they be granted by the 
Government the same recognition for their services in the late war 
as is given to the soldiers who served in the Regular Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Han- 
nibal, Andover, and Middletown, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called William A. Stone immigration 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Troy, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation in the inter- 
est of morality; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Given Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wooster, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 


| lation granting pensions in certain cases to families or relatives 


of pensioners instead of to the pensioners themselves; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY presented a memorial of the Delaware Peace So- 
ciety, remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation 
which is designed or is liable to encourage wars and warlike move- 
ments, whether internal or foreign; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Pastors’ Union of 
the city of Snohomish, Wash., comprising the resident pastors 
of the Evangelical churches in that city, urging upon Congress 
the passage of the resolution relative to giving relief to the 
Armenian people of Asiatic Turkey. The petitioners go on to 
recite that the massacre of guiltless thousands, the outraging of 
helpless women, selling into slavery innocent girls, the total de- 
struction of the homes and the necessities of life of vast multi- 
tudes can not find a parallel short of the darkest days of the Middle 
Ages. They urge that the great Governments should unite for 
their suppression, and if diplomatic methods can not-avail that 
they then invoke the arbitrament of force. 

I call attention to the following passages in the petition pro- 
ceeding, as it does, from the churches of Snohomish: These pas- 
tors ask that Congress insist that the Executive protect our 
American missionaries in Turkey, and the property which they 
hold for mission and educational work, and for personal comfort 
and good. They also ask that the Government extend to Cubans, 
struggling for hberty, the rights of belligerents and recognition 
at the earliest moment when their achievements shall show that 
they are entitled to it. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. SQUIRE. I also present a petition of citizens of Mason 
County, State of Washington, representing that the chief indus- 
tries of the Pacific Coast, agriculture and horticulture, are to a 

eat degree unremunerative and threatened with extinction for 
Ca of cheap means of transportation to Eastern and European 
markets. The petitioners state that they are handicapped by the 
distance of nearly 10,000 miles in their competition with agricul- 
turists in the Argentine Republic. They represent that the con- 
struction of the interoceanic ship canal at Nicaragua would enable 
them to compete with Argentina, and make their industries again 
prosperous and profitable. Therefore the petitioners, with the ut- 
most earnestness, pray that Congress shall take immediate steps 
to secure the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal in a manner 
as rapid as modern engineering shall permit. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

.Mr. SQUIRE. I also present a petition of sundry citizens of 
San Juan County, in the State of Washington, expressing their be- 
lief that Senate bill 735, entitled ‘‘A bill to reorganize and increase 
the efficiency of the yaa of the Navy, to increase the useful- 
ness and numbers of the Corps of Naval Engineers, to induce the 
scientific institutions to provide a naval engineering reserve for 
time of war, to establish a naval engineering experimental station, 
and to encourage the study of the mechanic arts and sciences, and 

rticularly that of naval engineering, in the technological col- 
eges of the country,” is of the highest importance for the pros- 
perity of that State and of the United States, and the petitioners 
urge that the bill be made a law. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of representatives of the 
Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware to the President and Congress of the United States, on 
the dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Indiana, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing a service pension of $12 a 
month to each ex-Union soldier who has been honorably dis- 
charged from the service when he shall have arrived at the age 
of 60 years; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Henry P. Fritot and sundry 
other citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for a speedy recog- 
nition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for 
freedom; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of H. C. Rogers and 80 other 
citizens of Wisconsin; of Frank Patterson and 13 other citizens of 
Stevens Point, Wis.; of C. H. Tenant and 37 other citizens of Osh- 
kosh, Wis.; of E. D. Bentley and 29 other citizens of Stevens Point, 
Wis.; of S. L. Priser and 14 other citizens of Stevens Point, Wis.; 
of A. E. Chase and 49 other citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., and of 
C. H. Crittenden and 15 other citizens of Wisconsin, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. THURSTON. I present a resolution of the house of rep- 
resentatives of the State of Nebraska, praying that on the aban- 
donment of Fort Omaha as a military post it be granted and 
conveyed to the State of Nebraska, on condition that the State 
convert it into a military academy and maintain it as such at 
State expense. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of the representatives of the 
Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware to the President and Congress of the United States, on 
the dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. H. Robbins and sundry 
cther citizens of Kansas City, Mo., _ ing for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Skagit 
County, Wash., praying for the improvement of the Skagit River, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Owens- 
boro, Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 502) to approve a compromise 
and settlement between the United States and the State of Arkan- 
sas, to report it without amendment and submit a report thereon. 
I ask that the report, together with the agreement and the report 
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attached as an appendix, be printed, and that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar and the report printed, as suggested. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United 
States to the International Marine Conference of 1889, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1423) to protect the wages of seamen, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 248) granting a pension to Martha Allen, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 549) for relief of William Martin, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on the Census, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal 
census, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of 
entry of New Orleans, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the Dill (S. 227) to permit the withdrawal of 
certain papers and the signing of certain receipts by John Finn 
or his attorney, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, fromthe same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 535) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of Oregon, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 529) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 709) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr.HANSBROUGH. Iamauthorized by the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 48) directing the Secretary of Agriculture tocarry into effect 
the provisions of the act making appropriations for the purchase 
and distribution of valuable seeds and for the printing and distri- 
bution of farmers’ bulletins, to report it with an amendment. 

I will state thattwo members of the committee, the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BaTE] desire to be recorded as opposed to the joint resolution. 

I will state, further, that yesterday the honorable Secretary of 
Agriculture appeared before the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and was heard on this measure, and that as soon as the re- 
port of the hearing can be printed and laid upon the desks of Sen- 
ators I shall ask for the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Rail- 
road Company to construct and overate a railroad, telegraph and 
telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February 27, 1893, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way through the Indian Territory,” reported it 
with an amendment, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (8.1586) for the relief of Mary 
Sharp College, of Winchester, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1587) granting a pension to John 
D. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1588) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of John D. Carpenter; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1589) in relation 
to refunding certain sums to port wardens; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1590) for the relief of 
Edward H. Murrell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 











LSON introduced a bill (S. 1591) to extend the mineral- 
m. . aoe of the United States to lands embraced in the north 
half of the Colville Indian Reservation; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (8. 1592) for the relief of James 
G. Field; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. eas 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1593) for the relief of Meyer B. 
Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

i Claims. 
me introduced a bill (S. 1594) granting a pension to Maria 
L. Meserve; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ittee on Pensions. 
Comales introduced a bill (S. 1595) granting a pension to William 
H. H. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1596) for the relief of H. K. Palmer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : a 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1597) for the relief of William H. 
Tibbits; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1598) for the relief of Rich- 
ard L. Taylor, late private Company F, Fifty-first Minois Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1599) to place Francis W. 
Seeley on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1600) to amend chapter 67, volume 
28, of the Statutes at Large of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1601) for the relief of 
W. R. Albright; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Jane L.Fagg, widow cf Col. John A. Fagg; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GRAY (for Mr. Jones of Arkansas) introduced a bill 
(S. 1603) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, of Phillips County, Ark.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1604) for the relief of ohn 


A Fairfax, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1605) for the relief of the adminis- 


trator of the estate of John Kelly, deceased, late of Alleghany | 


County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1606) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. | 


Graves, widow, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1607) for the relief of the Grand | 


Trunk Railway Company of Canada; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a joint resolution (S. R.55) relative to 
the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TENNESSEE STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute intended to be proposed by him to the joint resolution 
(S.R.2) providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the 
United States against the State of Tennessee and certain claims 
of the State of Tennessee against the United States; which was 


ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


THOMAS W. SPARROW, N. B, NOLAND, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed, if in 
his judgment not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to 
the Senate all information which has been received by him or by the De- 
peasants of State in reference to the claims of Thomas W. Sparrow, N. B. 

oland, and others, members of the hydr raphic commission employed by 
the Government of Peru in 1872, against that Government for services on 
a ee, with the correspondence and documents bearing on the 

RIGHTS OF CITIZENS OF ARMENIAN BIRTH. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Q Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
orm the Senate, if consistent with the public interests: 
Pt in Whether naturalized citizens of the United States of Armenian 
rth are allowed to visit Turkey on business or to visit their families, and 


whether United States . 
ish Gove + passports held by them are by the Turk 
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Secondly. Whether the families of such naturalized citizens, residing in 
Turkey, are permitted to leave that country and come to the United States. 
Also, whether naturalized citizens of the United States of Armenian birth 
have the same rights and protection in that country as have naturalized citi- 
zens of Great Britain, France, Germany, or Russia. 

HEARINGS BY COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

Mr. FRYE. I submit a resolution which under the rule will be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report such hearings as may be had on bills pending before said committee, 
and to have the same printed for the use of the committee, and that such 
stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

ry : 

fhe resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to send to the Senate the 
dispatches of the consuls of the United States relating to the war now carried 
on in Cuba. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FRYE. It seems to me the form of the resolution should 
be somewhat changed. It is a direction to the Secretary of State. 
I think it should be in the form of a request that the information 
shall be communicated if not incompatible with the public inter- 
ests. 

Mr. CALL. LIaccept the suggestion, though I do not see any 
reason for it. It seems to me that the Senate ought to command 
whatever information is in the State Department which may, in 
the judgment of the Senate, be deemed advisable. lf it be de- 
sired to communicate the information in confidence, I have no 
objection to so modifying the resolution, but I think it should 
stand as it is unless objection is made by the Department to send- 
ing in the information. 

I do not know that there is any information on the subject of 
importance. I have had no information from the State Depart- 
ment, but I have been informed by a person much interested in 
Cuban affairs, who has been in conference with some members of 
Congress, that there are such dispatches, and that they are known 
to some persons in Cuba, and it may be to the Spanish authorities, 
I know of no reason why Senators, charged with the responsi 
bility, with the Representatives, of making war or preserving 
peace, of making treaties or rejecting them, should not have access 
to all state papers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink it is very doubtful whether even the 
President ought to be called upon to disclose matters pending in 
respect to a country which is in a state of civil war evidently of 
great proportions, extending to every part of the Island of Cuba. 
To call for the information which is communicated by consuls 
and even by citizens of the United States to the executive author- 
ity might create embarrassment. It might cause even the killing 
of persons who gave the information on either side. They might 
be arrested for treason if they were on one side; on the other, they 
might be arrested for interfering with the progress of the rebels, 
as they are called. 

I think we ought not to ask for the information. Certainly if 
it is asked for it ought to be requested from the President, with 
the usual condition that he should communicate it only in case it 
does notinterfere with the public interests. Ithink, though, that it 
would be better, and that the Senator from Florida must see that 
in an inquiry of this kind an exposure of the communications 
made perhaps in confidence would not be wise. It would not be 
safe to the persons who sent the communications, and it might be 
injurious in every way. 

Mr. CALL. If there be objection I will allow the resolution to 
lie over, though it seems to me that if any authority in this coun- 
try ought to have the information upon this subject which is in 
the State Department, it ought to be the Senate. If it is necessary 
that it should be sent in confidence, it might be sent in confidence. 
It is my desire to have immediate action on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States in regard to the recognition of the Cuban 
Republic and according to it belligerent rights, and I shall ask at 
an early day for a vote of the Senate, if the Committee on Foreign 
Relations does not think fit to report the resolution, discharging 
the committee, and asking that the sense of the Senate be taken 
upon the question whether the people of Cuba shall have recogni- 
tion in their resistance to the tyranny that is now imposed upon 
them. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to be heard for a 
single moment upon the question after the remarks made by the 
Senator from Florida. I have heard a great deal during this ses- 
sion from the Senator to the effect that it was the duty of Congress 
to take some action with reference to the recognition of the insur- 
gents in Cuba as belligerents, but I had supposed that that was a 
matter, primarily at least, for the executive branch of the Govern- 
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ment, and not for Congress. I think in the whole history of the | by the labor organizations of the District. 


country there has never been an instance in which Congress has 
passed any resolution whatever upon the subject of declaring neu- 
trality as between contending parties in other countries, but that 
in every instance where it has been done in the United States it 
has been done by the proclamation of the President. 

I do not know that the President is open to any censure for not 


naving already communicated to Congress the facts with reference | 
to the conflict going on inCuba. I should suppose, however, that | 


if Congress took any action upon the subject and expressed an 
opinion upon it, it would be in the nature of a criticism upon the 

resident for having failed to do his duty in this respect. Cer- 
tainly the whole subject lies primarily with the President. 

Recognition of the insurgents as belligerents is not a matter 
which is due to them, but it is a question which pertains solely to 
the interests of the United States, If a proclamation of neutral- 
ity were issued—which is the only way in which belligerent rights 
are recognized—for the purpose of moral support or for the pur- 
pose of expressing sympathy with the people struggling to throw 
off a monarchical form of government alone, it would be consid- 
ered, and justly considered under international law, as an un- 
friendly act to the parent Government. 

I think we had better go a little slowly about this business, Mr. 
President. Wein this country sympathize naturally with every 
people that is seeking to establish a republican form of govern- 
ment, but I think that we ought not to rush hastily into a matter 
of according belligerent rights to such a ple. We ought to 
observe the rules which have been laid down by international 
comity with reference to such matters. 

I should be very sorry to see any resolution yan here which 
in any way would indicate that the President of the United States 
and the State Department were not doing all that that branch of 
the Government ought to do with reference to the conflict now 
pending in a neighboring Sores country. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not desire to say more than a 
word. The proposition of the Senator from Connecticut is a sub- 
ject which will properly come up for consideration before the Sen- 
ate when the resolution shall be acted upon, and I will not therefore 
discuss it, though I differ entirely in wee with him. But for 
the purpose of avoiding any further debate on this subject, I will 
consent that the resolution may lie on the table for future action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr. SEWELL. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read 
for information, printed, and lie on the table. I give notice that 
I shall at an early day submit a few remarks upon the resolution. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to be printed and lie on the 
table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Monroe doctrine, as originally pro nded, was directed 
to the special prevention of the threatened action of the allied powers in ref- 
erence to the revolted colonies of Spain and the occupation, by way of colo- 
nization, of any eupposes derelict territory on this hemisphere. 

2. That the question of resisting any acquisition of territory by conquest 
was limited, as stated by Mr. Webster, to cases in which, by reason of prox- 
imity, such acquisition would be dangerous to our safety and the integrity 
of our institutions. 

8. That the true ground upon which the Monroe announcement was based 
and upon which any similar position has been taken rests for its justification 
upon what may be ourinterests, and our interests only; and that neither by 
the Monroe doctrine, nor any other official declaration, have we ever come 
under any pledge to any power or State on this continent that binds usto act 
merely for their protection against invasion or encroachment by any other 


wer. 
4. That when a case arises in which a pasa power pro to acquire 
territory by invasion or conquest, it is then for us to determine whether our 
safety and the integrity of our institutions demand that we shall resist such 
action by armed force if necessary. 

5. That the Executive has pressed the Monroe doctrine beyond what was 
contemplated at the time of its announcement, and that the resultant se- 
quence of the positions thus taken seems to be a committal of this Govern- 
ment toa protectorate over Mexico and the Central and South American 
States; that this would be most unwise and dangerous, and would violate 
the sound and well-established policy that we should avoid all entangling al- 
liances with foreign powers, whether they be European or American. 

6. That this action was premature, loo! to history of the contro- 
versy, and inopportune in view of the business and financial condition of the 
country. 

7. That neither Congress nor the country can be, or has been committed by 
the action or position of the executive department, in reference tothe Venezue- 
lan boundary controversy, as tothe course to be pursued when the time shall 
have arrived for a final determination. It will nm be our province and our 
duty to adopt such a line of policy and to take such action as may be then de- 
manded by our sense of duty to the country and by adue regard for its honor 
— Saat, the welfare and safety of our people,and the integrity of our 

nstitutions. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act aera March 3, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 
canal purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AFFAIRS. 


Mr.CALL. Mr. President, there are lying upon the table sev- 
eral resolutions heretofore offered by me, which, by unanimous 
consent, were allowed to retain their 


we , one of them — 
for certain information from the District Commissioners desi 





eee a 


The Senatorfrom Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris] some time ago asked to have the resolution 
lie over until the succeeding day. I suppose he has no objection 
to its passage at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. The only objection I can urge against the r. 
olution, as it simply asks for information, is that if passed it wil] 
involve an immense amount of clerical labor that I hardly think 
ought to be devoted to the collection and presentation of the in 
formation sought. Ishall, however, interpose no objection to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I will only say that the information is desired by 
labor organizations, as I am informed, and I have presented the res- 
olution attheirrequest. Certainly they ought to beinformed as to 
the taxes andexpenditures proposed to bemade for public impro\ 
ments in the District. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Catt, De- 
cember 24, 1895, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, directed to furnish, as soon as practicable, for the information of the 
Senate, a statement showing— 

First. The names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations in the 
limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown which are partially or 
wholly unpaved, and the to length thereof so unpaved; also the length 
thereof unsewered; also the length thereof without water mains, togeth« 
with the estimated cost of fully improving the same. 

Second. An estimate of the fullamount required to carry out the provisions 
of the act of March 2, 1893, to provide a permanent system of highways i 8 
District of Columbia outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetow 
the total number of feet of landin streets, avenues, and reservations requir: | 
to be condemned in each subdivision or piece of land and the value of tho 
same; the number and estimated value of buildings required to be condem ii 
to carry out the provisions of said act insuch districts as are prepared |) ’ 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia; the total number of feet of land 
instreets, avenues, etc., in each subdivision or piece of land that will lo 
abandoned, and the amount and nature of improvements of such streets, 1. 
nues, etc., the amount of said improvements at public and private expe: 
Also an estimate of the cost of fully improving said streets, avenues, and rvs 
ervations by grading, paving, sewering, and laying water mains, build 
bridges, culverts, etc., in such streets, avenues, and reservations as are t ) 
condemned by the provisions of said highway act; an estimate of the value 
of property held by the United States, and the assessed value of private pro; 
erty held in the way Cm my of Washington and Georgetown. 


ird. A statement showing the amount of taxes collected in the cities of 
vines and Georgetown and the county, respectively, by years, froin 
1878 to 1894, both inclusive, and in like manner the amount expended in ea:h 


of said sections by the District of Columbia for the same period. 

Fourth. The amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia applied 
by the Treasurer of the Uniced States to liquidate any undue debt of the 
District of Columbia to the United States or other parties from 1878 to |5\\5 
and from what fund taken and to what debt applied, and if any of such 1 
enue has been refunded and the amount and time of such refunding; an « 
mate of the amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia that will 
pematn above the appropriation asked for at the end of the years 185 and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPHIC CABLES IN THE PACIFIC OCEAN, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask that Senate bill No. 131/ 
which I introduced a few days ago, may be taken from the ta! 
and laid before the Senate, asI desire to submit, not at great lengt 
some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate tlie 
bill referred to by the Senator from Maine, the title of which will 
be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (S. 1816) to facilitate the construction 
and maintenance of telegraphic cables in the Pacific Ocean | 
the use of the Government in its foreign intercourse. 

Mr. HALE. The bill has not been read. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator desire to discuss the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I desire to submit some remarks after the reading 
of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read, in the absence 
of objection. 

The Secretary read the bill: 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the bill which is now before the 
Senate involves not only a question of sentiment touching our r 
lations with a foreign people, but embodies a plain business enter 
prise which, if undertaken by the United States, increases our 
communication with the Hawaiian Islands, bringing them and 
their affairs, by the electric current, close to our doors, and ena 
bling us to act as our constituted authorities may deem wi™, on 
the happening of any significant event in what were formerly 
known as the Sandwich Islands. a 

Its consideration raises none of the domestic controversies 1n 
Hawaii during the past three years, which so occupied the atten- 
tion of Congress and of the American people, but looks straight 
ahead to the accomplishment of a purpose which is much more 1n 
the domain of the real and the practical than the sentimental. 

The subject of our relations with the Hawaiian people, under 
whatever form of government they have lived, for the last forty 
years has never been long absent from the interest and considera- 
tion of the people of the United States. Bright, keen, strong, and 















1896. 


accomplished men have gone out from us and made their homes 
in these islands, and have there lived and prospered and come to 
be leading figures in the land where they have fixed their new 
homes. They have acquired land, built up estates, intermarried 
and reared families, and have, at times, held the highest offices 
under the Government. _ 
It is safe to say that during these forty years the leading senti- 
ment in the Hawaiian Islands has looked to the United States for 
interest and friendship, rather than to any other country, and 
that this, and no other, has been regarded by this people as the 
mother country. Trade between us and them has largely in- 
creased, and the current business between the two countries has 
been mutually profitable to each. 
I give the following comparative statement of the number of 
American vessels and the amount of tonnage arriving at the prin- 
cipal seaports of the world for the year ended June 30, 1894, com- 
piled from statistics in the Bureau of Navigation: 


Number | Tonnage 
Port. of vessels. | arriving. 
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Number 


ed and o 
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ry dif- 





ables owned and operated 1 


perated by governments. 















Country. of Country. | of 
eables ibles. 
PR IRIIND chesinteits satciniclieareienini ioascion 31 || Great Britain (interna- | 
OO Re ES 2 tional | 9 
Spain 5 dhegehaielalidRsabiak asians 2) England and “France | 
Italy - i oH ( tly) | 6 
Germany (internal | 435 | England and Belg 
Germany (international) | 3 jointly) 2 
SIN a ciaid Gdcicie tim cntuinvs 46 | Br 3 
a nO Ce ‘ 23 
Ri | 40 || Queensland ‘ 13 
3. 6 iets 255 || South Australia --.. ) 
See 18 || New Zealand 3 
OE ETN 7 | Tasmania ee a 1 
Oy I a a 7 r cs aati cama ae 1 
a | Et TGPEOe..~ cnccc - : 10 
Cochin China and Tonquin... 2 || Japan 19 
Brazil SEI DR OE TE | 15 || Netherland Indies 
Argentina ........ Sere 1 jj 
Great Britain and Ireland | Total number. ae 74 


| 


a a ta ect cer ce tnieik ela 
| | 

Antwerp ....-.-------2------ ---+00 2220-2 ---2------------- ’ 19 | 

Bombay ......-.-..20- 2-2-2022 20 een nee - 2-200 22222 eee --- No report a ‘ 

TPOGIOR.. 6 .ccaccnnneocccencceccce cccees cneseees- Gti No report | . 

ee. ese nutanisgunennn acnese once eeesen sarees None .- = . 

Hamburg. .....------------- - 20002 222+ 2+ =~ +222 +--+ = ---e 2 

THOAVEO cccacdedecedcnsccc cece cccccs cccees cccece cocece coccee 10 | 

Hongkong ....-. .-.-22-------- ---0-0 + 2-2 - - +222 ----------] io 

Honolulu | 165 

Liverpool 43 

Manila. -- ane vemeetl 10 

Rio Janeiro.......-------------- SOccnnecsupemascescneccces 64 | 

REID «nn nnn og0n002ess wecnce coscceccce cose cececcce 29 

Sydney, on teas 29 

oer Sa aia toe Wtcnidehin’ ec 10 

EE SSE a 65 


*The amount of tonnage is augmented at these three ports by regular lines 
of American steamers. At Liverpool by the Ohioand Indiana, running regu 
larly between that port and Philadelphia; at Southampton by the steamships 
New York and Paris; at Yokohama by four large steamships of the Pacitic 
Mail Steamship Line. To ae 

(See pages 87, 88, Report of Commissioner of Navigation, 1894.) 


Statement of the nationality, number, and aggregate tonnage of vessels arriv- 
ing at the ports of the Hawaiian Islands for the year enrdec December 31, 1893. 
(From the Annual Report of the Hawaiian Collector of General Customs. ) 





| Number Aggregate 





Nationality. | of vessels. | tonnage. 
tiene heen bendieetithecnaadecegunenne 238 | 
PE cntenmdadanen Sa Tali in chile dilhiahase tiation sprmniiceubieaueenn *23 
ial ina ee ekn eemeeeenaseanéens Gacene 58 
ao eet en cbneceanesee Geenesnt cacetiwese | 5 | 5, O62 
MII oa wnituhesincien ES ERR ITE 4 | 7, 167 
Ne os wacaccuneccoueeene 2 2, 245 





* Owned almost entirely by Americans. : y 
+t The greater part of this tonnage represents calling steamships of trans 
pacific lines; those of the Canadian Pacific Company, running between Van- 


couver and Yokohama; the Occidental and Oriental, between San Francisco | 


and the same port, and achartered British steamer in the Oceanic Line, from 
San Francisco to Sydney, New South Wales. 


These islands are set, like precious gems, in the middle of the 
sea, and have been looked upon with greedy eyes by other nations 
than ours who have, from time to time, sought to establish an 
influence with the people or the Government of the Hawaiians, 
which efforts, if successful, would involve nothing but detriment 
to us. 

I propose to give, at no great length, some of the events which 


touch our relations with the Hawaiian Islands and which bring | 


their history down to the present moment as affecting the objects 
of the bill before the Senate. 

In the last forty years, Mr. President, wherever intercourse and 
business relations have been maintained between one country and 
another, the laying of submarine cables as a means of facilitating 
such business and intercourse has been constantly going on upon 
the beds of rivers, lakes, bays, gulfs, and oceans in every conti- 
nent. So marked and beneficent have been the results of these 
submarine cables that, aside from what has been done by private 
and corporate enterprise, many of the nations of the world have 
undertaken the laying of these cable lines, either by assuming 
governmentally the whole cost and maintenance and ownership 
of the lines, or by liberal subsidies to companies which but for 
such aid could not afford the cost of these enterprises. 

I have here a list showing the numer of cables and the govern- 
ments by which they are owned or subsidized, and it may be a sur- 
ony to Senators, as it was to me, to find how many of these lines, 

th long and short, have been fostered and aided or absolutely 
owned by the different nations of the world, 





| 
| 
| 








—<—<———_______ 


(internal) os 102 


1 


The number of cables maintained partly by government assist- 
ance and which would be impracticable without such assistance is 


much greater. 
l give next alist of subsidies gr 
alone for submarine telegraph c 


anted by the British Government 


ables. They embrace subsidies 


aggregating £90,100 per annum, about $450,000 in our money, and 
cover lines to an extent in all nearly 10,000 miles: 


Particulars of subsidy granted by the British Government for submarine 
telegraph cables. 


| of sub- 


| sidy per 
annum, 


— 
| 
Date. To whom granted. 





1879 | Eastern Telegraph | £17,500 
| Co, and Telegraph 
| Construction Co. 
ee eee ee 17,500 


1886 | Eastern Telegraph 19, 000 
Co. and Brazilian 
Submarine Tele- 
graph Co. 





1889 | International Cable 8,100 
1893 | Eastern and South 14, 000 
African Telegraph 

Co. 
Wi aiik, ntetininit tetgleiantion 14, 000 


| i 
ai 


| Amount 








Term. For what cable. 
a _ 
Years.| _ | 
20 | Natal-Zanzibar 1,943 
20 | Zanzibar-Aden 1,908 
20| St. Vincent and| 2.740 
West African | 
ports to the Ni | 
ger 
20 | Halifax-Bermuda _| 850 
| | | 
| 20} Zanzibar-Seychel-| 1,119 
| les. 
20 | Seychelles-Mauri 1,064 
} tius. 
| 


The subsidies granted to the Eastern Extension Anstralia and 


China Telegraph Company, Limited, amount to nearly § 


per annum, as shown by the foll 


Particulars of subsidy arrangements m 


and China Telegraph 


00.000 
wing table: 

ade with Eastern Extensio tustralia 
Company, Limited. 





Amount Leneth 
Government granting | of sub- | m, " at tae ible 
subsidy. sidy per | Tem. For what purpos 1 ques- 
} annum Dn. 
| Years. Knots. 
Victoria, New South | £32,400 20 | For duplicating cables 2, 500 
bet 


Wales, South Austra- | 

lia, Western Austra- | | 

lia, Tasmania. | 
New Z a nd, New } 7,500 





South Wales. 
SIs cceriniininaenabent | 4,200 | 
NI ici cctitcteiseniallaatit | 10, 600 
Ficscmvnnscmnnss Gu 
I iat cat 500 


Mr. FRYE. 
a@ mile? 


Penang 


Australia. 





| 

10 | For laying and working 1,283 
cable hetween } 

South Walesand New 

Zealand 














onnecting Vict ria | 182 
| lasmat by sub- | 
2 | I rf 774 
| rsu ] i 
| nnecting Cape 
| §8t. James (Cochin 
Cc} i) with Hai; y 
(Tonquir 
10 | For laying and we 555 
cable from Hor 
| to Cape Boliat 
| _ land of Luzon 
10 | For connecting “a 
kong with Maca 


Can my colleague state what that would average 
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Mr.HALE. I have not made the figures that my colleague asks 
for, but Great Britain gives the Eastern Telegraphic Company, 
which has a cable of 1,943 nautical miles, a subsidy of $85,000 
annually; she gives to the Northern Construction Telegraph Com- 
pany another a of 17,500 pounds sterling, or $85,000, for 
twenty years for another line of 1,908 miles. 

Mr. FRYE. Will my colleague give me the figures for the 
10,000 miles? 

Mr. HALE. About $450,000. 

= FRYE, That would make an average of about $45 per 
mie. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; $45 per mile annually. 

Mr. FRYE. I suppose, of course, the calculations are based on 
nautical miles in all cases. 

Mr. HALE, They are all reckoned in nautical miles. 

Besides this, Great Britain and her colonies give to a single com- 
pany,the Eastern Extension Australia and China Telegraph Com- 
pany, Limited, the amount of nearly $300,000 per annum, lines 
that aggregate nearly 5,000 miles, to a single company for this 
method of communication with her colonies. This includes sub- 
sidies by outlying provinces of Great Britain, and also twoor three 
lesser items to the same company by France, Spain, and Portugal. 

Mr. FRYE. Does my colleague know whether under these sub- 
sidies Great Britain has the privilege of sending her messages free? 

Mr. HALE. There is an arrangement, but what the terms of 
it are I do not know. My recollection of my reading upon the 
subject is that they er with different companies. The resent 
arrangement provides that the Government messages may be sent 
free over this line. 

With one exception, these lines have been laid in the great waters 
of the globe, between all its continents. That exception is the 
great space of ocean water lying between the two hemispheres, and 
forming that immense, mighty, and majestic sea known as the 
Northern Pacific Ocean. 

The maps and charts, which I have here, and which any Senator 
may unroll for himself, show where these lines have been laid, and 
they illustrate, most graphically, their absence from the great 
ocean lying between the Americas and.the great continent of 
Asia. Therefore, it has happened, Mr. President, that the coun- 
tries whose shores this great ocean washes have cast their eyes 
over these waters and have sought a favorable line where a subma- 
rine cable could be laid between the continents of North America, 
Asia, and Australasia, the great requisite for such a line being 
some midway stopping place where the circuit could be broken, 
and where the danger of so long an unbroken stretch would be 
so great as to render the enterprise of laying the interoceanic cable 
impossible. 

The Hawaiian Islands, over and above all other ts in the 
great Pacific Ocean, furnish this resting place, this division of the 
great breadth of waters. Whether such aline should be built from 
some port of the United States or of our southern sister Republic, 
Mexico, or the vast domain lying at our north, which forms that 
great English colony, the Dominion of Canada, has been the ques- 
tion, and it is interesting to watch and note what has been done 
or attempted to be done, by the United States and by Great Brit- 
ain, to this end. 

In the closing session of the Fifty-first Congress the following 
provision was embodied in the naval —. bill, which { 
had the.honor of conducting through the Senate, and which be- 
came a law March 2, 1891: 

To enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made between 
San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, 
for the purpose of determining the practicability of the laying of a telegraphic 
cable between those points, $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


and the President is hereby authorized to direct the use of any vessel or 
vessels belonging to the United States in making such survey. 


Under this authority the Navy Department proceeded to pros- 
ecute the survey, under the direction of accomplished officers of 
the Navy, with ships and crews and appliances furnished by the 
Government. 

The result of this movement, which laid the foundation for any 
subsequent action on the part of our Government, is found in the 
documents which I now present to the Senate, making them a 
part of my remarks. They consist of the report of Lieut. Com- 
mander Richardson Clover, Hydrographer of the United States 
Navy, giving the zeneral results of the survey, and made to Com- 
modore Ramsay, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in the Navy 
Department. This report is transmitted by Commodore Ramsay 
to Hon, B. F. Tracy, Secretary of the Navy, and by him sent to 
the President, and by President Harrison sent to Congress in his 
message which came to the Senate on the 27th day of July, 1892, 
and was then referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Executive Document No. 153, Fifty-second Congress, first session, 
contains these messages of transmittal and the detailed report of 
the course and the result of the survey, which will be interesting 
to any Senator who desires to follow these events. 
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Me e from the President of the United States, transmitting a report of the 
results of the survey for the purpose of determining the practicability of 
laying a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian 

slands. 


July 27, 1892.—Read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, with its accompaniments, a report from the Secretary 
of the Navy of the results of the survey made pursuant to the act of March 2, 
1891, ‘to enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made between 
San Francisco, Cal.,and Honolulu, in the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, 
for the purpose of determining the practicability of the laying of a tele- 
graphic cable between those points.” ’ 
BENJ. HARRISON, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 27, 1892. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 25, 1399. 


Sir: Under the act of March 2, 1891, providing for a deep-sea survey to de- 
termine the practicability of laying a telegraph cable between California and 
the Hawaiian Islands, the steamer Albatross began to take deep-sea soundings 
in October, 1891, and by semuery. 1892, two lines had been run between Mon- 
terey Bay, California, and Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands. The Albatross, being 
peumyee for special investigations in Bering Sea, was detached from the work 
in February, and the steamer Thetis was detailed to run a third line between 
Point Concepcion, California, and Hilo Bay, Hawaii, which was completed in 


May. 

The result of the survey shows that a practicable route can be easily se- 
lected. The report, prepared by the Hydrographic Office of the Bureau of 
Navigation, is herewith transmitted. 

Respectfully submitted. 

B. F. TRACY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
The PRESIDENT. 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 25, 1892. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit the report of the Hydrographer tothe 
Bureau of Navigation concerning ‘the survey of a lane along the bottom of 
the Pacific Ocean between California and the Hawaiian Islands, for the pur- 
pose of determining a practicable route for a submarine telegraph cable be- 


tween those places. 
Very respectfully, F. M. RAMSAY, Chief of Bureau. 


Hon. B. F. Tracy, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


HyproGrapatic Orrice, Unirep STATES Navy, 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
7 Washington, D. C., July 25, 1892 


Str: I have the honor tosubmit a report of the results of the investigations 
undertaken in connection with the survey made pursuant to the act of March 
2, 1891, ‘to enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made bo- 
tween San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the Kingdom of the Hawaiian 
Islands, for the purpose of determining the practicability of the laying of a 
telegraphic cable between those pvints.”’ 

The survey was prosecuted with all the care and paw that the means 
for modern deep-sea research afford, and it is believed that the accompanying 
maps and observations present a good knowledge of the route and establish 
the fact that the laying of a cable on almost any line between California and 
the Hawaiian Islands is practicable. A lane about 300 miles wide was devel- 
oped between California and Hawaii, and the results, as shown in the report 
seem to indicate the most favorable route to be a rhumb line between Mon 
terey Bay, California, and Honolulu. 

Very respectfully, 
, RICHARDSON CLOVER, 
Lieutenant-Commander, United States Navy, Hydrographer 


Commodore F. M. Ramsay, U.S. N., 
Chief of Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department. 


In the Fifty-sscond Congress, as the REcoRD will show, a pro- 
vision was incorporated by the Senate on the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill for a subsidy of $250,000 a year for, as my 
memory recalis, fifteen years’ time to enable a private company to 
construct, lay, and maintain a submarine cable from this coun- 
try to Honolulu. When that proposition reached the other House 
it was opposed and defeated there somewhat upon the ground 
that as the Hawaiian Government had taken no interest in the 
matter our own Government, if it embarked in the enterprise, 
would better do the work and pay the bills and own the line than 
to connect itself by subsidy with a private corporation having no 
recognition by the Hawaiian Government. 

This ended the matter for the time, and the nee slept till the 
a events of the last three years forced the subject again 
upon the attention of Congress and demonstrated the almost ab- 
solute necessity of our having quick communication with the 
Hawaiian Islands if this Government expected to maintain its in- 
fluence with that people. 

I might be led aside, Mr. President, from the strict line of my 
discussion to refer to the events which led to the subversion of the 
Hawaiian monarchy and establishment of a republican govern- 
ment, which exists there to-day, but upon this I invoke the mem- 
ory of Senators who were interested in these events and took part 
in the rather acrimonious discussion that followed in this body to 
establish the proposition that had a submarine cable been oper- 
ating at the time, so that immediate action not only by the Presi- 
dent, but by —— could have been taken, many of the unto- 
ward events of those days would have been averted, and the 
interest and solicitude upon this side of the water and the ago- 
nizing suspense of the people of the Hawaiian Islands might have 
all been saved. ve 

Growing out of these exciting events came the next proposition 
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for action on the part of our Government, when, upon the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, which was before the Sen- 
ate on February 6, 1895, the following amendment, which I had 
offered in the Committee on Appropriations, and which had been 
by that committee adopted and made a part of the bill, came be- 
fore the Senate. Its language was as follows: 
agi ize contract for the entire work of lay- 

on The President i pefetwoen the United States and the Hawaiian Islands, 
and to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall 
be made, and asa part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby 
appropriated. ; ‘ ~~ i 

A somewhat lengthy discussion of this provision, its purpose, 
scope, and necessity, followed, and the amendment. was further 
amended, at the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska, Mr. 
ALLEN, by adding the words: 

Said cable to be owned and operated by the United States Government. 

Many Senators took part in the discussion, and in its course the 
following communications were read to the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 29, 1891. 


Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th 
instant, inclosing a copy of House bill No. 13372, present session, “to incor- 
porate the Pacific Cable Company, and for other purposes.” You accordingly 
ask for any views which I may have to offer upon the subject. : 

This Department feels a deep interest in the prosecution and completion of 
a submarine cable between the United States and the East, via Hawaii, as 
shown by the bill under consideration. Recently this subject was presented 
to this Department by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, and I take pleasure in inclosing, for information, a copy of my 
reply, dated the 22d instant, in the hope that it will suffice for your present 

Peas. 

— I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hon. MARK H. DUNNELL, 

Chairman of the Subcommittee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 22, 1891. 


Sir: A letter from you, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
under date of December 3, 1890, requested the views of this Department on 
the subject-matter of the following resolution, adopted by the Senate on the 
2d ultimo: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the advisability of the passage of a law authorizing 
a survey for a transpacific submarine cable route from some suitable point 
on the Pacific Coast to the Hawaiian Islands, thence via Samoa and New 
Zealand to Australia, and of legislation encouraging the formation of a com- 
pany for such purpose, and to report by bill or otherwise.” _ 

The general subject-matter of the resolution has for some time been under 
attentive consideration in this Department, and efforts have been made to 
obtain trustworthy indications of the disposition of the Hawaiian Government 
and of other powers interested in the problem of transpacific communica- 
tion, to promote the cable connection_of the East and Australia with the 
western coast of the United States via Honolulu and the Samoan Islands. It 
is only very recently that the plan favored by the Hawaiian Government has 
been authoritatively laid before me. 

I have no doubt of the great importance to the United States of possessing 
cable communication with Hawaii. Besides subserving the close interests 
which we maintain with those islands, and tending to exert a positive and 
potential influence on the political autonomy of the Hawaiian group, sucha 
cable would be a necessary factor in a great scheme of direct communication 
with China and Japan, and with Australasia by way of the Samoan Islands. 

There has already been made to this Government a proposition on the part 
of Germany and Great Britain to consider the feasibility of a concurrent ac- 
tion and aid toward laying a telegraphic cable to Samoa via Honolulu. It is 
quite certain that the Japanese Government would, in its turn, welcome a 
direct line to the United States,and would in all probability contribute, by 
ea ety or otherwise, toward its realization. The interest 
of Japan in the subject has been evinced by recent inquiries. A late dispatch 
from the United States minister at Peking indicates that a transpacific cable 
company would receive material encouragement from Chinese quarters. 

A comprehensive Pacific system of telegraphy would not only of necessity 
make Honolulu a radial point, but would supply the single line between the 
United States and Hawali with a large volume of business. 

The terms of the Hawaiiau concession are contained in the annexed letter, 
addressed to me a few days ago by the concessionary, Mr. Alfred S. Hart- 
well. Itis to be observed that the calculations of woskine cost and revenue 
therein presented rest on the operation of the proposed Americo-Hawaiian 
cable alone, without regard to the increased returns which would doubtless 
flow from an extension of communication westward. As the system ex- 
pands working expenses may be expected to diminish in proportion to re- 
ceipts. A single repair ship, for instance, stationed at Honolulu, would prob- 
ably suffice for the efficient maintenance of all the cables centering there. 

In the course of events telegraphic communication throughout the Pacific 
Ocean and with the shores of America, Asia, and Australasia is indispensable 
and certain tocome. The section joining Hawaii to the American continent, 
besides being the shortest and least costly link in the general chain, is by far 
the most important from political points of view; pond I deem it of the high- 
est consequence to the United States that it be promptly constructed by 
American effort, and with the sanction of our Government. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
United States Senate. 

The upshot of it all was that, on the 9th day of February, 1895, 
the Senate adopted the amendment providing for the laying and 
maintaining of the cable by the Government, and the whole mat- 
ter went into conference with the House of Representatives. 

Not to take up more time of the Senate, I may say that the whole 
project failed, owing to the hostility of the other legislative branch 
of the Government to the project, and, so far as we are concerned, 
there it has remained till to-day. 

In the meantime Great Britain has not been idle, and the his- 
tory of her efforts to secure a landing place for a British cable, 
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which should traverse the bed of the Pacific Ocean, from some 
point in her Canadian possessions, probably Vancouver, to a rest- 
ing pointin the middle of the sea, from which two branches would 
diverge, one to some point in Australasia and the other to the 
Chinese or Japanese coast, is most interesting. 

Colonial conferences of all British dependencies were held, in 
1887 in London, in 1888 in Sydney, in 1893 in Auckland, in 1894 in 
Ottawa, and all urged the Imperial Government to conduct the 
survey of a route between Canada and Australia for the purpose 
of laying and maintaining a submarine cable between Canada and 
Australia. In order to accomplish this such a cable must find a 
resting place and land on one of the Hawaiian Islands or on Fan- 
ning Island; but the British project found a lion in the path in 
the provisions of the existing treaty between the United States 
and Hawaii, under which such landing of a foreign company for 
the purpose of laying its cable could only be permitted by the 
consent of the United States to a modification of the treaty to 
that end. 

In October, 1894, a commission, consisting of the new British 
consul, Captain Hawes, Mr. Sanford Fleming, of Ottawa, and Mr. 
W. Hepworth Mercer, of the British colonial office, London, vis- 


| ited the Hawaiian Islands and sought to obtain permission to 


acquire property, by lease or purchase, as a landing place and in- 
termediate station for the British Pacific cable. 

The Hawaiian Government, acting under the provisions of the 
treaty, and evidently with no sympathy for the movement or for 
the lodgment of any European or Canadian cable upon their ter- 
ritory, invoked the provisions of the treaty with the United States, 
which I have before recited, and, ina communication addressed to 


| our Government, asked that Congress might consider the question 


of permitting the British company to acquire an interoceanic sta- 
tion upon one of the Hawaiian Islands. 

This British commission had gone to Honolulu and, in commu- 
nication with the Hawaiian Government there, was very pertina- 
cious in seeking for permission to land their cable on one of the 
lesser islands of the Hawaiian group, and went so far as to claim 
that under the treaty with us a lease to an individual was not 
prohibited, and that such instrument might be made to Mr. Mer- 
cer for the benefit of such company as he might form. 

To this proposition the Hawaiian Government refused to listen, 
declaring that the concessions asked for are counter to the spirit 
of the reciprocity treaty, and nothing more could be done under 
it. The most that the Hawaiian Government undertook to do 
was to refer the subject to the United States. They did not re- 
quest the United States to agree to the British arrangement. They 
reported the fact of such negotiation and asked for an expression 
of our policy on the subject. 

This proposition was submitted by President Cleveland in his 
message of January 9, 1895, which I read to the Senate, recom- 
mending its assent to the proposition of the British company. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith certain dispatches from our minister at Hawaii and the 
documents which accompanied the same. 

They disclose the fact that the Hawaiian Government desires to lease to 
Great Britain one of the uninhabited islands belonging to Hawaii as a station 
for a submarine telegraph cable to be laid from Canada to Australia, with a 
connection between the island leased and Honolulu. 

Both the Hawaiian Government and the representatives of Great Britain 
in this negotiation concede that the proposed lease can not be effected with 
out the consent of the United States, for the reason that in our reciprocity 
treaty with the King of Hawaii he agreed that as long as said treaty remained 
in force he would not “ lease or otherwise dispose of or create any lien upon 
any port, harbor, or other territory in his deminion, or grant any special 
privilege or right of use therein to any other power, state, or government.” 

At the request of the Hawaiian Government this subject is laid before the 
Congress for its determination upon the question of so modifying the treaty 
agreement above recited as to permit the proposed lease 

It will be seen that the correspendence which is submitted between the 
Hawaiian and British negotiators negatives the existence on the part of 
Hawaii of any suspicion of British unfriendliness or the fear of British 
aggression. 

The attention of the Congress is directed to the following statement con- 
tained in a communication addressed to the Hawaiian Government by the 
representatives of Great Britain: 

“We propose to inform the British Government of your inquiry, whether 
they would accept the sovereignty of Necker Island or some other uninhab- 
ited island on condition that no subsidy is required from you. As we ex- 
plained, we have not felt at liberty to entertain that question ourselves, as 
we were definitely instructed not to ask for the sovereignty of any island, 
but only for a lease simply for the purpose of the cable.” 

Some of the dispatches from our minister, which are submitted, not only 
refer to the project for leasing an uninhabited island belonging to Hawaii, 
but contain interesting information concerning recent occurrences in that 
country, and its politicai and social condition. This information is valuable 
because it is based upon the observation and knowledge necessarily within 
the scope of the diplomatic duties which are intrusted solely to the charge of 
thisintelligent dipk ymatic officer representing the United States Government 
at Hawaii. 

I hope the Congress will see fit to grant the request of the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment, and that our consent to the proposed lease will be promptly ac- 
corded. It seems to me we ought not, by a refusal of this request, to stand 
in the way of the advantages to be gained by isolated Hawaii through tele- 
graphic communication with the rest of the world, especially in view of the 
fact that our own communication with that country would thereby be greatly 
improved without apparent detriment to any legitimate American interest. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 9, 1895. 
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This recommendation was not received with favor by the Senate, 
which had more than once committed itself to the proposition that 
this Government should aid a United Statescable, either by build- 
ing it or by subsidy, and nothing came of it. 

The artful project of the British commission had most ignobly 
failed, and with it, for the present, their hope of securing a con- 
cession in the Hawaiian Islands for the benefit of a British cable 
company. 

That great interest had been felt in this commission and great 
hopes entertained in its action is shown in the reports of the pro- 
ceedings of the colonial conference at Ottawa in June and July, 
1894. I have succeeded in obtaining a copy of these proceedings, 
and any Senator who hesitates as to the duty of prompt action on 
our part on this subject will be enlightened as to the objects and 
hopes of Great Britain upon this matter. 

t one of the sessions of the conference Sir Henry Wrixon, a 
delegate from Victoria, said, speaking of the danger that if Eng- 
land did not take up the cable project, those interested in laying 
it might secure French assistance: 

The hope we cherish is that we will get France out of New Caledonia, and 
we are all in favor of England having supreme control of the Pacific. e re- 

rd that as essential to our rights and to our existence asa nation. We in 

ustralia dearly cherish the idea that England should control absolutely in 
the Pacific. That is my argument. The imperial view or national view we 
regard as important. e want to prevent any other nation from becoming 
dominant in the Pacific. 

The conference, at the time, appears to have been somewhat in 
fear of interference by the French Government. But its whole 
proposition was covered by the repeated expressions of the desire 
that Great Britain should become the mistress of the Pacific 
Ocean and of the trade on its great waters, and that a submarine 
cable was the first essential to this control. 

Some of the advantages to Great Britain, both from acommercial 
and military standpoint, were set forth in the conference, as will 
be found upon pages 301 and 302 of the report by Mr. Fleming, 
who submitted to the conference certain propositions which had 
been made touching the importance of the subject to the Imperial 
Government by General Herbert, then in the service of the Cana- 
dian Government. 

His first proposition is as follows: 

Such a cable would double the existing means of telegraphic intelligence 


between Great Britain and Australia, and ultimately between Great Britain, 
the Cape, and India. 


Another proposition was as follows: 


Canada would be provided with an alternative line of intelligence with 
Great Britain in the improbable, yet possible, event of the general interrup- 
tion of the transatlantic lines landed in Canada at a time when those landed 
in the United States might not be available. 

This of course refers to the possibility of a conflict between the 
United States and Great Britain. , 

Another proposition was as follows: 

A direct line of telegraphic intelligence would be established between the 
northernmost station of the British Pacific squadron and the stations of the 
Australian squadron—an incalculable advantage in facilitating the coopera- 
tion of these naval forces with one another. 

And General Herbert is quoted as winding up his suggestions 
with the following words: 

In military as in commercial affairs the importance of a rapid and secure 
interchange of intelligence between distant points can not be overestimated 
The prepesed transpacific cable will doubtless find many advocates upon 
purely commercial grounds, but I will venture to report that viewed solely 
as a military line of intelligence its value is so t that it should secure the 
unhesitating support of all the governments whose interests and very exist- 


bw demand the fullest development of an organized system of imperial 
efense. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator from Maine 
state a little more clearly what the conference Was and who 
attended it. 

Mr. HALE, The report is made by Mackenzie Bowell, then 
minister of trade and commerce, and at present premier to his 
excellency the Right Honorable Mr. John Campbell Hamilton- 
on Earl of Aberdeen, Governor-General of Canada, etc. 

© says: 

The undersigned has the honor to present to your excellency the report of 


the proceedings of the colonial conference held in Ottawa from 28th June to 
Mth July, 1s4. 


The make-up of the conference consisted of delegates from the 
Government of Her Majesty, the Earl of Jersey; the Dominion of 
Canada, represented by Hon. Mackenzie Bowell and other mem- 
bers of the any ew South Wales, the Hon. F. B. Suttor, 
minister of public nstruction; Tasmania, by the Hon. Nicholas 
Fitzgerald; Cape of Good Hope, the Government of South Austra- 
lia, the Government of New Zealand, the Government of Victoria, 
the Government of Queensland. 

Nothing, Mr. President, could show more clearly the spirit that 
animates our great commercial rival in dealing with just such 

uestions as the one now before the Senate. All through General 

erbert’s suggestions or reflections runs the one dominating pur- 
pose which controls English administrations in dealing with the 
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whole world, outside of the British Islands, which is to push out 
and push forward, to gain territory, to gain the control of grea! 
seas and waterways, and all to build up the imperial power and 
imperial authority. Itis time that something of this spirit should 
be interfused with the policy of the United States. 

In the meantime an interesting incident had occurred in t}o 
Hawaiian Islands, showing the watchfulness of Great Britain a) 
its determination in some way to gain a foothold in some part | 
the Hawaiian group. Atthe Ottawa conference, in the early part 
of the year 1894, the same Mr. Fleming whom I have bet 
quoted took occasion to say that— 

Another island, considerably nearer Vancouver than Fanning Island, \ 
available for a mid-ocean station. On the 23d September I prepared a me1 
randum which was sent from Honolulu by Mr. Bowell, informing the Ca) 
dian Government that this island was unoccupied and unclaimed. I refer to 
Necker Island. When I reached Australia the same statement was repeat! 
by me in amemorandum dated October 11, which wassubmitted to the vai 
Australian Governments. And again in January last I had, with the agent 
general and the high commissioner for Canada, an opportunity of seeing Lor) 
Ripon, and I placed in his hands a third document, dated January 6,in whic), 
I pointed out that this island, 800 miles nearer than Fanning Island, was 
unoccupied and unclaimed by any maritime power. That island. however, is 
not now available. On the 2/th May last formal possession was taken of it 
the Hawaiian authorities, so thatif we want Necker Island we must now aj)))! 
to those who have so recently laid claim to it. : 

It will be interesting to Senators to hear the story of the Britis 
attempt to get possession of Necker Island and how that atteim)) 
was checkmated by the action of the Hawaiian Government. Tho 
island lies about 400 miles northwest from Honolulu, and is in 
a direct line, as are all of the Hawaiian islands, where a cable 
would naturally be laid from Canada to Australia or to the shores 
of upper Asia. Ithad been claimed by the Hawaiian Government 
as one of the Hawaiian group from 1857, when the Hawaiian Goy- 
ernment sent Captain Paty on an expedition to inspect its outly- 
ing islands. Captain Paty reported that he had sailed around 
Necker Island, but found no place where a landing could be mad 

From that date to 1894, when the incident of which I am about 
to speak occurred, the island attracted no attention. The Ha- 
waiian Government seemed to have been conscious of the defect 
in its title to Necker Island by reason of not ever having taken 

ssession of it. In the month of May the Hawaiian Government 
Coameas aware that this defect as to possession had been discovered 
by the Canadian Government or by persons connected with th 
British Pacific cable enterprise. 

A person whose movements were conducted quietly and perhays 
furtively landed from one of the Canadian steamers and went «ii 
once to the survey department of the Hawaiian Government, 
where he made minute and pointed inquiries regarding Necker 
Island. He also sought out and found a son of Captain Paty, o! 
whom he solicited the possession of Captain Paty’s log on the 
voyage of 1857. These facts were brought to the attention of the 
Hawaiian Government, which at the same time observed that 
the British cruiser Champion, then in port, was prepared to go to 
sea, ostensibly on a target-practice cruise. The Hawaiian Gover 
ment determined to act at once in order to save any question aly 
ownership of Necker Island. They chartered one of the inter 
island steamers, coaled and provisioned it and dispatched it to 
Necker Island within six hours from the time they had learned 0! 
the danger and of the near departure of the British ship Champio 

The Hawaiian vessel and the Champion left port at the same 
time, heading in the same direction. It was commonly believ«| 
that both vessels were bound forthe same destination. Thesmal|: 
vessel, however, that employed by the Hawaiian Government, 
was enabled to make greater speed than her rival on account 0! 
her lighter draft and ability to ignore the reefs, the avoidance 0! 
which would prolong the voyage. The Hawaiian expedition was 
successfully accomplished and the Hawaiian flag was raised upon 
Necker Island, and proclamation was there made that possessiou 
was taken in the name of the Hawaiian Government. 

The British ship Champion did not extend her voyage to Necker 
Island, having stopped at one of the islands on the way. Further 
advance by her would have been useless. 

For once the wit and enterprise and aggressive force of Great 
Britain had all been met and outwitted by a smaller Government. 
This is why Mr. Fleming rather pathetically says in the Ottawa 
conference that Necker Island is no longer available as a British 
midway point for the laying of their cable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask whether the Champion did 
not have upon her some British botanist or British geologist whom 
the war vessel might have landed to make botanic or geographical 
explorations on the island, notwithstanding the fact that the Ha- 
waiian was flying there? 

Mr. H . I do not know, of course, what prevented any 
further action upon the part of the Champion. Ipresume that as 
a British ship she was fitted out with everything that was neces- 
sary for any kind of an exploration or lodgment, but the little 
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sre first : sed the Hawaiian flag, and whether | stated amount of the bonds of the Republic, bearing interest at the rate and 
vessel got there first and raised th wr - ayable at the time or times therein stated; or, 









the British ship had botanists or not, it was of no use for the " 4. Asubscription to the stock any corporation or corporations formed 
Champion to go there. Hawaii in that way maintained her title | for the p pose of constructing and operating any such cable or ca 
to the island ». A combination of any tw nore of the methods hereinbefor en 
t Sli * . ° . tiored 
It shows, Mr. President, as many In ide nts and eve nts show ies ©: Dehenbhinsh er Seebenets digit ches emtnees eeentihines wn Oe 
all along the way of the history of this transaction, how deter the Pri I hall seem necessary or proper for the pr n 
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mined our rivals are to gain the commercial and military control rests of the Republic in and concerning the use and ma 
of the great Pacific Ocean, and that we can afford to lose no time 
in moving if we determine to move at all, 

During the last half dozen years England has been quietly tak- 
ing possession of group after group of islands in the South Pacific, 
with the intention of utilizing the most suitable bits of land 
for telegraph stations on the great transoceanic route. | rhe 

yrocess has been carried on unobtrusively but systematically. 
Pr ‘tectorates were established wherever it was not practicable to 


such cable 

Sec. 5. No contract or 
act shall be binding upor 
been ratified and approved 


‘ontracts concluded under or by authority of this 
»Government of Hawaii unti 
the Legislature there 

Sec. 6. The President is hereby authorized and empowered to employ an 
agent or agents to assist, either within the Republic or in any forei 
try. in negotiating any such contract or contracts 
aying the expenses which may be incurred 
by virtue of this act the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the treasury otherwise unappropriated, which, or so much thereof 
as may become necessary, shall be expended in such manner as may be di 
rected by the President 

Sec. 8. This act shall take effect and become a law from and after the day 
of its approval. 

Approved August 12, 1895. 












Sec. 7. For the purpose of def 


assume ownership. In 1888 the British flag was raised on King- 
man, Palmyra, Washington, Fanning, Christmas, Dudosa, Bier- 
son, and Penrhyn islands, In the same year Her Majesty the 

ueen took under her protection Ellice Island and the Pheenix, 
Union, and Gilbert groups. She already had a > over 
the Fiji Islands. In 1889 she took Suwaroff Island, and in 1891 
Johnston Island, which is about 500 miles west of the south end 
of the Hawaiian archipelago. In 1892 Gardiner and Danger islands 


It will be seen that it authorizes and empowers the President of 
the Hawaiian Republic, with the consent of his cabinet, to ne 
gotiate contracts with persons or corporations or governments for 
constructing, maintaining, and operating telegraph cable or cables 
were appropriated. All of these islands and groups have been ex- | connecting the several islands of the Republic with the countries 
ae vith a view to determining their availability for the pur- | lying in or bordering on the Pacific Ocean. The sections suc- 


! 

pose mentioned. : ceeding section 1 cover all the details necessary to effectuate such 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNER in the chair), | concession, and there are ample clauses touching all questions re- 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lating to the accession of lands, the subsidy to be given by the 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. Hawaiian Government, the constitution of any corporation to 

The SecRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect | which the concession shall be granted, and, in short, everything 
the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates | authorizing the President and his cabinet to set in motion the 
of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. machinery necessary to make and re in operation such concession 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. | a8 would be an incentive and aid to the project for telegraphic 
PEFFER] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. communication with the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. Having the floor, I will yield for the purpose of Closely following this act and directly upon its heels is the con- 
affording the Senator from Maine an opportunity to conclude his | cession granted by the President of the Republic of Hawaii to 
remarks, if he desires to do so. Z. 8. Spalding ‘‘ for laying, working, and maintaining submarine 

Mr. HALE. Ithankthe Senator from Kansas. It will not take | telegraph cables from San Francisco to Honolulu and between the 
me very long to conclude. several Hawaiian islands, with exclusive landing rights and sub- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be | sidy for twenty years.” 
informally laid aside, and the Senator from Maine will proceed. [have herean official copy of this concession, which takes the form 

Mr. HALE. The events which I have recited, showing the | of an agreement between ‘‘ Sanford Ballard Dole, President of the 
purpose of the British Government to establish a Pacific Ocean | Republic of Hawaii, and Zephaniah Swift Spalding, of Honolulu, 
cable from Canada to Australasia and Asia, with some midway | party of the second part, hereinafter called the contractor.” I 

oint of rest on or near the Hawaiian Islands, together with the | have looked at it, ana examined it, and it has been examined by 
feeling of necessity for close communication with the United | other Senators and Members, and it undoubtedly conveys the ex- 
States which the occurrences at Honolulu during the past three | clusive right with the subsidy to Mr. Spalding or to any company 
years had made most intense, had at last brought theGovernment | that he may form or to which he may assign. 
of the islands to see the necessity of taking steps toward encour- Mr. FRYE. My colleague is aware, of course, that there is an- 
aging and aiding some project for telegraphic communication | other bill already pending, and he will excuse me for interrupting 
with this country. him, but I am chairman of the subcommittee having charge of 

It is to the credit of that Government, I can justly say, that | the bill. 
whenever it has been confronted with any real emergency it has Mr. HALE. Iam very glad to hear from my colleague. 
shown resources adequate to successful action. Mr. FRYE. The bill to which I refer provides for the landing 

On the 12th day of August, 1895, an act to facilitate the con- | Of a cable at Pearl River Harbor. Has the Senator examined the 
struction and maintenance of telegraphic cables in the Pacific, | question as to whether or not the grant of Hawaii to the Spalding 
which had been passed by the Legislature of the Republic of | Company, or whatever it may be called, is so exclusive as to pre- 
Hawaii, was approved and became alaw. It is the enabling act | vent the landing at Pearl River Harbor of a cable built by a cor- 
under which the concession to which I shall refer later was | poration and not by the Government of the United States? 
made. Its provisions are as follows: Mr. HALE. I have very grave doubts W hether under these 

y 3 ¥ e ene owacts « ( & concession coming 
An act to facilitate the een spk eteteeanes of telegraph cables in io mes pny Be — the tim ' a n M r. 

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the Republic of Hawaii: Spalding is allowed to build the cable, to any other person or to 

SECTION 1. The President, with the consent of the Cabinet, ishereby author. | #2Y Other company whatever. I am inclined to believe, andI 
ized and empowered to negotiate and conclude a contract or contracts with | think the Senator and his committee—I am glad they are consid- 
any person gr persons, corporation or corporations government oF gyvern. | ering the matter. and I hope they will take it up at an early day— 
cable or cables connecting the several islands of the Republic or comnecting will find, that all this right has been parted wi h to this cor pany, 
the Republic of Hawaii with the countries lying in or bordering upon the | and om it —— ans the «* which is fixed, the termination 

cific Ocean. L . of which is November 1, 1898, has the right to occupy Pearl Har- 
visions to allow the free uso of uny Government lands necessary for the son. | DOT ot any other portion of the territory of the Hawaiian Islands 
struction, maintenance, or operation of such cable or cables; E for this purpose. 

— a meee Saty ofl seatorial to be used exclusively in the construc- [t is provided in terms that the Spalding Company shall not be 

To allow the condemnation and appropriation, according to law, of such | @@titled to an exclusive franchise or to a subsidy unless the con- 
land, property, or rights of way as may be necessary for the construction, | struction of the cable shall begin on or before May 1, 1807, and 
aeenanen, or operation of such cable or cables and the land connections | be completed not later than November 1, 1898. 

To remit for a term of years, therein to be stated, ail taxes upon the prop- [may say here that Mr. Spalding is a man well and favorably 
erty located within the Republic belonging to or connected with such cable | known, not only in Honolulu, where he has large business inter- 
an ay og or nemsew eppsetinent to the construction, main- sts, but in the United States and upon the other side of the At- 

To remit all harbor and port dues and charges upon any vessel or vessels | -° "UC: He _ native of the State of Ohio, was Union soldier 
engaged in laying or maintaining any such cable or cabies, or which may be | 1 the late war, and went to Hawaii as an agent for the United 
OTe nde Lente et the mapabite for such aepene, ena e States Government about the time of the negotiation of the early 
guemn just and adventamenns to the intemoste ot the a ERAS BANG treaties, and has since served for several years as United States 

Suc. 3. Such ieisaadelnastatemen may consist of — consul-general at Honolulu. He undoubtedly feels that the suc- 

‘ & Sass aeurpnanel cash payment or eubeldy for 2 skated riod; or. cess of this cable project, while it benefits the people of Hawaii, 
both of a stated anount of the ins iy al ane peseen Salem odin also will add to the value of his own property, and that with the 
or operating such cable or eables; or, prosperity of the islands will increase his own prosperity. 

I look upon this as fortunate, because it establishes the fact that 


& A subsidy by issuing to the party or parties indicated in such contract a 
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the scheme upon which this cable is to be built is not that of an 
adventurer or a visionary, but that Mr. Spalding and his associ- 
ates are men of probity, enterprise, and business ability and of 
sufficient means. 

I will not take the time of the Senate by reading the concession 
or agreement in full, but will, with the leave of the Senate, append 
it as a supplement to my remarks. I have gone over it with some 
careand find that it covers all necessary details as to terminal points 
of the cable, the time which it shall maintained, the space of 
time to be devoted to its construction, and I may say here is that 
‘*such telegraphic communication shall be established not later 
than the 1st day of November, 1898”; and the amount of subsidy 
granted, devendent upon the Government of the United States 
joining in this undertaking by the granting of substantial assist- 
ance to the contractor, his representatives or assigns, is $40,000 
per annum. 

I can say, in short, of this concession that the intention which 
evidently animated the Hawaiian Government in making it to 
connect the enterprise with such aid as the United States might 
give to it is manifest in all its peens. 

Following this the Pacific Cable Company was organized under 
the laws of the State of New Jersey, and is the successor and 
assign of Mr. Spalding’s interest, and is the company with which 
this Government deals, as provided in the bill to which I shall 
allude later. 

I have here a copy of the charter, which, rather than take the 
time of the Senate in reading in full, I will insert as a supplement 
to my remarks, 

This brings us to the bill which I introduced on January 3, 1896, 
and which, if it becomes a law, marks the bounds of the obliga- 
tions of this Government, and all its rights, whether of use or of 
possession or of ownership, assumed under its provisions. 

The bill which has just been read to the Senate has been most 
carefully drawn. I have examined it thoroughly, as have other 
Senators and Members of the other branch of the National Legis- 
iature, and the Committee on Foreign Relations, which is to care- 
fully consider its provisions, will no doubt examine them in detail 
and give hearings to all parties from whom information can be 

ained, 

. 1 shall not take up the time of the Senate to comment at length 
upon each section and clause. It, inshort, gives to the Postmaster- 
General authority to contract with the Pacific Cable Company for 
transmission by electrical means between San Francisco and 
Honolulu of all messages on the business of the United States for 
twenty years from July 1, 1897. The obligation of the United 
States is to pay in each of the twenty years the actual cost of 
maintaining, operating, and renewing the cable for that year, and 
to this is to be added a sum sufficient to pay interest at 4 per 
cent on the sum expended by the ar for constructing and 
laying the cable and acquiring lands and buildings appurtenant 
to it for its operation. 

From this sum is to be deducted the Hawaiian subsidy of $40,000 
per annum, which is thus turned over by the company to this 
Government. The extent of this obligation is shown by the fol- 
lowing computation, which covers the entire cost of the plant, the 
acquisition of stations, rights of way, and the short interisland 
connections in Hawaii, the cable repair steamers, and all expense 
incident to the successful laying and maintaining of the cable, 
this amount being $3,789,417.45. The annual fixed charges for 
which this Government will be obligated under the bill amount 
to $293,824.26, from which is to be deducted the $40,000 annual 
subsidy given by the Hawaiian Government. So that, in round 
numbers, the bill commits the United States to the subvention of 
about $250,000 per annum. I think this is exactly the amount 
fixed in the bill providing for a subsidy to another company, and 
to which I have alluded as having, three years ago, in the Fifty- 
second Congress, passed the Senate. The details are a little more 
fully given in the paper which I present and make part of my re- 
marks, 

Cost of constructing, laying, connecting, and establishing cable lines be 
tween the cities of San Francisco and Honolulu, and between points upon the 
Hawaiian Islands, together with estimate of annual fixed charges, including 
ens cee cent per annum upon the cost of such cables, ships, stations, 


Cost in cash, based upon estimate of the Compagnie Francaise des Cables 
Telegraphiques of Paris. 





Construction and laying. 
Francs. Dollars. 
San Francisco and Honolulu cable....................- 15, 110,000 | 2,983, 980. 58 
EINE CORBI oo vkink inna nundcccdncectssnctaebsiunceal: ee 194, 174. 75 
Cable-repair steamers......................--.0--------| 2,000,000 388, 349. 51 
SRROUENS OE BATANCS PAYUMORUM. «i. cnnancannconaonses tleuccbasccsnolocebbaaheness 
905, 500 


175, 825. 24 
500, 000 97, 087. 37 


Supervising expenses, etc., at 5 per cent. ............- 
Land lines, stations, rights of way, and supplies..... 





Annual fixed charges. 


Interest, at 4 per cent on cost, as above, 19,515,500 francs, $3,789,417.45. $151.57 
Maintenance of cables, renewals, etc., San Francisco = Honolulu ee 


i i dhk conti cccuhedsiubsagebeearsseticcccsasecesneses, 10, 004, 8 
SE SENN, ERIE SID a cnndeack cobcncpates dovececensscconcce 25, 242. 71 
i cediithaiatehtteliaedentlihiala a biesttacibinsidira duiminitareinsent 203, 324. 26 


I will here incorporate with my remarks a copy of Senate bill 
1316, introduced by me: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to 
contract with ‘the Pacific Cable Company, a corporation of New Jerse y 
for the transmission, Z electrical means, between the cities of San Francisco. 
Cal., and Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, of messages on the business of the 
United States during a period of twenty years from the Ist of July, A. D, 
1897; and to stipulate in the said agreement that the amount paid tosaid com- 
pany for such service by the United States shall in each year bea sum to be 
computed as follows: 

First. To the amount actually expended quaing that year by said company 
in maintaining, renewing, and operating a line of submarine telegraph fron, 
San Francisco, Cal., to Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, there shall be added a 
sum sufficient to pay interest at 4 per cent on the sum actually expended 
by said company for constructing and acquiring such telegraph line, together 
with the lands, buildings. land lines, and other appurtenances fairly requisite 
to its efficient working; such cost to be certified toand approved by the Post- 
master-General or otherwise determined as hereinafter provided. 

Second. From such sum to be so computed and paid in each year there 

shall be deducted in each year the sum of $40,000. 
_ Third. The remainder shall be paid to said company by the United States 
in four equal quarterly payments: Provided, however, That the amount so 
paid shall not in any one year exceed a maximum sum to be agreed u pon in 
said contract, unless the tolls upon messages transmitted for the United 
States, computed at the rates charged by said company to the public as 
hereinafter provided for like service, would be in excess of such sum; in 
which case the tolls so in excess shall be computed at one-half the current 
rates; and the deduction of $40,000 hereinbefore provided for shall for that 
year be diminished to the extent of such excess. 

Seo, 2. That said company shall in said agreement stipulate that on or be- 
fore the Ist day of July, 1897, it will have laid and in operation a line of sub- 
marine telegraph extending from the city of San Francisco to the city of 
Honolulu, capable of transmitting from either of said cities not less than 
fifteen words per minute; and during said period of twenty years will main- 
tain and renew the same, as may be necessary, to maintain such capacity for 
electrical transmission between the cities above mentioned. 

If from a cause which said pomarng in the judgment of the Postmaster- 
General could control or avoid, said company shall, at any time within the 
said term of twenty years, be incompetent convey the messages of the 
United States, as aforesaid, for a period of more tnan one hundred and twenty 
consecutive days, then, and in that case, the Postmaster-General shall deduct 
for that year a amen art of the sum so named by him as aforesaid: 
Provided, That in the event of a break or damage to such cable at a distance 
of more than 500 miles from either of its shore ends, the said term shall be 
extended to one hundred and eighty dors before any deduction from the 
annual Da ment by the United States shall result from such incapacity: And 
provide Jurther, That in the event such failure or incapacity to transmit 
said m s shall continue for one year, the Postmaster-General may, at 
his option, cancel the contract made with said company, and from and after 
that date the Government shall be under no obligation to pay said amount 
or any sum whatsoever. 

Sec, 8. That said company shall in said agreement further stipulate that 
the United States may at its option at any time during the said term of 
trent eara, and without notice, assume and take exclusive possession of 
alland singular the colognes line of said ey to be constructed as afore- 
said, extending from said city of San Francisco to the city of Honolulu, to- 
ser with all lands, buildings and property of every kind appurtenant 

hereto, -— may exercise absolute and exclusive control of on over the 
business of said telegraph line between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, 
Hawaiian Islands, for and during such time or times as may be deemed nec: 
essary or proper ‘y the President, or the official acting in his behalf, the 
Government y unto the said company, in addition to any sum or sums 
otherwise agreed upon, such amount as shall and will recompense and make 
good to the said company any and all loss of subsidy from either Government 
or receipts from business that ney be caused by such taking possession or 
assumption of control by the Uni Statesasaforesaid. The said agreement 
shall further stipulate that the United States may at its option at any timo 
during the said term of twenty years take over froni said ocapeny and there- 
after own and hold, free of all lien or other incumbrance thereon, the tele 
graph line of said company to be constructed as aforesaid, extending from 
said city of San Francisco to the city of Honolulu, together with all lands, 
buildings, and property of every kind appurtenant thereto, upon payment 
of said company’s just debt then existing and incurred for the acquisition, 
maintenance, and operation of the property so acquired by the United States, 
and the payment also to the stockholders of said company, or their assigns, 
of the sums 0 ly subscribed and paid by them in money to said com- 
y, with inte~-st at 5 per cent per annum, less any sum or sums repaid to 
hem by sai? sompany, as dividends or otherwise, with interest on every of 
said sums at 5 per cent per annum from the date of such repayment; such 
ae to expressly recite that the intent is that the United States shall 
ave a right, at its option, to acquire said property at the strict cost to such 
company of its uisition, maintenance, and operation, less any sum which 
said property may ave earned or in any manner repaid, and shall in addition 
pay he stockholders of said company or their assigns such sums as will reim- 
urse merely their o: and actual outlay, less any sum received back by 
them from any source, with interest in either case at 5 per cent per annum. 

Such provision shall further recite that the amount so to be paid for the 
purchase of said line of tele; -_ and appurtenances shall be fixed, exclusive 
of interest, by a sworn exhibit of any and all contracts for construction, 
maintenance, and operation, any or all of them, and the amount paid thereon 
by said company; such exhibit as to the cost of construction to filed with 
the Postmaster-General within six months after the completion of said tele- 
o- line or lines between said citiesof San Francisco and Honolulu; and as 

the cost of operation, maintaining, and renewing, by annual sworn state- 
ments to be filed with the Postmaster-General not later than May 1 in each 
year, ene Ae cost of operation, maintenance, and renewal during the year 
preceding; showing also all sums received by said ory from any source 
and what part thereof has in any manner been repaid to the stockholders of 
said company. Every such annual exhibit shall be the basis upon which shall 
be made the = peas for operation, maintenance, and renewal 
during the following year, but the amount so paid shall be subject to read- 
justment to whatever extent at the end of the year it shall at the end of the 
year be found more or less than the actual to said company during the 
year in which said a eee were made. 

Upon the filing of such ent of cost of construction and upon the 
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i nual statement thereafter, the Postmaster-General, in 
- ee ee any time within one year, refer the same to the Court 
of Claims for audit, in which case io of said court shall be final 

nd binding upon the United States and upon said company, but every such 
exhibit not so referred within one year shall be binding upon the United 
3 id company. 
-— 4g Hy the continuance of said period of twenty years the 
maximum rates for the transmission of any message other than United 
States Government messages hereinbefore provided over such cable between 
Honolulu and San Francisco shall not exceed $1 per word, and the rates for 
news messages or items of news to any newspaper or association of news- 
apers of the United States (commonly known as press messages) shall not 
veneed one-half the rate which shall be charged for ordinary messages: Pro- 
vided however, That it a a be ongery upon the said company to 
i essages for a less sum than $1. t 

— That the company for itself and its representatives shall, upon the 
execution of said contract, deposit with the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, Government bonds to the amount of $100,000 to secure to 
the United States that the said company, its representatives and assigns, will 
construct, lay, and equip the said cable in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of thisagreement: Provided, That upon the completion of the con- 
struction, equipment, and laying of the said telegraph line the obligation 
secured by such bonds shall be deemed to have been fulfilled and performed, 
and such bonds shall thereupon be returned to the said Pacific Cable Com- 
pany, its representatives and assigns. But if after the execution of such con- 
tract there shall be any failure to complete the construction, laying, and 
equipment of such telegraph line within the time herein specified, then in 
such case such bonds shall be forfeited to the United States Government as 
liquidation damages, and there shall be no further or other claim by way of 
damages by the Government against the Pacific Cable Company, its repre- 
seutatives or assigns. 





Under the provisions of this bill the Pacific Cable Company in- 
vest the sum of $1,000,000 and become responsible for the future 
payment of the balance of the cost of construction and laying of 
the cables and connecting land lines, repair steamers, fittings and 
supplies, stations, offices, lands and buildings, and rights of way 
necessary for the business. To secure them in this investment 
they are to receive the earnings or receipts of the cable systems 
from all business outside the messages carried and business trans- 
acted for the two Governments free of charge. 

Assuming the entire cost of the cables and appurtenant property 
to be from $3,500,000 to $4,000,000, and that the average receipts 
from outside business would amount to $100,000 per annum, the 
company would find themselves still with a debt of $1,500,000 upon 
their line when the Governments cease to pay at the end of twenty 
years, s , 

If, on the other hand, the Government makes use of its right to 
take over the ownership of the cable line at any time before the 
expiration of the twenty years, the Pacific Cable Company will 
receive and be paid back their investment of $1,000,000, with in- 
terest at 5 per cent per annum, less any sum or sums they may 
have received by way of dividends or otherwise. : 

Alltheseconsiderations, Mr. President, lead unwaveringly to one 
end—the prompt, immediate cable connection between us and the 
Hawaiian Islands. Without the light thrown upon the subject 
by the late events which I have recited, President Cleveland has 
put the matter more strongly than I can in his message of the 3d 
of December, 1886, in which he says: 

I express my wpbomieting conviction that the intimacy of our relations 
with Hawaii should be emphasized. Asa result of the reciprocity treaty of 
1875 those islands, on the highway of Oriental and Australasian traffic, are 
virtually an outpost of American commerce and astepping-stone to the grow- 
ing trade of the Pacific. 

he Polynesian Island groups have been so absorbed by other and more 

»werful Governments that the Hawaiian Islands are left almost alone in 

he enjoyment of their autonomy, which it is important for us should be 
preserved. 

Our treaty is now terminable on one year’s notice, but propositions to abro- 
gate it would be, in my judgment, most ill advised. The paramount influence 
we have there acquired, once relinquished, could only with difficulty be re- 

ained, and a valuable ground of vantage for ourselves might be converted 
nto a stronghold for our commercial competitors. 

I earnestly recommend that the existing treaty stipulations be extended for 
a further term of seven years. A recently signed treaty to this end is now 
before the Senate. 


The importance of telegraphic communication between those islands and 
the United States should not be overlooked. 


And again, in his message of December 3, 1888, from which I 
quote: 

Proclamation was duly made on the 9th of November, 1887, of the conven- 
tional extensions of the treaty of June 3, 1875, with Hawaii under which rela- 
tions of such special and beneficent intercourse have been created. In the 
vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific borders no 
feature room stronger recommendations for Congressional action than 
the establishment of communication by submarine telegraph with Honolulu. 

The geographical position of the Hawaiian group in relation to our Pacific 
States creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which our 
— treaties were intended to foster, and which make close communica- 
‘ion a logical and commercial necessity. 


Mr. President, the way to do what President Cleveland has so 
clearly stated we ought to do has been made clear by the events 
which I have so imperfectly recited. The path is open to us. If 
we do not occupy it, if we do not improve the occasion, if we let 
the project fail, or are a in adopting it, Senators may be 
certain that in some way, y hook or by crook, the British Gov- 
ernment will take up this thing which we have left. 

The alternative to which they have been driven, by the efficient 


proceedings of the Hawaiian Government, of laying their Pacific 
cable by the way of Fanning Island, involves an almost impracti- 
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sable enterprise. There has been, thus far, no continuous, un- 
broken line of submarine cable laid longer than about 2,700 miles, 
and experts in this business, many of them, believe that to lay a 
line more than 3,000 miles in length, with no resting place, is im- 
possible. 

No cable can be laid from the British North American posses- 
sions to Fanning Island without involving a length of at least 
3,600 miles. If it can be done at all for this long distance, the ad- 
ditional cost, compared to the shorter and more practicable line, 
is very great, and the fact that the English colonial office is tak- 
ing no steps now toward the construction of a line from Vancouver 
to Fanning Island indicates the difficulties under which it is placed. 

I may be asked if the project which Iam urging involves the 
accession of these islands by the United States or is a part of some 
concerted plan to that end. My answer is that Ican not tell 
whether the construction of this line by our aid and subject to 
our control will or will not greatly shorten the time when an- 
nexation will come, nor do I very much care. There is in my 
mind no doubt that at some not distant day these islands will 
be ours. Ido not care to precipitate that annexation; but I do 
know this, Mr. President, that with this line established by our 
aid and substantially in our hands we have taken a step which 
forbids forever all interference in these islands by any other na- 
tion, and that the whole world will then look upon it as a simple 
question of time when we shall take them into our fold. 

It is no great burden; it involves little immediate outlay. and 
the expenditure from year to year for the twenty years will never 
be felt by the American people. But I do not, looking into the 
future, expect that as a business enterprise the matter will stop 
here. Almost as a business necessity, the projectors of this plan 
will be compelled to go farther and to lay the line from the Ha- 
waiian Islands to Japan or some point on the Asiatic coast. 

We shall not be compelled, and perhaps not called upon, to aid 
in that work; but when that additional line shall be laid, Mr. 
President, it will open a new world, with all its business, for the 
new line, and when it becomes profitable, and this end of the line 
which we have substantially built also becomes profitable, long 
before the twenty years have ended, business men who have and 
will put their money into the enterprise expect that the entire 
line, over its two parts, on this side and the other side of Hono- 
lulu, will be a paying investment. 

I do not deem it worth the while todiscuss the question whether 
our Constitution permits the action which is asked for here, or 
whether there be or not precedents in favor of such action. 

The clauses of the Constitution touching the regulation of com- 
merce and the conduct of postal operations are, to me, entirely 
ample. If we build ships of war and buy foreign lands for naval 
stations, surely we may expend money for establishing our com- 
munications with these stations or ships that frequent them. 


APPENDIX A, 


This agreement, made this 12th day of August, A. D. 1895, by and between 
Sanford Ballard Dole, President of the Republic of Hawaii, for himself and 
his successors in office, and in behalf of the Hawaiian Government, and by 
and with the consent of the cabinet, party of the first part, hereinafter called 
“the Government,” and Zephaniah Swift Spalding, of Honolulu, Hawaiian 
Islands, party of the second part, hereinafter called ‘the contractor,” wit- 
nesseth: 

AGREEMENTS BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


ARTICLE I.—Grant of exclusive franchise. 


SecTION 1. In consideration of the covenants, agreements, and undertak- 
ings hereinafter contained on the part of the contractor or his representa- 
tives or assigns to be kept or performed, the said party of the first part, in 
the exercise of the power to him granted by the provisions of anact entitled 
“An act to facilitate the construction and maintenance of telegraphic cables 
in the Pacific,” approved on the 12th day of August, A. D. 1895, and of every 
other power, if any. him hereunto enabling, doth hereby grant, concede, and 
confirm unto the contractor and his representatives and assigns, upon the 
terms and conditions hereinafter contained, the sole and exclusive privilege 
and franchise for and during the full term of twenty years from the Ist day 
of November, A. D. 1895, to construct or land upon the shores of the Hawaiian 
group a submarine electric telegraph cable or cables to or from any point or 
points on the North American continent or any island or islands contiguous 
thereto. 

Sec. 2. Cable to terminate at San Francisco and be maintained for twenty 
years.— Provided, however, and this agreement is upon these express condi- 
tions, viz, that the first cable which shallor may be constructed or laid under 
this franchise, and for the maintenance of which a subsidy is herein agreed 
to be paid, shall have its eastern terminus at or near San Francisco, Cal., and 
its western terminusat or near Honolulu, and shall be maintained in working 
order in conformity with and subject to the specifications, conditions, and 
agreements hereinafter contained be the full term of this agreement 

Sec. 3. Exclusive grant not to conflict with treaty rights of foreign govern- 
ments.—And further, that this grant shall not be construed to prevent any 
foreign government, having existing treaty rights with the Republic of Ha- 
waiiallowing any such government soto do, to land acable upon the Hawaiian 

roup for other than commercial purposes from any point on the North 

erican Continent. 
ARTICLE II.—Grant of subsidy. 

SECTION 1. Amount and term of subsidy.—And the Government doth hereby 
further covenant with the contractor, and his representatives and assigns, 
that there shall be paid to him, his representatives or assigns, by the Govern- 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands, upon the terms and conditions hereinafter set 
forth, subject to ratification hereof by the Legislature of the Republic of 
Hawaii, an annual subsidy of $40,000, gold coin of the United States, for and 
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during the period of twenty years from the date of the establishment by the 
contractor, or his peprtecematives or assigns, of telegraphic communication 


between the city of Honolulu, in the Republic of Hawaii, and a point at or near 
San Francisco, Cal.; and between the said city of Honolulu and the islands of 
Hawaii, Maui, Molokai, and Kauai. 


Sxo, 2. Time and place of payment of subsidy.—Such subsidy shall be paid 
to the contractor, his feprepensotives or assigns, at the treasury of the Gov- 
ernment in said Honolulu, by the minister of finance of the Government, or 


his successor in office, in equal quarterly installments of $10,000 each, during 
each and all of the years of said above-mentioned term of twenty years. 

Subject, however, to suspension or cancellation upon the terms and condi- 
tions hereinafter set forth. 

8x0. 3. Grant conditioned upon beginning and completion of cable upon 

ecified dates and performance of other agreements.—Provided, however, and 
this agreement is upon these further express conditions, viz: 

(a) That the contractor and his representatives and assigns shall not be 
entitled to such exclusive franchise, nor to the payment of such subsidy, nor 
any part thereof, unless the construction of such cables shall begin on or be- 
fore the Ist day of May, A. D. 1897, and such telegraphic communication be es- 
tablished not later than the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898. 

(b) And further, that the Government of the United States shall join in this 
undertaking by the grant of substantial assistance to the contractor, his rep- 
resentatives or assigns, 

And provided further, That u the failure to obtain the assistance of the 
United States Government, as herein specified, or upon the breach by or fail- 
ure of the contractor, his representatives or assigns, to perform or observe 
all or any of the terms, agreements, or conditions herein contained, the party 
of the first part or his successors in office may cancel] and terminate this agree- 
ment and all obligations on the part of the Government thereunder, by noti- 
fying the contractor, his representatives or assigns, of such cancellation and 
termination by delivering a written notice thereof at the house of Bishop & 
Co., in said Honolulu, not less than sixty days before such cancellation and 
termination shall take place. 

But the rights and privileges of the contractor and his representatives and 
assigns under this agreement shall not be terminated by his or their failure 
to begin the construction of the cable herein provided for, and establish com- 
munication thereon as herein provided for, upon the dates herein specified, 
or upon or by reason of any er breach of any condition, or any failure to 
keep or observe any covenant or ent herein contained on the part of 
the contractor, or his representatives or to be kept or pectames, 
unless and until the Government shall in writing notify him or them that it 
has canceled this agreement by reason of such breach or ure, deliver- 
ing such written notice at the said house of Bishop & Co. not less t sixty 
oa 8 Satare the date upon which such termination and cancellation are to 

e erect. 

Sno. 4. Suspension of subsidy during temporary failure of cable.—(c) And 
further that in case of a failure or interruption of efficient electrical con- 
nection and communtenting power over the said cable or cables between the 
points hereinafter specified, or any of them, for a period of more than ninety 
consecutive days, from_any cause other than ernmental restraint or 
illegal obstruction, the Government shall not be bound to pay the said sub- 
sidy in full, but may deduct therefrom a proportionate amount for the 

riod of such interruption, as follows: For the time of failure or interrup- 
om of such communication between San Francisco and the Hawaiian Is- 
lands, beyond said term of ninety consecutive days at the rate of $30,000 per 
annum; for the time of failure or interruption of such communication be- 
tween the said islands, or pay of them, beyond said term of ninety consecu- 
tive days, at the rate of $10,000 per annum. 

Suc. 5. Cancellation of contract in case of failure for one year.—And pro- 
vided further, That if the said line or lines, or either of them, shall fail, to 
furnish such communication for a period exceeding one year beyond such 
term of ninety consecutive days, then and in such case the Government may, 
at ite option, cancel this contract as far as it refers to the line or system so 
interrupted, and it shail theronpen, be freed from all obligations to pay any 
further subsidy on account of the line or system so interrupted. 

That is to say, if the line upon which such communication is so interrupted 
shall be a part of the interisland cable system it shall be relieved from the 
obligation to pay $10,000 per annum of subsidy. 

And if the interruption of such communication for such period be on the 
line between San Francisco and Honolulu, it shall be relieved from the obli- 
gation to pay $30,000 per annum of such subsidy, and the grant of an exclu- 
sive franchise to lay and maintain a cable to or from the North American 
Continent to the Hawaiian group and of all other Sihipent vileges refer- 
ring or relating to such line or system herein con! thereupon and 
thereby become and be null and void. 


ARTICLE III.—Other privileges. 


SECTION 1. Rights of way and building sites.And the Government doth 
hereby further grant to the contractor, his representatives and i for 
the said term of twenty qoete, the free use of a right of way across all Govern- 
ment lands for the landing of any such cable or cables or the construction 
of any land lines connecting the same, and of suitable sites on any Govern- 
ment lands which may be eperere’ by the Government, for the construction 
of stations and storehouses for the maintenance or operation of the cable or 


cables, and doth covenant with the contractor, his tativesand assigns, 
that during the poe of twenty years from the of the establishment by 
the contractor, his representatives or of communication 


between the said city of Honolulu and the points coe specified, the 
contractor, his representatives and assigns, shall continue to have the free 
use of such rights of way and sites. 

Sec. 2. Exemption from duties.—And also that @ the said term of 
twenty years there shall be admitted into the ublic, free of all duties, all 
material to be used exclusively in the construction, maintenance, or opera- 
tion of any such cable or cables. 

&xc. 3. Exemption from taxes.—And also that for the said term of twenty 
years no taxes shall be levied upon the property of the contractor, his rep- 
resentatives or assigns, loca in the Republic, bel to or connected 


with such cable or cables and n or properly ap tto the con- 
struction, maintenance, or operation o ooh, cable or oa. 

Sno. 4. Exemption r port charges.—And also that d such term of 
twenty years no harbor or port dues or charges, ex » be 
levied upon or collected from any vessel or vessels ex vely en; in 


laying or maintaining any such cable or cables, or which may be stationed in 
the waters of the Republic for such 


Sno. 5. Grant of power of eminent Pad «qu also that during such term 
of twenty years the cca his representatives and shall have the 


power and privilege to condemn and appropriate to law, such 
property or rights of way as may be for the construction, mainte- 
nance, or operation of such cable or cables the land connections thereof. 


AGREEMENTS OF THE CONTRACTOR. 
ARTICLE IV.—Location and equipment of lines. 


Section 1. ification of location of lines.—In consideration of the several 
grants and ies of SS hereinbefore contained, the con- 
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tractor, for himself and his representatives and assigns, doth hereby covenant 
to and agree with the said party of the first part and his successors in of! 
that he, the said contractor, his representatives or assigns, will, on or be{«) 
the Ist day of May, A. D. 1897, begin to construct the cables necessary to « 
nect the several points herein specified, and that he, the said contractor, | 
representatives or assigns, will, on or before the lst day of November, A. |) 
1898, construct, complete, lay, equip, and establish in efficient working coy, 
dition cables as follows: 

From a point on the west coast of California, at or near the city of San 
Francisco, to a point at or near the said city of Honolulu. 

And also from the Island of Hawaii, at or near Kawaihae, to the Island of 
Maui, at or near Nuu. 

And also from the Island of ‘Maui, at or near Napili, to the Island of Mo 
lokai, at or near Pukoo. 

And also from the [sland of Molokai, at or near its west point, to the Isla; 
of Oaha, at or near Waikiki. 

And also from the Island of Oahu, at or near Waianea, to the Island of Kau 
at or near Nawiliwili. 

And also will construct all necessary stations and connections, so as to 
make such cable and cables available for communication to and from eac)h 
such islands. 

The landing places at the several termini mentioned shall be at such points 
on the said respective shores as shall be determined by the engineer in chargo 
of the work. 

Sec. 2. Interisland land lines.—And the contractor doth further covenant 
with the Government that he, his representatives or assigns, will, on or |) 
fore the said Ist day of November, A. D. 1808, construct and equip and « 
nect with such cable and cables all necessary land lines and stations on e 
of the said enumerated islands, so that efficient telegraphic communica 
may be maintained between Honolulu and a point at or near said San Fra 
cisco, and between Honolulu and each of the said islands, and between each 
of said islands and any other of said islands. 

Sxc. 3. Maintenance of lines.—And further, that after such cables and lan | 
lines are so constructed, laid, and placed in operation the said cables and land 
lines, and each and every one of them, shall be, during the term of twenty 
years thereafter, continuously and fully equipped, operated, and maintained, 
so that the same shall and will constitute and form reliable means of tel 
graphic communication between the points enumerated. 

Sec. 4. Proviso for delay in certain cases.—Provided, however, That if any 
delay in constructing, laying, and completing the said cable or cables shal! be 
caused or from an strike, lockout, or any other combination prevent- 
ing the contractor’s works, or any of the trades or occupations upon which 
the contractor, his representatives or assigns, or manufacturers of cable froin 
which he is or they are obtaining the cable, shall be dependent in carrying 
out any contract or work n ary tothe proper fulfillment of the contract; 
or be caused by any restraints or obstructions occasioned by any guoy- 
ernmental authority, or otherwise than by the default of said contractor, his 
representatives or . then or in any such case the time for completing 
such cable or cables shall be extended for such period or periods as shal! |e 
certified to be reasonable by a competent electrical engineer, who shal! be 
approved by the Government. 

Sec. 5. Exemption of contractor from liability under certain conditions.— 
And provided further, That the contractor, his representatives or assigns, 
shall not be responsible in damages to the Government for any delay vr 
failure in manufacturing or laying the said cable or cables, except such as 
may be caused by the culpable neglect of the contractor, his representatives, 
agents, or assigns, in carrying out the terms of this agreement, the true in- 
tent and of this agreement being that the contractor, his represent- 
atives and assigns, shall © all reasonable precautions and use their best 
endeavors to construct, lay, and operate the said cable or cables between the 
said respective points within the time specified, but that he and they shall 
not be responsible in damages if he and they shall bona fide use his or their 
best efforts to accomplish such object. 


ARTICLE V.—Ownership of interisland lines. 


SEOTION 1. Government option to assume ownership of interisland lines.— 
And the contractor, for himself and his representatives and assigns, doth 
hereby further covenant with the Government that if so requested in writ 
ing by the Government, within one year after the said interisland cable sys- 
tem is completed, he, the contractor, or his representatives or assigns, shi:!! 
and will sell, transfer, and convey to the Government all of the said intvr- 
island cable and cables, and the equipment, stations, and appurtenances, pols 
and land lines, and everything thereunto sepertataies, charging and recei\ 
ing therefor only the actual cash cost of the said land lines, stations, and 

uipments, and making no charge for the construction, laying, or furnishing 
of such submarine cables.- 

Suc. 2. Government title to interisland cables to be free from all liens.—If the 
Government shall so acquire such interisland cable system it shall acquire 
and hold it free from any obligation to pay any indebtedness or any bond or 
bonds or interest thereon, or any thereof, which may have been in 
curred, created, or executed in, upon, or concerning the same, and free fr 
any and every other debt, obli on, and lien of any kind whatever. 

t nothing herein contained shall be so construed that such acquiring ot 
such interisland cable system shall release the Government from the oblig 
tion of continuing to pay the full amount of the oy hereinbefore granted 

Suc. 3. Government acquisition of interisland cable to release contrac! 
from responsibility therefor.—If the said interisland cable system shall be so 
acquired by the Government, the maintenance and operation, and all cost 
charges, and expenses of maintaining and operating such interisland ca! 
so conveyed shall, from the date of such conveyance, be conducted, borne, 
and sustained by the Government; and the contractor, his representativ: 
and shall, from and after such date, be relieved from all responsi)! 
ity and expense for or concern such system, and no interruption or fai! 
ure of communication occurring in such interisland cable system after th 
same shall have been so acqui by the Government shall work, or be made 
the cause, directly or indirectly, of the suspension or forfeiture of the sub- 
sidy hereb or any part thereof, or be made a ground for the for- 
feiture of agreement or any privilege thereby granted. 


ARTICLE VI.—Use of cable ship. 


And the contractor, for himself and his representatives and assigns, doth 
further convenant with the Government: That if the said interisland ca! 
shall be so conveyed to the Government, the contractor, his representatives 
and assigns, will at all times allow the cable repairing yay ee by or con- 
trolled by him or them to be used by ‘ «ec Government in the repair or re- 
going ot any of the cables in su.’ .aterisland system, charging therefor 
only actual cash outlay of the contractor, his representatives or assigns, 
in making such repairs or replacement. 

ARTICLE VIL. —Specifications of size, weight, materials, and efficiency of cables. 

And the contractor doth hereby further covenant with the Government 


il, 


that the man i ht of the material used in and the 
method of and laying the said cable and cables shall be in accordance 
with the specifications hereunto annexed, and made a part of this 


agreement. 

















1896. 


—__ 


, that all of such cable or cables so to be constructed, laid, | | 
Br hey it — and maintained and all instruments and appliances shall | 


and will be manufactured and constructed throughout in a good and work 
manlike manner and of the best materials. 
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‘And further, that each and every of the said sections of cable shall, during 


y aaid term of twenty years, be continuously, except as herein provided, 
ee "efficiently transmitting not less than fifteen words per minute be 
tween the several points herein specified. be 

And further, that during the said term of twenty years efficient operators 
shall be maintained at each of the stations on said lines, who shall and will 
transmit over said cable lines all messages at such stations received for trans- 
mission at such rate of speed for the rates of tari‘? herein provided for. 


ARTICLE VIIL—Schedule of rates. 


SecrTion 1. Interisland rates.—And the contractor, for himself and his rep- 
resentatives and assigns, doth hereby further covenant with the Government 
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before referred to Proposed telegr iph cable 
molulu and Hawaiian interisland cables. ] 


from San Francisco to H 


SAN FRANCISCO-HONOLULU CABLE 


The landing place near San Francisco may be at Monterey Bay, and the 


landing place near Honolulu at Waikiki 


that during the continuance of the terms of this agreement the maximum | 
charge for messages transmitted over the said interisland cable system, 


from the point of receiving such messages to its point of destination, shall 
not exceed the following prescribed limit, viz, not to exceed 10 cents for each 
word so transmitted. . ; 
Provided, however, That it shall not be obligatory upon the contractor, his 
repressntedives or assigns, to send any message for less than §1. 
§ 


go, 2. Foreign rates.—And further, that during such period the maximum | 


rates for the transmission of any message, other than Government messages, 
to or from the Hawaiian Islands over such cable between Honolulu and San 
Francisco, shall be such as shall be agreed upon in any contract which shall 
be made between the contractor, his representatives or assigns, and the 
United States Government, not exceeding $1 per word, and any contract 
with such Government shall prescribe a maximum scale of rates. 

And further, that if telegraphic communications shall be hereafter estab- 
lished between the Hawaiian Islands and Australasia or Japan, the rate to 
be charged for any message transmitted from Honolulu to San Francisco, or 
from San Francisco to Honolulu, shall not exceed a pro rata proportion, based 
on distance, of the regular rate for transmitting a similar message to or from 
San Francisco and Australasia or Japan. , 

And further, that messages from Honolulu to points beyond San Francisco 
shall not be charged higher rates beyond San Francisco than the rates which 
the contractor may be charged for the transmission of the same. 

Src. 3. Press rates.—And further, that the rates for ordinary messages or 
items of news to any newspaper or news bureau of the Republic of Hawaii 
(commonly known as press inessages) shall not exceed one-half the rate 
which shall be charged for other messages, excepting messages to or from 
the Hawaiian Government, or any officer thereof in his official capacity, or 
to or from any foreign Government. 

Provided, however, That it shall not be obligatory upon the contractor, his 
representatives, or assigns, to send any press message for less than $1. 

Src. 4. Hawaiian Government rates.—And further, that during the said term 
of twenty years all messages concerning the official business of the Hawaiian 
Government, to or from the Hawaiian Government or any of its officials, 
transmitted over said interisland system of cables, or over the said cable 
from Honolulu to San Francisco, shall be transmitted free up to the amount 
of the annual subsidy paid by the Government to the contractor, his repre- 
sentatives or assigns, reckoning the charge and scale of rates for such Gov- 
ernment messages at the rate herein prescribed or provided for ordinary 
messages. 


ARTICLE IX.—Security for execution of contract. 


Snovron 1. Deposit of bonds with minister of finance.—And the contractor, 
for himself and his representatives and assigns, doth hereby further cove- 
nant with the Government that he will, upon the execution of this agree- 
ment, deposit with the minister of finance of the Republic of Hawaii, Ha- 
waiian Government bonds to the amount of $25,000 as security that he and 
his representatives and assigns will construct, lay, and equip the said cables 
and land lines in accordance with the termsand conditions of this agreement. 

Upon the completion of the construction, equipment, and laying of said sys- 
tems of cable and land lines in the manner herein provided for, the obligation 
and obligations secured by such bonds shall be deemed to have been fulfilled 
and performed, and such ds shall thereupon be returned to the contractor, 
his representatives or assigns. 

But if after the beginning of the construction of said cables, in manner herein 
specified, there shall be any failure to Soatote the construction, laying, and 
equipment of such systems and such land lines within the time herein speci- 
fied, then and in such case such bonds shall be forfeited to the Hawaiian Govy- 
ernment as liquidated damages, and there shall be no further or other claim 


by way of damages by the Government against the contractor, his representa- | 


tives or assigns. 

Sxc. 2. Contractor may cancel this contract within a specified time.—Pro- 
vided, however, That the contractor, his representatives or assigns, may at 
any time prior to the Ist day of May, A.D. 1897, notify the Government of his 


nulland void, and such bonds so deposited as security shall thereupon be forth- 
with returned to the contractor, his representatives or assigns. 


ARTICLE X.—Definition of * beginning of construction.” 


It is hereby mutually agreed that the beginning of the construction of the 
cables ed in section lof Article IV of this agreement shall be construed 
to mean, and shali mean, the completion and execution of a contract between 
the contractor and a responsible cable construction company or companies 
for the construction and laying of such cable and cables within the period 
limited by the terms of this contract, and the actual beginning of the work 
of construction under such contract with such construction company or com- 
panies, and a written notice to the Government by the contractor, his repre- 


seeeres or assigns, accompanied by proofs of the execution of such con- 
act. 


ARTICLE XI.—Contract binding on and in favor of representatives, assigns, etc. | 


It is hereby mutually agreed by and between the parties hereto, on behalf 
of themselves and th r respective successors, representatives, and assigns, 
that all terms and conditions herein contained upon the part of the Govern. 
ment to be observed, kept, or performed, shall be equally binding and obliga- 
tory as well upon the waiian Government and the said party of the first 
part and his successors; and thatall of the agreements and covenants herein 
contained upon the part of the contractor to be kept or observed or per- 
formed, are and shall be as well in favor of and enforceable by the Hawaiian 
Government and the of the first part as his successors in office. 


And further, that the terms and conditions and covenants herein 
con upon the pert of the contractor to be observed, kept, or performed 
shall be equally bin and obligatory upon the said party of second 


part as upon his representatives and ; and that all of the agreements 
and covenants herein contained on the part of the Government, or of said 
party of the first part, or his successors, to be kept, observed, or performed, 
are, and shall be, as well in favor of and enforceable by the party of the 


second part as his representatives and assighs. 








. t | Intermediate (‘Type B! 
or their desire to cancel this contract, whereupon this contract shall become | eae } 


Lengths of cable required. 


Shore end (type A) — sedawdl : : 


Intermediate No. 1 (type E) .......---- ‘ sleet ; 
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SPECIFICATION 
Core 


(a) Conductor.—The conductor to be a strand of copper wires weighing 400 
ounds per nautical mile, or within 5 per cent thereof, and the resista: at 
Fahrenheit shall not be more than 3.117 ohms 

Insulator.—The conductor is to be insulated with three coatings of 
g a-percha of improved inductive capacity, prepared according to Mr. 
Willoughby Smith's system, alternating with three coatings of Chatterton's 
compound, and to weigh 400 pounds per knot, or within 5 per cent thereof 
The resistance of the completed core to be not less than 1) megohms per 
nautical mile after one minute's electrification, when tested at a tempera 
f Fahrenheit, after twenty-four hours’ immersion in water, fourts 


—_ 







< ao 





rhe n 








days after manufacture, and the average inductive capacity per nautical 
oS . : os 

mile throughout the entire length is not to exceed 0.414 microfarad 
(c) Sheathing.— The core of types A, E, and B to be covered with Clifford's 





patent she ithing for protection against the ravages of insects 
(d) Serving.—The core of all the types to be served with a good and sufficient 
serving of jute yarn, steeped in cutch or other preservative mixture, and 
applied wet. 
Outer cove rings Shore end 


(e) Outer coverings.—Type A.—Type B to be served with tarred jute yarn, 
and again closed with fourteen galvanized BB iron wire No. 1 B. W. G. 
equal to three hundred one-thousandths of an inch when galvanized, 
within 2} per cent thereof. 


Intermediate, No. 1. 


_ (f) Type E.—The served core to be covered with twelve galvanized BB 
iron wires, No. 4 B. W. G., equal to two hundred and thirty-eight one-thou- 
sandths of an inch when galvanized, or within 2} per cent thereof 


Intermediate, No. 2 


_ (g) Type B.—The served core to be covered with twelve galvanized BB 
iron wires, No. 6 B. W. G., equal to two-hundred one-thousandths of an inch 
when galvanized, or within 2} per cent thereof. 


Deep-sea, 


(h) Type D. The served core to be covered with seventeen galvanized 
steel wires, each wire being taped and compounded. The steel wires to be 
No. 14 B. W. G., equal to eighty-three one-thousandths of an inch when gal 
vanized, or within 2} per cent thereof, and to bear a breaking strain of not 
less than 85 tons per square inch, with an elongation of not less than 4 per cent 

(7) Before being used for the sheathing of types A, E,and B, the galvanized 
iron wire is to be heated ina kiln or oven just sufficiently to drive off all 
moisture, and while warm is to be dipped into a hot compound or black 
varnish. 

Outside serving. 


(j) Types A and E, manufactured as above, to be covered with two serv- 


ings of jute yarn laid on spirally in opposite directions, alternately with two 
coatings of Clark’s compound 
Types B and D, manufactured as above, to be covered with two of 


Johuson & Phillip’s patent tapes, laid on spirally in opposite direction 
alternately with two coatings of Clark’s compound. 


a 


HAWAIIAN INTERISLAND CABLES. 


Lengths of cable required. 
Nautical miles. 
Shore end (Type A)--.-.....-.-- Vomnipadiebitaeh ines a aaa 10 
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SPECIFICATION, 
Core. 
(a) Conductor.—The conductor t I e astrand of copper wires weighing 100 
pounds per nautical mile, or within 5 per cent thereof, and the resistance 
io 


. 


F. shall not be more than 12.22 ohms. 


b) Insulator.—The conductor is to be insulated with three coatings of gutta 
percha of improved inductive capacity, prepared according to Mr, Willoughby 
Smith's system, alternating with three coatings of Chatterton's compound 
and to weigh 100 pounds per nautical mile, or within 5 per cent thereo The 
resistance of the completed core is to be not less than i vecmmainaes per nauti 
cal mile after one minute's electrification when tested at a temperature of 
75° Fahrenheit, after twenty-four hours’ immersion in water, fourteen days 
after manufacture. 

(c) Sheathing.—The core of Types A and B! to be covered with Clifford's 
patent sheathing for protection against the ravages of insects. 

d) Serving.—The core to be covered with a good and sufficient serving of 
jute yarn, steeped in cutch or other preservative mixture, to be applied wet. 


Outer coverings.-~Shore end. 


(e) Outer coverings.—‘lype A.—Type B? to be served with tarred jute yarn, 
and again closed with twelve galvanized BB iron wires, No. 1B. W.G., equal 
to three hundred one-thousandths of an inch when galvanized, or within 24 
per cent thereof. 

Intermediate. 
(f) Type B'!.—The served core to be covered with twelve galvanized BB 


iron wires, No. 9 B. W. G., equal toone hundred and forty-eighth one-theu- 
sandths of an inch when galvanized, or within 2; per cent thereof. 
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Deep sea. 

(g) Type D.—The served core to be covered with fifteen galvanized homo- 
geneous iron wires. The homogeneous wires to be No. 13 B. W.G., equal to 
ninety-nine one-thousandths of an inch when galvanized, or within 2} per cent 
thereof, and to bear a breaking strain of not less than 52 tons per square inch 
with an elongation of not less than 3 per cent. 

(h) Dipping.—Before being used for the paosthing the galvanized iron wire 


is to be heated ina kiln or oven just sufficiently to drive off all moisture, and 
while warm is to be dipped into 8 hot compound or black varnish. 


Outside serving. 


(i) Outside porving. S708 A to be covered with two servings of jute yarn 
laid on spirally in ey ite directions, and two coatings of Clark’s compound. 
(j) aypes B' and D to be covered with two of Johnson & Phillips’s patent 
tapes, laid on spirally in opposite directions, alternately with two coatings of 
Clark's compound. 
GENERAL CLAUSES. 


(k) Cable to be kept under water.—The cable when completed to be coiled in 
—_s water-tight tanks, and kept, as far as practicable, constantly under 
water. 

(1) Tanks on board ship.—The completed cable to be coiled on board ship in 
water tight tanks, and kept, as far as practicable, under water until sub- 
merged. 

(m) Final electrical condition of cable.—The electrical condition of the cable 
when laid to be such as, having regard to its previous condition and making 
due allowance for the mean actual temperature of the water, as shown by the 
resistance of the conductor, to give no good grounds for believing that any 
fault exists in the insulator or conductor. 

In witness whereof the said Sanford Ballard Dole, President of the Repub- 
lic of Hawaii, hath hereunto set his hand and caused the great seal of the 
Republic of Hawaii to be hereunto attached; and Francis M. Hatch, minister 
of foreign affairs; Samuel M. Damon, minister of finance; James A. King, 
minister of interior; and William O. Smith, attorney-general, constitutin 
the cabinet of the Republic of Hawaii, in token of their consent to an 
approval of this agreement, and the said Zephaniah Swift Spalding have here- 
unto set their hands and seals, the day and year first above written. 

Done in triplicate. 

[SHAL.] SANFORD B. DOLE. 

FRANCIS M. HATCH, 

Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
J. A. KING, Minister of the Interior. 
8. M. DAMON, Minister of Finance. 
WILLIAM O. SMITH, Attorney-General. 
ZEPHANIAH SWIFT SPALDING. 


We, William C. Wilder, president of the Senate of the Republic of Hawaii, 
and J. F. Clay, secretary of the Senate of the Republic of Hawaii, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing agreement between Sanford Ballard Dole, Presi- 
dent of the Republic of Hawaii, and Zephaniah Swift Spalding was submitted 
by the President to the said Senate on the 12th day of August, A. D. 1895, and 
was ratified, approved, and confirmed by the said Senate on the 13th day of 
August, A. D. 1895. 

C. WILDER, 


Ww. 
President of the Senate of the Py of Hawaii. 
CLAY 


Secretary of the Senate of the Republic of Hawaii. 

HONoLvULv, August 14, 18965. 

We, D. L. Naone, speaker, and James N. K. Keola, clerk of the House of 
Representatives of the Republic of Hawaii, do hereby certify that the fore- 

oing agreement between Sanford Ballard Dole, President of the Republic of 

awaii, and | Swift Spalding was submitted by the President to the 
said House of Representatives on the 12th day of Angus, A. D. 1895, and was 
ratified, approved, and confirmed by the said House of Representatives on the 
13th day of August, A. D. 1895. 

D. L. NAONE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Republic of Hawaii. 


JAS. N. K. KEOLA, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Republic of Hawaii. 


HONOLULU, August 14, A. D. 1896. 


APPENDIX B. 
CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION OF THE PACIFIC CABLE COMPANY. 


This is to certify that we, the eases, do hereby associate ourselves 
into a company under and by virtue of the provisions of the acts of the legis- 
lature of the State of New Jersey, entitled “An act concerning corporations” 
(approved April 7, 1875), and the several supplements thereto and acts amend- 
atory thereof, for the pu 8 hereinafter mentioned, and tothat end we do 
by this our certificate set forth— 

First. That the name which we have assumed to designate such company 
and to be used in its business and dealings is the ‘* Pacific Cable Company.” 

Second. That the placesin this State where the business of the said company 
is to be conducted are the city of Jersey City, in the county of Hudson and State 
of New Jersey, and in such other townships and cities in this State as the 
nature and the progress of the business of the corporation shall from time to 
time render necessary or desirable. 

The principal part of the business of said company within the State of New 
Jersey is to be transacted in the city of Jersey City, county of Hudson 


aforesaid. 

The principal office or place of business of the said company outside the 
State of New Jersey is San Francisco,in the county of San Francisco and 
State of California. 

The company will carry on a portion of its business without the State of 
New Jersey, and the a out of the State of New Jersey where the sazne 
is to be conducted and where the company proposes to carry on operations 
are in the State of California and in the Hawaiian Islands, and in such other 

laces in the several States and Territories of the United States and in such 

oreign countries as shall from time to time be found necessary and conven- 
ient for the purposes of the company’s business. 

Third. That the objects for which this company is formed are to do any or 
all of the things herein set forth to the same extent as natural persons might 
or could do, and in any part of the world, as principals, agents, contractors, 
trustees, or otherwise, and either alone or in company others, viz: 

The construction, laying, rating, and main of electric submarine 
cables in the Pacific Ocean, with telegraph lines and connections for the trans- 
mission of messages by electrical means, inclu the acquisition, by pur- 
chase, by manufacture, or otherwise, of all mate: supplies, moeawy, 
and other articles necessary or convenient for use in connection with and 
carrying on the business herein mentioned or any part thereof. 

(2) To manufacture, purchase, or otherwise acquire, hold, own, mo 
pl , sell, , and transfer, invest, trade, deal in and deal with 
and me dise, and property of every class and description. 

(0) the same extent as natural might or could do, to 
or otherwise acquire, to hold, own, to mortgage, sell, convey, or 


dispose of, without limit as to amount, within or without the State of New 
Jersey, real estate and real property of every class and description. 

(c) To acquire the good will, Fights. and property of any kind, and to un- 
dertake the whole or any part of the assets and liabilities of any person, firm 
association, or corporation, and to pay for the same in cash, stock of this com: 
pany, bonds, or otherwise. 

(d) To apply for, obtain, register, i enciane, lease, or otherwise acquire 
and to hold, own, use, operate, introduce, and to sell, assign, or otherwise 
dispose of, any and all trade-marks, trade names, and distinctive marks. and 
all inventions, improvements. and processes used in connection with or 
secured under letters patent of the United States or elsewhere or otherwise; 

And to use, exercise, develop, grant licenses in respect of, or otherwise 
turn to account, any such trade-marks, patents, licenses, concessions, proc- 
esses, and the like, orany such property, rights,and information so acquired, 
and with a view to the working and development of the same to carry on any 
business, whether manufacturing or otherwise, which the company may 
think calculated are or indirectly to effectuate these objects. F 

(e) To purchase or otherwise acquire, to hold, sell, assign, transfer, mort- 
gage, pledge, exchange, or otherwise dispose of bonds, mortgages, debentures, 
obligations, or shares of the capital stock of any corporation, and to exercise 
while the owner thereof all the rights, powers, and privileges, including tho 
right to vote thereon, which natural persons, being the owners of such stock 
and property, might, could, or would exercise. 

(f) To draw, make, accept, indorse, discount, execute, and issue promissory 
notes, bills of exchange, warrants, bonds, debentures, and other negotiable or 
transferable instruments. 

(g) To procure the company to be registered or recognized and to carry on 
its operations and business in any State or Territory of the United States 
and in any foreign country or place. 

To do all and everything necessary, suitable, or proper for the accomplish- 
mentof any of the purposes or attainment of any of the objects hereinbefore 
enumerated or which shall at any time appesr conducive or expedient for the 
protection or benefit of the company as holders of or interested in any such 
properties mentioned or referred to herein or otherwise, and in general to 
engage in any and all lawful business whatever, necessary or convenient (ex- 
cepting always from this charter the business of an insurance company, a 
bankin, onan , &savings bank, or other corporation intended to derive 
profit from the loan and use of money, a railroad or other company which 
shall need to possess the right of taking and condemning landsin the State of 
New Jersey), with all the powers which are now or may hereafter be granted 
to corporations under the laws of the State of New Jersey. 

It is the intention that the objects specified in the third paragraph shall, 
except where otherwise expressed in said paragraph, be nowise limited or 
restricted by reference to or inference from the terms of any other clause 


or other paragraph in this charter, but that the objects specified in each of 
the clauses of this paragraph shall be regarded as independent objects 
Fourth. The portion of the business of the said company which is to be 


carried on without the State of New Jersey is a part of its financial business, 
any part or all of its purchasing, manufacturing, and selling business, any 

rt or all of its —- in personal or real property of all kinds and choses 
n action, ony part or all of the negotiation, sale, and delivery of its stocks, 
bonds, and other securities, any part or all of its business pertaining to pat- 
ents, patent rights, trade-marks, and any and all other parts of its business 
described in paragraph 3 herein which may be or become necessary or con- 
venient or deemed profitable for the company. 

Fifth. The total amount of the capital stock of this company is to be 
$1,000,000, and the number of shares into which it is to be divided is 10,100 
shares of $100 each. 

Sixth. The amount of capital with which said company will commence 
business is $1,000,000, which is divided into 10,000 shares of $100 each. 

Seventh. The names and addresses of the stockholders, and the number of 
shares of stock held by each, are as follows: 








: Number of 
Name. Residence. eaeen 

Abram 8. Hewitt................ BPN CORE CRF 2 cn ccvscnceccneee 1,500 
SR TE intth dttinnnnmtencnemeghcone’ haa hihih abn mutiddins dotiennnn 1,000 
Cy Fie: SD kancnamecnccuneecsiiente Dt biesbiiitonnitlintinenanennne 1,000 
RE, DR dresnsnanste codhss oenns i iit dtiintucwnebintonadhedwos 500 
OE SIG c ccncnsnccccesenchisenwe le i aiiais ctealadieiplashs weahdidhitonim 500 
OS EE I nn wtnadidhutibinrnsone 1,000 
DE sn cocanpenbesenin San Francisco, Cal...........-... 2, 500 
Jno. H, Browning .....cc0«<0---- EE TE Mndtmnneisn dondaiionnes 1,000 
Mason W. Tyler-............---- I, SM cteceuiedameneerone 1; 000 


Eighth. The period at which said company shall commence is the Ist da y of 
any, 1896, and the period at which it shall terminate shall be fifty years 


the r. 

Ninth. (1.) The board of directors shall have full and unrestricted power 
without the assent or vote of the stockholders to authorize and cause to be 
executed mort; and liens upon the real and —— property of this com- 
pany, upon suc rms and conditions as shall to the board seem proper. and 
upon like terms and conditions to sell, in the usual course of business, prop- 
erty both real and personal. 

ith the consent in writing and pursuant to vote of the holders of a ma- 
jority of the stock issued and outstanding, the stockholders having been for- 
mally convened in a meeting, the directors shall have power and authority to 
sell, assign, transfer, mortgage, or otherwise dispose of the whole property 
of this corporation, or an. = or portion thereof, on such terms and condl- 
tions as the directors shall eem fit, right. and just. ; 

(2.) The board of directors, in addition to the powers and authorities by stat- 
ute and by the by-laws expressly conferred upon them, may exercise all such 
powers and do all such acts and things as may be exercised or done by the 
corporation, but subject, nevertheless, to the provisions of the statute, of the 
charter, and to any regulations that may from time to time be made by the 
stockholders, provided that no regulations so made shall invalidate any pro- 
visions of this charter,or any prior acts of the directors which would have 
been valid if such regulations had not been made. 

(3.) The a in its by-laws confer powers additional to the forego- 
ing upon the rs, and may prescribe the number necessary to constitute 
a quorum of its board of directo: 
of the whole number. p 

(4.) The board of directors may, by resolution passed by a majority of the 
whole board, d te two or more of their number to constitute an execu- 
tive committee, which committee shall for the time being, as provided in said 
resolution or in the by-laws of said company, have and exercise all the powers 
of the board of directorsin the mpnegenen? of the business and affairs of the 
company, and have power to autho: the seal of the company to be affixed 
to Ropers which may require it. ’ 

(5.) No stockholder ee than 10 per cent of the total stock issued 

be entitled to an tion of the ks of account, or documents, 
or papers, or vouchers of this company, except by a resolution of the boar 


rs, which number may be less than a majority 
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ivi sh privilege, and an examination shall then be had only 
ot oie: and Sm in the manner, to the extent, and by the person named 
x es resolution of the board of directors, excepting from this entire re- 
striction ony such corporate reco as are, by statute, open to the inspec- 
time fsa ag ON not be construed to limit the right or power of any 
director or officer of ae corporation to examine the books, papers, or vouch- 

i tion. 
mr y or may use and apply its surplus property earnings or accu- 
mulated profits, authorized by law to be reserved to the creation and main- 
tenance of a surplus fund, or to the purchase and acquisition of property, 
and to the purchase and acquisition of its own capital stock, and may take 
the same in payment or satisfaction of any debt due the company from time 
to time, and to such extent and in such manner and upon such terms as its 
board of directors shall determine; and neither the surplus fund, nor the 

roperty nor the capital stock so purchased and acquired, nor any of its 
z vital stock taken in payment or satisfaction of any debt due the company, 
shall be regarded as profits for the purpose of the declaration. on poyment of 
dividends unless a majority of the board of directors, or a majority of all the 
stock then issued and outstanding, shall otherwise determine. 7 

Ip witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands and seals this 13th day 


of December, A. D. 18% 






ABRAM 8. HEWITT. SEAL. 
D. O. MILLS. SEAL. 
G. M. DODGE. SEAL. 
FRED. D GRANT. SEAL. 
WAGER SWAYNE. SEAL. 
t JAS. J. HILL. SEAL. 
+ Z. S. SPALDING. SEAL. 
} MASON W. TYLER. SEAL. 
JNO. H. BROWNING. [SEAL. 


In presence of— 

JosEePpH B. BRAMAN. , 

Swayne & Swayne, counsel, 120 Broadway, New York City. 
STATE OF New YORK, City and County of New York, ss: 

Be it remembered that on this 13th day of December, A. D. 1895, before me, 
Joseph B. Braman, a commissioner of deeds for the State of New Jersey, in 
and for the State of New York, resident in said city of New York, personally 
appeared Abram 8. Hewitt, D. O. Mills, G. M. Dodge, Frederick D. Grant, 

ager Swayne, James J. Hill, Z. S. Spalding, Mason W. Tyler, and Jno. H. 
Browning, who, I am satisfied, are the persons named in and who executed 
the foregoing certificate, and I, having first made known to them, and each of 
them, the contents thereof, they did each acknowledge that they signed, 
sealed, and delivered the same as their voluntary act and deed. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal the day and year last above written. 

[SEAL. } JOSEPH B. BRAMAN, 

Commissioner of Deeds for the State of New Jersey in and for the 
State of New York, resident in said City of New York. 

Offices: Equitable Building, 120 Broadway, New York City. Branch and 
residence, 1274 Broadway, New York City. 

(Indorsed:) Received in the Hudson County (N. J.) clerk’s office, Decem- 
ber 14, A. D. 1895, and recorded in clerk’s record No. ——, 0 


n page —. 
JOHN G. FISHER, Clerk. 
(Indorsed:) Filed December 16, 1895. 
7 HENRY C. KELSEY, 
Secretary of State. 
Srare oF New JERSEY, Department of State: 
I, Henry C. Kelsey, secretary of state of the State of New Jersey, do 


hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the certificate of organiza- 


tion of the Pacific Cable Company and the indorsements thereon, as the same 
is taken from and compared with the original filed in my office on the 16th 
day of December, A. D. 1895, and now remaining on file therein. 
i testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at Trenton, this 16th day of December, A. D. 1895. 
HENRY C. KELSEY, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Maine takes his seat I 
should like to ask him what became of the amendment that we 
put upon the Post-Office appropriation bill last year appropriating 
$500,000 for the construction of a cable line between the United 
States and Hawaii. 

Mr.HALE. Ihavestated. Thatamendment, asthe Senator will 
remember, was amended at his suggestion so as to provide that 
the Government should own the property. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. In that form it passed the Senate. It was voted 
down in the other House, and the matter went into conference. 
The Senate insisted upon its proposition for two several confer- 
ences; but as the session waned and the bill could not be lost, the 
Senate at last receded from its own action and the project fell. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not 
believe that it would now be better policy for us to put such an 
amendment upon the Post-Office appropriation bill this year to the 
same effect, and insist upon it, by which the Government would 
own and control this cable line? 

Mr. HALE. The main reason for the change in the raanner of 
acting that has operated in my mind is, that since the time to 
which the Senator refers the Hawaiian Government has come in 
with a subsidy of $40,000 a year, to be given to any company that, 


time nobody had shown any interest in the matter. Hawaii had 
done nothing; there was no indication that it would help pay the 
bills; and therefore the only thing to do was to build the cable 
ourselves. But since then, as I have before stated, Hawaii comes 
in and is ready to assume what I think is her share, one-sixth of 
the expense of the whole subsidy, and that, therefore, puts the 
question in a different light. 

Mr I suppose the Senator has no doubt that the Ha- 
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waiian Government would cooperate with this Government in the 
construction of a telegraph line by the Government of the United 
States? 

Mr. HALE. The answer is that the Hawaiian Government has 
now parted with its rights to do that to Mr. Spalding or to his as- 
signs for the time between now aad November 1, 1898. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make asuggzestion tothe Senator, if I am 
not unnecessarily interrupting him. 

Mr. HALE. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. .I suggest that that is such a concession as the 
Government of Hawaii would have perfect power to cancel. It 
is not a vested right. It isa grant of sovereignty which may be 
recalled. Has the Senator any doubt that if the Government of 
the United States would make a proper appropriation for the con- 
struction of a line to be owned and controlled by this Government 
the Hawaiian Government would properly cooperate with us in 
that construction? 

Mr. HALE. As I have said, I do not know. I have no doubt 
there is a feeling in Hawaii to cooperate with us in every form pos- 
sible, but it has chosen this other way of showing its cooperation, 
and has endowed Mr. Spalding and his company with this gift, so 
that for two years and more they havea right, if the United States 
Government will join with them, to lay the cable, and the partici- 
pation of the United States in the enterprise must be in the form 
of a subsidy. We, I will say to the Senator, to all intents and 
purposes own it if we wantit. If the Senator will examine the 
provisions of the bill he will find that on any emergency, of which 
we are to be the judge, we may take entire possession, control it, 
operate it, own it, only making the members of the company good 
their advances. 

So we get the cable built. We get the enterprise, with these 
men enlisted in it. We do not have to do it by governmental 
means, by the paternal methods. We get the line constructed. 
Our obligation is not large. It is one that will not be felt by the 
people; and at any moment we can do what I agree with the 
Senator is desirable in an emergency, take it and own it; but we 
do not have to go through the steps and the processes necessary 
to construct it. As I reflect upon it, in connection with this act 
of the Hawaiian Government, I think this is, perhaps, the better 
way to doit. I should not think so if there were not ample pro- 
visions for our taking it and owning it on any emergency. 

Mr. ALLEN. I observe by the Senator’s bill, however, that we 
guarantee them 4 per cent interest upon their investment. There 
is no safeguard in the bill, that I can see, against the overcapital- 
ization of the company. They may actually put in one sum of 
money and capitalize for two or three times that sum, and under 
the Senator's bill we would be compelled to guarantee them 4 per 





| cent upon their capitalization. 





Mr. HALE. Oh, no; the Senator is mistaken. It is all safe- 
guarded in that regard. It is only 4 per cent upon moneys actu- 
ally expended and shown to Sconmubed in stock of the company. 

Mr. ALLEN. How are we to know what has been actually 
expended? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly the Government, as a matter of ad- 
ministration, will appoint proper persons, as we would do in any 
case where we subsidize a fans we have somebody who sees that 
the men perform the service. We would require a strict system 
of accounts, and every dollar that was expended would have to be 
vouched for. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the Senator does not doubt the 
power of the Government of the United States to construct such 
a cable line? 

Mr. HALE. No; I have not any doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is conceded. Then it becomes a question 
of policy whether it would be better for the Government directly 
to own and operate the line or to subsidize it and assist some pri- 
vate corporation in operating it. 

Mr. HALE. That is one of the questions, as I have said, that 
the committee must consider. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maine prefers to assist some 
private corporation in the construction and operation of this line 
rather than have the Government of the United States construct 
and operate it itself? 

Mr. HALE. I repeat, in the present condition of this enter- 
prise, the Hawaiian Government having selected its method of 
giving a subsidy to Mr. Spalding or to the company, having given 
them the exclusive privilege of laying the cable there, I think 


= re tet rather than to go into any doubtful question as to what we could 
connection wi e United States, will lay the cable. At that 


| do, aside from that it is better to seize this opportunity and help 


| 





the company to construct the line under every safeguard we can 
throw about it. Every dollar of the expenditure will be vouched 
for. Our obligations will be known as clearly as they are known 
when we build a ship of war, or when we improve a river and 
harbor, or any other work in which Government money is ex- 
pended. Then, above all, at any day, or any hour night or day, 
we may lay hands upon and take that property and it becomes 
ours. Ido not see any embarrassment about it. I think there 
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are some advantages in this way over and above our going through 
the machinery of laying the cable ourselves. I think it will be 
laid cheaper. I think it will not cost so much by private enter- 
srise aided by us as it would for the Government to do the work. 
j think the latter course would repeat the history we have made 
on the construction of war ships, where the most expensive ship, 
the longest time taken, and the less results shown are when the 
work has been done by the Government rather than by companies 
and individuals outside. 

I have learned in my experience in that branch of the Govern- 
ment that we get a better ship by far for less money and in less 
time out of a private than out of a governmental yard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the question is put on the motion, I de- 
sire to say a few words. 

At the last session of the last Congress an amendment was placed 
upon the Post-Oftice appropriation bill appropriating $500,000 for 
a survey for a cable line between the United States and the Ha- 
waiian Isiands, and alsoto commence the construction of the line 
when the survey was completed. Onmy motion that amendment 
was s0 amended as to vest the title of the cable line in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States when it was completed, the amend- 
ment in fact providing that it should be constructed by the Gov- 
ernment and paid for as the work progressed, and that the line 
should always remain Government property and be operated 
at actual cost and kept in repair. The honorable Senator from 
Maine and a former distinguished member of this body from 
South Carolina, Senator Butler, agreed with me that there was no 
doubt as to the power of this Government to construct such a line, 
to own it and operate it, and, if I recollect rightly, they were fully 
in accord with me at that time as to the desirability of pursuing 
that course. 

I wish to place myself on record as being copseed to this bill, 
but not as opposed to the construction of a cable line between the 
United States and the Hawaiian Islands, because I believe that such 
a line should be constructed. I had the honor in the last Congress 
to introduce a resolution in the Senate for the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands to the Government of the United States, which 
Iam in favor of. Thatresolution came within 2 votes of passing, 
and I have always thought if it had not been a Populistic measure, 
introduced from a Populistic source, it would have been adopted 
here and possibly it would be a law at this time. 

IT am opposed to this bill because I believe it to be not only within 
the — of the Government to construct such a line, but because 
I believe it to be the policy of the Government to do so. I do not 
believe the Government of the United States should be mixed up 
in the form of a a with any private individual or private 
“ee in this or any like enterprise. 

r. CHANDLER. May linterrupt the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sympathize entirely with his idea that the 
Government of the United States should not guarantee interest 
on the overcapitalization of any telegraphic sean. I take it 
for granted, according to the statement of the Senator from Maine, 
that there would be nothing of that kind in the bill; that the 
guaranties of the Government of Hawaii and the Government of 
the United States will be upon the actual cost of laying a cable. 
That being the case, it seems to me, if the Senator will allow me 
to say so, that this method is preferable to his method. If the 
Government of the United States or the two Governments build 
a cable, I ask the Senator may it not be after all to turn 
about and lease it to some private company? it going to be 
wise for the two Governments to be carrying on the commercial 
business of running a cable between the Pacific Coast and the 
Sandwich Islands? I will put my question in this form: Can not 
a judicious, economical, and wise contract be made by the two 
Governments with a private company, properly safeguarded, 
which would be preferable to making it purely a Government en- 
terprise? I venture to ask the question because the Senator is 
broad in his notions, and patriotic, and very much in favor of the 
independence of the Sandwich Islands, and I think of their an- 
nexation, and very much in favor of a telegraph line, which we 
need very much, and Bane he is opposed to the only method that is 
pees for getting the telegraph line. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire misunder- 
stands my position. I am decidedly in favor of the construction of 
this cable line, but I want the Government of the United States 
to own it, and to control it and operate it. The Senator asks me if 
I do not believe that it would be wiser and better for the Govern- 
ment, even if it owned such a line, to lease it to private parties 
under a properly drawn contract. I do not believe so. I do not 
believe it would be any wiser to lease a cable line that is used for 
postal purposes than it would be to lease the post-offices and the 
post-routes of the United States. Those were private enterprises 
at one time in the history of thiscountry. Iam told by those who 
are older than I am that they remember distinctly the time when 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 16, 





in this country it cost 25 cents to send a letter from one State to 
another, and in some instances more. The entire postal system of 
the United States was a private enterprise, exactly as the old stage 
lines and stage coaches were private enterprises. Yet the Govern- 
ment of the United States saw proper to discontinue the posta! 
service as a private enterprise. hrough its sovereign power tlie 
Government took control of the postal service throughout th. 
length and breadth of the land, ok eventually it assumed contro] 
of the postal service emanating from this country and going 
abroad. Why was that done? Because it made the service more 
uniform and better, cheaper, and quicker. It was in the inter 
of the public that that was done. 

Now, if we give the money of this Government to the Pacit 
Cable Company or to any other private enterprise we are sim))|) 
going into a line of business where we have sunk and are liable { 
sink in the next twenty years four or five hundred million dolla 
The Senator from Maine looks at me with some surprise. I mean 
to say that the system of subsidizing Pacific railroads, for in 
stance, and the attempt that was made in this Chamber to sub: 
dize the Nicaragua Canal last year will, before they are complet 
if they become consummated, cost this Government $500,000 ,000, 
not more. The experience we have had in that line is not such, in 
my judgment, as to make it satisfactory to our people. 

r. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
again? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sympathize with a great many of the Sen 
ator’s ideas, but he seems to me to go wild in his differences from a 
the rest of the world, which seems to be the Populistic function. 
The Senator criticises the construction of the Pacific roads. A 
great deal of time might be spent in censuring the method that 
was adopted, but the fact was that under that method railroad 
communication across the continent was accomplished in less than 
seven years. The Senator from Maine will correct me if I am 
wrong. I say in less than seven years of the ten years that were 
allowed for that purpose that line was built, while if the Govern 
ment had undertaken to build the roads for itself the work would 
have probably dragged for fifteen years. 

Does the Senator mean to say, going back to that magnificen 
enterprise, that because he can find fault with the methods that 
were adopted for building the Pacific railroads the Goveriment 
itself ae to have built the roads across the continent and to 
have continued to operate the roads for.all time? Is that the 
Senator’s notion about railroads? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not opposed and do not now oppose or 
criticise the construction of the Pacific roads per se. I criticise 
the method by which they were constructed and the means em- 


loyed. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator think the Government 
ought to have built those roads itself? 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly do. 

Mr. PRYE. And run them? 

Mr. ALLEN. Andrunthem. Why not? It is paternalism, is 
it? Yes, that is the only trouble. There is the great bugaboo. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ot for me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not for the Senator from New Hampshire. | 
am glad to hear that. Populism is growing; it is spreading into 
the Northeastern portion of this country. Mr. President, that is 
the only objection that any man ever made in public or private, 
and I am glad to do the Senator from New Hampshire the justice 
of saying that at all times he has had the courage of his convic- 
tions in this Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not willing to join the Populistic 

arty quite yet. I am much more ready to take the Senator from 
ebven into my party than to join his. I say the paternalisi 
of those methods would not deter me from adopting them. I do 
not think that I am in favor of such methods of governmental 
intervention in public works. It is a question of policy. One 
method may be adopted in one case and another method may be 
adopted in another case. It is not the fear that the Government 
will overstap its functions that would prevent me from adopting 
the method which the Senator pro ; ‘ 
iest way to get a cable, which ought to be built right away, is to 
take the method that is close at hand. I hope the Senator, who 
is all right on the main question, will waive his objections to the 
method and cooperate with the one that is the practical method 
of accomplishing the result which all agree is desirable. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Populist party will not take 
the honorable Senator from New Hampshire into its ranks and 
into full membership fellowship just yet. I think we prefer to 
take him, very much as a friend of mine used to say that the Meth- 
odist Church took new converts, ‘for six months on suspicion. 
Lrg? We prefer to have him meet for repentance for a 
time; and if he proves himself worthy and well qualified, we wil 
at the proper time receive him into full fellowship, _ } 

But tom glad to note the fact that light is dawning even in 
New England, and it is not as bad a thing now as it used to be 
when I first came here for a man to talk of the doctrine of owner- 
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ship of railways by the Government. I have never heard a man | its power to go across your land and mine and to exercise the 


other side of the Chamber or upon this side, and I never 
expect to hear one, who can offer a decent reason against those 
arguinents. I understand that gentlemen hold up their hands in 
holy horror and say, “ that is populism;” ‘ that is paternalism; 
but you never undertake to define paternalism. ) 
to scare the country with a word, just as you do with the word 
“parity” and the word ‘fiat. ee 
No, Mr. President, I am in favor of this Government owning 
and controlling this cable line for several reasons. In the first 
place, it would be cheaper, in my judgment, and directly in line 
with the policy of the Government in owning and controlling the 
Post-Office Department in all its features; and it would be directly 


upon the 


in line with the true policy of this Government never to farm out | 


to private individuals or private corporations any of its sovereign 
power. We might just as well say that the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States should be farmed out to private 
enterprise (and I presume they would,in many instances, be as 
valuable as they are now if they were) as to say that the sovereign 
power to control the mail servic: of this Government, or any fea- 
ture of it, should be farmed out to private corporations. The truth 
is, we are, every day of our lives here, delegating sovereign powers 
to private corporations and private enterprises that the Constitu- 
tion places in this Government to be exercised in the interest of 
the people. Senators seem to be bent upon having these powers 
delegated to private corporations. When it comes to the question 
of the power and policy of this Government to own and operate 
such lines by itself unaided, and unaiding any private corporation 
in alike enterprise, I believe it is the true policy and the patriotic 
policy for the Government to own and operate them. 

In the next place, there is another serious objection to the bill. 
Another great corporation is to be raised up, whose fangs eventu- 
ally are to enter into the legislative and executive departments of 
this Government, if not into the judicial department, and one 
more enemy of free government is to be fed and encouraged by 
liberal appropriations made by Congress. How long will it be 
until this Pacific Cable Company will place in this Chamber and 
in the other House of Congress such servile tools as it wants to do 
its bidding in the form of legislation, and by that means stifle 
the cries and wishes of the people and enact legislation in the in- 
terests of private enterprise and in such a way as to lay additional 
burdens upon the masses of our people? I do not believe that we 
should encourage enterprises of this kind where it is in the inter- 
ests of the Government to construct the work and where it is con- 
ceded that we have ample power to construct it ourselves. 


Let me recur briefly to our experience with reference to Pacific | 


railroads, for I do not want to be misunderstood upon that ques- 
tion. I admit that it was good policy to construct the Pacific 
roads, at least one of them, possibly all of them; it was the proper 
thing to do; but the originator of that enterprise, Mr. Asa Whit- 
ney, never expected it to be a private enterprise. His first peti- 
tion to Congress, in 1846, I think, possibly in 1844, was tothe effect 
that he was to construct the road out of a land grant to be given 


to him by Congress, and within a certain time after that he was | 


to turn the road over to the Government, and it was to be a great 
governmental highway. That was his plan. I believe it would 
have been better policy, and that it would have been a great deal 
cheaper for this Government to have made a direct appropriation 
to construct the Pacific railroads from the Mississippi and Mis- 
souri rivers as they have been constructed to the Pacific Slope 
and to have owned and controlled them to-day. 


We have a debt of $120,000,000 due us now. We have guaran- 


You undertake | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


' 


| 





teed bonds to the amount of $60,000,000, if not more, 6 per cent | 
bonds, that we must make provision for at this Congress—subsidy | 


bonds that were given to those roads. One of the strange things 
in the history of such transactions is that when the Government 
of the United States had the first lien upon the roads for the sub- 
sidy bonds through some kind of legerdemain, 
that lien was taken off and certain stockholders and bondholders 
were given a lien prior to the Government's lien. Wevoluntarily 


to foreclose upon the roads and reduce them to Government own- 
— and gave to certain moneyed interests in this country a 
first lien, who now threaten to take the roads and leave the Gov- 
ernment without a penny to pay the subsidy bonds or to recoup 


know not what, | 


for the interest that has been paid upon the debt. Is it not likely | 


that the time will come within fifteen or twenty years when a like 
policy will be pursued with reference to this Pacific Cable Com- 
pany if it is subsidized? 

I believe if we owned and controlled and operated a great trans- 
continental line of railway to-day we could squeeze a hundred per 
cent of water out of watered stock. By fixing the rates of pas- 
senger and —— tariff upon that road we could force every com- 
peting road in the United States to come to the prices fixed by the 
Government of the United States. It would goas far as anything 
we can do, if not further, to bring about an adjustment of this 
great railroad problem. 


Mr. President, a railway is a public corporation; that is, it gets 





power of eminent domain because the Government farms out to 
it the sovereign power. That question first arose in this country 
in the case of Bloodgood vs. The Mohawk River Railroad Com- 
pany, when the old court of errors of New York was composed of 
afew judges and the senators. It was a serious question fora 
great many years whether a private corporation or a corporation 
in the nature of a railroad company could exercise the sovereign 
power of eminent domain and force itself across the property of 
private individuals. Finally that position was sustained; the Su- 
preme Court of the United States followed it, and every court in 
the Union follows it to-day. 


Does any lawyer or any layman doubt that if a railroad com- 
pany gets a right to construct a road in consequence of the Govern- 
ment farming out to it the right of eminent domain, there goes 


with that power, as an incident of the grant, the power to control 
the road that exercises the right of eminent domain? Has not 
this Government power, whenever necessity may bring about the 
occasion to exercise its sovereign power of eminent domain, to 
reduce every corporation of that kind in this country to Govern- 
ment ownership? The same power that the corporation exercises 
with reference to private property may be exercised by the Govern- 
ment with reference to the property of the c poration itself. It 
is a supreme power that knows no limit but the limit of necessity 
and desirability. : 

Why not, then, own and control those railroads? Out in the 
State in which | have the honor to live oats are being sold to-day 
for 11 cents a bushel—oats as fine as were ever grown upon the 
face of the earth. It costs 16} cents of freight tariff to put a 
bushel of oats in market from Nebraska to New York—60 per cent 
more than the farmer can get for it there. So with corn, wheat, 
and all other farm products, and with meat products. I believe 
they are taking from the State of Nebraska and Kansas and other 
Western States every year $50,000,000to pay interest upon watered 
stocks. No restraint is placed upon them by the State govern- 
ment. The State government has no power to place it upon the 
subsidized roads, in so far as they are doing an interstate traftic 
business. No restraint is placed upon them by Congress. They 
are at liberty under our laws to take a road that cost $25,000 a 
inile of honest money for its construction and to capitalize that 
road for $140,000 or $150,000 per mile, and by that means take the 
profits from the grain grower and the meat grower of the States 
through which theyrun. It amounts to millions and hundreds of 
millions of dollars in the course of a year. Is not that a matter of 
sufficient importance to awake at least some slight intereston the 
part of Congress? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Do any of the transcontinental roads that run 
through Nebraska pay dividends on their stock, whether watered 
or otherwise? 

Mr. ALLEN. 





They have done so until they have been looted. 

Mr. HOAR. But they are in the hands of receivers now? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes,sir; and they ought to have been in the hands 
of receivers years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. 5o the particular hardship which the Senator de- 
scribes does not exist with the farmers of his State to-day? I put 
the question for information merely. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam willing the Senator should interrupt me 
and ask a question, but I can not understand the policy of it. The 
Senator asks me if the stockholders of the railroad companies are 
drawing dividends to-day. I say some of them are and some of 
them are not, but throughout their history they have been draw- 
ing dividends. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not understand that I put 
the question as differing from him in his comment about the Gov- 
ernment’s policy in regard to those roads. He can not express 


1 ’ | himself more strongly than I should wish to express myself if I 
relinquished the first lien upon those roads; we waived our right | 


had occasion to do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest to Senators that all of this discussion 
is out of order. It is going on by unanimous consent, and I hope 
they will not protract it unnecessarily. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will yield to the Senator from Kansas in a few 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If a point of order is made the 
Chair is of opinion that the Senator from Nebraska is not in order, 
as unanimous consent was simply given that the speech of the 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] should be concluded, after which 
the unfinished business would be again laid before the Senate, . 
when the Senator from Kansas would be recognized on the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ihave no doubt the Senator from Nebraska will 
conclude his remarks soon. I was rather suggesting to other Sen- 
ators not tointerfere with the Senator from Nebraska in order that 
he might conclude his remarks, if it can be done soon. 

Mr. ALLEN, I shall be through in about five minutes. 
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No, Mr. President, some of those roads are in the hands of re- 
ceivers, and ae ought to go into the hands of receivers. Those 
roads have been looted from one end tothe other. They have been 
the subject of private plunder in many instances. If they had 
been managed as they should have been managed they would have 
yielded a fair compensation upon the actual capital and some 
compensation upon the entire capitalization. It is a godsend to 
the poor of the United States that they are passing into the 
hands of receivers and going into liquidation. 

Mr. President, I believe it would have been better for the Gov- 
ernment to have constructed those roads and to own and operate 
themto-day. With reference to the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal, I favor it. I wantto see this Government, by the construc- 
tion of a canal about 170 miles long, cut off the 10,000 miles of 
travel around the Horn. But I shall never vote for an interest- 
bearing obligation of this Government in aid of that or in aid of 
any other enterprise. It means the expenditure of $300,000,000 
upon the part of this Government before that enterprise is finally 

aid for under such a system. Whenever we can issue the money 

ere and commence the construction of the Nicaragua Canal and 
pay for it as we go along it will have my vote. But whenever it 
comes to the question of issuing bonds and subsidizing some pri- 
vate corporation that is to ownand construct it and take its prof- 
its where we pay the interest and principal of the subsidy bonds, 
I shall oppose it, not because I do not realize the importance of 
the enterprise, not because I do not fully approve of it, but because 
I do not believe that this Government, as a matter of policy, should 
issue its bonds and incur an endless debt which future generations 
will be taxed to pay. 

Mr. President, for these reasons I am opposed to the bill brought 
in by the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will be considered as 
agreed to, and the bill will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print, in one volume, all 
of the acts as they appear in the United States statutes, heretofore 
passed by Congress, imposing duties on imports. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | 


signed the enrolled bill (8. 628) to provide an American register 
for the steamer Miami. 


SILVER COIN AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 
proceeded with. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. BUTLER to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 


(Mr. PEF FER resumed and concluded the speech begun by him 
yesterday. See Appendix. ]} 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intel- 
ligence of the death of William Cogswell, late a member of the 
House from the Stete of Massachusetts, and transmitted the reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate Seneeeane from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1896. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. William Cogswell, late a Representative from the State of Massachu- 


setts. 
Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 


ourn, 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask for the immediate consider- 
ation of the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the communi- 
cation of the death of the Hon. William Cogswell, late a Representative from 
the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock 
and 45 minutes P = the Senate adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 20, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 16, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry M. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege af 
fecting the proceedings of this House, and ask the Clerk to res 
from a pamphlet issued by the Chamber of Commerce of the Sta 
of New York a paragraph which I have marked bearing upon t/ 
question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Then came the Alabama claims and the fisheries dispute, the first being 
cided in our favor and the latter against us, each side accepting the deci 
and paying the award like business men. Then came the seizure of Canad 
sealing vessels by the United States in Bering Sea, which was arbitrated. « 
about $400,000 awarded to the owners of the seized vessels, which has not |) 
paid, owing to the failure of Congress to make an appropriation therefor, aii 
which we are in honor bound tosettle without further delay. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this is 
not a question of privilege. The gentleman from Pennsylyania 
stated that he rose to a question of privilege. The gentleman his 


stated no such question, nor does the article read from the desk 
constitute a oe matter. 
Mr. GROW. It is a privileged matter, for if it be untrue, as J 


shall demonstrate, it is a direct reflection upon the good faith of 
this House in the discharge of a national obligation. The alleged 
failure on the part of the House is not true 

Mr. CRISP. I beg pardon; the gentleman presents no privi- 
leged question. My friend would no doubt like to submit remarks 





| upon it; but, nevertheless, it is not a matter of privilege. 


I will refer the Chair to the rule in a moment. 

Mr. GROW. I did not propose to take more than a minute. [| 
— desire to correct the statement. It is not true. 

ow, does the gentleman from Georgia think that a direct re- 
flection upon the House and its membership such as this does not 
constitute a question of privilege? 

Mr. CRISP. Linsist that the gentleman must wait until the 
Chair decides whether he has presented a privileged question or 
not. I make the point that the gentleman has not presented a 
question of privilege, and it is for the Chair to determine. 

I am looking for the rule. I desire to call it to the attention of 
the Chair. The rule of the House is in the following words: 

Gescticss of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity,and the integrity of its proceedings; secon, 
the rights, reputation, and conduct of its members individuatly, in their re) 
resentative capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions 
except motions to adjourn. 

Now, I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman has not presente: 
a question of privilege. The Chair heard the reading of the para- 
graph, and I invoke the judgment of the Speaker upon it. 

r.GROW. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can be 
heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. GROW. In response to the gentleman from Georgia, Mr 
Speaker, I claim that any —— made against the good faith of 
the House with reference to its legislation upon any subject pre- 
sents a question of privilege for the whole House, being just tlie 
same as a misrepresentation of the views and acts of the members 
themselves. 

The arbitration, to which reference is made in this pamphlet, 
did not award a dollar of damages for the seizure of the fishing 
vessels; but if so, the representatives of the people on this floor 
are false to the discharge of their duty and to their country for 
refusing to assent to what an arbitration had agreed to. Now, 
I take it that that presents a question of privilege for the whole 
House. if not, I wish to make a statement which will bring it 
strictly within the rule, so that the Chair will be fully informed 
of the question. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask a ruling of the Chair—— 

Mr. GROW (continuing). The joint high commission agreed 
on between Great Britain and this country, sitting at Paris, re- 
fused to consider the question of damages for the seizure of the 
sealing vessels, hence they made no award, but on the contrary 
the Secretary of State and the President of the United States 
agreed with the ambassador of Great Britain on a lump sum if 
Congress shoued approve of it. 

Mr. CRISP. I the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should confine himself to the 
question of order. 

Mr.GROW. My question of order is that whatever affects the 
vote of a member of the House presents a question of privilege. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in order to bring it strictly within the rule | 
will make it personal to myself. I will raise the question of per- 
sonal privilege. Before the House, when we voted on it, was thie 
question of raising $400,000 in a lump sum, and we are told that 
two-thirds of this was claimed by American citizens who mado 
sham sales of their vessels to unnaturalized citizens—— 
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; ISP. Mr. Speaker—— : 
The CREAKER. The Chair does not think that any question 
of privilege has been made out. 
Mr. GROW. Iam satisfied. [Laughter.] 
PRINTING OF TARIFF ACTS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on ee to favorably report the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS], 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, presents the following 
report, which the Clerk will read to the House. 

he Clerk read as follows: ne 
the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
sete ine on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized to cause to be 
printed, indexed, and bound in cloth, in one volume, all of the acts as they 
appear in the United States Revised Statutes, heretofore passed by Congress, 
imposing, duty on imports, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was to. : ; 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. : 

DUTIES OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read at length. It provides that the Secre- 
tary of War be, and is hereby, requested to inform the House 
whether or not, in his opinion, the duties of the Assistant Secre- 
tary of War can not, after March 4, 1897, be more satisfactorily 

rformed by the designation or assignment by the Secretary of 

Var of the commanding officers of the Army or the Adjutant- 
General of the Army to perform said duties during the illness or 
temporary absence of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwillsay to the gentleman that it seems to me 
that resolution should be investigated by a committee. The po- 
sitions of Assistant Secretary of War and Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy were authorized in order that there might be a little 
civil blood in those two Departments. I think it would be better 
to have the resolution go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. I will state to the gentleman that there is no 
purpose in this resolution to try to amend the law. This is only 
a resolution for information. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishould not mind the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War, even if he should recommend the change. I 
think it would be better to have the resolution go to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made to the consideration of the 
resolution. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
— from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 

ows: 

The bill (S.1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 941) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska Railroad 
Company and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad Com- 

ny, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over a part of the 

and Foxand Iowa Indian Reservation, in the States of Kansas 
and Nebraska—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, UTAH. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ain instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to report back favorably the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CANNON of Utah submitted the following, which of t 
Committes on Indian Affairs: e following, which was referred to the 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested toinform 
the House in detail as to the roceedings had and expenditures made by his 
De ment in carrying out the provisions of sections 20, 21, and 22 of an act 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, etc., approved August 15, 1804; with the names and residences 
of commissioners appointed under the provisions of said sections; with copies 
of instructions given by his Department to said commissioners, and with a 
statement, if not incompatible with the public service, of the probable time 
when that provision of said sections can be executed which provides for a 
restoration to the public domain of certain lands within the Uncompahgre 
Indian Reservation in the Territory of Utah.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply a resolution of inquiry. The | 


act provided for the appointment of a commission to allot in 
severalty the lands of the Uncompahgre Indians in Utah, and 
also that the same commission should negotiate with the Uintah 


Indians in Utah in reference to allotting their lands in severalty. | 


resolution simply asks what action the Secretary of the In- 
terior has taken nies that act. 


Mr. SAYERS. _ I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
as the a nn to which the gentleman refers embraced 


inas ac 
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— No; it was in the Indian appropriation act 
of 1894, 

Mr.SAYERS. Did not the last Congress pass an actin reference 
to those tribes? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; L think not. 
action was had. 

Mr. SAYERS. I may be mistaken as to the tribes, but Iam 
quite confident that the Delegate from Utah was insisting last ses- 
sion on the passage of a special act with reference to two Indian 
tribes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is true, I am not informed of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether these 
lands include certain valuable asphalt deposits? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do include those lands. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is simply a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It proposes to make no disposition of those 
lands at this time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No disposition at all. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LEASE OF SCHOOL LANDS IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House bill No. 2769. It has 
been reported favorably from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizonaasks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes 
in Arizona. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands reserved for university purposes, and all 
of the school lands in the Territory of Arizona reserved by law for school 
purposes, may be leased under such laws and regulations as may be here- 
after prescribed by the legislature of said Territory, but until such legisla- 
tive action the governor, secretary of the Territory, and superintendent of 
public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of said lands under 
the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior for the respective purposes for which the said reservations were made, 
egy that it shall not be necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of 
the Interior for his approval; and all necessary expenses and costs incurred 
in the leasing, management, and protection of said lands and leases may be 
paid out of the proceeds derived from such leases. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in ex- 
planation of the bill that it simply makes available—— 

The SPEAKER. Without objection,the gentleman from Ari- 
zona will be allowed to explain the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The bill simply makes available 
the reserved school lands of the Territory for revenue during the 
Territorial condition. The bill is identical with one passed last 
session for the Territory of Oklahoma. It confers no title and 
sells no land, but simply makes the school lands available now 
while they are idle and doing no good to anybody; and the bill 
gives authority to the Territory to lease them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is there a report from a committee? 

Mr. MORPHY of Arizona. There is a favorable report from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Arizona as to whether there is any limit 
to the time of the leases? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. 
zona remains a Territory. 
would own the lands. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Would not the lands be then 
burdened by existing leases? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Not by any means. I suppose that 
would all be regulated at the time when Arizona became a State, 
when it would be the owner of this land and have the fee simple 
to it. ; 

Mr. FLYNN. Iwill state that this bill is identical with the 
Oklahoma bill which was drawn by the Department and passed 
at the last session. It is a question of allowing the authorities of 
the Territory to get the proceeds from the vacant lands in the res- 
ervation known as school lands in that Territory. 

Mr. LACEY. I will state further that it relieves the Interior 
Department from being compelled to approve all these leases. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is there any communication 
from the Interior Department in favor of this bill? 

Mr. FLYNN. The same proposition has heretofore been ap- 
proved by the Department. 

Mr. LACEY. They prefer to be relieved from the approval of 
the leases, and the bill allows them to be made by the Territorial 
officers, without the approval of the Department. 

Mr. McRAE. If my friend from New York will allow me, I 
will state that I do not think there can be any objection to this 
bill. It provides, as has already been stated, only a question of 
authority for the local officers of the Territory to lease the lands 
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now reserved for school purposes, which will eventually be given 
for the education of the youth of that country, so as to enable 
them to receive some rent for a school fund from lands that are 
now given free, almost, to graziers. This bill itself perhaps has 
not been referred to the Department, but a bill to the same effect, 
in relation to Oklahoma, was indorsed by the Department last year, 
and I can not see why the same principle should not apply to the 
Territory of Arizona which has already been applied to that of 
Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was coiuanl to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
—_ of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
vilis. 

Mr. STEELE. Pending the announcement of that vote, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the resolution I 
introduced this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whoie House on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
general appropriation bills, and the Clerk will report the unfinished 
business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 3587) makin, eppremstnaies for payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. CLARK]; but, Mr, Chairman, before the 
gentleman from Iowa begins his remarks, I would like to have the 
attention of the committee for a moment in reference to the order 
of debate for to-day. 

The committee in charge of this bill has been requested by a 
great many members that the bill be not taken up by paragraph 
to-day, but that the committee proceed to consider it under gen- 
eral debate; and the committee is disposed to do so, and to re- 
remain in session as long as there are members who are anxious 
to speak in general debate, without taking up the bill by para- 
graphs, and unless there shall be some considerable objection to 
it, the bill will not be taken up by paragraphs under the five- 
minute rule to-day. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The bill will not be voted on to-day? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. No; there will be no vote taken 
to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
sire to make any arrangement for closing general debate? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have no particular desire, as 
there seems to be no disposition manifested on the other side; but 
I will simply announce that general debate will be closed to-day, 
and that the bill will not be taken up under the five-minute rule 
to-day. 

Mr DOCKERY. Why do you not ask unanimous consent to 
close general debate to-day? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to ask unani- 
mous consent to close general debate to-day? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is my wish. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that general debate upon the pending appro- 
priation bill be closed to-day, and that the bill be taken up to- 
morrow under the five-minuterule. Isthereobjection? ([Aftera 
pause.} The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. CLARK] is recognized, 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I have no purpose, Mr. Chairman, to oc- 
cupy the time of this committee in any general discussion of the 
measure now pending. I merely desire to call attention to a case 
or two within my mal knowledge, as contributions to the 
mass of testimony that is being submitted as constituting reasons 
why this Congress, representing the American people, making the 
appropriation of money for payment of pensions, shall define 
more fully and emphatically the conditions under which the De- 

artment or the Bureau of Pensions shall administer its service and 

istribute those funds. I favor the amendment offered by my 
friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] because it is in 
the line of needed legislation. er it be held germane to this 
bill or not, discussion of it will at least be useful as contributing 
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to the proper and complete pension law which Congress should 
enact. 

I will cite first an instance within my personal knowledge, 
Mr. Francis M. Ross, formerly a private in Company B, Forty- 
second Indiana Infantry, a resident of my own county, drew a 


pension under the laws of the United States. He made applica- 
tion for an increase of pension. Dr. John J. Rigg, a townsman 
of his, a physician of character and repute, a member of the board 
of examining surgeons in that county, gave a certificate as to his 
condition, which I will read: 


STATE OF IowA, Lee County; 

KEOKUK, June 10, 1892 

This certifies that I am a resident of Keokuk, Iowa, Lee County; was for 

merly of Montrose, lowa; wasa practicing physician of Montrose for ten years; 
have known Francis M. Ross for aoveral years; became his family physician 
in 1883, and have continued to be such ever since; was called to see him for 
heart trouble on th: 13th day of Septe mber, 1885, and have examined him and 
treated him for said trouble on a numter of occasions since. He hasa chronic 
organic lesion of the heart; hypertrophy with valvular insufficiency, also 
regurgitation (mitral); such disability bringing about a very serious train 
symptoms, such as difficulty in breathing, smothering spells when lying 
down, pain in the region of the heart, and upon the least exertion there 
occurs a severe attack of palpitation. He is unfit for manual labor and espoe- 
cially labor that would require much walking or lifting. His degree of « 
ability is more than it would be from the lossoflegorarm. Ihave no interest 
in the prosecution of this claim. 

JOHN J. RIGG, M. D. 


The gentleman giving this certificate is, as I have already stated, 
a physician of high character, and is at present a member of the 
board of examining surgeons for pension applicants in my county. 

Dr. J. M. Anderson, was a resident of my county for fifty years, 
a gentleman of the very highest character, a gentleman of such 
standing and repute in his lifetime that when he died last year 
almost the whole county gathered at his burial, and I felt honored, 
Mr. Chairman, when, as a personal friend and representative of 
the district, I was asked to be one of the pallbearers who should 
bear that honored man, a citizen of my county from the Terri- 
torial period, to his grave. 

He was a man as honest as Washington and as courageous as 
Jackson. He would not have borne false testimony for his life. 
He furnished a certificate to Mr. Ross, which is as follows: 


Montrose, LEE County, IowA, September 16, 1890 


In the matter of the claim of F. M. Ross, late private in Company B, Forty 
second Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for increase of pension. 

Persor w appeared before me, a notary public in and for said county and 
State, J. M. Anderson, M. D., whose post-office address is Montrose, Leo 
County, Iowa, whom I certify to be reputable and entitled to credit, and «i 
clares ta reference to the above case as follows: 

I have been intimately acquainted with said soldier for twenty-five years, 
and a portion of that time was his family physician. I treated soldier ab 
eighteen years ago for pleuro-pneumonia, and discovered at that time that | 
had chronic pleurisy with lesion. The exact date of my first treatment | 
not give. I have prescribed for him at different times since, and have made a 
careful physical examination of his condition quite recently, and find cardiac 
enlargement and mitral insufficiency, also enlargement and indurati: 
liver ang spleen, and _ inability to lie downexcept upon his abdomen, his 
down on his pillow. By reason of these complicated diseases he is incap: 
tated from manual labor, and the degree of his disability is, in my opi! 
— to the loss of an arm or leg. 

am 70 years old; have practiced medicine forty-eight years, and I have no 
interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
J. M. ANDERSON, M. D 


Dr. A. Weisman, also a member of the board of examining sur- 
geons, gave a certificate to the same effect; which is as follows: 


Kroxuk, Iowa, December 22, 13 

A. Weisman, M. D., a citizen of Keokuk, Iowa, whose post-office address is 
1123 Main street, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit.ani 
who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: I am 
a practicing physician and have been acquainted with said soldier for a s! 
time. Inever attended claimant professionally, but have made an examin: 
tion of his physical condition at this date at his own request, and have found 
the following disabilities: . 

He has chronic pleurisy, affecting both lungs Some emplysemia of |c[t 
lung, slight over base of right lung. Pleuritic adhesions of left lung, cau 
ing dry, hacking cough, particularly at night. Can’t lay on his back, or on 
either side, for any length of time, causing d cea; bowels tympanitic, 
spleen enlarged, a of heart, and anemia. Disabilities increase in 
cold and damp weather, and are in such a degree as to disable him from doing 
— labor. The disability did exist, as claimant states, while in the 
service. 

The above affidavit is in my own handwriting, and, in making the same, I 
did not use and was not aided or prompted by any written or printed state- 
ment verified, prepared, or dictated by any other person and not attached 


as on credit of my testimony. 
A. WEISMAN, M. D., Keokuk, Iowa 


Dr. J. J. Rigg, of whom I have already spoken, after he became 
a member of the board of examining surgeons supplemented his 
first statement by an additional one, which is as follows: 
Kroxuk, IowA, January 15, 189. 


In the pension claim No. 204667, of Francis M. Ross, of Montrose, Iowa, I re- 
spectfully submit the following in regard to the case: Ihave known said soldier 
intimately over ten yearsand have been his family physician the greater part 
of this time. He has suffered from chronic pleuritis, with adhesion over the 
lower lobe of left lung; also hypertrophy of heart, with valvularinsufficiency; 

fermentative d resulting in a chronic tritis; has dropsical 
effusions around the heart and in the abdominal cavity, also of the left leg 
and foot, and hyperthesia of entire left side. Is now totally disabled so far 
as a support by manual labor is concerned. His disabilities are 
permanent and ve and were not caused by vicious habits; and in 
view of the above facts, and knowing the condition of soldier, both physic 
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ally and financially, I would regard his case deserving of more than his pres- 





ent rating, and respectfully recommend the increase asked for. 
Respectfully submitted. aes Bene. 0 D. 
Member Board United States Pension Examiners, Keokuk, Iowa. 
Dr. H. Carnes, another reputable physician, examined this pen- 
sioner, and gave the following certificate: 
MontTROSE, IowA, December 13, 1894. 


In regard to the case of F. M. Ross would state that I have this day exam- 
ined him and found the following conditions in regard to pleurisy, viz: 

Adhesions of all the lower lobe of left lung; also emplysemia of lower lobe 
of left lung; would further state that I have been intimately acquainted 
with claimant for past six years, have prescribed for him frequently during 
that time for pleurisy, and, in fact, whenever he contracts a cold he is trou 
bled more or less; it is chronic form, 1s progressive and permanent. His 
disability is real withoat the least shadow of doubt; would state that I have 
no interest whatever in the prosecution of this claim. 

H. CARNES, M. D. 


At this point, Mr. Chairman, I may remark that these gentle- 
men, besides being physicians of high repute, are all of them 
Democrats. 
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Here, Mr. Chairman, were four physicians of his county, of high 
personal and professional character, who united in personal know1- | 
edge and professional treatment of this man’s case, and certifying | 


that the pensioner was entitled to an increase of pension. Now, 
here is the answer received to the pensioner’s application: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1895. 
Srr: I have to advise you that your name has this day been dropped from 
the pension roll, certificate No. 204667, for the reasons set forth in my letter 
to you under date of December 11, 1894, viz, that the disability for which the 
pension was allowed has ceased to exist in a pensionable degree. 
Laughter. | ce o> . 
hat is signed, ‘* William Lochren, Commissioner. 
That soldier, Mr. Chairman, is now laboring through me, and 
through my distinguished colleague at the other end of this Cap- 


itol, Senator GEAR, to be reinstated on the pension roll of the | 


Government, not upon his personal testimony, but upon the testi- 
mony of four of the chief physicians of my county, as I person- 
ally know. Now, sir, I want to take from that Bureau of Pen- 
sions, by whatever party it may be administered, the right to drop 
a pensioner from the rolls under such conditions without an ad- 
judication of his case by a tribunal where he shall have a right to 

e heard. [Applause.] 

There is another case and phase of Department policy to which 
I wish to call the attention of thiscommittee. Mr. William Smith, 
of Company K, Nineteenth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, a resident 
of Mount Pleasant, in my district, applied for a pension. In the 





rogress of time and in the discretion of the Bureau of Pensions | 


1e received a pension. He applied for a rerating under the con- 
ditions which I am about to set forth, and he received this notice 
from the United States pension agency at Des Moines, acting as 
the representatives of the Pension Bureau. The pension agent 
wrote to Mr. Smith as follows: 
UnItTEep STATES PENSION AGENCY, 
Des Moines, Iowa, September 29, 1892. 
DeAR Str: I hand you herewith blank voucher for pension accrued under 
your certificate to October 4, 18%. The terms of your certificate are such 
that former payments erroneously made to you are to be recovered to the 
amount of $1,007.20, and checks drawn for your quarterly payments will 
therefore be forwarded to the Assistant Treasurer of the United States until 
that amount shall have been recovered. ‘ ; 
Very respectfully, S. A. MARINE, Pension Agent. 
Wwm. L. Surrey, 
Mount Pleasant, Henry County, Iowa. 
Mr. Chairman, in the case of a private soldier in my own town 
an application for a rerating led to an equivalent order, andI was 
informed by the commandant of the Grand Army post of my 


town that under that order it would take sixteen years to settle | 


the debit and credit account between that pensioner and the Gov- 

ernment—that sixteen years must elapse before that pensioner can 
draw a dollar of pension, and in the meantime he is being main- 
tained by the charity of the ve of Keokuk day after day and 
year after year. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman and members of this 
touse, that there needs some reversal of policy like this. 

I am done, Mr. Chairman, but in closing let me say I can easily 
find a reason why this policy, unless we check it, may increase. 
The President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury 
have had their hearts made sick by the deferred hope of the proin- 


ise that the Wilson-Gorman tariff would yield an adequate rev- | 


enue. They Haye been disappointed on the line of the regular re- 
ceipts by the operations of that bill. But, Mr. Chairman, if the 
Pension Department can sit there and by facile and deft book- 
aa of its clerks swop all the pension money between debit and 
credit, so that it appears merely upon the bookkeeping of the De- 
partment and no dollar of it is paid out, probably there will come 
a surplus to the revenues of this Government by way of the back 
door of the Pension De ent which can be credited hereafter to 
the operation of the Wilson-Gorman tariff. [Laughter and ap- 


plause. 
_Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, it is not to be denied that the 
air gun which the gentleman from the Seventh district of New 
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York (Mr. BarTLETrT] charged and exploded the other day pos- 
sessed greater recoil than any piece of ordnance ever used in the 
gigantic struggle out of which arises the question which is before 
this committee to-day for determination. Its echoes have been 
heard in this Chamber for several days, and it is very evident 
that the greatest point of danger about that gun was its rear and 
not its front. [Laughter and applause.}] These echoes to which 


we have listened, Mr. Chairman, are but as gentle zephvyrs com- 
pared with the tornado that will in time come up from the valleys 
and down from the mountain sides of the regions from which the 
Union boys came marching in 1861, and from that to 1865 three 
hundred thousand” and ‘five hundred thousand more.” These 
reverberations from distant States in this land will come f{ i the 


yeomanry, from localities where patriotism is engendered, where 
it is given birth, where it grows and expands as true patriotism 


| deserves to. You will not find it in the marts of commerce. you 


will not find it in a part of the Seventh Congressional district of 
New York represented by the gentieman who has spoken here, for 
there it is overshadowed by other considerations. You will find 
it in the rural districts of this land, where love of country is su- 
preme over considerations of business and home comforts—that 
love of country which actuated every Union soldier who aban- 
doned his home and all that which he held dear, for what? Not 
for his own protection, not for his own gratification, but for the 
preservation of a principle which might redound to the benefit of 
this country and of succeeding generations. 

The gentleman from the Seventh Congressional district of New 
York informs this House that the Democracy of his State and the 
best Republicans of New York are not in favor of a further exten- 
sion of pension legislation which shall result in ‘‘looting” the 
Treasury without proper justification. This statement, Mr. 
Chairman, I am pleased to say, was refuted by his colleague from 
the Tenth district of New York; and I believe that the great 
majority of the constituents of the gentleman from the Seventh 
district of New York will repudiate his statements. 

The great difficulty with the gentleman to whom I refer is that 
where we on this side of the House find justification he can see 
none. And I regret exceedingly that such is the fact. The gen- 
tleman has called out such a rain of invective upon his head as no 
member of this House has before, certainly during this session, 
been so unfortunate as to invite, and were it not for the provoca- 
tion contained in his remarks I should not now presume to engage 
the attention of this committeeforone moment. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, every man who is a true friend, not a false friend, of the 
Union soldier should rise here before this debate shall close and 
in his place denounce the stigmaand the reproach which is heaped 
upon the Union soldiers and their dependents, living and dead, 
by the unfortunate language made use of by the distinguished 
gentleman from the distinguished Seventh district of New York, 
when he charges this kind of legislation as an attempt to ‘* loot 
the Treasury ” of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the term “looting” means pillage; it means 
plunder; and this is the first time in my brief experience that I 
have ever heard or known of legalized ‘‘looting” and legalized 
‘‘nillage.” I presume very few of those here on this side of the 
House who advocate this kind of legislation are pensioners. Very 
few of them are participants in the benefits afforded by pension 
legislation, and we do not resent the stigma because of its appli- 
cation to us individually, but we refute it, and we hur! it back as 
false in every particular, in every element, in behalf of those 
whose voices can not be raised in their own defense in this Cham- 
ber. [Applause.] That, Mr. Chairman, is our duty, and it is be- 
cause [ claim the privilege of discharging this duty that I stand 
here for the moment. 

Now, sir, we are in accord with the gentleman in every measure 
that shall tend to prevent any ‘‘looting” of the Treasury, if there 
be anything of that kind; but the difficulty with the gentleman 
is that he can not see any necessity for pension legislation such 
as this amendment proposes. The term “looting” implies in 
the connection in which it is used by the gentleman that the 
Union soldiers were a set of rascals, that they were dishonest. 
In refutation of that I say that patriotism and dishonesty do not 
go hand in hand. What kind of men, Mr. Chairman, did the 
country call for in the time of its need? It did not look for bank- 
ers; it did not look for preachers; it did not look for statesmen; 
it did not look for men of the highest integrity in the different 
communities of our land. It did not seek those who could give 
the best bonds for their honesty and their good behavior. No: it 
sought able-bodied, patriotic, brave-hearted heroes, with good teeth 
to masticate hard-tack, with good eyes so that they could take true 
aim, with sufficient physical ability to carry a knapsack, forty 
rounds and a musket, a haversack and a canteen. ‘That is the 
kind of men that were sought—men not necessarily of the highest 
repute for probity or integrity; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I assume 
to say, and I challenge contradiction, that taking the same num- 
ber of men from the higher and the better walks of life—aye, even 
from the distinguished Seventh district of New York—the stand- 
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ard of honesty and integrity which has been exhibited by the 
Union soltier will surpass the standard of honesty and integrity 

established by the best class of men from the best walks of life. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is pe by the very few convictions, the 
very few dishonest acts, the very few cases in which perjury has 
been charged in the dispensing of pensions to the 970,000 pension- 
ers on the part of this Government. So that I say patriotism, 
valor, honesty, and integrity have traveled hand in hand together. 
They can not be separated. He who was so self-sacrificing as to 
e owed the country his life, if need be, is the last man to-day 


6a 
ae ought to be charged with being ready to ‘‘loot its Treas- 


ury” and “‘ ruin its credit.” 

Now. what is the justification for the amendment introduced 
here on this bill, providing that widows may, in case that they 
have not a fixed income of $500 per year, receive the pittance 
which the Government is willing to give them in the shape of pen- 
sions. We findit, Mr. Chairman, in the fact that when the widow 
and her little ones may have a few dollars of income, under the 
strict construction of the law, she is deprived of the bounty of the 
Government, 

Little does the gentleman from the Seventh Congressional dis- 
trict of New York appreciate this state of things. He goes to his 
club; sits before his grate fire ae his extremities, with his 
pedal appendages incased in soft silken slippers, smoking his 
cigarette [laughter] and sipping his wine with genial friends 
about him. The winter wind howling outside disturbs not his 
peace or his drinks. The howling blaststhat come from the homes 
of want and poverty penetrate not to his abode. Everything is 
lovely; and surrounded with luxury and comfort, what concep- 
tion, what knowledge, what information can he have to move the 
liberal hearts of our citizens? But go to the other place, and what 
do you find? A house with but asingle room; nothing but a tallow 
dip, if it be at night, to cast a lurid glare over the few objects in 
it; you find huddled about the dying embers of a once perhaps 
comfortable fire the widow, with emaciated countenance and 
frame poorly clad, her little ones shiverin 7 her side over the 
few fragments that remain still unconsumed, their dimpled fingers 
blue with cold,no food, no fuel, no nothing but want and misery, 
not even the common comforts, say nothing about luxury—noth- 
ing in view but want and suffering. 

The few dollars income which the widow may have for herself 
and her little ones are insufficient, with her efforts, to — 
and take care of them; and yet there are the two extremes. ere 
is a case, not an isolated one, for they are numerous in this coun- 
try of ours, rich and plenteous in every other respect. There is a 
case, Mr. Chairman, which ap s to the favorable action of this 
House on this amendment. she could add to the little pit- 
tance she has the bounty which the Government—in case this 
bar shall be removed—would afford her, she may be lifted up from 
the condition of penury, poverty, and want, and placed where she 
ought to be placed; and any man who gets up here or elsewhere 
and announces to the world that he is “‘ the friend of the Union 
soldier,” and yet will not be moved to act with justice by such a 
recital, by such an eee OF such an example as that, for him 
the Union soldier has no need, for he does not want any such 
friends. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who are the men and what are the ele- 
ments that eee liberal pena laws? Why they are a class 
who live wholly within themselves. They are a class whose 
hearts do not beat in sympathy with their fellow-men, unless they 
be of that class whom they number among their ‘‘chums.” They 
are those who were opposed to the Union during the struggle for 
its preservation. They are those who opposed a protective tariff 
that would give this country prosperity, because that enabled the 
country to pay the pensions, and would overcome many of the 
objections made by the gentleman who urges the depleted state 
of the Treasury as a reason why we should not pass this amend- 
ment. They are those who are rich and know not want in any 
case; those who are members of fashionable clubs; those who ape 
foreign airs; who send their orders for their wearing apparel 
abroad; those who wear spike-toed shoes [laughter]; those who 
want the earth and everything in it without paying anything for 
it. [Laughter.} 

They are those, Mr. Chairman, who, if they see a Union soldier 
with anempty sleeve, would elevate their olfactory organs as they 
passed by; those whose hearts are no larger than wooden nutmegs; 
in short, those who are entirely wanting in the elements of patriot- 
ism and valor and the recognition of valorous deeds, those totally 
lost to the impulses of a humane spirit, and whose ultimate desti- 
nation will, I trust, be that bottomless pit described by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from the distinguished Seventh district of 
New York [Mr. BartLEeTt] where they can revel in the luxury 
afforded by the money which the gentleman is so fearful will be 
unnecessarily thrown therein. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has said that we could not 
monopolize patriotism. Where did he ever hear the sentiments 
uttered by a man worthy to speak for those on this side of the 
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House who claimed we had a monopoly of all the patriotism in 
this country? I deny that that claim has ever been made, either 
by those on this side of the House or those who thought politi- 
cally as they do, away back from 1861 to 1865. In those days, Mr. 
Chairman, all eo furnished men for the defense of the Union 
and we accor _to them, we accord to those who came from the 
party of the distinguished gentleman from New York, the same 
credit as we claim for ourselves. But I will say to the gentleman 
that we have a monopoly of one thing; that a Democratic Admin- 
istration in 1860 and 1861 confessed the inability of this Govern- 
ment, in the exercise of its constitutional powers, to suppress the 
rebellion, to compel a State to remain in the Union if it sought, 
without just cause, to absolve its allegiance to this Government, 
When the Republican Administration came into power, itstamped 
that doctrine out of existence, and because of that, Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], with every 
gentleman who holds a seat in this Chamber to-day, is here under 
the guise and protection of the law, in a free country, and in a 
united American Union. [Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hatcn] 
is recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, in the very few moments that I 
shall occupy the time of this committee I wish to place myself on 
record as being in favor of liberal pensions. I also wish to place 
a on record in regard to my admiration for the American 
soldier, for in my estimation marvelous men have these American 
volunteers proved themselves, on land and on sea. General Grant, 
our great commander, after the war said to his soldiers: 

Soldiers of the United States, your marches, your battles, your sieges, in 
endurance, in distance, in brilliancy of results, have dimmed the luster of 
the world’s past military achievements. 

And, sir, we can truthfully say that no grander scenes of cour- 
age or of devotion have ever been displayed than were displayed 
by the American volunteers. They have equaled in courage the 
Spartans at Thermopylez and the immortal Six Hundred at Bala- 
klava; and, sir, we all know that a large majority, that most of 
these pensioners, served in a war whose armies were the mightiest 
hosts ever sent forth by a republic, and in point of magnitude of 
cost, of blood, and treasure it far outranks any war in the history 
of this Republic. 

And, sir, let me call attention to a few of the battles of that war. 
There was Cold Harbor, where it was said that in less than twenty 
minutes after the first gun was fired 10,000 Union men, 10,000 
men on one side, lay writhing and bleeding on the sod or calm 
and still in death. There was Kenesaw Mountain, around whose 
bloody crest 12,000 men fell in one day. There was that affair at 
Hampton Roads, when the grand old ship, the Cumberland, went 
down with all on board, her crew firing her guns as she went be- 
neath the water; and her flag, the Stars and Stripes, was never 
struck, but floating above the water after the vessel went down. 
There was Shiloh, upon whose bloody field 15,000 men on both 
sides, 15,000 Americans, were killed or wounded. There were 
Gettysburg and Vicksburg and the battles around Richmond and 
Chickamauga, and Mission Ridge, and the battle in the clouds on 
Lookout Mountain. 

These are but a few of the 112 great battles fought during that 
war, with more than a thousand minor battles and skirmishes, a 
war whose mighty death roll reached nearly 400,000, with fully as 
many more maimed and crippled for life. Surelyit was no frolic, 
no pleasant pastime, this sacrifice of home and home comforts, to 
go forth to such a war, where every inch of ground was contested 
by a brave and gallant foe. These older men well remember that 
during that time there were many dark and gloomy days, for some 
of these great battles were not victories for us, but were terrible 
and bloody defeats. 

Sir, it seemed at times that He who rules over the destiny of 
nations had forgotten us, and it has been truly said that if time 
had been counted by events this nation lived a century during 
those four years. ut, thanks to an overruling Providence, and 
thanks to these old pensioners and their comrades, this Govern- 
ment of the people, for the people, and by the people was not blotted 
from the face of the earth; and, sir, after four years of terrible 
and bloody civil war the world understood that the States of this 
Union were not loosely held together by a bond that could be 
easily broken, but that they were, in the language,of an eminent 
statesman, many States but one people, having one Government, 
one flag, and one common destiny. 

Yes, we are one people. Wearemore than that. Weare a free 
people in every sense of the word, and all of our vast territory is, 
and whatever territcry we may acquire in the future will be, dedi- 
cated to freedom forever. ‘Abr am Lincoln proclaimed free- 
dom to 4,000,000 slaves, and the Union Army, taking new hope, 
pressed forward, carrying freedom and victory together, and made 
them one. And that memorable appeal to arms also decided that 
the nation was supreme and that no State could leave the Union 
even by force of arms. No State has ever seceded, but many 
have been added to it. It is settled beyond controversy that this 
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Union can not shrink or contract, but it can grow, increase, extend. 
Growth, extension, greater power, grander destiny are before us, 
and to-day we rejoice that we are one great, united, harmonious 
people, stretching from the Gulf to the Lakes and from ocean to 
ocean, and in the lines of the poet we can truthfully say: 


We know no North, nor South, nor West, 
One Union binds us all; 

Its Stars and Stripes are o’er us flung, 
’Neath them we stand or fall. 


We also rejoice that this Republic, with its glorious institutions, 
its grand power, its bright future, its matchless possibilities, still 
exists, this mother of republics, whose lullaby ought to be heard 
overevery cradle of liberty throughout the world. peeeeces } 

Yes, sir; all these things have been made possible, are in fact 
accomplished facts, through the sacrifices, the sufferings, and the 
bravery and heroism of those old pensioners and their comrades; 
and I say to you that, for one, lam opposed to the pension of a 
single one of these men being taken away from him unless he has 
had a fair trial, a fair chance given to him for defense, and a fair 
court to hear himin. [Applause.] Therefore, I am in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr]. 
{Loud applause on the Republican side. } ea 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I must confess a great deal of 
surprise that at his late hour there should be any objection urged 
against the widows of deceased soldiers receiving the pension due 
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them unless they prove that they are paupers. It seems to me | 
that instead of doing these widows a favor you are punishing them. | 


You make the criterion of their deserts their poverty; you brand 
them as paupers; you place a placard upon their backs. as it were; 
you make it a matter of record, and you make that old stooped and 
gray-headed lady exhibit to the public and her posterity the record, 
“T, too, am a pauper.” It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
criterion of pensions should not be how many dollars are you 
worth, but what are your deserts, either as a soldier, or the widow 
of a soldier, or the mother of a soldier, or the orphan of a soldier. 

The question as to whether the soldier himself received injuries 
during the war and while in service seems to be, also, at this late 
date, a back number, and especially when you consider that a 
certain class of our soldiers, to wit, the Mexican soldiers, have 
for some years received a service pension. There is no reason 
why there should be this invidious distinction betweeh Mexican 
soldiers and the soldier of the Union. The pension, the sum of 
money itself, is not so great, and there is no reason that can be 
advanced why the Union soldier should not be placed precisely on 
the same footing as every other soldier that has a pension under 
our Government. It has been urged that a great many soldiers 
who never heard a gun fired would probably be pensioned under 
that system. However, the same objection would lie as well 
against the Mexican soldier. The fact is, a large majority of the 
Mexican soldiers pensioned are men who never were near the 
front, and who never left their homes. The mere fact that they 
had enlisted entitles them to a pension. While I am finding no 
fault with that, yet I do find fault with gentlemen who raise ob- 
jection to the Union soldier being placed on the same footing with 
the Mexican soldier. You may tell us that a longer time has 
elapsed. In my judgment time has nothing to do with the mat- 
ter. A matter of justice is justice one day after the act as well 
as it is one year, twenty or thirty years after. 

It has been urged that this means an extra tax upon the people 
of the United States. To my friends on the Democratic side of 
the House I simply want to say that we adhere to the position of 
a protective tariff which will never make an American citizen pay 
one penny of tax. Under a revenue tariffit is true you make the 
American citizen pay the tax. A protective tariff (and at the 
proper time that shall be illustrated more at large) must be paid 
at all times by the foreign producer and foreign importer. When 
it is not paid by them it is of itself a revenue tariff, I mean a 
tariff for revenue only, a tariff that must be paid by enhancing 
the price of the article upon which the tariff is laid. A protec- 
tive tariff means that it lowers the price of the article, and on 
that I challenge contradiction. I ask any gentleman on that side 
of the House to show me a single article upon which there has 
been a protective tariff for ten to twenty years that has not fallen 
in price, while on the other hand take any article upon which there 
has been a revenue tariff laid, it has enhanced in price, and the 
result is that the consumer of this country must pay the additional 
duty as a tax. 

I only speak of this incidentally. I speak of it because it has 
been thrust in our teeth in the discussion of the revenue bill in the 
beginning of this session, that we have been endeavoring to burden 
our people with taxes. But let that beasitmay. The point Iam 
most particular about in the consideration of this bill is the in- 
famous system that has been established, I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
not by the Pension Bureau, but by @ power higher than the Pen- 
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| disability in the line of service or not. 


sion Bureau itself, a system that I say is infamous because it 
stands without a precedent, a system that is infamous because it 
is so unjust that the most tyrannical nation of the world would 
not have dared to adopt anything of the kind. 

One of the fundamental principles of human government is the 
presumption that every man is innocent until he is proven guilty. 
Another is that no man shall be declared guilty except by due 
process of law after a fair and impartial trial, at which he may be 

resent personally or be represented by. counsel, where he may 
fave an opportunity to confront his accusers and to examine and 
cross-examine witnesses, in other words, to make for himself a 
defense against any charges that may be alleged against him. 
Why, sir, the veriest vagabond that travels the streets, the worst 
criminal that has ever been known, is, in the eyes of the law, an 
innocent man until he is proven guilty. I care not how low in 
life he may be, I care not what his reputation or his standing is, 
being charged with an offense, he is still innocent until that offense 
is proven according to law. No government, no human society, 
could possibly exist and tolerate a system so infamous as the one 
that has been adopted by this Administration with reference to 
our soldiers. 

Let usexamine it. The applicant fora pension files his applica- 
tion. There are certain forms and processes of law prescribed, 
and he conforms to them. He introduces his evidence to show 
that he is entitled toa pension. There is a critical examination 
of it, and in every case where any doubt exists a special commis- 
sioner is appointed who goes to the vicinage, meets the witnesses 
face to face, carefully and critically investigates the case, and 
finally the pensionisallowed. Years roll on, witnesses die, records 
are destroyed, evidence is lost, and then, when the pensioner is in 
that dilemma, an order comes from somewhere in Washington 
through the Pension Bureau saying to the pensioner: ‘‘ Unless you 
show within sixty days that you are not a perjurer, unless you 
show within sixty days that you have not been guilty of fraud, 
your pension will be taken from you.” 

The pensioner stands utterly and absolutely helpless. His wit- 
nesses are dead, his evidence. much of it, is destroyed; or, even if 
some of his witnesses be still alive, owing to the fallibility of 
human memory, they may perhaps in some small matter contra- 
dict some of their former statements, and that is made a pretext 
for permanently depriving the old veteran of his pension. Instead 
of holding men innocent until they are proven guilty, this Ad- 
ministration hangs them first and tries them afterwards. [{Laugh- 
They put the brand of 
fraud upon the pensioner. They denounce him and his witnesses 
as perjurers. They make that record and they hand it down to pos- 
terity. His children and his children’s children must face that 
record standing in the archives of this nation, and he has no 
remedy, because he is forced to prove a negative, which is almost 
an impossibility. I repeat, sir, that it is the most infamous pro- 
ceeding that can be found in the history of any government pre- 
tending to civilization or justice. 

Gentlemen here tell us that something must be done to cut down 
expenses, resting their opposition to the pensioning of our soldiers 
entirely on the amount of money involved. That is the only argu- 
ment that has been used, and it has been put in the most offensive 
form. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] does not 
content himself with saying that this is taking money out of the 
Treasury in a legal way. He speaks of ‘‘looting” the Treasury, 
robbing the Treasury. To ‘‘ loot” means to rob, to plunder, to 
take by brute force, and that is the description which the gentle- 
man from New York gives of legislation designed to pay the honest 
debt which this Government owes to the veterans of the late war. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Willthe gentleman inform us how the Treas- 
ury can be looted after it has been emptied by the policy of the 
party now in power? [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BRUMM. To be sure, there is very little substance left to 
loot, but the gentleman from New York [| Mr. BARTLETT] seems to 
think that we are ‘‘ going for” the shadow. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen talk about ‘‘looting” the 
Treasury to pay the soldier, whether he received his wound or other 
I do not so regard it. I 
maintain that the debt which this Government owes to the sol- 
diers of the late war can never be paid. In the shape of a debt it 
stands beyond the possibility of mathematical calculation. It 
grows with the growth of our nation. It enlarges with the bless- 
ings of this great Republic. Whatever advance we make, what- 
ever blessings we enjoy as a nation, we make and we enjoy because 
the boys in blue saved them for us. Yet men here halt and quib- 
ble about a mere matter of from $8 to $12 a month for the short 
lives these old veterans still have to live or for the lives of their 
widows, orphans, or dependent parents, and then call it ‘‘ looting” 
the Treasury. 

Sir, in considering the great achievements of the soldiers of the 
Grand Army of the Republic history furnishes no parallel. 
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Their heroism, loyalty, devotion, self-sacrifice, and success can 
not be equaled anywhere in the history of the world. They were 
not hired butchers, but the free citizen soldiers of our land, who 
held the power of sovereignty as well as the sword and musket. 
The soldiers of the Union were citizens, as it were, yesterday, 
soldiers to-day, and citizens to-morrow. The grand spectacle of 
the aggregation of that Union Army is incomparable. Their 
heroic work is equal to the best; but in their segregation they 
loom so far above anything that history has recorded that men 
should blush with shame chen they say, ‘‘ We will not even give 
you enough to provide for the ordinary necessaries of life during 
the remainder of your short existence.” When the Army of the 
United States disbanded, these citizen soldiers by the hundreds of 
thousands, although paid only 50 per cent of the amount due 
them, went back to their homes, entered into civil life, and with- 
out a murmur became the best citizens of our land. No other 

yple could have done it, no country could have risked it but 
his glorious Republic of ours. 

And here I want to say to my friends on the other side that your 
‘* boys” deserve the same credit. History accords them this proud 
honor as well as us. When your ‘ boys” were done fighting, 
though beaten, they did not become bands of marauders and rob- 
bers. They went back, as did our ‘‘ boys,” and again became citi- 
zens of this mighty Republic. Sir, on both sides they were the 
citizen soldiers that only this Republic can produce. 

Mr. Chairman, the cheapest thing that this Government can pay 
is the price it expends to establish the precedent that it will ever be 
just to its soldiers and let our posterity know that when soldiers 
will so loyally make sacrifices as did the boys in blue, this Republic 
will ever remember them and no future soldiers shall be treated 
worse than the best of those who served in the last rebellion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Jonnson of North Da- 
kota having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed joint resolution (8. R.39) making an appro- 

yriation to defray the joint expense of locating the boundary line 
tween the Territory of Alaska and the British North American 
territory; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


- committee again resumed its session, Mr. Dina@Lry in the 
chair. 

Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Chairman, it had been my purpose to re- 
main silent and merely listen to the criticisms that were showered 
upon my friend from the State of New York [Mr. BartLert]. 
But in view of a letter which my mail has brought me this morn- 
ing from the Pension Department in this city, in answer toa letter 
of inquiry in regard to the application of a respectable widow of a 
Union soldier, | should be recreant to my trust and false to my 
constituents if I did not lay that letter before this House. Iintend, 
after reading this letter, to send it to this widow, a woman whom 
I know well. This letter is dated ‘‘Washington, D. C., January 
14, 1896,” and I hope my friend from New York is here and will 
take a memorandum of the case and have it inquired into, so that 
possibly he may explain that which is inexplicable to me as to the 
neglectful attitude of the Commissioner of Pensions and his de- 
partment toward this old soldier, his widow, and his orphans. 


MapaAm: In rosponse to the personal inquiry of Hon. B. B. DovEnEr rela- 
tive to your claim for pension as widow of the above-named soldier, you are 
advised that Dr. W. H. McCullom— 


A gentleman whom I know well— 
testifies that Ira was born December 3, 1879, and you allege that his correct 
name is Ira Lawson— 

Now I want to call the attention of the House, and especially 
my friends on the other side, to the capricious and unjust man- 
ner in which pensions are hung up year after year. This doctor 
(a gentleman whom I know myself) it appears had stated that 
this widow’s son “‘ Ira” was born December 3, 1879, and the widow 
stated that her son’s name was Ira Lawson. After that it seems 
some gentleman was sent out to make inquiry as to this a 
discrepancy (and we get such communications frequently) and 
he had examined the old family Bible. This old lady was unable 
to write, although she was filled with patriotism and self-sacri- 
ficing love for this Union, under the promptings of which she had 
sent her husband to a soldier’s grave in defense of his country. 
It appears that, some other person having entered the name on the 
record, it was not spelled Ira Lawson, but Ira Clawson, the differ- 
ence being merely an additional letter, and this family record 
also stated that the child was born December 20, 1879, instead of 
December 3, 1879, as the doctor had stated. The letter continues— 
While the certified copy cf Bible record shows that Ira Clawson was born 


December 20, 1879. ‘The correct date of his birth and his correct name should 
be stated and this discrepancy explained. 


Now notice what follows: 


Evidence showing that the children are all living should also be furnished, 
ae the last on file only covers November 12, 1802. 


So that this pension has been ready for consideration, has been 


ready to be passed upon, since 1892, and only after an inquiry by 
me has been made in the year 1896, something like four years later, 
is this widow informed that some person has come across a Bible 
record showing a discrepancy of seventeen days as to the birth of 
her child, and possibly, through a misunderstanding of the name, 
has misspelled it. So her case is sent back for further informa- 
tion, and not only that, but she must prove over again that her 
children are living, because more than three years have elapse 
while the Department has been waiting to inform her of this tech- 
nical difficulty. And inclosed in this letter is the famous Order 
No. 229, which has already been read and its contents commented 
upon before the House during this discussion, so that I need not 
read it again. This is the claim of Esther P. Orum—claim No. 
584385—and for the benefit of my friend from New York I will 
say that this is a respectable lady, the widow of a soldier, and re- 
siding at the town of Sherrard, W. Va. Here is another letter 
which I have received to-day, addressed to myself: 
McoMEEHANS, January 1, 1896. 

DEAR Str: I received to-day an answer to your call on the Department of 
the Interior about the pension for myself. They say the claim was rejected on 
account of not having proof of my father’s marriage. Iam very thankful to 
7 for what you have done for me, and hope you will assist me a little fur- 
ther. 

There is only one way for me soget proof of the marriage, and that is by find- 
ing a famil the name of Jefferson, who lived in Wheeling in 18#4, but 
moved to Washington, D.C. If itis not asking too much, would you please 
send me a list of the Jeffersons as they appear in the directory of Washing- 
ton? I will write to them and maybe I can find the one I am looking for. 

Respectfully, yours, 
H. J. DRUMM. 


Hon. B. B. DovENER, M. C., First District, West Virginia. 

My friend who opened the debate on the other side of this ques- 
tion used this language, which is found in the REcorD, page 721: 

For myself, Ican say that I truly believe, had I been of years sufficiently 
mature when the first cannon boomed across the harbor of Charleston on this 
morning of April 12, 1861, Ishould have found my place among the enlisted 
men in the civil war. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
is in earnest in the use of that language; and when the extract 
which I have read from his speech was delivered on the floor of tho 
House he firmly believed that he would havedone so. Let us look 
at the facts. lam of the opinion that my friend from New York 
need not have been deprived of that privilege if he had chosen to 
gointo the Army. He was born in 1847, and was 14 years of ave 
when the *“‘cannon boomed across the harbor of Charleston.” 
Down in my State, situated differently from the gentleman froin 
New York, born and reared in the State of Virginia, where we 
were divided in sentiment, when but a few years older than him- 
self, I parted with family and friends and entered into the Union 
Army in response to that ‘‘ boom that was sent across Charleston 
Harbor” of which the gentleman from New York speaks, and in 
the company which I had the honor to command were men, loyal 
mountaineers, of what was afterwards the State of West Virginia, 
who came to the camp, boys of 13 or 14 years of age, and offered 
their services in defense of the old flag. They were too young, 
some of them, to be recognized or received into the Army, but 
they remained with us and underwent the trials as well as the 
hardships of camp life and finally succeeded in getting their names 
upon the rolls, and when they did they did it by convincing us by 
services, entirely voluntary, that they were capable of performing 
the duties required of them. And, Mr. Chairman, when they en- 
listed they placed their names upon the rolls as 18 years of age; 
and after the war was over when some of these men applied for 
pensions it has come to my eaeencees knowledge that this Cominis- 
sioner of Pensions has asked to have it explained how it was that 
they said their age was 18 at that time, while the records of the 
War Department show very differently, because they seemed to be 
four years older at that time than theyreally were, and hence they 
oni have not been in the service, for they were not old enough. 

Those are cases of which I have personal knowledge. I say we 
were differently situated down in West Virginia from the situa- 
tion in which the gentleman from New York found himself. But 
let us go a little further. In 1862 the war was still going on, and 
the gentleman from New York was 15 years of age. In 1863 we 
were still in that terrible trouble, and the gentleman from New 
York was 16 years of age. In 1864 he was 17 years of age, and 
still the war went on and the draft riots of New York went on at 
the same time in the presence of that gentleman, knowing that 
the Government was needing forces. . 

I have already said that in my State we labored under consider- 
able disadvantages. Weraised seventeen loyal regiments and sent 
them into the United States Army, with thirty-six or thirty-seven 
thousand men from my section, and we did not have any draft 
either. Weraised these regiments, and in 1863, on the 20th day of 
June, they recognized us as a free, sovereign, and independent 
State, nk placed one of the brightest stars upon the flag of our 
country in honor of West Virginia. When they did that the General 
Government said ‘‘ You have assumed the duties of statehood; you 
must assume also the nsibilities of it and must furnish your 
quota of men,” and, Mr, Chairman, we did so. Therein we were @ 
little unfortunate no doubt. Possibly if some of us had been less 
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patriotic and the draft had come on us, there are some no doubt 
among us who might have had the pleasure of hiring a substi- 
tute, and then we would have been in the direct line of promotion 
and possibly Presidentof the United Statessomeday. [Laughter. | 

Now, my friends, I want to say to you this: I recalt another in- 
stance of patriotic sacrifice, and | commend. the history of the man 
to my friend from New Y ork, At 16 years of age—much younger 
than my friend was—a youth left the State of Ohio who served 
honorably in the ranks of the Union army. He returned to his 
State and has been an honored ornament to it ever since; and on 
yesterday, recognizing his worth and merit, he was unanimously 


re 
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chosen by his party as Senator from the great State of Ohio to 
represent that State from the 4th day of March, 1897. I speak of 
the Hon. Joseph B. Foraker, who at 16 years of age went into the 
Unionarmy. [Applause.] Sothat my friend need not have been 
deprived of the opportunity to serve in the Army if he had desired. 

As I said, I think my friend hardly appreciated the situation 
when he made the remarks which he made the other day. During 
the war I heard the expression ‘‘ Lincoln hirelings” applied to us. 
Since the war, in the newspapers of the country, I have seen the 
words “pension bummers.” I have also heard the pensioners 
called ‘“‘ Treasury looters,” but I never expected to hear a gentle- 
man who regretted that his age prevented him from being in the 
ranks of the Union Army, and who claimed to be so loyal to this 
Government, make use of language of the same character, such 
as “looters and pillagers of the Treasury” and men “indulging 
in a carnival of pillage”—such language as I heard the gentleman 
use the other day. As suggested by a friend at my side, that 
fixes his condition very safely. 

Coes my friend from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] apprehend— 
does he for one moment comprehend who it is that he is insulting 
by calling them “looters of the Treasury” and ‘organized _pil- 
lagers of the Treasury”? Aye, although he may not have been 
disposed to risk his younger days in the Army of the Union, yet 
he was of age sufficient to have at least read and known the his- 
tory of his country, to have known something of the men whose 
surviving comrades he calls, with their widows and orphans, 
‘looters of the Treasury.” If he would refer to the books that 
he was then studying, to the history of the times when he was 
16 or 17 years of age, he would recollect who these men were. 
Does he remember when that grand old vessel of which we all 
speak with pride, the old ship of state, was out on the sea of dis- 
solution? yes he remember when the clouds hung low? Does 
he remember when the lightnings flashed, when the thunder 
rolled, and when the gale bent the masts of that old vessel, when 
in her distress Abraham Lincoln, of sainted memory, grasped the 
helm of state and cried for men to man that vessel, and the re- 
sponse came from shore to shore, ‘‘We are coming, Father 
Abraham, 300,000 more”? 

The sons and widows of these men and their surviving comrades 
are the ones who are charged here with being looters of the Treas- 
ury. Their comrades, their husbands, and their fathers—many of 
them liedead. They are required to prove that death camein the 
line of service. Many of them sleep in unknown graves in front 
of Richmond, Many of them sleep in the Wilderness, and at Get- 
tysburg, and along the banks of the Ohio and the great Father of 
Waters, amid the pine woods of Georgia and the Everglades of 
Florida. Theysleep in honored graves, although unknown. Their 
sunken graves may be unmarked by any stone or monument, but 
I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BartLetr] that 
in the heart of every loyal American citizen there is erected to 
their memory a monument around which the flowers of remem- 
brance will bloom in eternal verdure, when the remarks of the gen- 
tleman I hope will have been forgotten. 

Mr. Chairman, having said this much, I do not wish to detain 


the committee longer. I shall support the amendment of the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois. [am willing to gofurther and to support the | 


amendment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana and to pass 
a law commanding the Commissioner of Pensions not only to cease 
persecuting and striking from the roll arbitrarily the veterans, 
their widows and their children, but to place back every soldier 
and soldier’s widow and soldier's orphan who has been stricken 
from the roll under the arbitrary orders and technical rules of 
this Department; and then if there are any charges against them 
let them be informed of that fact; let the man who makes the 
charge substantiate it. Until that is done, let them remain upon 
this roll of honor as brave and honorable soldiers of the Union or 
as the widows and orphans of such. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, it may appear a little odd for a 
Representative upon this floor from the State of North Carolina, 
who himself served upon the other side in the late war between 


the States, to make an argument upon the subject of pensions or | 


to attempt to do so. 
The best definition I have ever seen of the word pension is this: 
A sum due a soldier, and sometimes poor authors, for services rendered. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the consideration moving the heart of any 
great government to pay this class of meritorious citizenship is 
public service, and when these services are performed by soldiers 
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they require the exercise of the very highest qualities of the human 
heart—courage, constancy, patience—and in this country the very 
highest capacities of American manhood are displayed in the per- 
formance of the duties of the soldier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it was not only so in the late civil war in 

which the States participated, but it will be an obligation resting 
upon this great Government of ours in all probability at all times 
to recognize the right of these meritorions classes. 
Lturn to the report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
made in 1894, and I find that the Government has not vet entirely 
discharged its obligation to pay pensioners of the war of the Revo- 
lution. You will find that there are names uj] the roll to-day 
from the Revolutionary struggle, from the war of i812, and from 
the Mexican war. 

Mr. Chairman, in the best essay that I have ever seen by mortal 
man, that wonderfully strong intellectual document frora the pen 
of the immortal Lord Bacon, the title of which is ‘* The true 
greatness of nations and states,” it is recorded that all repub- 
lics, all nations, all states, must have motion; that the oceans of 
the world have been put in a cradle by the direction of the Deity 
in order that the waters may be rocked and the oceans preserved 
from impurity. Says this great author: 

There must be action, motion, on the part of nations and states, and the 
true motion of a nation is foreign war. Foreign war in its effect upon the 
state or nation strengthens, purifies, and preserves. A civil conflict has ex- 
actly the opposite effect; like the fever heat upon the human form, it extracts 
the light of the eye and the life of the heart 

This Republic, Mr. Chairman, is young, and yet in its first cen- 
tury this fever of which the great author tells us came upon the 
infant Republic. The north of us was engaged in deadly conflict 
with the south of us, if you will allow the expression. There never 
has been such a conflict, in many respects, in the history of the 
nations of the world. It was the dashing, gallant South against 
the iron resolution of the North; and I was glad to hear the distin- 
guished gentleman who sits over there accord honor this morning 
to the brave Confederates who fell without success. In my hum- 
ble judgment, Mr. Chairman, this war was a war of necessity. 
It must of necessity have fallen upon this young Republic. Why 
so? Let me sesif I can not showit. It was a conflict between 
the States and the Federal Government. The State courts, there- 
fore, were utterly incompetent to pass upon the great question. 
Why? Because they were partiestoit. The Federal Government 
was likewise incompetent to pass upon it, because in this conflict 
of opinion between the States and the Federal power it likewise 
would be a party to it. The prayers of the good and pious of the 
land and the expostulations of the great of the iand were all un- 
availing. The courts were incompetent for its adjudication. 

This great war of opinion, the bloody chasm, had been dug 
through this Republic before there ever was a gun fired. How 
was it to be settled? The courts could not settle it, neither State 
nor Federal. The prayers of the great could not settle it. No 
power on God’s green earth could settle it, save the arbitrament 
of the sword. Thatarbitrament was had. Neither side to-day is 
ashamed of the part it took init. I have not seen asingle North 
ern soldier who is ashamed of the side he took in it; and I have 
not seen a single Southern soldier who is ashamed of the part he 
took init. Why,Mr.Chairman? Simply for the reason that this 
great question could only be settled by the arbitrament of the 
sword,and when my associates fell into the gulf, when their bones 
bleach and probably dissolve, in this chasm of public sentiment 
made by this conflict of opinion before the war, I can claim for 
them that they have performed at least this off they have 
helped to fill up the bloody chasm which seemed to threaten the 
impairment of this Union, and madeitindissoluble. [Applause.] 

But while that is so, for one, I recognize the complete decision 
of the great question by this arbitrament of the sword. My 


+ 


tion went under. 





Let us see. 





‘ 
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| recognize the great principle that tl e Gov 

ernment owes to this class of its public servants, the soldiers who 
fought to preserve it, the duty now of pensioning them, but at the 
same time, Mr. Chairman, while that is so, I want to call the at- 
tention of the committee to some little matters that have given 
me some trouble. It is this, and if there can possibly be a remedy 








all patriots will unite in trying to bring itabout: It is the inequal 
ity resulting from the operation of our pension system. I want 
to give you some figures which I prepared hurriedly this morning 


from documents. ‘The internul revenues collected from this Re- 
public to-day amount to enough to pay the pensions of the R 
lic, and very little more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it turns out that North Carolina, the State 
lin part represent, pays $2,632,779.69 under the operation of the 
internal-revenue system. I mean, of course, the entire revenue 
obtained from the internal-revenue system. You never hear me 
say a word in disparagement of that system of revenues which 
we collect from customs dnties, because in my opinion it is the 
light and life of this Republic, North and South. [Applause. ] 
Butso far as the internal revenues are concerned, if gentlemen will 
but think for a moment of their operation in the light of the amount 
of the pensions of this country they must see that it is absolute 
death to the State of North Carolina. How can we remedy this? 
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Mr. BRUMM. Repeal them. 

Mr. LINNEY. This moment should that be done if I had such 

wer. 
vue, BRUMM. Iam in favor of their repeal. 

Mr. LINNEY. God blessmy friend. Willyou help me to do it? 

Mr. BRUMM. I will. 

Mr. LINNEY. ThenI will introduce a bill to-day. Now mark 
it, we pay $2,632,779, as I have said. We get back in pensions 
how much? Five hundred and seventy-two thousand dollars. 
We lose by the arrangement over $2,000,000 every year. Yet we 
have only $7 per capita circulation, while many of the great 
States of the North have over $200 per capita circulation. 

The great State of Massachusetts pays, under this system of in- 
ternal revenue, $2,687,178.85 and gets back, under the system of 

mnsions which now exists and will continue to exist of necessity, 
B5.948,085.49. 

The great State of Ohio pays $12,477,148.01 of internal revenue, 
and she gets back, in the form of pensions, $14,737,191.54. 

The great State of Pennsylvania pays $10,981 ,086.12 internal rev- 
enue, and she gets back $13,574,346.36. 

The State of Iowa pays $465,105.87 internal revenue, and gets 
back in pensions $5,760,000. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion in regard to Iowa? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LACEY. Are not the gentleman's figures with regard to 
Iowa rather misleading? For instance, we have no distilleries in 
Iowa, and consequently only the amount the gentleman has read— 
$465,000—is paid there in the form of internal revenue, but the 
yeople who drink the whisky pay the tax in North Carolina. 
TLeaghter. | 

Mr. LINNEY. I am only taking the figures from the reports. 
If the reports are wrong I am not to blame for that. I am telling 
you how the figures talk. 

Kansas, “ bleeding Kansas,” pays $277,633.81 internal revenue, 
and she gets back in the form of pensions $6,084,592.16. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I join heartily with my friends who de- 
sire to put a bridle upon the Secretary of the Interior in this mat- 
ter of pensions. I say there is no sense in permitting him to exer- 
cise arbitrary power to exclude men from tke pension rolls, and I 
shall vote for these amendments that are intended to curb him in 
that respect. But I desire to call attention to an iniquity in the 
internal-revenue system which demands reform almost as strongly 
as the cry of the widow, In North Carolina the enterprises of our 

ople connected with the internal-revenre system consist largely 
in small distilleries. We have been peeste small people anyway 
since the war crippled us, except, thank God, in courage, and [ 
hope I may be pardoned for claiming a reasonable share of intel- 
ligence for my State. For this reason our financial enterprises 
have been on a small scale, 

Now, it is a common thing for a Government officer to go 
around, and, by a mere view of the premises of one of these dis- 
tilleries, to make what he calls a ‘‘ delinquent assessment” of 
taxes against the distiller, and thus, by his mere declaration, that 
tax is almost as effectively levied as it would be after verdict and 
judgment by a competent court, and the essay of the man is 
sold without a hearing before a jury, or before a justice of the 

ace, or before any other judicial tribunal known to the law. I 
10pe our friends will help us to abolish that evil, and if the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who answered me awhile ago so patriot- 
ically [Mr. BrumM] will only get enough members of this House 
to march at elbow touck with him we will assail this entire in- 
iquity, this accursed internal-revenue system, and blot it from 
the face of God’s green earth, and then we will put a tariff tax 
upon the goods of foreigners that come into this country large 
enough to meet the entire demands of the Government. [Ap- 
ae on the Republican side.] Then indeed North Carolina will 

ve an equal chance in therace of life with Pennsylvania, and will 
make a showing equal to Kansas, equal to New York, equal to 
any of the other great States; and then, if in five years after that 
is done, we are not 100 per cent higher than we are now in all 
that makes a State great I will never ask another favor of this 
House. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I had not in- 
tended to address this committee again upon the question of pen- 
sion legislation, but so much has been said about my attitude and I 
have been made for so many days the target of attack, the target 
of abuse, and the object of misrepresentation and invective, that 
I deem it well to close the debate on this side by answering some 
of that abuse and some of the alleged arguments that have been 
advanced against my position. 

I think, sir, that 1 am entitled to a vote of thanks from the Re- 

ublicans in this Chamber, [Laughter and applause on the 

epublican side.|] I think I am entitled to a vote of thanks for 
having been the means through which their mouths have been 
on , for it must be manifest that we should have been deprived 
all the flood of eloquence with which this committee has been 


inundated for the last three or four days if it had not been for 
the speech which I made here a few days ago. 

Now, the debating school is closed; the daily sessions which 
have been held for the benefit of the budding orators of every ag; 
and every ‘‘previous condition” of employment are now at an 
end. In some of those speeches or atavenes the language has 
been well chosen and the words have been well delivered—a)- 
though somewhat sophomoric in style and fallacious as a rule in 
argument. In other cases, instead of oratory and logical argu- 
ment we have been favored with declamation and rant and invec- 
tive. I shall only allude to one instance in which I claim tho 
proprieties of parliamentary discussion were grossly violated: | 
refer to the extraordinary remarks made, I believe, by a gentle- 
man from Michigan yesterday, in which were combined profanity 
and coarseness—remarks in which the gentleman did not have the 
courage to avow that the words were his own, but put them in 
the mouth of a a who, it was alleged, had been sitting on 
the floor of this House. 

Sir, it is the first time since I havehad the honor to sit in the Halls 
of Congress that I have heard a profane word used in debate on this 
floor, or that I have heard anargument made by a member of Con- 
gress, presumed, at least, to have been founded upon his honest 
convictions, termed ‘‘rot.” To such words, which I conceive to 
be an abuse of privilege, and which would have entitled me to sum- 
mon the member before the bar of this House and to havehis words 
taken down, I deem it only necessary to refer in my remarks to-day. 
The gentleman who uttered those words was not worthy of being 
so dignified as to be summoned before the bar of this House. | 
have had the honor and the pleasure of addressing the members of 
this House upon many occasions, and heretofore I have been treated 
with that respect and consideration which I hold that every mem- 
ber of this House, however humble, is entitled to receive. 

Yesterday, for the first time, I heard an argument of mine, based 
at least on honest conviction and following the line of view upheld 
= some of the leaders of my party, including the Chief Executive 
of the United States and the leading Senator from Maryland, Mr. 
GormMAN—I heard that argument characterized by the elegant term 
‘*rot.” The profane word which preceded that term, though ut- 
tered within my hearing, has in the course of revision been wisely 
expun from the RECORD, so that it now appears that what | 
uttered, instead of being some other kind of ‘ rot,” was ‘‘ mere 
rot.” I leave it to the judgment of members of this House 
whether they have ever heard me make any argument, legal or 
otherwise, constitutional or founded on moral grounds, which de- 
served such opprobrium. 

There isno other personal incident of this debate which is worthy 
of notice or answer; for, reviewing whatever was said against ine, 
I can not even say as I look upon my robe, ‘‘ See what a rent the 
envious Casca made! ” 

I have doubted, gentlemen, for the last day or two whether we 
are free, or bond and slaves—whether a man in the Congress of 
the United States has a right to raise his voice against lavish ex- 
penditure, against unnecessary squandering of the people’s money, 
without being upheld to personal abuse onl ridicule. Gentlemen 
on the other side of the House have not scrupled to conjure up in 
their fancy or imagination and to picture to this House the cir- 
cumstances under which I may live inmy home. It has been 
held up as a crime that I should sit at.eventide by my fireside or 
that I should indulge in the use of tobacco; and it has been claimed, 
because some gentlemen ofthis House imagined that I am free from 
want, that my very pecuniary circumstances should form the basis 
of a charge of lack of 7 with the widow and the orphan. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Just one question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] declines to yield. 

Mr. BARTLE of New York. I should like to accord the 
members of this House on either side the right to pursue the line 
of interrogatory and query which was followed upon the day when 
I first had the honor of addressing this committee. But it is im- 
possible in the limited time which is now left to me (for this debate 
must be closed to-day) to answer all the interrogatories which | 
presume are desi as shafts upon my armor and at the same 
time to conclude this argument within a reasonable length of time. 

Now, what is all this debate about? It is well that the country 
should understand the question. There is, Mr. Chairman, no issue 
before this committee. In the Committee on Appropriations, of 
which I have the honor to be a member, I was in favor of the 
1 r appropriation of $140,000,000, rather than the appropriation 
of $138.000,000. Why? Because I wish it to be within the power 
of the Commissioner of Pensions to pay the pensions promptly, and 
to have adequate resources within his reach. That was the view 
of the whole committee—to give the Commissioner of Pensions 
the larger sum, to give him the $140,000,000 asked for under the ex- 
isting provisions of law. The bill itself, dissevered from any 'm- 
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proper amendment or rider, received the unanimous support of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and will pass this House with- 
out dispute or division. What, then, is the excuse for all this 
argument? It is that certain improper amendments have been 
inserted in this bill, or are to be proposed to-morrow when the 
pill shall come up for consideration under the five-minute rule. 

The first of the amendments coming to this House from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is that which pa that when an ap- 
plication has been rejected and a second application is made, if it 
appears that at the time of the filing of the original application 
the disability alleged did in point of fact exist, the pension shall 
date back to the time of the original filing. To that amendment 
I accord my support; and I have already given notice that I shall 
invoke no point of order against it, although as a legislator I be- 
lieve in the rule laid down by the Committee on Rules of this 
House, that no change of existing law should ever be incorporated 
in an appropriation bill. I believe in that broad, sound, general 
proposition which found favor with the Committee on Rules of 
this House and which formed a part of the rules of the Fifty-first 
Congress; which were adopted in their entirety, subject to future 
amendment, early in this session. 

What are the other amendments? The next amendment is that 
one proposed by the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Grarr]. It is 
that amendment which was found inserted in the pension appro- 
priation bill when it came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It is that amendment which did not find favor even with 
the Republican members of that committee. It was urged against 
its adoption that it was not right to take away from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions the power which had been imposed on him 
ever since the creation of his office. It was alleged also against 
it, and it has been urged aiso in this committee, that the incon- 
venience and expense to which the claimant would be subjected 
in traveling to the various terms of the United States courts would 


be too onerous, and therefore, for the benefit of the claimant him- | 


self, no such amendment should be incorporated even in a general 
pension bill. And I call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that you do not find any general agreement on the Repub- 
lican side of the House with reference to this amendment. 

My distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] told us yester- 
day that that amendment could not have successful practical 


operation; that he was opposed to it for various reasons, and he | 


gave the reasons why it would operate unjustly and why it was 
an unwise provision of law. In fact, several gentlemen on that 
side of the Chamber urged another remedy; they urged a remedy 
which they hope to see come to pass in the future—that is, the in- 
stailment of a Republican administration, and the replacing of 
General Lochren by a Republican Commissioner of Pensions. I 
believe, gentlemen, that that is a remedy to which you will be en- 
titled if the suffrages of the people of the United States are ac- 
corded to you. But tochange improvidently an existing provision 
of law, because you claim that under certain circumstances, and 
in certain cases, the Commissioner of Pensions has erred, seems to 
me a be a very unwise mode of effecting a change or providing a 
remedy. 

They say of General Lochren, who, if I mistake not, served hon- 
orably in the Union Army, and who is a man with a good record 
as a soldier, and one which no man on that side of the House oron 
this side of the Chamber would attempt to impeach, they say that 
among the enormous number of cases on which his Bureau has 
been called to pass judgment there have been a certain number 
of specific cases of error or mistake. That is the claim, and for 
that reason they urge that General Lochren is opposed to the in- 
terests of the Union soldier. Now, Mr. Chairman, I havehad the 
pleasure of meeting the Commissioner of Pensions, and I have al- 
ways found him, in his attitude to the soldier, to be favorable and 
considerate; and to be a gentleman who never volunteered to take 
any view which could by any means be termed detrimental or 
injurious in the slightest degree to the interest of the Union sol- 
dier. I have forwarded many applicationsand inquiries from my 
own district to the Commissioner of Pensions, and I believe, with 
the exception of one or two cases, which had been previously 
thereto properly rejected, every claim has been passed to a suc- 
cessful determination. 

Now, let us see what the condition of business in that office is. 
In 1891 I believe there were no less than 154,000 inquiries addressed 
by Senators and Representatives to the Pension Office. The year 
before last the number was about 95,000, and last year alone 80,000 
requests were sent by members of Congress—that is, forwarded 
by Senators or Representatives—for information. OnJuly 1, 1895, 
the claims for pensions or increase of pensions amounted to 552,210, 
represented by 459,475 claimants, and of these there were original 
claims in number 210,765; and in the last six months alone—that 
is, until the 4th day of January, I believe, from the 1st of July, 
1895—of new claims there were 55,860. Thus you can imagine, 
thus you can conceive, or form some idea at least, of the magni- 
tude of the work imposed upon the Pension Bureau. What won- 
der, then, that in the consideration pf so many cases, with a party 
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ready to pounce upon every possible mistake or error, ready to 


claim that any such mistake or error was an absolute dereliction 
of duty and an effort to encompass a wrong upon the Union sol- 
dier who applied for a pension, and with all the shrewdness and 
all the astuteness and all the time and labor given to the matter 
by Republican Representatives on this floor, that a few gentle- 
men in this large body have been able to discover a limited num- 
ber of cases in which they claim that an error has been committed, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no man, no matter what his position, 
whether at the head of a bureau or in charge of any Department 
of the Government, is infallible. Fallibility, alas! is a condition 
of human existence; and if we were not fallible we should belong 
to-day, all of us, to that happier sphere to which we may at least 
hope to attain some day, although one gentleman on the other 
side of the Chamber has already consigned me to the bottomless 
pit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I desire to say to the gentleman from New 
York that that was his own misfortune in the use of language. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Of course it has been impos- 
sible for me to repair to the Pension Office and investigate each 
specific instance of allegederror. Unfortunately, placed asT am 
on several important committees of this House, I have other func- 
tions to discharge than that of inquiring into every pension case 
brought up on the floor of this House, whether such case has been 
brought here by the Delsartian orator from Tennessee or the gen- 
tleman from Indiana who furnished me with a single instance 
yesterday. 

Now, let us look into these cases for a moment. There was the 
case of Alfred Sterrett, referred to by the gentleman from Indiana 
|Mr. Hemenway]. In that case the record shows that a pension 
had been paid under the act of June 27, 1890, to Mr. Sterrett for 
a number of years. An examination of the record of the medical 
board shows that it is true that they did, by a peculiar system of 
rating, make out that the man showed a physical incapacity of 
fourteen-eighteenths. Although the action of his heart was regular, 
he was reported to be suffering from heart affection to the extent 
of four-eighteenths, from eczema on his arms to the extent of 
four-eighteenths, and from lung trouble—it would appear not 


| developed in any way in either lung—to the extent of six-eight- 


eenths; and four-eighteenths, four-eighteenths, and six-eight- 
eenths made up the aggregate of fourteen-eighteenths. 

Now suppose the Bureau of Pensions or the Commissioner of 
Pensions to have been mistaken. Suppose that this man was really 
physically disabled to the extent that he maintained. At least on 
the papers it must be conceded that there was enough of doubt to 
put the Commissioner on his inquiry. But whether there were or 
not, it matters not. In his judgment, in his discretion, he thought 
that he was entitled to call for a new examination. This gentle- 
man, Mr. Sterrett, who was, if I mistake not, a member of the 
One hundred and eighth United States Colored Volunteers, refused 
to submit to a second examination. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from New York per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isit not true that this gentleman, in his 
affidavit, in which he declined to be examined before the board at 
Tell City, requested an examination before the board at Rockport, 
Ind., for the reason that they were physicians who did not know 
him, and that the physicians who formed this board at Tell City 
were his personal enemies? And upon the other hand, did he not 
only not refuse to submit to an examination, but did he not request 
an examination at the hands of the Rockport board? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I believe that this man, Mr, 
Sterrett, has requested an examination at the hands of another 
board, but I do not know what action has been taken upon that 
application by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Did he not, right at the time he made that 
affidavit, as a part of the affidavit, request an examination before 
the Rockport board? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Not that I am aware of. I 
have not seen any such paper. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If you will examine the papers you will 
certainly see that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the charge 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] the other 
day was that because the president of the medical board at Tell 
City wrote a letter—which I admit was a very improper letter, a 
letter attacking this man—because such a letter had been written, 
the Commissioner of Pensions must have decided upon that let- 
ter. Now, itappearsfrom the = on file, that the paper which 
must have been acted upon was the regular report from the secre- 
tary of that medical board at Tell City informing the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that the claimant, Mr. Sterrett, refused to 
submit to an examination. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will you permit me right here to ask a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield? 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; I can not yield. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will not yield to me, as I 
did to him yesterday? ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. All right; I will yield. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will ask you if there is any paper on file 


in that case from the secretary of the board of examining surgeons | 


at Tell City? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Thereis a paper stamped from | 


the secretary of the examining board saying that the claimant re- 
fused to eapeer before him. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And is not that paper this letter from Dr. 
Hutcheson? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; there is another paper. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, it has been placed on file since I ex- 


amined the papers then, and belongs to that class of secret testi- | 


mony that the Commissioner does not allow ordinary people to see. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I want to give the gentleman 
every chance, in fairness, to state his whole case. Of course Iam 
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married him. Now, that is the only foolish question, as it seems 
to me, that I know of having been propounded to applicants for 
pension as widows, but that question seems to me to be a very 
unfair one. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There is no question that my 
colleague from New York could ask me that would be foolish: but 
that question, which you say is asked by the Commissioner of Pen 
sions, I do not feel called upon to pronounce judgment upon this 
afternoon. I am well aware of the good judgment and wisdom : 
my colleague from New York, for whom I have generally sym 


| pathy on all questions of legislation, and there must be somethi 
in any proposition that he propounds, but I do not think it is w: 
| while, in the course of this debate, for me to start out with { 


proposition that no error of judgment, no mistake in decision | 
ever been committed by the Commissioner of Pensions. If Iw 
a judge on the bench and my view on any question of what 1! 


| proof of marriage should be were required, or on the weight 


not, as gentlemen seem to imagine, in active service in the De- | 


partment of Pensions. I do not know anything about these cases 
of my own knowledge. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I concede that the gentleman is correct in 
that statement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I merely state what the record 
shows. I merely state that it would appear by the papers on file 
that what the Commissioner of Pensions atted, upon was this re- 

ort sent from the secretary of the examining board at Tell City. 
one, as the gentleman intimates that that paper has been filed 
recently, I can only state that my impression is that that paper 
bears a file mark showing, I think, that about the time had elapsed 
which would naturally have elapsed before the report was filed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And does not show any examination by 
the Tell City board? 

M f BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I decline to 

ield. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Barr- 
LETT] declines to yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What was the other case? 
The gentleman from Tennessee — Gipson] called my attention 
to the case of Selina Brewer, and he complained that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions had required proof of marriage, or rather of 
nonmarriage. It appears thisman Brewer and his present widow, 
or alleged widow, were married in 1886 (he died in 1891), and 
the Bureau of Pensions had required some proof from this lady 
that she was not married at the time she married him. In refer- 
ence to these cases, involving the law of evidence as to marriage, 
I believe that the Bureau of Pensions has only followed the regu- 
lar rule of law, which makes marriage depend on the lex loci con- 
tracts, and the Bureau accepts such proof of marriage as would 
be required by the courts of the State in which it is alleged that 
the marriage took place. It is all very well to say that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions should not exact any proof of marriage, but 
you must bear in mind that there are many cases arising in which 
two women claim to be the widow of the same decedent, in which 
two women file applications for the — of the same pension, 
and there have been some cases in which the widows were at least 
three in number. 

Let me call the attention of the Committee to the case of an IIli- 
nois woman, Rosetta Mulligan, of Pearl, Pike County, Il., who 
was pensioned as the widow of Hiram H. Mulligan, of Company 
D, Third Illinois Cavalry, and Company G, Thirty-third Illinois 
Infantry, under certificate No. 229249. 

It is shown that the soldier married Sarah J. Datsen in January, 
1855; that four children were born while these parties lived to- 
gether as man end wife; that in the fall of 1862 the late pensioner, 
then a single woman, while visiting a sister living near the soldier, 
became acquainted with him and his family; that in the sammer 
of 1868 the soldier deserted his wife, and on August 9, 1863, mar- 
ried the late pensioner. The soldier died in 1876 leaving a claim 
pending. 

Here is the point in the case. That woman, who was not enti- 
tled to a pension, drew from the Government in all $4,011.13, and 
that money can never be recovered by the Government. That 
case only illustrates the necessity for the exercise of due care by 
the Department as to marriage and as to widowhood. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him a 
moment for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUIGG. I want to preface the question by saying that I 
have not had the same experience with the Pension Department 
that has been recited by so many gentlemen on the floor, and I 
admit that somebody ought to ask questions somewhere during 
the process of getting money out of the Treasury; but does my 
colleague think it is suitable for the Bureau to require an appli- 
cant for a pension as widow to prove a negative proposition by in- 
dependent witnesses, such as the proposition that the man she 
claims to have been her husband was never married before she 


evidence, or on the weight of testimony, were asked me, I sho: 
feel bound to answer at once; but all I aim attempting to do is 
explain my position on this pension question, and to defend t 
Commissioner of Pensions to the extent of showing that he shou!d 
not be condemned, that he should not be vilified because in som: 
case it may possibly be alleged with some show of reason or plausi 
bility that he has erred. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I would like to ask the gentlemanif he wil] 
yield for one question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, it isimpossi})| 
for me to allow all the gentlemen who desire to question me to in- 
terrupt me, for this reason: Gentlemen on the other side of tho 
House have had an unbridled run for several days. There has 
been no attempt to put the slightest check upon their oratorical 
impulses. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I want to ask one question merely for in- 
formation. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, notwithstand- 
ing my familiarity with addressing courts and juries and my lesser 
experience in addressing this House, it is impossible for me to 
make a continuous argument if I am to be subjected to such cou- 
stant interruption. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Only for information. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I can not yield. Before pass- 
ing to the consideration of the rider alleged to be in favor of wid- 
ows, but which I claimis a mere ad captandum piece of legislation 
by which it is proposed to give to ladies who it is conceded do 
not need the money a pension from this Government, before pass- 
ing to the consideration of that second rider, let me say that if the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr | 
be adopted fraud will be the only question that can be raised by 
the Pension Bureau. That is to say, for any defect in the claim- 
ant’s case arising from any ae patent upon the face of the 
papers, for any collusive action, for any disability which has arisen 
subsequent to the original grant of the pension, there will be no 
remedy or recourse. 

The amendment will repeal several sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes, viz: Section 4707, relative to dependence; section 4708, rela- 
tive to remarriage; section 4719, relative to failure to claim pen- 
sion for three years; section 4720, empowering the Commissioner 
of Pensions to suspend payment in special-act cases during the 
recess of Congress, and the act of August 7, 1882, terminating the 
pension on account of adulterous cohabitation of widow pension 
ers. If this amendment were adopted the Bureau would have no 
power to suspend a pension in any of the cases which I have indi 
cated, nor would it herve wer to suspend a pension in cases of 
complete recovery. In all these classes of cases the Government 
would be compelled to continue payment of the pension. 

Some statement was made in the course of this debate, either 
yesterday or the day before, as to the cost of pensions in this 
country, and one gentleman remarked that the cost of the main 
tenance of the Russian army was greater than the cost of our pen- 
sion system. It is true that the cost of maintaining the standing 
army of Russia is greater than our pension appropriation; that is. 
it is $186,000,000, while our pension appropriation is $140,000,000. 
But, Mr. Chairman, Russia is the only country in the world in 
which the cost of maintaining an immense standing army is not less 
than the amount which we now appropriate for the payment 0! 
pensions. For instance, in Austria-Hungary the cost of main- 
taining the standing army is $55,235,000; in England it is $89,000.- 
000; in France it is $127,900,000; in Germany it is $118,000,000, and 
in Russia it is $186,000,000. These are the latest official figures 
which the War Department has been able to obtain. 

In reference to the amount of pensions paid in different coun- 
tries, I desire to call attention to the fact that the pensions paid 
in France amount to only about twenty-nine or thirty million dol- 
lars; in Germany to $19,500,000; in Austria to $12,000,000, and in 
Russia to $18,000,000. The gentleman who contradicted me in ret- 
erence to the cost of the stan“ing army of Russia seemed to fear 
that the argument might be urged that we ought not to pay for 
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pensions a sum greater than the cost of maintaining the standing | 
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army of any great European country, but the gentleman from | 
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON | interrupted him, and said that the greater | 


the amount paid the larger the pension roll, the greater the en- 
comium which should be passed upon the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not cite th: se figures showing the cost 
of maintaining the standing armies of European countries, or the 
figures showing the amount which is paid in pensions in Euro- 
pean countries, as any argument on either side. I merely give 
these figures as statements of fact tending to show that under our 


statutes as they stand to-day we make appropriations which may | 


well be considered by the most ardent advocates of an enlarged 
pension system to be thoroughly adequate to the needs of the 
widows and the veterans of the civil war. ; 

It has been said by gentlemen in the course of this debate that 
I have attacked pensions. It has been said that I am unfriendly 
to the soldier. I denounce each of these statements as an abso- 
lute and unqualified falsehood. I, sir, am in favor, as I an- 
nounced at the beginning of my speech the other day, of the 
payment of the pensions now provided for by law. Iam in favor 
of the payment of all those pensions which accrue and are due 
under the general law, of all the pensions which are accorded 
either to the soldier or the soldier's widow by reason of disease 
contractedor injury suffered by him in the service and in the line 
of duty. : ‘ , 

I am further in favor of all the sums being paid to soldiers or to 
their widows which can be justly claimed under any of the pro- 
visions of the dependent pension act, so called, of June 27, 1890; 
and I so stated explicitly on three or four occasions during my 
speech a day or two since. I avowed that I was in favor of letting 
the dependent pension act of June 27, 1890, remain unrepealed 
upon the statute book. I say further that in meritorious cases, in 
cases which do not come under the provisions of any existing 
statute, but cases of special or peculiar hardship, where the claim 
is clearly meritorious, I have always been and always shall be in 
favor of special pension acts and of special pension legislation. 

Why all this abuse; why all this invective which you have hurled 
upon my devoted head hour after hour and day after day, instead 
of having been inspired by proper feelings of gratitude to one 
whom you owe the opportunity to open your maiden mouths? 
[Laughter. ] 

I will further state, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, that I have always aided, in so far as it has been within 
my power, the claim of every soldier and every soldier’s widow or 
orphan within my district which has ever been brought tome. I 
have given such aid, also, in many cases beyond the limits of my 
own Congressional district. But notwithstanding the fact that I 
have voted in favor of pension legislation in the past, that I have 
voted in favor of special bills that have been meritorious; in spite 
of the fact that I announced the other day that I was in favor of 
all the existing pension laws (that is, in favor of the general laws 
and in favor of letting the act of 1890 remain upon the statute 
book) I have been assailed in this long debate upon the ground 
that because 1 was not in favor of a further enlargement of the 
pension rolls I was destitute of patriotism. Gentlemen, is he the 
patriot who believes that for purposes of political advantage the 
money wrung from the people of this nation by taxation should 
be paid out to people who do not really need the money? Has it 
come to such a pass that no Representative in this House dares to 
rise and say that he is opposed to the unnecessary expenditure of 
public funds or to the devotion of public moneys to the payment 
of pensions to people who do not need those pensions? 

And let me say right here that in no part of my speech have I 
intimated that the payment of just pensions, the payment of pen- 
sions to such soldiers or widows as are entitled to them under the 
existing provisions of law, would be in any way an improper de- 

letion of the revenues of this country or of the funds in the pub- 
ic Treasury. I donotthink that such use of public moneys would 
be improper. But I said that if we were to enter upon the pas- 
sage of an enormous number of new pension bills—if we were to 
increase the pension rolls enormously by the addition of persons 
whose income is now adequateand who are not entitled to the pay- 
ment of pensions, or by the adoption of that which has been pro- 
posed and will be proposed again, a general-service pension, which 
will burden this country with an additional expenditure of from 
forty to seventy-five million dollars per annum—I said that such 
enlargement of the pension rolls would inaugurate a pillage of the 
public Treasury. But my remarks applied to such enlargement 
of the pension laws, and in no way to existing pensions or to the 
existing rights of any pensioner. 

I will venture to assert that the opposition to an unnecessar 
and unjust enlargement of the pension rolls has found favor with 
others in my party than myself, and with many of our party lead- 
ers. When I spoke the other day I did not claim to speak for 
anybody, for any organization. I spoke asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; I spoke because I felt that it would be 
wrong, through any fear of misrepresentation or attack, to be 
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silent when a proposition came from our committee to enlarge un- 
necessarily the existing pensionlaws. I spoke asa Representative 
in Congress, mindful of what Noah Webster said in the early days 
of this century, thata Representative in Cong ly arep- 
itative of the people, a 
representative of the whole United States. Let me read to you a 
few words which have come to me showing that even the widows 
believe that I am right: 

Hon. FRANKLIN BARTLETT: 
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My Dear Sir: I had the pleasure of r very abl t l i 
per and though now a wit A f yx I 
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One remark of yours struck me very forcibly. You said, show you the 
man who had fought in twenty battles and you would vote to have him pet 
sioned accordingly. It was rather a singular circumstance that [ held in my 
hand at that time my husb U's military record, from wl 1 Leould have 
proven to you that he had fo tin several more than twenty batt 

[ have also, among other letters, received one from a prominent 

} . YT : ’ , ; . . T 

member of the Union League Club of the city of New York—a 
club which, as you gentlemen are aware, represents one of the 
great Republican political subdivisions in my city. This gentle- 
man says: 

[Tam most grateful you had the monumental courage to say some words 
against the additional pensions. Standing up as you did in the center ofa half 
acre of demagogues and saying what you did marks you a man of courage. 


Laughter. | 
Mr. MORSE. Send that to Brother How arp for his book. 

Mr. BARRETT. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let me call attention also to 
the fact that when the act of 1890 was passed one of the great 
leaders of the Democratic party in the Senate of the United States, 
the Senator from Maryland, Mr. GorMAN, said: 

It is well known that the vote of Indiana controls the election of President 
of the United States; and I assert here and now, from the rolls of the Pension 
Oflice itself, that pensions are being distribut+d in that State out of all pro- 
portion to the number of soldiers furnished by Indiana in the war 
The Senator from Missouri, Senator VEsT, after comparing the 
number of Indiana pensioners with those of Illinois, said: 

Why is this enormous disproportion? Read the report of the examining 
committees and the evidence taken when Dudley was Commissioner of Pen 
sioys and you will find the solution. You will find that it was declared and 
that it was acted upon, * Give pensions freely, liberally; every man that you 
pension is made or induced to vote the Republican ticket 

x * * * ” w * 
Sir, Ido not care to indulge in speculations as to how much money will be 
paid upon these pensions. I shall not be here to see the end of it. But I 
prophesy thatthe people of this country will revolt against this system asat 
present carried on. know that this money is being distributed, not only 
among the recipients themselves, but it goes to country merchants, to petty 
dealers, and therefore it percolates and permeates every neighborhood in 
the country, and is the largest campaign fund that can possibly be used. But 
there will come an end to it. The American people are long-suffering and 
patient, but their common sense and their sense of justice will at last revolt 
against this abuse of the most generous and holy feeling which a people can 
entertain toward soldiers. 
And the distinguished Senator from Maryland, Senator Gor- 
MAN, in speaking of the increase of pensions, said: 
You are doing it with full knowledge that you have not made provisions to 
pay them the amounts that are already due since 1879, and you can not do it; 
you do not dare to do it, because you can not go before an indignant people, as 
there is in this country, increasing their taxation at the time when you, as 
well as we, have promised that the burdens shall be taken from them 


Mr. PICKLER, What was the date of that speech. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That was about the 23d day of 
June, 1890. 

Mr. HARDY. The State of Maryland does not seem to have 
agreed with him, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I deciine to yield. ; 

That was in the speech delivered by the Senator from Maryland 
when the conference report was brought in on the act of June 27, 
1890. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And he is sorry he made it now. 
[Laughter.] He would not do it again. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Itis unnecessary for me to dis- 
cuss the views of the Senator from Maryland further than to state 
what were the views entertained by him at the date of his speech 
on this question. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the views entertained by me are 
adverse to a further and unnecessary enlargement of the pension 
roll except in special cases of peculiar merit, or in cases where the 
circumstances alleged show that the pensioner’s claim is meritori- 
ous; I desire to call the attention of the committee to the further 
fact that soldiers who have gone through the civil war have also 
rendered their judgments in favor of this side of the controversy. 
Read what Lieutenant Foote said in the protest of the loyal volun- 
teers against the degradation of pensions: 

I have earned the right to speak. I stood in the ranks, a l@yal volunteer in 
1861, and heard the hissing balls when the first guns were fired at the skirm- 





eagik 


VASES Zoek cage te boa 
” oh 


‘ f 
; 
7 ¢ 
‘3 
‘ i 
; 2 
5 
; 
i 


se soit gs ster e. 


1 9 sae 


Som eee? eet? 


raat, 
ede 


ig in eave: Ts 


Lain 


bah iboats 


Sin Lie sant haa Cain EE 


i ABS TN Nea aD in Bab 





i 


oa oT te 


Tz 


ish of Blackburn's Ford, three days before the first battle of Bull Run. I 
marched with my company at the last grand review at Washington, in 1865. 
I lost not a day from service between those dates, except when disabled by a 
wound received at the battle of Fair Oaks. No man can say of me that lam 
not with those who demand pensions for loyal service because I did not serve 
or did not suffer. I have written my record with my blood. 





And here I have a still higher authority. I have the words of a 
—- of a great officer in the Union Army, whose name is 
amiliar throughout this whole country, but who, alas! to-day is 
no longer with us. IrefertoGen. Henry W. Slocum, of the State 
of New York. His article was entitled ‘‘ Pensions; time to call a 
halt,” and was written, if I mistake not, in 1891: 


Congress is besieged at every session so to change the laws as to increase 
the roll of pensioners and vastly to increase the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. believe that the time has come when this agitation should cease. 
I earnestly hope that it will be checked for two reasons: First, I believe the 
tendency of these constant demands will be to lessen the esteem and affection 
which our people have always felt for the veterans of the late war. The 
liberty of the poapte and their desire to be generous toward the nation’s de- 
fenders have been evinced not only by this vast pension roll, but by the 
establishment by the General Government of national homes in different sec- 
tions of the country, and by several States of like institutions. In these 
homes the disabled veteran is as kindly cared for as in any similar insti- 
tution supported by any government in the world. Laws have also been 
passed giving the veterans preference in the employment of the Govern- 
ment. In fact, nothing has been left undone by our people to testify their 
gratitude to the veteran soldiers. 

But 1 have still a stronger reason for opposing the further agitation of this 
question, and that is the in erest I feel in the welfare of the many thousands 
of honest and eae people whose names are now on our pension roll. 
There is great danger, if ye allow the pension-claim agent to represent the 
soldiers as a body of cormorants who are discontented with what they have 
received, that sooner or later we shall ‘kill the goose that lays the golden 
eggs.” It is for the interest of the pension-claim agent constantly to change 
our pension laws, so as to enable him to bring in new claims, each of which 
brings money to his coffers. At the rate pensions are now being granted the 
claim agents are in receipt of $3,500,000 per year. It is this class of men, and 
not the honest pensioner, who is interested in continuing this agitation. I 
fear that eventually a reaction will take place and honest and deserving pen- 
sioners will suffer with the undeserving. 

a * x * * 6 7 


The best friend of the old soldier is not he who is pressing these exhorbi- 
tant demands upon our Government, but he who by counseling moderation 
voluntarily takes the risk of eaarg hatred of the pension-claim agent 
and the unthinking condemnation of comrades. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
"he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. May I ask the gentleman from New York a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, it is getting pretty 
late. We are to close general debate to-day, and my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. BLUE] desires to make some remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Kansas |Mr, BLUE], a member of the committee. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the committee which 
prepared this bill, it is proper, I think, that the bill should be fully 
exp ~ before it is submitted to discussion under the five-min- 
ute rule, 

On the first item of $140,000,000 the committee made no change 
from the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions, giv- 
ing the full amount that he estimated would be required for the 
next fiscal year. 

In the item of $800,000, submitted by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions as the needed appropriation, the committee thought best to 
make a reduction of $50,000. The expenditures of last year were 
but $729,677.78, and from the information the committee received 
it was believed that the appropriation would be ample to meet the 
service. 

In the section of the bill pertaining to clerk hire there was in 
the epureprnien bill of last year a provision which the commit- 
tee has left out, which is in this language: 

But the appointment of the clerk to sign official checks, who shall receive 
the same compensation at each agency as was paid during the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1894, shall be made by the pension agent, without other or 
further approval. 


That, it appears, was amended in the bill last year for the pur- 
=n of protecting an appointee of the pension agent at Columbus. 

he pension agent insisted on appointing his daughter as the 
clerk to sign pension checks. An amendment was placed on the 
bill in the Senate, which left the approval to the pension agent 
himself. Before that time it had been subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. This leaves the bill precisely as the 
law was prior to that inte tion in the last appropriation bill. 
That the Commissioner advised, and the committee adopted. 

In the item of $500 for fuel the epee was $165.05. We 
reduced the amount to $250 in this bill, which is something more 
than was —— last year. It seems that fuel is used at only 
two places, Washington and San Francisco. At the other - 
oo semeee the Secretary of the Treasury furnishes the building 
and fuel. : 

In the item of light we have made a reduction of $250, the esti- 
mated amount being $750, and the actual expenditure $451.85. 
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In the further item of $35,000, suggested by the Commissioner 
of Pensions for stationery and other necessary expenses, it w.s 
found that the actual expenditure for last year was $31,136.15: 1); 
of that actual expenditure about $1,400 was paid out for cleri 
hire, which should not be in that item, but should be covered }), 
the appropriation made in another place. We have therefoys 
reduced that item to $30,000 instead of $35,000, and put in tho 
words ‘‘ exclusive of c.erical services.” 

On the question of rent, the actual expenditure of last year was 
$23,070. e Commissioner recommended on additional item «; 
$3,000 for the rent of a buildinga t the Buffalo agency. 

Mr. DANIELS. I desire to say to the gentleman that I propose 
to ag | that up again by way of amendment. 

Mr. BLUE. I will explain it now. The committee refused to 
place that additional item in the bill for the reason that they ro- 
garded $23,070 as sufficient to meet all the rents which the Goy- 
ernment should pay. Wewere informed that a building at Detroit, 
and also another at Milwaukee, are in course of completion, and 
that before the money is made available by this appropriation, 
beginning with the 1st day of next July, the expenditures for 
rent at Detroit and Milwaukee will be no longer necessary, Fur 
that reason we made no addition to the amount for rents. 

The bill as reported does not reduce the appropriation for pen- 
sions, but it has cut down the other estimates as made by the 
Commissioner $55,750, as I have stated. 

In reference to the amendments proposed by the committee, it 
was believed that the two provisions incorporated into this )il! 
should go there as a just criticism of the inhospitable and un- 
friendly action of the Pension Department. They were not made 
more general, nor to extend beyond the time for which this appro- 
priation is made, by reason of the rule of the Fifty-first Congress, 
which says: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill, or in any amendment thereto. 

It is believed by the committee that these amendments do not 
change existing law, but that they are a legislative interpretation 
of what the law is and what it should be interpreted to be, in con- 
sonance with what was the ruling of the former administration; 
and that they are not new legislation, but are simply in the inter- 
est of a fair and just interpretation of the existing law, for thie 
oe of the pensioner, during the time this money is to be 
expended. 

hat, in substance, is the explanation of the billas reported. [1 
is not my purpose at this time to enter into any general discussion 
of the subject of pensions, and were it not for the fact that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] has indulged in some 
expressions which seem to need reply, I should not at this time say 
anything further. 

t some time in the future I hope to claim indulgence for the 
purpose of oe the question of pensions at some length, 
when a measure is here upon that subject. 

The gentleman from New York seems to be aggrieved at the 
treatment he has received, and what seems to have troubled his 
fastidious taste more than anything else is that some gentleman 
from Michigan, as he recollects the fact, spoke of some of his lan- 
guage as ‘‘rot.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that may not have been as elegant as it 
was expressive, but I think that the committee will bear me out 
in saying that it was quite as elegant as the language of the cul- 
tured gentleman from New York who spoke of ‘looting the 
Treasury.” It is also quite as elegant as the expression in the 
anonymous communication which he has just read to this House, 
speaking of this House as being ‘‘ an acre of Gemagogues.” Thie 
gentleman seems to be fresh from the classics, and prides himself 
upon the use of the English language; but I apprehend when he 
consults with other gentlemen around him, who are equally 1s 
cultured, he will feel that the gentleman from Michigan, although 
coming from the Western country, was equally as elegant and 
tasteful as he in the selection of his phrases. 

Now, the gentleman has quoted Noah Webster, as I recollect 
him, as giving the pores definition of the duties of a Representa- 
tive upon this floor. shall not differ with him in regard to the 
definition,in the main, but, Mr. Chairman, I do believe that a 
constituency that sends a representative here is responsible for 
him. [Laughter,] And while I would not disparage the loyalty 
of the great city of New York, with its splendid patriotism an‘ 
the heroism of its soldiers, I do say that a constituency that 
sends a represeutative here who talks as he does ought to answer 
for the man who pretends to represent them. [Laughter and ap- 

lause.] We have been deluged on this floor with circulars and 

etters and cozaments of the press criticising the action of the 
representatives of the people in standing = for the honor of this 
nation, in asserting the rights of this Republic against the aggres- 
sions of Great Britain; oak where do they comefrom? They come 
from a so near the gentleman's district that it seemed to me 
when I heard him that he must properly oo em a constituency 
somewhere there, a constituency boosting of its wealth, but which 
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would seem to place dollars above patriotism and pelf above that 
higher duty we all owe to a common country. 


Til fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay; 
Princes and lords may flourish or may fade; 

‘A breath can make them, as a breath has made; 
But a bold peasantry, their country’s pride, 
When once destroy’d can never be supplied. 


se. 

rs the farms and workshops, from the hives of in- 
dustry, from the homes of this great Republic that the men came 
who bore the heat and burden of this great conflict. Simple and 
plain were they, but they represented the great heart of the 
people of this s jlendid nation. And in that hour when they were 
offering their fives that the nation might live, throughout this 
broad had, everywhere above Mason and Dixon’s line, the com- 
mon sentiment was that the disabled soldier and the widow and 
orphan of the soldier should be cared for. There were put on 
the statute books of those times the pension laws of this great 
Republic, and a very large proportion of the men who are now 
the care of this nation, the wards of this great Republic, enlisted 
after very liberal provisions for pensions were put upon the 
statute books, enlisted after that chosen leader of Republican con- 
viction had annunciated the doctrine that ‘‘ to care for him who 
has borne the battle and for his widow and orphan is a sacred 
obligation of this nation.” That has come down to us as from a 

rophet of old from a man whose fame and great name will last 
ong after this Republic shall have ceased to exist. 

And now, my Siiew-eitinene. [Great laughter.] Excuse me, 
Mr. Chairman, I had gotten out of the presence of the gentleman 
from New York into the greater presence of the plain people of 
this country. [Renewed laughter and applause.] If the gentle- 
man from New York had recalled the expressions that he used he 
certainly could not have found it in his heart to speak of being 
insulted from this side, and when a member stands in his place 
and reads encomiums of himself and fails to give names of au- 
thors, it seems to me that those encomiums are of doubtful origin 
and doubtful authority. [Renewed laughter and applause. | 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] says the Re- 
publican side owes him a debt of gratitude for his criticism of 
proposed pension legislation. In that he is correct. No more 
potent or convincing argument could be offered in support of the 
policies of the Republican party than the gentleman’s assault 
upon its liberal pension provisions. : 

The gentleman also wanders off into the classics, and speaks of 
the rents which the envious Cascas proposed to make in his gar- 
ment. If the gentleman harbors the idea that any member on 
this side of the House envies him the reputation he has won in 
this debate, he is mistaken. 

I do not know how true it is, but it is intimated to me that the 
gentleman from New York is a constituent of his colleague, Mr. 
Cummines. If that be so, his speech has already been answered. 
de 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask permis- 
sion to interrupt. 

Mr. BLUE. I will be more generous than you were in permit- 
ting interruptions. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have the honor to be the con- 
stituent of the Hon. James J. WALSH. I have not the pleasure of 
being the constituent of the Hon. Amos J. CUMMINGs. 

Mr. BLUE. Of whom did you say you were the constituent? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. r. WALSH. 

Mr. BLUE. You are a constituent of Mr. WatsH. It had 
been suggested to me that you did not reside in your district, and 

ou seem to be willing to testify in that direction yourself. 
[Langhter.) That being the case, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire 
ursue that inquiry any further. 
conclusion, permit me to say that it is my judgment that we 
ought to put this bill through with very few, if any more, amend- 
ments. t rule of the Fi ie Congress has been to a certain 
extent the rule of this body, I understand, for many years. It is 
in the interest of good legislation. The gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PickLER] has intimated clearly and distinctly his 
urpose and intention to bring into this body some general pension 
egislation soon. This is a matter of appropriation of money, and 
under the rules it seems to me that we ought not to waste any 
great length of time in seeking to amend this bill, but should 
pass it eae so that the Senate may get to it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 

committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriation for pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 

cal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. . 


XX VITI—48 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, before making the 
motion to adjourn, I desire to announce that to-morrow we shall 
take up this bill by paragraphs under the five-minute rule. 


ARANSAS PASS. 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors the bill to amend an act of Congress 
approved May 12, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act for improving Aransas 
Pass,” etc., with a substitute therefor; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled Senate bill 628, 
to provide an American register for the steamer Miami; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have an order made 
for a reprint of the bill No. 3543, introduced by me, for the purpose 
of preventing the improper discontinuance of pensions. Many 
members desire to examine the bill and the supply is exhausted, 
so that even the committee have not a sufficient number of copies. 

There being no objection, the reprint was ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, as the successor to the seat of Gen. 
William Cogswell it is my painful office to formally announce 
the intelligence of his death in this city on the 22d day of May of 
last year. General Cogswell was a member of the Fiftieth, the 
Fifty-first, the Fifty-second, and the Fifty-third Congresses, and 
was elected, by a majority that swept away party lines in his dis- 
trict, to membership in this House. I need not call the attention 
of those members who served with him to the fidelity with which 
he always performed every public duty. It is not my purpose at 
this time to enter into any extended eulogy of his life and services, 
but at some later day I shall ask the House to set apart a time 
when its membership may express formally their appreciation of 
his life, his character, and his services. I content myself now 
with sending to the desk resolutions which I ask the House to 
adopt in honor of his memory. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
a William Cogswell, late a Representative from the State of Massachu- 
setts, 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now 

a }OU . 

. Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and in pursuance 
thereof the House (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimate of appropriation for removal of certain furniture and 
records from the custom-house building in Chicago, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ae and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy relating 
to a deficiency in the ‘‘ Contingent, Navy,” appropriation—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the General Superintendent of the Life- 
Saving Service relating to officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
on detached duty during 1896 with the Life-Saving Service—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of State, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for the clerical force in the Bureau of Statis- 
tics for the remainder of the current fiscal year, and for the fiscal 
year 1897—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the finding filed by the court in the case of 
James P. Layne, administrator of Elizabeth Layne, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 103) relating to final 
proof in timber-culture entries, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 56) in writing thereon; which 
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said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by chap- 
ter 46 of the laws of 1884 relating to appointments of officers in 
the Army or Navy of the United States, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 55) in writing 
thereon; which said bill and report were referred to the House” 
Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the 
printing of 1,500 extra copies of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Railroads for the year 1895, with appendixes, for the 
use of the Commissioner of Railroads, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 57) in writing thereon; 
which said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the 
“ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD: The bill (H.R.711) to increase the pension of 
Uzziel B. Church. Se a No. 58.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: The bill (H.R. 2340) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline Parker. (Report No. 59.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 1616) topension Michael E. Bricker, of Edger- 
ton, Ind. (Report No. a 

By Mr. MILLS: The bill (H. R. 3698) ouas an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany. (Report No. 61.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: The bill (H. R. 2800) granting a 
pension to Martha Brooks. Pas No, 62.) 

By Mr. POOLE: The bill (H. R. 952) granting a pension to Su- 
san D. Wright. (Report No. 63.) 

— KERR: The bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate 
A. Pitman. (Report No. 64.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 4141) to reduce the compen- 
sation of all persons in public service and thereby to meet the de- 
ficiency in the Treasury—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4142) to protect settlement rights 
where two or more pas settle upon the same subdivision of 
agricultural — ands before survey thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4143) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Marine Corps, and to equalize the 
grades of officers therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 4144) toamend an actentitled ‘An 
act to provide for the times and places to hold terms of the United 
States courts in the State of Washington "—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4145) to amend 
section 1309, Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 4146) to authorize the First Na- 
tional Bank of S e, Wash., to change its location and name— 
to the Committee on king and cy. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 4147) to authorize the 
Chickasaw Nation of Indians to suit the United 
States in the Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 4148) to license 
billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4149) in relation to taxes and tax 
sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 4150) to separate the duties 
of professor of ethics, etc., from those of chaplain at the United 
States Military Academy-—tc the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 4151) tomake Aransas Pass, Tex., 
a subport of entry—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H.R. 4152) for the construction of 
two steam revenue-cutters for service on the Pacific Coast—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

the Fort Smith 
through 


By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 4158) to — 
tot Sinan 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the on 
Indian Affairs. 





and Western Coal Railroad Company a rig. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 4154) to amend section 9 of an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the appointment of additional judges of the 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses ”"—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4155) to provide for the comple- 
tion of the improvements of the Falls of the Ohio River at and 
near Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4156) to amend the postal laws 
providing limited indemnity for loss of registered mail matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. 8.4157) to amend the postal laws relating to 
-_ - postal cards—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H.R. 4158) to abolish the fee system 
for the payment of officers of United States courts and pay them 
salaries instead—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 4159) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the transportation 
and one year’s subsistence of 274 Creek Indians, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 4160) providing an appro- 
— for continuing the improvements on the Willamette 

tiver above Portland, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) providing an appropriation for the im- 
pomenns of the Nestugga River, Oregon—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) providing for the improvement of navi- 
gation of the Alsea River, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4163) providing an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Coos River, in Oregon—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements on the Willamette and Columbia rivers be- 
low Portland, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) making an appropriation for the im- 

rovement of the Siuslaw River, in Oregon—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) providing an appropriation for the im- 
provements at the entrance to Yaquina Bay, Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements in the navigation of Tillamook Bay, in 
Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

‘iin, a bill (H. R. 4168) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements at the entrance to Coos Bay, Oregon—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Nehalem River, in Oregon—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also,‘a bill (H. R. 4170) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements at the mouth of the Coquille River, in 
Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R.4171) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements on the upper waters of the Coquille River, 
in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Umpqua River, in Oregon—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ipa an appropriation for the im- 

rovement of the Alsea River, thease the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) providing an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Port Orford, in Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R.4175) to restore the pen- 
sions of widows in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4176) to extend the uses of the mail 
service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H.R. 4177) to enable naval courts- 

and courts of inquiry to secure the attendance and testi- 
mony of civilian witnesses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R.4178) providing for the use by the United 
sa oe of devices covered by letters patent—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also a bill = R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 
partment. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R. 4241) for improving Aransas 
Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. a 

By Mr. MAHANY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 86) directing 
the Secretary of War to provide and to distribute to the National 
Guard of New York the medals promised them by General Order 
No. 19 of the War ent, for services rendered at Presi- 
dent Lincoln’s call in 1 to the Committee on Military Affairs. 











1896. 


eee 


By Mr. HARDY: A resolution (House Res. No. 116) for the 
relief of the estate of the late Lycurgus Dalton, late Postmaster 
of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Acconnts. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A memorial from the legislature of New 
York State relating to canals—to the Committee on Railways and 
Oe hie. SHERMAN: A memorial from the senate of the State 
of New York relating to maintenance of canals—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. | ' ' 

By Mr. PAYNE: A memorial from the legislature of the State 
of New York in reference to canals—to the Committee on Rail- 

TAY ‘anals. 
7 ~ ELLIS: A memorial from the legislative assembly of 
the State of Oregon, asking the forfeiture of unearned land grants 
in what is known as the quadrant in Oregon—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. ; 2 

Also, a memorial from the legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, asking that a port'on of the Cascade Forest Reserve in 
Oregon be opened to settler ent—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

. or a memorial from the legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, asking for the appointment of a guardian for Crater Lake 
Reserve, in Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the legislative assembly of the State of 
Oregon, asking legislation to protect the eggs of wild fowl on their 
breeding grounds in the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XXII, the following changes of refer- 
ence were made: , , f 

The bill (H. R. 3384) granting a pension to Mrs, Ann Smith— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1883) for the relief of David Vickers—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of Mrs. R. C. Jones—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to James V. Burch— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1226) granting a pension to John W. Starr— 
Committeeon Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1830) granting a pension to Mary Jane Debois— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1610) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R.1786) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Owens—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of Archibald P. Cooper—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H.R. 3051) for the relief of Lucy A. Branham—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to Annie E. Park— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hazlip—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 157) restoring Julia L. Roberts, late Julia L. 
Doty, to the pension rolls—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill Sh R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill ‘oe R. 3759) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Geller, of Toronto, Kans.—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8721) for the relief of Sarah J. Warren—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3256) for the relief of Alfred T. Morey—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Taye Eeeione. 

e (H. R. 3310) granting a pension to Patrick Bogan— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


The bill (H. R. 2476) granting a pension to George W. Eveleth— 
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Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3059) for the relief of Sarah A. Moore—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2195) to increase the pension of James F. Camp- 
bell—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensiors. 

The bill (H. R. 2842) to place the name of Mary A. Fowler upon 
the pension roll--Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1048) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Flan- 
ders—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1627) to pension Mrs. Elizabéth T. Palmatier— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Tne bill (H. R. 967) for the relief of Theodore Huesman—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1040) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy T. East- 
man—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to Christopher Rupp, of 
Pennsylvania—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 676) for the relief of Newton L. Crow—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Grotius N. Udell— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3495) granting a pension to Isabella Clary— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2034) for the relief of Patrick Montgomery— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Memorial of Ed Hamlin Post, Grand Army of the Republic, as to 
pensions—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2241) for the relief of Francis Scala—Committee 
on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4180) for the relief of William 
S. Dugger, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of William L. Dugger, of 
Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4182) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Georgianna C. Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. 
Williams, deceased, late surgeon, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 4183) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Peter Gehm, late of Company I, 
Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4184) granting a pension to Nancy Hollen- 
bank, formerly Nancy Boaz, formerly Nancy Yeley, a hospital 
nurse during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 4185) for the re- 
lief of Warren Hall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 4186) to correct the military 
record of John G. Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) to correct the military record of Ebbert 
Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 4189) for the relief of Capt. 
James Regan, United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H.R. 4190) to reimburse Isaac D. Arm- 
strong for stolen bonds—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to 
George Schamberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 4192) to correct the military 
record of James K. P. Summers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam F. Souger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) to correct the military record of Frank 
B,. Lamb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A Will (H. R. 4195) for the relief of Charles 
H. Peirce—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) to pension John Hoffman for services 
in Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) to pension Josiah Biggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) te pension J. E. Allen, of Company D, 
Second Regiment California Infantry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct 
the military record of Edward H. Munson, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Thirty-second New York Regiment Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4200) to authorize and direct 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the account 
of George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage 
stamps and money-order funds stolen from his office—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. -, granting a 
— to Nicholas Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4202) directing the Quartermaster- 
General to certify and transmit to the Court of Claims all papers 
on file in his office pertaining to the claim of the heirs of Samuel 
Mitchell, deceased, for the value of a horse taken by the United 
oe troops in the Morgan raid—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4203) to pay Mary Galley $5,503, with inter- 
est from the 2ist day of March, A. D. 1864, for the destruction of 
her property by the Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of 5 ohn P, Biehn on the pension 
roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) for the relief of Dr. William A. John- 
son, late a contract surgeon in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of William T. Scales for compensation for the loss of his flouring 
mill and contents, located at California, Ky., on the 10th day of 
September, 1862, by order of Gen. Lew Wallace—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) directing the Quartermaster-General to 
certify and transmit to the Court of Claims all papers on file in 
his office pertaining to the claim of Israel Dehass, for the value of 
a horse taken by the United States troops in the Morgan raid—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 4208) granting pension to 
William Sible, of Hellers Corners, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of Abraham 
C. Bryan, of Traphill, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4210) for the relief of Abram C. Bryan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: bill (H. R. 4211) granting a pension to 
William Lagore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4212) to correct the military record of Almon 
McNinch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) granting a pension to Victor M. Crom- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 4214) for the relief of John 
W. Ferris—to the Cominittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) for the relief of James L. Ord, lately 
acting assistant surgeon in the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to George Sylves- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R, 4217) granting a pension to 
Julia Beauchamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Rich- 
ard H. Marshall, heir of Louisa Sommers, deceased, late of Fair- 
fax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) for the relief of the legal representa- 
“ of James B. McNair, deceased—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Foster, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 4221} for removal of charge of 
desertion against George M. Totten, late Company G, Fifty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill na R, 4222) grantin 
2 pension to Elizabeth A. Anderson—to the Committee on Invali 

ensions. 
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By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4223) for the relief of 
Curtis P. Wise—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Spencer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4225) for the relief of John A. Hill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of John J. Vincent—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) for the relief of Emeline E. Musgraye— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4228) to remove the charge of desertion froi 
the record of Amos B. Howland—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 4229) for the relief of J. Sey- 
mour Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4230) for the relief of Newell A. Burrows— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4231) for the relief of James 
E. Morrill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4232) to restore Edward L. Bailey to the United 
States Army and to place him on the retired list with the rank of 
captain of infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. STEELE: A bill (H.R. 4233) granting a pension to 
Henry M. Hyde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Martha E. Grant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4235) granting a pension to 
Adelia A. Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4236) granting a pension to Lorada Pierce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4237) granting a bounty to 
Thomas W. Kirby—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4238) for relief of Sarah Mc- 
Clenachan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

a DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 4239) to pension Garrett H. 
Wilber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 4240) granting an increase of 
pension to Dexter B. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Peu- 
sions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

a Mr. ACHESON: Three petitions, respectively, of 73 citizens 
of Connellsville, New Haven, and vicinity, Fayette County; 122 
citizens of Blair, Camden, Coal Valley, Mendelssohn, and vicinity, 
Allegheny County, and 163 citizens of McKeesport, Reynoldton, 
Christy Park, Duquesne, and vicinity, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of a public meeting held at Claysville, Pa., on 
the tronble in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of the repre- 
sentatives of the Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvani:, 
New Jersey, and Delaware to the President and Congress of thc 
United States, on the dispute between Great Britain and Ven:- 
zuela relative to the boundary of the latter and the interventivn 
of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Paper relating to first-mori 
gage bondholders of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, by !!. 
Livingston Rogers, petitioning that the Government unite its 
$7,250,000 of its first-mortgage bonds in protecting the first mort 
gage, etc.—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Resolutions passed at_a meeting in i 
Puritan Congregational Church, Brooklyn, N. Y., January 1), 
1896, protesting against the atrocities in Armenia, and beseechin 
Congress to use such means as will protect Christian missionaric- 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 70 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pa., in favor of the William A. Stone immigration bill, to secure 
a better grade of immigrants—to the Committee on the Judiciar 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of A. E. Chase and 20) 
other citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., favoring the passage of Hous: 
bill No. 58, known as the William A. Stone bill, restricting imi 
gration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the representatives of the Re 
ligious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, an 
Delaware to the President and Congress of the United States, on 
the dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States — 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Twelve petitions, severally, of H. F. Berry 
and others, J. R. Bartlett and others, B. W. Hall and others, 
W. B. Joltiffe and others, Elza Shackleford and others, 8. C. Reed 
and othses, Ira Moore and others, A. F. Hamilton and others, L. D. 
Beatiy snd others, D. W. Huey and others, W. D. Watson and 
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others, and Lloyd Douglas and others, praying the passage of the 

William A. Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee 
iciary. 

“<= Sea TAWEM: Papers to accompany House bill to cor- 

rect the military record of Joseph Graham—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. . ce 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to correct the military record 
of John G. Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for pension for Garrett H. 
Wilber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Memorial of the J. L. Mott Iron Works, 
Mott Haven, N. Y., and 702 others, requesting that the Fifty- 
fourth Congress will authorize the Secretary of War to contract 
with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of 
constructing a canal through the Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet 
deep and 300 feet wide, for a sum not exceeding $1,450,000—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Resolution passed at a union meeting of the 
churches of Malone, N. Y., January 12, 1896, in regard to the pro- 
tection of Christians in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign 

ffairs. 
 - Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of citizens of Tamarac, Pa., pray- 
ing for a change in the immigration laws, to secure a better grade 
of immigrants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of G. C. Wilke and 150 other citizens 
of Missouri Valley, Iowa, asking for favorable action on bill to 
secure a better grade of immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. — ; 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the representatives of the Re- 
ligious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Dela- 
ware to the President and Congress of the United States, on the 
dispute between Great Britain and Venezuela, relative to the 
boundary of the latter and the intervention of the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of Ellen Bradley, mother of 
John J. Bradley, Company C, Twenty-first Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting in Des Moines, Iowa, 
relating to the Cuban struggle—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions of the Grand Army of 
the Republic for the Department of Indiana, asking pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3872, increasing the 
pension of William S. Dematt to $50 a month—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4097, for the relief of 
James é Wheat, of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4098, for the relief of 
Thomas F. Ryan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: Eight petitions, severally, of Lyman Sherbine 
and other citizens of Wilmore; W. L. Hite and other citizens of 
Belsano; L. B. Fasick and others, of Belsano; J. Lingenfelter and 
others, of Freedom Township, Beaver County; J. E. Rowland and 
others, of Pendleton, Cambria County; together with three peti- 
tions of citizens of Somerset County, a. praying for enactment 
of laws restricting immigration and for the William A. Stone bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Jacob Acker, eares W. Garner, Levi Acker, 
and 40 other citizens of Drab, Blair County, Pa., praying for an 
act of Congress to pay fourth-class ne rent—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the High Street Church, Lowell, 
Mass., in reference to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

_ By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Tioga and Lycom- 
ing counties, Pa., praying for the passage of legisiation restrict- 
a tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Mifflinburg, Pa., pray- 
ing Congress to take some action for the protection of Armenian 
citizens in Turkey—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Mercersburg and Fulton 
County, Pa., praying for the passage of the William A. Stone bill 
to restrict immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

a Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Two petitions, respectively, 
of D. W. Rhodes, C. T. McCoy, and 30 others; J. W. Williamson, 
G. W. Brownell, Monroe Miller, and 45 others, all citizens of 
West V: ia, praying for the passage of the William A. Stone 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of W. 0. Owen, W. H. Richards, 
and 158 other citizens of Laramie and Cheyenne, Wyo., in favor 
of the passage of the William A. Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Two petitions, respectively, of Henry E. 
Standish and 18 others, and Henry W. Sears and 3 other citi 
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zens of Middleboro, Mass., praying that Congress pass legisla- 
tion raising the standard of immigrants admitted to the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OWENS: Petition of James H. Gifford, of Kentucky, 

ene for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Charles A. Foster, late acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, to accompany House bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of William H. Ward and 144 other 
citizens of Morris County, N. J., in favor of the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Daily News- 
paper Association, asking for change in rate of postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of G. H. Brown, jr., and 19 other 
citizens of Washington, N. C., asking for the speedy recognition 
as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Letter from Prof. Henry S. Williams, Yale 
College, concerning Armenian outrages—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Three petitions, respectively, of 136 citizens 
of West Fairview, 64 citizens of Cumberland County, and 60 citi- 
zens of York County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the bill to 
regulate immigration, known as the William A. Stone bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of Indiana, through the adjutant-general thereof, R. M. Smock, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., asking that honorably discharged Union sol- 
diers be placed on the pension roll at $8 per month when they 
have arrived at the age of 60 years—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Robert M. Snodgrass, commander of John 
Stewart Post, No. 310, of Reed, Delaware County, Ind., asking 
that a service pension of $8 per month be granted to the surviving 
veterans of the war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBERT: Petition of citizens of Hampton City, S.C., 
for the passage of bills now pending in Congress for the relief of 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers relating to House bill No. 881, for 
the relief of persons who made cash entries at double minimum 
prices—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WANGER: Memorial of representatives of the Religious 
Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware 
to the President and Congress of the United States, on the dispute 
between Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the boundary 
of the latter and the intervention of the United States, favoring 
arbitration and deprecating the holding out of any menace by 
the President—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of George E. Hammon, Thomas Pett- 
man, and 141 other citizens of Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage 
of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 17, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupEnN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire tocorrect a slight error 
in the Journal. The report which I made yesterday was from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, not from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made, 

The Journal as corrected was approved. 


ROTUNDA OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. ee I offer a resolution, which I send to 
the desk, and for which I ask present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Joint Committee on the Library be instructed toascertain the cause of the de- 
lay in conn the chiaro-oscuro (light and shade) by Mr. Costogini, in the 
Rotunda of the Capitol, and whether or not it would be advisable to remove 
the scaffolding still remaining for the use of completing the painting, and to 
report to the House the result of the investigation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of it. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word about 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. HOWE. Thereisan unsightly scaffolding in the Rotunda of 
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this Capitol building, which has been there for seven years, un- 
used, defacing the beauty of the Rotunda, The resolution which 
I have just offered is intended to hasten the completion of the his- 
torical decoration of the Rotunda, and thereby to hasten the re- 
moval of this scaffolding. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will suggest that we should remove the cause of the scaffold- 
ing, namely, the sinecure office under the title of ‘Architect of 
the Capitol Extension.” Then we shall have the Capitol all right. 
{Laug I 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, this resolution proposes to refer the 
subject to the Joint Committee on the Library, that they may inves- 
tigate it and use their own judgment as to the recommendation 
that they shall make. My object in presenting the resolution is 
simply to get rid of this unsightly scaffolding, which, as I have 
already said, has been there for seven years unused. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


DISTRIBUTION OF NAVAL RECORDS, 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a resolution, for 
which I ask present consideration by the House, and, as it con- 
cerns the convenience of very many members, I shall ask the 
privilege, after it is read, of explaining with great brevity its pur- 

and effect. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A jet resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution of copies of the 


fficial Records of the Union and Confederate Navies in Congressional dis- 
tricts where distribution has not been made. 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House a een of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the of the Navy be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to send the un ributed copies of the 
Official rds of the War of the Rebellion, both of the Union and of the 
Confederate navies, to such libraries, organizations, and individuals as may 
be designated before the meeting of the next Congress by the resentatives 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress of the districts whose Representatives in the 
Fifty third Congress failed to te the distributees of a of said 
official records or any part th , a8 authorized by the act of Con ap- 
proved July 31, 1894, and the joint resolution approved March 2, 1895, to the 
extent and in the manner and form provided in said act. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, this resolution has received the 
approval of the Secretary of the Navy, as will be manifest from a 
letter which I shall shortly send to the desk. The publication 
and distribution of these Naval Records were origi author- 
ized by an appropriation act of 1894, which provided that there 
should be an distribution in every Congressional district by 
the members of the Fifty-third Congress. A resolution passed by 
Congress on the 2d of March, 1895, provided that the peieiage of 
distributing those records should expire at the aan of the 

resent Congress. oe those members of the Fifty-third 
Congress who failed to distribute their quota of these important 
documents before the opening of the present Congress have lost 
their right of distribution for their respective districts. There 
are three districts, including my own, where no distribution has 
been made, and there are many districts where only a partial dis- 
tribution has been made. 

I send to the desk and ask to have read two letters—one from 
the superintendent of these Naval War Records and the other from 
the Secretary of the Navy to the chairman of the House Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy Department, LIBRARY AND NAVAL WAR Recorps, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1896. 


Srr: 1. In reference to our conversation of this morning, in regard to the 
introduction of the proposed joint resolution, aut! the distribution of 
copies of the Official rds of the Union and Confederate Navies in the War of 
the Rebellion in the Congressional districts where the distribution has not yet 
been made, I have to advise you that I have submitted the proposition to the 
Secretary of the Navy, and subject meets his entire approval. He is of 
the opinion that the draft of the joint resolution you were good enough to 
grepene and leave for his on covers the entire ground, with the ex- 
ception that there ought to be introduced some limit of time as to when the 
distribution should be completed. 

2. I therefore return the draft to you as a peepanet. with an official letter 
upon the subject which the Secre has addressed to Chairman BoUTELLE, 
of the Naval Committee. May Iask the favor of you that ro will present 
the letter to Mr. BourgEL.e, as the Secretary directed that I forward it to 


him through you? 
Very respectfully, RICHARD RUSH, 
Superintendent Naval War Records. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. Moopwy, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 1), 1896. 


roved July 31, 1804, auth: the publica- 
ied Recetas ot the Union ani Contoderate 


Sir: The act of Congress 
tion and distribution of the 


y-third Congress shall 
be sold by the Secre of Na op Sees eee, Se et 
cent added thereto, and the {proceeds of such sale shall be covered into the 
Treasury. The joint resolution of March 2, 1895, extended the time of distri- 
bution until the assembling of the t 


There are now a number of sets of this publication (as far as published) in 
this Department, which being the balance of the Congressional 
uota, are now subject to sale by the terms of the law. 
Department has received numerous tions from mem 

quotas, I have not 


Sanaaon ae dooming ic boot Ghat the peessae ha 
upon . ve an 
opportunity to express its wishes in the matter, should it so desire. 
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{f, therefore, it is the pigecere of Congress that the distribution of these un- 
expended jes should be made in the Congressional districts which havo 
not yet received their full quo’ I beg leave to call your attention to the 
fact that it could easily be accomplished without any additional expense |) 
means of a joint resolution directing this Department to distribute thess 
volumes upon the orders of the members of the Fifty-fourth Congress whos 
districts have not yet received their full quotas. © Department would be 
very gad if Congress would make this disposition of the remaining sets. 


ery respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. CHARLES A. BOUTELLE, 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask that the resolution be 
referred to the appropriate committee. I object to its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

Some time su uently, 

Mr. MOODY said: Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. ae having examined the resolution I offered a short 
time ..go, is willing to withdraw his objection, and I now renew 
my request for the present consideration and the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the reso- 
lution —_ gg 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it should be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOODY. I beg the indulgence of the House for a few 
moments to explain again the purpose and effect of the resolu- 
tion. Gentlemen on both sides of the House apparently appre- 
hended that its pu was to throw the undistributed Naval 
Records of the War of the Rebellion into a pool and distribute them 
among the new members. That is a mistake. It has no such 

or effect. The only object is to secure the proper ani 
equitable distribution of these volumes. It was submitted to tho 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. BouTe.ir}, 
whose absence at this present moment I regret, and who had him- 
self failed to distribute the whole of his quota of 19 copies. Ile 
could not do so because under a resolution passed in March, 1895, 
the right to do it determined on the assembling of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. 
Now, there are many gentlemen—the gentleman from New 
York among others—in the House who have failed to distribute 
their full quotas, and can not do so now, as indicated by the letter 
read from the Secretary of the Navy, unless the authority is 
given by this resolution to the Secretary. 

The only purpose is to allow those districts which have failed, 
either in whole or in part, to receive the 19 copies to which each 
district is entitled to receive the remaining copies to which they 
are entitied. In 4g ten district the illness and death of my pred- 
ecessor, General Cogswell, prevented any distribution at «ll 
Under this resolution I shall have the right to distribute the 1) 
copies already allotted to the Sixth Massachusetts district and 
now in the custody of the Secre of the Navy. It will allow 
the gentleman from New York to distribute his one copy which 
remains undistributed. It will allow those gentlemen who have 
failed to designate the distributees of their quotas todo so. If this 
resolution does not pass the effect will be that under the law the 
Secretary of the Navy must take all the copies of these records not 
already distributed and sell them to the public. I trust that wil! 
not be allowed. 

Mr.HULL. My understanding was that there was a law passe: 
by both Houses and signed by the President, which provided that 
in the event these documents were not distributed they should go 
to the Secretary of the Navy and be sold. I amin sympathy with 
the gentleman’s resolution, and the question I wish to ask him is, 
will this resolution change that law? 

Mr. MOODY. It will change the law. The Secretary of the 
Navy, who has possession of these copies, holds that it will change 
the law, and on its passage he will immediately distribute to any 
district which has not already its full quota the remaining num 
ber of these records to which that district is entitled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was almost impossible for me to catch 
the purport of the resolution from listening to the reading of it 
from the desk. I want to ask the gentleman if there is to be a 
distribution of any more than the documents which remain undis- 
tributed by members of the Fifty-third Congress who failed to 
make the distribution? Does it authorize the Secretary to go 
beyond the distribution of those that remain undistributed? _ 

. MOODY. It does not authorize the distribution of a single 
additional copy, and it does not change the destination from one 
district to another of a single copy of the records. It only carries 
out the purpose of the original act, which has failed, owing to the 
en or failure of Representatives to distribute their allotted 
quo 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. DoI understand that the gentle 
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man’s joint resolution in any way reduces the quota of gentlemen | a substitute embodying the same bill as originally introduced by 
who failed to make the designation in the last Congress? | myself, only eliminating from it the pp ape and embodying a 
Mr. MOODY. Itdoesnot. ; _ | further provision that only one-third of it shall be used for this 
The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration | purpose. 
of the joint resolution? Mr. PICKLER. The island in question belongs to the State by 
There was no objection. | a former act of Congress, anyway, 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | of the bill? ae 
LEASING OF AMERICAN ISLAND, SOUTH DAKOTA. | There being no objection, the bill was considered, and was or- 
Mr. STEPHENSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


The bill was read, as follows: | On motion of Mr.GAMBLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
A bill (H.R.3728) toamend section 21 of an act entitled “An act to divide a | Was laid on the table. 
portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into | REPRINT OF A BILL. 


| oman’ aserv ‘ te sure the relinquishment of the Indian title : AX : 5 
separate reqetre ead teas cence 3." approved March 2, 1889. On motion of Mr. HURLEY, by unanimous consent, the bill 
Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States | (H. R. 2758) entitled ‘““An act to fix the standard of weights and 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 21 of an act entitled “An act | measures,” was ordered to be reprinted. 
to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Da- : aie : le 
kota into separate reservations, and tosecure the relinquishment of the Indian P CHANGE OF REFERENCE. i 
title to the remainder, and for other perpoass,” aperoved March 2, 1889, be, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, before moving that 
nd the same is hereby, amended by adding to suid section the following: the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, I desire to 
have the reference of a bill corrected. It was referred by mistake 


“ That the said city of Chamberlain, by and through its regular city coun- 

cil, shall have authority to either by itself or under a system of leases, secur. | p ¢ 
ing a revenue to the city to use or lease said island for pubtie assemblies of | to the Committee on War Claims, but should have gone to the 

sligious, literary, po itical, or scientific c naracter; o use or lease the same % : , Yai allie : oni 
for fair grounds 7 riving-park purposes; the ri ht to improve, use, or lease C wr pe ye on a I ask that the bill (H. R. 37 15) for the 
to improve and use, the springs on said island for sanitarium and bathing | re ief of Capt. William J. Kountz be referred to the Committee on 
purposes, together with the right to am ewe — —— such im- | Claims. 

vements as may be necessary to provide for the comfort and convenience ThesS AK : : ts - ™ 
UP those connected therewith or visiting said island for any of the purposes | The eo h if ae be a objection, the hange of refer 
named, the said city council at all times having authority to control and reg- | @2Ce Indicated by the ge ntleman from Pennsylvania will be made, 


ulate all the fees or charges made by any person or association thereon for There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
any of the purposes herein enumerated, and full authority to construct road- a Ls saat ad 
ways, and lay out said island into grounds, parks, or lots suitable for the uses ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


herein allowed and provided for, said island always remaining free to the Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
= hae ambenes ee es oe. See ere ae that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
said island.” uae the poe wn arn heapaae , 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let us have some explanation of this bill. A bill (8. : o amend an actentitled ‘‘An act to provide a per- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman oon eorgia [Mr. Livina- ee ee eee in that — of the District of C so 
STON] asks that an explanation be made. ith the consent of the | bia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893; and 
House, an explanation may be given. A bill (S. 43) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act 
There pty silestion. - entitled fp = to ov certain lands ee granted for the 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, under section 21 of ‘‘An act to | purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians | purposes,’ approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
in Dakota into separate pale ape: and - arenes = relinquish- | amendatory thereof.” 
ment of the Indian title to the remainder, an or other pur- MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
poses,” approved March 2, 1889, there was granted to the city | 4 message in writing from the President of the United States 
of Chamberlain, 8. Dak., American Island, situated in the Mis- was canal rated to he Seuss of Rance ka a 
Tae 5 : ; ; ‘ ate se of Representatives, by Mr. Pru- 
souri River adjacent to said city, in area about 640 acres, and | 2. one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that tl 
covered with a heavy growth of beautiful and heavy timber. President had a roved and signed a joint r i. lutio 1 of th ) foll “1 
The act referred to provided that the city should use the island | 5... titio- PI ee a 
for a public park, and that it at all times should remain open to On January 14. 1896: 
he public for such purpose. The city has complied with the pro- aie coe eee . Sa eeeeapee ’ 
the p purpose . . “zt Joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for filling vacancy on Board of Re- 
visions of the law, and it is contemplated to improve the island | ....tg Smithsonian Institution 
in compliance with the original purpose of the act. Todo this |° ~’’ - : : 
will necessitate a large outlay, and the city at this time is not in SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
position from its own resources to carry out the extensive im- Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following joint resolution was 
provements proposed. There is located upon the island a warm | taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, as 
mineral spring possessing great medicinal properties, and capital | follows: 
is ready to be invested to utilize the waters and to construct a Joint resolution (S. R. 39) making an appropriation to defray 
sanitarium for that purpose. It is also contemplated to expend | the joint expense of locating the boundary fine between the Ter- 
money in the construction of suitable buildings and beautifying | ritory of Alaska and the British North American territory—to the 
the eee on assemblies oe =" med Committee on Appropriations. 
purposes. It is further proposed to prepare grounds and con- 
struct buildings for agricultural fairs and driving-park purposes. 
This bill provides that the act of 1889 shall in no way be violated, 
but that the original purpose, the dedication of this island as a 
public park, to which the public shall have free access at all times, 
shall be faithfully carried out. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. What advantage will this be tothe city? 
Mr. GAMBLE. Thecity has not the means with which to carry 
out the improvements at present. Capital is ready to be invested 
in the making of the improvements, and without the authority 
given by the present bill the parties who are ready to make the 
pregene: lhnprovements will decline to do so. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
r. LIVINGSTON. What franchises will capitalists acquire | of the resolution? 
under this bill? | Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to have an explanation as 
Mr. GAMBLE. Under the original act there is a question | to why these eulogies have not been printed before. Thisisa very 
whether the city has any authority to lease the grounds, so that | unusual resolution. 
under the present law capital will not be invested; but under the Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I will say that this resolution was in- 
bill now proposed such investments will be made and these im- | troduced by request of the Clerk of the House. He states that the 
provements carried out to the advantage of the city. concurrent resolution which passed the House at the last session 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then this bill gives the city the power to | failed to pass the Senate, and that while the printing law provides 





EULOGIES OF DECEASED MEMBERS. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a eee 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania: upon the Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late 
a Representative from the State of Kentucky, and upon the Hon. George W. 
Houk, late a Representative from the State of Ohio, be printed, as required 
by law. 


lease? | for the printing of a certain number of eulogies upon the death of 
Mr. GAMBLE. That is all; and it applies only to one-third of | each member, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing requires no- 

the 9 tract. tice by concurrent resolution of the deathof themember. It only 
Mr. DOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman | refers to the printing of the number of copies required by law. 


from South Dakota @ question. Has this been referred to the Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I was absent when this resolution 
Committee on Indian fairs? was read, and did not hear it reported. 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir, it has not; but it was referred to the The SPEAKER. The resolution can be reported again, if the 
Committee on Public Lands, which has jurisdiction of the subject, | gentleman desires, and if no objection is made. 
and has been favorably reported by that committee intheformof! The resolution was again veal 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I will say to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Perkins] that it is simply a notice from the two 
Houses of Congress to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing that 
these members are deceased. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I hardly understand the neces- 
sity for the resolution, if it only calls for the printing in accord- 
ance with law. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman says it is to give official no- 
tice to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing that it is proper to 
print. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ifthe gentleman will allow me a moment, 
as I understand it now this resolution which the gentleman has 
introduced is an exact copy of the resolutions which we have here- 
tofore passed providing for the printing of eulogies? 

Mr. Loup NSLAGER. That is it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The printinglaw provides how these eulo- 
gies shali be printed, and the number that shall be printed, and 
their distribution. It has been usual, however, since that law 
was passed, to introduce these concurrent resolutions and have 
them referred and reported back, with an estimate of the cost. I 
shall not object to the consideration of this resolution, in view of 
the fact that these gentlemen were members of the last Congress, 
and the enlogies should have been ordered to be printed by the 
last Congress. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And only failed to do so on account 
of the concurrent resolution not passing the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Theresolution is proper,inmy judgment, 
and ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


UNAUTHORIZED GRANTS OF PUBLIC LAND, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress: 


I desire to invite attention to the necessity for wonast legislation in order 
to remove the limitation of the time within which suits may be brought by 
the Governme at to annul unlawful or unauthorized grants of public lands. 

By the act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stats., 556), the Secretary of the Interior is 
directed to adjust each of the railroad iand grants which may be unadjusted, 
and it is provided, if it shall ap upon tne completion of such adjustment, 
or sooner, that the lands have m from any cause erroneously certified or 
patented by the United States to or for the use of a roan claiming under 
any of said grants, it shell be the ee the Secretary of the Interior to de- 
mand a reconveyance of the title to all lands so erroneously certified or Ee 
ented, and on failure of the company to make such reconveyance within 
ninety days the Attorney-General is required to institute and prosecute in 
the proper courts necessary po to restore title to said lands to the 
United States. The demands made under this act have been numerous, and 
in some cases have resulted in the reinvestment of title to the lands in the 
United States upon demand, but in most cases the demand has been refused 
and suits have been necessary. 

The work of adjustment has been unavoidably slow. The said act makes 
provision for the reinstatement of entries erroneously canceled on account 
of railroad withdrawals, and, upon certain conditions, provides for the con- 
firmation of titles derived by purchase from the companies of lands shown to 
be excepted from the grants. It conseusmnpses a disposition of every tract 
described by the granting act, situated within the primary or granted ts; 
an inspection of each tract certified or patented to the company within such 
limit, to determine whether such certification or patenting was proper; the 
listing of those tracts shown to be erroneously certified, and the determina- 
tion for what tracts lost to the nt indemnity is to be allowed. 

It is necessary, in making such an ajustment, that all questions of conflict- 
ing claims, either between settlers and the road, or between two roads the 

rants for which conflict or overlap, be finally disposed of, so that a proper 
disposition of the land can be shown in the adjustment. While adjustments 
have proceeded with the utmost. a eg! nt with a due regard for 
the rights of the settlers, of the United States, and the railroad companies, 
and while to this end the force of adjusters has been largely augmented in 
the General Land Office, many of the grants i remain u usted. 

In some of the grants, notably the ration grants, the lack of surveys 
up to the present time made the 8 ion of the work impossible. 

ions rendered by the Interior Department in numerous conflicts have 
been carried into the courts. The construction of the Interior Department 
has generally been sustained when final determination has been reached, but 
many of the cases are still pending in the courts, not yet having been decided. 
Some of these cases, while invol immediately the title to only one par- 
ticular tract, will, when decided, furnish a rule of construction to control 
the disposition of the title to thousands of acres of other lands in the same 
—. . Until the courts pass upon these questions final adjustments can 
no made. 

By section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stats., 1099), it is expressly enacted 
that suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent theretofore 
issued “shall only be brought within five years from the of this act.” 
This period of five years will expire on the 3d of March, 1896. Of course no 
suit by the United States to secure the canceilation of a patent in this class 
of cases after that date would be effective. Indeed, it is now too late to initi- 
ate proceedings looking to any such suit, inasmuch as demand has to be first 
conde on the company, and thereafter ninety days must be allowed for com- 

liance or refusal, in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 

887. Before the expiration of this od statute would bar the right 
recovery by the Government, and benefits of anticipated favorable de- 
cisions of the courts would be lost so far as —— etermine the char- 
acter and disposition of grants similar to those y involved in pending 


cases. 
It will be readily seen that if this act of limitations is to remain on the 
statute books, the portion of the ustment act referred to would be ren- 
dered nugatory. Indeed, there would be but little use in continaee he ad- 
ustment of many of the land grants, inasmuch as ascertained rights of the 
nited States, or of settlers, could not be enforced by law. 
Legislation establishing limitations against the tof the Government to 
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sue ‘s an innovation not bag yf consistent with the general history of the 
rights of the Government, for it has uniformly been held that time did not 
bar the soverei wer from the assertion of a right. 

The early ad cations of the Land Department construed the grants 
with a de of liberality toward the grantees which later decisions of the 
courts and of the Department have not sustained. It seems clear that the 
further pr of panes will develop facts and transactions in con- 
nection with these land grants which ought to be the subjects of legal exami- 
nation and scrutiny before they are allowed to become final and conclusive. 
The Government should not be prevented from going into the courts to right 
wrongs perpetrated by its agents or any other parties, and by which much 
of the public domain may be diverted from the people at large to corporate 
uses. 

In these circumstances, it seems to me that the act of 1891 should be so 
amended as not to apply to suits brought to recover title to lands certified or 

tented on account of railroad or other grants. AndI respectfully urge upon 
Jongress speedy action to the end suggested, so that the adjustment of these 
grants may proceed without the interposition of a bar, through lapse of time, 
against the right of recovery by the Government in proper cases. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 17, 1896. 

KITCHEN OF HOUSE RESTAURANT. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to ask unanimous consent for 
the adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvaniaasks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. | 

The resolution appropriating $2,000 for the enlargement and 
improvement of the House restaurant and kitchen was read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
who presented the resolution if that comes from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. HICKS. Yes, sir; Iam requested to ask unanimous con- 
sent for its adoption. : ; ie 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, is not a reportin writing required, 
under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires a report in writing. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have that report. 

Mr. HOWE. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvaniaasks unani- 
mous consent for the adoption of the resolution, and if that is 
granted it obviates the necessity for submitting a report in writ- 


ing. 
Nir. SAYERS. I would rather have the report, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr.Speaker,I move thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of bills on the Union Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DINGLEy in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
a appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of the 

ill which is the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3587) making appropriation for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the Uni tes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. ; : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk ee to report the bill by 
paragraphs, for the purpose of amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

During the fiscal year 1897, in paponting this appropriation, whenever 4 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, has been or shall hereafter 
be rejected, suspended, or dismissed use of any defect or informality in 
the application, and a new application shall have been or shall hereafter be 
filed, anda pension has been or shall hereafter be allowed in such claim, such 
pension shall date from the time of filing the first application, provided th» 
evidence in the case shall show the disability to have existed or to exist at 
the time of filing such first application, anything in any law or ruling of the 
Department to contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
the point of. order. 3 

r. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to suggest that the read- 


ing of the agraph has not yet been concluded. 
a . The reading of the paragraph has been con- 
cluded. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think the balance below belongs 
to that o 

Mr. ARTL TT of New York. Undoubtedly the gentleman 
would like it to belong to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph ending with line 21 has been 
read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise 
the point of order against the next paragraph that it contravenes 
the provisions of peragren® 5, Rule XX1, because itis a provision 
changing existing law. is is an appropriation bill, and there- 
fore it violates the rule of this House; and I raise the point of 
order on it. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman—— 








{896. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. Before the point of order is made, I have an 
amendment to the section preceding. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman's statement? 

Mr. STEELE. I have an amendment I desire to offer, to come 
in at the end of the section which has been read, the paragraph 
commencing after line 8. a ; 

The CHAIRMAN. And ending line 21? That is the paragraph 
against which the point of order has been made. 

Mr. STEELE. understood the gentleman to say that it was 

‘xt paragraph. 
imho © AIRMAN. That has not been read. The paragraph 
ending line 21 has been read, and the gentleman makes the point 
of order that it changes existing law. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is recognized on the point of order. f 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Chair has misunderstood the 
gentleman from New York. He makes no point of order upon 
the paragraph ending with line 21. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
to make the point of order upon the paragraph that has just been 

ad? 

” Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir; it is against the one 
which is just about to be read. 

Mr. STEELE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer my 
amendment. : ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the next portion 
of the bill belongs to that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a distinct paragraph and a distinct 
proposition. The gentleman from Indiana offers an amendment 
to the paragraph ending line 21. 

Mr. ARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary in are. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have understood that the 
time to object was when the paragraph was reached by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the reading of the paragraph has been 
completed is the time to make objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Very well, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment to come in at the end of the paragraph ending line 21, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules 
and regulations for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as 
shall be necessary to facilitate the transaction of business: Provided, That all 
such rulesand regulations shall be made public and shall conform tothe laws 
of the United States and the laws and rules of evidence recognized by the 
courts of justice in the District of Columbia, and shall in no wise abridge 
the rights of claimants and attorneys as recognized in said courts: And pro- 
vided further, That claimants and their attorneys duly appointed shall have 
access to all evidence, reports, letters, and — which in any wise enter 
into consideration in the adjudication of such claims. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order 
against the amendment offered that it violates the provision of 
the second paragraph of Rule XXI in that it incorporates into 
this provision certain changes in existing law in a general appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana on the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a substitute for 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itmust be first decided whether the amend- 
ment isin order or not. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana on the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not, in my 
opinion, change existing law. It only provides that decent and 


just consideration shall be given to cases pending in the Pension | 
It provides against the secret intrigues now employed | 


Bureau. 
a7 oe Department. It is intended to make it possible for 
claimants or for those who prosecute claims before that Bureau 
to know what evidence is filed against them. The Bureau, by a 


rule or practice of its own, not only writes to parties who gave | 
sworn testimony four or five years ago, asking whether they told | 
the truth at that time, but also assures them that whatever they | 
sony to the inquiries of the Bureau shall be | 


may write now in 
treated as confiden 
This amendment simply provides that whatever evidence is filed 


in any case must be subject to inspection by the claimants or their | 
may know what they are called upon to | 
It requires the Pension Bureau to fix some rule of evi- | 
dence such as is observed in the courts, and to adhere to it. If the 


attorneys, so that the 
combat. 


present method is to be continued, and letters written in reply to 
secret inquiries made by the Department, the writers of those let- 
ters being assured that their statements will be treated as confi- 
dential, are to be taken as evidence against the sworn eaten of 
eight bathe Aon men, then of course there will be no possibility 
of su y prosecuting any pension claim. Let me say in 
support of my position that notwithstanding the fact stated by the 
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gentleman from New York yesterday that there are 500,000 pen- 
sion claims pending, during the last year there were 2,020 fewer 
names added to the pension roll than were stricken from it. So far 
as the mention of the courts of the District of Columbia in the 
amendment is concerned, that is because the Pension Office is 
within this District, and the amendment provides that if after the 
rule of evidence, which it will be observed is to be fixed by the 
Department, shall be made public, then if the Department violates 
its own rules the claimant or his attorney shall have the right of 
appeal, as he now has. There is really nothing new in the amend- 
ment. Its purpose is to require the Bureau to fix the rule of evi- 
dence and to place the evidence which it obtains on file, and not to 
allow every man in the Bureau to be a lawyer unto himself. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] if he would not be satisfied to 
strike out the closing paragraph of his amendment? 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, if I can not get all thatI desire, 
I would like to get as much as I can, and therefore I am willing to 
conform to the suggestion of the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana modify 
his amendment? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir; I accept the suggestion of the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suggest that the gentleman 
modify the amendment by striking out all after the word *‘ courts,” 
and I ask that the Clerk read the amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Provided, That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules 
and regulations for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as 
shall be necessary to facilitate the transaction of business: Provided, That 
all such rules and regulations shall be made public and shall conform to the 
laws of the United States and the laws and rules of evidence recognized by 
the courts of justice of the District of Columbia, and shall in no wise abridge 
the rights of claimants and attorneys as recognized in said courts. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have not concluded what I de- 
sire tosay, Mr. Chairman. In response to the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York, I simply wish to call attention 
to the fact that the amendment as modified does not change any 
existing law. The Commissioner of Pensions has already theright 
to formulate rules for practice in the prosecution of pensions, 
and he has done so and has made them public, and they do not 
interfere with the laws of the landinany respect. Therefore, the 
amendment as now modified does not, I repeat, change any exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the use of it, then? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I claim theright 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York on the point of order. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, we are either a 
Se body or we are not, and if we be a parliamentary 

v0dy it is to be presumed that when certain rules were adopted at 
the beginning of this session, reported here by the Committee on 
Rules, consisting of five of the ablest members of the House, three 
from the dominant party and two from my party, those rules were 
made to be respected. It was stated the other day by the distin- 
guished Saniiban gentleman from Pennsylvania — DALZELL 
that he was in favor of the provision in the rules of the Fifty-first 
Congress, ‘‘nor shall any provision changing existing law be in 
order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment 
thereto,” because he believed that it was in the interest of good 
government and of good, fair, and honest legislation that a change 
of existing law should not be incorporated in an appropriation bill 
with the view of coercing either the Senate of the United States or 
the Chief Executive and obliging the Executive to sign a general 
appropriation bill containing a change 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know if the gentle- 
man is discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will confine 
himself to the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
I am confining myself tothe point of order. The Chair will recol- 
lect 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to know what the point of order is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that the pending 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, I should like to know what existing law 
this amendment proposes to change. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object to such interruptions 
when I am discussing 

Mr. STEELE. I have the right to know what law the gentle- 
man claims that this amendment violates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Barrt- 
LETT} has the floor on the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to know what law the amendment 
contravenes. 


I raise a point of order on 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Now York. I ask that the gentleman take 


seat. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Yorkison the floor. 

Mr. STEELE. Have I not the right to know what law it is 
claimed the amendment ae 

The CHAIRMAN. Does gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana to make the inquiry? 

Mr. BAXTLETT of New York. No, sir; I decline to yield. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, these unseemly 
interruptions during the discussion of a question of law are singu- 
larly inappropriate. I have confined myself to the discussion of 
the point of order and shall do so. When one of the leaders of the 
Republican party, a member of the Committee on Rules, gives cer- 
tain reasons for the adoption of the salutary rule which I now in- 
voke, it seems to me I confine myself quite well within the bounds 
of proper discussion if I refer to what was stated by that gentle- 
man, the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania. I believe 
that the leaders of the Republican party in this House are in favor 
of the proper construction of this rule. 

So we come to this question: Are changes of existing law to be 
tolerated under some plausible or specious excuse? I claim that 
it appears on the very face of this amendment or substitute as 
agreed toin the conference just heard on this floor between the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] 
and the gentleman from some other State—it appears on the very 
face of this substitute that it provides in the first place that— 

It shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior— 

To do what?— 


to establish such rules and regulations for the 
of pension claims as shall be necessary to 
ness. 


If this amendment or substitute stopped at the last word just 
read by me, it would undoubtedly be not subject to the point of 
order, Gecamae up to that point the provision gives or tends to give 
to the Commissioner of Pensions the power which he already pos- 
sesses. But the sting of the amendment lies in what follows. 
The change of existing law lies in this proviso: 


That all such rules and regulations shall be made public and shall conform 


to the laws of the United States and the lawsand rules of evidence recognized 


the courts of justice in the District of Columbia, and shall in no wise 
abridge the rights of claimants and attorneys as recognized in said courts. 

What a broad, what a monstrous p: ition—that is, that the 
rulings of the courts of the District of Columbia as to pension at- 
torneys and as to the rights of claimants shall control this whole 

eat Department of the Federal Government. The rule now en- 

forced by the Commissioner of Pensions is that the law of evi- 
dence of the State in which the particular claimant resides is the 
law of evidence applicable to the case; in other words, that in ref- 
erence to marriage the lex loci contractus, or the law of the place 
where the ceremony was performed, shail govern. Now, is it to 
be maintained that the law of marriage in the District of Colum- 
bia—the Edmunds law, if you please—is to govern marriages con- 
tracted outsideof this District? The manifest impropriety of such 
a change of law is too apparent to need discussion. 

The only question for the Chair is, is this or is it not a change 
of existing law? Now, the present occupant of the chair is too 
good a parliamentarian not to see at a glance that the proposition 
embraced in the amendment is intended to change the law as it 
exists to-day, and as it is enforced to-day by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. So I ask, sir, that the point of order be sustained. 

Mr. Wi..1AM A. STONE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLti1aM A. Stone] on the point of order, 
particularly on the point whether the proposed amendment is a 
change of the existing law. That is all there is involved. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there is any other point made. The amendment which 
it is sone to insert after line 21, on page 2, provides simply, as 
I understand— 

That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules and regula- 
tions for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as shall be neces- 
sary to facilitate the transaction of business. 

As to that part of the amendment therecan be no question that 
it does not change existing law, because under the authority con- 
tained in various acts of Congress establishing the Pension Bureau 
the Commissioner of Pensions, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, has from time to time adopted rules and regula- 
tions. I hold in my hand a book in which those rules and regula- 
tions have been collected and set forth for public distribution and 
use. Then the amendment continues— 


Provided, That all such rules and poguetions shall be made public and shall 
conform to the laws of the United 8! 

Certainly an amendment which directs that the rules and regu- 
lations adopted by the Commissioner of Pensions shall conform to 


the laws of the United States does not a It 





resentation and prosecution 
tate the transaction of busi- 
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and regulations shall conform to that law, ‘‘the rules of evidence 
recognized by courts of justice in the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is new. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE, Ithink the gentleman from Indiana 
perhaps would not insist upon that partof it. Would the gentle- 
man from Indiana insist on that? 

Mr. STEELE. Iam going to insist on everything that I can 
secure that will make the practice better than it is now. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. But if the gentleman would strike 
out all after the word “States” it will relieve the amendment 
from the aoe of order. 

Mr. STEELE. I will say to the gentleman that the power of 
ap now rests in the United States district courts. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; but it confines the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to the rules of evidence in the district court of 
the District of Columbia, and these rules go back to the old law 
of Maryland. 

Mr. STEELE. This relates to the practicein the United States 
district court for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘They are under the same rules. 

Mr. STEELE. In order to relieve the amendment from the 
objection, I will strike that out. My object is the transaction of 
business, and to provide for the prosecution of pension claims 
before the office. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
amendment as modified. 

There is nothing now left in the amendment except that tho 
Commissioner of Pensions shall establish rules and regulations, 
and shall make them public, and that they shall conform to the 
laws of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana modify 
his amendment? 

Mr.STEELE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The modified amendment will be read for 
the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules 
and regulations for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as 
shall be necessary to facilitate the transaction of business: Provided, That al! 
such rules and regulations shall be made public and shall conform to the laws 
of the United Sta 


Mr.CANNON. Iwishto ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he understands that to be new legislation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think so. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that the law now? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, what is the good of it? 

Mr. PICKLER. Thatis what I would like to know. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Everything in it that was new has been 
knocked out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York make 
ee of order against the modified amendment? 

r. BARTLETT of New York. I make the point of order 
soe the modified amendment or new bantling in this present 
orm. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I make the point of order that 
it is in contravention of the same provision of the twenty-first 
rule, second paragraph, which provides that no provision chang- 
ing existing law be in order on a general appropriation bill. 

As has been well said by one of the leaders of the House, the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], if this be 
no change of existing law, why insert it in a general appropriation 
bill? It is because there lurks underneath it some insidious pur- 
pose or provision to change existing law by the insertion of tho 
amendment. It gives what? It gives the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions power to make certain rules and regulations, limiting the 
power to make rules and regulations to only such as will facilitate 
the transaction of business; but it does not say to make any rules 
or regulations which will tend to prevent fraud, or which tend to 

revent collusion. It is the insidious design to take from the 
Jommissioner of Pensions that general power to make rules and 
regulations that the _- administration of his Department— 
the power which has been reposed in him ever since the year 1833— 


Then I confine my remarks to tho 


uires. 

Phen there is another provision that no rule or regulation can 
be made by the Commissioner of Pensions which shall not be 
made public. It shows that there must be some intention or de- 
sign to take advantage of some rule or regulation properly made, 
but against which it might be alleged that sufficient publicity had 

So I submit that this provision is a change of existing law, and 
therefore that it should not and can not be incorporated upon a 
general riation bill in the face of the rules. 

The . Does the gentleman think that the law 
which now authorizes the Commissioner of Pensions to make 
rules and regulations for the transaction of business in his office 
is not substantially the same as this proposition; and that the 
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general design is to facilitate business, notwithstanding such rules 
and —— may cover the prevention of fraud? ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to the Chairman’s 
interrogatory, I will say this: That if this simply gave the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions power to establish such rules and regulations 
for the presentation and determination of pension claims, I should 
be satisfied. But it goes further. It is to make rules and regula- 
tions for the presentation and prosecution of claims, such rules as 
shall be necessary to facilitate business, and which might be con- 
strued to limit the power now existing in the Commissioner of 
eeehe CHLATIRMAN. Does the gentleman think it would impose 
a limitation if it should become alaw? _ as 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is my opinion. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman who 
offered this amendment a question. The amendment directs the 
establishment of such rules and regulations for the presentation 
and prosecution of pension claims as shall be necessary to facili- 
tate the transaction of business, provided that such rules and reg- 
ulations shall be made public and shall conform to the laws of 
the United States. Does the gentleman mean that all rules per- 


taining to the introduction of evidence in the prosecution of claims | 


shall conform to the laws of the United States? I=fso, suppose the 

laws of the United States forbid ex parte affidavits or evidence. 

How are you going toproveaclaim? Do you not see there may be 
r here? 

Mr. MAHON. Aclaimant would never get a pension through. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I am afraid a claimant would never get 
his pension through. 

Mr. MAHON. Or if he did, it would cost ten times as much as 
it does now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Isubmit that it would mean that the in- 
troduction of evidence should conform to the laws of the United 
States, and if the laws of the United States do not permit ex 
parte evidence, then how would you ever get your pension claim 
through? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think it has that effect at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] anything further to say on the point of order? 

Mr. STEELE. No;Ithinknot. I think the Chair is thoroughly 
advised, and that this does not change existing law at all. The 
intention of the amendment is that some rules of practice shall be 
laid down by which claimants can be guided. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suppose we might as well have 
a ruling, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DinGLEy). The Chair is ready to rule. 
The Chair has examined the pro 
that one provision of it will work not — as a change of existing 
law, but will work somewhat disastrous 
sions, and therefore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask consideration of the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
ask gentlemen who have amendments if they would wait. I ask 
unanimous consent that we pass to the next portion of the bill 
which is reported by the committee, and 2 upon that before 
~ of these individual amendments are offered. 


r. HERMANN. I have no objection as to the others which | 


shall follow this amendment of mine. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I know the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BarTLeTT] desires to raise a point of order on the next 


agraph. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to leave the Hall of the House in a 
few moments, and should like to have this amendment considered 
for that reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
eens offer his amendment to the parapraph under considera- 

on? 

Mr. HERMANN. I do, and desire to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Her- 
— offers an amendment to the paragraph, which will be re- 
po by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend after the word “ notwithstanding,” on line 21, 2: 

“ Provided further, That the Secretary of the betentee Ga anit he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, upon application therefor, 
the names of the surviving honorably discharged officers and enlisted men 
of the military and naval services of the United States who actually served 
ninety days, or more, subsequent to the 4th day of March, 1861, and prior to 
1e 20th day of August, 1566. 

Sec. 2. t — under section 1 of this act shall be at the rate per 
month of 1 cent for each day’s service rendered, and yayente only from and 
after the approval of this act, for and during the natural lives of the persons 
pet na rete aro ee ae = ona, one any case where the 

sorendered was less than eight hu the pension shall be at 
the rate herein established for ase oteight hundred dapa,to wit. : Pro- 
vided , That all invalid pensioners now on the pension roll, or who ma 
be placed on the pension roll by reason of a disability or disabilities 
Balee Ste lnc th Ap arcs a sah "ated Sele 
ce the ay Oo! en ve 
such increase of pension as may be found them under this act. 


d amendment, and it appears | 


y to applicants for pen- | 
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“Sec. 3. That all honorably discharged invalid pensioners who rendered 
service specified in section 1 of this act and who are now receiving pensions 
under existing laws, or whose claims are pending in the Pension Bureau or 
before Congress, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pensions, in 
such form as he may prescribe, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing 
herein contained shail be so construed as to prevent any pensioner there- 
under from prosecuting his claim and receiving his pension under any other 
general or special act, at his election, at any time. 

“Src. 4. at rank in the service of any officer or enlisted man shall not 
be considered in applications under this act 

“Sec. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is 
hereby repealed so far as the same relates to this act or to pensions under 
this act: Provided, That this act shall not apply to those persons under the 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States: Provided further, That the benefits of this act 
shall not be extended to any person who did not serve ninety days, or more, 
in the military or naval service of the United States between the 4th day of 
March, 1861, and the 20th day of August, 1866,and who did not receive an 
honorable discharge for such service. 

“Sec. 6. That all laws or parts of laws which conflict with the provisions 
of thisact shall be and the same are hereby, repealed." 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I raise the 
pcint of order against this amendment that it contravenes Rule 
XXI, in that it incorporates a change of existing law. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to be heard for one moment. I de- 
sire to express my profound surprise that the gentleman from 
| New York [Mr. BarTLETT] should have seen fit at this stage to 
offer the objection which he offers, or to make the point of order, 
I am especially surprised, since he has shown himself in these de- 
bates to be so true and loyal a friend of the old soldiers of the 
Union—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman be directed to confine his remarks to the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ishali now confine myself to the point of 
order. | Laughter. | 

The Chair will observe upon a reading of the bill reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations that two very liberal amend- 
ments have been incorporated for the purpose of protecting the 
just and equitable rights of the old soldiers of the Union. The 
first is as to the allowance of a pension for the time intervening 
between the first and second or third application, the pension to 
commence from the first application. 

Another amendment, very liberal in its character, is that which 
refers to widows’ pensions, and which defines what shall be the 
net income of awidow. Beyond this, we find nothing of relief for 
the old pensioners of the Union; and it occurred to me that it 
would have been but generous on the part of the Committee on 
| Appropriations, when they saw fit to amend the law so liberally 
| as they have, to have gone still further. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object, Mr.Chairman. Iask 
that the gentleman be confined to the discussion of the point of 
order. 
| Mr. HERMANN. I think they should have made this just 
amendment to the pension laws. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And not engage in violations 
of the English language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. NowT shall particularly confine myself to 
the point of order. [Laughter.] 

This is generally known, Mr. Chairman, to the old soldiers as 
| the per diem service pension proposition; a proposition which met 








| the unanimous approvai of the Grand Army posts throughout 
this country, and as to which there is not a surviving old soldier 
| of the Union who would have any objection. It has also met pub- 
lic approval: and therefore it occurs to me that the gentleman 
from New York could now very graciously afford to withdraw the 
point of order and permit this to be incorporated as a part of the 
| laws of the land, for it really meets the approval of everybody 
but the gentleman from New York himself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order, it will be apparent 
to the Chair, whois one of the best parliamentarians in the United 
States, and I will not occupy the time of the House further by a 
lengthy argument as to whether the point should be sustained or 
not, but will submit it to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MAHON. [offer an amendment, which I would like to 
have read and have it pending; but I will not discuss it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any pension heretofore or that may hereafter be granted or allowed 
under any law of the United States authorizing the granting and payment of 
pensions shall be considered a vested right, and shall be so treated by all the 
courts and officers of the United States. 

That no pension, once allowed or granted, shall be withheld, suspended, di- 
minished, or annulled unless the same was obtained py fraud, accident, or 
mistake. Where a pension has been allowed by accident or mistake, the same 
may be suspended until the case is investigated and a decision thereon had. 
In every case where fraud is all i the person or officer of the United States 
making the charge of fraud shall file his or her statement, setting forth fully 
all the facts in case, said statement or charge to be sworn to by the per- 
son or officer making the same. When said statement is filed in the Pension 
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Department the Commissioner may then suspend, and not before, the pay- 
ment of the pension until said charge is proven or dismissed. Within thirty 
days from the time of filing said notice with the Commissioner of Pensions, 
notice of not less than thirty days shall be pyen to the ne together 
with a full and complete statement of all allegations of fraud against his or 
her pension, and of the time and place a hearing will be had in the case. The 
pensioner or his duly authorized attorney, or both, shall have the right to be 

sresent at said hearing and to cross-examine all witnesses produ by the 

government. The pensioner or his attorney shall have the right to produce 
witnesses in denial of the charge. 

The hearing to be held by an examiner appointed by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. The hearing to be held and testimony taken at the county seat of 
the county wherein the pensioner lives, and if said pensioner lives within the 
District of Columbia the hearing to be held and testimony taken in the city 
of Washington. All evidence offered by either side, as well as the cross- 
examination, shall be reduced to writing by the examiner, and the same, with 
his finding of facts, shall be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions within 
thirty days from the time the taking of the evidence has been closed. The pen- 
sioner or his attorney shall be permitted to examine all the papers in the 


Art the charge of fraud is sustained, then said pension shall be annulled and 
vacated. If the charge is dismissed, the suspension shall be removed and pay- 
ment of pension be made from date of last payment. The right of appeal 
remain as now allowed by the Pension and foterior Departments. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I raise the 
—_ s ‘aw against the provision offered that it contravenes 

me . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order that the proposed amendment changes existing law, 
and is therefore in contravention to Rule XXI. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Iask that it be passed over. I was 
going to ask unanimous consent that we pass over this offered 
amendment until the next paragraph, and that permission be given 
to return toit. I think the gentleman will consent to that. 

Mr. MAHON. Lagree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the pending paragraph be passed over, 
with — to return to it after the succeeding paragraph 
shall have been completed. Is there objection? [After a pause. } 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that 
the next paragraph be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

During the fiscal year 1897, in expending this appropriation, it shall not be 
necessary for a widow, in establishing her claim * a pension under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to prove that she is without other means of 
support than her daily labor: Provided, That before she shall be entitled to 
a pension under the Frecmans of said law she shall prove that her net in- 
come does not exc $500 per annum. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I raise the 
point of order that that provision in a neral appropriation bill, 
just read, contravenes Rule XXI, and is therefore improperly in- 
serted in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order against the paragraph which has just been read 
that it changes existing law, and is therefore in contravention 
of Rule XXI. Does the gentleman from New York desire to be 
heard? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir; I would like to be 
heard for a moment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have argued this question of pension legisla- 
tion to a considerable extent within the last week, and do not care 
to discuss the general question of pension legislation to any further 
extent; but I shall addressmyself entirely to the question of law— 
that is, is this provision a change of existing law or not? If it be 
a change of —— law, then it is out of order and must be 
stricken from the bill. Now, what is the test under existing law? 
The test under the dependent pension act, so called, of June 27, 
1890, is the dependence of the widow upon her daily labor for sup- 
port; and this amendment shows on its face that it sropaene to 
change that existing provision of law, because it says that during 
this year it shall not be necessary for the widow to do what? To 
ee that she is without other means of support than her daily 

abor. Now, it is conceded on both sides of the House that in the 
statute as it stands to-day, without this general appropriation 
bill in aid of its in retation, the widow must, as a condition 

recedent, show that she is dependent for her support on her daily 

abor. Then the next provision clearly sustains my position. The 
provision is that before she shall be entitled to a pension she must 

srove one thing—not that she is dependent upon her daily labor 

or support, but that her net income does not ex $500. Now, 
that needs no argument. It is manifest that a large class of wid- 
ows who are comparatively affluent would be admitted to the pen- 
sion rolls under this new provision of law. 

I do not know whether the Chairman heard my argument in the 
course of one of my previous speeches as to the proper construc- 
tion of the words ‘ net income.” No one can say exactly what is 
the meaning of that expression, and probably it is because of that 
doubt that those words were used by the gentleman who drew up 
this amendment. But if we turn back to the tariff act of August 
28, 1804, if we turn for guidance as to the true meaning of the 
words ‘‘ net income ” to the last provision of statutory law 
by the Congress of the United States, we find that before net 


income can be determined there must be deducted from the gross 
income three different classes of disbursements: First, the ex- 
penses of carrying on the business, occupation, or profession of 
the person—in this instance of the widow; second, the taxes paid 
on all realty and personalty, and in the third place, the interest on 
existing indebtedness. As an illustration, I may state that when 
I made out my income-tax return I felt conscientiously compelled 
to deduct many thousand dollars from my gross income before I 
reached that which was subject to the tax. So, Mr. Chairman, I 
submit that on the face of this amendment it clearly appears that 
it contravenes Rule XXT. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Mr. Chairman, Ido notconcedethat 
this provision in the bill changes existing law. Thelawas it now is 
ole ‘that if any officer or enlisted man who served ninety 

ys or morein the Army or Navy of the United States during the 
late war of the rebellion, and was honorably discharged, has died 
or hereafter dies, leaving a widow without other means of sup- 
port than her daily labor,” and soon. This amendment provides 
that during the fiscal year 1896-97, in Ses this appropria- 
tion, it shall not be necessary for a widow, in establishing her 
claim to a pension under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, 
to prove that she is without other means of support than her daily 
labor. The second part of the paragraph, as reported in the bill, 
is, of course, a limitation on the first; so that if the first part of 
the paragraph is to remain in the bill the point of order against 
the second part falls. Therefore I shall not address my remarks 
at all to the point of order raised against the second paragraph. 

I find that this provision in our rules to which the gentleman 
refers has been for some time a part of the rules of the House of 
Representatives, the only change being that the proviso in the old 
rule with reference to reducing expenditures is left out, and we 
now have the bare, bald provision, ‘‘ nor shall any provision chang- 
ing existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in 
any amendment thereto.” 

e simple ie paws here is: Does this bill, as reported by the 
committee in this particular sony 2 change existing law? 

The provision of existing law which I have read speaks of a 
widow ‘‘ without other means of support than her daily labor.” 
The proviso in the bill is that a widow seeking a pension shall not 
be — during the current fiscal year to prove that she has 
no other means of support than her daily labor. This proviso 
does not repeal or change the existing law, but simply provides 
that ae this fiscal year while the expenditure of this money is 
going on the widow seeking a pension need not make proof that 
she has no other means of ao than her dailylabor. Wecome, 
then, to the first question: Is an act of Congress appropriating 
money and providing how that money shall be expended, which 
only limits the operation of a provision of a law on the statute 
book during the period for which the money is appropriated—is 
that necessarily a change of existing law? I hold that it is not. 
It is, at the most, only a suspension of the law for a brief period. 
It does not change the law; it does not repeal it; it simply pro- 
vides that for a brief, well-defined period the law shall be sus- 

nded. Now, I do not wish to take much time upon that point, 

use I desire to read some authorities and precedents to the 
Chair; but, technically speaking, I say that legislation which for 
a brief of time merely suspends an existing law does not 
necessarily change that law. I refer the Chair to that period 
which followed 1873 when nearly every State in this Union by its 
legislative action enlarged the exemption or suspended the right 
of execution on real estate—suspended it for a definite period. As 
soon as that period expired the old law was in full force, and, in 
fact, it was in force all the time, except that, to use a rather vul- 
gar expression, it was “‘ bottled up” during that period. It was 
suspended, but it was not changed, repealed, or modified. 

e CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any 
authority to sustain the position he has just taken, that an act 
pr sogpeee a law for a definite period is not, pro tanto, a change 

f the existing law for that period? 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. I have no peers to sustain 
that particular proposition, but I have authorities which justify 
me in claiming that the paragraph in the bill is not a change of 
eae in the proper sense of the word, and I will read them 
to the Chair. 

Another proposition is that the languagein a bill, which is simply 
directory during the period indicated, although it may lay down 
a different line of action from that which the existing law is un- 
derstood to prescribe, is not necessarily a change of existing law. 
I call the attention of the Chair to the Digest of the Fifty-third 
Congress, page 268, and I read: 

An amendment providing that no money app 
shall be applied in a certain lawful way, name 


on railroads, was held in order as being merely a limitation of ex- 
penditures, and, indeed, not a change of existing law. r 


Here was an existing law providing that money appropriated 


riated in the pending bill 
, the transportation of troops 
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lied in a certain lawful way; and there was inserted 
S ponte ropriation bill a provision that tt should not be applied in 


alway. That was held not to be a change of existing law. 
= CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will mentale an inquiry of 
the Chair. Suppose that an amendment, instead of providing that 
no money appropriated in the poate bill should be applied in a 
certain lawful way, had said that the money appropriated in the 
bill might be ex nded in a certain way not now the law; would 
that be regarded as a limitation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Inthe case which I have just cited 
it was held that a proviso was in order which provided that the 
money should not be applied in a way provided for by existing 
law. That was the decision, as the Chair will observe. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of the inquiry is this: The act of 
June 27, 1890, provides that a widow without other means of sup- 
port than her daily labor may be pensioned under certain circum- 
stances. The provision now under consideration declares that 
she need not prove that she is without other means of support than 
her daily labor. It thus enlarges rather than limits the appropria- 
tion of money. In other words, it devotes the money appropriated 
in the bill to a purpose not now lawful, but which is to be made 
lawful by this provision. What does the gentleman say on that 


int? 
rie. WILLIAM A. STONE. The fact that the provision en- 
larges the appropriation does not affect the question under the 
present rule. The question is simply whether or not, technically 
speaking, the language does change existing law. Under the old 
rule a provision on an appropriation bill might change existing 
law if it cut down expenditures. The Chair will observe that we 
do not really suspend the existing law; we merely change the man- 
ner of getting the pension. We direct that for the period covered 
by this bill the widow need not prove that she has no means of 
su yport except her daily labor. i f 

ow, in ai tiene cases affecting the decision of points of order 
under this rule, there must be a technical construction in order to 
enforce the point; so I claim that a technical construction may and 
ought to be resorted to in order to sustain a liberal view of a prop- 
osition which may be submitted to the House. Technically speak- 
ing—and we have no right to treat the question in any other way— 
this provision does not change existing law. 

Now, on page 273 of the Manual to which I have already re- 
ferred, I read: 

The Post-Office appropriation act for the current fiscal year containing an 
appropriation for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, a provision 
in The ending appropriation bill adding to the words quoted a designated 
route to which the appropriation should be applied was held not to bea 
change of law, but merely a limitation of the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General; also held that it was in order as being a continuation of a public ob- 
ject already in progress. 

The proviso in this bill is a limitation, practically and technic- 
ally speaking, on the discretion and rulings of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. It directs that during the coming fiscal year widows 
in prosecuting their claims for pensions need not prove that they 
have no other means of support than their daily labor. 

On page 274 of the same edition of the Digest it is stated: 

A provision in the Indian appropriation bill providing a mode of disposal of 
lands acquired under a proposed treaty authorized by the bill was held to be 
in order, although the oa disposition was different from that applicable 
to lands already owned by the Government. 

I ask the attention of the Chair also to the next paragraph: 


An amendment declaratory of the effect of a provision of law and giving 
an interpretation different from that held by the Department charged with 
its execution was held not to be a change of law. 


Now, if the Chair will pardon me for continuing the discussion 
further, I will conclude this recital of authorities by referring to 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 80 (Forty-ninth Congress), 
pages 5986, 5987. In this case an amendment was offered to the 
sundry civil bill in these words: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 


States notes of large denominations in lieu of notes of a anil denomination 
canceled or retired. 


On that proposition offered as an amendment by Mr. Weaver 
of Iowa a point of order was raised by Mr. Randail; and the Chair 
held that the proposition was not a change of existing law, and 
therefore admitted the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, it is scarcely possible to bring in here a bill or 
to suggest an amendment that does not in some narrow sense 
change existing law. We may say that an appropriation bill itself 
changes existing law, because the law as it eulete betes the money 
is appropriated is certainly different from what it is after the ap- 
propriation is made. If a narrow, technical construction is to be 
adopted. it — be held that every paragraph and line of an ap- 
propriation bill changes existing law. ow, then, does this pro- 
viso change the existing law? The Chairman will observe that 
the act of Congress is peculiar in its language. It says: 

a duit pocontter die, leaving a widow without other means of support than 

I call the attention of the Chair particularly to that language— 

Without other means of support than her daily labor. 


The Commissioner of Pensions has seen fit, on that language, to 
compel widows applying for pensions to prove, every one of them, 
that they were not property holders to the extent of even 5 cents. 
That woman who had an extra suit of clothes could not acquire a 
pension; one who had a cow, a sheep, a little lot, anything that 
contributed to her support, was excluded under that ruling, and 
in the case of a soldier's widow who lived with her husband, per- 
haps boarding at some hotel, she was compelled to go out and en- 
gage in service as a domestic to prove that she had no other means 
of support than her daily labor. It gives a chance for the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to hold the rule most rigidly in the con- 
struction of that act of Congress. Now, what do we do? We put 
a different construction upon it. In other words, we direct that 
during this fiscal year—during the period of the expenditure of 
the money herein appropriated—the widow making an application 
for a pension need not prove that she has no other means of sup- 
port excepting her daily labor. We do not attempt to repeal, to 
change, or modify. In appropriating this money, and in the ex- 
penditure of it, we say that the Commissioner of Pensions is di- 
rected that she should not be compelled to prove, in making her 
application, what the office has heretofore required. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Suppose this proposition, instead of carrying 
the limitation, ‘‘ for the ensuing fiscal year,” had used the language 
that ‘‘ hereafter” applications for pensions shall be considered in 
the manner he suggests. What would be the effect, in his judg- 
ment, of the use of the word “ hereafter,” instead of during the 
fiscal year 1897? In the one case you make a permanent law; and 
Lask if, in the judgment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
would have been obnoxious to the rule? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think it would. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, as I understand the analysis of the 
position held by the gentleman, it is that it is not obnoxious to the 
rule to change the existing law for a period of twelve months, but 
that the same proposition, in the form of a permanent law, would 
be obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Let me answer the gentleman from 
Missouri. Any attempt to change a law, to evade a law, or to 
evade a rule where the intention is obvious—that is, any attempt 
which in its execution would have that result or effect—would be 
undoubtedly a change of existing law. 

I admit that; and that intent would be evidenced by the direc- 
tion that ‘‘ hereafter” and for all time to come the widow should 
not necessarily be compelled to prove in her application for a pen- 
sion that she had no other means of support than her daily labor. 

But it must be remembered that in this case we are not going 
beyond the limits of the money we appropriate. We appropriate 
a certain specific sum for a certain specific purpose that shall run 
for a certain specific period of time, and we have the right to limit 
it. We have the right to condition it. Why, the very fact that 
it is conceded that we have the right to appropriate for this pur- 
pose is a concession that we may limit the expenditure. If Con- 
gress has no power under the rule tostipulate how the money shall 
be expended which it appropriates, then we are at the mercy of 
an official, armed with discretion, who may decide this or that as 
he pleases. If we have the right to appropriate money for a spe- 
cific purpose, we have also the right to say how that money shall 
be expended in the execution of that purpose. That is all we do 
here. We simply put a limitation upon the expenditure. 

I do not understand, sir, that this question has been raised in 
any place so fully as in the last reference I read. It was then 
fully discussed, and the Chairman, in ruling upon it, took par- 
ticular pains to give his reasons. He says: 

The CHAIRMAN. In relation to the Civil Service Commission it was held it 
was not competent to place an amendment on the bill which compelled that 
Commission to change two of its rules. The present case has this for its 
basis: The law prescribes the Secretary of the Treasury may issue notes of 
various denominations, but does not advise the proportion of the denomina- 
tions in which they shall be issued. Now, it is proposed by the amendment 
to say in issuing these notes the Secretary of the Treasury shall not issue 
large notes in lieu of small notes. 

Mr. WEAVER of Iowa. No; it merely provides that no part of the appro- 
priation shall be used to change the denomination of the bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Shall not issue in that proportion in payment. That he 
shall not issue larger notes in lieu of small notes. The Chair is of the opin- 


ion that the point of order is not well taken, and rules the amendment to be 
in order. 


Now, if in appropriating this money we should say that these 
pensioners should be paid in any particular denomination of 
money, Treasury notes, greenbacks, or silver certificates, would 
there be any question of our right to do so? Would there be a 
question as to our power to determine in what manner the money 
shall be expended; and if the proposition here was how we should 
pay it, would it be a question subject to a point of order? 

it possible we have nothing more or less to do than to appro- 
priate money blindly, leaving the discretion entirely in the hands 
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of the officer who disburses it? This is not an attempt to change 
existing law. We do not pretend to change existing law. 

Mr. MILES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MILES. Does not this proposed amendment make a differ- 
ent test of title to the pension? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. . Not at all. 

Mr. MILES. The test of title in the one case, as I understand 
it, was the state or condition of being entirely without means of 
support other than daily labor. In this case the widow may have 
a pension although she may have $500 of income. Now, is not 
that an entirely different test of title to the pension? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I think not. It depends on 
the construction of this act of Congress. It does not make any 
difference whether our bill changes the rule or differs with the 
construction put upon it by the Commissioner of Pensions. That 
has nothing to do with the case. The question is, does it change 
existing law? And we have got to look at the law to see what it is: 


Widow without other means of support than her daily labor. 


Mr. MILES. That is one test. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the law. 

Mr. MILES. Do you not propose another test in lieu of that, 
to wit, that she shall not have over $500 income? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; we say that during the ex- 
penditure of this money she need not do what the Commissioner 
of Pensions has heretofore required her to do, namely, tc prove 
that she is a pauper. 

Mr. MILES. If the gentleman will allow me, then, it is a 
change oi test during the ——— of this appropriation, is it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; we say that the Commissioner 
of Pensions has always erred in the construction of this law; that 
he had no business to require that a widow should prove herself 
to be a pauper in order to get a pension. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Your contention is that this is only 
construction. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thisis only construction. Itonly 
declares how Congress has defined existinglaw. It does notchange 
it, or modify it, or suspend it, or anything of the kind: 


Widow without other means of support than her daily labor. 


If that was to be technically construed, if the Chairman believes 
that the construction which the Commissioner of Pensions has 
put upon that phrase is correct, then I undertake to say that it is 
utterly impossible for any widow on earth to get a pension, tech- 
nically speaking: 

Other means of support than her daily labor. 


She might be paralyzed, utterly incapable of performing daily 
labor. at is not the test, and the Commissioner of Pensions in 
construing that law has erred, and we propose to construe it in 
this bill, that is all; and although our construction will differ with 
the construction of the Commissioner of Pensions, that does not 
make it a change of existing law; unless the Chairman thinks that 
it changes existing law—that is, that it is different from the act of 
Congress, and not a change from the construction put upon it by 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and that we undertake to say that 
this law is repealed, modified, or changed. That would be differ- 
ent. That we would be estopped from doing, but we do not. We 
say that for this ae in expending this money, the widow need 
not prove what the Commissioner of Pensions heretofore re- 
quired her to prove. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Powers}. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, the question before the com- 
mittee is not, as I understand it, whether existing law is right or 
wrong—is not whether the proposed legislation is right or wrong. 
The distinct question is, does the amendment violate 
the rule by the incorporation of new legislation? That is the pre- 
cise question, as I understand it. Now, I do not quite agree with 
my friend who has just concluded his remarks (Mr. WILLIAM A. 
Stone], for it seems to me that he has taken al er a too nar- 
row view of the existing law. He has narro it down to too 
limited a compass. It means more than he gives to it, and I do 
not agree with his answer to my friend from uri, that if the 
word ‘ hereafter” had been inserted in the clause which reads 
‘during the expenditure of this appropriation” it would have 
been any change in existing law. 

To determine whether this be a change in existing law, it be- 
comes necessary for the committee to construe the law. 
No man can say that it has been changed unless he can say pre- 
cisely what it is now, and that it would be different as proposed 
by this legislation. 

The existing law is: 

That if any officer or enlisted man who served ninety days or more in 
Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, 


whe was honorably discharged, has died, or shall hereafter die, leaving : 
widow witbout other means of support than her daily labor. 
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What is the purport of that language? It is nothing more or 
less, Mr. Chairman, I insist, than a mere description of the widow. 
He must leave a widow who is without means of support other 
than her daily labor. 

Now, then, a widow, when the soldier died, may have had no 
other means of emepers she may have had no other income; she 
may have her hands and been able to labor and earn a livelihood. 
During some _— she may have been able to accumulate a fund, 
and at the end of one year of her labor she may have laid aside 
$50, and placed it in thesavings bank. Attheend of another year 
she may have laid aside another $50, and thus placed $100 in the 
savings bank; and at the end of ten years she may have $3,000 on 
deposit in the savings bank. Does that cut her off from her pen- 
sion? Not atall. We must read the whole act together in order 
to see what is meant by the language. It says: ‘‘ Leaving a 
widow without other means of eapeers than her daily labor;” 
then, after speaking of minor children, says, ‘‘she,” the widow, 
‘*shall be placed on the pension roll of the date of the application 
thereof under this act at the rate of $8 per month during her 
widowhood.” So that the very law edt cantempiats that if, 
after the death of the husband, that particular condition this 
widow is left in, namely, without means of support—if ail that 
is changed in the future and she become a millionaire, it does 
not defeat her right to a pension. The whole thing dates from 
the death of the husband. If at this moment she is without means 
of support she is a pensioner, and once on the roll she is there 
during her widowhood, no matter what subsequent change of 
circumstances may occur in her behalf. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, that being so, the Pension Office 
and this committee are called upon to construe that language, 
‘*without other means of support.” What doesit mean? Why, 
my friend, the chairman of the subcommittee is in error when he 
says the Pension Office has given it the construction of nothing 
more than daily labor. As I understand the ruling of the Pen- 
sion Office, and as I was told by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
by their regulations they allow a pension in all cases where a 
widow has some small fund other than that earned by her daily 
labor, provided that that fund is not as great as the pension itself 
would Te. So that the Pension Office in the construction of this 
language, ‘‘ without other means of support,” has given it a mean- 


ing. 
Row, what is proposed by this legislation? Is it to change that 
law in the least? Not atall. Mr. Chairman, you would not hold 
that a mere construction of the clause of a statute, giving its true 
construction, was any change of that law. The law is what its 
language implies when properly construed, and not what A, B, 
or C might say it means. But what does it mean when properly 
construed? Now, the Pension Office, and we in legislation here, 
must construe that 1 ge, ‘‘other means of support.” That is 
precisely what this committee has undertaken to do. They have 
said thet you may incorporate what the gentleman from Missouri 
interpolated, ‘‘ hereafter,” if you please. ‘‘ Hereafter,” a widow in 
establishing her claim for a pension under the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890, shall not be obliged to prove that she has no 
other means of support than her daily labor. She may have an 
income of a dollar a month from some other source, and still not 
have means of support, means sufficient for support outside of her 
daily labor. She may have that. This is to prevent any possible 
mistake as to the meaning of that language. The bill goes for- 
ward and says that it shall be an inexorable law that in the con- 
struction of this statute what we mean by ‘‘ other means of sup- 
port” is that it shall not exceed $500 net income. 

Now, this statute does not mean that it applies simply to those 
widows who go out and scrub doorsteps and minister at the sick 
bed or anything of that kind. The expression, ‘ daily labor,” 
does not have that narrow construction. It means support other 
than what she can earn; and whether she can earn more than 
enough for her daily support, that does not deprive her of a pen- 
sion if sne has less than a support. Her daily labor may bring in 
an income of $150 and her support may require $200 a year, and if 
she has $50 from some other source she is within the language of 
this statute. 

So that it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, itis perfectly plain. When 
you read the original statute itself you can see what the meaning 
of this la: in this proposition of the committee is. It is 

i pl the language as we construe it. It does not mean that it 
8 the same construction that has been given to it at the 
Pension Office; but we mean by this language that the limit as to 
what ‘‘meansof support” is shall be $500, and in that you edd more 
certainty to the law. You make certain that which is now in a 
state of uncertainty; you define that which has never heretofore 
been defined. You do not change anything; you simply give to 
the original its very palpable, legal, and common-sense 


m ‘ ud applause. 

Mr. Nortawae [ Oh agree with the able gentleman from 
Vermont Loa Powers]. In some remarks which I made the other 
day upon this bill—the present Chairiaan of this Committee of the 
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by my side and may remember it—I, in a less direct 
wae eainat, called attention to the fact that I thought 
the law was all right, but that it was the construction of the law 
that was wrong. We must not forget, in passing upon this mat- 
ter, that we may be passing upon the law as construed by the 
Commissioner of Pensions and not upon the law itself. I took oc- 
casion to say the other day, and I repeat it now, that the Commis- 
sioner has, in an arbitrary manner, interpreted the words ‘‘ other 


| 
| 


means of support” in the act of 1890 to mean $96 a year. That | 


is. he holds that if a widow is in receipt of an income of $96 a year 
she has other means of support. I called attention then, as I do 
now, to the fact that that is a misconstruction of the law. The 
law in speaking of “other means of support” intended such sup- 
rt as was necessary for the widow’s proper personal care and 
sustenance. Why the Commissioner should limit the amount to 
a year I know not. He had just the same power under the law 
to limit it to $500a year, andif he had fixed that amount, he would 
have come much nearer to carrying out the spirit of the law than 
he has in fixing it at $96. Now Congress steps in, by the proviso 
in this bill, and says to the Commissioner: ‘* You shall not limit 
the amount to $96 a year, but if you undertake to fix any limit it 
shall be a reasonable one”; in other words, we say that the law of 
1890, in using the words ‘‘ means of support,” contemplates a reason- 
able sum, and that the Commissioner has construed it to mean an 
unreasonable sum. I claim, therefore, that this provision in the 
nding bill does not change existing law, but simply interprets the 
aw, construes the law, because the Commissioner has undertaken 
to misconstrue it. This provision gives a correct interpretation fo 
the terms of the law of 1890, wherethe Commissioner has given an 
incorrect interpretation. So, I say, this provision does not change 
existing legislation, but simply places our construction upon our 
own language, “‘other means of support,” and says that it shall 
mean $500 a year, instead of $96 a year, the limit incorrectly fixed 
by the Commissioner. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending appropriation bill has in ita 
provision which declares that a widow whose net income does not 
exceed $500 a year shall be held to be entitled to a pension under 
the act of 1890. Does the gentleman from Ohio think that this 
would be a change of the law as it actually exists on the statute 
book? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I think it is not a change of the terms of 
the law. I think it is simply giving an interpretation to the lan- 
guage of the act of 1890—‘‘ other means of support.” In other 
words, it interprets that language for the Commissioner and tells 
him as to the amount that if any limit is to be fixed it shall be 
understood as meaning at least $500 under the terms of the exist- 
inglaw. TheCommissioner has misinterpreted the words “ other 
means of support” in that law and we interpret them correctly 
for him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not new legislation? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it then? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is an interpretation of the existing law. 
Suppose the Commissioner of Pensions had established a rule that 
a widow who was in receipt of an income of $500 a — should 
not be entitled to a pension, I think he would have had just as 
much right to do that under the existing law as he had to say that 
a widow who is in receipt of an income of $96 a year shall not be 
entitled to a pension, and inasmuch as he has placed the construc- 
tion upon the law of 1890 that a widow who is in receipt of an in- 
come of $96 a year shall not have a pension, we step in by this 
provision in the pending bill, and say that that is not correct, that 
the Commissioner has misinterpreted the words in the act of 1890, 
‘without other means of support,” and that if any limit is to be 
fixed it shall be $500. 1 think we have just as much right to place 
our construction upon the act of 1890 as he has to place his con- 
struction upon it, and I hold that neither construction would be 
violative of the terms of the act. Therefore I hold that this is not 
a change of existing law. 

The CHAIR The act of 1890, describing widows who 
shall be entitled to pensions, speaks of ‘‘a widow without other 
means of aappott than her daily labor.” Now, the pending para- 
graph provides that it shall not be necessary for a widow, in es- 
tablishing her claim to a pension under the act of 1890, to prove 
that she is without other means of support than her daily labor. 
Would not this provision repeal the words in the act of 1890 which 
the Chair has cited? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This provision in the pending bill simply 
takes from the Commissioner of Pensions that which he has arro- 
gated to himself—the right to declare that that language in the act 
of 1890 means that a widow who is in receipt of an income of $96 
a year shall not be entitled to a pension, and tells him that the 
law means that the widow who is in receipt of an annual income 
of not less than $500 shall not be entitl toapension. It 
wholly to the question of proof, and not to the right to a pension. 
It Sf takes from the of the act of 1890 the construc- 
tion the Commissioner gives it, and places upon that lan- 
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guage the construction which we say it ought to bear, not because 
the terms of the law are limited, but because they are liable to a 
construction. ‘‘ Means of support.” The Commissioner says that 
these words in the act of 1890 mean $96 a year; we say that he 
shall not construe them to mean anything less than $500 a year. 
This provision in the pending bill.is not a change of law, but is 
simply a construction of the words “‘ means of support,” and it 
provides that a widow applying for a pension shall not be called 
upon to prove anything relative to her means of support so long 
as her income is under $500 a year. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to be heard, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tieman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, if the rules of the House are 
invoked by any gentleman on the floor they should be maintained 
in their integrity, and this committee ought not to attempt under 
the guise of ‘construction ” to pass upon or change our rules. [| 
am not authorized to speak for the distinguished gentleman [| Mr. 
DINGLEY] who occupies the chair; but I believe he isin thorough 
and hearty sympathy with the pending proposition. Believing 
the Chairman to be in sympathy with the proposition, but neces- 
sarily putting a different construction upon Rule XXI from that 
given it by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Vermont, I do not think, therefore,the Chair ought to be 
embarrassed by insisting upon what would at best be a very 
doubtful decision. 

The existing law clearly requires that the soldier's widow ap- 
lying for a pension shall be without other means of support than 
er ‘daily labor.” This provision changes the existinglaw. The 

gentleman from Vermont says that the provision ismerely a ‘‘con- 
struction” of the existing law; but how can Congress construe a 
law except by the enactment of law? In order to effect a con- 
struction you must enact a law differing from the one already on 
the statute book. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do the words “without other means of 
support” mean anything outside of daily labor? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, that is a matter for construction by the 
administrative department. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; but have not we 

Mr. DOCKERY. If weholda different view from that adopted 
by the administrative officer who construes the law, we can only 
make effective our construction by theenactment of alaw. There 
can be no other way for Congress to construe an existing statute. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it necessary to enact a new law where 
the Commissioner is giving a wrong construction of the existing 
law? May we not wipe out that wrong construction without 
changing the existing law? 

Mr. DOCKERY. [frankly confess that I am utterly unable to 
understand how Congress can put any sort of ‘‘ construction” upon 
an existing statute different from the one prevailing in the execu- 
tive department except by the enactment of a law; that is a meas- 
ure which must pass the House and the Senate and be approved by 
the Executive. That is the only way in which we can make our 
construction of the law effective. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the appeal on this 
occasion should be addressed to the Chairman of this Committee 
of the Whole, because in my judgment he has already intimated 
the proper construction—that is, that this proposition does not 
operate to change the existing law. I think our appeal should be 
addressed to my good friend from New York [Mr. Bart.ert], 
and I desire his attention. I appeal to him now, in view of the 
fact that the widows of soldiers of all the other wars are, as I un- 
derstand, allowed $12 a month under existing statutes (if I am 
not correct in that statement I should like to be corrected); in view 
of that fact, I appeal to the gentleman from New York, out of the 
abundance of his generosity, to withdraw the point of order and 
allow a vote upon the proposition, especially as this proposition 
comes to the House supported by substantially the unanimous 
vote of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think the position taken 
by my colleague from Ohio [Mr. NorTHWAY] is impregnable and 
anassailable. This is not new legislation. Here is a statute 
passed by Congress which has received a construction by a ruling 
of the Pension Office. We come here now and propose to say 
that that construction is not a proper construction. We do not 
undertake to change the law; and I call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York, who makes the point of order, to this 
proposition: It is entirely competent for the legislative branch of 
the Government to declare the trne intent and meaning of an ex- 
isting statute. Statutes are sometimes confused in their pro- 
visions; they are sometimes drawn in such a way that even the 
courts of last resort differ in construing their meaning. 

Legislative intent can be inferred from the incidents of the leg- 
islation. Legislative intent is always competent to construe a 
statute. Legislative intent can never be invoked to construe a 
constitutional provision. But in the construction of the purpose 
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of a statute, legislative intent can always be inferred from the 
surrounding circumstances of the legislation itself. Thus the title 
of an act not infrequently can be considered in giving construc- 
tion to the act where the language of the enactment itself is con- 
fused or uncertain. Thus the title of an act declares it to be an 
act ‘to do so and so;” but it is found in the body of the statute 
that the person who drafted it has not made the purpose clear. In 
such a case, according to one of the rules of construction, it is 
competent to ascertain the meaning from what the title of the act 
declares. It is also competent to look to the surrounding circum- 
stances. You may look to the debate which took place in the leg- 
islative body at the time the act was passed. You may ascertain 
what was understood at the time to be its purport. This may 
always be done with reference to legislation; never in constitu- 
tional construction, and never to override the plain words of a 
statute—only in cases of doubt. 

Now, then, what is the meaning of the words “‘ without means 
of support”? Suppose we had ey apn in this amendment, “It 
is the true intentand meaning of the statute of 1890 to provide” so 
and so. Will my friend from New York, who is a technical law- 
yer at all events, say that that would be new legislation? I deny 
it. It is a declaration on the part of the legislative body that the 
original statute was intended to be thus and so. That is compe- 
tent; that is binding. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York to the proposition I make as a matter of law: A legis- 
lative declaration of the intent and p of a statute carries 
back the rights under the statute to its original passage. Here is 
a doubtful statute; rights are sought to be enforced under it; the 
legislature makes a declaration of the true meaning and intent of 
the statute; and that declaration reacts upon the statute back to 
its original passage. 

Does this do anything more than that? Is this anything beyond 
that? Is not this a mere declaration in fact as to what was the 
true intent and meaning of the statute of 1890? I submit that the 
Chair will look to the position in which this question presents 
itself, and will also look back to the conditions that surround the 
question to ascertain what is the operation and effect of this 
amendment upon the statute of 1890. 

There is another proposition which I desire to press upon the 
attention of the Chair. This now becomes a declaration of a rule 
of evidence. I have not entered into these criticisms of the Pen- 
sion Office and the general execution of the statutes, nor shall I do 
so at this time. I shall have something to say upon the question 
when the pa legislation from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions shall come up. I have not been indifferent to these — 
questions which have been so ably argued here upon this floor, 
but I have deemed it better, so far as action in my legislative 
capacity is concerned to wait until there is no question of the com- 
petency of the legislation pepe. 

Upon this question, Mr. Chairman, I present this view: What 
is the rule in the Pension Office now? It is after all but a rule of 
evidence. The office says, in cons that statute of 1890, that 
the rule of evidence shall mean that the widow shall show, by 
satisfactory proof, that the maximum limit of her means of sup- 

rt, outside of the Pension Office, was $96 per annum; and this 
is a rule of evidence by construction of that statute. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Under the law as it stands the 
discretion as to fixing the amount to be considered as determin- 
ing the means of support of the applicant in a case for pension 
under that bill is left with the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. In terms? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Under the construction of the law. 

Mr.GROSVENOR, Thatis, under theconstruction of the office. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, you propose to take away 
all the right the Commissioner has to interpret the law. Is that 
not a change of law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is the strongest point that has 
yet been made against the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does it not necessarily follow, if 
that be true, that it is a change of existing law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me continue for one moment. The 
point the gentleman makes, I think, is not well taken, for we 
claim that the exercise of that discretion by the Commissioner of 
Pensions has been a usurpation in violation of the law of 1890, 
and not in harmony with the law. We must stand upon that 
ground or we can not stand upon ay, 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. ‘Well, allow me to proceed with 
my question. The ey law fixes no um or minimum 
amount which shall be construed as determining whether the 
widow applicant for a pension has means of livelihood or not, 
or is tent obey upon her daily labor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is true. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, there being no maximum 
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or minimum limit fixed by the law, this amendment proposes to 
fix it, and does it not to that extent change the existing law? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It may not change existing law; but tho 
argument here is that this is new legislation upon an appropria- 
tion bill. Now, the question for our consideration is to deter- 
mine whether or not it is new legislation. It undertakes to declare 
the purpose of the original law, and that purpose of the original 
law was something greater and better than the construction of the 
Pension Office. 

In conclusion I have but this to say, Mr. Chairman. I differ with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] in asking that this 
question shall go over to some future legislation and that tho 
Chair should be relieved of the duty of ruling upon it. I shall ho 
content with the ruling of the Chair, whatever it may be; but if 
this presents, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKEry | says 
it does present, a question of doubt, then the spirit of this law 
appeals to the Chair and to the House to construe the statute for 

e benefit and not to the injury of the beneficiaries under that 
statute. Every doubtful question, in construing a statute of this 
character, ought to be construed in favor of the beneficiaries. [t 
ought not be construed—and there, inmy humble judgment, is tho 
mistake of the current administration of the Pension Office— 
doubtful questions of this character, it has been claimed here, and 
with great force, have been construed by the office against the a))- 
putes Here is the most worthy of all,in my opinion, of tho 

neficiaries under the pension law—the widows. I appeal to the 
Chair, if he has any doubt about it and does not understand 
clearly that it is a violation of the rules of the House, to give the 
benefit of the doubt in favor of these beneficiaries. Ido not want 
to vote upon an appeal, for I would feel bound to recognize tho 
ruling of the Chair on this question; and I regret that a gentle- 
man of so high a character for benevolence and kindness of heart 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] should have 
made this point of order, so fatal, if it shall be sustained, to the 
best interests of a great class of beneficiaries under this beneti- 
cent law. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say a 
word on this bill or about this point of order. In the Committee 
of Appropriations, in common with most of the personnel of that 
committee, this provision received, upon the merits, my hearty 
approval, It received that approval for the reason that the law 
as it is construed by the authority that has the power to construe 
it is unfair. I believe that it works a hardship, and I believe this 
provision would cure that hardship. 

Now, if the point of order had not been invoked, I think it would 
have been enacted because I am inclined to think that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House is in favor of the law. But the point 
of order has been invoked. Therule is direct and imperative that 
no legislation shall be in order upon a general appropriation bill. 
Now, I am for this provision, because it is legislation. ‘ Ah,” 
says somebody, ‘‘it is limitation.” 

r. GROSVENOR. Deciaration, 

Mr. CANNON. The limitations that have been placed on ap- 
propriations, and under which the precedents were made or sup- 
posed to have been made that have been referred to, to justify 
this, were upon the principle that a law is one thing, but that 
Congress is not compelled to sppro riate to carry out a law; that 
the discretion rests with us, and therefore that we may limit an 
appropriation and thereby leave all or a part of a law without any 
money to carry it out. is has the form of limitation, but it 
has the substance of legislation and enlargement; and, after all, it 
is the spirit, the substance, that maketh alive and that deter- 
mines, and not the mere form. 

Now, I say again I am heartily in favor of this legislation, if it 
comes up in the proper way; but when the point of order is in- 
voked, if it should be overruled, we should make a precedent. and 
upon the appropriation bills that are to follow after in ’ ‘is Con- 
gress this precedent would nullify the rule when invoked. Much 
as I should like to see the legislation enacted, I do not believe that 
we can afford to nullify that rule. 

Mr. MAHON. It can be put into law through another com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman ors it can be put into law 
through another committee which has P enary jurisdiction. [hope 
so, and I believe the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLEn} 
has notified us that he will promptly report a bill covering this 
and other points. ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I only wish to say one word in 
conclusion. Certain appeals have been made to the Chair, and 
certain appeals have been made tome. I am surprised to hear 

ntlemen of this committee, on a question of parliamentary rul- 
ing on what is in reality a question of law, appeal to the Chair to 
decide improperly, because the doubtful question should be con- 
strued in favor of the widow. On the other hand, gladly as I 
should listen to the suggestions urged plausibly in behalf of the 
widow, I must decline to withdraw my point of order, because I 
do not think we have any right, as representatives of the people of 
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ited States, to take money wrung from the people by taxa- 
eee it to ladies who do not need or mee the money. 
As to this question of the change of existing law, let me say one 
word, Mr. Chairman. The suspension for one year of any exist- 
ing statute is a change of existing law. As the poet says: 


The present moment is our own, 
The next we never know. 


So, in sofar as existing law goes, it is the law of the current year 
which affects us. There might be more force in the argument of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone] if 
the word “existing” were omitted. If it were merely ‘‘no change 
of law,” there might be some plausibility in his suggestion. But 
when we find here an inhibition against any change of ‘‘existing” 
law, what does that mean? It means the law which exists to-day; 
and the suspension of any statute existing in the year 1896 is the 
change of law for that year. Let us see how it would be with 
other laws. The suspension of the laws of inheritance would be 
a change of existing law. The suspension of a law providing for 
capital punishment during the current year would certainly be a 
change of existing law, and achange which would find favor with 
a certain class in the community. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair 
rules upon this point I want to suggest 7 another view, or 
perhaps the same view which I did not succeed in making clear 
when I addressed the Chair before. I am willing to strike out 
the second proviso in this paragraph if the Chair should hold it 
to be objectionable under the point of order. The proposition 
then will be—and I ask particular attention of the Chair, because 
1 shall only occupy a few minutes: 

i 7, in expending this appropriation, it shall no 
account rg Pris entation her claim to a ension anlar the a. 


visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to prove that she is without other means of 
support than her daily labor. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I shall object 


to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have not made the motion yet. 
If the Chair will observe, this is a declaration that it shall not be 
necessary for the widow to prove this. It does not say that it 
shall not be proven by somebody. The Government may still 
prove it if they think it advisable. If the Chair will look at the 
present law, he will observe that this is not a change of that law 
at all: 

Leaving a widow without other means of support than her daily labor. 


Wher? is the provision in that law that the widow must prove 
that fact? The Commissioner of Pensions has said that she must 
do it before she can obtain a pension. The law does not say so at 
all. The law does not impose on her the burden of making that 
proof. This provision in this bill says that it shall not be neces- 
sary for the widow to establish that fact; and I stand here as a 
lawyer, and I declare upon my judgment as such, that it does not 
change existing law in any particular, because that law does not 
exist that says that the widow shall make this proof at all. 

It exists in this form, which says: 

Shall hereafter die leaving a widow without other means of support than 
her daily labor. 

The law does not put that burden upon the widowatall. Wemay 
— that ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions without chang- 
ing thelaw. The trouble is that he has erred in the law in the 
construction of this statute, and he has held that the widow must 
make this proof, that the law does not require the widow to do 
at all, and never did. We say that she need not doit. He may 
still doit if he thinks it advisable after this bill is passed, and undo 
the law. By striking out the second proviso leaves it unobjec- 
tionable and not covered by this point of order at all. I challenge 
every lawyer and every jurist in this House to say whether that 
is not a correct and proper legal construction of the status before 
this commitee at the present time. 
cons BARTLETT of New York. I accept the challenge, Mr. 


airman. 
ant WILLIAM A. STONE. Ichallengethelawyers. [Laugh- 
r. 

ite. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make 
the parliamentary inquiry: Are we discussing the amendment as 
it appears on the bill reported, or are we ane, the modified 
amendment now suggested by the _—— from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 1 think, Mr. Chairman, in answer 
to the question of the gentleman from New York, that I would 
leave out the proviso in the pemagnape, i I have understood the 
intimations of the Chair correctly. I do not want to force the 
toan unwilling ruling, because I know the sympathy of the 
Chair is ae favor of sustaining this portion of the bill; 
but I suggest that if the Chair should sustain the point of order 
that I would then renew the amendment leaving out the proviso 
e ih. If the Chair should not sustain the point of 
order that will be unnecessary. I will ask unanimous consent to 

strike out the proviso in the paragraph. ° 
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The CHAIRMAN. The proviso can be stricken out by unani- 
mousconsent. Does the gentleman from New York object to that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman means striking 
out the proviso with reference to $500 in the paragraph? I do 
not object, provided that it is not to be considered as binding as 
to what remains. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly not. 

Mr. POWERS. I shall have to object. That proviso, in my 
judgment, is what places the whole thing out of the reach of the 
point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; I will wait until after 
the Chair has ruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order which has been raised 
assumes special importance because of the fact that if there should 
be any variation from the construction of the rule as it has always 
governed in Committee of the Whole on account of the sympathy 
that we may have for the particular legislation proposed, it would 
be a precedent that would rise to trouble us in all subsequent 
propositions looking to legislation in appropriat.on bills. The 
Chair will endeavor, therefore, to consider the question from the 

arliamentary point of view, and endeavor to follow what he be- 
ieves to be the almost uniform practice of the House. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BarTLeTt] raises the 
point of order that the pending paragraph is in violation of clause 
2 of Rule XXI, tle last paragraph of which—that bearing on the 
point of order that has been raised—reads as follows: 

Nor shall ne sree changing existing law be in order on any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

That has been the rule in the consideration of a general appro- 
priation bill in the Committee of the Whole for many years. The 
rule has been modified several times with a view to reducing ex- 

enditures, but never so far as this particular point is concerned. 
he grounds of public policy on which this rule rests are— 

First. That tanenuale as general appropriation bills carry the 
appropriations necessary to maintain the Government, and only 
appropriations already authorized by existing law, it is of the 
highest importance that they should not be impeded or jeopard- 
ized by differences in the House, or differences between the House 
and Senate, or differences between the two Houses and the Exec- 
utive over any legislative propositions that may be proposed as 
amendments to such bills, each of which should be tried out on 
its own merits in separate bills. 

Secondly. That in view of the fact that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations can only consider the question of appropriations— 
the subject committed to them by the rules—and that each par- 
ticular subject of legislation is required to be considered by a 
standing committee which has jurisdiction of that subject, each 
committee should be held to attend to its particular work. If 
general legislation on the subject of pensions is proposed, the rule 
requires that such proposition of legislation shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and that committee having the right 
to report at any time may, on any day bring in any amendment 
of the pension laws and present it for the consideration of the 
House, after due consideration as to the effect of such legislation. 
It is supposed that a special committee having in charge that 
particular subject has given special attention to such legislation, 
has looked into allits parts, and is able to bring ina bill of a 
comprehensive character, which when brought into the House 
may then be subject to amendments in the ordinary way. It has 
been found by experience that legislation on appropriation bills 
is usually exceedingly narrow and unsatisfactory, because of the 
fact that it had not been considered by the committee having the 
special subject in charge. 

Thirdly, another ground of objection to legislation on an appro- 
priation bill lies in the fact that even if an amendment should be 
admitted here which isin the nature of general legislation, chang- 
ing existing law, our rules would so restrict amendments to it 
that it would be almost impossible to perfect it. 

For these three reasons this rule, controlling the action of the 
Committee of the Whole with reference to proposed new legisla- 
tion, has been found necessary not only to prevent the delay or 
failure of general appropriation bills, but also to secure good legis- 
lation, and only legislation in which there was general concur- 
rence has, asarule, been includedin such bills. Having stated the 
grounds on which this rule rests, the question arises whether the 
pending provision is, as matter of fact, a change of existing law. 

There has been more or less discussion of that point, but there is 
one vital fact to which the Chair desires to call the attention of the 
committee, because it presents in a nut shell the whole question at 
issue. The pension act of 1890, which this paragraph proposes to 
either amend or construe—whichever view is adopted—does not 

rovide that the widow of an enlisted man who served ninety days 
in the Army or Navy shall receive a pension simply upon proof of 
her husband’s death, without proving his death to have been the 
result of his service. That act requires something more. That 
something more is the occasion of the legislation proposed by this 
paragraph, and the occasion of the deserved complaint which has 
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been made against the administration of the Pension Office with 
reference to its construction of the law. This additional condi- 
tion or fact, which must be shown by competent proof in order 
to entitle such a widow to a pension, is expressed in the law of 
1890 in these words: “ Leaving a widow without other means of 
support than her daily labor.” 

Now, that provision means something. It was intended to 
mean something when the act of 1890 was passed. I think the 
Commissioner of Pensions has not given that language the con- 
struction which the Congress that enacted the law intended it 
should bear; but novertheless it means something. It is certainly 
a limitation of law to some extent, and a restriction or condition 
of law which must be met by some proof. And as the Pension 
Office can not be expected to furnish proof to show that any ap- 
plicant is entitled to a pension, it poy follows that the law 
of 1890 contemplates that the widow should present the proof re- 
quired by law. 

Now, what does the paragraph under consideration propose? It 
roposes to give a pension to any widow of a soldier who has died 
rom a cause not originating in his service without requiring any 

kind of proof with respect to her having other means of support 
than her daily labor, and by a proviso to establish a new rule, 
namely, that when a widow shall have shown that her net annual 
income does not exceed $500 she shall be entitled to a pension. 

While I have great sympathy with that amendment, it does 
seem to me to be clearly a change of existing law. It is a change 
in the right direction, but nevertheless it is a change of existing 


law. 

It has been contended that the pending paragraph is merely a 
construction of existing law, and that a construction of the mean- 
ing and intent of a law which has been heretofore enacted is not 
the ‘‘new legislation” prohibited by the rule. Everyone knows 
that no legislative construction can be given to a law that is upon 
the statute book without alegislative enactment. A construction 
of an existing law by an act of Congress must be itself a piece of 
legislation that has been a by the two Houses of Congress and 
received the approval of the President. In fact, it is new legisla- 
tion in every sense, because if it should be held that any act of 
legislation could be put upon an appropriation bill simply use 
it professed to construe anterior law, any gentleman could pro- 
= an amendment giving any kind of construction to an anterior 

aw, whether right or wrong, thus opening up in the considera- 
tion of an ap riation bill in Committee of the Whole any prop- 
osition for new legislation under the guise of construing the law. 

It does not seem to me that there can be any distinction made 
in this respect between different legislative acts. If an act is in 
fact new legislation, it seems to the Chair that it is subject to the 
point of order under the rule that it is new legislation or (what 
1s the same thing) a change of law as construed by the 
authority that can alone construe it, subject to appeal to the 
courts, unless Congress shall step in and construeit by a new law. 

Another point has been raised—and it is a point of importance— 
= this legi — is only a re ge = oe ) a ex- 
penditure of the money appropria e pending uring 
the fiscal year in which it will be o ve. 

Before considering this point the Chair desires to say that the 
fact that this | tion is limited in ————- to one year does 
ee Ba. ill new 1 . ee. 
year, a change of existing law for one year, or, if you ploase to 
style it an act ae existing legislation for one year, the 
fact still remains it is, tanto, a change of existing law. 

a tye a doubt : 7 —— pa vy oe bee tariff law 
which passed the House the other as an 
amendment to thesundry civila tion bill, to the paragraph 
providing for customs, on the ground that it did not propose to 
change ntly the existing law—only tosuspend it—and was 
limited in its operation to two and ahalf years. If an actof the 
legislative power — a law upon the statute book fora single 
year or a single month, or for any , longer or shorter, it 
seems to the Chair that it must be a change of existing law. 

The argument so strongly urged that this paragraph proposes 
merely a limitation or restriction on the use of the riation 
for pensions, and that it comes, therefore, under a -settled 

ractice of the House in Committee of the Whole, seems to the 
hair to not be well founded. The gentleman from lvania 
= WILuiAM A. Stone] has cited what may, perhaps, be said 
0 be a precedent which practically establishes the og of 
limitation; that is the pro which was ruled to be on 
an appropriation bill, and which was in this language: 
ey appropri SrnmL cts, ear tal 2 ee ot 
Soon pprop y paragraph Ee Ropes greenbacks of a 


enomination than those that are 

Now, look for a moment at the of limitation or restric- 
tion as established by that proviso. In authorized 
es of greenbacks of any denomination in the discretion 
of of the . The proviso limited the use of 
the money was ap ted for that single year to the 
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printing of denominations which should not be larger than those 
that were canceled. Now, observe that the limitation was simply 
this: The appropriation could not be used for one purpose author- 
ized by law; that is all the limitation there was toit. The pro- 
viso did not undertake to say that the appropriation could be used 
for printing or doing something not already authorized by law. 
In order to be considered as a limitation or restriction, a provision 
must prohibit the use of the appropriation for some purpose alread y 
authorized by law. : 

The reason for that rule of limitation is simply this: The House 
in Committee of the Whole has the right to refuse to appropriate 
for any object which it may deem improper, although that objec: 
may be authorized by law; and it has been contended, and on 
various occasions sustained by the Committee of the Whole, that 
if the committee has the right to refuse to appropriate anything 
for a particular purpose authorized by law, it can appropriate for 
only a part of that purpose and prohibit the use of the money for 
the rest of the purpose authorized by law. That principle of limi- 
tation has been sustained so repeatedly that it may be regarded a: 
a = of the parliamentary law of the Committee of the Whole. 

3ut observe that the provision now under consideration is no} 
a limitation or restriction; it isan extension. It provides no 
that the money herein appropriated shall not be used for a pur- 
pose authorized by law, but that it may be used for a purpose not 
already authorized by law. Itis an extension, not a limitation. 
Ifit should be held t a sreuseene of this character could be 
resented and entertained as in order on the ground that they are 
imitations, there is no possible legislation that might not be pre- 
sented on an appropriation bill and be held to be in order, thus ob- 
structing the passage of appropriation bills. 

The Chair is aware that in a few exceptional cases this principle 
of limitation has been improperly construed to include an enlarye- 
ment of the objects for which an appropriation may be used; but 
the exceptions have so clearly disregarded the theory on which 
limitations rest that they only serve to prove the correct rule. 

So, from every point of view, it seems to the Chair, if this ques- 
tion is to be decided on sound principles of parliamentary law, if 
a practice that will be safe in the handling of appropriation bills 
hereafter is to be established, it is exceedingly important that woe 
should start at the beginning of this Congress by laying down 
correctly the rule with reference to new legislation on appropria- 
tion bills. 

The Chair confesses that he might have been somewhat em- 
barrassed from the fact that he is in favor of substantially the 
legislation ee. but in view of the fact that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions can report at any time legislation broadening 
the eee of the existing laws—legislation going to the extent 
that legislation ought to all embarrassment is removed; for, 
without violating the rules of this House and still maintaining 
correct principles with reference to the conduct of business in the 
Committee of the Whole and without obstructing the passage of 
general appropriation bills, it is ible to accomplish in other 
Ways much more than what is proposed to be accomplisned here. 

he Chair is therefore constrained to sustain the point of order 
against this provision. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Daring the oeel'3 rar 1807, in expending this riation it shall not | 
ro e year , in expen a ion it shall not be 
necessary for a widow, in establishing her claim e a coasten under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to prove that she is without other means of 
support than her daily labor.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order that 
the amendment just offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
violates the provisions of the second clause of Rule and is 
therefore out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doves the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a A. Stone] desire to make any remarks on the point 
of order? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the remarks which I made when last on the 
floor in support of the amendment then pending. I do not think 
that this amendment changes the law at all. e it proposes 
to relieve the widow from proving that she has no means of sup- 
port except her daily labor, the existing law does not require her 
to make such ; it is only the Commissioner of Pensions who 
has required that she shall make such proof. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 


me a question? 

Mr. A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is this a committee amendment? : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Entirely so; every word of it has 
the of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Hasthecommittee authorized this amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Oh, yes; they authorized this 
amendment, 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to say a few 
words in support of the point of order. ae **Rule!” “ Rule!”] 
I submit the point for the decision of the Chair. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not seem to the Chair that the prin- 
ciples laid down in the ruling made a few moments ago are at all 
obviated by the modification of the amendment. Precisely the 
same objection applies to it—that it is unquestionably a change of 
existing law, or at least an attempt to declare what the law is by 
new legislation. In the opinion of the Chair, therefore, the point 
of order must be sustained. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Manon] was pending on a point of order when general con- 
sent was given to pass over the paragraph with the right to recur 
"i MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I listened very attentively tothe 
rulingof the distinguished occupant of the chair, and fully concur 
in what he has said. I agree that itis correct in every particular, 
and the point of order having been sustained on the former amend- | 
ment, I recognize that it would be useless to press my amendment 
before the present occupant of the chair. I propose to withdraw 
it now and will present it again when the chair is occupied by some 
other gentleman. I will try iton then. ([Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment that 
I offered some time ago in a somewhat modified form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


} 
Provided, That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, | 
| 





under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules | 
and regulations for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as 
shall be necessary to facilitate the transaction of business: Provided, That 
all such rules and regulations shall be made public. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I think that isthe law now. | 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not want to go into a dis- | 
cussion of the matter, but I reserve my objection. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I make the point of order | 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order | 
that the amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not believe that I will discuss the point of | 
order further than to say that this is now the existing law and is 
therefore no change. It requires no additional expense; it is only 
the indication of how the committee would have the Commis- 
sioner or Secretary of the Interior observe the rules and regula- 
tions that they have promulgated and made public. It is only an 
indication of what we would have done when we make the appro- 
priation. It does not change the law, it does not involve the ex- 
penditure of any additional money, it is not an increase of the 
expenditures in any manner, and is not subject to the point of 
on 2 


r 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, if itis really no 
change of existing law it seems to me that it is a very foolish 
proposition. 

Mr. STEELE. There area great many things that seem to the 
gentleman from New York to be foolish, but upon which many 
other people are not likely to agree with him. We can not agree 
upon anything. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And it seems to me that there 
must be some motive underlying the presentation of such a propo- 
sition. For that reason I feel compelled to reserve the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that it does 
change existing law? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iso claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to point 
out the law which is changed by this proposition? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What I apprehend is this, Mr. 
Chairman, that whereas the Commissioner of Pensions has the 
general authority now to make such rules and regulations as he 
deems fit, this provides for a certain class of rules; so that it may 
be regarded, ibly, as a limitation upon the existing powers of 
the Commissioner—that is, it gives him power to make such rules 
and regulations as he sees proper, for what? For the presenta- 
tion and prosecution of pension claims, as shall be necessary to 
facilitate the transaction of business. If not, what is the neces- 
sity fortheamendment? Now, the Commissioner has that power. 
It may be claimed under the amendment that he had not power 
to make such rules and regulations as might be necessary in cases 
of fraud, or for the detection of collusion, or detection of any 
illegality in the papers. That is the reason why I can see that 
this construction would make practically a change in existing 


Ww. 
_ Mr. STEELE. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, it leaves it en- 
tirely with the of the Interior. Not a single word of 


coercion is in the proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is under the impression, unless 
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some one can cite a law to the contrary, that it is simply a reaf- 
firmation of the existing law. If so, it is doubtful if a point of 
order would lie against it, although it might be an argument 
against the adoption of the amendment that it is only a reaffirma- 
tion of what is the law, and therefore an unnecessary addition to 
an appropriation bill. Unless some one can pvint out a change of 
law the Chair is not inclined to sustain the point of order. 

There being no such suggestion, the Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. STEELE. - Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the amend- 
ment a minute or two. Iam one of the friends of the soldiers of 


this country who would not favor any legislation whatever to 
enable a man to go upon the pension rolls who js not entitled to a 


pension, and I am in favor of every regulation to prevent fraud. 
So Iam with the widows of soldiers. Unless the widow who av- 
plies for a pension can establish her widowship of a soldier who 
performed honest and honorable service I would not have her 
name upon the pension roll. 

The gentleman who spoke yesterday referred to a Commissioner 
of Pensions who was appointed in 1881, and charged that pensions 
were allowed during that period for political purposes. I desire 
to assert, without fear of contradiction, that the appointment of 
the gentleman who served from 1881 to 1885 was the wisest that 
has been made by any President of the United States since we have 
had a Commissioner of Pensions; that there was more real good, 


| kind judgment in the mindand heart of that gentleman than there 
| has been in any man who has been appointed since. 


While I would prevent those who should not be upon the pen- 
sion rolls from getting there, I do not favor the present system, as 
in its mysterious and crooked ways it prevents an honest soldier 


| from being placed upon the roll. In this respect it has about 
| reached perfection. I do not charge that it has grown up entirely 


under the present Commissioner of Pensions, and I want to do 
myself the honor of saying more than the gentleman who spoke 


| for him yesterday, who said that the present Commissioner of 
| Pensions is ‘‘said to have a good record.” I say that he has a 


good record as a soldier, that he was a brave soldier, and that I 
believe his heart is better than it seemsto be. On the one hand he 
is governed by a man whom I do not think has the kind and good 
feeling for the soldiers of the country that he ought to have, and 
on the other hand he is at the mercy of men whoare in place, who 
would make the Pension Department a life institution. Their 
regret is that the soldiers can not live as long as some of these 
young fellows will live, so that they may not lose their jobs. A 
majority of the men in the Pension Office, it seems to me, are a 
law unto themselves, and the more impediments they can throw 
in the way of a claimant the better service they seem to think 
they perform. It will be so under the present law regulating 
appointment to office, and unless the Commissioner of Pensionscan 
discharge employees because of their incompetence or because 
they know too little or too much, and then be allowed something 
to say in the selection of his help to do the work of the Pension 
Department, matters will grow worse than they now are, if pos- 
sible. I believe if the Commissioner of Pensions was allowed to 
select his employees because of their integrity, competency, and 
sympathy the work might be carried on with one-half the present 
force, and business greatly facilitated. I do not care to talk about 
what the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] has said. 
He hasa right tohisopinion. Hehasa right ina flippant or obsti- 
nate way to object to proper questions. That is his privilege. I 
will not speak of the harmless shafts that have been shivered ona 
coat of mail or a devoted head; nor about the income tax; I was 
not subject to it, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your salary was. 

Mr. STEELE. I was not drawing much salary at that time, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to have a minute or two more. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] takes the floor and yields to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to see a gentleman 
who professes friendship for the soldiers rise in his seat and 
make a speech against them. I was sorry to have objection made 
yesterday when I offered a resolution asking the present Secre- 
tary of War, who is not a soldier, who was too young to be a sol- 
dier, if in his opinion the duties now performed by the Assistant 
Secretary of War might not be better performed after the 4th of 
March, 1897, by the selection by him, the Secretary of War, of the 
General of the Army or the Adjutant-General of the Army to 
perform the duties of Secretary of War during his sickness or 
temporary absence. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Was the gentleman a member of the Fifty- 
first Congress, a Republican ess, which created that orna- 


mental office, and did he vote for bill? 
Mr. STEELE, I was not a member of the Fifty-first Congress. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I am glad that the gentleman escaped 
voting for that bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I did not vote for the bill. I do not believe, 
Mr. Chairman, that the heroes of the war ought to be kindergar- 
ten instructors. I do not believe that a stripling should be se- 
lected as Assistant Secretary of War, who may order about the 
heroes of the rebellion, Why, in eight years at most the General 
of the Army will go out of active service, and as he is the young- 
est man, or about so, of the general officers or staff who served 
during the war, and who must retire within the time named on 
account of age, the Department and Army will be in the hands of 
civilians or officers appointed since the war. 

Now, I know my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] did not mean 
to say yesterday that he wanted a little more civilian blood in it. 
Why, the Secretary of War is a civilian, and the duties of the 
Assistant Secretary of War, under the old régime, were limited 
to such as he directed during his absence. Notroubleever came on 
account of it. There is not much military about it; yet, if I am 
not misinformed, the present Assistant Secretary of War, so far 
from being a civilian in his notions, visits from post to post in the 
Army and is not at all satisfied unless the troops are turned out 
and a salute is fired in his honor, being more military display than 
Secretaries of War ask or expect. If this be correct, and I think 
it is from what I have heard and seen of the young gentleman, 
there is too much civilian for him. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad to live in a country and in an age when 
people, without regard to party, generally are proud to care for 
their soldiers. They are proud to give them good homes, where 
they have not homes of their own. The best soldiers’ homes ever 
erected have been provided for them by the liberality of Congress, 
and they are now so crowded that men are sleeping on the floors 
and hundreds are waiting their turn for admission. 

{ am glad that [ live in an age when the people feel like granting 
liberal pensions to their soldiers, and am sorry that we even have 
one man who objects to the harmless legislation, if you please to 
80 call it, that is proposed in this bill, such as will induce or com- 
pel the Department to carry out the spirit of the laws enacted 
rather than grade them, and that will at the same time prevent 
the improper expenditure of the money appropriated. 

Something must be done during the present session of Congress, 
and more especially for those soldiers who, on account of false 
modesty, deferred fling their applications until it is now about 
ee for them to make the technical proof required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana if he insists on this amendment? It 
does not seem to do anything more than to authorize the Commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think it will do any harm, andI would 
like it to go in. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It might do this—let me call the 
attention of the gentleman. It might make legal and perhaps 
ratify similar orders to Order 229, which has been very obnoxious 
to the whole country. This amendment as it is drawn states— 

That it shall be competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to establish such rules and regula- 
tions for the presentation and prosecution of pension claims as shall be nec- 
essary to facilitate the transaction of business. 

Now, here is a rule or regulation established by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, which is very obnoxious, in reference to the 
taking of affidavits, which makes it impossible for anybody to pre- 
pare affidavits unless he has been properly drilled. 

Mr. STEELE. If there is even a suspicion that it will indorse 
Rule 229, I certainly will withdraw it. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his 
amendment. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois desires to offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by incorting afer the word “dollars,” in line 4, 2, these 
words “* to be paid quarterly to all pensioners now borne on the rolis, or which 
may be he ter placed thereon, at the rates now allowed such pensioners, 
or at such increased rates as may be hereafter allowed them by law.” 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, that part of the 
bill has a passed over, and I will have to make the point of order 
against it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is made that that part of 
_ bill _ been passed over, and that no amendment to it would 

in order. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to state that this or of the bill should be infor- 
mally passed over, and that we should return to it and have oppor- 


— - offer eae. ie tit Yn 
HAIRMAN, was the. commencing e 
9 and en with line 21 that was over 


Mr. WOOD. I did not so understand the gentlemar. There 
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was no opportunity offered, Mr. Chairman, of presenting an amend- 
ment to the first section. Someamendment will have to be offered 
there, I think, because the bill as it is now before the committeg 
provides— 

For Arm : i i 
aiden, ont Sepemdd ehatvel, snag wagon anativen ted ee 
war of 1812 and with Mexico, and the survivors and widows of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, $140,000,000. 

There is not a syllable in it that provides for the pensioners of 
the late war—the war of the rebellion. I care not what the com- 
mittee meant by this language, as it is it does not apply to those 
pensioners. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman, that this bill is in the identical language of all pension 
bills that have passed since 1862. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam awareof that fact, but there have been some 
very strict constructions of appropriation bills made in the past 
year. I submit to the members of the committee and to the Chair 
that the bill as it is absolutely makes no provision for the pay- 
ment of pensions growing out of the late war—the war of the re- 
— If the gentleman will look at it he will see the point I am 
making. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to reserve my point of 
order, and wait until this debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania makes another point of or- 
der. I desire to make the point of order that it changes existing 
law, and will wait until this point of order has been determined. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York reserves the 
point of order that this amendment, if admitted, even if it is con- 
ceded that the paragraph is now amendable, is in violation of Rule 
XXI. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist upon the 
point of order that the committee can not go back to the para- 


om 
r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will not make that point of order. Clearly he can not afford to 
suggest—— 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, there is so much 
noise that I can not hear what gentlemen are saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What possible objection can the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania have to the introduction of these words 
in this bill, which alone in my judgment make the appropriation 
applicable to the pensioners of the civil war? 

R r. NORTHWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, there is another 
thing—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania this. I do not care what former bills have had, following 
the words “for Army and Navy pensions,” following the colon— 


For invalids, widows, minor children, and dependent relatives, army 
nurses, survivors, and widows of the war of 1812 and with Mexico—— 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The gentleman overlooks the first 
section of the bill, which provides for the payment of pensions 
authorized by law. Such pensions as the law authorizes—should 
not that include pensions growing out of the late war? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman on my right clearly under- 
stood that he might go back and ask you a question in reference 
to this agraph, and I think it would be right to let him go 
back. That was the understanding here on the right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I did not so understand, but if the 

ntleman understood that he had the right to offer an amendment 

will reer the point. I would like to have the amendment 
repor n. 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his objection to 
going back, and the Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. Woop was again reported. 

Mr. ae of New York. Ishall object to that, as chang- 
ing e Ww. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. it seems to me that the gentleman 
offering this amendment has misunderstood the meaning of the 
first two paragraphs of the bill. The language is: 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor 
children, and dependent relatives, army nurses, survivors and widows of 
the war of 1812, et 

Each classis designated. The bill does not mention specifically 
the survivors of the late war of the rebellion, but they are clearly 
intended, and the law could not be understood otherwise. This 
language has been used in every act since the first pension act was 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Analyzing that language now, with noth- 
nig there but a comma to indicate the meaning, how can the gentle- 
man say that it is not limited to the war of 1812 by a strict con- 
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struction, which the distinguished Comptroller of the Treasury 
would be ouny tee lad to make? La é 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The present administration of the 
Department of the Interior has already construed the same lan- 
guage in previous nsion bills. — ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania whether this is not substantially thesame 

an amendment that has been stricken out? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; it isnot the same. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How have pensions been paid to soldiers 
of the late war heretofore—under what laws? _ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Under acts having the same lan- 

age thatis contained in this bill. _ ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, what is the necessity for this 

ment? 

ote WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think there is any neces- 
sity whatever for it; but at the same time the amendment is prop- 
erly before the committee. It is the gentleman from New York 

Mr. BARTLETT] that has raised the point of order upon it, not I. 
{sim ly want to relieve the minds of members of the impression 
that itis necessary to have any more specific mention of the pen- 
sioners of the late war. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the amendment read again, Mr. 
Chairman. . 

The amendment was again read, as above. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
oint that that amendment violates Rule XXI by changing existing 
aw. It allows no decrease in pension rates. It makes the rates 

permanent, and that is not the law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order I 
wish to say that it is unjust to the pensioners to pass such an 
amendment as this, as no increase of pension can be allowed under 
it; andif our friends on the other side want to have increased 
pensions allowed, they had better vote down this amendment. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few remarks on 
the point of order. We are now considering an appropriation bill 
which will cause the expenditure of over $141,000,000. We have 
a right in this bill to prescribe the purposes for which the money 
is to be paid. In the first place, the language of the bill so far, to 
say the eant, is subject to the construction that the appropriation 
does not apply to pensioners who have been placed on the rolls 
from causes arising out of the late civil war. The amendment 
which I have offered proposes that the money that we are appro- 
priating shall be paid quarterly to all pensioners now borne on the 
rolls or who may hereafter be placed thereon. It also provides 
that it shall be paid to them at such rates as they are now allowed 
by law, or at such increased rates as may hereafter be allowed by 


aw. 

What objection is there to it? If we have the right to appropri- 
ate the money, have we not the right to say where that money 
shall go? Does this amendment interfere with any existing law? 
Does it even prevent the Commissioner of Pensions from engag- 
ing in the work of cutting off pensioners? The fact that a man 
may not be on the pension rolls to-day does not prevent the Con- 

ess of the United States from appropriating money for him. 

his amendment does not change existing law. It does not add to 
expenditures under this bill. It makes not a penny of difference 
in the amount of appropriation made by the bill. And, in conclu- 
sion, let me say it is absolutely necessary that this amendment, or 
some amendment of this kind, shall be adopted to determine with 
certainty where the money which we are appropriating shall go, 
for I do insist that upon a construction no more strict than those 
which have been made in the past year by disbursing officers of 
this Government not one dollar of the $141,000,000 appropriated 
by this bill need be paid to a man or the widow of a man who 
earned his pension by service in the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
language of the act of 1894: 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor 
children, and dependent relatives, army nurses, survivors and widows of the 


war of 1812 and with Mexico, and the survivors and widows of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive. 


Then comes the amount appropriated. That is the exact lan- 
guage of the present bill. 

_Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 

tion. The language of this bill being in punctuation and every- 
thing else precisely that which has been employed for many years 
and which received the construction of the accounting officers, 
does not the gentleman think, from his observation as a lawyer 
and as a legislator, that under such circumstances it might be 
dangerous, or at least inexpedient, in view of possible danger, to 
adopt a change of language which might result in a difference of 
construction? 
_ Mr. LACEY. That isa ie long question, but I will answer it 
in this way: If this language did not cover the soldiers of the late 
war I think there is somebody in the present Administration that 
would have been able to find it out. [Laughter.] 
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Mr.GROSVENOR. May Iask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 
tion? I hold in my hand the pending appropriation bill. It does 
refer specifically to the war of 1812; it does refer specifically to the 
Indian wars; but there is not one line of reference in the whole 
bill to the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, it will be construed that from the words 
“invalid ” down to the comma preceding the words “ survivors and 
widows of the war of 1812” the language applies generally. I do 
not think that this is the best language in the world, but it is the 
exact language which has been used in these bills for some years 

ast. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Are we afraid to mention the late war of 
the rebellion? 

Mr. LACEY. Ithink not. I think I have heard some gentle- 
men mention it boldly and defiantly on this floor during the last 
day or two. [Laughter. } 

Mr. WOOD. Are there not invalid pensioners of the war with 
Mexico now borne on the roll? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; and they are covered by this bill in 
terms. 

Mr. WOOD. Is not the enumeration of certain classes gener- 
ally held to be the exclusion of other classes? 

Mr. LACEY. There are invalid pensions payable now to sol- 
diers of the Mexican war. Some such soldiers have been drawing 
pensions during forty years past for wounds received in that war. 

Mr. WOOD. Do we not by enumerating certain classes of per- 
sons towhom this appropriation shall be distributed exclude other 
classes? Is not that a well-settled rule of law? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not think that rule will be applied in the con- 
struction of the language of this bill. I think these words have 
been found ample heretofore. 

Mr. WOOD. It will not do any harm, will it, to complete the 
enumeration? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I have procured a copy of the 
last pension appropriation act for the purpose of reading from it, 
but the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcry] has already read the 
language of the act of the preceding year. The language in both 
acts, namely, that of 1894 and that of 1895, is identical with that 
used in this bill; and more than this, it is the same language al- 
ways heretofore used in this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Might we not cast a doubt on the provisions of 
the acts of 1894 and 1895 by the insertion of additional words? 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely so. The suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tlinois [Mr. od as to the danger of adopting new lan- 
guage when the language heretofore used has received a settled 
construction at the Department should have great weight. Not 
only is this bill in the language of former laws, under which the 
present Administration has readily paid out the money heretofore 
appropriated, although we have been told, and perhaps not with 
exaggeration, that this Administration is not friendly to the sol- 
dier—not only this, but the language of this bill is that of the es- 
timates from the Department. I hold those estimates in my hand; 
I need not take the time of the House to read from them, but the 
language is identical. ' 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then we had better let well enough alone. 

Mr. GROUT. As the gentleman from Georgia suggests, it 
seems to me we had better not undertake to reconstruct or reform 
this bill inany particular. It is understood by everyone as appro- 
——- pensions to the invalids and widows of all wars in the 

anguage used heretofore, although it seems perhaps somewhat in- 
adequate to the casual observer 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not, then, use adequate language? 

Mr. GROUT. But this is held to be adequate language. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Held by whom? 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will wait until I complete my 
sentence he will understand. I was saying that it seemed some- 
what inadequate to the casual observer, but has been held to be 
adequate by the Department and by the two Houses of Congress 
over and over again. This being the case, what occasion is there 
to change it? I think we had better let it alone. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who has ever raised a question? 

Mr. GROUT. I hope that the gentleman will not insist on the 
proposed change. I was not present when it was presented and 
am not able to say whether it is subject to the point of order. But 
if it is insisted upon and not ruled out I hope it will be voted 
down. It is entirely unnecessary and might get us into trouble. 
Leave it where it is; where everybody understands it as being 
correct and sufficient; where there has, in fact, no question ever 
been raised in reference to it at the Department or elsewhere till 
now. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a 
arliamentary inquiry: Whatis thestatus of the pending question? 
as the Chair ruled on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending and has not 
yet been decided. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It seems to me that we had better 
have a ruling and proceed with the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT] who makes the point of order to point 
out the change made by the amendment in the existing law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment provides that this money shall be paid quarterly to all pen- 
sionersnow borne upon theroll. Thatis, now, at the present time. 
I claim if that provision be enacted into law that no man can 
be dropped from the pension rolls or suspended for any cause, 
no matter how just, hereafter, and that the list must remain in- 
violate throughout the whole period of this fiscal year. 

It not only affects those who are now on the pension roll, but it 
will affect all those who may be placed thereon hereafter at the 
rate now fixed by law. That would fix all of those now on the 
rolls permanently there, no matter how wrongfully their names 
were put upon the rolls. It provides that their payment shall 
continue, and does not under any circumstances allow a change 
to be made. The only change that would be possible under this 
amendment would he an increase of pension. So it would seem 
that this is a change in the existing law in several important par- 
ticulars, and for that reason I make the point of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [llinois who 
offers the amendment desire to be heard upon the — of order? 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in the amend- 
ment to prevent the Commissioner of Pensions from proceeding 
to pass upon any claim on the report of his examiners, or his depu- 
ties, or his postmasters, and proceed to drop a pensioner from the 
rolls wherever just cause is shown. There is nothing to prevent 
him from cutting anybody off under the amendment. It is not a 
vermanent provision of law, as the gentleman from New York 

maintained, for the reason that this appropriation only lasts 
until the 30th day of June, 1897, Therefore, it can not be claimed 
in any sense to be a ent provision. 

Does the gentleman from New York or anyone else pretend that 
this Congress has not the right to make an appropriation for a 
man now upon the pension rolls at his present allowance and to 
continue it up to a certain date? Is that changing existing law? 
If so, do not all appropriation bills change existing law? n it 
be contended fora moment that this Congress is disbursing $141,- 
000,000 of the public money and is aap, hegre of its power 
from providing that the pensioner who may be dropped from the 
rolls . all be paid to the end of the quarter when he gets his 
notice? 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the amendment of my colleague do that? 

Mr. WOOD. Itisa good amendment, Iwill say to my colleague 
from Illinois. [Laughter. ] 

The effect of the amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to clear up and 
make plain some ae which has been criticised by those who 
think the bill is well enough already. It is said that there has 
been a “onstruction of a statute of a similar character. Has the 

xint ever been raised before? There has been money paid out 

or sugar bounties, for instance—paid out right along for years, 
and yet under a a similar statute there came along an 
officer and decided that he was greater than the Congress of the 
United States, and that payment was held up. So when we pro- 
vide that this money shall be paid to the pensioners at the rate 
they are now given by law, or such increased rates as may here- 
after be allowed them, we are providing where the money shall 
go. If, when the bill is passed, or at the proper time, there is any 
trouble about the title of it, we can amend that without debate, 
as I understand, under the rules of the House. 

Now, why is not this proper in this bill? It is germane and is 
entirely pertinent to the bill itself. Will the chairman of this 
committee pretend that we might not Me en money in this 
bill, for instance, to a nensioner who h m drop under the 
— days’ notice of the Jaw of a pun or 80 ago? it specified 
the old rate the effect of it would be to continue the pension for 
thirty days. If for thirty days, why not for a quarter? ; 

Can we not then say in this app: iation that if a pensioner is 
cut off his pension shall be continued up to the time of the expira- 
tion of this appropriation? I believe that the amendmentis right, 
that it is not subject to any point of order, that it will do no harm 
te this bill. It will do good, and bea measure of safety, and make 
every man and every widow and every child on that oo roll 
feel easier. They will sleep better at night. This is distributing 
the bounty of the Government, and merely designating where that 
bounty shall go; and if that is not the principal office of an appro- 
priation bill, _ and simple, I have yet to learn what it is. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to have a ruling on 
this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the statement 
of the effect of this amendment, made by the gentleman who pro- 

8 it, that it is clearly subject to the point of order, and the 
r sustains it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to make an announcement 
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to the committee, that if we can get through with this bill to- 
night, I intend to move that when the House adjourn it adjourn 
until Monday. I should like to dispose of this bill to-night. I do 
not like to have it go over until next week. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion can not be made in commit- 
tee. Does the gentleman desire to make that motion, or simply 
to give notice? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply desire to give notice that 
unless we can get through with these amendments reasonably 
soon, I shall have to move that the committee rise, and then get 
some order to limit debate. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out the words “ under the act of June 27, 1890,” in lines 
ll and 12, and also inserting after the word “ defect,” in line 13, the words 
“ omission to allege the true disability.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. On what page is that? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Page 2. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object. | 
— the point of order that we have passed that provision of the 
bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is mistaken about 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the agreement that was made, it is 
still under consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Before the gentleman proceeds, let 
the amendment be reported again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I raise the 
point of order that this is in contravention of the provisions of 
clause 2 of Rule XXI, being a change of existing law. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make the point that the point of 
order comes too late. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then the amendment comes 
too late. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The making of any point of order 
has been waived on this paragraph, and therefore any amend- 
ment to perfect the paragraph is clearly in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is certainly right, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The offering of this amend- 
ment would be a monstrous violation of good faith. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itisaltogether otherwise. The gentleman did 
not reserve any point of order against this paragraph, and it cer- 
tainly is subject toamendment. Although this amendment might 
be out of order in the first instance, yet after this paragrap|: is 
before the committee for debate, then it is certainly amendable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will stz‘* that it would be sub- 
ject to amendment only so far as necessary to perfect the propo- 
sitions contained in the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I conced:: that. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if I may be allowed briefly to explain the object of this 
amendment, I think even my cestaurtel tela’ from New York 
[ Mr. es will waive his objection. If I may have his kind 
attention, I will be very much obliged. 

Mr. Chairman, the evident object of this paragraph is to allow 
pensions to be granted upon the true disability which exists at 
the time of making the application. With the general purpose 
of this paragraph, I believe the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
BARTLETT] has no quarrel, and, in fact, has expressed his ap- 
proval of the general provision. Now, my amendment makes two 
additions to this paragraph. The first addition is by way of sub- 
traction. It eliminates the limitation of the act of June 27, 1'\), 
and makes the same provision applicable to all applications for 
pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska that such an amendment, referring to another 
act, would practically change the whole subject. The Chair d 
sires to ask whether this is not introducing another subject? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; I think not. I think the gen 
eral provision of the paragraph was to allow pensions to be granted 
on the actual disability existing at the time of making the app! 
cation. Now, it seems to me that the reference to the act of 15) 
was merely an incident, and does not go to the heart of the prop 
osition. Since that is the purpose of the paragraph, I have also 
thought best to include, after the word ‘‘defect,” the words 
“omiasion to allege the true disability,” because the words used 
in this paragraph go simply to a defective allegation of disa)ility, 
or to an irt ity relating simply to form; for instance, failure 
to verify as provided by law, and do not include what was the 
evident purpose and intention of the aph, to grant the pen- 
sion on the actual disability existing at the time of the application. 

Now, it seems with this explanation the gentleman will cer- 
tainly withdraw his objection, although I believe it to be not well 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, notwithstand- 
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ing the qualification or adjective applied to me as ‘‘ mercurial ” 
by the gentleman—— 3 a ees Ma 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I withdraw the adjective if it is 
offensive to the gentleman. hs 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (continuing). I shall endeavor 
to give his proposition due consideration, I always assume in 
any agreement made between gentlemen of this House that a man 
is pretty safe, and I am therefore surprised that when I had stated 
to a number of gentlemen who are anxious to get this amendment 
through with this appropriation bill, that I would not raise the 
point of order against this first amendment or rider as it stood, 
provided no effort should be made to amend it thereafter, and an 
agreement was virtually entered into, that a gentleman on the 
same committee should have proposed to take advantage of my 
silence and introduce another amendment. y 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will allow me, 
the gentleman does not mean to state that he had an agreement 
with me that no amendment should be made to that paragraph. — 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say that there was a tacit 
understanding that there should be none. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman certainly has no 
foundation for any such statement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It may not have been with 
you; but it is my impression that I so stated to you. Still, if you 
disclaim it, I accept your statement. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You have absolutely no founda- 
tion for any such intimation, and it is entirely uncalled for. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That may be your view. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is the absolute fact. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will not discuss that with 
the gentleman. I do, however, press my point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. I claim that the effort now to amend this amendment 
by striking out the words *‘ the act of June 27, 1890,” makes a radi- 
cal change. In other words, it would make this amendment of 
existing on or change of an existing law apply not only to the de- 
pendent pension act, so called, of June 27, 1890, but te all other 
pension Gwe, to the general pension law, the law which was 

assed in 1862, and which we ingrafted in the Revised Statutes. 
i ohin also that the insertion of these other words—what are the 
words? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. ‘Omission to allege the true dis- 
ability.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, as the amend- 
ment now stands the applicant can date back to the time of the 
origimal filing. In what case? In case of any defect or infor- 
mality—thatis, any slight error—any informality can be corrected 
just as a court may order one to be corrected; but here we have a 
change-—“‘omission to allege the true disability.” That is a very 
different matter. That opens the door wide, or would open the 
door wide, to fraud. A man could come in and by fabrication of 
testimony make out that he suffered under one disability when in 
point of fact the disability did not even exist. SolIpress my point 
of order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give 
me their attention a moment I will explain why the commit- 
tee limited it to the law of 1890. You will find by examination 
that a statement made by Commissioner Lochren before the sub- 
committee having this bill in charge shows this fact, that under 
the old law if an applicant has a case rejected an application can 
be made to reopen it, and then the pension is made to date from 
the original application or from the time that the disability is 
shown to exist. Under the law of 1890, by a peculiar construc- 
tion of the law, the Commissioner holds that when an application 
is rejected that cuts off all claim, and if another application is 
made he can only make payment from the date of filing the last 
claim. You will find that in the statement of the Commissioner 
before the subcommittee, so that the same rule is not applied to 
claims under the old law as under the law of 1890. 

_ Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr.Chairman, as the time is grow- 
ing very late and we wish to have a vote on this bill, I withdraw 
my amendment. 
e CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For fees and pee of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the fiscal year 1897, $750,000. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the | 
Chair as to the matter es before the committee. Is it not | 


the point of order raise by the gentleman from New York? 
e CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been withdrawn, so 
that the point of order drops. 
Mr. IAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 


_ Motion that all debate— 


Mr. CANNON. I will say to my colleague on the committee, as 
he evidently wants to finish the bill to-night, as the main parts of 
the bill have been passed, and as he has asked the House to sit 
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until the bill is finished, that he might as well let the reading pro- 
ceed and the bill be read through. 

The paragraph was again read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the paragraph we are about passing. 

The CHAIRMAN. To the paragraph which is now being read? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; tothe one which we have just been 
considering. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If that is to be done, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think I shall have to move—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not think that this will take much 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We have already passed that 
paragraph. 

The CHATRMAN, The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY] was endeavoring to obtain the 
floor to offer this amendment, so the Chair will recognize him for 
that purpose. 

The amendment of Mr. CONNOLLY was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out of lines 13 and 14, page 2, the words “ because of any 
defect or informality in the application.” 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, if there be good reasons—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point comes rather late, as the gentle- 
man from Illinois has begun his argument, but it will be con- 
sidered as reserved by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, it will be 
observed, leaves the clause applying to the act of 1890 just as the 
committee have reported it tothe House. The committee in their 
bill report a provision that whenever a claim for pension under 
the act of June 27, 1890, has been, or shall hereafter be, rejected, 
suspended, or dismissed because of any defect or informality in 
the application, and a new application shall have been, or shall 
hereafter be, filed, and a pension has been, or shall hereafter be, al- 
lowed in such claim, such pension shall date from the time of fil- 
ing the first application, provided, etc. 

That I understand to be the rule adopted by the Pension Bureau 
under all the pension acts except that of 1890. My amendment 
would have the effect of applying to the act of 1890, and to pen- 
sions allowed under that act the same rule of construction that is 
applied to all the other pension acts. The committee have limited 
that construction to cases where the pension has not been allowed 
because of defect or informality in the application; but why stop 
there? There may be reasons, arising, if you please, from the ig- 
norance of the applicant, or from other causes— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, 
there is a difference between rejecting a claim and disallowing or 
dismissing a claim. The Pension Oflice sometimes rejects a claim 
| for imperfection in the application on the ground that the appli- 
cation 1s not a proper one, but if a proper application is made and 
the office disallows the claim, the applicant can put in other evi- 
dence, and then the pension, if allowed, dates back to the original 
filing of the claim. In the other case, where the application is 
defective under the law and where the office holds that it is not a 
proper application, the applicant has to go back and file another 
application, and in that case the pension does not date back. In all 
other cases it does. That is why the committee used the words 
** because of any defect or informality in the application.” 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But I understand that there may be cases 
where a pension claim is disallowed or rejected because of the 
absolute failure of proof that the applicant is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; but in that case the Commissioner 
| rules that the applicant may put in evidence to reinstate his claim, 
and if he succeeds the pension goes back to the date of the original 
application. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Under the other pension acts. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under the act of 1890 also. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Anexamination of the statement of the 
Commissioner before the committee will show that I am correct. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that it 

would be safer for the House to say now that in case of an appli- 
| cation for pension under the act of 1890 made while this «ppro- 
| priation bill isin force no claim shall be rejected or disallowed 





| on the ground—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I wish to say to the gentleman that I do 
not see any objection to the language of his amendment, because 
if it does not apply to anything more than what he states it can 
not do any harm. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman from [linois 
what would be the practical advantage to the pensioners of adopt- 
ing his amendment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It would be this: If an application is dis- 
missed or rejected because of the absolute failure of proof to show 





SS i RS AS ROA Wipe REL aT NT OPT 


t+ oe 


an 
x. (a . 


‘ 
i 
| 
| 


<a shite 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


that the claimant is entitled to a pension, under the bill as we 
have it here if. the claimant makes another application he will be 
entitled only to receive a pension from the date of the second 
application. 

r. LIVINGSTON. It distinctly states the contrary. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it does not, 
if Ican read it. It provides that if a pension is allowed on the 
second application, and the evidence in the case shall show the 
disability to have existed at the time of the filing of the first appli- 
cation, then the pension shall be allowed to date back to the time 
of the first application. But that can only be done in a case where 
the application has been rejected on account of informality. I 
want the provision to apply to a rejection for any cause. Such a 
provision can donoharm. Let me stateacase. An applicant for 
pension may have his application on file under the act of 1890-—— 

Mr, NORTHWAY. hat is the language of the amendment 
which the gentleman proposes? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not propose to insert any language, but 
to strike out in lines 13 and 14 the words ‘‘ because of any defect 
or informality in the application.” The clause will then provide 
that if an application for pension has been rejected under this law 
and it turns out on the hearing of a new application that the cause 
for granting the pension existed when the first application was 
made the pension shall in that case be allowed to date back to the 
time of the first application. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I can see no harm in that amendment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Nor can I; on the contrary, it may in some 
cases do much good. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I maintain that the amend- 
ment under the admission of the gentleman who offers it changes 
the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the change proposed to be made by this 
amendment is in the amendment already admitted and now pend- 
ing subject to perfection; and any modification of language which 
is within the subject, which does not go outside to other subjects, 
must inevitably be in order, because it isthe right of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to perfect an admitted amendment within the 
ae which it embraces. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move pro forma to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of making a statement. A good many gentlemen 
have inquired whether there would be a session this evening. 
Until the last five minutes it was the intention of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that a session should be held, but in view of 
the request of the gentleman in charge of the pending bill and 
upon the representation that members have been hard at work 
during the present week, and that there are only a few pension 
bills pending on the Calendar, I am disposed, if it meets the wish 
of the House, to let the session of to-night go over in order that 
when this afternoon session closes we may adjourn until Monday. 

Several MemBERS. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, e want to finish this bill this 
evening. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CoNNOLLY, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. AVERY. I move to amend by striking out the word “ the” 
before the word ‘ disability,” in line 18, page 2, and inserting the 
words ‘‘a pensionable”; so as to read, ‘‘ shall show a pensionable 
disability to have existed.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order that 
this is a change of existing law and is in violation of Rule XXI. 

Mr. AVERY. Oh, no; it does not chango the law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think the Committee on Appro- 
priations are willing to accept the amendment, if they can. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is the pein’ of order pressed? 

Mr. AVERY. This amendment does not change the existing 
law, and I think the gentleman from New York, upon reading it, 
will recognize the propriety of the proposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. y press my point of order, be- 
cause I find that this would be a material change in the existing 
law. The section as it now stands provides substantially that if 
at the time of the second application it is feund that the disability 
then complained of existed at the time of the original filing the 
pension, if granted, shall date back to the time of the filing of the 
original application. Now, suppose that at the time the second 
application is filed the disability complained of is of a very se- 
rious nature, such as to entitle the applicant to a very large pen- 
sion, but that so serious a disability ad not exist at the time of the 
first application. Under this amendment the pension which 
might be allowed in view of this severe grade of bility would 
date back to the time of the filing of the original application, pro- 
vided that at the time of such application the slightest pension- 
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able degree of disability existed. That would certainly be a 
change in the law, besides being manifestly un ‘air. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, and 
will submit the amendment to the committee. 

Mr. AVERY. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
WILLIAM A. STONE] has stated the willingness of the Committee 
on Appropriations to accept the amendment, I hope there will be 
no objection to it. 

The amendment was eed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Imove that all further debate on 
the pas paragraph be closed in one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. _ BURTON. I move the amendment which I send to: the 
aesk,. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the words “ to the contrary notwithstanding,” in 
lines 20 and 21,.of page 2, the following: 

* Provided further, That whenever the medical testimony and examination 
shows that the claimant is not able to earn his support by manual labor the 
claimant shall be granted a pension, Se enans the disability or disa- 
bilities shown to exist by said medical testimony and examination are other 
or different from those set forth in claimant's declaration.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order that 
this is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that all debate on this par- 
agraph be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr.GRAFF. Mr. Chairman.I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire to say, in justice to the large number of members of this 
House who have spoken favorably to the amendment which I 
offered, to os the pensioner a vested right after the pension was 
adjudicated, that, in view of the ruling of the Chairman of the 
committee to-day, which I consider entirely right and proper, [ 
propose te present the same measure to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions at the proper time and endeavor to secure action by that 
committee. I do this with the more confidence from the fact that 
I have been assured by the chairman of that committee, the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Pick LER], while there may be 
some differences of opinion as to the remedy, that the Republican 
membership of that committee mene, so far as he knows, 
recognize the right of a soldier to have his pension secured to him 
by law as a vested right after adjudication, and that a bill will be re- 
ported from that committee at an early date which will remedy 
the evil to which the amendment calls attention. 

I believe that the debate brought up by the introduction of that 
amendment has had its good uses in the House. Iam prond of the 
fact, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment has succeeded in unan- 
imously crystallizing the sentiment on this side of the House in 
favor of a pensioner having a vested right on adjudication of a 
pension in his favor. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he thinks that a proposition would not also find favor 
that would place those upon the pension roll who have been thrown 
out without just cause? 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam in favor of that also. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I hope that that will be done. 

Mr. GRAFF. Iam glad that I can place the blame for the pre- 
vention of the adoption of that amendment upon a gentleman on 
the other side of the House rather than upon this. 

The amendment which I proposed to offer, had it not been an- 
nounced by the gentleman from New York {Mr. BarTLETT] that 
he would object to its consideration under Rule XXI, section 2, of 
this House, with some slight modifications is the same as I an- 
nounced in this House on January 13.. 

In its form as I would desire it now it is as follows: 

Add to the conclusion of the present bill the following: 

“Provided further, That during the fiscal year of iso? in expending all the 
foregoing appropriations no pension shall be reduced, suspended, or dropped 
except for fraud upon the part of the pensioner in obtaining the pension, 
which fraud must be established by the verdict of a jury of the United States 
circuit or district court of the circuit or district in which the pensioner re- 
sides, either by indictment or issue framed in the civil branch of the court, 
on the relation of the Attorney-General of the United States, of which the 
pensioner shall have due and reasonable notice, and appear and plead as in 
other cases: Provided, however, That the foregoing provision shall not apply 
where, since the granting of the pension, the title to said pension has ceased 
to exist under provisions of law. A certified copy of the indictment or issue 
and the p ng. verdict, and judgment had thereon shall in all such cases 


be forwarded by court tothe Commissioner of Pensions free of cost to the 
pensioner.” 


Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
this bill has now been completed, and I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill with favorable recommendation as amended. 

Mr. DANIELS. I desire to present an amendment first, if the 
gentleman will allow me an opportunity. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I think it due to Judge DANIELS 
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that I should withdraw the motion for a few moments, in order to 
rmit him to offer an amendment. I feel under obligation to 


Mr, DANIELS. I offer this amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 15, page 4, add the following: : 

“The Commissioner of Pensions is also hereby authorized and empowered, 
at a rent not exceeding $3,000 per annum, to lease or hire for the use of the 

nsion agency in the city of Buffalo suitable rooms in a new fireproof build- 
ing in the said city of Butfalo; and a sum not exceeding $3,000 is appropriated 
to pay said rent.” . | 

Mr. MILES. I raise the point of order upon the amendment. | 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend from New York permit a sug- 


gestion? 5 

Mr. DANTELS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. If you want $3,000 at Buffalo, as there is an 
item for rent of $23,000 in the bill, why not move to strike out 
‘three thousand ” and insert ‘‘ six thousand?” 

Mr. DANIELS. I thought it would be more satisfactory to the 
members of the committee and to the House to present it in this 
shape, where the explanation would appear on the face of the 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I hope the gentleman from New 
York will not consume more than his five minutes. 

Mr. DANIELS. I shall not do so. 

T desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
there is an absolute necessity for this additional appropriation in 
the city of Buffalo. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the point of order has been’ made 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will please 
state his point of order. 

Mr. MILES. The point of order I make is that this amendment 
changes existing law, and also that it provides for an expenditure 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. DANIELS. The Chair will observe that this is simply to 
increase the appropriation mentioned in the fifteenth line of the 
bill in section 4. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the amendment apply to that line? 

A MemBER. That is the effect of the amendment, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the point of order has been made against 
the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let us have a ruling, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is compelled to sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I now move that 
the committee rise and report the bill as amended to the House. 

Before that motion is submitted, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent that all members who have not spoken upon this question 
may have permission to print their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iobject. I think we have had 
enough of this. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the pension appropriation bill, had directed him to 
report the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. Un- 
less objection is made, the vote will be taken on the amendments 
together. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

WITHDRAWAL OF A REPORT. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw a report, No. 58, accompanying House bill No. 147, and | 
to substitute another report. 

The SPEAKER. Is it by direction of the committee? 

Mr. POOLE. I have the consent of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gon- 


tleman from New York to withdraw a report and to substitute 
another? 


There was no objection. 
IMPROVEMENTS IN HOUSE RESTAURANT. 
Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from the 
Committee on Public uildings and Grounds, with a resolution, 
for the present consideration of which I ask unanimous consent. 
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The res lution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be appropriated from the contingent fund of the House for the purpose 
of enlarging and improving the House restaurant and the kitchen attached 
thereto,the said sum to be expended under the direction of the Architect of 
the Capitol and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
if that is the report of a subcommittee? 

Mr. HICKS. It is the report of the entire committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in what form does that reso- 
lution come up? 

The SPEAKER. As a report from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HICKS. It is reported by the entire committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
the gentleman in what position will that leave the present keeper 
of the House restaurant with reference to betterments and im- 
provements? 

Mr. HICKS. It will not change his condition at all. He and 
Mr. Lewis, the new keeper, are arranging that to the entire satis- 
faction of both. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. He will be deprived of no ex- 
isting rights? 

Mr. HICKS. None whatever. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand that that committee has no 
right to report this as a privileged matter, and I want to suggest 
that there is no money in the contingent fund with which to pay 
that amount. 

Mr. HICKS. The Committee on Accounts have agreed to the 
matter, and also the Committee on Appropriations. It is neces- 
sarv that some improvements should be made, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Thegentleman is mistaken about the con- 
sent of the Committee on Appropriations. We have that matter 
under consideration, and there is no money in the contingent fund 
with which to pay this. 

Mr. HICKS. lam informed that there is a fund, and I trust 
the gentleman will not interpose any objection to this needed im- 
provement. We will find the fund. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, I want to ask if it is designed also 
to improve the cooking? 

Mr. HICKS. This is intended for the benefit of all of you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I suggest that there ought to be 
some means devised by which amember can get a good meal with- 
out paying three or four days’ salary for it. 

Mr. HICKS. If you will permit the improvements to be made 
you will all be benefited. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man why the new keeper of the restaurant should not pay these 
expenses himself. Why should we be obliged to appropriate the 
public money for such a purpose? 

Mr. HICKS. It is a permanent improvement, and belongs to 
the House. Similarimprovements on the Senate side cost $15,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In the absence of the other 
members of the Committee on Appropriations I shall object. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
his objection. Is therg further objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HiCKS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that when the House ad- 
journ it adjourn to meet on Monday next. If that motion shall 
prevail it will do away with the meeting to-night, as I under- 
stand it. 

The SPEAKER. That motion alone will not accomplish that 
object. Under the rules the evening session would take place, 
and after that the House would adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that if this motion 
prevails, and then if the House adjourns before 5 o’clock, that 
does accomplish an adjournment until Monday and does away 
with the evening session. 

The SPEAKER. That would do it; yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that when the House ad- 
journ it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I desire to say it was the in- 
tention of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to have a session 
this evening, but a large number of members have said that they 
are very weary, having been here so long, and that there is a 
desire to adjourn over until Monday. Further, we have only a 
few private pension bills on the Calendar, and therefore we have 
pomintod to ask a vacation of the order for an evening session 
to-night. 

The motion of Mr. WiLLIAM A, STONE was agreed to. 
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EXTENDING TIME FOR MAKING ASSESSMENT OF REAL ESTATE IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled the 
joint resolution (H. Res, 25) to extend the time for making an as- 
sessment of real estate in the District of Columbia; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, in moving to ad- 
journ, I simply wish to state that which no doubt many members 
know, that the pension bill just passed is fifty days ahead of the 
passage of any pension appropriation bill in the last three Con- 
gresses. [Applause.| I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 50 
ay p.m.) the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 
o'clock m, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for armament 
of fortifications, rapid-fire guns, etc.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be _— 

A letter from the Acting retary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs to the War 
Department branch of the Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submitting an 
estimate of deficiency for the pay of regular assistant attorneys 
for the current fiscal year—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company, transmitting the annual report of the said 
company for the year ended December 31, 1895—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
estimate of a deficiency in the appropriation for expenses of the 
Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy for the year ended 
June 30, 1895—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Caleadars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred House bill No. 54, reported in lieu thereof the 
bill CH. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota Rail- 
road Company right of way through certain Indian reservations 
in the State of Minnesota, accompanied by a report (No. 71) in 
writing thereon; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2300) to incorporate the 5u- 
preme Council of the Thirty-third ee of Scottish Rite Ma- 
sonry for the Southern Jurisdiction of the United States, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 70) in 
writing thereon; which said bill, amendment, and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 189) to repeal 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama 
from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 78) in writing thereon; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1244) to confirm 
certain cash entries of offered lands, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 75) in writing thereon; 
which said bill, amendment, and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
eg 7) (H.R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder. (Report 
9, OF, 
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_By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz. (Report No. 68.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 856) extending provisions of an act granting pen- 
sicns to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 1890, to the Eight- 
eenth and Nineteenth regiments of Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, 
(Report No. 72.) 


ADVERSE REPORT 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, the following adverse report was de- 
livered to the Clerk and laid on the table: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2047) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell, (Report No. 69.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
* = following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4242) to amend section 
4426, Title LII, Revised Statutes, requiring ferryboats, canal boats, 

achts, and other small craft of like character, propelled by gaso- 
ine, gas, fluid, naphtha, or motor power to be inspected under the 
provisions of this title—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 4243) to pay for 
improving the streets in front of the post-office site in the city of 
Sacramento, State of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 4244) to apply a portion of the 

roceeds of the sale of public lands to the New Mexico School of 
ines, located at Socorro, N. Mex.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Py Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 4245) in refer- 
ence to pensions and their payment—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 4246) declaring that bicycles, 
for the purpose of transportation by common carriers in inter- 
state commerce, shall be deemed baggage, and regulating said 
transportation—to the Committee on interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H.R. 4247) directing the foreclosure of 
the Government lien on the Pacific railroads, and for other pui- 
poses—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4248) granting to certain succ: 
ful contestants of timber-culture entries the privilege of now exer- 
cising their right of entry under the timber-culture act of June 
14, 1878—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H.R. 4249) donating the aban- 
doned military reservation in the State of Washington, Jefferson 
eer to &chool district No. 1—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R. 4250) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to exchange with the National 
Guard of the respective States Springfield rifles of the pattern of 
the year 1884 for a rifles of the pattern of the year 187: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4251) to amend section 619 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the appointment of circuit court clerks—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4252) to declare the jurisdiction of circuit 
courts of the United States in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H.R. 4253) granting ar- 
rears of pension to certain widows whose husbands served sixty 
days or more in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for 
settlement of titles and disposition of public landsin the Arredondo 

me in Columbia County, Fla.—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 4256) granting to the Wash- 
ington Cooling Company the right to lay pipes for the distriln- 
tion of materials for refrigerating purposes—to the Commitice 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 4318) granting increase of 
pension to survivors of the Mexican ard Indian wars and to their 
widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 4819) to amend the Articles 
~ the Government of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4320) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1892—to the Committee on Pensions. _ : 

By Mr. RUSK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 87) extending time 
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for completion of Washington and Maryland Railway Company— | By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ; George Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa-—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. | Pensions. 
Res. No. 16) for distribution of monographs and bulletins of the By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4282) granting a pension to 
United States Geological Survey—to the Committee on Printing. Louise Friday, Edwardsville, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. HOWE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. | Pensions. 
15) relative to completing the ‘*chiaro-oscuro” by Mr. Costogini By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to 
in the Rotunda of the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. | Delia A. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
—_——— ' By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4284) to increase the pension of 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. Samuel Masters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


: ee ‘ ee Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) to increase the pension of E. H. White— 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





were made: - By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of Jacob Walker 
The memorial of the One Hundred Thousand Club of Fresno, om ¢ on hn 8 Ye ttn 7.” 
‘al, uraing that immediate action | ken on the part of our a assignee of Thornton Ralls—to the Committee on War 


‘ernment for a speedy completion of the Nicaragua Canal— 
Goats on orsign Relations discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 4 

The bill (H. R. 3112) ss a pension to Josephine Foote 
Fairfax Committee om a discharged, and referred to the Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) granting a pension to George W. Wiant— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4 hn By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 4290) to place 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. on the pension roll the name of [saac Bloss—to the Cx ae on 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | Pensions. 
titles were presented and referred as follows: A By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 4291) granting an in- 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 4257) to correct the military | crease of pension to John C. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid 
record of John Blue, of Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee on | Pensions. 

Military Affairs. 3y Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4258) to correct the military record of Wil- | Thomas Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
liam F. Magee, of Uniontown, Pa.—to the Committee on Military By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 4298) for the relief of the heirs of 


By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4287) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) granting a pension to John Hoke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Affairs. S. H. Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 4259) for the relief of E. W. and By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief 

A. Gross, of Wakefield, R. I1.—to the Committee on Claims. | of the estates of Daniel Woodson and of Ely Moore—to the Commit- 
Also, a bill (AH. R. 4260) for the relief of Thomas F. Tobey—to | tee on Claims. 

the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief of Alfred T, 
By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 4261) to pension Mrs. Susan | Morey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

M. Sessford—to the Committee on Pensions. sy Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4296) to increase the pension of 


By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 4262) referring to the | Charles Parshall, Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment of Wiscon- 
Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compen- | sin Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sation for the use by the United Statesof his invention relating Also, a bill (H. R. 4297) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Car- 
to projectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to | man, widow of Augustus Carman, who was a private in Company 
him March 25, 1852—to the Committee on the Judiciary. F, One hundredth Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers— 
By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 4263) for the relief of John | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Millan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pen- | pension to Annie Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sion to Mary Pelham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson— | By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief of Joseph H. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Watson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 4300) for relief of Regina Ernst— 

to Herman Caples, late of Company L, Twentieth New York | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 4301) for the relief of the Merchants and 
By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase of | Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md.—to the Com- 

pension to Gabriel Widmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | mittee on Claims. 

sions. By Mr. STRAIT: A bill (H. R. 4302) granting a pension to 
By Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 4268) granting a pension to Mrs. | Mrs. Mary Jane Secrest—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Xhristina Graham—to the Committee on Pensions. | By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 4303) for the relief of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of George Arnal—to the | Dr. H. C. Farrand—to the Committee on Claims. 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 3y Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 4304) to pension 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pen- | Luman Bell for services rendered in the war with Mexico—to the 

sion to Kattie Lambert, of Osage City, Kans.—to the Committee | Committee on Pensions. 

on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of Rev. M. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) granting an increase of pension to | M. Travis—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ralph Mulvane, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 4306) to correct the records 

Pensions, and roll of Capt. Allen G. Johnson’s company, First Regiment 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of James H. Covert, of El- | Florida Mounted Volunteers, by inserting the name of Robert H. 


dorado, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Hunter in place of Silas Hunter—to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. DOWNING: A bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of Rich- | Affairs. 
ard §. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4307) to make Commodore Wil- 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4274) granting an increase of | iiam P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list— 
snsion to John Matlock, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on | to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ensions, | By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4308) for the relief of William 
By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of | C. Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from | Also, a bill (H. R. 4309) granting a pension to Henry W. Rup- 
$20 to $50 hn! month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | right—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H.R. 4276) for the relief of William | By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4310) for the relief of Ma- 
Craig, to cancel order dismissing him from United States naval | thias Pedersen—to the Committee on War Claims. 
service March 14, 1863—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4311) for the relief 
By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 4277) for the relief of Marie | of Eliza D. Ricketts—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Damainville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4312) for relief of C. Phetzing, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) to grant an honorable discharge and re- | of Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
move thecharge of desertion standing against the name of Terence By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 4313) to increase 
Lynch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. the pension of Mrs. Charlotte B. Cozzens—to the Committee on 

_By Mr. GROUT (by request): A bill (H.R. 4279) to cure the | Invalid Pensions. 
title to certain real estate in the District of Columbia—to the By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4314) for the relief of Dr. John N. 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Groves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4280) restoring the | By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H.R. 4315) for the relief of Clara A. 
widow of William T. Tout to the pension roll—to the Committee | Graves and others, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the Com- 
on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Claims. 
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By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4316) granting a pension to 
Margaret Meyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 4317) to place on the muster 
roll the names of Claiborn Evans and others—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ie and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
asking for legislation which will retire the greenbacks and Treas- 
s notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

y Mr. BULL: Circular of the Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As- 
sociation of Providence, R. I., relative to licensed officers of steam 
vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Hon. T. O, Torrison, 
chairman, and G. G. Sedgwick, secretary, of Manitowoc Im- 
provement Company, together with memorials containing the 
names of 527 citizens of Oshkosh, Fond du Lac, re ena- 
sha, Neenah, Ripon, El Dorado, Osceola, Hancock, and Pack- 
waukee, in favor of an adequate appropriation to establish and 
maintain a 21-foot channel in the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 200 citizens of Iowa, and inmates 
of the Iowa Soldiers’ Home, at Marshalltown, favoring the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Iowa members of the Na- 
tional Guard, a Ss the passage of House bill No. 2294— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Jacob Hurley, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of E. H. Martin, J. M. Jones, 
and others, of Webster City, lowa, for an appropriation to carry 
on litigation against the Bell Telephone Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizens of Whatcom County, 
Wash., favoring the passage of the immigration bill introduced by 
Mr. WILLIAM A, StoNE—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, asking Con- 
gress to provide for the establishment of a Weather Bureau service 
at Tacoma, Wash.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, urging 
- passage of Senate bill No, 334—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Pastors’ Union of Snohomish, Wash.., rel- 
ative to Armenian sufferers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John 8. Lamb and others, asking 
to be allowed the benefit of the pension laws—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions of relief com- 
mittee of Springfield, Mass., in favor of the Armenians—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: Memorial from the Central Labor Union of 
Lafayette, Ind., in favor of a bill to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HICKS: Two petitions, respectively, of Rev. W. L. Spa- 
wae. John K. Strayer, Robert Delozier, and others, and J. K. 
Templeton, J. D. Cox, and 55 other citizens of Tyrone, Pa., for 
the enactment of laws restricting immigration and the e of 
the Stone bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of John A. Snowberger, David Dougherty, A. F. 
Earnest, and others, of East Freedom, Pa., favoring the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Chicago January 13, 1896, requesting the retirement of the green- 
backs and Sherman notes—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a minute on the state of affairs in Armenia adopted by 
the Congregational Ministerial] Union of Chicago January 13, 
1896—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Delia A: Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of M. M. Murphy and others to ac- 
company a bill for the relief of Jacob Walker, son and assignee 
of Thornton Ralls—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Norwalk and vicinity, together 
with 87 citizens of Shelby, Ohio, and vicinity, favoring the pas- 
sage of the immigration bill introduced by Hon. WiLLiam A. 
StToNE—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No, 3247, for 
the relief of Charles Bhtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of the heirs of Nancy Hutche- 
son, deceased, late of Fulton County, Ga., praying reference of 
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a ee claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

Also, petition of the estate of Henry Banks, deceased, late of 
Falton County, Ga., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition and resolution of mass 
meeting of citizens of Haddonfield, N. J., concerning the Arme- 
nian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: Petition of Hon. P. T. Glass, Hon, 
George W. Young, mayor, and 28 othercitizens, of Ripley, Tenn., 
praying for the passage of an act for the relief of the book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

¥ Mr. McEWAN: Petition of 500 citizens of Hudson County, 
N.J., asking the passage of the immigration bill of Hon. W11- 
LIAM A. STONE, restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

v4 r. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of Thomas Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of F. G. Leach and 78 other 
citizens of Burton and other parts of Geauga County, Ohio, in 
support of an act to secure a better grade of immigrants to this 
country—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petition and papers of the United States Mili- 
tary Academy detachment of army service men, favoring a +ill 
for the retirement of enlisted men after having served twenty- 
five years in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United 
States, who were physically disqualified in the line of duty for 
active service, at 75 per cent of the pay, etc., of the rank upon 
which they were retired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Two petitions, respectively, of George Albert- 
son and 28 others, H. O. Cahart and 16 others, citizens of Warren 
County, N. J., praying the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of William H. Ballou, asking that the 
bulls bred for fighting be interdicted, and bull fighters be subject 
to the exclusion clause of the contract-labor law—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of the New Orleans 
clearing house, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Sugar Planters’ Association of Louisiana, 
urging an increased duty on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Johanna Eckle, for arrearages of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Residenz Lodge, No. 513, In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Scranton, Pa., for the passage 
of House bill No. 1360, for the relief of Odd Fellows’ Hall Asso- 
ciation of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of Rev. Albert Donnell, pastor of 
the Congregational Church of Wellfleet, Mass., in regard to the 
suffering Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr, STAHLE: Petition of 66 citizens of York County, Pa., 
praying for the or of the William A. Stone bill, restricting im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the Little Rock Typographical 
Union, No. 92, in relation to the Government Printing Office—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Two papers relating to House bill No. 2480, 
for the relief of D. C. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of John T. West, administrator of 
Naharai Foreman, deceased, late of Norfolk County, Va., praying 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 20, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLeurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. ; 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the enrolled 
bill (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer Miamt, 
which ha a. received the signature of the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution 
of March 2, 1895, directing the Secretary of the Interior to with- 
hold any further distribution and payment out of the money de- 
rived from 35 per cent of the ju ent in favor of the Old Settler 
or Western Cherokee Indians against the United States in the sum 
of $800,386.31, set apart for the payment of expenses and for legal 
services justly and equitably payable on account of the prosecu- 








ea tae 


SO ae 


ee 
5 


tion of this claim, until otherwise authorized by law, except al- 


lowances already made for legal services, transmitting certain, 


information as to any and all payments and distributions from 
this fund already made, together with copies of all payments in any 
manner connected with said payments and distributions filed in 
the Interior Department and the office of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; which, with the accompanying documents, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DEDUCTIONS FROM SALARIES OF CLERKS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 20, 1895, information as to whether there 


is a practice in the Post-Office Department, or any branch or line | 
of its service, of deducting from a clerk’s salary, at the end of a 


month, pay for such offenses as missending a registered package, 
carrying mail past its destination, or failing to sign a register at 
terminal points,.and also the extent to which this practice has 
been carried on and the aggregate sum of money in the Post- 
Office Department arising from this practice; which was read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask, in addition to the printing of the com- 
munication which has just been read, that it may lie on the table 
for a few days, when I shall call it up. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

ANACOSTIA. AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 
road Company, transmitting the annual report of the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company for the year ended Decem- 
ber 31, 1895; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of paereumnaitons by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educa- 
tional purposes in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 8537) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled “‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution of 
copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies 
in Congressional districts where distribution has not been made. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, upon the Hon. Marcus 
C. Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky, and 
upon the Hon. George W. Houk, late a Representative from the 
State of Ohio, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 30) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide a 

rmanent system of highways in that part of the District of 

lumbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893; 

_A bill (8. 43) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit cer- 
tian lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to extend the time for making 
an assessment of real estate in the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Produce 
——_ of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to cancel every 
note once redeemed in gold by the Treasury and to issue long- 
term bonds in sums of $50 and Teas at a rate of interest not to ex- 
ceed 3 per cent, to be offered to the people of this country and no 
other; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
Iil., praying for the enactment of legislation to permanently re- 
tire and cancel all United States notes, called greenbacks, and 

jury notes, called Sherman notes, in order to prevent disas- 
ter to business and preserve the honor of our country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, - 
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He also presented a petition of members of the Kentucky Equal 
Rights Association, praying Congress to protect women equally 
with black men against State denial of the right of suffrage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Clay B. Bording and sundry 
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so- 
called William A. Stone immigration bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present resolutions adopted by the Board 
of Trade of New Orleans, Limited, asking favorable consideration 
of what is known as the Squire bill, making appropriations for 
the protection of the United States coasts everywhere from foreign 
attack. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [Ialso present a memorial concerning the 
importance, condition, and needs of the harbor of New Orleans, 
with a petition praying that an adequate appropriation be made 
for the improvement of that harbor. 

The memorial shows that the exports from the port of New Or- 
leans in 1891 were $81,529,453. The imports in the same year 
were $18,087,944, or nearly 66 per cent of the entire imports of all 
the Gulf ports. It further shows that New Orleans is the second 
port in the United States in regard toits exports, and in regard to 
imports it is the fourth; while, in regard to its total foreign com- 
merce, it is only exceeded by New York, Boston, and Philadelphia. 

The memorialists show that this harbor is of national and 
international importance. They ask that Congress appropriate 
for the improvement of the harbor at New Orleans the sum of 
$500,000, and they further urge that this be made part of a con- 
tinuing appropriation of $2,000,000, extending over four years, 
similar to appropriations for other important works, as made by 
the Fifty-third Congress. 

The memorial is signed by the mayor and city council of the 
city of New Orleans, by the president of the New Orleans Levee 
Board, by the presidents of the Cotton Exchange, Board of Trade, 
Sugar Exchange, Mechanics Dealers, and Lumbermen’s Ex- 
change, the Maritime Exchange, and the Chamber of Commerce; 
also, by the president of the Associated Banks in Clearing House, 
and by the president of the Board of Underwriters, and the presi- 
dent of the Association of Railroads. 

I move that the memorial and petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, recommending the retirement of the greenback circulation. 
I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions of the Victoria Club of 
Chicago, in relation to the action in the Transvaal Republic. I 
move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I also present a petition of the National Live 
Stock Exchange of Chicago, in relation to the condition of the live- 
stock trade, praying that Congress, by the aid of the diplomatic rep- 
resentatives of our Government, who have larger experience and 
more intimate knowledge of the means necessary to be employed, 
enact such legislation as Congress in its wisdom may deem expe- 
dient in the interests of that trade with foreign countries. 

In this connection I have a letter which states that when reci- 
procity was inaugurated, Germany, France, Sweden, Norway, 
Switzerland, and Belgium freely bought our cattle, sheep, hog 
products, and canned meat, and when it was repealed the trade 
was in a large degree cut off. 

I call the especial attention of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry to this petition and to the subject therein discussed. 
I move that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation abolishing compul- 
sory pilotage on coasting and sailing vessels when the captain has 
a United States license, or a vessel in tow of a tug in charge of a 
man holding such license; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry petitions of citizens of King- 
wood, New Lexington, Middletown, Royalton, Voltair, Sunbury 
Gap, East Freedom, Pindleton, West Fairview, Berwick, Lewis- 
berry, Penns Park, Wrightstown, Lingohocken, Churchville, and 
Bellsano, allin the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
of the so-called William A. Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of George W. McGibbin and 
66 other citizens of Sioux City, lowa, praying for the passage of 
the so-called William A. Stone immigration bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration, 
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Mr. LODGE presented the petition of H. A. Brown, of West- Mr. HILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Utica, N. 
port Point, Mass., praying that an increased duty be placed on} Y., and a petition of members of sundry churches of Malone, 
sugar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. N. Y., praying that the President and the Congress of the Unite: 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Wholesale | States use their influence withthe great powers of Europe in per 
Lumber Association of Boston, Mass., praying that an appro- | suading them to arrest the awful persecutions now in progress in 

wiation be made providing additional: improvements for Boston | Turkey and Armenia; which were referred to the Committee 
Farbor: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of M. A. Chandley and Mr, MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition, in the form 
other citizens of North Carolina, praying that the sum of $45 be | of resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of La Crosse, Wis.. 
paid to G. C. Haynie, administrator of Hannah McDowell, de- | praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
ceased, late of Marshall, N. C., for accrued pension at the date of | patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to t), 
her death; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Matilda Haynie, of Marshall, He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce . 
N.C., praying that compensation be granted her for services ren- | Milwaukee, Wis., praying that an appropriation be made for in 
dered the Government as a guide during the late war; which was | proving the harbor facilities at St. Joseph and Benton Harbor j 
referred to the Committee on Claims, the State of Michigan; which was referred to the Committee oy 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 543 members and friends of | Commerce. 
the Saturday Morning Club, of Boston, Mass., praying for the Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry letter carriers, of 
passage of House bill No. 119 to protect public forest reservations; | Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation to pay t! 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reserva- | claims of the letter carriers for overtime, judgments for whic! 
tions and the Protection of Game. have been rendered by the Court of Claims; which was referred 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Amethyst Council, No. 40, | to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
of Amethyst, Colo., and a petition of the Trades and Labor As- Mr. BRICE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Long Bot- 
: sembly of Denver, Colo., praying for the speedy recognition as | tom, Meigs County, and Magadore, all in the State of Ohio, pra 
i belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; | ing for the passage of the so-called William A. Stone immigration 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Burnside Post, No. 15, Grand He also presented a petition of the Albert F. Remy Company, «f 
Army of the Sanuiile Husesteeal of Colorado and Wisconsin, | Mansfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankrupt: 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting a ion of $8 | bill; which was cited to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
per month to all honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and ma- He also presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Bicyclo 
rines who served in the late war of the rebellion; which was re- | Club, praying for an increase in the appropriation for the ofiic. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. of road inquiry of the Department of Agriculture; which wa 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the common council of Su- | referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

rior, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing} He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
for raising and controlling the levels of the Great Lakes in order | Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation in the in 
to deepen their harbors and connecting shallows without further | terest, of morality; which was referred to the Committee on 1) 
dredging, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- | District of Columbia. 
merce, He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Akron, Ohio, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Nor-| praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
walk, Shelby, Belle Center, Attica, Brookfield, Melmore, and triots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 
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Rapids, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the of the | Committee on Foreign Relations. 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to Com- Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
mittee on Immigration. Napa County, ., and of the city council of Napa, Cal., pray- 


He also presented a potion of sundry citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, | ing for the control and construction by the Government of the 
praying oe Se spec oocnas ees = thee! i Ni _ Canal; which was referred to the Committee on For- 

triots in their struggle for " was re eign fati . 
Committee on es — i > as adopted CUBAN CONSTITUTION. 

e also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions, : sy a an 

- by the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Exchange, praying for the issuance a = rmet eS oe ee io 
y 4 of long-term bonds in sums of $50 and less at a rate of interest bod as s uniecelianecus deaumnent 
BF 1a Oo SS FNS Ne ee eee ee P'the VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
iH once redeemed in gold by the Treasury; which wasreferred to the) none, anit wil beso ordered 
a He also presented a pees of the Ministerial Association of aes is 
jie New Phi lphia and Dover, Ohio, praying for the enact- Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
ment of legislation in the interest of morality; which wasreferred | was referred the bill (S. 1415) relating to the liability of employ- 


























ti to the Commitittee on the District of Columbia. ers in the District of Columbia to make compensation for per- 
i Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Ww oe sonal injuries suffered by employees in their service, asked to be 
Lumber Dealers’ Association, a petition of the Trade | discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 


of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the im ment of the harbors | to the Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to 
of Ludington, Mich., anh eulemen, is.; which were referred He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 


to the Committee on Commerce. bill (S. 1416) providing for the preferment of wages of employers 
Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Harry E. Price and | in cases of assi ent, execution, in payment by receivers, ctc., 
sundry other citizens of Cumber the petition of J. D. War- | asked to be disc from its further consideration and that it 


field and sundry other citizens of Damascus, and a — of | be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; whic! 
sundry citizens of Baltimore, all in the State of Maryland, pray- | was agreed to. : ; 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which Mr. HOAR. I am also directed by the Committee on t! 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. Jw , to whom was referred the bill (S. 1488) to repeal an 
Pe Mr. COCKRELL. _I present a petition, numerously signed by | act entitled “‘An act for the punishment of certain crimes therein 
i citizens of Aurora, Mo., praying for the passage of so-called —, approved January 30, 1799, being section 5335 of the 
; Stone immigration bill. evised Statutes of the United States, to ask to be discharged fro 
i I also present a petition, numerously signed, by the leading cit- | its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committe: 
Ne izens of Maryville, Mo., praying for the passage of the same bill. | on Foreign Relations. I call the attention of the Senator from 
lee I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Immi- | Delaware [Mr. Gray] to this report. ips 
gration, and hope they will be there given full consideration. Mr. GRAY. The Committee on the Judiciary, then, does no! 
it) The motion was agreed to. | take e ance of the bill? __ 
ifa Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mis-| Mr. HOAR. It is the bill introduced by the Senator from Del- 
souri praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration | aware [Mr. Gray] in regard to correspondence of American cit 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on ay zens with foreign. ernments. oe ; 

He also presented a petition of the United States tary Tel-| Mr. GRAY. Itis the — of the Judiciary Committee that 

aph Corps, praying that they be compensation for effi- | the bill belongs rather to Committee on Foreign Relations? 

ent and im t service the Government. _— Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Foreign Relations, of which 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on the Senator is himself a member. , . 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Marine *| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be agreed to, in the 
Beneficial Association, No. 35, of Sam Francisco, Cal., for | absence of objection. as 
the of Senate bill No. 785 to reorganize thepersonnelof the| Mr. HOAR, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, to whom was 
United States Navy, and for other purposes; which was referred to | referred the bill (S. 1560) to regulate the procedure in pension 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, cases, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, aud 
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that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; which was 
or > ‘ 

ere sat from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

pill (S. 991) for the relief of Frederick Carlisle, asked to be dis- 

charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 

the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1398) for the relief of Maj. Samuel T. Cushing, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 38) proposing anamendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage; which was agreed to. , ae 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1498) to punish the carnal and 
unlawful knowing of any female under the age of 18 years, to 
ask to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

This is a bill toraise the age of consent in the District of Colum- 
bia, the Territories, and all other places within the exclusive ju- 
risdiction of the United States. The committee were of opinion 
that in regard to the Territories the matter would be more properly 
dealt with by the several Territorial legislatures, and in regard to 
all places within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States 


except the District of Columbia the likelihood of such offenses | 
there is so small thatit is not worth while to make any legislation | 


in addition to what now exists. Therefore, the matter being re- 
duced tothe District of Columbia, the committee were of opinion 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia is the proper place 
for a consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on the Judiciary will 
be = from the further consideration of the bill and it will 
be referred.to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam also instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1582) to pay to the widow 
of the late Samuel F. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum 
equal to the balance of his salary for the year in which he died, to 
report it without amendment. 

ive notice that to-morrow, or at some early day,I shall call 
up this bill for action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.677) to provide American registers for the 
barks Minde and Johan Ludwig, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (R. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 680) for the relief of 
James Linskey from the operation of the act restricting the owner- 
ship of real estate in the Territories and the District of Columbia 
to American citizens, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


PITMAN PULSIFER’S CENSUS TABLE. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report a res- 
olution, with the accompanying table, and ask immediate action. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of “‘ Table showing the publications and cost of 
each census of the United States,”’ prepared by Pitman Pulsifer, formerly 


clerk of Committee on the Census, United States Senate, be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the request in regard to the reso- 
lution? 


Mr. HALE. I ask immediate consideration for it. I will state 
to the Senator-— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again, and then I will hear 
the explanation. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HALE. This matter has been called to the attention of the 
Committee on Printing by the Commissioner of Labor, who has 
charge of the census. I have sent to the Printing Office and find 
= cost only $17.50, and therefore the committee recommend 


HALE. Yes. 


Mr. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, 7 ” 
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THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. DAVIS. Lam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom were referred the joint resolution (S. R.1) relative 
to the enforcement of the Monroe doctrine; the joint resolution 
(S. R. 12) to enforce the Monroe doctrine; the joint resolution 
(S. R. 49) to enforce the Monroe doctrine; the resolution of the 
board of supervisors of Sangamon County, IIl., in favor of the 
maintenance of the Monroe doctrine; resolutions adopted by 
Washington Council, No. 1, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, Butte City, Mont., indorsing President Cleveland’s mes 
sage upon the Monroe doctrine; and a memorial of the Eighth 
Ward Republican Club of the city of Detroit, Mich., relative to 
the Monroe doctrine, to ask to be discharged from their further 
consideration, and to report a concurrent resolution, which I ask 





may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The commiitee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution and memo- 
rials, if there be no objection. The concurrent resolution will be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Mon- 
roe doctrine. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
whereas President Monroe, in his message to Congress of December 2, A. D. 
1823, deemed it proper to assert as a principle in which the rights and inter- 
ests of the United States are involved that the American continents, by the 
free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintained, 
were thenceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by 
any European power; and 

_Whereas President Monroe further declared in that message that the 
United States would consider any attempt by the allied powers of Europe to 





| extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 


peace and safety; that with the existing colonies and dependencies of any 


| European power we have not interfered and should not interfere, but that 


with the Governments who have declared their independence and main- 
tained it, and whose independence we have on great consideration and on just 
principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose 
of oppressing them or controlling in any other manner their destiny by any 
| European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly 
disposition toward the United States; and further reiterated in that mes- 
sage that it is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political 
system to any _— of either continent without endangering our peace and 
happiness; anc 

Whereas the doctrine and policy so proclaimed by President Monroe have 
since been repeatedly asserted by the United States by Executive declara- 
tion and action upon occasions and exigencies similar to the particular 
occasion and exigency which caused them to be first announced, and have 
been ever since their promulgation, and now are, the rightful policy of the 
United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the United States of America reaffirms and confirms 
the doctrine and —_ promulgated by President Monroe in his mes- 
sage of December 2, A. D. 1823, and declares that it will assert and maintain 
that doctrine and those potapees, and will regard any infringement thereof, 
and particularly any attempt by any European power to take or acquire any 
new or additional territory on the American continents, or any island adja- 
cent thereto, or any right of sovereignty or dominion in the same in any case 
or instance as to which the United States shall deem such attempt to be dan- 
gerous to its peace or safety by or through force, purchase, cession, occupa- 
tion, pledge, colonization, protectorate, or by control of the easement in any 
canal or any other means of transit across the American Isthmus, whether 
under unfounded pretension of right in cases of alleged boundary disputes 
or under any other unfounded pretensions, as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition toward the United States and as an interposition which 
it would be impossible in any form for the United States to regard with in- 





difference. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the concurrent resolution be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to give notice, having reference to 
the filing of the resolution, and having reference also to the reso- 
lution which was introduced by the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SEWELL], that I shall on Wednesday, at the close of the rou- 
tine morning business, ask leave to address the Senate upon the 
Venezuelan question. 

Mr. GRAY. I desire to say, in reference to the report from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations just made by the Senator from 


Minnesota [Mr. Davis], that that report was notfrom a unanimous 
committee, 
SUITS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
| back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 1547) to extend 
| the jurisdiction of the United States circuit court of appeals, 

eighth circuit, over certain suits now pending therein on appeal 
and writ of error from the United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory; and as there is immediate necessity for the passage of the 
bill, I am instructed to ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps a single word of explanation may be nec- 
essary. 

The United States court in the Indian Territory embraced the 
whole Territory prior to the passage of an act last March, and ap- 
peals and writs of error were taken from that court to the court 
of appeals of the = circuit. Last March we divided the Ter- 


ritory into three judicial districts, and provided for the appoint- 
ment of three judges, whom we constituted an appellate court, 
from which cases should go from the separate courts, and from 
that appellate court we gave an appeal or writ of error to the court 
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of appeals in the eighth circuit. However, we failed to provide 
that the cases already pending in that circuit should be proceeded 
with the same as if the act had not been passed. The object of 
this bill is to allow the courts to proceed with the cases then pend- 
ing. Judge Caldwell has written a letter stating that this bill 
ought to be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. PLATT. It is reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
7 be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

assed. 
F REGULATION OF NAPHTHA LAUNCHES, ETC. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 291) to amend section 4426 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to vessels propelled 
by steam, gas, fluid, naphtha, or motor, to report a substitute 
therefor. I ask that the substitute may be treated as an original 
bill and placed on the Calendar, and that Senate bill 291 be in- 
definitely pe »stponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, and the bill now reported will be read twice by title. 

The bill (8. 1646) et ye for certain requirements for vessels 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. For the information of Senators, all of whom have 
been receiving letters about the naphtha launches, I wish to state 
that the bill which has been reported as a substitute for the origi- 
nal bill provides that all naphtha launches of less than 15 tons 
burden shall not require inspection, or an engineer, or a licensed 
pilot, but that naphtha launches exceeding 15 tons burden, carry- 
ing passengers for hire or carrying freight for hire, shall be sub- 
ject to inspection. 

The bill further provides that none of these launches shall here- 
after be utterly lawless; that they shall be subject to ail the re- 
quirements as to the laws of the road, as to safety appliances to be 
kept on board, as to signals in fogs, as to signals when meeting and 
passing other steamers, thatnow ey the steam craft of vari- 
ous kinds. Such a provision is an absolute necessity. 

The president of the company manufacturing these gas engines, 
John J. Amory, who, no doubt, was largely instrumental in inspir- 
ing the letters that have been showered upon us within the last 
fortnight, called at the room of the Committee on Commerce Sat- 
urday and examined this bill, and declared that it was entirely sat- 
isfactory to him. Hesaid that these launches should be subject to 
the laws of the road, etc.; that he knew of but one pleasure launch 
over 15 tons burden, and that those over 15 tons burden carrying 
freight and passengers for hire ought to be subject to inspection. 
So I presume that all the launch people will be entirely satisfied 
with the bill that has been reported. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the chairman of the committee to 
state that this Mr. Amory made no objection to that provision of 
the bill which subjects launches of sizes, even of 2 or 5 tons, 
to the rules of the road, as the Senator expressed it, in regard to 
oe and lights? 

r. FRYE. He expressed himself as entirely satisfied with that 
provision. He said that, in his opinion, it ought to be required of 
them, and that, in his opinion, they ali to-day comply with the 
rule, because he said the rules of the road and for the safety of 

ngers, etc., were posted in every naphtha launch that he has 
fad anything to do with. 

Mr. VEST. I amamember of the Commerce Committee, and I 
agreed to the reporting of this bill, with the reservation that that 
portion of it to which I have just alluded does not meet my ap- 
proval. I think it is simply absurd to require a launch of 2 tons 
or 1 ton or less (for some of them are e even less than a ton 
burden) to have apparatus on board for lights, signals, pen, 


and all the rules that applied to that class of vessels which are not 
operated by naphtha. 
i do not pro to go into a discussion of the bill, but it refers 


to very extensive provisions that are found in the general statutes 

in regard to signals, lights, etc. Before we enact it, these provi- 

sions should be scrutinized, because we might make it simply im- 

pouume for anybody to own for pleasure one of these very small 
aunches if we apply all these tions to it. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri that 
after the chairman of the committee was authorized to rt the 
bill he amended the last section. The chairmen examined $s with 
& great deal of care. There are some regulations contained in the 
laws on the statute book which ought not to apply and could not 
appl to the naphtha launches. “Phe change which was made is 
as follows: 


Rela to lights, fog signals, steering, and sailing as the Board of 
Supe Inspectors their regulations, deem and prac- 
gazing inspectors all Uy “ 
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Mr. VEST. That is a very 
glad the chairman has put that clause in. 

Mr. FRYE. It was of very great importance, as I thought. 

Mr. VEST. When I agreed to the reporting of the bill it dig 
not contain that provision. 


eat improvement. I am very 


Mr. PASCO. 
tion. 

Mr. FRYE. It is not. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the bill will be allowed to remain on tho 
Calendar for some little time. A great many people in my State 
are interested in naphtha vessels, and I wish to submit it to somo 
of them in order that if there are any other objections to the )il] 
than those which have been removed, they may have an oppor- 
tunity to communicate the objections to me wal I may have an 
opportunity to present them tothe Senate. I find that the bill has 
been shorn of its most serious objections, perhaps of all the ob- 
jections that have been called to my attention, and I hone to be 
able to assist in its passage, unless I find there are other objections 
that may be ed to it. 

= ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 


do not understand that the bill is now up for ac- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1608) for the correction of the 
military record of Capt. J —_ . Richards; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1609) for the erection of a 
statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, in the city of Monterey, Cal.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the ery 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 1610) granting a pension to 
Nathan Kimball, of Ogden, Utah; which was read twice Dy its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to 
Clarissa E. Hobbs; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1612) for the relief of the 
heirs of John W. West; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1613) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Joseph A. Mower; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1614) granting a pension to Lydia 
A. Tibbits; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. ao for the relief of James 
B. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
a Sg paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1616) to amend an act approved 
March 1, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the appointment of 
additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Terri- 
tory, andfor other purposes;” which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1617) to grant 
the Fort Smith and Western Coal Railroad Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1618) to amend section 9 of an act 
entitled “An act to —— for the appointment of additional 
judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1619) to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of United States commissioners; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1620) granting a pension to 
Amelia M. Grobe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1621) granting a pension to 
Josephine I. Offiey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1622) for the relief of 
Martha M. Welsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1623) for the relief of Cumber- 
land Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn.; which was read 
twice ¥ its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1624) to quiet title 
and possession with to certain unconfirmed and located 

rivate land claims in the State of Louisiana; which was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 


He also introduced a bill @ 1625) to permit the Home Telephone 
Oe cee gene toa ead condones th the District of 
a one an t and ex in the District 0 

Ocinenbiar which was dona twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 


s 
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roduced a bill (S. 1626) for the relief of the estate of 
een late of the parish of East Baton Rouge, La.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1627) to amend sec- 
tions 1, 2, 8, 6, 7, and 11 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the registration of trade-marks, and protect the same,” approved 
March 8, 1881; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin r, referred to the Committee on Patents. | 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1628) confirming the 
title of mixed-blood Indians to their lands and allowing the same 
to be alienated under certain circumstances; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1629) to authorize the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to certify certain additional 
homestead claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1630) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Penfield; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1631) granting a pen- 
sion to Emeline Filgate; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

a Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1632) to permit owners of 
claims to iron and coal mines on forest reservations of the United 
States to perfect their title thereto, and to procure a patent there- 
for, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1633) for the relief of Capt. 
George W. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1634) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Charles L. Thompson, late lieutenant, Seventh 
Kansas Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1635) granting a pension to James 
Byrne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1636) granting a pension to John 
G. B. Masters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1637) for the relief of David A. 
McKnight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1638) for the relief of John A. 
Sibbald; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying penet referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1639) for the 
relief of Margaret Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Catherine 
L. Nixon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1641) granting a pension to James 
H. Preston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1642) for the relief of Rinaldo 
Johnson and Ann E. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, 
- with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1643) for the relief of Cyrus Martin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1644) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah A. Aspold; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ee Bote paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1645) donating the aban- 
doned military reservation in the State of Washington, Jefferson 
County, to school district No. 1; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL (oy request) introduced a bill (S. 1647) to in- 
crease the pension of Clark W. Harrington, late sergeant of Com- 

ny I, Ninety-third New York Infantry; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart 
College (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located 
at Clarksville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1649) to extend the period of 
limitation of suits to annul patents, certifications, and other evi- 
dences of title erroneously issued for lands granted to aid rail- 
roads; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1650) to reimburse the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
in the suppression of the rebellion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R.56) extend- 
ing time for completion of Washington and Maryland Railway 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 57) 
directing the Secretary of War to appoint a board of engineers 
with a view of establishing a harbor of refuge at Cape Lookout, 
on the Atlantic Coast, or at some point south of or near Cape Hat- 
teras; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S.R.58) appropriat- 
ing $5,000 to open Jupiter Inlet, Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Committee on Commerce to give imme- 
diate attention to this joint resolution. It carries an appropria- 
tion of $5,000 to open Jupiter Inlet,in the State of Florida. That 
inlet has become closed by recent storms, and all access to the 
lighthouse and to the interior is cut off by the dangerous shoals 
and reefs which have accumulated there. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
iosed by him to the bill (S. 721) to amend the charter of the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask to have an order made in reference to some 
oe presented by the former Senator from South Carolina, Mr. 

utler. It is at his request that I ask for the order. 

The order was agreed to, as follows: 
_ Ordered, That the mp may filed by and in behalf of the heirs of Jesse Fish, 
jr., regarding the title to Anastasia Island, Florida, and other papers filed by 
and in behalf of said heirs in said case be allowed to be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, there having been no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the pension claim of John C. Secrest, under 
Senate bill 1485, Fifty-third Congress, second session, be, and the same are 
hereby, withdrawn from the files in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mrs. E. L. Eblen and also the petition of 
Francis E. Yale and #. 8S. Blackford be taken from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BAKER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of Rufus Betz and of 
Charles Fletcher be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and transmitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, there 
having been no adverse report in the Senate in either case. 

PRESERVATION OF HERDS AND FLOCKS. 

Mr. WARREN. [send a resolution to the desk, and ask that 
it be printed and lie over. It is my intention to call it up on 
Thursday next immediately after the morning business, and then 
to make some remarks upon it. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That in view of the late unprecedented shrinkage in numbers and 
values of farm animals throughout the United States, as shown by the last 
—_ reports of the Department of Agriculture, the attention of the 

‘ommittee on Agriculture is hereby especially directed to this subject, with 
the request to consider and report to the Senate, or toinvite the Finance Com- 
mittee to consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, 
is necessary to preserve our herds and flocks. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for edu- 
cational] purposes in Arizona was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” was read twice by iis title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. : 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution 
of copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate 
Navies in Congressional districts where distribution has not been 
made was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

EULOGIES ON DECEASED REPRESENTATIVES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Repre- 
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sentative from the State of Foamytrasias te Hon. 

late a Representative from the State of 

} Houk, Piatea Representative from the State of ‘Ghio, be printed as required 
law. 


Marcus ©. Lisle. 
and upon the Hon. George 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama ‘Mr. Pues}, 
coming over from a previous day, which will be 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Pueu January 15, 1896: 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to ay the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
Jnited States was the roby solemnly pledged to So ayment. in coin or its 
equivalent, of all interest- bearing oO tions of the Un nited States, except in 
cases where the law nym 's vy ee issue of such obligations had expressly 
st that the same might paid in lawful money or other currency 
han gold and silver; and 
Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be ipaed 1 by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national ap. 
roved July 14, 1870, by the terms of act were cael te lcsckened e 
n coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 


Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of payments,” 
approv, ed January 14, 1875, are required to be of the d tion of bonds of 
the United States described in the said act of Congress erereres tay * 1870, 


ongtites “An oat Socuteems the = of oy ae ~~ ees ‘ 
nereas at t he passage of 
wit, the 14th day of puly, 1870, the coin of f the United coe of standard vaiue 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412j grainseach, declared by 
the act approve d January 18, 1837, entitled “An act su to the act 
entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United 
States,’’’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to the nominal value, for 
ay sums whatever: Therefore, 

reste Secs Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
all the of the United States issued or authorized to be issued under 
the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are oo a. prin and 
interest, at the oiler of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} ing each of standard 
silver; and that to restore to its such silver a legal tender in 
- of said bonds, principal and in ‘tke paliions in violation ofthe public 

ith nor in derogation of the rights of the creditor. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
=. and I hope we may be able to secure a vote upon it without 

»bate. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wiil allow me, the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr, SEWELL] gave notice a few days ago that he de- 
sired to occupy the attention of the Senate for a while this morn- 
ing, and he has been seeking the floor for that purpose. If it be 
agreeable to the Senator from Alabama to let his resolution lie 
over until the Senator from New Jersey can make his speech, I 
think it would be pleasant to that Senator. 


Mr. SEWELL. _I will say to the Senator from Alabama that it 


will probably not take me over fifteen minutes to make the re- 
marks which I propose to submit. 

Mr. PUGH. Ver well. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The resolution which has just been 
read was laid before the Senate as the business next in order in 
the morning hour. Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the 
Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the resolution heretofore submitted 
by me be now taken from the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from New Jersey, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
SEWELL January 16, 1896: 


Resolved, That the Monroe doctrine, as originally ed, was Shrected 
to the special prevention of the threatened action of the allied powers in ref. 
erence ao Che Seeeee oe: Spain and ae coneeeeen. by way of calo- 
nization, of any supposed derelict territory on this 

That the question of peateees say ane acquisition of serritory by conquest 
wan Hleetbed. os ctnbedt be tte. We r, to cases in which, by reason of prox- 
pn = een would be dangerous to our safety and the integrity 

our institutions. 

3. That the true ground upon which the Monroe announcement based 
ona a what may be our interests, and our interests only; and that justification 

be our interests, and our interests only; gan Ge 


merely for their protection against invasion or encroachment bind any other 
power. 


4. That when a case arines in Wht 2 Beware 
territory Be raion, or conquest, it is then for us c dotermine whether out our 


anbety ae integri tegrity of our institutions demand that we shall resist 

on necessary. 

6. That the Executive has the Monroe doctrine beyond what 

contemplated at the time 

quence of the tions thus taken seems to be a committal of this Govern- 

ment to a rate over Mexico and the Central and South American 

States; that th this would be most unwise and @ should avoid 

sound ona yan » Re 

at w sreign wers, 
6. That this cation was weet ee to the his history of the contro- 

, and inopportune in Viow of the business and financial condition of the 


mtry 

That neither Con nor the can be, or has itted by 

6 action or positic mp ty fe ae to the Vene- 
boundary controversy, py po ee when the time 
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final determinatio: It will then be i 
au duty ta serie cee tenes policy and and totake such action as may town 
by our ase of duty to country and by a due regard for its 
honor and dignity, the welfare and safety of our people, and the integrit y 
our institutions. 

Mr. SEWELL Mr. President, the message sent by the Presi- 
dent to Congress on the 17th of ‘December last presents a cond 
tion of affairs in our relations with Great Britain of most seri. 
import. After a brief reference to the boundary question bet we » 
Great Britain and the Republic of Venezuela, and to the cor 
spondence between the respective officers of the two Governm« 
upon this subject, he refers to the Monroe doctrine, and proc: 
to apply it in this way: 


If a European power, by an extension of its boundaries, takes possessio: 
the territory of one of our neighboring epee against its will: and in « 
gation of its rights, it is difficult to see why to that extent such Eur: 
power does not thereby attempt to extend its system of government to 
ports of this continent which is thus taken. is is the precise action wl 

resident Monroe to be “dangerous to our peace and safety,” ; 
it can make no difference whether the European system is extended |) 
advance of frontier or otherwise. 


After further discussing the subject, he proceeds: 


Assuming, however, that the attitude of Venezuela will remain uncha 
the d te has reached such a 8 as to e it now incumbent upo 
United States to take measures to determine with sufficient certainty fo 
justification what is the true divisional line between the Republic of Vi 
zuela and British Guiana. * * * Inorder that such an examination s 
be prosecuted in a thorough and satisfactory manner, I suggest that the (\ 
gress make an ad te app: tion for the supanses of a commission t 
appointed by the Executive, who shall make the necessary investigation «: 
m the matter wi "the least possible delay. When such re port is 
ee on accepted, it will, in my opinion, be the duty of the United Stat 
resist, by a means in its power as a willful a; ion upon its rights 
interests, th tion by Great Britain of any lands, or the exercis: 
wages ‘iction over any territory whi , after investigation, 
ve determined of right belongs to Venezuela. 
In making this recommendation I am fully alive to the responsibility in- 
curred, keenly realize all the consequences that may follow. 


T the text of this message, it appears to be quite cl ir 
Ghat tne Psecldentt intended to present to Congress the contingency 


of war with Great Britain, if that power should insist upon on 
croaching upon the territory of Venezuela beyond the line which 
the suggested commission should find to be the true boundary 
between British Guiana and Venezuela. Whether it was wise in 
the President, at this time, to present that as a contemplated iss. 
or not is a matter about which there may be a serious difference 
of opinion. Throughout this message, as well as the accompa ) 
ing correspondence upon the partof the Secretary of State. 
ground upon which the position of the President is taken is t) 
the United States has announced the Monroe doctrine as the oie 
which must ae its action in the relations between European 
powers and all the States in this hemisphere. 

It may be well to recur to the circumstances under which tho 
Monroe doctrine was put forward, and what was intended at th» 
time to be its purpose and its scope. This announcement wis 
made in the year 1823. Shortly prior to that time, Russia, Pru: 
sia, France, and Austria had entered into what was known as ‘|i 
Holy Alliance, the purpose being to protect and sustain the mon 
archs of ee their authority and power. In pursuance of 
this oe yp proposed to overturn the Cortes in Spain an id 
restore Ferdinand to power. Upon making this proposition, ho) 
ever, to England, that power declined to cooperate. It was the 
determined that France should send an army into Spain for this 
purpose. This was done, the Cortes was overthrown, and Feri 
nand installed as King of Spain. 

Following these events the courts of St. Petersburg, Vienn:, 
Berlin, and Paris were addressed by the Spanish Government in 
the month of December, 1823, proposing a conference at Paris for 
the purpose of inducing the ‘allied powers to assist Spain in re- 
gaining her sovereignty over the revolted American colonies. 

made by Mr. Webster upon the 14th of April, 1425, 
he dommes the history of the Monroe doctrine, its correct defi1- 
tion and limitations, and what it was properly intended to mii 
as a rule of action on the part of the United States. After givin 
a statement of this request, he says: 


whe Rieast Seat making this request to the members of the Holy A! 
ance, bas | been seen he might argue. He quoted their own ( 
trines ene a out the perniciousexampie of America, and hi 
reminded them that their success in m itself had paved the way for su 
cessful operations the spirit of ‘on this side of the Atlantic 

proposed mee however, did not e place. England had alreay 
taken a decided course; for as early as October (two months prior to Monro 
declaration) Mr. rc Cuseie. a ene ee ch minister in Lon 
don, informed him distinctly and land would consider any 
foreign interference, by force or by WEE to thodiceeke between Spain and 
the colonies as a motive for the latter without delay. 

It is that this dete: of the — Government was 
known at the commencement of the session of Co ; and it was un- 
der these circumstances, it was in this crisis, that that Mr. J ‘onroe’s declaratio! 
was made. 


The Spanish pro on ae continent had previously thrown 
oke of ran and 





off the y erected themselves into independent, s0- 
called ican forms of government. There was an apprehen- 
sion in country that the Holy Alliance might undertake to 


reestablish the power of Spain throughout her revolted colonies. 
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A feeling prevailed that such a policy as this, if carried out suc- 
cessfully, might endanger the safety of our people and the integ- 
rity of our institutions, and it was as against this that the Monroe 
doctrine was chiefly pointed. Another object of what is known 
as the Monroe doctrine was to settle the question that there could 
be no occupation of unoccupied territory by way of colonization 
upon the part of any European power. In other words, that there 
was no portion of either North or South America which, at that 
time, could be considered as derelict or unoccupied, and that the 
policy previously pursued by European powers of appropriating 
such territory could no longer be permitted within ths hemi- 
sphere. The Monroe doctrine served its purposes. No attempt 
was made upon the part of the Holy Alliance to reestablish the 
power of Spain within her revolted colonies, and no territory was 
sought to be colonized as being unoccupied or derelict. _ 

That the limitations which I have thus put upon what is known 
as the Monroe doctrine are correct, I think I can safely rely upon 
the words used in the announcement of the doctrine, upon the cor- 
respondence of the then Secretary of State, and the declarations 
of the men who were in public life at and shortly after that period. 

Again, the doctrine, even as proposed at that time, limited as I 
have suggested, met with very great — upon the part of 
men whose opinions are certainly entitled to respect. Unques- 
tionably there was the thought upon the part of many persons that 
the Monroe doctrine would, if adopted as a part of our fundamental 
law, more or less commit this coun to interference and inter- 
meddling in the affairs of other American States, where they were 
involved in hostile relations with European powers. <A declaration 
upon this subject is to be found in a resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives in 1825 in the following words: 


That the United States ought not to become a party with the Spanish Ameri- 
can Republics, or either of them, to any joint declaration for the purpose of 
weventing interference by any European powers with their independence or 
Ren: of Government, or to any compact for the purpose of preventing colo- 
nization upon the continents of America, but that the people of the United 
States should be left free to act in any crisis in such manner as their feelings 
and friendship toward these Republics and as their own honor and policy 
may at the time dictate. 


The same thought was enforced by Mr. Webster in the speech 
to which I have referred. In the course of his speech he said: 


It is doubtless true, as I took occasion to observe the other day, that this 
declaration must be considered as founded on our rights, and to spring 
mainly from a regard to their preservation. It did not commit us, at all 
events, to take up arms on any occasion of hostile feeling by the powers of 
Europe to South America. If, for example, ail the States of Europe had re- 
fused to trade with South America until her States should return to their 
former allegiance, that would have furnished no cause of interference to us. 
Or it an armament has been furnished by the allies to act against provinces 
the most remote from us, as Chile or Buenos Ayres, the distance of the scene 
of action diminishing our apprehension of danger, and diminishing also our 
means of effectual interposition, might still have left us to content ourselves 
with remonstrance. If an army equipped and maintained by these powers 
had been landed on the shore of the Gulf of Mexico and commenced the war 
in our own immediate neighborhood, such anevent might justly be regarded 
as dangerous to ourselves, and on that ground call for decided and immedi- 
ate interference by us. The sentiments and policy announced by the decla- 
ration thus understood were, therefore, in strict conformity to our duties 
and our interests. 


In a speech delivered in the Senate on the 8th of March, 1853, 
by the Hon. John M. Clayton, of Delaware, he said: 


This celebrated declaration, which is often quoted as a pledge to go to war 
with any European nation which shall attempt to colonize any part of this 
hemisphere, is not a declaration by the President to a foreign country, but a 
mere recommendation to Congrese to declare, first, that we think any at- 
aaa to extend the European system, that is, to make a European colony in 
this ee. would be dangerous to our yuee and safety; and, secondly. 
that any European interposition to control the destiny of an establishe 
American Government would be viewed by us as a manifestation of an un- 
a copes toward the United States. Congress utterly refused to 
adopt the recommendation at the time,and has ever since refused to make 
any such declaration. Mr. Monroe made no declaration himself. But, in 
pursuance of the power given him by the Constitution to recommend to Con- 
gress such measures as he should deem expedient, he said in his message to 
the two Houses: “‘ We owe it to ourselves todeclare,” etc.; that is, he recom- 
mended to Congress (in virtue of the right to recommend given him by the 
Constitution) to make this declaration in some resolution or other proper 
forma, and he was pledged by it to nothing more than this: That, if Congress. 
shaped such a resolution or made such a declaration, he would approve it. 
There was no pledge in it to any power on earth but his own countrymen in 

. The ‘Asnerioem Government could be committed only 


, Con assem bl 
by the vote of both Houses of Congress, agoroved by the President. 


© proposition recommended by Mr. Monroe was warmly opposed by the 
very q to which it was submitted. No such declaration was saade, or 
attem to be made, by Congress, but Mr. Clay, who was an ardent sup- 
of Mr. Monroe's nistration, did at the time propose a resolution 

o the House of Representatives which was intended to approach the declara 
tion, but even that failed. His resolution was “that the ple of these 
States would not see, without serious — any forcible inte ition 


by the allied ers of Europe, in the behalf of Spain, to reduce to their 
former su’ ion those of the continent of America which have pro- 
claimed established for 


themselves, respectively. independent govern- 
ments, and which have been solemnly recognized oS the United States.” 
Even had this it was but a poor response to the recommendation. It 
did not adopt Mr. ers leganee or its equivalent, and it restricted the 

serious “wes feel to the case of a forcible interposition by 
the allied powers to aid Spain! But Mr. Clay’s resolution, even when thus 
diluted, backed by all the influence which he and Mr. Webster exerte4 on 
the occasion, never passed the House of Representatives. J 

Tt has been often said and there is much reason to believe that Mr Adams, 
who was Secretary of State at the time Mr. Monroe pro the doctrine, 
Was entitled to the paternity of it. Mr. Calhoun caee inkienteds so much in 





the Senate. It was the principal topic of discussion in Congress during the 
Administration of Mr. Adams, and it was generally believed at the time that 
the reassertion of the Monroe principle in Mr. Poinsett’s instructions, and in 
the course adopted by the advocates of Mr. Adams in favor of the Panama 
mission, drove Mr. Adams from power and secured the election of President 
Jackson, whose party, shortly after his election, assumed the name of the 
Democratic party. Among his most ardent advocates was Mr. Van Buren, 
the great Coryphreus of that party, who, in a speech in the Senate, opposing 
the Panama mission and the a mroe doctrine, said: 

will venture to affirm that there is not 2 member on this floor who will 
avow his willingness to enter into a stipulation to resist attempts by the Eu- 
ropean powers to colonize any portion of this continent. If mistaken,” said 
Mr. Van Buren, “ I'desireto becorrected. No;Ilam not. No;thank heaven, 
a policy so opposite to all the feelings of the American people, so adverse, as 
I firmly believe it to be, to its true interests, has no friend, at least no advo 
cate, on this floor.” 

a + * * « * . 


The Senator from Michigan, Mr. Cass, was perfectly correct 
when he said that this declaration of Mr. Monroe had lain ever 
since its origin a dead letter on our records. His recent attempt 
to revive it by his resolution at the last session closes the history 
of the Monroe doctrine. That resolution met with such violent 
opposition from his own party as to give us the assurance that no 
President who should andeviahe to act upon it could be sustained. 
With all similar resolutions, recommendations, and declarations, 
it was consigned to ‘‘ that same ancient vault where all the kindred 
of the Capulets lie.” 

Looking back to the condition of this country at the time the 
Monroe doctrine was announced, and looking to the then threaten- 
ing position of the European powers and the feeble condition of 
Mexico and the South American States, it might well have been 
our duty to ourselves and our own interest would have demanded 
that we should have intervened to prevent the reconquest of the 
revolted colonies by the Spanish Government. It may have been 
well also to give notice to all the world that we could not abide the 
appropriation of any portion of either North or South America by 
a European power by way of colonization as unoccupied territory, 
but I can not see any ground for maintaining that this Govern- 
ment gave any pledge to other American States that in controver- 
sies with European powers we would and must necessarily inter- 
vene and assist them by our military power to resist assaults by a 
European power. As Mr. Webster states it, that, as it appears 
to me, would raise a contingency in which we should then have to 
decide whether our interests and our safety were involved or not. 

That also appears to me to be the true rule which should be ap- 
plicable in the present instance. Is our safety involved? Is the 
integrity of our institutions endangered by reason of this contro- 
versy between Great Britain and Venezuela? It appears to me 
that the doctrine which has been put forth by the President, and 
upon which the Administration bases the extreme position it has 
taken, is far in advance of anything which was contemplated by 
the Monroe doctrine or which has ever yet been acted upon as a 
part of our national policy. 

The controlling reason as presented by the President is not the 
acquisition or extension of territory merely, whereby we are to be 
endangered. Butitis the taking ‘‘ possession of the territory of 
one of our neighboring republics against its will, and in deroga- 
tion of its rights.” That the mere acquisition or extension of ter- 
ritory is not the gravamen of the offense is shown by the following 
language taken from the President’s message: 

Great Britain’s present proposition has never thus far been régarded as ad- 
missible by Venezuela, though any adjustment of the boundary which that 
country may deem for her advantage and may enter into of her own free will 
can not, of course, be objected to by the United States. 

Venezuela might thus cede by treaty the half of her territory 
and yet we would not have a right to object. But if any part of 
it is taken by force, we are then bound to intervene and resist the 
attempt by force. Great Britain may get the whole disputed ter- 
ritory by treaty or purchase, and neither our safety nor the integ- 
rity of our institutions isinvolved. Butif there isa quarrel, then 
we are to make the cause of Venezuela our own and resist by 
armed intervention the pom of Great Britain to take forcible 
possession of the disputed lands. 

This appears to be inconsistent with the previous position taken 
in the message that ‘‘it can make no difference whether the Eu- 
ropean system is extended by anadvance of frontier or otherwise” 
But, whether it be imconsistent or not, the deduction to be drawn 
from the spirit and theletter of the message is that the mere acqui- 
sition of territory is not the cause of offense, but the real cause is 
the attempt of a European power to impose upon and oppress @ 
weaker American State or nation. 

I can but think that this is a new departure; that it practically 
means that this Government must assume a protectorate over 
Mexico, Central America, and all the South American States, and 
that, no matter whether these States may be right or wrong, in 
any case of a conflict with a European power we pledge ourselves 
as an ally to furnish men and munitions of war and force enough 
to protect the weaker American power against the stronger Eu- 
ropean power. This seems to me to be the plain inference to be. 
Seinen foo the attitude assumed by the President and his Sec- 
retary of State in the correspondence with Great Britain. 





SS WT I PTI BMS NS ERE AROS SY RRP a 


* 


5 j 
bi 
i 
i 

f 
He 
i 


Tee era Oa 


ees 


sO rh 





wee Pe 


788 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Again, conceding that the message does not go so far as I have 
endeavored to show, it may be that our safety and the integrity of 
our institutions would not bein the least degree affected or en- 
dangered by the acquisition of territory by a European power 
under such circumstances, and yet the position of the President 
and of his Secretary of State leaves no room for inquiry as to 
whether we would suffer any damage under those circumstances. 
With them it seems that the mere enforcement of aclaim by a 
stronger European power which may result in the acquisition of 
more or less territory is, in itself, the injury and damage to us; 
that it endangers our safety and the integrity of our institutions. 


For one, I can not assent to that doctrine. It is to be borne in | 


mind that Venezuela is 3,000 miles distant. According to esti- 
mates which have been made of its population it has about 2,200,- 
000 inhabitants. Of these, 1 per cent, or about 22,000, are said to 
be whites, while the rest of the population consists of Indians, 
negroes, and mixed breeds. It is well known that these South 
American States, and Venezuela especially, have been in a state 
of revolution, more or less, ever since they threw off the Spanish 
yoke, The Secretary of State says in his correspondence, which 
accompanies the President’s message: 

In 1848 Venezuela entered upon a period of civil commotions, which lasted 
for more than a quarter of a century, and the negotiations thus interrupted 
in 1844 were not resumed until 1876. 

Certainly a nation which was so recently in a state of practical 
revolution for a period of twenty-five years can hardly commend 
itself to us as a proper ward over whom we should be willing to 
assume guardianship, and we know that the same condition of 
things has been more or less true of all the South American States. 
I can but think that it behooves us to pause and consider well be- 
fore we agree to an extension and development of the Monroe 
doctrine to a point which involves our taking charge of all these 
States and undertaking to protect them as against European pow- 
ers. Itcan not be that a population so phe over to turmoil and 
revolution, so unstable in their forms of government and systems 
of policy as they are, can fail to embroil themselves with foreign 
powers, sometimes when they are right and perhaps more fre- 
quently when they are wrong. If we lead them once to under- 
stand that we will stand between them and foreign powers, they 
will be reckless, hasty, and violent, and we shall find ourselves in 
interminable trouble in consequence. Besides, it may be fairly 
supposed that foreign powers would say to us that our interposi- 
tion as now proposed would lay upon us the duty of making good 
all undertakings on the part of these Governments and being 
responsible for the wrongs they might commit. That would be 
the effect of a protectorate, and I do not myself very well see how 
a position of that kind could be successfully contested if we do 
undertake to interfere as is now proposed. 

[do not wish to be understood as affirming that there are no 
cases in which it is not our right, and our duty to ourselves, to in- 
terfere; but the test is not whether a stronger power is impos- 
ing upon a feeble one or not. Itis not that we owe any duty to 
the weaker power or to any other power on the face of the earth 
except ourselves. If we are to interfere, it must be simply and 
solely because our duty to ourselves and our own rights and in- 
terests absolutely require it. 

I am fully aware of the fact that the commonly received inter- 
pretation of the Monroe doctrine is much broader and the under- 
standing of its binding force much stronger than I have adopted. 
But it has not yet been so engrafted upon or incorporated with 
our system, with the latitude to which I refer, as that, when a 
proper case arises, we may not review its history, its past appli- 
cation, and its adaptation to the conditions now existing. 

I can but think that the public mind, as well as many of our 
public men, has been led away from a true understanding of the 
grounds upon which we can rw and legitimately intervene 
in matters such as are now under consideration. The thought 
seems to prevail that by reason of the declaration of the Monroe 
doctrine we are pledged to resist by force any and all aggres- 
sions of a European power upon the States lying south of us, and 
that the Monroe doctrine as thus interpreted is to be the measure 
and rule of our conduct in all such cases. As I have endeavored 
to show, the Monroe doctrine was much narrower and more lim- 
ited in its scope than the interpretation to which I have referred 
as being put upon it. Our right and duty to intervene rests upon 
a broader basis. We have a right to intervene in the affairs of 
other nations in any case in which our safety is involved or the 
integrity of our institutions is endangered, This principle is 
bound up in and is of the essence of our organization and exist- 
ence asa nation. It underlies the Monroe doctrine. That was 
but one form of proposed application or expression of that cardi- 
nal principle and was most useful and valuable in the conditions 
then existing. The Monroe doctrine was but an outgrowth from 
that broad, underlying principle. To rest our right to interfere 
upon the Monroe doctrine is calculated to mislead and confuse. 

It — be entitled to respect. But if it should appear that a 
blind adherence to its supposed obligations is likely to lead us 
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into entangling and dangerous alliances, then the sooner we halt 
and ponder and deliberate upon its true meaning, upon the con- 
sequences to ensue from too latitudinarian a construction of its 
terms, and upon the full import of its application in the present 
or existing contingency, the more srobat ¢ it is that we will dis- 
charge the duties we owe the country in a wise and patriotic 
manner. 

The Executive has no power to commit Congress or the country 
to the positions he has assumed, nor doI regard that by providing 
for a boundary commission we have made any committals as to 
the action which may appear to be wise and expedient, when the 
commission shall have made its report. It is to be hoped that with 
that report, or in some other manner, an amicable solution of the 
controversy may be obtained. If not, then, and not until then, 
will the emergency arise in which we shall have to determine 
upon the course of action we should adopt. 

And when the time for action comes it should not be unduly in- 
fluenced by impulsive sympathy on the one hand, or by passionate 
antipathy on the other. The human mind is prone to excitement 
when international controversies arise. The first ebullitions of 
public sentiment are not always sustained by the sober second 
thought. Besides there are persons who seek a cheap popularity 
by the affectation of patriotic zeal. Such, as a rule, are not of the 
stuff of which the solid and substantial citizens are made. While 
public sentiment is entitled to respect at our hands, we should not 
be misled by the intemperate expressions of those who at the first 
intimation of war are ready to boil over with heated passion, no 
matter what nation may be the contemplated antagonist or what 
the cause of controversy. 

Such influences should not find lodgment in this body. We are 
intrusted with the conservation of the interest and the welfare 
of over 60,000,000 people. The interests involved are vitally im- 
portant. The subject is grave, and our action may be fraught 
with momentous consequences. Such ismy sense of the situation, 
and Isubmit to you that it demands at our hands the most careful, 
the most deliberate, and most thoughtful consideration of which 
we are capable. 

Again, it does appear to me that the present was not an oppor- 
tune time for the precipitation of such an issue upon the country. 
I can but think that a matter which has been slambering so many 
years in a state of diplomatic repose might have been delayed at 
least a few months longer. If we address ourselves to the proper 
ordering of our domestic economies we have quite enough now to 
engage our full time and upon which to exert our best mental 
energies. It seems hardly wise, just at this time, to have thrown 
into the political arena this further cause for disorder and dis- 
turbance. 

A proper and zealous regard for the upholding of the honor of 
the nation on the part of the Executive is to be commended. Itis 
right that he should be watchful as to any proposed innovations 
on the part of foreign powers which may involve our interests, 
our safety, 6r the integrity of our institutions. But we have a 
right to expect that discretion and good judgment will be exer- 
cised in bringing to a culmination an issue so grave and serious 
as that now presented. It appears to me that in this respect the 
action of the Executive has been alike unseasonable and prema- 
ture. 

Whatever may be the true construction of the Monroe doctrine; 
whatever may be its binding force; whatever may be the eventual 
danger of the apprehended encroachment by Great Britain upon 
Venezuelan territory; whatever course our honor and dignity and 
interests may require us to pursue, I can but think that the action 
to which I have referred has not been well timed. The country is 
in a state of recovery or convalescence from the financial malady 
of 1893. But the still unsettled and troublous condition of its busi- 
ness and money affairs are too strongly in evidence to warrant the 
putting of any further unnecessary strain uponit. In this view it 
appears to me that the action of the Executive has been most un- 
seasonable. 

I ask that the resolution remain on the table for the ‘present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Vuuas in the chair). It will 
be so ordered, unless there be objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that I desire to submit some re- 
marks v»on the resolution of the Senator from New Jersey on 
Thursu., next. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution to print 5,000 — of the paper entitled 
‘*Geological and mining industries of the Cripple Creek district, 
Colorado,” with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (8. R. 50) authorizing the em- 
ployment of a skill ed architect to assist the Supervising Architect 





a 





Treasury Department in preparing the designs, plans, speci- 
eaheen, and Sther drawings for the public building at Chicago, 


A rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? ; : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not propose to object toa 
vote being had upon the joint resolution if the Senate desires to 
vote upon it at this time. ae é 

When the consideration of the joint resolution was asked for a 
few mornings ago by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], as 
I am informed, it had not been referred to a committee, but was 
then introduced by him and its passage by the Senate asked for. 
I objected to its passage at that time because I believed that it 

srovided for an extravagant appropriation, which was not author- 
ized under the circumstances. 

The facts in regard to this matter, as I understand—and if Iam 
misinformed the Senator from Illinois will correct me—are that it 
is the duty of the eoprviieg Architect, regularly appointed and 
receiving a salary of four or five thousand dollars—I do not know 
the exact amount—to prepare plans and specifications of all public 
buildings provided for by Congress throughout the United States. 

Congress, in the regular ry oy riation act, appropriated the sum 
of $200,000 for the office of the re Architect for the em- 
ployment of draftsmen and skilled workmen to assist him in the 
preparation of these plans. Two hundred thousand dollars, I 
understand, is the regular appropriation for that office to aid the 
Supervising Architect, whose business it is by law to make all of 
these plans and specifications, with the assistance he is authorized 
to employ by this additional appropriation. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, in the sundry civil appropri- 
ation act of last year the sum of $30,000 was specifically provided 
for assistants to the Supervising Architect in preparing plans and 
specifications for the public building at Chicago, Il. ow, it is 
proposed by this joint resolution, without sending it to a commit- 
tee, toconsider and pass upon itin caw 4 way whatever, to appropriate 
$25,000 to employ an assistant architect to make the plans and 
specifications for the public building at Chicago, in the State of 
Illinois. 1 believe this to be extravagant. Ido not think that 
such a sum should be so recklessly appropriated. 

I know how difficult it is to defeat any appropriation that is 
asked for by one of our large cities, but 1t seems to me that it is 
the duty of the Supervising Architect to make the plans and spec- 
ifications for all public buildings. If he is not competent to do it, 
then the Secretary of the Treasury ought to appoint some one who 
is competent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and pro- 
tect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of cer- 
tificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Mr.CULLOM. [ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside, in order 
that the joint resolution may be disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume there will be no objection 
to that course. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will take but a very few minutes to dispose 
of the joint resolution at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the un- 
finished business will be temporarily laid aside and the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution will be proceeded with. The Senator 
from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Supervising Architect is not competent to 
discharge the duties which the law imposes upon him, then the 
Secretary should secure some one who is. If it be stated that the 
money given to the Department is not sufficient to enable it to 
employ first-class talent, then it should be increased and first-class 
talent should be employed. But the Secretary of the Treasury 
has already had $200,000 for assistants for all the public buildings 
throughout the United States, $30,000 more to employ assistants 
for this particular building, and then to ask the Senate to pass a 
or resolution, without consideration by any committee of this 

Y, appropriating $25,000 more to employ another assistant 
architect to make the plans of the building is recklessly extrava- 
gant. It seems to me, I confess, that there have been few things 
in a small way that show such reckless extravagance. 

Now, if we make this precedent, if we provide for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant architect at Chicago, where are we to stop? 
We have already had notice from the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE] that he wishes an appropriation for an assistant 
architect at Angeles, Cal., with a salary, I presume, of twelve 
or fifteen or twenty thousand dollars, if it is made in proportion 
to the Pe Sane appropriation. The senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smit} has given notice that he desires two assistant 
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architects for two buildings in the State of New Jersey. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], I think, has another propo- 
sition for the public building at Portland, Oreg., where he will 
want one or more assistant architects to prepare the plans. If we 
begin in this reckless way, where is it to stop? How much will it 
cost to make the plans for the various public buildings through- 
out the United States? How much assistance does the Architect 
want, when Congress thought $200,000 was sufficient for him to 
empioy all the necessary assistants? 

As I said a while ago, I know full well the influences that will 
be brought to bear from the great city of Chicago to beat down a 
man who dares to stand here and oppose any proposition they 
want; but, Mr. President, I believe that this extravagance in this 
particular is unjustified and inexcusable. 

Much has been said recently about the tariff act not providing 
sufficient revenue to run the Government. I think the difficulty 
is not in the insufficiency of revenue, but that it comes from the 
extravagant appropriations which are made here, almost reck- 
lessly, in so many cases. It is true that $25,000 is not a great deal, 
but it sets a precedent for the extravagance which prevails in 
many of the departments of this Government. Such extravagance 
ought to be stopped and it will have to be stopped if we are to 
get revenue enough from any source to meet the demands that 
are made upon the Government. 

I am unwilling to sit by and let the joint resolution pass with- 
out objection. If the Senate thinks proper, however, to vote upon 
it now without reference to a committee, I shall simply call for 
the yeas and nays upon the passage of the joint resolution, and 
vote against it. 

Mr. BATE. Has not the joint resolution been referred to a 
committee? 

Mr. BERKY. No, sir; it has never been referred to any com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not take much time in 
discussing the merits of the joint resolution, as I think the Sen- 
ate already pretty well understands it. Ido not propose to de- 
bate with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Berry} the question 
whether the present policy, which has been in vogue for so many 
years in the Treasury Department with reference to the Super- 
vising Architect, is a good one, or whether the salary paid to the 
man who occupies that place is a sufficient amount. But I will 
simply state what the facts are. 

The appropriation for the building at Chicago was made some 
time ago. The Illinois delegation, for the time being represent- 
ing that State in the two Houses of Congress, have frequently 
called upon the Secretary, hoping thereby to secure the prepara- 
tion of plans for the building and to begin its construction. Up 
to this time nothing at all has been done. The reason why noth- 
ing has been done, as alleged by the Secretary of the Treasury, is 
that it is impossible for him or for the Architect of the Treasury to 
proceed any faster than they are going in the preparation of plans 
for the construction of public buildings. 

Mr. PLATT. When was the act authorizing the building 
passed? 

Mr.CULLOM. Ayearandahalfago. The fact is, as the Sec- 
retary stated, that there are hundreds of buildings the construc- 
tion of which has been authorized. Work has been begun on a 
number of them, while the plans for many of them have not been 
prepared at all. The reason for it, as alleged by the Secretary, is 
that they did not have appropriations sufficient to carry on the 
work as rapidly as it ought to be carried on. 

It is very important to the city of Chicago that the building 
should be constructed as soon as possible; and when I say the city of 
Chicago, it means in a large sense the whole country, because the 
mails of the entire country—East and West and North and South— 
largely go through that city and have to be handled there. 

Therefore, after consulting with several of our delegation and 
after consulting with the Treasury officials, asked the Secretary 
to put on paper exactly what he thought ought to be done; what 
amendment to the law ought to be made. He did so, and I intro- 
duced it, as I told him I would, and I supposed when I did it that 
there would be no opposition whatever to the passage of the little 
amendment. 

The joint resolution simply provides for taking $25,000, or so 
much as may be necessary, but not to exceed that amount, of the 
appropriation already made for that building and using it for this 
purpose. There is no increase. 

r. DAVIS. Is there no increase? 

Mr. CULLOM. Thereisnoincreaseatall. The sum of $25,000 
is simply to be taken from the appropriation for the purpose of 
enabling the Secretary to employ an architect or architects for the 
preparation of plans for the building. It is to be a great edifico, 
a building which perhaps will cost not less than $4,000,000, cover- 
ing a whole block of ground. It is very important that it should 
be a great building in size, so as to accommodate the Department 
and the Government with reference to its mails, courts, etc. It 
is very important, therefore, that this authority should be given, 
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and I am surprised, I confess, that there should be any objection 
to it. 


I do not sympathize with any attacks which have been made 
upon the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], if any have been 
made, for having a different opinion. I certainly make no criti- 
cism of him. But I do trust, notwithstanding the fact that he 
holds a different opinion and believes that there is extravagance 
in the Department and there will be extravagance in this matter 
if we pass the joint resolution, that the Senate will pass it. I as- 
sume that the Secretary of the Treasury will not spend a dollar 
beyond what is necessary in order to get the plans and specifica- 
tions prepared for the beginning of the construction of the building. 

Iam inclined to think that the Government may be justly criti- 
cised for the manner in which we conduct that artment, be- 
cause I believe that if there were a law which authorized the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to send an agent to Chicago, or New York, 
or Oregon, or wherever a great public building is to be constructed, 
and let the contract and —~ an architect on the ground where 
the building is to be erected to make the plans, we would get along 
with the work a good deal faster than we have been getting along 
heretofore and save money to the Government. But that is not 
the policy of the Government. What I desire now is to get the 
building at Chicago started. When the present building is va- 
cated, which will be done within a period of a little less than two 
months, the Government will have to pay not less than $60,000 a 
year as rent for rooms scattered all over town, to be used for pub- 
lic offices occupied by Government officers outside of the post-office 
force itself. 

It seems to me that the most important feature at present is 
to get the building started so as to stop the extraordinary rent 
that the Government will have to pay in order to conduct the 
business of the Government in that city. I hope there will be no 
further discussion about the joint resolution and no further ob- 
jection to it. I understand from my friend, the distinguished 
Senator from California [Mr. Wurre], that he does not propose 
to make any further opposition to it, and so I understood from the 
honorable Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. I hope the 
joint resolution will be passed without further delay. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the views of the Senator from 
Arkansas | Mr. Berry] as to economy have always been eminent] 
sound, but a condition of things is now presented which wi 
create the necessity of extravagant appropriations or there will be 
no money for the people. There is y in the Treasury a cash 
balance of about $180,000,000, and it is proposed to sell bonds and 
buy $200,000,000 more of money—$100,000,000 immediately, and 
another $100,000,000 at the convenience of those who wish to ob- 
tain Government bonds. If that is done, pretty much all the cir- 
culating medium will be in the Treasury. 

It is something more than a temptation to extravagant appro- 
priations—before Congress adjourns it may become its duty—to 
get this money out of the Treasury by any means, so that the peo- 
ple may have something with which to do business. A contrac- 
tion in the currency of $200,000,000 more and piling up the cash 
balance in the Treasury would utterly destroy business. It would 
be a greater calamity than to eee ener and tax the - 
ple. If you take the money out of circulation at this time, unless 
there can be some way invented to stop the bond sales, there will 
be no refuge for the people except extravagance. That appears 
to be the only alternative, . 

Congress will not do anything else. It will not stop the bond 
deals going on, and it can not afford to have the entire circula- 
tion tied up in the Treasury. A peculiar state of affairs is pre- 
sented. Therefore, if money is wanted at this time to build public 
buildings, Congress had better appropriate it now when it is nec- 
essary to get the money out of the Treasury. The people can not 
get it in any other way that I can see. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not on wee with the Senator from 
Nevada |Mr. Stewart] that it is best to issue bonds and then to 
indulge in extravagant appropriations in order to get the money 
in circulation throughout the country. I think it would be better 
to stop issuing bonds. 

Mr. STEWART. I with the Senator from Arkansas in 
that respect. That is what I am trying to do, but it can not be 
done, and it leaves the alternative which I have presented. 

Mr. BERRY. If that can not be done I do not think it wise 
that the Senate should indu in extravagant appropriations 
even because wrongs may be done in other directions. 

Now, in answer to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom], I 
wish to state, in the first place, that when he says the joint reso- 
lution does not increase the appropriation, because the sum comes 
from the appropriation alresdy made, it is not a fair argument, 
because the Senator from Illinois well knows that when the build- 
ing has once been begun it will be completed. He knows that if 
by reason of this sum being taken from the present Le eg are 
there shall be an insufficient amount left to complete building 
Congress will have to appro te what is needed. He knows 
that it is not fair to say that does not increase the amount of 
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money that the building will cost, because if we take from the 
enon appropriation $25,000 or $50,000 to pay for the plans, the 

ator well knows that when the proper time comes that amount 
will be replaced in order to complete the building. So there is 
nothing whatever in that argument. 

The point 1am making is clear. It may be that I know noth- 
ing about it, but here it is made an officer’s duty under the law 
to make the plans; he is there for that pu ; those who made 
the law thought that a man with a salary of $5,000, if that be the 
sum, was sufficient for the purpose, and they made it his duty to 
make the plans. hey gave him a general appropriation of $200, - 
000 for assistants in making the various plans. But the Chicagy 
building ao somewhat out of the ordinary and larger than 
those usually built, Congress thought it might be necessary to re- 

uire more assistance than that ordinarily used and it went fur- 

r. It also appropriated $30,000 for assistants to this man whose 

duty it is to make the plans. Congress has already appropriated 
$30,000 for somebody to help him in making the plans. 

The joint resolution proposes to appropriate $25,000 in addition. 
It seems to me that isreckless extravagance. It seems to me that 
when it is the duty of this officer to make the plans, to pay $25,00) 
for a man unnamed toassist him isan extravagant appropriation, 
The joint resolution does not comefrom any committee whatever, 
and it seems to me it ought not to pass the Senate in this way. 

The senior Senator from Illinois says the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. WHITE] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirii| 
have agreed not to oppose the joint resolution further. Why’ 
Because the moment we make this precedent and give $25,000 for 
an assistant at Chicago, that moment the Senator from Californi:, 
the Senator from New Jersey, and the Senator from Oregon wil! 
say, ‘‘The same reasons prevail at Portland, Los Angeles, and 
Newark that exist at Chicago; and the Senate having already 
given the authority in the Chicago case, why not give it in these 


? 

I think, Mr. President, that money should not be appropriated 
in this way. I repeat that which Lhave already said. Complaint 
has been made ant ts being made that under the present tariff law 
there is an insufficiency of revenue. I say that the laws of this 
country raise ample revenue to run the Government if it were run 
in an economical way; but extravagance after extravagance has 
— up, and every man who has dared to stand and raise his voice 

ere because he believed it was his duty to the people he represented 
has been denounced as a demagogue and even worse by the partivs 
whose interests were affected by the appropriation to which he ob- 
ee But believing it to be my duty to object to the joint reso- 

ution, I did object to it. I do not think it ought to be passed in 
this manner. I think the whole matter ought to go to a commit- 
tee, and the committee ought to report not only on the Chicazo 
building, but on the California, the New Jersey, and the Oregon 
cases, and any other building that may besimilarly situated. If thw 
present laws or the present architects are insufficient to meet tho 
situation, then a general bill ought to be brought in to meet it, in 
stead of seeking to take money out of the public Treasury without 
consideration by a committee of this body. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to take up the time of the Senate 
in replying to the Senator from Arkansas. I have stated what 
are the facts about the Chicago case. If there is any fault to be 
found, it is in the fact that there is not enough money for the 
Architect of the Treasury to make the plans and designs as raj- 
idly as they are required. f 

hat is the whole story. TheSecretary insists that there is not 
money enough to enable him to do it. He desires to employ an 
architect to help prepare the plans for the Chicago public build- 
ing and to take the money, if we will allow him to do so, out of 
the appropriation already made. I hope that permission will be 


an 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without ameni- 


ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. [believethejointresolution ought to be referre| 
to the appropriate committee, and, therefore, I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Mississippi bear wit) 
me for one moment? I hope that that reference will not be mace. 
It would simply result in longer delay, which would cause great«r 
expense to the Government of the United States. If the joint 
resolution is passed, as it ought to be in my judgment, and tlie 
plans and specifications are provided, we will get a public build- 
ing in Chicago some time or other, and shut off the extraordinary 
amount of rent that the Government is now paying. I may say 
that it will have to pay rent at a much greater rate within a short 


time. ; 
I hope that the reference will not be made, and that the joint 
resolution will be by the Senate. ’ 
Mr. MITCHELL of . Mr. President, I shall vote against 
the motion to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, but I do it in the hope and with the 
expectation that either the Committee on Appropriations, of 








as 





1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 791 








which the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. CoLLom] isa| Mr. GEORGE, I will yield in a moment. : , 
member, or the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, or Mr. CULLOM. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
both together, will, at a very early day, and without waiting for | Mississippi. 
the regular appropriation bill, formulate a bill that will furnish Mr. GEORGE. I do not see why the usual course of referring 
money enough to enable the Secretary of the Treasury and the | the matter to & committee ought not to be adopted on this occa- 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury to go on with the plans and | sion. If the Senator from Illinois desires to interrupt me I will 
specifications of the various public buildings in this country for | hear him now. j 

which appropriations were made years ago. ; . Mr. CULLOM. I merely wish to state that a portion of the 

I for one think it is a burning shame that the public business | Illinois delegation, as I have said, although I do not know whether 
should have been delayed as it has been delayed, and if, as stated | the honorable Senator from Mississippi heard me, called upon the 
by the recent communication of the Secretary of the Treasury, it | Secretary of the Treasury two or three times within the last year, 
is because of the lack of appropriations to enable the work to pro- | asking him to commence the work of preparing the plans and 
ceed, it seems to me we ought to know it and we ought to meet | specifications for the building. Without a very definite answer, 
the demand at once without further delay. _ | he put us off by the statement that the Department had not got to 

Mr. CULLOM. I agree with the Senator from Oregon that it | it,and soon. Finally he made the statement that it would be 
is a shame that the hundreds of public buildings all over the coun- | impossible for him to take action very soon with reference to the 
try are delayed for want of sufficient appropriations toenable the | Chicago building, in view of the other buildings which were being 
Government to prepare the plans and specifications as rapidly as | crowded upon him, unless Congress would give him an additional 
they ought to be —— So far as I am concerned, I am ready | appropriation and authority to employ an additional architect*to 
at any minute to domy part on the Committee on Appropriations, | assist in making the plans, etc. The Chicago delegation never 
of which I have the honor to be a member, if the matter comes be- | asked him to recommend any additional appropriation or any 
fore the committee, looking toward the reformation of this condi- | specific amount, but they were governed entirely by his judgment 
tion of affairs. as to the best thing to do with reference to getting started. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to repeat that $230,000 has already been | I thought, and I think my colleague agreed with me, that as it 
appropriated for assistants to the Supervising Architect in mak- | is a matter which does not concern, except indirectly, the question 
ing the plans. : of extravagance or of any other appropriation, but simply asks 

Mr. GEORGE. For assistants to him? that so much of the appropriation already made as the Secretary 

Mr. BERRY. For assistants to the man whose duty it is to | of the Treasury may deem necessary, not to exceed $25,000, may 
make the plans, whom the law contemplates will make them, and | be used for this purpose, it would not be necessary to have the 
who is getting a salary to make them. Congress has already | joint resolution referred to any committee, but that the Senate 

iven him $200,000 generally, and $30,000 for this particular build- | could pass it, and thereby save a little time and in the end save 
ing at Chicago. money, which would be paid for rent. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, a few days ago, when the same Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am not going to do anything 
matter was under consideration, I mentioned the peculiarity of a | against the interests of Chicago. The fact is, I am in love with 
similar case at San Francisco. Ido not intend to oppose the joint | that city. I have aright as a Democrat to be in love with that 
resolution, because I know that a building in Chicago is a great ne- | city. It yy to be the only city in the United States which 
cessity, and I think it ought to be proceeded with before the plans | has succeeded in having a Democratic nominee nominated there 
which have been adopted for it become so antique as to be con- | elected to the Presidency of the United States. I understand that 
sidered disreputable. As it is now in various places in this coun- | Chicago is to be also the seat of the next national Democratic 
try, including, as I stated, the city of San Francisco, the Department | convention; and dim as the prospect may appear now for the elec- 
has prepared plans and they are still hanging upon the wall, in | tion of the next Democratic nominee, I confess that my hopes are 
most cases, I believe, looking outward. They willsoon be turned | brightened and cheered by the fact that the good luck which has 
the other way. They will soon be obsolete, and we shall have to | attended the Democratic party by holding its conventions in Chi- 
prepare new plans in accordance with the progress of the age, not | cago twice and electing its nominee twice may attend it the third 
the progress made by Congress in the matter of public buildings. | time. So I want the Senator from Il)‘nois to understand particu- 

I No not think the Treasury Department is at all to blame. I | larly that I have nothing against Chicago. It isa great city, and 
do not believe that money enough has been appropriated. I think | I would not lay as small a thing as a straw in the way of the 
the whole system is wrong. Certainly a system which brings | progress of that great city having anything in the world it wants. 
about the result that confronts us here must be wrong. Congress But still, Mr. President, notwithstanding the predilections which 
makes an appropriation for a public building and then five or six | I have as a Democrat in favor of the city of Chicago, and not- 
years hence nothing is done looking to its completion. Here is | withstanding all the pride I may have as an American citizen in 
an opportunity for Chicago to get a public building. Although | its rapid and phenomenal growth—for never was there anything 
I am anxious to succeed in the case of San Francisco, I shall do | like it before in all the history of the world—notwithstanding all 
my best to help Chicago out. I think it is the duty of Congress | that, I believe I ought to insist, when money is to be taken out of 
to provide for all these buildings, but if we can extricate one | the Treasury, that a committee shall consider that question be- 
from the slough of despond let us do so. forehand. What will the delay of aweek amount to? In the lap 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | of the ages which that city is to last—because I suppose it is to be 
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE] to | eternal—what is just one week? I believe the Senator from Illi- 
refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Public Buildings | nois is on that committee, is he not? 


and Grounds. . Mr. CULLOM. Iam not upon the Committee on Public Build- 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to be indulged in making one or | ings and Grounds. 
two remarks as furnishing the reason why I made the motion. Mr. GEORGE. Well, there will be amecting of the committee 


The joint resolution proposes to appropriate $25,000 out of the | one day this week, and by next Monday we can have all this mat- 
Treasury. The rules of the Senate require or suppose without | ter before us. SolI think, out of respect to the rights and the 
contrary action on the part of the Senate, that all measures shall | feelings of the overtaxed people, even where the little sum of 
be referred to its committees for the purpose of deliberation, for | $25,000 is involved, the joint resolution should go through the ordi- 
the purpose of informing the Senate as to the particular necessity | nary routine by which bills are acted upon in the Senate. 
for them, and as to the particular form in which a bill or joint The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
resolution ought to be passed by the Senate. Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE} that the joint resolution 

When the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] states that | be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
$200,000 has already been appropriated for the purpose ina gen-| The motion was not agreed to. 
eral appropriation act, that $30,000 more has been added, making The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
the very large sum of $230,000, nearly a quarter of a million dollars, | reading, and was read the third time. 
and then that another $25,000 is asked for, I think it is rather | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint reso- 
pressing the liberality of the Senate. In other words, when Con- | lution pass? 
gress has got to that point in the way of giving out money—and I Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
understand there is not very much money in the Treasury, except | joint resolution. 
what we have borrowed—I think it is rather pressing the mat-| The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
ter; that we ought at least, when that point is paeahel, to have a | call the roll. 
committee look into the matter and see what is right and proper. Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
I do not see any reason, and no reason has been given, why the ir with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I donotknow 
usual course of reference to a committee—which ought not to | how he would vote if present, and therefore I will withhold my vote. 
— the passage of the joint resolution more than a week, if it| Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
oug: oan at all, because every committee meets once a | the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire}. 

not be pursued. Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-| Mr. PUGH (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
sippi yield to the Senator from Llinois? Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 
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Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—49. 

Bacon, Faulkner, Mantle, Shoup, 
Baker, Frye. Mitchell, Oreg. Smith, 

rice, Gallinger, Murphy, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gear, Nelson, Teller, 
Caffery, Gordon, Palmer, Turpie, 
Call, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Peffer, Warren, 
Carter, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Irby, Platt, White, 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. 
Davis, Lindsay, Roach, 
Dubois, Lodge, Sewell, 
Elkins, McBride, Sherman, 

NAYS—46. 
Rate, Blanchard, Jones, Ark. Walthall 
Berry, George, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, Daniel, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Allen, Gibson, Martin, Quay, 
Allison, Gorman, Mills, oe re, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Tillman, 


Clark, Hill, Morrill, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to call up for consideration the bill 
(8.790) to aid the States of California, Oregon, Washington, Mon- 
tana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota to 
support schools of mines, It will take but a few minutes to pass it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are a number of Senators who 
desire to be heard on the regular order, and none are ready to pro- 
ceed to-day, I understand. Under the circumstances, I think it 
is proper I should state that I shall not ask the regular order to 
be proceeded with to-day, but am willing that it shall be in- 
formally laid aside to consider se that the Senate chooses 
to take up during the remainder of to-day’s session. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas when he 
thinks we shall be able to reach a vote on the pending measure, 
the bond bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not undertake to set a time. 
There are a number of Senators who desire to be heard. They 
are not ready. I presumed some of them would be ready to pro- 
ceed to-day, but I understand nooneisready. I suppose they will 
be ready to go ahead in the course of a few days, and that there 
will not be very much delay. 

Mr. PLATT. The bond bill has been pending here since the 
7th of January. It is nearly two weeks now, and there have been 
no speeches made in opposition to the amendment proposed by 
the majority of the Finance Committee. It is not a case where 
the minority is obstructing business, but where the majority 
seems to be preventing us from getting to a vote. I think that the 
measure Ought to be pressed to a vote in some way without what 
seems to me to be an unreasonable delay. It is a measure which 
was adopted in the other House because the President of the 
United States had asked Congress not to take a recess for the 
holidays until it did something to assist the ae Department. 
There is the bond call, which expires on the 5th of February, and 
if this bill is to be passed at all, either as it came from the other 
House or according to the amendment which has been suggested 
here in the Senate, it ought to be acted upon, it seems to me. 
The Secretary of the Treasury in giving his notice requiring bids 
for the bonds, as I remember it, said that if there should be author- 
ity to issue a 8 per cent bond on long time the bids would be 
received for such a bond. 

There is a great deal said about being unable to get a vote upon 
measures in the Senate, about unlimited debate, about obstruction 
on the part of minorities to prevent votes, and very many Senators 
think the rules — to be changed so that there should be some 
limitation upon debate,among whom Iam one. But thisis avery 

»eculiar debate. We do not arrive at a vote becanse Senators in 
avor of the proposition have not gotten ready to make speeches. 
We have occasional speeches here; I suppose they are speeches; 
and I suppose it is debate which has been going on upon the bill. 
I should call it the reading of essays, or, adopting the language 
of our old school days, the ar of compositions. A debate 
upon the bond bill seems to signify a written composition and 
reading it to four or five members of the Senate. 

It seems to me the measure, which is the unfinished business, is 
important enough, whatever the action of the Senate may be, to 
have it pressed to a vote. The Senator says that in a few days 
somebody will be ready, as I understood him, to make a speech on 
it, and then we will take it up again. I submit that we ought to 
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have some time fixed within which it is possible that we may 
reach a vote on the subject, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the anxiety of the 
Senator from Connecticut to have a free-silver bill passed at this 
time is in striking contrast with that Senator’s conduct about 
twelve months ago, when a similar measure was pending in this 
body, which the friends were anxious to have passed at once and 
without debate. At that time we had but one day within which 
we could hope to consider such a bill, and the Renae and the 
country owed it to the filibustering tactics of the Senator from Con- 
necticut that no vote was then had on that measure. He himself 
took the responsibility by dilatory tactics to delay and prevent a 
vote because of the pressing necessity to pass appropriation bills. 

Now that Senator is particularly anxious to have the bill 
passed at once and become alaw. The friends of the measure 
understood at that time the reason why he opposed it, and the 
friends of the measure understand now that perhaps his anxiety 
to force a vote at this time is to avoid a debate upon this question, 
for the reason probably that he does not feel he will be able to an- 
swer the reasons presented in favor of the bill, either here or to the 
country. The friends of the measure will present the reasons why 
they believe the bill ought to be passed. We shall not ask for a 
vote until we shall have had an ane to present those rea- 
sons clearly and distinctly, that they may be understood not only 
here, but elsewhere. 

limagine that there will be no difficulty about the action when- 
ever it is to the best interest of the country that action should be 
had. There never has been a time, so far as I know, where a 
Senator in good faith desired time to prepare to discuss a great 
question such as this is, when there was any disposition to cut off 
such debate. Ido not believe the Senator from Connecticut him- 
self ever undertook anything of the kind or ever advocated it 
anywhere; and this is the first time, so far as I know, when any 
such measure was ever resorted to. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, if I am justly chargeable with in- 
consistency—I do not think I am—the Senator from Arkansas is 
certainly much more open to that charge than Iam. At a time 
when the ae bills were pressing eon: the Senate and it 
was doubtful whether the Senate could consider the appropriation 
bills and adjourn on the 4th of March without leaving some of 
them unacted upon, the Senator insisted upon bringing forward a 
bill for free coinage which had no relation to anything which was 
being transacted in the Senate, which was a purely independent 
measure, and insisted that the Senate should vote upon it in one 
day. Some of us did desire to discuss that bill. I remember that 
= en from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] made some remarks upon 
the bill—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You have the opportunity now. 

Mr. PLATT. And I made someremarksuponthe bill. I think 
I spoke about two hours, and then there arose after my speech 
was concluded some little disagreement between the two sides of 
the Chamber, which ended in an agreement on this side that the 
Senate might vote the next day at 11 o’clock upon a resolution 
which was offered by one of the Senators in favor of the bill, and 
the next day the Senator from Arkansas came in and said he did 
not want a vote at all. Now, that is the inconsistency; that is 
the charge which is laid to me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PLATT. One moment, please. But the Senator then, and 
without any reason for it, apparently, except a desire that the Sen- 
ate should express its opinion upon that great subject, as he con- 
sidered it, insisted that it should vote within one day after the re- 
pe was broughtin. Now, heis not willing the Senate shall vote. 
f [have changed, if I wanted to prevent a vote then, he certainly 
has got on my ground now. He wants to prevent a vote now. 

Ido not know what reason there can for the delay of this 
bill. Ido not know why this amendment is brought here, unless 
it be to embarrass the Treasury Department. The Senator knows 
perfectly well there is not any free-coinage measure going to pass 
this Congress. And yet we take up two weeks, and three weeks, 
and four weeks, while this bond call is pending, in an academic dis- 
cussion of the question of the standards and the coinage of this 
country. What other object is there except to embarrass the 
Treasury? I should be glad to know. We who do not believe in 
causing embarrassment to the Treasury have not added to the 
delay by discussion. For rt I do not intend to do so. I 
want to see a vote upon the bill. I think that I might be able to 
answer some of the arguments which have been addressed to the 
Senate in favor of the measure, satisfactorily at least to myself, 
but I do not wish to delay a vote upon it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the Senator 
repeat his statement as to a a for a vote on that bill be- 
fore. If [ understood him, he said there was a proposition sub- 
mitted from the other side of the Chamber at the time that bill 
was pending that there should be a vote had the next day at 11 
o'clock, and I declined. 

LATT. No; submitted by the friends of the Senator from 
Arkansas and those who were acting with him. 


pee eae 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I myself asked for hour after hour 
to be agreed upon the next day, and all the propositions were re- 
‘ected by the gentlemen who were filibustering on the other side. 
any statement or information on the part of the Senator that I 
was in any sense responsible for there being no vote the next day js 
absolutely without foundation, and the record does not sustain it. 

Mr. PLATT. This matter has been called up without having 
had an opportunity to refresh my recollection, but I think I am 
not mistaken about it. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator ought to refresh his 
memory now and state the facts. 

Mr. PLATT. Some disagreement arose between the friends of 
the measure and those who were opposed toit. It was at 11 or 


12 o'clock at night. The Senator from Arkansas was insisting | 


upon a vote, and he could not find any quorum here. Then there 
was a compromise reached a the introduction of a resolution by 
the junior Senator from Colorado (Mr. Wo.LcortT], and it was 
assented to by the Senator from Arkansas, that there should be a 
yote upon that resolution, expressive of the sentiment of the Sen- 
ate on the subject of free coinage, the next day at11o’clock. That 
was agreed to before an adjournment that night,and without a 
vote upon the bill itself. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to repeat that I stood hour 
after hour and through the whole of the next day asking that a 
vote might be had on the bill, and it was rejected all the time. 
There was a proposition made on a different matter altogether, 
which was submitted from the other side. I do not remember 
whether it was voted on or not, but it had nothing to do witha 
vote on the bill; and the intimation, as I understood it, by the 
Senator from Connecticut that I had failed to ask for a vote on 
the bill when I could have gottenit is absolutely without founda- 
tion, if he made the statement, although, from his present state- 
ment, he did not, and I accept his disclaimer. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There can not be any mistake about the | 


substantial accuracy, I think, of what has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. I distinctly recollect the occasion. 
There was objection made to the bill or resolution which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas was pressing. It continued during the even- 
ing. The controversy was allayed and an adjournment was 
brought about by an agreement of the opponents of the measure 
which the Senator was pressing that the next day there should be 
a vote upon that subject-matter. I do not know that it was an 
agreement that the vote should be taken upon the exact proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know it was not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it was a part of the arrangement 
that evening that the vote should be taken upon a different propo- 
sition on the same subject-matter, which, asthe Senator from Con- 
necticut has said, was drawn up by the Senator from Colorado 
Wotcott]. I know, however, the proposition was made 
that the next day, by agreement, there should be a vote. The 

roposition was stated tome. I assented to it for one, and came 
bere the next day with a distinct understanding that without de- 
bate the subject-matter which the Senator from Arkansas had 
been pressing upon the Senate and insisting that we should vote 
upon in less than twenty-four hours should be disposed of, and 





neither the junior Senator from Colorado nor the Senator from | 


Arkansas insisted that the understanding should be carried out, 
but the Senator from Arkansas. as I understand and as I under- 


stood at the time, incontinently retreated from the agreement | 


that the sense of the Senate might be taken upon his measure. 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, a few days since I introduced a 
resolution which is kindred in its character with the bill which is 
now the unfinished business, and it is specially associated with 
the question of the new issue of bonds. That resolution is known 


to history as the resolution of Stanley Matthews, then a Senator | 
from Ohio. The resolution recited facts in its pa that were | 


fresh in the recollection of thecountry and of t 
it was passed. The resolution passed both Houses of Congress by 
over a two-thirds vote in January, 1878. A few days afterwards 
the measure knownas the Bland-Allison Act for the remonetization 
of silver was sent tothe President of the United States, Mr. Hayes, 
and it encountered his veto. It was returned and passed over his 
veto and became the law. That law and the contract which it re- 
cited have been in undisturbed operation since February, 1878. 
Notwithstanding it had the sanction that it did when it became a 
law, notwithstanding the persistent effort to have that law re- 
= and that contract disregarded, it has remained the law of 

ongress since that day, and no one has attempted to introduce 
any bill in either House to repeal that law or to gainsay the facts 
recited in it. 

The Treasury Department under the administration of both 
parties since that time has persisted in disregarding that law 


and violating the contract recited on its face and recited on the | 


face of the bonds that are now held to be payable in gold. They 
have changed that express law by treatment and by custom of 
the Treasury Department; they have violated an express law, an 
express contract, without any respect or consideration, and repu- 
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diated it, and to-day are insisting that their repudiation, their 
nullification of a law and their disregard of acontract, has changed 
the legal effect of that law recited in the Stanley Matthews reso- 
lution, and converted those bonds into gold bonds. There has 
also been an effort since the present Administration came into 
power tocommit this Congress to the policy of issuing gold bonds— 
bonds payable on their face in gold instead of coin. The persist- 
ent effort and practice and policy of the Treasury Department 
has been under this Administration to commit the Government 
to an obligation to pay all these bonds in gold, and very tempt- 
ing propositions have been made to Congress to induce it to take 
that action. Wewere told when the veto message of the seignior- 
age bill was sent to Congress that possibly a place could be found 
for all the silver to be coined out of the seigniorage if Congress 
would authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue gold bonds 
without limit to obtain gold to prevent the evil effects of attempt- 
ing to coin the seigniorage. 

When the last bonds were sold, the sixty-two-million-dollar 
issue, another message was sent to us that a contract had been 
made with the bond syndicate by which they would give up the 
4 per cent bonds and accept the 3 per cent bonds upon condition 
that the new bonds should be expressly payable in gold, and that 
by this committal of the Government to gold bonds and the re- 
pudiation of the law and the contract recited in the Stanley Mat- 
thews resolution the people of the country could save $16,000,000 
in interest. These were very tempting offers to Congress, but 
they did not have the effect to influence any action favorable to 
the demands in those messages. 

I simply rose to remind the Senate that this resolution has been 
laid before it by the Vice-President, that it is the next thing in or- 
der, and I can gratify the desire of the Senator from Connecticut 
and the desire of those who are anxious for a vote by calling up 
the resolution and asking that the Senate give it immediate con- 
sideration for the purpose only of demanding a yea-and-nay vote, 
to see what progress the money power has made in revolutionizing 
the sentiment of these two bodies since 1878, from a two-thirds 
vote, a vote that wiped out the veto power upon which the bond 
syndicate to-day depends to carry out its purpose. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making an 
inquiry, in the first place, as to the parliamentary situation. The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan} called up his resolution dur- 
ing the morning hour. e then gave way, after it was read by 
the Secretary, to allow the Senator from Illinois — CULLOM] to 
have considered the joint resolution relating to the public build- 
ing at Chicago. That was continued until the morning hour ex- 
— Then the unfinished business proper, which was the bond 

vill or the free-coinage bill, was laid aside temporarily to enable 
the Chicago building joint resolution to be completed. Therefore, 
the business now properly before the Senate is the bond or free- 
coinage bill. I ask whether Iam not right and whether that is 
not the only business now before the Senate? The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] stated that he would not press that bill 
this morning for debate, but nevertheless that is the business be- 
fore the Senate now, is it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. That bill is 
the unfinished business. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pua], 
as the Chair understood, asked unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of his resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. Ididso to gratify the wishes of those Senators who 
wanted to vote upon something relating to this great question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the status, and the unfin- 
ished business is the free-coinage bill, so called. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 1 desire to make some remarks upon 
this revolutionary resolution, as the Senator from Alabama calls 
it. Ishould prefer to do so to-morrow, and I would ask him not 
to press it thisafternoon. Ifthe Senator from Idado [Mr. Dusots] 
wishes to have his bill considered this afternoon, I desire to accom- 
modate him if I can; and the resolution of the Senator from Ala- 
bama may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection will carry the resolu- 
tion over. 

Mr. HILL. I simply asked the Senator the question, I do not 
wish to object, unless I am compelled to do so. 

Mr. PUGH. I understand that an objection will carry the reso- 
lution over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The Senator from New York does not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be the first reso- 
lution laid before the Senate to-morrow. That is the parliamen- 
tary status. 

Mr. PUGH. Can I get unanimous consent to take a vote on the 
resolution to-morrow? 

Mr. HILL. Hardly, Mr. President. Not to-morrow; some 
other day. [Laughter. 

Mr. POGH. Will the Senator name a day when he will be 
ready to stop this filibustering? 

Mr. HILL. I am not informed as to the precise time of the elec- 
tion of Senators in Utah, and therefore I can not. I do not wish 
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to displace the bill of the Senator from Arkansas. I care nothing 
about it. The Senator from Arkansas can take his own time. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam anxious to have a vote on the resolution, as 
it involves a great public question and excites 30 much public 
attention and interest. Notwithstanding my very great desire to 

ield to any request of the Senator from New York—and if it were 
his personal request I could not resist it—as this is a request re- 
lating to a great public matter, I must insist upon my motion. 

Mr. HILL. hat is the effect of that motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is to take up the resolu- 
tion, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry as to the 
effect of the motion. Would it displace the free-coinage bill, if 
agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like the Senator 
from Alabama to again state his motion, so that there will be no 
misunderstanding as to just what it is. Is the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama to take from the Calendar the resolution 
and proceed to its consideration? 

Mr. PUGH. Iask unanimous consent to do so. I do not wish 
to displace the pending measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That would be the effect of agreeing 
to the Senator's motion. 

Mr. PUGH. It is not my intention to affect the standing of the 
unfinished business. I can put my a in the shape of unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the resolution during the 
morning hour before the unfinished business is reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be then considered. 

Mr. HILL. Whatis the request? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The proposition is not understood. 

The VICE-PRESID . The Chair said the Senator from 
re could make the request. That is all the Chair has de- 
cided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will decide any other ques- 
tion when it is presented. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I rose a few moments ago to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of Senate bill No. 790, and my un- 
derstanding was that unanimous consent was granted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be read for information. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest that the request of the Senator from 
Idaho, that by unanimous consent the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside, would not displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. It was part of the request of the Senator from 
Idaho that the unfinished business be not ay ome 

Mr. HILL. I did not understand that. I have no yy to 
= a being pursued, the unfinished business not being dis- 

aced. 

. Mr. HALE. Mr. President, before the subject of considerin, 
the unfinished business passes from the attention of the Senate, 
want to make an ap to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jonss] who is in charge of that bill. 

The Senator gained in the last a deserved reputation 
for good sense and skill and good temper in the management of 
important bills, and I apes to him, now that he is in charge of 
the bill which is the unfinished business, the bond bill, so called, 
substituted by a free coinage of silver amendment, whether in the 
course of the business of the Senate it is not desirable for him to 
push that bill so far as is practicable to a vote. 

I do not make this appeal because I am anxious for a vote, but 
I want to call the Senator’s attention to the condition of the busi- 
ness of the Senate. It is known to every Senator of rience 
that the best time to get any important bill considered and passed 
is in the early part of the session. The months of December and 
January, and especially January, are the months when other busi- 
ness does not interpose. 

The House of Representatives has already matured and passed 
one appropriation bill, is considering another to-day, and the third 
one has been reported this morning; and these bills will be here 
within a day or two. There is a ition on the part of both 
bodies to attend to the business of the session, to wind it up as 
speedily as possible, and to secure an early adjournment of Con- 
gress. The appropriation bills have the right of way, and will 
inevitably be brought before the Senate within the next week. 
One of them is a very important bill, one of the most important 
of all the appropriation bills, having upon it many subjects that 
will need discussion, and long discussion. The Senator will then 
find that his measure, which I know he wants to pass, and I know 
he wants to pass it speedily, will be taken out of its track and 
other business will be substituted. Without any 
anxiety for a vote on this bill—for I do not feel it and I do not 
want to hurry the Senate—yet I do want him to take into account 
Seater besnees het wil be hae Re ee 
his aa to as early a result, whatever that may be, as it 
is ible for him to do. 

. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in reply to the sugges- 


tion of the Senator from Maine,I desire to say that the friends o° 
the measure in my charge are anxious to have it disposed of at 
the earliest practicable moment; but at this time, early in the ses- 
sion, with very little business on the Calendar, with nothing of 
material importance now pressing, with appeals made to me by 
Senators who say that they in good faith are making as rapid 
preparation as they can in order to submit arguments on the ques. 
tion, I can not refuse to allow them reasonable time to make this 
preparation, Therefore, as thereis no occasion for any great hurry 
at this moment, it seems to me that a delay of a few days will nv: 
interfere with the disposition of this measure. Anxious as [ ar, 
to have a vote, and willing as I am to have it disposed of at the 
earliest possible moment, I have not pressed it because Senators ary 
ene to address the Senate and have not had time as yet to 
0 80. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that is undoubtedly so; but I ask tlio 
Senator whether now, when other business is not being pushed, 
is not the time when, if he can, he should try to induce Senators 
who want to speak in favor of the measure in the Senator’s charee, 
and who are not opposing it, to hurry up their mental processes 
and to try to give to the Senate the benefit of their : aeclben upon 
the subject at as early a date as possible? The truth is, we havo 
been considering it at odd hours, as the Senator from Connecticut 
says, nearly a fortnight; and the Senator has been very goo1l- 
natured, as is his way, and allowed it to go along rather in a drav- 

ing fashion; nobody has found fault, and I find none, because [ 

ow the condition the Senator describes, but when the speec! 

to which he refers are made, say in a week longer, he will fin’ 
other business here that he can not get rid of, and Ican not get rid 
of, and the Senate can not get rid of, and then the measure in his 
charge will be side tracked, which he does not want. I am inter- 
fering here only as a friend in the conduct of this matter, not that 
the Senator needs that, but to show him that he will not have the 
clear track that he has now. 


PUBLIC LAND SUITS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the Congress: 
I desire to invite attention to the necessity for prompt legislation in order 
to remove the limitation of the time within which suits may be brought !\y 


the Government to annul unlawful or unauthorized grants of public lai.is 

By the act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stats., 556), the Secretary of the Interior is 
directed to adjust each of the railroad grants which may be unadjusted, 
and it is provided, if it shall upon the completion of such adjustment, 

that ds have m from any cause erroneously certified or 
patented by the United States to or for the use of a company claiming under 
any of said grants, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to (e- 
mand a reconveyance of the title to all lands so erroneously certified or })at- 
ented, and on failure of the company to make such reconveyance witlia 
ninety days the Attorney-General is required to institute and prosecute in 
the proper courts necessary p to restore title to said lands to the 
United States. The d s made under this act have been numerous. anil 
in some cases have resulted in the reinvestment of title to the lands in tho 
United States upon demand, but in most cases the demand has been refusod 
and suits have been necessary. 

The work of adjustment has been unavoidably slow. The said act makes 
provision for the reinstatement of entries erroneously canceled on account 
of railroad withdrawals, and, upon certain conditions, provides for the con- 
firmation of titles derived by purchase from the companies of lands shown to 
be excepted from the nts. It contemplates a disposition of every tract 
described by the gran act, situated within the primary or granted limi 
an i ion of each tract certified or patented to the company within such 
rimit, to determiue whether such certification or patenting was proper: thie 
listing of those tracts shown to be erroneously certified, and the determina- 
tion for what tracts lost to the t indemnity is to be allowed. 

It is necessary, in mabtagoush an adjustmeut, that all questions of conflict 
ing claims, either between settlers and the road, or between two roads the 

ants for which conflict or overlap, be finally disposed of, so that a propor 

isposition of the land can be shown in the adjustment. While adjustments 
have proceeded with the utmost rapidity consistent with a due regard for 
the rights of the settlers, of the United States, and the railroad compan 
and while to this end the force of adjusters has been largely augmented in 
the General Land Office, mane ot the grants ja remain unadjusted. 

In some of the grants, notably the ration grants, the lack of surveys 
up to the present time made the completion of the work impossible. 

ons rendered by the Interior Department in numerousconflicts have 

been carried into the courts. construction of the Interior Department 
y been sustained when final determination has been reached, |ut 

many of the cases are still pending in the conrts, not yet having been decided. 


E 


Some of these while involving immediately the title to only one par- 
ticular tract, will, decided, furnish a rule of construction to control the 
tion of the title to of acres of other lands in the same situs- 


— Until the courts pass upon these questions final adjustments can 1.1 
By section 8 of the actof March 3, 1891 (26 Stats., 1099), it isexpressly enactet 
that suits - the United States to vacate and annul any patent theretofvre 
issued * only be brought within five years from the passage of this act. 
This period of five will expire on the 3d of March, 1896. Of course 10 


suit by the United to secure the cancellation of a patent in this class 
of cases after that date would be effective. Indeed, it is now too late to initi 
ate proceedings looking to any such suit, inasmuch as demand has to be first 
on the y, and thereafter ninety days must be allowed for com- 
= or in accordance with the ons of the act of March 5 
Before the expiration of this statute would bar the right o 


of 
the and benefits of anticipated favorable de- 
courts would be lost so far as the ht determine the char- 
acter and disposition of grants similar to those y involved in pending 
cases. 


if this act of limitations is to remain on the 
statute books, the portion of the adjustment act referred to would be ren- 
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eed, there would be but little use in continuing the ad- 
fone —— ae. the land grants, inasmuch as ascertained rights of the 
{aited States, or of settlers, could not be enforced by law. 
tion establishing limitations against the right of the Government to 
is an innovation not entirely consistent with the general history of the 
rights of the Government, for it has uniformly been held that time did not 
rig wer from the assertion of a right. 


bar the sov . 
ons of the Land Department construed the grants 
it of GKorality toward the grantees which later decisions of the 


; Department have not sustained. It seems clear that the 
er eae of Tiastments will develop facts and transactions in con- 
aecticn with these land grants which ought to be the subjectsof legal exami- 
- tion and scrutiny before they are allowed to become final and conclusive. 
Th » Government should not be prevented from going into the courts to right 

ones pe trated by its agents or any other parties, and by which much 
of the public domain may be diverted from the people at large to corporate 


“in these circumstances, it seems to me that the act of 1891 should be or 


amended as not to apply to suits brought to recover title to lands certified os | 


count of railroad or othergrants. And Irespectfully urge upon 
ee ee action to the end suggested, so that the adjustment of these 


ts may proceed without the interposition of a bar, through lapse of time, | 


against the right of recovery by the Serene ae per or 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 17, 1896. 
SCHOOLS OF MINES. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I now ask for the consideration of Senate bill 
oe being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (5.790) to aid the States of 
California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyo- 
ming, Colorado, and South Dakota to support schools of mines. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 


an amendment, in section 1, line 6, after ‘‘ United States,” to | 


strike out “‘ by each of the said States”; in line 7, after the word 
“within,” to strike out ‘‘ the”; and in the same line, after the 
word ‘“‘ States,” to insert ‘‘ respectively ”; so as to read: 

That each of the States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, 
Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota shall annually receive 25 per 
cent of all moneys paid to the United States for mineral lands within said 
States, respectively, for the maintenance of a school of mines in each of the 
said States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator make some 
explanation of the general nature and character of the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator will excuse me for a moment. I 
am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to move in sec- 
tion 1, lines 8, 4, and 5, to strike out ‘‘ States of California, Ore- 
gon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, 


and South Dakota,” and to insert in lieu thereof “ public-land | 


States’; so as to read: 


ic- f hall all ive 2% t of all ; : 
That each of the public-land States shall annually receive 25 per cent o | the third time, and passed. 


moneys paid to the United States, etc. 

Mr. HALE. What States would that include? 

Mr. DUBOIS. All the public-land States. 
that in deference to the House of Representatives. The public- 
land States will not secure any of this appropriation unless they 
have mineral lands; but some of the members of the House of 
Kepresentatives wish those States included. 

Mr. HALE. Is that a phrase in the nomenclature of the Gen- 
eral Land Office which is recognized as defining and including 
certain States? 

Mr. DUBOIS.’ That is the term which is used by the General 
Land Office in defining States which have had public lands. 

Mr. HALE. So that it is well understood and is in accordance 
with the present practice? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is well understood and simply in accordance 
with their definition. 

I will say, in answer to the question of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CockREL1.], that this bill has heretofore passed the 
Senate several times, that it has been unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands each time, and also has been re- 
ported at the present session. It provides that the Government 
shall yg coger from revenues derived from the sale of mineral 


lands the sum of $12,500 each year, provided that each of those 
States a priates a like amount in order to support a school of 


mines, money comes from the sale of the mineral lands in 
the mineral States, and the States put up an equal amount for the 
su of these schools. 
tr. NELSON. I should like to have the bill read as amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho o Dusots] will first be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 3, after the words ‘‘States of,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘California, Oregon, Washington, Mon- 
tana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota,” 


and insert “ public-land States.” 
The ent was to 


. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thebill willnow be read as amended, 
in accordance with the request of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELson]. 
The bill as amended was read, as follows: 
PE rane ope ete., That cach of the bilo land Gtates shall annual recstve 
or 
States, respectively, Sonnuee of 8 eckoel of rai 


the maintenance of a school of mines in each of 
said States: Provided, That said sum so to be paid shall not exceed the 





I will say that I do | 


| inhabitants, and the general course of studies pa in said school, and the 





| the capital during sessions of Congress. 














































































sum of $12,000 per annum to each State, nor shall it exceed the amount an- 
nually expended by each of the said States for said school of mines 

Sec. 2. That before any money shall be paid to each of the said States under 
the provisions of this act the Secretary of the Interior shall certify to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that each of the said States is maintaining a school 
of mines within its borders, in which students in attendance are given in- 
struction in chemistry, metallurgy, mineralogy, geology. mining, mining en- 
gineering, mathematics, mechanics, and drawing, and that the students in 
attendance from other States are received into said school of mines on the 
same terms and conditions that the students from the said State are received. 

Sec. 3. That the board of trustees of each of the said schools of mines shall 
make a report each year to the Secretary of the Interior of the number of 
students in attendanee at such school of mines, the State of which they are 


amount expended in the support of said school. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to aid the public- 
land States to support schools of mines.” 
JOHN FINN. 
Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 227) to permit the withdrawal 
of certain papers and the signing of certain receipts by John 
Finn or his attorney. The bill will excite no debate, and has 
heretofore passed the Senate in the same form. Of course, I do 
not wish it to displace the regular order. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Auditor for the War Department be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to permit John Finn of St. Louis, Mo., claimant of 371 quarter- 
master’s vouchers, aggregating $6,363.95, more or less, to sign the receipts 
upon the said vouchers, which said vouchers, it is alleged, were pranented by 
the said Finn to the Quartermaster-General, and are now alleged to be in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury; and the receipts so sicned shall 
be accepted as a sufficient compliance with the laws and rules regulating 
such cases: Provided, That it shall be found, upon examination, that the 
said vouchers were duly issued by the legally constituted authorities and 
came rightfully and for value into the hands of said Finn and that they have 
not heretofore been audited and paid: Provided further, That all original 
payees who do not present claims for payment on said vouchers within thirty 
days from the date of approval of this act shall be forever barred from pre- 
senting such claim, and said John Finn shall after said thirty days be entitled 
to receive the amounts found to be due thereon upon the conditions afore- 
said. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
Auditor for the War Department to audit certain quartermaster’s 
vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.” 

CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
286) to provide for proper disposition of the remains of deceased 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives who die at 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore been read. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill has been read, but maniiestly there are 
some amendments which ought to be made to it if it is to be passed. 
I wish that it may be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will again be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to one feature in his bill. Ido not know that it is open to 
the criticism which I am now going to make, but as the bill reads 
it seems to enact by public law that the body of a Senator or of a 
Member of the other House shall, the moment the breath leaves it, 
be put into the absolute care and custody and delivered over to a 
committee of the Senate or of the House to prepare it for burial, 
without any reference whatever to the wishes of the family of the 
deceased. In other words, if I fall in my place here, no matter 
how many of my family may be here, no matter what their desires 
may be in reference to the final disposition of my body, it is placed 
absolutely within the custody of a committee of the Senate or of 
the Honse. 

Now, I am not very particular what becomes of my body after 
the final hour, but I confess that so far as I am concerned, I should 
prefer that my friends should have charge of my body and make 
preparations for the funeral rather than that it should be done of 
necessity, by law, by a committee of the House or of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let the first section of the bill be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read section 1 of the bill, as follows: 

That whenever, during a session of the Congress of the United States,amem- . 
ber of the Senate or House of Representatives shall die at any place within 
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appointed, to the home of the deceased, and deliver it to his family, or to 
hig relatives or friends in case he had no family. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to inquire of the author of the bill what 
is the precise reform the bill proposes to make. Those around me 
suggest that it simply prevents a committee of either House of 
Congress from accompanying the remains to the place of burial. 
Is that the case? What is the precise reform which the bill will 
make in existing law? 

Mr. PEFFER. There is no existing law, but there is a very 
expensive and useless custom which has grown up by long usage. 
The Senator from New York probably was not present some four 
weeks ago, when I had the honor to present to the Senate a large 
number of very interesting facts relating to this matter. That 
presentation showed, among other things, that within the last ten 
years the expenditures for the funeral services and obsequies alone 
undertaken by both Houses of Congress have averaged upward of 
$4,000 in each particular case. 

While I do not know, and of course can not do more than ap- 
proximately estimate, what the expense would be, I think the aver- 
age under the bill would probably be not to exceed three or four 
hundred dollars at most, whereas now the average is upward of 
$4,000. In addition to that, the measure relieves the two ies of 
Congress combined of all the gossip and talk of newspapers and 
others in relation to what does or does not occur during the trip 
from the capital to the home of the deceased member and upon 
thereturn. In other words, I think itis a very substantial reform. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator from Kansas takes his seat, 
will he allow me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr, PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I think we all see what the Senator is trying to 
accomplish, but I do not think that on reflection he will want to 
have the bill passed as it has been framed. One sees on its being 
read from the desk that it really does provide, as the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has said, that the moment the breath 
leaves the body of a Senator or a Representative a committee of 
either House shall take charge of the body. It goes upon the 
theory that a Senator or a Representative is a waif, an estray, and 
that when he dies his body is to be taken charge of at once by the 
House of which he was a member, which is to go through with the 
= - officesand prepare the body for burial, as if there were no 

amily, 

Now, the Senator from Kansas does not want to do that. He 
does not want to create any law which has in it that really objec- 
tionable proceeding. I suggest that unless he can now prepare 
an amendment which will cover his purpose, that there et ot 
be large committees to go off on trips, but that there shall be 
limitations as to what shall be done by either House incidental to 
the funeral ceremonials of a Representative or a Senator, he ought 
to let the bill go over for a day and call it up to-morrow, in the 
meantime preparing something that will be unobjectionable to 
everybody here. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that upon a moment’s reflection and 
consideration Senators will see that everything has been provided 
for except the objection made by the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLatT], which can be disposed of very readily by adding, 
after the word ‘‘ member,” in line 6, if I have the right place, the 
words ‘‘ unless otherwise requested by the family or the friends 
of the deceased.” 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator desire in a case of this kind to 

ut upon the family, the near representatives, the mourners of a 
Seneuael Senator or Representative, as a part of the law, the bur- 
den of requesting that the Senate or House of Representatives 
shall not interfere? I do not think the Senator wants to do that. 
Let nature take its course, and then let the Senator come in and 
provide for what he wants as to any incidental = of 
the House of Representatives or of the Senate in the funeral cere- 
monial. If he will put the bill inthat form nobody will object. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me, I 
will state that I have been a member of this body for something 
over four years, and several deaths have occurred during that 
time. Immediately after the announcement of the death the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and a number of persons in his employ, without 
any request from the friends of the deceased anywhere, assume 
that it is proper, and everyone will concede that it is, to see that 
the remains are properly cared for; that the friends are properly 
notified; that all proper things aredone. Then in addition tothat— 
and it is this addition which I wish to avoid—the presiding officer 
of the Senate and the presiding officer of the House of Represent- 
atives, in pursuance of resolutions offered to that effect, appoint 
a committee of five or seven members of this body and a number 
of members of the other body, forming together a joint committee, 
to ee the remains of the deceased to his late home. It 
is all of this expense, which occurs after the preliminary work of 
taking care of the body has been done, that I Gaus to avoid by the 
bill now pending. 

In case none of the friends of a deceased member is present to 
look after the proper care of the body, it seems to me it is the duty 
of this body or of the other body, of whichever the deceased per- 
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son happened to have been a member, to take some appropriate 
action in the premises. My home is between 1,200 and 1,300 miles 
from the capital. The home of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] is not so far. The homes of the Senators from California 
are much farther, as are those of the Senators from the Dakotas. 
I think the average distance of the homes of Senators from the 
capital is not less than a thousand miles. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to an 
omission in the bill and to ask him whether or not it is intentiona]. 
It is also customary with the two Houses of Congress to spend 
large sums at the funerals of deceased members of the Supreme 
Court. Does the Senator desire that custom to continue or does 
he desire to include it in his bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. The bill merely applies to members of the Sen- 
ate and the other House. 

Mr. GEORGE. It relates only to those? 

Mr. PEFFER. Only to those. 

I think the objection made by the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLaTT] can be obviated by the amendment which I sug- 
gested a moment ago. After the word ‘‘member,” in line 6—I do 
not care about having the amendment stated until Senators have 
thought about it—I suggest that we insert ‘‘ unless otherwise re- 
quested by the family or the friends of the deceased”; so that it 
would read: 

That whenever, during a session of the Congress of the United States, a 
member of the Senate or House of Representatives shall die at any place 
within the District of Columbia, the House of which he was amember, unless 
otherwise yoanemee by the family or the friends of the deceased, shall appoint 
special committee, etc. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that 
at present there exists nolaw whatever authorizing these expendi- 
tures. They are always made by authority of a resolution of the 
Senate or of the other House, from whichever body the member 
dies, and they are paid outof the contingent funds of the respective 
Houses. The matter isabsolutely within the control of each body. 

With respect to the average expense within the last ten years, to 
which theSenator from Kansas has referred, I willstate that I think 
the average is enlarged very considerably by the expense of the 
funeral of a Senator from California, which came within that 
period and which caused a very large expenditure. 

Iam satisfied that it is better to determine this question, if wo 
are to determine it by the action of the two bodies, by a concur- 
rent resolution of instruction in reference to the subject to the of- 
ficers having charge of such funerals. As well stated by the 
Senator from Kansas, the amount of expenditure on account of 
funeral services in the city of Washington is very limited, and 
could not in any way be _—- as extravagant or beyond what 
Congress should spend. The other expenditures result from the 
method of transportation of the body to the place of burial and 
the tr rtation thereto and return of the Congressional com- 
mittee. at can be limited and controlled by either House at any 
time upon the death of a Senator or a Representative, or it can 
be controlled by a concurrent resolution passed by the two bodies. 
But I do not think we ought to put this in the form of a statute 
of the country. I suggest that the plan I have outlined would be 
a more feasible way of reaching the question, and framed in such 
way it would give instructions to the officers of this body and the 
other House as to the expenditures which would limit them to an 
economical sum for that purpose. 

I do not like another portion of the bill, I am frank to say, and 
that is in reference to not permitting a committee of the Senate, 
for example, where a member of the Senate departs this life, to 
accompany his remains to the placeof interment. I think that is 
a courtesy, a respect andan honor due to adeceased member which 
ought to be carried out by this body. I know of no organization 
in the United States, I care not what it may be, in which that cus- 
tom is not observed. I do not think it is well for the Senate or for 
Congress to set an example to all the organizations of the country 
by prohibiting a reasonable, economical expenditure on account 
of railroad fare of a committee from Washington to the home of 
the deceased, if he is to be buriedthere. For that reason I should 
— very seriously to that portion of the bill. 

Pe HAWLEY. Mr. President, my first feeling on reading the 
bill was that it was a very cold and cruel measure. I do not see 
what title a committee of the House of Representatives should 
have to the body of any one of our brother Senators who may die 
within the District of Columbia. The bill provides that the com- 
mittee shall immediately take possession of the remains, and, as 
the object is economy, get as cheap a coffin as it can bargain for, 
I sup perhaps what they call in the army a pine overcoat— 
and deliver it at the home of the lately deceased member. 

I do not at all like the reading of the bill. I dislike the extrava- 
gance aimed at, but I think the evil could be cured by two lines 
in an appropriation bill, when we come to the paragraph that 
gives contingent expense fund to the Senate, by providing 
that no nse be incurred in the case of the funeral of a 
Senator without the previous approval of the Committee on Con- 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


197 


tingent Expenses. Iam sure they would reasonably govern the | and bear all the expenses personally, there would be no need of 


1 sr. I shall vote to postpone the bill, or to take any 
eee eens action on it, but I can not vote for it. 

“Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I ae the Senator from Kansas 
will not press the consideration of the pending bill. There area 
reat many Senators and Members of the House, elected here to 
represent the people, who have very limited means and who are 
vere poor. That when one dies the expense of sending his body 
to his home shall be paid by the legislative body of which he was 
a member is eminently proper. There can be no reason why a 
legislative body should not see that at least the mileage which 
would be paid for sending the body to his home is paid. The 
verdict and judgment of the people who have honored him by send- 
ing him toa placeof public trust and importance should be treated 
with some consideration. We lower the standard of public duty 
and of public men when we confine them to the narrowest and 
closest and plainest economy. The people have admiration and 
honor for a government whose representatives, elected by the | 

jeople, are surrounded by some degree of public respect and pub- 
fic attention. Therefore, in my judgment, the money is not | 
thrown away whenexpended in thismanner. = 

As was said by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FauLk- 
NER], it is the province of the Senate and of the House to provide | 
for the expense and to determine the manner in which it shall be 
done, and I do not think it is competent for the two Houses of 
Congress and the President of the United States to limit the method | 
of procedure which is inherent in the two Houses, and in them 
alone, in their separate organization. 

In my opinion, therefore, if any change shall be made it is the | 
duty of the Senate as a distinct legislative body to provide the 
manner in which its dead members shall be transported and the 
respect that shall be paid tothem. This has been the custom, and 
if there be objection to any expense it is competent for the Senator 
from Kansas or any other Senator to provide by a resolution of 
the Senate the manner in which the ceremonies shall be conducted. 

But if the consideration of this bill is to be pressed, I shall pro- 
pose an amendment that the wishes of the family shall be con- 
sulted, and that if they so prefer, the expense of the funeral 
service and the transportation shall be paid to them, leaving to the 
Senate and the other House tosay what degree of respect and what 
de zree of expense shall be incurred. 

I hope the bill will not pass. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, just a word or two more. I see 
there is some objection on the part of Senators to the enactment 
of a law authorizing or directing the expenditure of money upon 
these funeral occasions. It is the use that has been made of 
money on such occasions that Iam trying to avoid. If Senators 
are really in sympathy with the objects and purposes of this bill 
(and I think they are, because I have talked with a number of 
them individually, and all of them seem to think that something | 
ought to be done), I hope that they will suggest something. I | 
would have no sort of objection to striking out all after the en- 
acting clause and inserting the few words mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut a few moments ago providing that here- 
after there shall be no money expended upon the occasion of the 
death of any member of either of the Houses of Congress, or 
something of that kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. “To—— 

Mr. PEFFER. My object is to get rid of these expenditures, 
and yet, at the same time, if the Senator will pardon me just a 
moment, I appreciate very well, as all other Senators do, that there 
is a propriety in taking some notice of the decease of members of | 
either branch of Congress. In any other great body, no matter | 
where it is or under what circumstances, where a member dies, | 
some attention ought to be paid on the occasion. Iam trying to 
get some appropriate action taken that will not be expensive, | 
where the le of the country have to pay the expense. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? If he referred to 
me he was mistaken in his reference. 

Mr. PEFFER. I thought the Senator spoke about the propriety | 
of such a provision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not advocate the entire prohibition of 
any expenditure. I suggested merely, by way of illustration, that | 
to the clause in the appropriation act setting aside money for con- | 
tingent expenses there should be added a provision that no obliga- 
tion shall be incurred in conducting the funerals of Senators except | 
after the previous approval of the Committee to Audit and Control | 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I think that would pre- 
vent these very extravagant things and answer every purpose in 
the world. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now, continuing my line of remarks, unless 
some action of this character is taken, when the first instance | 
arises in this body or in the other House the usual course will be 
pursued, and it will go along; the next will be treated in the same 
way, and the next one. Every dollar of these expenses comes out 
of the public Treasury. If it were the rule that Senators and 
members of the other House who are personal friends of the de- 


ceased should as individuals have charge of the funeral obsequies 
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anything of this kind, but as it is now it is constantly growing to 
be more and more extravagant, and there are more and more use- 
less ceremonies, and the people of the country have to foot the bills. 

I wish to call the attention of Senators to the fact that I have 
received a very large number (I do not know how many, for I have 
not kept account) of newspaper comments, not only the comments 
of gossiping reporters, but solid, deliberate, temperate discussions 
from editorial pens in all sections of the country. I have one here 
from the Springfield (Mass.) Republican, a paper with whose his- 
tory every Senator is familiar. It is a long argument in which 
the subject is discussed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me a moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from West Virginia expressed the idea 
that he thought it would be appropriate that a committee of each 
House should accompany the remains of a Representative or Sen- 
ator. The Senator from Kansas has been investigating this sub- 
ject. I desire to ask him whether in his investigation he has 
ascertained what is the custom in the Parliament of Great Britain? 
What is the custom in other legislative bodies of the world? 
What is the custom of the legislatures of the respective States of 
the Union? Can the Senator inform me? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from New York that 
I have not gone to the extent of investigating the practice of other 
nations, nor do I know anything about the custom of the States 
separately. All I do know is with respect to my own State, and 
I have never heard of an instance of that kind there. Indeed, I 
do not know that I have ever heard of an instance in any of the 
State legislatures, when a member of either branch died during 
a session, where the State was charged with his funeral expenses 
beyond a certain very small matter of preparing the body and 
having it sent in charge of a committee or something of that kind 
to the home of the deceased, and that is what I want to get at here, 

Mr. HILL. As I understand this bill it does not affect judges 
of the Supreme Court, it does not affect any Cabinet official. 

Mr. PEFFER. No, no. 

Mr. HILL. It would not affect either the President or the 
Vice-President of the United States? 

Mr. PEFFER. No; only a Senator or Representative. 
particularly expressed. 

Mr. HILL. Arenotthe reforms as necessary in regard to other 
funerals as those which will pertain to Senators and Representa- 
tives? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I ask if thereforms are not as necessary and desir- 
able in regard to funerals of those other officials as in regard to 
Senators and Representatives? In other words, would it still be 
left to the discretion of Congress as to what should be done upon 
the occasion of the death of a justice of the Supreme Court, the 
death of a President, or the other high officials of the Govern- 
ment, or the General of the Army of the United States? Does the 
Senator think it would beinappropriate to appoint a committee of 
the civil branch of the Government to accompany the remains of 
the Lieutenant-General of the Army of the United States? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not. 

Mr. HILL. At the public expense? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not. 

Mr. HILL. Then he draws the line simply on Senators and 
Representatives. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is not the proper way to mark the line 
that Ihave drawn. 

Mr. HILL, Iask the question for information merely. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is not the way to put it exactly. The 
General of the Army is only one man, and a Senator of the United 
States is only one man, but he is a member of a body that now 
consists of 87 and will soon consist of 90) members. It has grown 
up to be a custom that without distinction as tomen these proceed- 
ings are to be had. Custom has the force of law in these cases, 
The General of the Army is one case in a hundred thousand. He 
is at the head of an army of 25,000 men. He represents the mili- 
tary arm of a mighty people. In his case, and especially if he 
were a man like Grant, or Sherman, or Sheridan, or Schofield, the 
people would unanimously expect some proper demonstration on 
the part of. the Congress of the United States. It has always been 
that way, and there would be no objection in the case of great 
Senators. We can go back through the departed past and our 
memory will drop here and there upon one great character that 
was national and rose up above the average public man. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will sus- 
pend while the Senate receives a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


It is 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 4241) for impreving Aransas Pass; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
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ARANSAS PASS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask my friend from Kansas if he will 
not yield to me to ask unanimous consent to call up and pass the 
little measure that has just come from the other House. We 
want to relieve the company. The law expires day after to-mor- 
row and the bill must be passed within the next few days. It will 
take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 4241) for improving Aransas Pass was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time within which the Aransas Pass Harbor 
Company was required, by an act entitled “An act to amend an act of Con- 
gress, approved May 12, 1890, ranting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company 


the right to improve Aransas Pass,"’ to obtain the navigable depth of 20 feet 
over the outer bar therein mentioned is hereby extended until January 22, 


Mr. MILLS. The bill is simply for the completion of the work. 
I will state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry&], who is chair 
man of the Committee on Commerce, is familiar with the bill, and 
finds no objection to it at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
whether the War Department, conducting tho work, desires to 
have this extension given to the company? 

Mr. MILLS. Iso understand. I do not know personally. 

a FRYE. The War Department has nothing to do with the 
work, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who conducts it? 

Mr. FRYE, It is the work of a private corporation. 

Mr. VEST. It is a special contract. 

Mr. FRYE. A special contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What I desire to know is whether the ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government, whoever may be supervising 
the work of this company, think this extension ought to be allowed. 

Mr. FRYE. They have nothing to do with it. Authority was 
given by Congress to a corporation to improve the Aransas Pass, 
and a certain length of time was allowed by the law enacted by 
Congress in which the work should be completed. They have not 
been able to complete it within that time, and therefore they come 
in and ask that the time may be extended. The matter was before 
the committee two years ago, and there was an extension of a year 
given at that time. I see myself not the slightest objection to fur- 
ther extending it to 1899. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maine further in- 
form me whether it is a question of any payment of money to this 
company? 

Mr. FRYE. It is not. The Government has nothing to do 
with it at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is simply a permission to this company, 
at their own nse, to improve the pass? 

Mr. FRYE. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL FUNERALS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 236) to provide for proper disposition of the 
remains of deceased members of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives who die at the capital during sessions of Congress. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Kansas 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. For the purpose of this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir; on this bill. 

: I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of nm. Irose to make asuggestion to the 
Senator from Kansas. It does not seem that there is any prospect 
of reaching a vote thisevening. There is some executive ess 
to be transacted. Itis gettingrather late. Will the Senator yield 
to me that I may move an executive session? 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it is likely that we shall have this mat- 
we disposed of inside of fifteen minutes. I donot think it will be 

ong. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well; we will try it. 

Mr.PEFFER. Mr. President, before lea thesubject, Ithink 
it is due to the friends of the bill and to the subject-matter of itas 
well that I should place on record a few of the criticisms made b 
the newspaper press. Here is one from the Springfield (Mass) 
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Republican. The reading clerk is a better reader than I am, a) 
if he is not too tired he will oblige me by reading it. I ask that j; 


be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as request... 
The Secretary read as follows: 
PEFFER ON FUNERAL JUNKETS. 

Senator Perrer exercised self-restraint in his attack on the Congressio),.) 
funeral abuse in the Senate the other day. The most that he did was ., 
prove that these affairs are recklessly and extravagantly managed, anc | 
a who has a chance to get in a big bill for any sort of services | 
dered does so and gets what isasked for. Congressional coffins cost con 
erably more than those in which ordinary corpses are buried, and so 
carriages, flowers, clerical services, and all the incidentals of the funera! 
Congressional funeral seems to be regarded as a grand plucking tim 
everybody who can find a pretext for grabbing some of the public money 
cost $21,000 for a Senatorial committee to bury the body of Senator Heaps: 
California, and while this funeral was probably the worst junket of th 
for years, there is —— of evidence that it differed only in degree from 
usual expression of respect and regard paid to adead member of Congr 
his bereaved colleagues. 

The custom is for the public Treasury topay for everything connect 
Cougressional funerals—casket, undertaker’s services, carriages, flo\ 

ing, and so down to the last detail, including the fees of musi 
ymen at the funeral services. In addition the expenses of a 
mittee of the Senate or House, with such invited guests as the members |: 
the committee may take with them, the Sergeant-at-Arms and his assist ;}): 
and often of relations and friends of the deceased, are also paid, to say not 
of refreshments of various sorts which the contingent fund of one box, 
the other supplies. Prrrer does not say very much about this item of yo- 
freshments, nor does he emphasize the junketing features of these fun:r.| 
— but he hints ey at them, and they appear in the itemized a 

= of the expenses of the Plumb funeral at Emporia, Kans., and o! 
or three others. ere were at least 21 persons whose expenses were pu 
the Plumb funeral, and probably more, and it cost between $350 and &4'» 
food and commissary a for them en route, not including hotel bills at 
Emporia and St. Louis. several members of the committee retur: 
Washington by themselves, most of these supplies must have been consi: 
on the outward = The bill of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, \ 
carried the party from Washington to Emporia, was $153 for *‘ commis:ary 
supplies en route.” while the remainder of the $350 was expended by the s:r- 
geant-at-Arms. PEFFER says that the Plumb funeral was as economically 
managed as was possible, and if this is the case his figures throw consider: |)/o 
_—— the probable cost of “ commissary supplies" on less carefully watched 

unkets. 

; Senator Kenna, of West Virginia, whose home was only 300 miles from 
Washi , was buried a couple of years ago at a cost to the count 
over $3,000, of which $432 went for “commissary supplies, meals and lunc! 
furnished in cars.’ There is another item of more than $100 for meals and 
hotel bills in the account of the Sergeant-at-Arms. This Kenna funeral! sowins 
to have been a wholesale =. for the country paid for the use of thr 
Pullman cars and a combination car, and, first and last, of eighty-five . 
riages. It cost $1,800 to bury the body of Representative Houk at Day 
Ohio, and $2,350 to go to Michigan with the remains of Representative ( 
man, and the commissary plays a prominent part among the items in })o'h 
accounts. It is not much of a Senatorial funeral that does not t 
$3,000 or more nowadays, while the outlay in burying Representatives ay«r- 

a little more than half that amount. 

he charge of gross junketing in connection with these funerals is thus: 
tablished, and is in itself sufficient argument for the passage of thc ||! 
which Perrer has introduced and had placed on the Senate Calendar. |!1\s 
billprovides for the spevtaget roper respect and regard to deceased in 
bers of either House, including the appointment of committees toarrange (vr 
the prepara of the body for burial and for services over it at Washingt.» 
but it forbids the sending of committees to the home of the deceased, |..\\- 
ing the transportation of the body to the Sergeant-at-Arms. PrErri: is 
right in-regarding this as the proper extent to which expressions of ( 
gressional respect for d colleagues should go, but there is not 
slightest probability that either House will abandon these chances for j.n- 
kets at public expense, any more than that the Senators will give up their 
bay rum, apollinaris, brandy, expensive pocketbooks, penknives, and other 
luxuries to which they treat themselves frequently at the expense of the 
public es . . . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if there is any more of that sort 
of matter let us bury that at any rate. [Laughter.} The man 
who wrote that article, especially the last part of it, is wholly 
ignorant of the way matters are conducted here, wholly ignoriiit 
of this matter of stationery and all that sort of thing. The fact 
is that my neighbor of the Springfield Republican talks sometiti:s 
as if he would be glad to bury the whole of us alive at his own 

mse. a) ; , ; 

r. FA ER. I think there is a general sentiment in tho 
Senate, so far as I have observed, looking to retrenchment in «x- 
penditures here in the matters referred to, and especially on t! 

uestion of transportation, which is really the expensive item in 

1 Congressional funerals. I submit a motion, which I believe 
the Senator from Kansas will not object to, which will carry out 
to a great extent his views in this matter. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Rules, with instructions to report «1 
amendment to the rules to regulate and control the expenditure 
public funds in the burial of a Senator, thereby making it a rulv 
of the Senate. This matter will come up for discussion when the 
Committee on Rules make their report. : 

Mr. PLATT. Before that motion is acted upon, I should like '» 
suggest an amendment to the bill, to strike out all after the wo d 
**committee,” in line 7 of section 1, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 
To confer with the family or friends of the deceased and take such ordcr, 
charge of a sorgean SSehaie aaLakiin ippeiatel, to the bome of the de: 
in charge of a t-at-arms y appointed, e home of the ce 

very thereof to his family or friends. 

The VICE-PRESICENT. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

motion 


The was agreed to, 
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PORT OF ENTRY OF NEW ORLEANS. Mr. CHANDLER. [I shall be obliged to make the statements 
Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the which have come to me in reference to this claim if the bill is 
present c onsideration of the bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of taken up for action at the present time. It is possible that when 
the port of entry of New Orleans. oe I examine the papers and confer with the Senator from Fi rida I 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | May not object to the passage of the bill. I shall do so if it is 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to extend the | taken up to-day. While I wish to extend every courtesy to the 
limits > Pthe port of entry of New Orleans so as to include that | Senator from South Carolina, I must object to its consideration 
portion of the parish of Jefferson on the west bank of the Missis- at this time. : 
sippi River lying between the upper line of the parish of Orleans, The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the bill will 
west bank, the west bank of the river to a point opposite the upper be passed over. 
boundary line of the parish of Orleans, east bank, a line drawn CRIPPLE CREEK DISTRICT, COLORADO. 
thence back 4,000 feet, perpendicular to theriver,andalinedrawn| The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
thence parallel tothe Mississippi River until it intersects the upper | of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of 
rish boundary line, west bank; and so as further to includethat | the Senate to print 5,000 copies, in separate form, with paper cov- 
ortion of the parish = aa lying ae the lower ers, of the paper entitled “Geology and mining industries of the 
oundary line of the parish of Orleans, east bank, the east bank of | Cripple Creek district, Colorado”; which was referred to the Com- 
the MississiDPt fave back 1,000 feet parallelto the lower boundacy | mittee on Printing. 
ine drawn : é , 3 ary ; "1 
line, and a line drawn thence parallel to the Mississippi River, Mr. GORMAN. 
until it intersects the lower boundary line of the parish of Orleans. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. oem —_—__—_———_—- 
Mr. CHILTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- iain . senda iaiearaie 
sideration of the bill - o ae amend an act entitled ‘An act to HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
ant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Com- , ——: 20 
ae a right of way through the Indian Territory.” MONDAY, January 20, 1896. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the| The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Whole, ae to consider the bill. | HENRY M. Coupen. 





I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 80 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
21, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
an amendment, to insert, as section 2, the following: proved. 

Sue. 2. That apeiions 5 tot epmmnntnt gute make the Olty of Fort POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS OF 1893. 
Seaith the teraninns Of Sai? Fond on She western border of the State of Ar'| Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 


The amendment was agreed to. sent for the present consideration of three brief reports from the 


7 j » *ri ing 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Committee on Printing. ; 
ment was aan in. . The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

The bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Consent for the present consideration of the report which the 
the third time, and passed. Clerk will read. 

» Cle i oO 8 
eee ee REET SON, Recor eee m was referred th ing H 
- e ee ¢ gZ,to 0 va eterrec e accompanying house 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to offer an amendment to the first sec- | concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 additional content 
tion of the silver bill, so called, which I ask to have read. the Postal Lawsand Regulations of 1893 for the use of the Post-Office Depart- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The amendment will be read ment, have considered the same and recommend that it do pass 
The SkcrETARY. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add: 


gi nae Public Printer estimates that the cost of printing and binding will be 
800. 

Provided, however, That this section shall apply to the coinage of the silver 
mined in the United States of America only. 


In support of the recommendation the committee submits the following 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and 





letter from the Postmaster-General: 
OFFICE OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


lic over Washington, D. C., January 10, 1896. 
. - : . . Srr: I have the honor to request that you will kindly cause a concurrent 
Mr. BAKER. I give notice that I shall ask leave to submit resolution to be introduced in the House for the printing of 5,000 additional 
some remarks upon the subject to-morrow. copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 from the plates now in the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then recognize the | Government Printing Office. The entire edition of this publication was ex- 


hausted early in the year 1895. In that fiscal year the Department procured 


Senator for that purpose. 
NEWBERRY COLLEGE. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 271) for the relief of the Newberry Col- 
lege, Newberry, 8. C., which was unanimously reported by the 0 i 

. Department in procuring an adequate supply with which to meet the de- 


| 
' 
Committee on Claims. , ly Ww 
7 a ae mands of the service of so necessary a publication as the Postal Laws and 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- Regulations, and I trust you wiil urge the adoption of the proper legislation. 


1,000 additional copies and at the beginning of the fiscal year 1896 another 1,000 
copies, all of which have been distributed. 

Inder the provisions of section 89 of the act of January 12, 1895, the Depart- 
ment can not procure an additional supply until the beginning of the fiscal 
year 1897, at which time only 1,000 more may be procured. 

It is presumed that it was not the intention of the Congress to restrict the 


sideration of the bill? Very respectfully, , aS 
Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say to the Senator from South eg 
Carolina that it will be impossible for him to have that bill de- es 


bated ere this afternoon. 

Mr. TILLMAN, [had hoped the bill would go through with- 
out any debate, as it passed the Senate at the last session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that I have letters 
with reference to this claim, which make it necessary for me to 
object to it until I have examined those letters. After I have done 
80, I shall cooperate with the Senator in getting the bill before 
the Senate. 

_Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, if the Senator objects to the con- 
sideration of the bill, I do not want to precipitate any debate this 
evening. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do object; but I want to state to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina why I doso. If he calls the bill up at 
some other time I shall be ready to speak upon it, if I conclude 


to ae a it at all. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire before he enters his objection that I hope he will not urge it. 
The bill was called up during the last Congress by the then Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, Mr. Butler, who preceded the present 
Senator, was discussed here for some time, and finally passed by 
the unanimous vote of the Senate. It was then recommended by 
the unanimous vote of the Committee on Claims, and it has re- 
ceived a like indorsement during the nt session. Ishould be 
very glad if the Senator from New pshire would take that 
into consideration before he insists upon his objection. 


Hon. GeorGE D. PERKINS, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 
TheSPEAKER. Onemoment. Theresolution will be reported 
to the House first. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 
for the use of the Post-Office De 

The SPEAKER. The question is on granting unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I was about to 
say that I did not hear the reading of the report, and I would like 
the gentleman to make some explanation why he asks unanimous 
consent for the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. The resolution, Mr. Speaker, provides for the 
— of 5,000 additional copies of the Postal Laws and Regu- 

ations, the edition having been exhausted; and the Postmaster- 
General, in that letter which has been read as a part of the report, 
makes the best explanation that the committee is able to present. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I would like to ask the gentleman, be- 
fore unanimous consent is given, what is the estimated cost? 

Mr. PERKINS. Eighteen hundred dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Whyshould this item of deficiency be referred 


partment. 
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to the Committee on Printing rather than to take the usual course 
along with the other deficiencies for the public service for the re- 
mainder of this fiscal year? In other words, why should we have 

ractically the carrying of deficiencies for the remainder of the 
fiscal year divided up rather than kept track of along with other 
deficienc ens 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the law pro- 
vides for the printing of so many copies of these reports annually. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. PERKINS. That the number has been exhausted, and the 
Postmaster-General asks the authority of Congress to print an ad- 
ditional number. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is this a unanimous report 
from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, if I understand it, the Post- 
master-General, instead of submitting his deficiency estimate 
through the Secretary of the Treasury, along with other deficien- 
cies for the fiscal year, proposes, without reference to the rules of 
the House, to have this appropriation made in the shape of a first, 
second, or third urgent deficiency. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, then, can not every request for printing 
here be accounted a deficiency? 

Mr. CANNON. Ah! The printing touching the House and its 
business is a matter that goes to the Committee on Printing, and 
touching the propriety of the authorization of printing, etc.; but 
this is where printing is authorized, and the law calls for so much 
printing. It does not need any enactment; it does not need 
authorization of the Committee on Printing; but it should go to 
the Committee on Appropriations, in charge of the urgent defi- 
ciency bill. It seems to me that the best way is to allow the esti- 
mate to come in the formal way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand the objection of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to say, in addition to what has been 
80 well said by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that the subcommittee in charge of the legislative appropriation 
bill in the last Congress considered this question, as the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Din@Lry] will remember, and gave exactly 
the amount of the Postmaster-General’s estimate for this service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the two gentlemen, 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, do not exactly un- 
derstand this resolution. This is simply a resolution to print 
additinnal copies of a document. 

Mr. CANNON. Wherein does it differ from a resolution to pro- 
vide for carrying on the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This resolution simply provides for print- 
ing additional copies of a document out of money y appro- 
priated. It is not a self-appropriating resolution. It simply 
proposes to use money already appropriated for printing—to print 
additional copies of a document, and it is in the exact form that 
has been followed always heretofore when we have provided for 
printing additional copies of documents. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the money which is covered by this resolu- 
tion is used for this —— it may cause a a in the 
annual appropriation for the Public Printing Office. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, | submit that this resolution ought to have gone in the 
first place to the Committee on Appropriations, because that 
committee has exclusive jurisdiction of appropriations, and that 
jurisdiction has been uniformly recognized by the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If my friend will permit me, this resolu- 
tion makes no appropriation. As I have already said, it is in 
the same form as every resolution for printing for the last ten 
years, to my knowledge. I have been a member of the Printing 
Committee for nine years, and during that time every resolution 
to print additional copies of a document has been in the exact 
language of this one, Irepeat, this does not make any appropria- 
tion; it simply uses money which has been already appropriated 
for public printing, but the Public Printer will not use that money 
for this purpose until there is a concurrent resolution directing 
him to print these additional copies. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this resolution ought first to have gone to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RICHARDSO if this resolution should have gone to 
that committee, then every resolution pee for the printing 
of additional copies of a document ought to have gone there; but 
no such resolution ever did go there, to my knowledge. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that the doc- 
uments to which this resolution refers are for the use of the Post- 
Office Department. Now, the resolutions to which the gentleman 
refers as heretofore reported from the Committee on Prin’ for 
the printing of additional copies have generally been for docu- 
ments for the use of members of the Senate and of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Notatail. Myfriend is mistaken in that. 
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The Post-Office Department has no power to do this printing. The 
law expressly limits them to 1,000 copies, and now they want ad- 
ditional copies of this document. 

Mr. CANNON. The correctness of the position of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is to be tested and determined by the powers 
of his committee under the rules of the House. If this be a mat- 
ter of privilege reported from the Committee on Printing an ob- 
jection will have no effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I concede that this is not privileged. 

Mr. CANNON. Therefore the gentleman comes here and asks 
unanimous consent. Now, that request would come with just as 
much force, so far as the rules of the House are concerned, from 
any other gentleman who should rise in his place and ask unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of a resolution. It seems to 
me that the test of the jurisdiction of the gentleman’s committee 
in this matter lies in its privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that be so no resolution could be re- 
gets from the Committee on Printing unless it were privileged, 

at position certainly can not be maintained fora moment. The 
rule says that the Committee on Printing is privileged to report 
resolutions for printing where the printing is to be provided for the 
House or for the two Houses of Congress, but if they add to that 
printing for the House or the two rents @ provision for the re- 
— of documents for any of the Departments or bureaus, it 
as been held that that addition takes away the privileged charac- 
ter of the resolution. It will not do, however, to say that the 
Committee on Printing has not jurisdiction of such a resolution 
because it was not privileged, as the gentleman from Illinois seems 
to contend. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I am concerned, the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] makes his report and seemingly, and I have 
no doubt actually, reports a condition of affairs that calls for this 
printing. Havin ed attention to the matter, I shall not make 
objection in this instance, but I want to say, in all courtesy and 
kindness, that it seems to me that the best way is to keep the defi- 
ciencies for the public service together, and in the future, in case 
I[havethe power, Ishallinsist upon the strict observance of the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman’s 
premises are right, but I confess that I do not see how they affect 
this resolution. This resolution simply provides for ne ad- 
ditional copies of a document the supply of which has been ex- 


usted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? —__ : 

There was no objection; and the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC LANDS AND THEIR WATER SUPPLY. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the second resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives sonmmrsng), That 
there be printed, under the direction of the Department of the Interior, 
6,000 copies of a paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Di- 
rector of the United States Geological Survey, entitled “‘ The public lands 
and their water supply,” oar with the accompanying maps and illus- 
trations; of which number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of members of the 
Senate, 3,000 for the use of members of the House of Representatives, and 
1,500 for the Geological Survey. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
have the chairman of the committee make some explanation as to 
the necessity for the adoption of this resolution. 

This resolution, as I understand, requires 6,000 copies of some 
report to be printed. I have not been able tocatch the reading of 
the resolution, and I should like to have the chairman of the com- 
mittee explain the necessity for its adoption. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this resolution, which comes 
from the Senate, proposes to print a part of the report which the 
resolution describes. It has nm represented to our committee 
by the Director of the Geological Survey and by others interested 
in the matter that there is a great demand for this portion of the 
report for circulation among the people. Prompted by the sug- 

stions made to it, the committee has secured from the Public 
Printer an estimate of the cost of the pro printing, and on’, 
due consideration has recommended the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What is the important part of | 
the report which the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is set forth in the resolution. i 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will in read the resolution for 
the information of the House. The ir hopes that quiet may be 
preserved so that the Clerk may be heard. 

The resolution was again read. j 

Mr. SAYERS. To cut this matter short, I object to the consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

GEOLOGY, ETC., OF CRIPPLE CREEK DISTRICT, COLORADO. 

Mr. PERKINS. I haveanother resolution from the Committee 
on Printing which I send to the desk. 
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rk read as follows: 
~_ the Senate (the House ef Representatives qenaurvine), That there 
oes the earliest day practicable 5,000 copies in separate form, with 
od vers, of the r entitled, ‘Geology and mining ene of the 
paper cov crak district, Colorado,” constituting pages 1 to 200 of Part II of the 
Peenth Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey, with the ac- 


Six of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
poy er ‘iu of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for 


distribution by the Geological Survey. : 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read, the right to ob- 
i rved. 
jetta SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report, if there be no 
jection. 
q whe Clerk read as follows: . isiiias 
as err eaccompanyin en- 
as he Committee oe tron providing for the printing of 5,000 on ie 
rate form, with r covers, of the paper entitled, “Geology and mining in- 
dustries of the Cripple Creek district, Colorado,” qenatioesing p es 1 to 209 
of Part Ilof the Sixteenth Annual Report of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey, with accompanying illustrations, have had the same under consideration, 
and recommend its passage with the following amendment: ; 

Strike out ‘*2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives” and insert: ‘‘1,500 copies for the 
use of teeF Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; so that 
it vill ss Representatives concurring), That 
enntranee Pie. day praeticathe, 5,000 copies in capeone form, 
with paper covers, of the paper entit ed ‘ Geology and mining industries of the 
Cripple Creek district, Colorado,’ constituting pages 1 to 209, of Part If of 
the Sixteenth Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey, with 
the accompanying illustrations, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 3, c ae er re oe of Representatives, and 500 
a ee Et a Erinter estimates the cost at $1,260. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. MILES. I object. 

Su uently, ; . 

Mr. MILES said: I withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the resolution last reported from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PERKINS. As the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILEs] 
has withdrawn his objection, I would like to have the question on 
that resolution resubmitted. If an opportunity can be given, the 

ntleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] would like to make a 

rief explanation. md j 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. MILES. It was because I did not understand the purport 
of the resolution as read that I made the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests thatif gentlemen will re- 
sume their seats and cease conversation there may be an oppor- 
tunity for gentlemen making explanations to be heard. 

Mr. MILES. I think the House ought to have the benefit of an 
explanation on this subject; and the gentleman to whom I stated 
that I would withdraw my objection informed me that he would 
make such an explanation to the House. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for the present 
consideration of this resolution arises from the fact that the an- 
nual report of the Geological Survey is now being printed. The 

rt wieiing to Cripple Creek constitutes one part of the report. 

e surveys have been made, and the Government has gone to the 
mse of having the plates prepared and everything ready for 
nting the extra copies of the ee By authorizing the print- 
ing of it at this time it will save a large amount of money by using 
the plates and type that are now set up. 
is report relating to the Cripple Creek mining region is one 
that is in great demand, not only from the State of Colorado, but 
from all parts of the Union. The recent gold discoveries made 
there are attracting a great deal of attention, and demands, to 
me, at least, come in from all = of the Union for copies of this 
report. The Government, as I have eae has gone to an 
enormous expense in making the surveys. ese surveys are now 
in the annual report, the plates are all prepared, and all that is 
asked at this time is to permit the additional number of copies to 
be printed while the work is being done on the annual report. 
- SAYERS. What is the amount of the cost? 
4 a SHAFROTH. One thousand two hundred and sixty 
ollars, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall not object, Mr. Speaker, to the consid- 
eration of this resolution. But I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Colorado and to the House that I shall hereafter object to 
all resolutions of this character which look to the use of the gen- 
eral en for the support of the Printing Office. For the 
first time in a —_ many years-no deficiency has been asked for 

the Public Printer for the current year, and for one I do not 
to see that fund (appropriated by the last Congress) exhausted 
by using it in this manner under special resolutions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas if it is not also true that while there is no deficiency, the 
Public Printer has actually turned back $150,000—covered it back 
into the Treasury, as funds not used?. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Isuppose so. I do not know the fact, but sup- 
pose it to be true. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Printing was 
adopted, and the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill (H.R. 2705) constituting Green Bay, in 
Wisconsin, a port of delivery, was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. That committee has directed me to report it 
back and to ask its reference to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which, according to the practice of the 
House, bills of this character have uniformly been referred. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reference will be 
changed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF ARANSAS PASS. 


Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4241) for improving Aransas Pass. This 
bill has been presented as a substitute for House bill No. 3548, 
which should be laid on the table if this substitute be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time within which the Aransas Pass Harbor 
Company was required, by an act entitled “An act toamend an act of Con- 
gress, approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company 
the right to improve Aransas Pass,” to obtain the navigable depth of 20 feet 
on the outer bar therein mentioned is hereby extended until January 22, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to put a question to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Crain]. If I endavetena this matter aright, thereisa 
company now engaged in improving Aransas Pass. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 
oa CANNON. What is the necessity for the passage of this 

ill? 

Mr. CRAIN. Its passage is made necessary by reason of the 
fact that on the 22d fe of this month the time heretofore fixed by 
law for the completion of the work by this company will have 
elapsed. The company has been working in good faith, but owing 
to unforeseen obstacles has been unable to comply with the pro- 
visions of the original act. That company has expended over 
$150,000, and has abundant means to go on with the work. The 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to which the original bill was 
referred, have unanimously recommended the adoption of the sub- 
stitute which has just been read. 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that a private company 
is doing this work with its own funds, and that neither by the 
original bill nor by the bill now proposed to be passed is the Goy- 
ernment in any way committed to any expense in connection with 
the construction or maintenance of this work. 

Mr. CRAIN. Not to the extent of one dollar. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRAIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads to ask that that committee shall have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BLOOMINGTON, ILL. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and completion (except 
seating apparatus) of the United States post-oflice building at Blooming- 
ton, Lil. 


Whereas a c\nuse in the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 1875 (18 
Stat., 395) relating to public buildings, provides: ‘“‘ No change in said plan 
involving an increase of expense exceeding 10 per cent of the amount to which 
said building was limited shall be allowed or paid by any officer of the Gov- 
ernment without the special authority of Congress;”’ and 

Whereas during the last recess of Congress the contract for the erection 
and completion (except heating apparatus) of the United States post-office 
building at Bloomington, Ill., was let for an amount less than the estimated 
cost, and it became advisable for the Secretary of the Treasury to so modify 
the drawings and specifications for said building as to provide fireproof con- 
struction and spqnorss design: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in C ess assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to construct and complete the 
above-named building as may be shown and called for by modified drawings 
and specifications: Provided, That the present appropriation for said building 
and its site shall not be exceeded. 








Mr. SAYERS. Lunderstand from thereading of this resolution 
that it 2 aes »sroposed to exceed the limit of cost? 

Mr. Not to exceed the appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the resolution? 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SCOTTISH RITE MASONRY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2300) to meetene the Supreme 
Council of the Thirty-third Degree of Scottish Rite Masonry for 
the Southern Jurisdiction of the United States. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Thomas Hubbard Caswell, of the city of San Fran- 
cisco, State of ‘alifornia; Odell Squier Long, of the city of Charleston, State 
of West Virginia; Erasmus ore Carr, of — City, ate of Montana 
Frederick Webber, of the city of Was oF, Meedlth. 0 of 
the city of Baltimore, State land, -—¢ eocmiieeme 
city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, office rs and mem = of ane = 

yrome © —— - mentioned ji the Le hereof, and their successors, be, and 
ee ave vy, incorporated and made a body politic and Yo in the 

rict of eel cabin the namne of “The Su Council (Mother Coun- 
cil of the Worl) of General Knights Commanders of the 


ple 
and Accepted Scottish Rite of Pree the 
the United States of America”; and A aay name it may sue and be sued, 
plead and be impleaded in any court of law or ae ne a 
a common seal and change the same at 
exercise S the ponerse, 8 hts, vind. privileges cid ee to fraternal and 


bene volen 
Sue. 2. That ea Sepsis aementnteioan tabi sack 
and personal estate, which shall not be divided among the members of the 
ce crporehion., but shall descend to their successors — promotion of the 
fraternal and benevolent purposes of sa 
1 3 all claims, accoun a in — or other matters 
of business of whatever nature now ex or or against the present su- 
preme council mentioned in oaien } lof this act shall st survive and succeed to 
and nst the body corporate and politic here’ : Provided, That 
herein shall be construed to e nd thocperntien of ony 
tinguishing of claims or contracts by limita- 
corporation shall have a constitution and statutes, and 
shall have power to amend the same at pleasure: Provided, such consti- 
tution and statutes or amendments thereof do not conflict with the laws of 
~ Sang Sameer < any State. ma ‘ ei 
BC ene take am m any business for gain, 
purposes of said corporation being pabesuall tod taaboaiean 


The following amendments ane by the Committee on 
the Judiciary were read: 


In tines 10 and 11 of the bill strike out the were myatiensd te the caption 
hereof,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “of the peo 
Degree of Scottish Rite Masonry for the thern Jurisdiction 

of the United States.” 


Strike out section 2 of the bill and insert in Heu thereof the following as sec- 


tion 2: 


nothing contamed 
law whic h provides for the ex 


“That the said corporation shell have the power to take and hold personal 
estate and such real estate as shall be and proper for the promotion 
of the fraternal and benevolent p of corporation, shall not 
be divided among the members of rae Ma Sensend to their 


successors for the tion of the o 
In seetion 4, line 2, after the word * statutes," insert the words “ or bylaws,” 
and i » line Sof same section, after the word “ statutes,” insert the same words, 
or by- 
a Aaae. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the ? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee why he to Congress for 
Mr. RICHARD There is no other a 
Masonic order can be chartered in the District of tibia. They 
own some rty here and have a valuable free libs 


a Th WAY. Does it only apply to the of Co- 
umbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not like to but this bill 


uses the word “‘ statutes,” 
in saying that never before in any law vs "statute of 


the word ‘“‘ statute ” been except an enactment 
of Congress or of some me State nciniasane. 1 should like to have 
that word stricken out and some such word as “ —— 


stituted. I desire to say to the gentleman from 
RICHARDSON seen that this order 


nates its by- as statutes, but he will understand that if this 
jaw should call ¢ on * by-laws ” become a matter of coatroversy in any 
court in the they yes er of the 
court w construe ws” or “ to 
= what the order calls “ _— ‘regu 


r. RICHARDSON. I defer entirely to my friend from Texas 
Mr BAILEY] in that matter. The only reason why I used the 
word “ statutes ” in drawing the charter was a Ceaiiekts time im- 
a that —_—.. ee the word “ 
ations or by-laws; bet I with thea 
that if word “regulations ipeeet Seameal oe 
will answer the purpose, ana t wa congeaias 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Ought not this bill to be considered by the 
Committee on the J ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has been considered by the Judiciary 
Committee, and this is their unanimous mer submitted by the 
—- ‘from see mee mm ee and I will state, moreover, 

, that a similar charte or ogy in the last Con- 
gress for the benefit of the Knights of 
t the bill had been con- 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Idid not know t 
sidered by the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ithas. This order is purely benevolent 
and charitable, and the object of this bill is to enable them to own 
and have title to their property here and to carry on their library 
and other similar purposes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does this bill confine it to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or does it simply confer all the powers, rights, 
and privileges incidental to fraternal and benevolent corporations 
in the District? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will read the language. After naming 
the gentlemen and giving the title, it says: 

ted and made a ¢ 
inthe District of oT Golamble b eo the name of ‘* The sup rem Conner ot = 
Council of the World) of the tors General oS Gecnsaaudiers of the 
House of the = e of Solomon 0 of the Thirty- De of the Ancient 
and Aceepted Rite of Free Masonry the ‘Southe rn Jurisdiction of 
the Oniee oe Staten of America.” 

Then at the conclusion of the paragraph are the words which 
the gentleman has quoted: 


And be entitled to use and exercise all the 


ers, rights, and privileges inci 
a to fraternal and benevolent corporations gh E 


within the District of Colum- 


It is limited particularly to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDERSON. as the gentleman reported the amend- 
ments recommended by the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Clerk reported the amendments, and 
they are embraced in the rt. Ishall ask that they be adopted. 
In addition to that, I further ask to substitute the word 
a in two places where the word “‘ statutes” occurs in 


Mr. HENDERSON. In the bill passed for the benefit of the 
Knights of Pythias the word “‘ statutes” was not : 

Mr. RIC DSON. No, because they do not so denominate 
} ll ene or by-laws, while in this order they denominate 

em sta 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is it essential to use the term “statutes”? 

Mr. iiearaitees It isnot. The word “regulations” will 
answer eve: I ask first for the adoption of the amend- 
ment which nT ve ave suggested. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricx- 
ARDSON] asks unanimous consent to amend by substituting the 

word * tions” where the word “statutes” now appears. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is right—in section 4. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so ordered. 

There Was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as oe was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHAR N, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. , [ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution which the 
= will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
= printed and bound such papers and’ do mi, for ¢ he use of the pail conn 
deem necessary or 
mitten, ag it may doom neceamary in connection, with euljects comer 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The 
Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to report back House House bill No- 1712 with a re- 


quest for its immediate 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
muous consent for the present. consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
to the First t of North Carolina State 
sie where: oreneerd two see cee 


of the Navy be, and he is P ae 
First ent North Caro 
State Guard two of cannon: Provided, That the same —_ 
eer without detriment to the service, and that no expense is thereby 
incurred by the Government. 














EAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
én Sin [After a pause.}] The Chairhears none. 

The bill was orde to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, there are six bills of a similar 
nature, coming from military organizations, Grand Army posts, 
and municipalities, requesting the donation of condemned cannon, 
and in some cases of condemned cannon balls, for monumental 
and other purposes. These were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The committee communicated with the Secretary 
of the Navy to ascertain whether it was practicable to comply 
with these requests. In reply the Secretary says, in case the dis- 
cretion is given to the Secretary of the Navy to furnish such arti- 
cles as in his judgment may be spared without injury to the serv- 
ice, and with the further provision that the Government of the 
United States shall not be put to any expense by reason of the do- 
nation, there is no objection to the passage of the bills. The bills 
have all been amended so as to conform to the suggestion of the 
Secretary. These condemned cannon of the Navy are old iron 
guns of obsolete patterns, and of no use to the Government. They 
have no commercial value, as the cost of breaking them up would 
be greater than the value of the metal. : 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of these bills? : 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman would sub- 
mit his report and let it be printed in the Rgcorp, because there 
are other placés that would be very glad to have these condemned 
cannon for ornament in the same way; and that would give us a 
little time to look into it and let others have an opportunity. 

Mr. HILBORN. Let these bills pass, and let the others then 

e in. 
Mr. THOMAS. Let these bills pass, and let others then come in. 

Mr. CANNON. Youcan have it printed in the REecorD, and 
you can call it 2 in the morning. — 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. How many cases are there in this? 

Mr. HILBORN. It covers seven cases, and fourteen guns. 

Mr. CANNON. How many pieces of condemned cannon are 


there altogether? 
Mr. HILBORN. Icannottell you. TheSecretary of the Navy 
says there is no objection to the age of these bills. 


he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. CANNON. I want to move an amendment, if you do go 
on with them. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.248) empowering and directing the Secre of the Navy to 
faraich four pieces of comianned cannon to the city of Hastings, Mich. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
furnish to the city of Hastings, Mich., for use in completing the soldiers’ 
monument, four pieces of condemned cannon, if in his judgment it may be 
consistent with the interests of the public service. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on 
account of such donation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois desires to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, 

seven cases. 
e SPEAKER. Itis not an omnibus. There areseven cases. 

Mr. THOMAS. This is a bill granting cannon to the city of 
Hastings, Mich., for the soldiers’ monument. 
shen ner] NON. Mr. Speaker, I will advance backward. 

aug \ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


This is an omnibus bill, I understand, cover- 


—s and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
The The Clerk will report the next bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon 
ballsto W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, 
Kans., and tor other purposes. 

ete., That the of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 

to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to W.H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand lew of the 
of Eldorado, Kans., for the soldiers’ monument to be erected in 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of ‘the Navy such articles 


can be spared without detriment to the public interests; And provided further. 
That the United States shall not be subjected to any expense ene of 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.2777)) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon balls to certain posts of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls for four pyramids to Shaw Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Leavenworth, Kans., and also one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls for four pyramids to McLouth Post, No. 279,Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, at McLouth, Kans., for soldiers’ monuments to be erected at said cities. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such articles 
can be spared without detriment ~wenepeune interests; And provided further, 


That the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on account of 
such donation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8265) donating one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Sedan, Kans. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate to Stone River Post, No. 74, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., one condemned cannon 
and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls, for the monument to be erected 
in the cemetery in said town. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, reporting the bill, recom- 
mended an amendment, as follows: . 

After the word “town,” in the eighth line, add: Provided, “ That, in the 
judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, such articles can be spared without 
detriment to the pultic interest: And provided further, That the United 
States shall not be sul;<cted to any expense on account of such donation.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill as amended, 

Mr. BLUE said: Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding: ‘-And also to Charles A. Clark Post, No. 184, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ridge Farm, II1., four pieces of condemned light cast-iron 
cannon, and twenty cannon balls for use of said post for decorative purposes.” 

The amendment was adopted; and the bill as amended was 
passed. 

The title was amended by adding the following: ‘‘And author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver four condemned cannon 
to Charles A. Clark Post, No. 184, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Ridge Farm, Il.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
— a _— than four pieces of condemned cannon to the village of New 
ochelle, N. Y. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
furnish to the village of New Rocheile, N. Y., for use in completing the sol- 
diers’ monuments in that place, not more than four pieces of condemned can- 
non, if, in his judgment, it may be consistent with the public service. 


The committee recommended an amendment, as follows: 

After the word “service,” line 7, add: “‘ Provided, That the United States 
shall not be subjected to any expense on account of such donation.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Valley Hope, R. L., one condemned cannon. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Valley Hope, R. I., one condemned cannon: Provided, That the 
same can be spared without detriment to the service, and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 
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Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desx. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 

“And also to the town of Newton, in the State of New Jersey, four pieces of 
condemned cannon and twenty cannon balls, for the decoration of the new 
soldiers and sailors’ monument in that town.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting: 

“And also tothe Women’s Relief Cures, of Taylorsville, Ill., four condemned 
cannon, for the purpose of decorating the soldiers’ monument erected by said 
corps.”’ 


The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended by adding the following: 

Also tothe Women's Relief Corps, of Taylorsville, IL, four condemned can- 
non and four condemned cannon balls; also to_ the town of Newton, in the 
ox og of New Jersey, four pieces of condemned cannon and twenty cannon 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the sey- 
eral votes by which the above bills donating cannon, etc., were 
passed was laid on the table. 


THOMAS L, YOUNG, 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill which I send to the desk, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the widow, heirs, or legal representa- 
tives of the late Thomas L. Young, who-served as captain of Benton Cadets, 
Missouri Voiunteers, and as major, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the re- 
bellion, for a balance or balances of wages earne: by him as said officer in the 
suppression of said rebellion and not yet paid to_him or to his widow, heirs. 
or Lawal representatives, be, and the same is apy referred to the Court of 
Claims for due investigation according to la; an ——— is hereby con- 
ferred upon said court to render a judgment for the amount, if any, found 
due from the United States upon the said claim. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
House, I desire to make a brief explanation. is is a bill which 
passed the Fifty-third Congress, and is no more than a bill to re- 
move the statute of limitations so as to enable the representatives 
of Col. Thomas M. Toung, Saar lieutenant-governor of the 
State of Ohio, and a member of this House, to recover the lon- 

evity pay to which he would have been entitled had his claim 
Caos filed with the Court of Claims in time. It is similar to man 
other bills that have passed both Houses, and it was passed unani- 
mously by the House of Representatives in the third session of 
the Fifty-third Congress. The bill simply allows the claim to be 
filed with the Court of Claims under the longevity pay act, which 
allows an additional ration for every five years of service prior to 
entering the war of the rebellion. 

re DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state the amount in- 
volved? 

Mr. BROMWELL. The report shows that, and I will ask to 
have it read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the report is read, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact 
that the bill, as I understood it from the reading, does a little more 
than what the gentleman states. It not only refers the case to the 
Court of Claims fora finding of facts, but it also authorizes the en- 
tering of a judgment against the United States. 

Mr. BROMWELL. poe ers wasinserted at the sugges- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. WiLson of Ohio], who is a member of 
the Committee on War Claims, in order to prevent the necessity 
of coming back to this House after the court shall have ascertained 
the amen to which the representatives of Colonel Young are 
entitled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object in this case, 
but I wish to remind the other sideof the House of the rule which 
we adopted here the other day after some discussion, requiring all 
— aims to have their first consideration in Committee of the 

ole, 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report may be read. 

The report (by Mr. Wiison of Ohio) was read, as follows> 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1743) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Thomas L. Young, submit the 
following report: 

is claim was presented in the Fifty-third Congress and was favorably 
re a oan, ra Committee on War Claims, to whom it was referred. 
a carefu 


the report of the Fifty-third Congress, a copy theses! being hereto attached 
report of the - aco a 
and made a part of this report. wd 


Your committee attach hereto the acts of Congress and the decisions of the 


courts relating to longevity pay, and ask that they be printed as an appendix of 
this report. 


Your committee wepest back the bill, and recommend its passage with the 
following ainendment: 


In line 7, after ‘ Infantry,” insert ‘and an officer in the Regular Army of 
the United States.” 
wa" SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

i 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask a question of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. How does this controversy arise? 

Mr. BROMWELL. This bill is merely for the purpose of re- 
moving the statutory limitation, this claim not having been filed 
within six years, as required by statute. 

Mr. CANNON. Has there been aruling of the Court of Claims 
covering this case in principle, so that, but for the statute, this 
case would come within the principle? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand that a number of bills simi- 
lar in wg Mie to this have been passed. I get this information 
from the report of the Senate committee on a similar bill. This 
bill went through this House unanimously last winter. The 
language of the Senate committee is: 

The principle upon which this bill is based has been repeatedly established 
in cases to which this ey Fane particularly in the case of Captain Pull- 
man, and in an omnibus bill now on the Calendar for the relief of officers des- 
ignated by name. 

That was the language of the report of the Senate committee in 
connection with a similar bill passed at the last session of the 
Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, without being entirely familiar 
with the ruling in the cases referred to, I know that there have 
been a large number of cases of ofticers in the Navy where they 
have come in after great lapse of time—possibly a generation or 
possibly almost two—and sought relief, upon findings of the Court 
of Claims, affirmed, perhaps, by the Supreme Court. There have 
been cases, possibly, similar to this of parties entitled to longevity 
pay under the ruling, they never having dreamed of such a con- 
struction of the law during their term of service or during their 
lifetime. I think Congress has, in the main, refused to remove 
the bar of the statute of limitations in that class of cases. 

But we all recollect Mr. Young, a late member of this House 
from the State of Ohio; and if the committee is right in holding 
that his legal representatives are entitled to $478 I would greatly 
prefer that the bill be amended so as to make an appropriation of 
that amount for the widow, if there be one, or for the children. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a widow, and she is very poor. 

Mr. CANNON. I would rather make an appropriation of that 
kind at once without establishing a precedent by sending this case 
to the Court of Claims. I think the action I now suggest would 
be less embarrassing tothe House. The passage of this bill in the 
form proposed might prove somewhat mischievous as a matter of 
precedent. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker,I do not understand that this 
is a new proposition at all. y understanding is that in a great 
many cases of this kind longevity pay has been allowed by private 
bills passed through Congress, aaa case being in the first instance 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims, and an omy ees subse- 
quently made by Congress for the payment of the longevity pay. 

Mr. CANNON. But this case goes beyond that. This bill does 
not propose to refer this claim under the Bowman Act to the Court 
of Claims, allowing the facts to be found by that court and the 
case then to be brought back to Congress for its action. This bill 
makes a new precedent. It proposes to send this matter outright 
to the Court of Claims, giving that court authority to deliver 
judgment, which judgment would, as a matter of course, be re- 
ported for a ae Now, I do not want that done. 

Mr. BRO WW LL. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] that the provision to which he refers was not orig- 
inally contained in this bill, but was inserted by a subcommittee 
of the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will amend his bill by strik- 
ing out that provision, or if he sees proper to amend the bill so as 
to allow this sum of $478 outright to the widow of Mr. Young, I 
shall not object; otherwise I shall be obliged to do so. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Upon that statement of the case by the 

ntleman from Illinois, [ will consent that the provision requir- 
ing the Court of Claims to enter judgment be struck out, and that 
the court be merely authorized to investigate and make a finding 
of the facts in the case. 5 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill with the yeraenee amendment? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested to me 
that if there be no objection it may be well to adopt the course in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Illinois and pass the bill in such a 
form as to make at once a direct appropriation of the $478, which 
the committee reportstobedue. Ofcourse this would be preferable 
to having the case go to the Court of Claims, where it might be tied 
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up for a long time, and then come back here for further appro- 

riation. If there be no objection to such a modification of the 
fil, I hope it will be ed in that form. 

The § ER. The gentleman must state the amendment 
which he pro , 80 that the House may understand it. ‘ 

Mr. SAVERS. I suggest to the gentleman that he allow this 
pill to lie over until to-morrow morning, retaining its present 
privilege, and in the meantime he can prepare the modified propo- 
sir BROMWELL. Very well; I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is temporarily withdrawn. 


DULUTH AND NORTH DAKOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4254) granting 
the right of way to the Duluth and North Dakota Railroad Com- 
pany t rough certain Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota. 

Before the request for unanimous consent is submitted, I wish 
to state that this bill was reported by the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. PENDLETON], and meets the approval of the entire committee. 

This road has been built the entire length of the route, with the 
exception of that part of the line through the reservation. The 
bill tes been submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior, and has been amended accord- 
ing to their suggestion. I do not think that there can be any 
serious objection to the bill, which, as I have said, has received a 
favorable report from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Duluth and North 
Dakota Railroad Company, a corporation organized and existing under the 
laws of the State of North Dakota, and its successors and nee the right of 
way for the extension of its railroad through the Winnibagoshish, Chippewa, 
White Oak Point, and Red Lake Indian reservations, in the State of Minne- 
sota, such right of way to be 50 feet in width on each side of the center line 
of said railroad; and said company may also take land adjacent to such right 
of way for station buildings, depots, machine shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, 
and water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in 
length for each station, to the extent of one station for every 10 miles of road 
constructed within the limits of said reservations. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed Sone any land, 
claim, or improvement held by an individual occupant according to any 
agreement, treaty, or law of the United States, full compensation shall be 
paid such occupant or claimant for all property taken and damage done by 
reason of the construction of said railroad. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to fix, in such manner as he shall designate, the 
amount of compensation to be paid individual occupants and claimants; and 
the amount of = resulting to the tribe or tribes of Indians, in their 
tribal capacity, pe ing to said reservations, by reason of the construction 
of the road through such lands of the reservations as are not occupied in 
severalty, shall be ascertained and determined in such manner as the 
Secre of the Interior ney direct, and be subject to his final approval. 
But Saas of any kind shall vest in said railr company in or to any part 
of the right of way and station grounds herein —— for until plats 
thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite location of the road, in- 
cluding the — for station houses, machine shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, 
and water stations, shall have been filed with and approved by the Secretar 
of the Interior, and until the compensation aforesaid shall be fixed and paid. 

nd said railroad company is hereby authorized, immediately after the pas- 
= of this act, to enter upon said reservations for the purpose of surveying 
and loca’ its line of road: Provided, That said line of railroad shall be lo- 
cated, constructed, and operated with due regard tothe rights of the Indians 
and under such rules an regulations as the Secretary of the Interior shall 


prescribe. 

Sec. 3. That the rights herein pam shall be forfeited by said company 
unless said is constructed through said reservations within three years 
from the jew ane approval of this act. 

—_ 4. t Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act. 


Pn — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Has this bill been reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; unanimously. It meets also the approval 
“ the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 

airs. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I would like to hear the report read, 
if it is not too long. 

Several Members. The bill is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a t time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. JEN KINS, a: motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


A MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries. 


NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution 
and have it read, after which I will ask unanimous consent for 
its consideration. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read at length. It provides that the Presi- 
dent be requested to transmit to the House of Representatives the 
report of the board of engineers who have investigated the route 
and other subjects connected with the Nicaragua Canal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. Before consent is given I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. What is the object of this resolution? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Itis tosecure the transmission to the House 
of the report of the board of engineers who have investigated the 
route and other matters connected with the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. CANNON. Has there been a report made on the subject? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There has been,as I am informed, and I 
understand that it was transmitted to the President before the 
opening of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, let us have it read. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Thisis simply a resolution asking that the 
report be transmitted. 

Mr. HITT. Let me suggest to the gentleman that this ought 
to have in it the usual provision “if not incompatible with the 
public interests.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Very well; let that be incorporated. I am 
willing to have the amendment inserted. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution as proposed to be modified? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I know no reason 
why this resolution should not take the usual course, and go to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, then, I ask to have it referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, where it prop- 
erly belongs. 

a SPEAKER. Without objection, that reference will be 
made, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


HON. THOMAS F. BAYARD, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read by the Clerk: 


To the House of Representatives: 


In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives of December 
28, 1895, I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, and accom- 
panying papers, relating to certain speeches made by Thomas F. Bayard, 
ambassador of the United States to Great Britain. 

In response to that part of said resolution which requests information as 
to the action taken by the President concerning the speeches therein referred 
to, I reply that no action has been taken thereon by the President except 
such as is indicated in the report and correspondence herewith submitted. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 20, 1896. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I believe under the rules that message 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and printed. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred, according to the rule of 
the House, and printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committeeon Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
ciencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and prior years, 
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this bill and 
report are already in print, and can be found in the document 
room. I desire to give notice to the House that on conclusion of 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, if it shall be speedily 
concluded, or at a convenient opportunity in the near future, I 
will call up this bill. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HULL, the House resolved itself into the Com- 
mittée of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills, with Mr. PAYNe in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4043) making a pocgetetiens for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 


Mr. HULL. If there be no objection, I will move that all gen- 
eral debate be considered as closed, and that we proceed to the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this bill was largely prepared b 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from ow York 
[ake Curtis]. He will probably desire an opportunity to explain 

e bill before proceedin 

Mr. McCREARY of 
bill been dispensed with? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest that that is the first 
thing in order. 

Mr. HULL. I intended to ask that the first formal reading be 
dispensed with. I now ask unanimous consent, 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the first formal reading of the bill be considered as dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

hw mee . The Clerk will report the first paragraph of 
the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will detain the House but a few 
moments—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have to proceed by 
unanimous consent, as there is nothing before the House until the 
first paragraph of the bill is read. 

Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed now, and that he have such time as he may 
need for his explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from New York be heard for the purpose of explaining the 
bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. For what length of time? 

The CHAIRMAN. No length of time has been suggested. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We are operating under the 
five-minute rule, are we not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the gentleman be al- 
iowed such time as he may desire. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been 
prepared so as to state the several items under different heads, 
and in the order of anes it differs from bills which have 
been heretofore presented to the House. The subdivisions of the 
appropriations are as follows: For permanent establishment; for 
extra pay of army officers at Military Academy; for pay Military 
Academy band, field music, enlisted men on detached service, and 
extra pay of enlisted men on special duty at Military Academy; 
for pay of civilians employed at Military Academy; for current 
and ordinary expenses; for miscellaneous and incidental expenses, 
and for — and grounds. 

In the appendix will be found the sum appropriated annually 
for the regular pay of officers on duty at the tary Academy. 

It is well, also, to inform the House that as to the last 
Congress the pay of enlisted men on duty at West Point was ap- 
propriated for in the army appropriation bill, butin the last Con- 
gress it was contemplated, on the advice of the Secretary of War, 
to increase the Army by the number of men then on duty at 
West Point. That failed, however, so that the appropriation for 
West Point last year, for the first time—and that sys follows 
in this bill—was made in the Military Academy bill; and it should 
be considered as not only an. appropriation for the Military 
Academy proper, but for the military post at West Point. 

It is $58,154 this year; and when we consider the amount annually 
appropriated in the past, which is about the amount recommended 
to the House in this bill, it shows a large saving and is a large de- 
duction from the amount asked for, and is believed by many to be 
too small for an efficient management of the Military Academy. 

When the Clerk reads this bill you will see the amount appro- 
pe nee much less it is than the estimates, and how much 

ess than in the appropriation bill of last year. In the report will 

be found a list of the appropriations for the last six years, and 
the amount of the recommendations for the Academy this year. 
At the end of the report will be found a reference to every item 
submitted by the Secretary of War that has not been, in some part 
at least, recommended to the House for an appropriation. Should 
any member of the House desire to ascertain what has been the 
action of the committee upon any one of the estimates made by 
the Secretary of War, he can find it recommended in the bill or a 
written statement in the report, giving the reason why the par- 
ticular item is not included in the bill. 

This bill contains no provision of general legislation which will 
render any part of it obnoxious toa point of order, in a opinion, 
_ifany gentleman desires to ask any question, I will gladly answer 

rim. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I notice from exami hur- 
riedly the bill as reported by the committee, it seems to as 
compared with former enactments of a riations for the Mili- 
tary Academy, almost entirely recast rearranged. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now,I am not prepared tosay,from theslight 


to its consideration by pa aphs. 
entucky. Has the first conlieg of the 
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examination I have given it, that the arrangement of the com- 
mittee as reported is not wise, but I am prepared to say that there 
should be very grave reasons for entirely recasting an appropria- 
tion bill. Whether the sins, the errors, the hardships of the 
former arr ment were such as to justify throwing aside the 
form of the other bills and adopting this as reported now I do not 
know; butI have no doubt it will breed very much of extra work 
to the accounting officers of the Government. Well, the gentle- 
man shakes his head. I have not consulted the accounting offi- 
cers; but I takeitthatit amounts to an entire closing, substantially, 
of the accounts and the opening of a new set of accounts, and for 
that reason it seems to me not desirable. However, I throw that 
out more by way of suggestion than anything else. 

The truth is, if the gentleman will allow me, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has so increased in its public service, the 
appro riations, permanent and annual, amounting away up to 

ost $500,000,000 a year, that where the appropriations have 
——— from year to year in certain forms and under certain 

eadings, and been followed by the opening of an account by the 
accounting officers, so that the people who enforce or execute the 
law are thoroughly familiar with the ordinary system of appro- 
priation, that when that is changed, it must necessarily breed 
much of doubt and trouble. Gentlemen are aware that even in 
the matter of punctuation touching appropriations (as well as in 
the matter touching legislation) that frequently becomes very 
important. Now, I must confess, so far as I can see, I doubt the 
wisdom of this departure, and having said this much, I desire to 
say nothing further. 

r. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
criticism of the gentleman from Illinois, I want to say that the 
uniform custom of officers of the various branches of the Govern- 
ment charged with the preparation of estimates is to take up the 
last appropriation bill and make their estimates on the items as 
they appear in that bill, and without some authority such as the 
House of Representatives, which is the source of all authority for 
appropriations, to change that system, it never will be changed. 

is bill in the past has had items for pay, items for repairs of 
bookcases, items for improving the public grounds, items for cur- 
rent expenses and incidental expenses, for the compensation of 
civilians, and for extra pay to officers. These items have been 
distributed throughout the bill, and it was absolutely impossible 
to give a prompt answer to an inquiry as to what each special sub- 
division amounted to. 

In preparing this bill the estimates relating to pay of officers be- 
longing to the permanentestablishment were put down first. The 
extra pay to officers on detached service followed; pay of enlisted 
men; then that of civilians; and there will be found no modifica- 
tion in the estimates except in the order of their presentation. It 
will not affect the system of bookkeeping except to facilitate it 
and lessen the labor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is well known to everybody conversant 
with public affairs that there is no business concern in the United 
States that could afford to maintain the system of bookkeeping 
which is practiced by the Federal Government. There is seem- 
ingly an effort made in every Department to so manage the book- 
keeping that it shall require a constant increase of the force instead 
of a reduction. The last Congress made some modifications in the 
Treasury Department. 

The last visit to this city by the man for whom it was named 
was in the month of December, 1799. He came on horseback to 
Alexandria, by rowboat from there to the new city of Washing- 
ton, and returned during the night to his home, which he never 
left. Were Washington to come back this day he would find the 
steamboat, the railroad car, the electric car—now running almost 
to the door of his old residence—and every modern improvement 
of the past one hundred years; but were he to come into Congress 
he would find the same old system and regulations for conducting 
affairs which existed when he was President. and in the Depart- 
ments the same old system of bookkeeping. We have gone on a 
hundred years with almost no advance in the direction of aban- 
doning cumbersome methods or adopting the improvements which 
civilization and intelligence have “me while it may be 
satisfactory to my friend from Dlinois [Mr. CANNoNn] to go on in 
this listless, idle, careless manner, I think it is rather to be com- 
mended than criticised that we should stop and make some little 
reform at least once in one hundred years. John Locke said that 
there were no laws enacted that ought not to contain within 
themselves a provision for their repeal at the end of a century. 
I will read from the estimates the exact items as they appear in 
this bill. Every single estimate as submitted by the Secretary of 
War has been en note of. The committee approved as they 
saw fit a large number of those estimates. We have Saerores 
others and have stated to the House those approved and those we 
have ores. . 

Mr. H Mr. Chairman, I ask that we proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill. 








ane 


BE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
een New York [Mr. Curtis] to the third paragraph on 
S e 18 of this bill, and to ask him to — it for my own infor- 
Pion and for the information of the House and of the country. 
I suggest that that paragra h as it stands may excite alarm among 
the tem ce people of the country. As I understand that, the 
effect of alcohol and narcotics on the human system shall be one 
of the studies in these military schools. I regard this law as of 
supreme importance. husetts lady, Mrs. Mary Hunt, is 
the author of this legislation, and this provision is now a law in 
every State and Territory but three, as well as in the military 
schools at Annapolis and West Point. Now, I see that the para- 
graph in the pill to which I have called attention, and which reads 
Oi CURTIS of New York. Will the gentleman from Massa- 
s cept a suggestion? 
chet ORSE.  Tcertainly will, if it is satisfactory. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I suggest that when that para- 
graph in the bill is reached will be the best time to discuss it. 
Unless the gentleman will be satisfied with a very brief explana- 
tion now, I think it better to wait until we reach that item in the 
consideration of the bill. . 

Mr. MORSE. I think the gentleman can make a sufficient ex- 
planation now, and I prefer to hear it, as possibly I may not bein 
my seat just at thetime when that paragraph is reached. I want 
the gentleman to explain to the House and to the country just 
what the scope of this paragraph is. I have no doubt that his ex- 
planation will be satisfactory, but I should like to hear it for my 
own information as well as for that of the temperance people of 
the country. As I1said a moment ago, the existing law requires 
the teaching in the Military Academy as to the effect of alcohol 
and narcotics upon the human system, and I believe that the ex- 
isting law is construed to mean and specify a certain text-book on 
this important subject. ; 

Mr. TARSNEY. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asked leave 
to propound an inquiry to the gentleman from New York. The 
gentleman from New York responded that it would be in order 
to answer that question when the paragraph to which it related 
was reached in the regular order. My point of order is that the 
gentleman from New York having declined to yield, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is not in order in proceeding with his 
discussion of this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis] to yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that I think it 
is due to the House and to the country that some explanation 
should be made of the scope and effect of the paragraph to which 
I have called attention. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I can assure my 
friend from Massachusetts that the paragraph to which he directs 
attention in no way lessens the authority or the obligation of the 
officers of the Military Academy to give instruction as to the 
effect of alcohol and tobacco upon the human body, but it does 
allow them to give such instruction in their discretion, and does 
not require them, as the present law does, to use a particular text- 
book, the publishers of which seem to have derived great benefit 
from the peculiar phraseology of the law. This paragraph leaves 
the obligation to give such instruction as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts desires, and as I and many others desire to have it 
given, but it does not require the use of a particular text-book. 

Mr. MORSE. That explanation is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman in charge of this bill to some inconsistencies in 
the figures. The gentleman’s report states that the amount here 
appropriated by this bill is $14,714.05 less than was appropriated 
lastyear. The appropriation for that year was $464,261.66. Now, 
on page 25 of this bill, I find that the total amount appropriated 
here is $562,447.61, so that the amount appropriated in this bill 
appears to be nearly $100,000 more than last year, instead of less. 

r. CURTIS of New York. I believe I neglected to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that some of the figures in the a report are erro- 
neous, but the errors have been corrected by the assistant clerk 
of the committee, and will be read from the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending bill is closed, and 
it will now be considered by aph under the pending rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. : 

The following paragraph was read: 

For extra a pe of twenty-eight enlisted men of cavalry detachment em- 
Plored on additional duty with the instruction battery of field artillery, 
States Military emy, at 30 cents per day when employed, $840. 
we I wish to a the Gate of ee seamaliion 
cher extra pay provi in this paragraph is a peculi 
provision of i en bill applying only to the present 
year, or whether it is in accordance witha aeitccm policy? 
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Mr. CURTISof New York. This is the appropriation uniformly 
made for detached men employed on special duty. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Hvutick] 
that not only has it been universally customary in the past to pro- 
vide this extra pay, but the employment of these enlisted men 
instead of civilian experts on this special duty is a great saving to 
the Government. 

Mr. HULICK. Then these extra men are employed by officers 
of the Academy every year 

Mr. HULL. Every year. 

Mr. HULICK. Just as their services are demanded? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. They are employed in giving in- 
structions to the cadets. 

Mr. HULL. They areenlisted men who have special skill in cer- 
tain lines; and although they receive extra pay the expense to the 
Government is considerably less than if civilians were employed 
for this sort of duty. 

Mr. HULICK. Then this is a permanent provision? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For clerk to the disbursing officer and quartermaster, $1,350. 


Mr. ODELL. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out ‘*$1,350” and inserting ‘* $1,500.” I desire to state 
that in 1872 the officer here appropriated for was paid $1,650 per 
annum. Somewhere about 1893 the salaries of the three civilian 
clerks, of whom this is one, were reduced to $1,200 each. In 1894 
the salaries were raised to $1,350; and the following year the sala- 
ries of the clerk to the adjutant and the clerk to the treasurer 
were raised to $1,500 each. But the salary of this clerk to the dis- 
bursing officer and quartermaster was left at $1,350. Inthe Book 
of Estimates the quartermaster and the commandant at the Mili- 
tary Academy have recommended that the salary of this officer 
be placed on an equality with those of the other two clerks whom 
I have named; but for two Congresses this recommendation has 
been ignored. I ask that the amendment I have offered may be 
adopted, as a matter of justice, because this clerk performs an 
equal amount of work to that performed by the other two, who 
are each receiving $1,500. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The amendment of my associate 
[Mr. ODELL] proposes to add $150 to the salary of an old clerk 
whose salary was cut down some time ago. It has been thought 
desirable to increase his salary to equal that paid to others doing 
similar duty. This matter was brought to the attention of the 
committee, and the amendment has their approval. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, for civilians employed at the Military Academy, $25,770. 


Mr. HULL. The aggregate of appropriation in the paragraph 
just read should be increased by the sum of $150, in view of the 
addition which has been made to the salary of one of the clerks 
appropriated for. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I wish to strike out lines 17, 18, 
19, and 20, on page 9, as they reappear on page 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those lines have not yet been read. 

Mr. WHEELER. On that question of the contingent fund I 
wish to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itappears that some corrections have been 
made in the printed bill which the Clerk is reading. The Chair 
thinks the Clerk should read the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is reading the bill as reported; 
there are no modifications in it. There are merely references 
placed on the margin of the pages. 

The CHAIRMAN. The printed bill which the Clerk is reading 
appears to carry various corrections. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Those are simply memoranda. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The Clerk will now proceed to 
read the paragraph which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CurTIs] desires to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent fund, to be expended under the direction of the academic board: 
For instruments, books, repairs of apparatus, and other incidental expenses 
not otherwise provided for, $1,000. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I move to strike out the para- 
graph just read, as it reappears on page 17. 

r. WHEELER. Then I will postpone what I wish to say 
until the paragraph on page 17 is reached. 

The amendment of Mr. Curtis of New York was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, for current and ordinary expenses, $68,379. 
Mr. HULL. It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, at this point, lines 
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13 and 14, on page 16, that the amount has been reduced from the 
printed bill to $68,879, which is the correct amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent funds, to be expended under the direction of the academic 
board; for instruments, books, repairs to apparatus, and other incidental 
expenses not otherwise provided for, $1,000: Provided, That all technical and 
scientific supplies for the departments of instruction of the Military Acad- 
emy shall be purchased by contract or otherwise, as the Secretary of War 
may deem best. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word expenses, in line 20, on page 17: 

¥ padinding the expenses incurred by ministers of the gospel who may be 
invited by the academic board to preach in the cadet chapel.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering that 
amendment is to call the attention of the House to a matter that 
I think is important to the Academy. The late most excellent 
and distinguished gentleman, Professor Postlethwaite, died a few 
days ago. He occupied most creditably the chair of professor of 
history, geo aphy, and ethics, and under the law was also the 
chaplain of the Military Academy, and before the appointment of 
a successor I think it is generally conceded by the friends of the 
Academy that some provision of this character should be made. 

Several bills have been introduced and have been referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs for the purpose of separating the 
chaplaincy of the Academy from the professorship of ethics, his- 
history, and geography, and I think it would be well to consider 
the adcunioae which would result from having a fund provided, 
not a very large one, but a fund out of which the academic board 
could from time to time pay the expenses of eminent divines from 
all parts of the country who would be invited to preach to the 
cadets. Everyone will realize that for the same minister to preach 
Sunday after Sunday to the same audience is doing himself an in- 
justice, and the history of a hundred years shows that such a course 
has not been well calculated to attain the very best purposes or 
results in connection with such ministrations. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe —— will allow me, his amendment 
is to pay the expenses of the chaplains from time to time who 
may be invited. Is it large enough, in his judgment, to cover the 
payment to the evangelists who may be called in for revival pur- 

oases? 

' Mr. WHEELER. I think it might become necessary to make 
some increase in the contingent fund. It would not require a 
large sum. I think the academic board can be trusted to use 
their best discretion in the invitations they extend, and it would 
benefit the cadets in many ways to have the opportunity of listen- 
ing to the preaching of the eminent divines who could be called 
to hold service for the young men in the Academy. The academic 
board, by correspondence with the eminent divines throughout 
the country, can learn at what time they would probably be in 
New York or Philadelphia or in the vicinity of the Academy and 
could probably make advantageous arrangements with them, in- 
viting them to come to the Academy and preach to the cadets. It 
is well known to all that the eminent divines of the country like 
to have this privilege of preaching to young men like the Corps of 
Cadets at the Military Academy, and there is no doubt that these 
invitations would be accepted, in many instances to the great 
advantage of the young men there, 

I simply make this a so that when the bills should 
come up to be considered I hope a sufficient sum for this purpose 
will be set apart. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let me ask the tleman from Alabama if 
his amendment would include the Salvation Army? 

Mr. WHEELER. It makes no limitation whatever; it leaves it 
entirely within the discretion of the academic board, and, Mr. 
Chairman, as we trust that board entirely and wholly in the ad- 
ministration of the Academy, in the course of instruction of cadets, 
in the making of the men whoare to lead our armies, and in whom 
the honor, safety, and integrity of this great Government is to be 
reposed, we can certainly trust them in the matter of selecting or 
inviting the eminent divines of the country to come to the Acad- 
emy and preach to them. I think it would have the effect of im- 
poms the tenor of religious sentiment of the Army; it would 

of unquestioned advan to the young men at the Academy, 
and involves a very insignificant expense. 

Tomy men from 17 to 20 years of age leave their homes and 

arental careand go tothe Academy from every part of the United 

tates, and these men are trained to hold high positions in our 
Government. It seems to me that a plan similar to the one pro- 
posed by the amendment is worthy of the most painstaking con- 
sideration of Con The years spent by the young men at the 
Academy are the forming years of a young man’s character. That 
is all I desired to say upon the subject. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. . Chairman, without under- 
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taking to answer the reasons that have been earns by the gen- 


tleman from Alabama for the amendment, I would simply say that 
there is now before the Committee on Military Affairs one or more 
bills providing for the separation of the duties of the chaplain at 
the Academy from those of professor of history, geography, and 
ethics, and that one at least of these bills will probably be brought 
before the House during the present week. If at that time the 
House shall deem it advisable, merely at the cost of their travel- 
Sa eee, to secure the services of the eminent divines who 
will be asked to preach at the Academy, that will be the proper 
bill in which to insert such a provision. LI hope, therefore, the gen- 
—— from Alabama will not insist upon his amendment at this 
point. 

Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in the several foot- 
ings of the bill there were some errors, and those have been cor- 
rected. They really form no part of the bill, but I ask that tho 
modifications in the footings be made as they appear in the copy 
of the bill at the Clerk’s desk. I think they have all been adopted 
except the last one, and I ask that that one be adopted. 

Mr. HULL. The total should be corrected by adding $150 to 
the amount reported by the gentleman from New York. The 
committee has added $150 to the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Willthe gentleman state the correct figures? 

Mr. HULL. The correct amount would be $448,967.61, with the 
addition of $150. The Clerk can make the addition. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The bill foots up $448,967.61, to 
which an addition was made, on the motion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ODELL], of $150. I ask that that sum be added and 
the total corrected accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “four hundred and forty-nine thousand five hundred 
and forty-seven dollars and sixty-one — in the printed bill, and insert in 


lieu thereof the words *“‘four hundred and forty-nine thousand one hundred 
and seventeen dollars and sixty-one cents.” 


Mr. HULL. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, thisamendment will be 
considered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in this connection 
I desire to submit the report on this bill, which contains the facts 
in reference to it in concise form. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were referred the estimates 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 3), 
a. nee t the accompanying bill therefor, and recommend the passage of 

The total amount appropriated by the bill is $448,967.61, which is $172,002 less 
than the estima and $15,294.05 less than appropriated for the fiscal year 


d 
ending June 30, 1896. A detailed statement of the Sepeegretons for the 
Military Academy during the last six years is subjoined. 


Appropriations Military Academy for the fiscal years 1891 to 1896, inclusive. 





Year. and 
pen grounds. 
Sink dinithahinincnenie $229,518.96 | $61,431.15 , 020.00 | $123, 326.00 5, 296. 11 
TY pnawithe anni 231,436.09 | 62,576.60 7 770.00 $ 65, 672. 70 ee 455. 39 
BS wdcoce nen aind 230, 890.08 | 70,981.25 22,020.00 | 114,646.00 | 438,537.35 
Pe inints eineegcecinnss 233,627.08 | 79,935.90 25, 737. 50 90,065.69 | 429, 366.17 
1895. dinhaine 233, 223.78 | 73,698.60 27,540.00 | 101,993.00 | 436, 455.38 
picrcecenasnqeus 282,712.01 | 79,867.10 29,310.00 50,451.25 | 464, 261. 66 
Recommended for 1897. 

NS Rin iv bose on ode nase sconcccces sesso cecces $199, 000.00 
Extra pay of army officers at Military Academy --....-.....-.---.-. 22,000.51 
oy of d, field musicians, enlisted men, and extra pay on special a 
thi diel ieee el dich ned cebdin dade ch abesoseu sauces saccececce 58, 14. 1 
Pay ot Chviliars at Military Academy. ........c002.cccecenccoccceccce 25, 770. 00 
Current and ordinary expenses...... ............-.-..---2---2--eeeee 68, 379. 00 
Miscellaneous and incidental expenses ..................-.-...--.--- 15, 894. 00 
is ciddinaeadenmubeeuwnhhotnencedckes tencenscce 59, 770. 00 
TE ee sonesonnieen 448, 967. 61 


Pay for the professors, the extra pay of officers on detached service, the 
or the Military Academy banc, the field musicians, and enlisted men on 
etached service, and extra pay of enlisted men on special duty is fixed by 
law, and any change in the appropriation on that account is required by the 
difference in the length of service of those so detailed. 
The expenditures recommended for new works and improvement of the 
ands seem to be required, and vary slightly in amount from those hereto- 
ore annually made for buil and grounds. 

The most expensive improvements are for new guardhouse at the south 
entrance, the removal of peat from the new reservoir, and the reconstructing 
of the cable coal railway. Two estimates for the reconstruction of this work 
were furnished the War Department, one to be made of wood, at a cost of 
$10,000. The present trestles were constructed of wood six years ago, and are 
now practi worn out. The second estimate was to construct it with iron 
and stee! of $20,000. The War Department submitted the 
first estimate, but the committee on investigation of the subject concluded that 
iron should be used instead of wood, and have recommended the appropria- 
tion, $20,000, therefor. The Superintendent of the Academy stated that the 


‘ 














ears by carrying the heavy freight on this road to store- 
saving in the last six yoation by teams, was $16,000, and as it will be required 
mmittee were waanenonsty of the opinion that it should be 

ost enduring material. ; 
constructed of ies in the cothentes the committee believe to be desirable, 
but net essential, to the preservation of the property or the actual needs of 
the institution, and have not, on account of the depleted condition of the 
Treasary, recommended them to the House. 





assistant in: ne a EE 
poi on assistant instructor of military engineering-..............-. , 400 
For 12 civilian jamitors....-----.---.------.------2------ nanan asag 1,200 
For reimbursing contractor for extra labor and material not specifie mm 
in the contract....-.--.-----------=---~----------+ +--+ +-+++2+-+---------- 1a 
For cases and materials for new ordnance museum. -.........---------- 1, OC 
For fitting up operating room, cadet ae 2, 629 
For buildin iron stairway in halls of engineer ana canwnnces 2, 800 
For completion and repairs of barracks, army service men, quarter- . 
master’s department. .....----.-----~---.------------- --+--------------- 2,000 
For repairs and er et of cavalry barracks. ..........- ow e 0 
i cnet aa gddacneaur oceannsnndescescen ‘ 
vor 16 foot ron porch, and tin roof for new cavalry barracks. 4, 200 
For enlarging coal house at boiler house--..............-.--------------- 4, 100 
For beginning work reconstructing sidewalks. -...........-....----.---- 1,000 


For 1 water mains for connecting new reservoir with present 

system of water distribution 
For rebuilding superstructure of engineer boathouse 
To build addition in rear of wing to quarters No. 35 
For enlarging dining room to quarters No. 41 
For renovation of library building --......-.-.........--.... acel 
For granolithic pavement 
For building one set of hospital steward’s quarters 
For pay ———— ee... 
For a md call heproverent of quartermaster’s stables i 

On motion of Mr. HULL, the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the Chair, Mr. PayNE, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4043) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with sundry amendments, and with 
the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole. If there is no objection, 
they will be considered together. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


DESTRUCTION OF INCOME-TAX RETURNS, 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means upon which I ask immediate action. 
It will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion to adjourn withdrawn? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, I withdraw it temporarily. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution re- 
a the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate destruction of income- 
tax returns, etc. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
cause the immediate destruction of all income-tax returns and any copies 
thereof, with all statements and records relative thereto, now in possession 
of the Treasury Department, by reason of “An act to reduce taxation,” etc., 
in effect August 28, 1894. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
—— the passage of this joint resolution, and it is unani- 
mously 


PEAKE 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
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tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I should like to ask my colleague 
on the committee whether his resolution does not cover rather too 
much ground? I call his attention to the fact that it directs the 
destruction of any records kept of those income taxes. My friend 
knows that some taxes were oat paid under the act, and 
there ought to be some record kept of those payments in order 
that they may be refunded. 

' Mr. GROS OR. I understand that there is an independent 
record of all the payments, and the audit has been made upon 
those accounts. is relates only to the returns of income taxes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. As I understood the reading of the 
resolution, it Fatwa for the destruction of all records. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This resolution was drawn, as I under- 
stand it, by the Internal Revenue Department, and I presume that 
abundant precautions have been taken about the matter referred 
to by So eaten from Georgia. 
» Mr. TURNER of Georgia. only wanted to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to it. I accept his statement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This resolution will have to go to the Sen- 
ate, and if there is anything wrong: about it, it can be corrected. 
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A letter was received only this morning from the Department 
approving of the passage of the resolution, and my understanding 
is that it is in the proper form. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the re- 
port which accompanies this joint resolution, a bill on the same 
subject, but different in its terms from the joint resolution just 
passed, should lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill H. R. 3560 will 
lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 





LEAVE OF ARSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ANDERSON, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BELL of Texas, for ten days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. BRoMWELL, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CoLson, for ten days, on account of important business, 

And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 2 o’clock and 47 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, trans- 
mitting a list of judgments rendered against the Government by 
the circuit and district courts of the United States, in which the 
records have been received since February 27, 1895—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cases of 
Maria J. Fowler, executrix of Edward Fowler, deceased; James 
S. Hamilton, administrator of Turner Patterson, deceased: James 
W. Myers and Sarah E. Nichols, administratrix of William P. 
Hackney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from Jacob P. Clark, president of the Washington and 
Great Falls Electric Railway Company, transmitting a report of 
the operations of the said company for the year ended December 
31, 1895—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 


| dered to be printed. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a 
copy of a communication from the anente of the United States 
recommending additional clerical assistance for his office—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the assistant treasurer at New 
York setting forth the need of increased clerical force in his office— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting certain re- 
ports of the details of the business relating to the carrying of the 
mails, including particulars of all contracts, with names of con- 
tractors, allowances, fines, curtailments, etc.—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (No. 6) to print, 
under the direction of the Department of the Interior, 6,000 copies 
of a paper entitled ‘‘ The public lands and their water supply,” 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 87); which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3455) to establish a classifi- 
cation division in the United States Patent Office, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 88); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 4322) relating to 
the compensation of United States attorneys, clerks, marshals, and 
other court officials, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 4323) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, commonly 
known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4824) aw izing the Secretary 
of the Navy to deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elm- 
wood, Peoria County, Ill.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4325) pro- 
viding for the preferment of wages of employees in cases of assign- 
ment, execution, in payment by receivers, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4326) relating to the liability of employers in 
the District of Columbia to make compensation for personal in- 
juries suffered by employees in their service—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H.R. 4827) relative to immigration 
= naturalization—to the Committee on Immigration and Natur- 

ization. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 4328) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to define 
and regulate, in certain cases, the jurisdiction of the courts of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the J at en 

By Mr. WHEELER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4829) to amend 
— 8282 of Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4330) relating to the 
forfeiture of iands granted in aid of the construction of the Union 
Pacific Railway and the Union Pacific Railway, Eastern Divi- 
sion—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 4331) to te the man- 
ning of vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4382) to enlarge the jurisdiction 
of United States commissioners—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H.R. 4333) to provide a district at- 
torney and a marshal for the western judicial district of the State 
of South Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H.R. 4334) to provide 
for the representation of the United States as a a 
bondholder of the Union Pacific Railroad Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 4835) to coin gold and silver 
money, establish a parity between gold and silver coin, and pro- 
vide a means of maintaining the same with legal-tender money 
and to equalize the utility of the national banker with State 
banks—to the Committee on Cotanam, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4336) to extend the mineral- 
land laws of the United States to lands embraced within reserva- 
tions created by Presidential proclamation, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) to extend the mining laws of the United 
States, making them applicable to reservations, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM (by request): A bill (H. R. 4838) providing for 
the mobilization of the regular soldiers and marines and State 
militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 4839) to establish a national 
military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 4340) establishing additional 
reguiations concerning common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce and to extend the power of the Interstate Commerce 
Comunission under an act entitled ‘An act to ate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, with amendments thereto—to the 

By Mr, FAIRCHILD: wey HR 434i) emp a di 

y Mr. C 3 ill (H. R. 4841) em ing and di- 
recting the Secre of the Navy to furnish not 3 pore than four 
pieces of condemned cannon to the city of Mount Vernon, N. Y.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 4842) awarding a medal of 
honor to Jefferson Dye, of Jollytown, Greene County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R, 4848) togrant certain lands 
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to the city of Colorado Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. oe - 

_ By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 4344) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 4345) to continue the navigable 
inland waterway along the Atlantic coast and Florida as a coast 
defense in time of war and a safe and convenient channel for our 
domestic commerce at all times—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4346) making the an- 
niversary of Abraham Lincoln’s birthday a legal holiday—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): A bill (H.R. 4347) 
to reimburse prisoners of war who were in the military and naval 
service of the United States during the war of the rebellion—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 4348) providing an appropri- 
ation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River 
between Minneapolis and St. Paul by construction of k and 
Dam No. 2—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H.R. 4349) to create State 
eulocmashe and to protect and promote foreign and interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4350) for the benefit of the Chick- 
asaw freedmen—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A bill (H.R. 4351) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Florence, 8. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4352) to allow the bottling of dis- 
tilled spirits in bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

B Mr. HARDY: A joint resolution (H. Res.90) to revive the 

= A of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army—to the 

mumittee on eee Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution owe Res. 91) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 92) pro- 
viding for the printing of certain agricultural publications—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 119) request- 
ing the President to furnish to the House of Representatives the 
report of the board of engineers appointed by him to investigate 
and report upon the route and other subjects connected with the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 120) to place 
J. Y. Jamieson on the pay roll of the Houge—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A resolution (House Res. No. 121) directing 


© | the Committee on Ways and Means to prepare a report which 


shall show in what countries restrictions or discriminations are 
made against our agricultural and manufactured products ex- 
ported to foreign countries, of what they consist, the causes 
alleged therefor, and their effect on our foreign commerce—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 122) favoring 
the recognition of belligerent rights of the Cuban revolutionists— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the general assembly of Rhode 
Island concerning the construction of a channel through the 
island of Conanicut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bill; which was referred, as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of Mrs. R. C. Jones—Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill eh 4353) to correct the military 
record of John Stevenson, of Te ille, Washington County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 4354) granting a 

ion to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4355) to increase the 
pension of Theresa Peebles, of Jefferson County, —to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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UMM: A bill (H. R. 4356) to confirm title to lots 13 
ant 14, in BR are 959, in Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
istri Columbia. 
the District ERRY: A bill (H. R. 4357) for the relief of W. R. 
Miller of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 4358) for the relief of George 
Baldey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

B Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 4859) to increase the pension 
of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4360) for the relief 
acob Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4361) to pension William H. Nesbitt—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 4362) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Benjamin A. Woods—to the Committee on 
War Claims. . . Y 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension 
of Joseph J. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H.R. 4364) for placing the name of 
Marcus D. Watson, of Girard, Kans., on the pension roll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4365) to place the name of Mary E. Trimble, 
of Paola, Kans., on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
eT, BROWN: A bill (H.R. 4366) for relief of Lewis W. 
Merriman, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : ; 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4367) for the relief of Jacob Hambright, of 
Polk County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill R. 4368) for the relief of Hugh Scarbrough, of 
Polk County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 4369) for the relief of Charles 
Brewster and to place him upon the retired list of the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 4370) for the relief of Fred 
E. Ernst—to the Committee on Claims. on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) for the relief of William H. Self—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 4872) for the relief of Albert F. 
Wakefield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4373) for the relief 
of Frederick S. Perkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4374) to increase the pension of Sidney B. 
Tullar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of John Maley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill( H. R. 4376) for the re- 
lief of Christina Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4377) to increase the pension of 
Mark S. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4378) for the relief of David 
A. McCrum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4879) for the relief of John H. Willis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting a pension to Margaret Haw- 
thorne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H.R. 4381) for the relief of Mary Jane 
hong of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H.R.4382) to correct the military 
record of Abram Louis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to 
Gen. William H. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H.R. 4384) granting a pension to 
Helen Carrothers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H.R. 4385) granting an increase of 
pension to William Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H.R. 4386) increasing the pension of 
James Eskrid to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ag HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to 
William Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 4388) for the increase of pension of 
Farnham J. Eastman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4389) for the relief of Henry 
Bateman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4390) to pension Ezilda A. Magors, widow of 
John P. Magors, of Company D, Second Kansas State Militia—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 4391) granting relief to Alex- 
ander W. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4392) for the relief of Edward 
Cc. _Pomonlonae the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H.R. 4393) for the relief of Slugh 
F. McNary, executor of A. C. Thomson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Was Claims. 


of 


Also, a bill (H.R. 4394) for the relief of Nathan Fralick—to the 
on War Claims. 





By Mr. HILL: A bill (AH. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette 
Betts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 4396)correcting the military record 
of Herby B. Hyde—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4397) for the 
relief of James M. Clowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4398) for the relief of Abijah B. Gilbert—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) for the relief of James Dozier—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) for the relief of Mike S. Elkin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) for the relief of B. F. Bryant—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of Mrs. 
Anna R. Widmayer, for the killing of her husband on or about 
the 3d day of September, 1872—to the Committee of the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4404) for payment to the heirs of the late 
Michael Treiber for the use of property taken during the late civil 
war by the United States authorities—to the Committe on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4405) granting a 
pension to Augustus G. Cary—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 4406) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Ferdinand Pessica—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 4407) to correct the military 
record of Christopher C. Owens—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) granting a pension to George B. Stone— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4409) for the 
relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Point Pleasant, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension 
of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 4411) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Thomas B. Pope—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4412) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of Gratus 
B. Stearns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 4414) to increase the pension 
of Cassie A. Davis, widow of James P. Davis, late of Company E, 
Third Regiment Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Allen, a sailor in the Mexican war—to the Commitiee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 4416) to relieve William Moore 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 4417) for the relief of Augustin 
Riffel, late private Company E, One hundred ad seventy-first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of Josiah C. Miller, late 
private Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of Amanda Parnall, widow 
of Nicholas Lemler, late private Company D, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) for the relief of Robert McAlexander, 
late private Company F, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) for the relief of James C. Wattleworth, 
late private Company I, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) for the relief of William T. Kimsey, late 
private Company K, Forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4423) for the relief of William Shulmire, late 
private Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 4424) to correct the military rec- 
ord of George I. Spangler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) for the relief of Jacob Johnson, of York, 
Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 4426) granting an increase 
of pension to Helen L. Dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) for the relief of William H. Tibbits— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4428) for the relief of 
Joseph F. Bryant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) for the relief of Alfred McNeely—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) for the relief of John R. Nelson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 4431) to place on the 
—— rolls the name of Minerva Sample—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R. 4482) for the relief of John 

— alias Michael Flanagan—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) for the relief of Arulus C, Parkhurst— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of P. M. M. 
Alexander, of Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4485) for the relief of 
Stewart College (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), 
located at Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4436) to grant a pension to Catha- 
rine Van Sickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following paitens and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRUMP: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Michigan, for the relief of Michael Sheehy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of D. E. Elliott and 
others, of Callensburg, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: Petition of ee J. Kibble, widow of 
Joseph A. Kibble, late of Company N, Twenty-fourth Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, asking for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rebecca Ober, widow of Albert G. Ober, late 
of Company I, Thirty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
asking for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change, Chicago, Ill., relative to restrictions by certain foreign 
countries in the exportation of the products they represent, and 
praying Congress for remedial legislation, together with letter 
from president and secretary of said exchange, transmitting the 
same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of H. C. Applegate, Philip Hosner, 
and others, of Newport, Ky. and vicinity, favoring the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Four petitions, severally, of John W. Hagner 
and 50 others; H. H. Minnick and 10 others; A. 8. Minnick and 
others, and John B. Ditzler and 10 others, in wget: of the Wil- 
liam A. Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Provi- 
dence, R.I., concerning the construction of a channel through the 
island of Conanicut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Muscatine Commercial Club, 








of Muscatine, Iowa, asking an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Upper Mississippi River, and for the y com- 
yletion of the Hennepin a altos the Committee on Rivers and 


farbors. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of property holders of the town 
of Winthrop, Buchanan County, Mo., praying for reimbursement 
for the destruction of their ee by reason of the ravages of 
the Missouri River—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of 300 citizens of Nodaway County, Mo., praying 
for the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of the Saginaw Lumber Dealers’ As- 
sociation, for the perfecting of certain lake docks in the State of 
Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Two petitions, respectively, of N. P. Bus- 
kirk and 75 others, of Round Bottom and vicinity, and Samuel 
Braumlick and 92 others, of Hannibal and vicinity, Ohio, asking 
for change in the immigration laws, and the of the Stone 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Presbytery of Steubenville, Ohio, consist- 
ing of 44 ministers and 61 churches a ae action in be- 
half of Armenian Christians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of W. G. Vincenheller, James A. 
Anderson, John L. Buchanan, and others, for the relief of book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Ten petitions, respectively as follows: 
Henry Greek and 66 other citizens of Chester, Hancock County; 
William Miller and 18 others, of Marshall County; Porter T. Fitz- 
hugh and 14 others, of ie rt, Harrison County; M. D. Teter 
and 29 others, of Oral; W. H. Seals and 24 others, of Rock Cove, 
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Upshur County; Emory J. Nutterand 15 others, of Clarksburg: \ 
R. Ayers and 20 others; and John C. Wolfe and 19 others, of Grays. 
ville; C. ©. Stutler and 67 others, of Johnstown; C. W. Wilson an 
5 others, of Stillman, all of West Virginia, in behalf of the bil! +, 
secure a better class of immigrants—to the Committee on Imm)- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of officers and citizens of Blount 
County, Tenn., for the relief of the book agents of the Methodis; 
a Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Commercial Club of 
Muscatine, Iowa, asking for liberal np Soe aye for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and the speedy completion of 
the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, letter from C. H. Wilson, Washington, D.C., urging tho 
—— of a bill in behalf of F. E. Hoover, of Indiana—to the 

ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of citizens of California asking 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, four petitions, respectively, as follows: From the board of 
supervisors of San Francisco County, the board of supervisors of 
Nevada County, the board of supervisors of Contra Costa County, 
and the Board of Trade of Oakland, all in California, asking for 
measures of relief for the mining industry—to the Committee on 
Mines and oe. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the Daughters of the Revolution of 
New Jersey, and petition for a pension for Eliza Sandford—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, that Congress give expression to its abhorrence of the 
atrocities perpetrated on the Armenians, and make an appropria- 
tion for their relief—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of 200 citizens of Suterville, Lash, Yo- 
hoghany, and West Newton, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging 
the enactment of laws restricting immigration, and favoring the 
passage of the bill with reference thereto introduced by Mr. Wi1- 
oe A. StonE—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Muscatine Commercial 
Club, of Muscatine, Iowa, favoring appropriation for the Missis- 
= and Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors 


By se: ent aes citizens of Clinton County, Pa., 
praying for the passage of legislation restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immi aun and Naturalization. r 

By Mr. McCALL of husetts: Petition of the Boston Mer- 
chants’ Association, asking that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to keep the gold reserve transaction separate from the 
receipts and outgoes, and favoring the appointment of a commis- 
sion to investigate the banking systems of the world—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

= Mr. McDEARMON: Petition of Rev. J. H. Evans, Rev. W. 
G. Hefley, R. M. Hall, 8. R. Latta, and 17 other citizens of Dyers- 
burg, Tenn., urging the passage of an act for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: Resolutions of the New Orleans Board of 
Trade, Limited, indorsing a reduction of letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited, 
indorsing the Squire bill for coast defense—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Louisiana Sugar Planters’ Association, 
asking that sugar should receive the same increase of duty in the 
tariff bill as is accorded to other articles contained in said bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petition of 90 citizens of Stevens 
Point, Wis., asking for amendments to the immigration laws, so 
as to secure a better grade of immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

= . NORTHWAY: Two petitions, respectively, of R. J. 
McCallum and 28 other citizens of Brookfield, Trumbull County, 
and Willis Ryder and 13 others, of Rapids and Hiram, Portage 
County, Ohio, in behalf of a bill to secure a better class of immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. eg ap a Sa the wee ae ae : of 
Trade, urging the ° e Squire bill for coast defense—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 66 citizens of Sioux City, Iowa, in 
behalf of legislation to secure a better grade of immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. “a 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: petitions, respectively, of 99 citizens 
of Lawrence County, 74citizens of Beaver County, and 39 citizens of 
Butler County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Four petitions, as follows: James Howell and 
77 other citizens of Warren County; W. H. Savacool and 28 others; 
J. H. Pinsman and 9 others; David V..ncampen and 45 others, of 
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Sussex County, N. J., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to 


i on Immigration and Naturalization. 
the On OWERS: Roecintions of the Board of Trade of Rut- 
land, Vt., favoring the giving of belligerent rights to Cuban in- 
surgents—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

By Mr. REYBURN: Resolution of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., in favor of the a by the United States Gov- 
ernment of the Delaware an Chesapeake Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of J.C. Martin, sheriff; W. J. 
Morris, county court clerk; R. B. Parks, attorney, and 20 other 
citizens of Moore County, Tenn., for payment of claim of book 
agents of Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ; ; 

By Mr. ROYSE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3601, in 
support of claim of Charles H. McCord—to the Committee on 
Oey ir. TALBERT: Petition of citizens of Aiken City, 8S. C., 
praying for the passage of bills now before Congress for the relief 
of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, for dam- 
ages done in Nashville during the late war—to the Committee on 


War Claims. - ; 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of A. E. Kinston, H. G. Hayes, and 
37 others, of Hastings, Mich., favoring the bill to reclassify and 
prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH (by request): Petition and papers of 
Truman A. Morton for increase of pension—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 21, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I observe that the clerks in making up the Journal 
state that several bills ‘‘ on motion of Mr. Hoar” were referred to 
committees. The Journal should state that I reported the bills 
from the Judiciary Committee; that the committee desired to be 
discharged from their further consideration, and recommended 
their reference to other committees severally, instead of having it 
appear simply as the motion of a Senator. It was not a motion; 
it was the recommendation of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The correction suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be made. The Journal stands ap- 
proved as corrected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 additional copies 
of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 for the use of the 
Post-Office Department; in which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

TELEPHONE SERVICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of December 30, 1895, calling 
for information as to the number of telephone companies now 
doing business in the District of Columbia and the city of Wash- 
ington, the name of each of said companies, when and where they 
were incorporated, etc., a report of the superintendent of the 
telegraph and telephone service of the District of Columbia on 
the subject; which, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Historical Society 
of Jefferson County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation modifying or repealing the present homestead entry and 
ema laws relating to Indian reservations; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Anderson, 
8. C., praying that Congress empower the President to send aid 
and relief to the suffering people in Armenia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to keep his gold reserve 
and note redemption transactions separate from other receipts, 
and not to use notes which have come into the Treasury for re- 
demption, —— in accordance with the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and also that a commission 
of be appointed to ony Se bankin 


systems of the 
world; which was referred to the 


ittee on Finance. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition of the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, through a number of their officers, 
setting forth, among other things, that they represent not fewer 
than amillion people, not limiting them to thiscountry. They be- 
lieve that the protection of the home is the supreme duty of states- 
men,and they therefore earnestly and solemnly beseech the Congress 
af the United States to take such action as shall put our home- 
loving Republic on record as having used the moral and material 
influence of the country for the relief of the Armenians. They 
therefore beg the Congress as the legally constituted representa- 
tives of the wives and mothers of the nation to give heed to their 
devout prayer and aspiration that America, through her highest 
legislative authorities, may give expression to all the world of her 
abhorrence of the atrocities in Armenia, and may make an appro- 
priation from the people’s money for the relief of our brethren 
and sisters who have been driven to the last extremity by the 
fatal fanaticism of the Sultan and his soldiers. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Board of Tradeand of 
the Lumber Dealers’ Association of Saginaw, Mich., praying for 
the improvement of the harbors at Ludington, Mich., and Manito- 
woc, Wis.; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of representatives of sundry women’s 
associations of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to make parents the natural guardians of their 
children, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of James W. Dunn, 
of Elizabeth City, N. C., praying that he be granted an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Green, of Bakersville, 
N. C., praying that he be granted arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition, in the form of resolu- 
tions adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of Pawtucket, R. I., 
praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban 
patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present the petition of Mrs. 
Helen Carrothers, of Hennepin County, Minn., praying relief for 
injuries received by her at the hands of the Sioux Indians while 
she was held a captive by them in August, 1862. I move that the 
petition and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present sundry petitions in favor of a bill 
introduced by me some days ago to amend the charter of the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sal- 
ladasburg, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Imnmi- 
gration. 

Mr. WARREN eee the petition of E. U. Snider and 44 
other citizens of Buffalo, Wyo., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mitttee on Immigration. 

Mr. IRBY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Anderson, 
S. C., praying that Congress empower the President to send aid 
and relief to the suffering people in Armenia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition signed by Charles Charles, 
president of the National Protective Labor Association of Wash- 
ington, D. C., and George Charles, president of the African Emi- 
gration Association of Topeka, Kans., praying that ex-slaves of 
the United States be granted a reasonable pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Zachariah L. 
Windsor, widow of Zachariah L. Windsor, deceased, of Mont- 
gomery County, Md., praying that her claim for supplies and 
stores be referred to the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Brinkley, Ark., representing various church denominations, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


WINNEBAGO AND OMAHA INDIAN AGENCY. 
Mr. ALLEN. 





Before introducing certain evidence in the nature 


of a petition and asking its reference, I wish to make a brief 
statement regarding it, and then I shall ask for its publication as 
a document, 
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Last summer there was widespread discontent in the State of 
Nebraska as to the management nt of the Indian agency known as 
the Winnebago and Omaha Agency, on the reservation in Thurs- 
ton County, Nebr. Public charges were made in the press of 
Nebraska, and possibly some of the adjoining States, t the 
administration of this agency was not upon correct principles, 
and that possibly its management eel somewhat the integ- 
rity of some of the employees at the agency. This charge was 
so notorious and so general that it was necessary that the Nebraska 
delegation in Congress should take some notice of it. While we 
had no authority to act in the sense of reaching a finding as a 
committee of either branch of Congress, or a joint committee, we 
did act asa committee, and sat two days, ‘the 24th and 25th of Jul 
taking testimony and investigating the charges as far as we could 
do so within that time. We employed the official court stenogra- 
pher of that district to take the evidence. 

I have the evidence before me, properly transcribed, being evi- 
denee taken ore tenus, affidavits, vetitions, and letters. In the 
light of the fact that there is to be an investigation of all the 
Western Indian agencies this year by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, | ask that the testimony and the reports which I now 
present be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (5S. 997) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross, 
—— it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

te also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. Paine, 
—- it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
te also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. Towne, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 558) fer the relief of Mary H. Noonan, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide 
a reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: This morning I reported 
from the Committee on Pensions the bill (8.757) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs, Adelaide Morris. I move that the bill be 
recommitted to the committee for further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1296) to commission passed assistant sur- 
geons in the United States Navy, and to provide for their exami- 
nation preliminary to their promotion to the of surgeon, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
oie was referred the bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and 
to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, 
and for other nag ed ’ approved March 2, 1889, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I report back from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (8. 241) to service to surviving soldiers of 
the war of the rebellion, with ional amounts to prisoners of 





war, and to repeal section 2 of the ion act of June 27, 1890. I 
am instructed to report the bill wi t recommendation. I ask 
that it be placed on the Calendar. 


,, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be on the Calendar. 
arveferred. the bill (S. 626) providing for. disposal of Tands on |W 

was referred the bill ( provi or fe) on 

abandoned portions of the Fort Assinni roving for. Gepoaal of lan 

in Montana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon, 

it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (Ss. 120) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the 
Dominion of Canada, asked to be Se from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from fone eet mana am 
was referred the bill (S. 1297) to ee 
adjoining the United States na 
ported it with an amendment, and Sakete: a report thereon. 

Mr. na the bill (S. Geen Committee on we Pniereg: Ay oe 
referred (8. 8 oe @ pension to Jared 8. Cham 
lain, reported it witho ge and submitted a report 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (S. 625) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon, reported ; 
with an amendment, ees a report thereon. — 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1651) for the relief of The. 
ophilus Fisk Milis; which was read twice by its title, and referroj 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1652) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles M. Roberts, deceased; which was read twice by its tit), 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1653) for the relief of John Mur. 
phy & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1654) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to protect the birds and animals in the Yellowstoy); 
National Parl, and to punish crimes in said park, and for other 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the J er 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth W. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, 
Hall & Bangs; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1657) making a 
further 2 for the construction and equipment, and 
providing for the com: oe thereof by placing the work under 
contract, of a boat railway from the foot of The Dalles Rapids to 
the head of Celilo Falls, a the State of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Transporta- 
tion Routes to the Seaboard. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1658) for the relief of Mrs. Helen 
Carrothers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws 
of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1660) to provide for the adjustment 
and payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia 
by drawback certificates, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1661) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Caleb Woolpert; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1662) granting a pension to 
Henry Clemmens; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (8. 1663) to place William T. 
Dodge on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1664) os a pension 
to Mills T. Redmon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1665) granting a pension to Rita 
Stine, amounting to $20 per month; w was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. BATE (b: ae est) introduced a bill (S. 1666) for the relicf 
of the Overton Hotel Company, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1667) for the relief of ey 
Rose, light-house ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1668) granting a pension to 
Henry Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1669) granting a pension to Andrew 
J. McWade; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on 


Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1670) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to James Brown; which was aoe a by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on ee oe 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced (8. 4671) authorizing the 
President, to caaeeee the name of Julius R. Frederick on the retired 
list of the Army, with the rank, pay, and perquisites of second 
lieutenant; w was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
ova ng paper, ™ referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

need a bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. 
near’ which ee — its title, a with the accom- 
pan to the Committee on Pensions. 

is. CAF oe epee) introduced a bill (8S. 1673) grant- 

M. Anderson; which was read twice by its 
title, Wont ete amine om Teme 

Mr. PALMER introdueed a bill (S. 1674) granting a pension to 
Martha Custis Carter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 








ean Sa 


Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying 
of obscene literature and articles designed for indecent and im- 
moral use from one State or Territory into another State or Terri- 
tory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i : ‘ F 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S.R.59) extending 
the provisions of section 79 of “‘An act providing for the public 

srinting and binding and the distribution of public documents,” 

i pproved January 12, 1895, so as to include monographs, bulle- 
tins, and reports of the Geological Survey published in 1894 and 
succeeding years; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. : : 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (8S. R.60) for the relief 
of employees in the Government mail repair workshop; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil ee bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to theconcurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Puau 
on the 15th instant; which were ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 
Ordered, That James S. Crawford ba peretines to withdraw from the files 


he Senate the papers pertaining to the bill for his relief in the Fifty-third 
Sue there hoving been no adverse report thereon. 


WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIAN CLAIM. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Whereas the following resolution was adopted by the Senate of the Fifty- 
third Congress, third session, on March 2, 1895: ; 

“ Resolved, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to withhold any further distribution and payment of the money de- 
rived from the 35 per cent of the judgment in favor of the “ Old Settler ’’ or 
Western Cherokee Indians inst the United Statesin the sum of $800,386.31, 
set apart for ve payment 0; a and for legal services justl and equi- 
tably payabie on account of the prosecution of said claim, until otherwise 
authorized by law, except allowances already made for legal services, and to 
report to the Senate any and ema and distributions from said fund 
already made, with copies of papers in —y manner connected with said 
payments and distributions filed in the Interior Department and the office 
of The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the action had thereon.” 

And whereas it is not the intent nor the purpose of said resolution to prevent 

yment out of said 35 per cent of said judgment of the amounts that shall be 

ound by the Secretary of the Interior to be justly due and payable to attor- 

neys or to their representatives, if deceased, for legal services rendered by 
them in the prosecution of said claim of the “Old Settler” or Western Chero- 
kee Indians: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that no part of said resolution 
shall operate to prevent payment of whatever sum or sums, if any, that may 
be found by the Secretary of the Interior, after investigation, to be due to 
the estate of C. M. McLoud, deceased, and Marcus Erwin, deceased, both of 
Asheville, N. C., and T. H. N. McPherson, of Shippensburg, Pa., for legal 
services rendered by them under contract, in the prosecution of the claim of 
the “Old Settler” or Western Cherokee Indians, against the United States: 
Provided, That the total amount that shall be allowed and paid under this 
resolution shall not exceed ——. 


ADALINE V. BASSETT, 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Adaline V. Bassett, widow of Isaac Bassett, deceased, 
late assistant d eeper of the Senate, a sum equal to one a salary at 
the rate allowed by law to said assistant doorkeeper, out of the ‘ miscellane- 
ous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate; said payment to be consid- 
ered as in lieu of all funeral expenses or other allowances. 


REPRINT OF THE NAPHTHA LAUNCH BILL. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask an order for the reprinting of what is known 
as the naphtha launch bill. The edition is entirely exhausted, I 
understand. 

The order was agreed to, as follows: 
ate tail ioe That there » peed for Bes use of e Renate 3, A08 
fuld, naphtte, orcleerionocrs. 

REPORT ON IRRIGATION, 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
printed under the direction of the Department of the ietorion 10,000 copies 
: a report on oy ny Oe the United States, povenees 
- = Eleventh ape obeys ascents main mee -— — <7 

ndix e water su ormation w , and an 
index this number shalt” be for the use of members of the 


Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Representativ 
and 2,000 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior. 7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR SENATE LIBRARY. 
Mr. GRAY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Whereas the number of copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD provided 


ies of Sen- 
ed by gas, 
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for the Senate library by section 73 of the act in regard to public printing 
eres January 12, 189%, has proved insufficient to supply the neods of the 
Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Government Printer be, and he is Soosien, directed to supply the Senaet 
library, for the use of the Senate, in addition to the 10 copies provided in the 
new printing law, 10 copies of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD for each and 
every session of Congress hereafter, beginning with the third session of the 
Fifty-third Congress. 


DAMS AT OUTLETS OF THE GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That 500 copies of a report by the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 1339 and Senate resolu- 
tion No. 42, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA, 


Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

, Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inquire 
into the arrest and forcible removal of Mark E. Rodriguez,a citizen of the 
United States, on board the United States mail steamer Olivette in the harbor 
of Habana on Wednesday, the 15th instant; also into the arrest of Luis 
Someillan and his son, citizens of the United States, in the city of Habana; 
and, if no just cause forsuch arrest exists, to demand their immediate release. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that if the Senate is to take any 
action on the subject at all the better form of resolution would be, 
in the first place, to ask the President for such information as the 
Department of State may have, or as he has. Will the Chair 
direct the resolution to be read again? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

Mr. CALL. Before the resolution is read, I will read for the 
information of the Senator from Massachusetts a telegram which 
I received last night. 

Mr. HOAR. Will not the Senator have the telegram read at 
the desk? 

Mr. CALL. I send the telegram to the desk to be read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

(Telegram. ] 
Key West, FLA., January 20, 1896. 
To Senator WILKINSON CALL, Washington, D. C.: 

Mark E. Rodriguez has been taken from steamer Olivetie. Last Wednes- 
day Luis Someillan and his son also arrested in Habana. All American citi- 
zens. Use your influence with Secretary of State to get them out of the 
Spanish grasp. 

CARLOS RECIO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the proper mode of resolve should 
be, in the first place, to inquire of the President what informa- 
tion he has. Directing him to make an inquiry may imply cer- 
tainly that he has not made any himself. There seems to be a 
notion in some quarters that the Senate of the United States is a 
constantly loaded cannon which any single member of the Senate 
can touch off at his discretion. I think it would be better to go 
a little more slowly in all these cases. I trust the Senator from 
Florida will modify his resolution into a mere resolution of in- 
oy of the President, which would undoubtedly have the same 

ect. 

Mr. CALL. LIaccept the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, although it is quite obvious that the State Department 
can have no information upon an occurrence so recent. I had 
thought, as this matter of the unlawful and unreasonable arrest 
of citicens of the United States as contradistinguished from sub- 
jects of Great Britain and other countries has become so frequent, 
and the protection of the flag and the fact of citizenship of the 
United States really amounts to so little, that it were well that 
this instance should receive immediate consideration on the part 
of the Senate, to theend that foreign Governments should under- 
stand that all departments of the Government of the United 
States are vigilant to protest and prompt to demand proper treat- 
ment and complete immunity from wrongful treatment of citizens 
of the United States. I have introduced the resolution, but I ac- 
cept the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution as modified? 

Mr. HALE. What is the resolution as modified? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read as modified. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution as modified be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Florida to modify the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. The modification suggested is simply that the 
President of the United States be requested to communicate the 
information. 

Mr. HOAR. The information he has in regard to the arrest of 
those persons. 

Mr.HALE. Strike out all that partof the resolution that makes 
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an imperative demand for release. That should be stricken out. 

Mr. CALL. There is no such part of the resolution. There is 
a part of the resolution that directs that if no just cause be found 
the immediate release be demanded. But to avoid any question 
about it I will consent to strike out that part, although I can not 
understand why any Senator should object to an unconditional 
demand for the release of a citizen of the United States after it 
has been ascertained that he has been unlawfully arrested and is 
innocent of offense against the foreign Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as modi- 


fied. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think this is setting an example that may 
ive us a great deal of trouble in many cases that will arise. I 
“om the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Forei 
Relations, which meets to-morrow, andit willno doubt be promptly 
reported back. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. it there be any desire on the part of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations to refer the question 
whether the Senate of the United States shall act upon this infor- 
mation given to it of the arbitrary and unjust arrest of citizens of 
the United States in foreign countries, and that a committee, a 
small part of the Senate, shall decide what it is the business of 
the whole Senate to decide, I shall not object. I wanted to show 
the people of the United States, and of my own State in particu- 
lar, that I am prepared as a Senator to demand their protection in 
foreign countries without reference to the action of any other 
department of the Government. 

r. CULLOM. I desire to state that a resolution has already 
been introduced and passed by the Senate which I think substan- 
tially covers the question the Senator is seeking to get light upon. 

Mr. PLATT. { uess not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know exactly, as I was not present 
when the resolution was read. At any rate, I desire to state for 
the information of the Senator from Florida that perhaps to-day 
a report will be received from the Secretary of State giving in- 
formation as to the arrest of American citizens who are natural- 
ized in this country and upon other questions pertaining to the 
general subject. I hope the Senator will consent to the reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Dlinois allow me to make 
a@ suggestion before he sits down? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I am informed by a member of this body that 
several communications have come to him in the past in regard 
to the arrest of American citizens in foreign countries, not by 
the Spanish Government, but by other Governments, and that 
on taking them to the Secretary of State the Secretary of State 
instantly sent a cable dispatch abroad inquiring into the facts 
and had the ene means of redress set in motion. Why this 
one case which has come to the notice of the Senator from Florida 
should be singled out and made a means of applying a spur to 
the President or the Secretary of State or to the Senate I can not 
Bee. 

It seems to me that when the Senator from Florida received the 
dispatch he should have instantly communicated it to the Secre- 
tary of State, who is the proper officer of the Government to take 
cognizance of the matter; and he would have found, I presume, 
that in ten minutes inquiry would be made by cable. If the Sec- 
retary of State had refused, then the Senator would have exer- 
cised his discretion as to calling upon the Senate to a 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, one word further. under- 
stand that the resolution does not pertain to the country to which 
I supposed it did; but I still think it pertains to the general ques- 
tion involved in an inquiry already made of the Secretary of State 
by this body. Whether that is the case or not, I hope the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Foreign stations, as 
suggested by the chairman of that committee. 

fr. CALL. I desire to say for the information of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that I did send this telegram immediately to 
the Secretary of State; but I think the Senate of the United States 
owes a duty to the a of the United States, irrespective of 
what the President or his Secretaries may do. I think that to 
this body belongs the protection of the honor of the American 
flag and American citizens in a higher degree than is devolved 
upon the executive officers of the Government. Therefore I 
thought that it was well for the Senate to show its care and con- 
sideration upon this subject. 

I do not accept the theory that there is any Snes of this 
Government in which so large powers are vested and so great a 
responsibility as the Senate and House of Representatives, in 
whom is vested the power of removal by impeachment of the offi- 
cers of all other departments. 

I have no censure to imply upon the President of the United 
States or upon the Secretary of State; but the idea that we can not 
act, but must ask information of the President of the United States 
before we strengthen his hands by resolving that he should take 


especial care and immediate action in an instance of great enor- 
mity, where the flag of the United States has been violated, ang 
in a state of war, an atrocious war, citizens of the United States 
are taken from on board an American mail steamer, and that 
attention should not be called at the instance of the Senate to tha; 
particular case of outrage seems to me to have no justification in 
the reasons which have been given by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

But I have no objection, if it be desired by Senators here to re. 
fer so plain a question of duty to a committee, that it shall be 
done, and therefore, if the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, desires this reference, I |] 
consent to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to tha 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to give notice that to-morrow 
morning, after the conclusion of the routine morning business, [ 
shall ask the Senate to take up and consider the joint resolution 
S R. 48) directing the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into ef- 

ect the provisions of the act making appropriations for the pur- 
chase and distribution of valuable seeds and for the printing and 
distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 
WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senate, if the Senator from Ohio 
Mr. SHERMAN] has no objection, that the resolution which was 
introduced by me a few days ago, asking the Secretary of State to 
communicate to the Senate the reports of the consuls of the United 
States to the Island of Cuba, be taken up and passed. If it be de- 


sired to modify it by Tt that the communications be made 
in confidence to the Senate, I have no objéction to that modifica- 
tion. I ask the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Relations, if he has any objection to the considera- 
tion of that resolution and its passage by the Senate? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Whatistheresolution? I ask that it be read, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
Mr.CALL. I will state further, before the resolution is read, 
that itis particularly desirable that the Senate should have, either 
in confidence or in open session, full information in regard to the 
condition of affairs in the Island of Cuba and the arrest of 


American citizens there without just cause. I am informed that 
the difference in the oe and respect shown to citizens of 
the United States and subjects of Great Britain and other for- 


eign countries is marked in favor of the subjects of those Gov- 
ernments and in detriment and disparagement of American citi- 
zens and the American flag. I hope, if that fact be true, as [ am 
advised it is, that the information contained in those reports may 
be communicated to the Senate. 

Mr.SHERMAN. If the Senator from Florida will prepare a 
resolution requesting the Committee on Foreign Relations to give 
a statement of the condition of affairs in Cuba, that committee 
will do so. If he will send such a resolution as that to the com- 
mittee, they will no doubt promptly respond. 

The objection I had to the resolution offered a while ago was to 
ee individual case of arrest and endeavoring to investi- 
gate that, when other subjects of much greater importance, in- 
volving many thousands of people, were also pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I have no doubt that in a short 
time the committee will report the subject to the Senate, when 
there will be ample time to discuss the whole matter. 


Mr. CALL. . President, the Senator misunderstands the 
resolution. The resolution to which I refer is a resolution whica 
was considered very briefly a few days ago, to which objectioa 


was made, asking the Secretary of State to send to the Senate the 
reports of consuls of the United States in regard to the condition 
of affairs in Cuba, not an individual case, but referring generally 
to all reports which touched upon that question. I have no ob- 
jection to that resolution being referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, if that be the only method to get action upon it; 
but I am very desirous, as I am informed that these reports con- 
tain information which we can not otherwise get, that they shall 
be communicated to the Senate either in confidence or in open 
session. That is the resolution to which I refer. It relates to no 
particular case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt the matter will be reported 
to the Senate very soon by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. e resolution to which I refer has not yet been 
referred to that committee. It lies upon the table, and I am ask- 
ing that it may be taken up in order that some disposal may be 
made of it. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Florida? : 

Mr. CALL. That the Senate proceed to consider the resolution 
calling for the reports of the consuls of the United States touch- 

the condition of affairs in Cuba. y 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 





The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 


Cree ee f State be directed, if not i tible with 

Cc . not incom ible wi 
oq Resoleah raat to send to the Senate the dispatches of the consuls of the 
United States relating to the war now carried on in Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that as a mat- 
ter of common safety to our consuls abroad we ought not to do 
this. Those consuls are scattered through the Island of Cuba. 
If the communications of those consuls to the State Department 
should be sent to the Senate, they would undoubtedly be subject 
to exposure, ani the lives of many people might be involved by the 
betrayal of the correspondence of those consuls. It does seem to 
me that the Senate of the United States ought not to seek to ex- 
plore the mysteries, if there be mysteries, in the State Department, 
and that the State Department ought not, under any circumstances, 
to communicate what is aeperses by consuls in time of war, which 
might attract attention to them and probably endanger their lives. 
I think, therefore, that we ought. not to call for this information, 
unless there is some allegation that the Secretary of State is not 
doing his duty in protecting American citizens. The ordinary cor- 
respondence going on between the State Department and the various 
consuls of this country ought not to be disclosed while a war is 

ng. 
“hae is another thing I wish to say in re t to the resolution. 
The resolution is not in the usual form. When the Senate of the 
United States directs a thing to be done by the head of a Depart- 
ment, it directs it positively, without any condition. It is only 
when we address the President as a separate department of the 
Government that we leave the question of propriety and expedi- 
ency to be determined by him. 

r. CALL. I introduced the resolution originally in conform- 
ity with the present suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, but I 
changed it upon suggestions from some Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber. Iam indifferent as to the form in which it is 
ut, and Iam entirely willing that it should be referred to the 
mmittee on Foreign Relations; but I think that the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought to be able to protect its consuls 
and foreign ministers in the discharge of their official duties in all 
countries, and that such timely respect and consideration of the 
determination of this Government to protect its citizens and the 
honor of its flag abroad should exist as would be a sufficient pro- 

tection to them when their official acts were considered. 

I will consent, therefore, inasmuch as it seems to excite somuch 
objection, to the reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, in the absence of objection. 


POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS OF 1893, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution received from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


In THE HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 20, 1896. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 
for the use of the Post-Office Department. 

JOHN FINN, 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Yesterday the Senate passed the bill 
(8. 227) to permit the withdrawal of certain papers and_the sign- 
ing of certain receipts by John Finn, or his attorney. It has not 


yet gone to the House o: Papeersceeves, and I notice that there 
is a misrecital in the body of the bill. I ask unanimous consent 


that the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and may be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the votes 
are reconsidered. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move, in lines 10 and 11, to strike 
out the words “Third Auditor of the Treasury” and to insert in 
lieu thereof ‘Auditor for the War Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pua], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

e tary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PuGu Janu- 
ary 15, 1896, as follows: 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
ved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
nited States was there aay pledged to the ent in coin or its 
equivalent of all interest- g obligations of the Uni States, except in 
cases where the law ee ssue of such obligations had expressly 
qrovides — oe —— paid in lawful money or other currency 
gold ver; an 
Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” a 
proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
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in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” 
approved January I4, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of 
the United States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt”; and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, declared 
by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the 
United States,’*’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to the nominal 
value, for any sums whatever: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
all the bonds cf the United States issued or authorized to be issued under 
the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of standard 
silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal tender in 
pepeeens® said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the public 

aith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

Mr. HILL. Before I proceed, I ask the Senator from Alabama 
what disposition he proposes to make of that resolution this morn- 
ing? 

Mr. PUGH. I propose to have it considered by the Senate with 
a view of having a vote taken upon it. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to suggest whether it would not be wise 
at this time to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PUGH. They have already considered all the matters in- 
volved in this resolution, and have substantially made a report 
covering every question that arises on the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. A written report? 

Mr. PUGH. I mean they have reported a bill, which is now 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from New York desire to ad- 
dress the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the question put by the Senator from 
New York implied that he did not desire to go on with a speech 
this morning. I do not, of course, wish to interfere with him if 
he does, but I was going to suggest, if nobody was prepared to ad- 
dress the Senate at this time, that the resolution go over inform- 
ally, and that the hour between now and 2 o’clock be devoted to 
unobjected cases on the Calendar; but I shall not interpose if the 
Senator from New York desires to proceed. 

Mr. HILL. That will be far more profitable if the Senator from 
Alabama will consent. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator want to do? 

Mr. HILL. I want to oppose the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama to let the 
resolution stand in its place and that we proceed to consider the 
unobjected cases on the Calendar for an hour. Of course there 
can be no considerable debate on them. 

Mr. PLATT. There appears to be a colloquy going on on the 
other side which none of the rest of the Senators here, except those 
engaged init, can hear. We on this side of the Chamber would 
be glad to know what is taking place. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution of the 
Senator from Alabama, withont displacing it, be set aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected cases 
on the Calendar. oy 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PUGH. Several Senators who are friends of the resolu- 
tion that I offered suggest to me that it would be well not to ob- 
ject to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HILL. I also concur in that proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the resolution will be laid over without prejudice. The first case 
on the Calendar will be stated. 


PAYMENT OF PENSION MONEY. 


The bill (S. 242) to require payment of pension money to wives 
in cases where male pensioners desert or abandon their families, 
or are habitual drunkards, or for any reason fail and neglect to 
support their families, was announced as first in order on the 
Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
its consideration. 

Mr. PEFFER. That bill needs to be amended slightly, and the re- 
port of the committee points out the amendments. In line 5 after 
the word ‘‘ drunkenness,” I move to strike out ‘‘ or where, for any 
reason or cause, such pensioners,” and insert the word ‘‘ and.” 

Mr. PALMER. [ask to have the section read as it will appear 
if the amendment be agreed to. 

The Secretary read the section as proposed to be amended, as 
follows: 

That in any and all cases where male pensioners of the United States desert 
or abandon their families, or where such pensioners are addicted to habitual 
drunkenness and do not use their pension money for the support of their 
families and do not support them, and when they have no other sufficient 
means of support, the Commissioner of Pensions, on such facts being mado 
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to appear by competent testimony and on application of the wife of any such 
pensioner, shall pay the money due such pensioner from time to time to his 
said wife so long as such conditions of failure or neglect to support continue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. In line 11, after the word “‘pensioner,” I move 
to insert the words ‘‘she being a woman of good character.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who is to examine and determine such a 
question aa that? I hope that such a provision will not be inserted 
in a pension law which would require every woman who applied 
for a pension to have her character examined. 

Mr. HOAR. I enter an objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. Let the amendments be printed, and this will be the 
first bill to come up the next time the Calendar of unobjected 
cases isconsidered. The Senator by that time can then have his 
amendments printed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator suggest that the bill be printed 
with the annendments proposed? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam very well satisfied with that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Let the bill be printed with the amendments as they appear 
in the report. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Massachusetts will withdraw 
his objection for a moment, it seems to me that perhaps it would 
be better if the Senator from Kansas would consent to have the 
bill recommitted to the committee in order that it may be recast. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish, while on my feet, to make a single sug- 
gestion about the bill as it would stand if these amendments were 
all adopted. It would pay, as I understand, the pension money 
to a wife whenever the husband was not properly applying it for 
the support of the children, and it would do so whether the wife 
was living with the husband or was separated trom him, and it 
would do it also whether the wife were applying, or would apply, 
the money for the support of the children. I think all these things 
should be taken into consideration, and the language of the bill 
should be so framed by the committee as to carry out the idea 
which is involved, which is a good one, 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desiretomake asingle observation before 
the bill isrecommitted. I am satisfied that some legislation ought 
to be had on this subject. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr.GALLINGER. But I confess that I have not myself given 
the attention to this bill that I think, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, I ought to have given, and I promise to give it 
careful consideration if it shall be recommitted, as I trust it may be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions, in the absence of objection. The next 
business on the Calendar will be stated. 


EXCHANGE BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER STANDARD COUNTRIES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Stewart December 12, 1895, directing the Committee on 
Finance to inquire what effect the difference of exchange between 
gold-standard countries and silver-standard countries has upon 
the agricultural and manufacturing industries of the United 
States, etc. 

Mr. HILL. I 7% that resolution was offered by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada for the purpose of making some remarks upon 
it, which have already been made, and the resolution may as well 
be taken off the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nevada, who introduced the 
resolution, is absent, but may desire to address the Senate upon 
it when it comes up. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. VILAS. Let it go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. CaLL_ December 17, 1895, pro- 
viding for the investigation of organized efforts of corporations 
to control the election of members of Congress was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. CALL. By unanimous consent, it was agreed that that 
resolution should lie upon the table, without losing its place, to 
be called up at any time. Objection was made that the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] was not in the Chamber and de- 
sired to be here. As he is not now here, I ask that that ordermay 
be continued and that the resolution may be passed over with- 
out prejudice in the order of resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

CONGRESSIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
The bill (8.288) to prohibit officers of the Government from 


refusing to pay moneys appropriated by act of Congress was 
announced as next in oie — 7 
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s Mr. HALE, That is a very important bill. I think it had bet. 
er go over. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bi)! 
will go over. 





PORTRAIT OF MRS. DOLLY MADISON. 

The bill (S. 420) for the purchase of the oil portrait of Mrs. Dolly 
Madison by E. F. Andrews was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should like to have that bill go ove; 
until I am able to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so ordered. 

ISSUANCE OF INTEREST-BEARING BONDS. 

The bill (8.1341) to prohibit the further issuance of interest- 
bearing bonds without the consent of Congress was announce: 
as next in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let that go over, Mr. President, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over. 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 29) to print, with certain additions, 
the last map of the United States published by the Interior De- 
partment was announced as next in order. 

Mr.CALL. I think there can be no objection to that joint reso 
lution, and I desire at the proper time to insist on its passage, if | 
may doso. It exhibits a condition of things in the State of Flor- 
ida which I think will justify the publication of this map. 

Mr. HALE. Let the joint resolution go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the joint 
resolution will go over. 

LANDS WITHIN FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION, N. DAK, 


The bill (S. 1344) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of North 
Dakota was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY. 

The bill (S. 1404) authorizing theSecretary of the Navy to enlist 
additional men for service in the United States Navy, and for other 
P ses, Was announced as next in order. 

r. HALE. That bill is one upon which some Senators who 
are not present desire to be heard. I shall notask that it be taken 
up now, but I give notice that at some early day I shall move to 
zo to the Calendar for the purpose of having it considered, and, 
T hope, passed, 

ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 

The bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Moore English, 
widow of Rear-Admiral Earl English, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES E. JONES. 

The bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
** fifty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty,” and in the same line, after the word 
**month,” to strike out ‘‘said Jones having become practically 
blind, the result of a gunshot wound received while in the line of 
duty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ang on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Charles E. Jones, late pho 
tographer for the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, said pension 
tobe at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
GALLINGER January 8, 1896: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 249) grant 
a pension to C. E. Jones, have examined the same, and report: 
e the Senate during the Fifty-third Congress. 
Claimant was not an enlisted man, and hence not pensionable under the 
neral lyw. He was employed asa photographer, and in that capacity ren- 
fered valuable service to the Union cause. ot only did he faithfully per 
form his duties as a photographer, but the evidence clearly shows that hoe 
performed actual mili ce, and that while thus engaged he received 
a gunshot wound which has resulted in almost total blindness. : 
ere seems to be no question as to the incurrence of the disability, tho 
affidavit of Capt. R. B. Ward, herewith appended, being conclusive on that 
int. Many other affidavits are on file which tend confirm Captain 
W. ‘sstatement. Had claimant been an enlisted man, there can be no rea- 
sonable doubt of his right to pension, and having performed actual military 
service, and Lowy wounded while thus cnn the duty of Congress to 
come to his relief is clear and im ve. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


AFFIDAVIT OF CAPT. R. B. WARD. 
STATE OF MissouRI, County of Jackson, ss: 
In the matter of Charles E. Jones, claimant. 


On this 5th day of Sr A. D. a personally appeared before me, & 
notary public ~ and for said county, duly authorized to administer oaths, 











aged 61 years, a resident of Kansas City, in the county of 
Rokert BW State of Missouri, whose post-office address is Kansas City, Mo., 
ar known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly 
peta rn, dec in relation to aforesaid case as follows: ’ 
te have known above claimant, Charles E. Jones, since the spring of 1862, 
hen he came to and joined the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry as photog- 
- a I being captain of Company D of said regiment. Said claimant was 
a runlisted man, but I know of him being in severalengagements under 
not an enlisiers.and in April, 1863, I know of my personal knowledge that the 
a i Charles E. Jones was ordered to take photographic view of Longstreet’s 
fortifications at the siege of Suffolk, in the State of Virginia, and while per- 
for ing his duty, acting under orders of Gen. John Peck, commanding offi- 
an claimant, Charles E. Jones, received gunshot wound from Long- 
cer, said jharpshooters in the small of back, across the spine, which affected 
his e esight and has caused blindness of both eyes to such an extent that said 
claimant has to be accompanied witha guide at all times to walk around, ren- 


dering him as good as totally blind. “R. B. WARD.” 


3 i rn to before me this 5th day of September, 1890. 
8 a ROBERT S RODGERS, Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 


SraTe oF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss: 
, er of appeal for pension through special act of Congress by 
a Ties Te aentel photographer, Eleventh Regiment Foner? 
vania Cavalry Volunteers. 

On this 29th day of October, A. D. 1894, personally appeared before me, a 
notary public in and for the said county, duly authorized to administer 
oaths, W. D. Hoover, aged 60 years, a resident of Paola City, in the county of 
Miami and State of Kansas, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 
to credit, and who, being duly affirmed, declares in relation to aforesaid case 
as follows: “That I have been acquainted with the said Chas. E. Jones since 
1867, when he first came to Paola, Kans., and that his eyes were diseased then, 
and that they continued to grow worse until he became totally blind, or 
nearly so. He can just barely grope his way with the use of hiscane. He 
received a gunshot wound across the small of his back while in the’ line of 
duty in the Army during the late war. The ball passed across the back just 
over the second lumbar vertebra, and has left a scar over one-half an inch 
across and more than an inch inlength. Itis a wonder it did not cause para- 

jlegia. His eyes became affected before he recovered from the woundin the 

yack, and I am of the opinion, taking the prostrated condition of his system, 
especially tho nervous system, into consideration, if the wound in the back 
was not a primary cause of the disease of the eyeit certainly was a secondary 
cause. Said Jones has been a good citizen during his residence here. 

“'The above is from my personal observation of the case, and is written by 
myself.” 

His post-office address is Paola, Kans., and further declares that he has no 
interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecution. 

W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
Srate or Kansas, County of Miami, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, 
and I certify that I read said affidavit tosaid affiant, including the words 
erased and the words added, and acquainted him with its contents before he 
executed the same. I further certify that Iam in no wise interested in said 
case, nor am I concerned in the prosecution; and that said affiant is person- 
ally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 

{u. 8.] WARD J. CARPENTER, Notary Public. 


(My term expires March 27, 1895.) 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EZRA 8S. HAVENS. 


The bill (S. 54) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Ezra S, 
Havens, late captain of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances of a captain of 
infantry in the late volunteer service from the 11th day of March, 
1862, to the 2d day of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 56) for the relief of John M. Davis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 
War to set aside the general order issued by Major-General Mc- 
Pherson approving and confirming the sentence of the court- 
imartial dismissing John M. Davis, captain of Company H of the 
Sixty-third Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and to issue 
to him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B, GIDDINGS. 


_ The bill (S. 57) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the 
alleged taking from sie gr mm B. Giddings, in January, 1847, at 
Santa Fe, N. _Mex., and deposit with A. B. Dyer, lieutenant of 
ordnance, United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel 
commanding the army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of 
gunpowder, and to ascertain the reasonable market value of such 
powder at that time and place. and whether the same, or any part 
thereof, was ever returned or delivered back to Giddings, and the 
final disposition of such powder; and if the same, or any part 
thereof, was never returned to or delivered back tosaid Giddings, 
then to certify to the Secretary of the T: the amount of the 
reasonable market value at that time and place of the powder so 
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never returned or delivered back to Giddings. The Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized to cause to be paid to Napoleon B. 
Giddings the amount so certified by the Secretary of War to be 
the reasonable market value of such powder as aforesaid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. NEET, JR. 


t 

The bill (S.58) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John S. 
Neet, jr., late a private in Company C, Third Regiment Missouri 
State Militia Cavalry, afterwards Company L, Sixth Missouri 
State Militia Cavalry, $100 in full payment of the sum allowed 
him in October, 1878, by the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W, CARMACK, 


The bill (S. 59) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Joseph W. Carmack, late of Company A, 
Sixth Missouri Cavalry, the pay and allowances of a first sergeant 
of cavalry from the ist day of May, 1862, to the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, 1862, less any pay received by him during such period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


FREDERICK GRAMM. 


The bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the 
military record of Frederick Gramm, late a private soldier in Com- 
pany B of the Fifty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, so as to 
remove the charges of desertion, and to show that Gramm was 
captured by the enemy on June 25, 1862; paroled on June 2k, 1862; 
permitted by Major-General Grant, commanding the district, to 
pass from Memphis, Tenn., to his home in Ohio to remain until 
notified of his exchange or otherwise ordered; duly exchanged 
and ordered to return to his command, and absent without leave 
until March 5, 1863, when he enlisted in the Navy of the United 
States for two years, served faithfully, and was honorably dis- 
charged at the expiration of his service. No pay or allowances 
are to become due by reason of the proposed act. 

Mr. HILL. What will be the effect of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The effect of it is to remove the charge of 
desertion which was entered against the soldier as in the military 
service and substitute for it the facts in the case, that he was cap- 
tured, went home by permission of General Grant, was exchanged 


and required to report, and was absent without leave. Then he 
enlisted in the Navy, served faithfuliy, and was honorably dis- 
charged. 


Mr. HILL. I merely wish to ask for information whether all 
those recitals exist and the record still shows that the man de- 
serted? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The record shows he deserted on a certain 
day, and that is all it does show. It does not show that he was 
captured or paroled, or anything else. The object of the bill is to 
make the record correspond with the facts. 

Mr. HILL. I thought I understood from the reading of the 
bill that a discharge from the Army was given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. ORR. 


The bill (S. 60) for the relief of George A. Orr was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay the claim of George 
A. Orr as acting assistant provost-marshal at Mount Vernon, Mo., 
from May 28, 1863, to January 30, 1864, at the rate of $100 per month 
for his services and such sum for legitimate expenses during the 
period as may be shown and found to have been actually expended 
by him in the lawful discharge of his duties and necessary for the 
public service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTHRUP & CHICK. 


The bill (S. 360) for the relief of Northrup & Chick was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to examine and adjudicate the claim of Northrup & 
Chick, late licensed Indian traders with the Pottawatomie Indians 
in Kansas, for supplies furnished those Indians for their subsist- 
ence; to determine the amount thereof justly due Northrup & 
Chick, and whether there is any fund belonging to those Indians 
which can be applied to the payment of such claim, and, if so de- 
termined, to report and certify the amount found due to North- 
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rup & Chick, without interest, to be paid from the funds of those 

Indians to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be so paid by him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS P, KELLER. 


The bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. I[t directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine and adjudicate the claim of Silas P. Keller, 
late licensed Indian trader with the Pottawatomie Indians in 
Kansas, for supplies furnished those Indians for their subsist- 
ence; to determine the amount thereof justly due, and whether 
there is any fund belonging to the Indians which can be applied 
to the payment of such claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RULES FOR CANAL NAVIGATION, 


The bill (S. 565) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of 
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for 
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear from the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Frye}, who reported the bill, a statement of it. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a bill the draft of which was sent to the Sen- 
ate by the War Department, and is regarded as absolutely essen- 
tial for the protection of canals. There is one canal governed by 
law, but since then the Government has assumed charge of sev- 
eral other canals and there are no laws protecting them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three canals, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, 
the St. Marys Falls Canal, and the Louisville and Portland Canal, 
and the Mississippi jetties will be affected by the bill. The bill 
egors to apply the same law to all canals. 

r. FRYE. Yes, to all canals. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FEES FOR CERTIFICATES OF TITLE TO VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 564) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes ‘that collectors of customs shall col- 
lect $1 for each certificate provided for in section 4194 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States from persons or corporations 

uiring the same; and re s section 1 of the act of June 19, 
1886, entitled ‘‘An act abolishing certain fees for official services,” 
80 far as it authorizes the payment by the United States of any 
fee for furnishing such certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DECORATIONS FROM LATE HAWAIIAN GOVERNMENT. 


The bill (S. 158) authorizing the persons herein named to accept 
of certain decorations and testimonials from the late Hawaiian 
Government was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the word “of” in the title, which 
is yee a misprint, be stricken out. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
That correction will be made, 


UNLADING OF VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
80 as to read as follows: 

* Sc. 2880, Whenever any merchandise shall be wapertes into any port of the 
United States from any foreign port, in any vessel, at the expiration of ten 
working days if the vessel is less than 500 tons r,and within fifteen work- 
ing daysif it is of 500 tons register and less than 1,000, and within twenty work- 
ing days if it is of 1,000 tons r and less than 1,500, and within twenty- 
five working days if it is of 1, tons register and upward, not including 
ee holidays and days when the condition of the weather prevents the un- 

ing of the vessel with safety to its cargo, after the time within which the 
report of the master of any vessel is required to be made to the collector of 
the district, if there is found any merchandise other than has been reported 
for some other district or some fore port, the collector shall take posses- 
sion thereof; but with the consent of the owner or consignee of any merchan- 
dise, or with the consent of the owner or master of the vessel in which the 
same may be imported, the me may be taken possession of by the 
collector after one day's notice to the collector of the district. All merchan- 
dise so taken shall be delivered pursuant to the order of the collector of the 
district, for which a certificate or receipt shall be granted.” 


Mr. FRYE. The bill is rendered necessary on account of the 
lengely increased size of vessels. When the original law was 
pone , nearly a hundred years , the largest vessels were only 

tons, but now the largest are from three to five thousand tons, 
and sufficient time is not given to unlade, 

The amendment was agreed to, 


JANUARY 21, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


8. W. MARSTON, 


The bill (8.69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to set. 
tle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late 
United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for sery- 
ices and expenses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SALE OF BONDS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. ELKins, December 31, 1895, pro- 
viding that hereafter no bonds of the United States shall be sold at 
— sale or under private contract, was announced as next iy 
order. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

STATUE OF MAJ. GEN. JOHN STARK. 

The bill (S. 180) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj, 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., was consid- 
ered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert ‘‘ forty”; so as to read: 

That the sum of $40,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and is 
hereby, appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 16, after the word “ until,” to 
insert “‘a design for said statue shall be accepted by the Secretary 
of War and the Joint Committee on the Library, and until”; so as 
to make the additional proviso read: 


And provided further, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall 

be so ryan untila design for said statue shall be accepted by the Secre- 

of War and the Joint Committee on the Library, and until a suitable lot 

of land in said Manchester for the erection of said statue shall be conveyed, 

with all the right, title, and interest therein of the owner thereof, to the 
United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wish to say upon the bill that a 
similar measure has been up in past Congresses and I voted against 
it and opposed it. I merely desire to enter on record the fact that 
I do not approve of the appropriation made in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that a similar bill has passed 
the Senate three different times. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand, and that is the reason why I 
simply make my record without consuming the time of the Senate. 

r.GALLINGER. That is all right. 

The bill was passed. 

COLUMBIA AND RED MOUNTAIN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The bill (8. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain 
Railway Company a right of way through the Colville Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out all of the bill after line 20, in 
the following words: 

There is also hereby granted to said company the same right to locate, ap- 
propriate, acquire, and use, for all the purposes for which said company is 
ol , 80 much of the waters of any streams in said reservation, and not 
navigable, as may be necessary for such purposes, and the right of way for 
all necessary ditches, flumes, and pipes to be connected therewith, to the 
same extent and as fully as said ey yt fw ‘ht or could uire the same 
under the laws of the United States if the s in said reservation were open 
to settlement and sale, together with the right to locate and select a mill site 
not to exceed 10 acres, upon which to e shops or other works; and upon 


the erection of such shops or other works a patent to such mill site may be 
acquired in the same manner as mill sites on the public lands. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted to the Columbia 
Mountain Railway Company, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of W ton, a right of way to the extent of 100 feet on 
each side of the center line of said railway across the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of wrasington, commencing at a point at or near the 
Little Dalles on the Columbia River, in Stevens Coun y, in said State, and 
running thence in a northerly di on by the most feasible route to the 
international boundary line between the United States and British Columbia, 
ther wi ted to railroads by the act of Congress en- 
ied “An sear solivende a right of way through the public lands 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875; and for the purposes of this 
t and the construction of said railway all the provisions of said act are 
reby declared to be applicable thereto to the same extent as though the 
lands in said reservation were open to settlement and sale. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to_be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELVIRA BACHELDER. 

ill (S.147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder was 
numa Ss in Comanittes of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Elvira 
Bachelder, dependent mother of J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private 
in Company D, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HORACE TOWNSEND. 


ill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
ian on Oe as ie Cheuentinen of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Horace Townsend, late of 
Company A, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W, FRENCH. 


The bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William W. French, late 
of Company B, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. WISE, 


The bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of Mary A. Wise, widow of Capt. Peter 

ise, late of Company I, Eighteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 836) for the relief of William J. Murray was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ension roll the name of William J. Murray, who served in the 
partment of the Gulf in the telegraph department in the year 
1862, and in the Red River campaign in 1864, the pension to be at 
the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT GAMBLE, 


The bill (S. 944) granting a pension to Robert Gamble was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It — to place on the 
msion roll the name of Robert Gamble, a soldier in the Florida 
minole war of 1836. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FLORENCE W. BUSKIRK. 
The bill (S. 619) pune an increase of pension to Florence W. 
k was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Florence W. Bus- 
k, widow of John W. Buskirk, late a corporal in Company G, 
Forty-ninth — of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $20 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
. HELEN M. JACOB. 

_ The bill (8. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Helen M. Jacob, of Rochester, Ind., 
widow of Benjamin Oden West, deceased, late private in Com- 
pany C of Mounted Riflemen, in the war with Mexico, and to pay 

er a pension of $16 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (8. 7 gen HELEN MORRELL CARROLL. 
e . 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Helen Mor- 
rell Carroll, widow of Samuel S$ rigg Carroll, late a major-general 
in the United States Army, at the rate of $75 per month, in lieu 
of the on she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH NEW. 

The bill (S. 1051) grantin mypuien to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow New, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
New, widow of Jethrow New, late captain of Company D, Twenty- 
ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, of the war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADA J. SCHWATKA. 

The bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Frederick Schwatka, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Frederick Schwatka, late 
first lieutenant, Third Cavalry, United States Army, at the rate 
of $30 per m-th. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MAUD ARDELLE BLISS. 

The bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to Maud Ardelle 
Bliss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, after the word ‘‘ month,” at the end of the bill, to 
insert ‘‘payable to her legally constituted guardian”; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maud Ardelle Bliss, depend- 
ent and invalid daughter of John Ww. Bliss, late of Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, payable to her legally constituted guardian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Maud Ardelle Bliss.” 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect 
the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates 
of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that the senior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is to address the Senate on the unfinished 
business. He has very kindly suggested to me that if I ask per- 
mission to lay it aside informally until the remaining pension bilis 
on the Calendar are disposed of that course will be agreeable to 
him. I make that request. 

Mr. TELLER. I pure it will not take very long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take a very short time. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask whether the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] prefers to go on to-day after the pension 
bills are disposed of or at a later day? 

Mr. TELLER. It is perfectly immaterial to me whether I shall 
go on to-day. If anyone desires to proceed with the Calendar 
that course is entirely satisfactory to me and I shall go on to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest, then, that we go on with the Calendar 
after the pension bills are disposed of. The whole Calendar is 
very short, and I suggest that we go on with it to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator who has the unfinished business 
in charge does not object, I certainly do not; and I shall seek an 
occasion to take the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the arrange- 
ment suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire accept the suggestion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? 

Mr. HOAR. Which is, to go on with the Calendar for the rest 
of to-day’s session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That course will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, as modified by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside, without being displaced, and that the Senate proceed 
with the Calendar under Rule VIII? The Chair hearsnone. The 
next bill on the Calendar will be proceeded with. 


ELIZABETH E. DONOHOE, 


The bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahue 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, to strike out the word ‘‘ Donahue ” and. in- 
sert ‘‘ Donohoe”; and, in line 7, to strike out the word ‘‘ Donahue” 
and insert the word ‘‘ Donohoe”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an@he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
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and limitations of the pepeion laws, the name of Elizabeth E. Donohoe, widow 
of the late Col. Michae! T. Donohoe, of the Tenth New Hampshire Volunteer 
ety and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, at the rate of $30 per 
month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In drafting this bill I made an unfortunate 
mistake in the amount named. General Donohoe was a very dis- 
tinguished officer. He was very severely wounded. He never 
applied for a pension. He might have drawn a great many thou- 
sands of dollars from the Treasury. He was a very distinguished 
member of the Democratic party, a candidate for office, both in 
New Hampshire and Massachusetts. He died in poverty, leaving 
a widow. I meant to draft the bill so that she would receive a 
pension of $50 per month, which is the minimum amount for 
widows of that class. I move to amend the bill, in line 9, by strik- 
ing out the word “thirty,” before “dollars,” and inserting the 
word ‘* fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elizabeth E. Donohoe.” 


DUDLEY F. BROWN, 


The bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “twenty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of ey F. Brown, late pri- 
vate of Company A, Sixth New Ham re Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving, pay- 
able to his legally constituted guardian. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the re- 


rt. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
January 14, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.1311) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Dudley F. Brown, have e: @ same and 


report: 

Claimant under this bill had an honorable military record, and was wounded 
while in the line of ar: He applied for pension under the general law, but 
pending the consideration of his claim became so necessitous that he sought 
relief under the act of June 27, 1890, and was pensioned at the rate of $12 per 
month, which amount he now draws. Shortly after being pensioned he 
showed signs of insanity, and is now confined in the New Ham re Asylum 
for the Insane, at Concord, N. H., a hopeless lunatic. The davit of Dr. 
Charles P. Bancroft, superintendent of said asylum, is as follows: 


“New HAMPSHIRE ASYLUM, 
“ Concord, N. H., January 7, 1896. 

“Dear Srr: At the request of Weare N. Shaw, the guardian of Dudley F. 
Brown, I hereby depose and say that Dudley F. Brown is ina state of chronic 
delusional insanity. He has been here twice. The first time he was com- 
mitted here on the lith of August, 1892. He had a history then of having 
been insane about three years. His case apparently was one of organic dis- 
ease of the brain. 

**He had hallucinations of hearing and the persistent delusions that are 
characteristic of long-continued insanity. 

“After his commitment at the lum he continued very nicely for a while, 
and so far improved that his wife ught it was reasonabl ‘e to try him 
out again. © was discharged from the asylum after this t commitment 
on the 5th of May, 1893. 

‘Two months after he left the asylum he appeared quite rational, and then 
he began to make unusual remarks. He — of the heat of the sun, 
and was unable to work outof doors except in the cool of the Say. He en- 
deavored to e shoes, his trade being that of a sh but he could 
not apply his mind continuously. He complained of hishead quite constantly, 
and it was not long before he began to manifest delusions that batteries were 
st your on his head and that somebody was discharging electricity through 

nis body. 

“He could not sleep nights becanse of these morbid ideas and sensations. 
He finally grew more confused and dazed, remaining out in the woods all 
night without any covering, and was recommitted at the asylum on the 9th 
of swreary, 184. 

*‘ His condition is evidently one of structural brain disease, and there is no 
probability that he will ever regain his natural state of mind, and it is also 
quite certain that he can never be self-supporting and must always depend 
upon the charity of others for his maintenance. 
“CHARLES P. BANCROFT, M. D., 
“ Superintendent New Hampshire Asylum for Insane. 


“Hon. JAcoB H. GALLINGER.” 
“Personally eupereet before me the above-named Charles P. Bancroft and 
e 


took oath that the above statements made by him concerning the mental 
condition of Dudley F. Brown are true. . 


“J. H. CASE, Justice of Peace. 
“JANUARY 7, 1896." r 


This case is one that and appeals to for relief. 
Your committee recommend hat the bill eee ted by out, in line 
8, the word “ twenty-four” and inserting in lieu thereof the “twenty,” 


and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA R. HITCHCOCK. 


The bill (S. 585) granting an increase of pension to Martha R 
Hitchcock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*one hundred” and insert ‘‘ fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Martha fh?’ 
Hitchcock, widow of Maj. Gen. Ethan Allen Hitchcock, for forty-three years 
a soldier in the Army of the United States, at the rate of $50 per month, in 
lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B. BREEDLOVE. 


The bill (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 
B. Breedlove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol! as entitled to increase of 
pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tho 
name of Napoleon B. Breedlove, late of Company G, Fourth Louisiana Volun- 
teers, Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
January 14, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 341) grant 
ing a ion to Napoleon B. dlove, have examined the same, and report: 
A similar bill was introduced in the Pitty-third Congress, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, examined, reported favorably, and passed the Sena‘v. 

The facts are as follows: 

The petitioner, Napoleon B. Breedlove, was a private in Company G of thie 
Fourth Regiment of Louisiana Volunteers. He enlisted on the 13th day of 
May, 1846, and was dischar; the 8th of August, 1846, having served two 
months and twenty-seven days, has receiving a pension of $8 per 
month from January 29, 1887, and subsequently increased to $12, which he is 
now receiving on account of his services in the Mexican war of 1846; is 68 
years of age and totally blind, and in such destitute circumstances that $1. a 
month is insufficient to provide him with the necessaries of life. It is alleged 
that he is suffering with a lame back and wholly unable to do any manual 
labor of any kind. and has no property, either or personal, and no income 
except his pension as ere the Government. 

Mr. F. G. Audran testifies by affidavit that he has been acquainted with the 

titioner tor the past twenty years; that he knows him to be a constant suf 

erer from sore eyes ever since he knew him, both eyes being affected all tlio 
time, which has incapacitated him for any and all kinds of work, and for ¢! 
last tex years his eyes have been very Sete owns weak, and now he 
is in a pitiful and helpless condition, not being able to see his way, and is also 
a sufferer pain in back or lumbago and disease of the kidneys, which 
has troubled him a for the past fifteen years. Whatever income ho 
had, he nt all his means for remedies for relief for his troubles during }:is 
family’s destitute circumstances, and is now suffering with all the disa}ili- 
ties mentioned, and with no means of having himself treated. Heisvery || 
and quite feeble, is totally unable to doany kind of work, and he has no pr«) 
erty, either personal or real, which mg him any income. His only means 
of subsistence is the $12 ion he gets from the Government. 

William Wilson, aged 82, of Fansland, Ind. T., testifies that he has been ac- 
quainted with the petitioner for the last forty years and intimately for tho 
last Spente zoore, and he knows that he has suffered with the eyes and has 
become so blind that he can not make his way anywhere without assistan«., 
and also suffered from a lame back caused by an affliction of the kidneys, and 
for years has been unable to do any manual labor of any kind; has no prvop- 
erty, either real or pe , and only the income which he receives from thio 
Government of $12 per month. A petition is also signed by a number of 
reputable citizens, certified by the president of the st National Bank of 
Muscogee, Ind. T., which citizens state that he is so blind that he has to use 
a staff to be guided, and is not able to make a li for himself or for his 
family; that he is entirely helpless, and was compelled to cease all active pul 
suits some years ago on account of his failing—blindness. 

The mayor of Seneca and other citizens testify that they knew him to be an 
honest upright man; that he is unable todo anything toward the supp't 
of his family on account of feebleness. A number of other citizens of Prairie 
City, Ind. T., certify to the same effect. 

e fact of his rey on blindness and present condition in life, that ho 
is unable to maintain family by reason of his disabilities, is abundant!y 
supported by a mass of evidence indisputable, and it is therefore unnecessar’) 
to make it cumulative by wwey wy Rpt specifically, affidavits. It also ap 
pears that all his business has to be transacted by other persons, and that ho 
was postmaster at Prairie City for nearly four years, and his affliction was 
tha prime cause of his tinuing the service as postmaster, and his 
efficiency as a business man, before he became totally disabled by the loss o! 
his sight added materially toward the support of his family, which is also 
- to by the president of the bank of Seneca and other reputable 


Your commit: therefore, in view of the fact of his total blindness and 
inability to provide either for himself or for his family at his advanced age, 
and the abundant and high r of the citizens who testify in his be- 
half as to his condition, theref 


ore recommend the passage of the bill with an 
Strike out the word “fifty” and insert the word “thirty.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 








The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CATHARINE DILLON. 


The bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. : . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“ twenty ” and insert “ twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


i te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
nt ee Gaal to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Dillon, of 
Logansport, Ind., widow of Patrick Dillon, deceased, late a private of Com- 
pany E, Ninth Regiment of Dlinois Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
January 14, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 148) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Dillon, have examined the same, and report: 

t similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, reported favorably, and snseedl the Senate. 

The facts are as follows: f 

She is the widow of Patrick Dillon, deceused, who served in Company E, 
Ninth Regiment Iflinois Cavalry, from 1861 to 1863. The husband, from the 
evidence, was a good and faithful soldier up to the time of his death, in 1863, 
while he was yet in the service. , 

The pension claim of the widow has been rejected by the Bureau on the 
ground that the death of the soldier did not occur by reason of the service, 
although it occurred while he was in the service, but we are strongly in- 
clined to the opinion, as shown by the circumstances in evidence, that the 
death of the soldier was actually due to his military service, though the pre- 
cise manner of his death is not known. 

The claimant is 66 years of . She is very poor, having no property or 
income, and has been suppo: by the charity of her friends for some time 
past. She is broken in health and unable to do manual labor of any kind. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill with the 
following amendment: Races : ; 

Strike out the word “twenty,” in line 9 of the bill, and insert the word 
“twelve” instead thereof, so that the petitioner shall be pensioned at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. FISHER. 


The bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher 
‘was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
+ wee ” and insert ‘‘one hundred”; so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph W. 
Fisher, late colonel of the One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
January 14, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 640) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph W. Fisher, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, examined, reported favorably, and passed the Senate. 

The facts are as follows: 

The object of the billis to increase the pension of Gen. Joseph W. Fisher, 
late colonel of the One hundred and ninety fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, from $30 owe month to $72 per month. 

General Fisher, at the ene ont of the civil war, entered the service as 
8 lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Pennsylvania Reserves, and in July, 1862, he 
was promoted to the colonency of the regiment. Heserved assuch for afull 
term of three years, thetime of enlistment. Being mustered out, he raised 
the One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and at 
the expiration of their termof enlistment he again raised a regiment known 
as the One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. He 
eeemaee in the service until January 31, 1866, when he was finally mustered 

He was e in all the battles in which his seghnante participated, fre- 
queaty received the eupenense of hissuperior officers, was recommended 

or the position of brigadier-general, and was appointed brigadier-general 
by brevet in 1865. He performed conspicuous service at the famous Little 
Round Top at the battle of Gettysburg. 

At the ti General Fisher first enlisted he was os the military age, but 
he served during the entire war and came out of the war broken down in 
health, and has suffered from the exposures and hardships of the war ever 
since. He has had four different strokes of paralysis; he is 80 years old, and 
is vell-nigh helpless. He is 7 ore a lawyer. He held the office of 
associate justice and the office of chief justice of the supreme court of the 
Territory of Wyoming for a number of years. He has no means of support, 
and is y disabled for mental and physical work. 

A pete 8 by several hund representative citizens of his town 
(which is hereto annexed with the omission of the signatures) gives a state- 
ment of his condition mentally and See) while the affidavits of two rep- 
Teecuaannve physicians, who are members of the pension board of examiners 
(hereto annexed and made a part of this report), confirm the statements 
oe 

com recommen t the bill be amended by striking out in line 
7 of the bill the words “one hundred ” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
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“seventy-two,” as this will grant to General Fisher a pension oqteninnt to 
that provided for privates in the volunteer service who are totally disabled. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CLYDE SULLIVAN, 


The bill (S. 1087) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to reappoint John Clyde Sullivan a paymaster in the Navy 
with the relative rank of lieutenant-commander at the foot of the 
list of paymasters having the relative rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let a part of the report be read. I do not 
call for the reading of the entire report, as it is very voluminous, 
but some reason ought to appear on the record for the passage of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. PERKINS 
January 14, 1896, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1097) for 
the relief of John Clyde Sullivan, after careful consideration, make the fol- 
lowing report: 

This bill was favorably reported by this committee at the last session of 
Congress and passed the Senate, but failed to receive action in the House. 

Mr. Sullivan was a paymaster in the Navy. He was tried before a court- 
martial at the navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal., July 26, 1893, on charges of ren- 
dering false and fraudulent returns and making a false and fraudulent offi- 
cial report, in violation of article 14 of the Articles for the Government of the 
Navy; of disobeying the lawful order of the Secretary of the Navy, and of 
embezzling the public moneys. The court, in August, 1893, found him guilty 
of these charges and sentenced him to be dismissed from the service, and the 
President, on January 31, 1894, approved the sentence. 

The bill authorizes the President to reappoint Mr. Sullivan asa paymaster 
at the foot of the grade which he occupied at the time of his dismissal. 

The committee are well aware that in no ordinary case of this character 
would they be warranted in making a favorable report. Such report is now 
made upon the conviction that a serious wrong has been done to an upright 
and worthy officer. In saying this it is not intended to charge that any in- 
justice was intended either by the court, Secretary, or the President. The 
committee do not believe there was. But upon a careful examination of the 
evidence adduced before the court-martial and such additional evidence as 
has been brought to their attention they are satisfied the sentenee was an 
error that should, so far as possible, be rectified. 

A paymaster in the Navy is required by the regulations to make two kinds 
of reports, or periodical statements, to the Navy and Treasury Departments. 
The first is to be rendered at the close of each calendar month, and is known 
asa monthly summary statement. Copies of this are sent to both the Navy 
and Treasury Departments. The name indicates, to some extent, its char- 
acter. While it purports to give expenditures and receipts, and the dis- 
bursements of clothing and small stores, it is not accompanied by vouchers, 
and is not the report upon which the accounts of the paymaster with the 
Government are settled. 

The other report required is called the quarterly account current. Upon 
this report the Treasury Department settles the paymaster’s accounts every 
three months. The regulations require it to show all receipts and expendi- 
tures, with vouchers for open purchases and all contingent bills, properly 


| approved by the captain and receipted, and a complete statement of the 


small stores and clothing account, with the receipts of other disbursing offi- 
cers; also a full statement of all moneys received for provisions. The origi- 
nal of this report, with its accompanying papers, goes to the Fourth Auditor 
of the Treasury for official action, and a Sepiede is also forwarded by the 
paymaster to the Navy Department. Upon this report only is predicated 
the financial relation of the paymaster to the Government. 

The monthly summary statement has its use in informing the Navy and 
Treasury Departments at more frequent intervals of the condition of the 
paymaster’s accounts, whether he is or is not in need of stores or funds, and 
serves as a check — undue requisitions for either. Butinthe instructions 
printed upon the blanks furnished for this kind of report, the amounts which 
the paymaster credits to the hospital fund during the quarter on account of 
pay, and on account of rations for sick in hospital, are only required to be en- 
tered in the reports for March, June, September, and December. Thus there 
are two months in each quarter that the monthly statement is not recuired 
toset forth all the paymaster’s expenditures. [t is in evidence from the offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department that these monthly statements are not used 
in any way in making the quarterly settlement. They seem to have nofune- 
tion ordinarily other than as here stated. . 

The distinction between these two kinds of reports which are required of 
the paymasters is important, as the material charges before the court-mar- 
tial rest upon the monthly statements made by Mr. Sullivan, and do not rest 
at all upon his quarterly accounts current. 

The committee find that the gravamen of all the charges is embezzlement. 
If the accused is innocent of having appropriated the funds of the United 
States to his own use, then the most that can be deduced from ali the other 
accusations would be want of accuracy and carelessness in signing his monthly 
statements. The committee are fully convinced there was no embezzlement. 

Mr. Sullivan kept a paymaster’s account with the subtreasury in San 
Francisco, and one with the subtreasury in New York. A portion of the 
public funds was always kept in a safe on board for daily current use. If he 
embezzled any money it would have to be taken from one of the depositories 
by check, or taken from the funds he kept on hand. It is now pertectly evi 
dent that all checks made on the subtreasury accounts were proper and 
legitimate. Those accounts have been closed and the vouchers examined by 
the proper officers and found correct. It is true that a list of checks drawn 
on New York was submitted by the Navy Department to the President with 
the findings of the court-martial, with the allegation that part of them must 
have been drawn by the accused for his own illegal use. All these are now 
duly accounted for, and the committee allude to this point in another part of 
their report. 

If, then, Mr. Sullivan embezzled, he must have taken the money from the 
amount which he kept aboard. Let us see if that was possible. The sum- 
mary statements upon which the charges of embezzlement were based begin 
with the one rendered for July, 1891. The court found that during that 
month the accused a suopeinded to his own use the sum of $6,279.00. A copy 
of this report is before the committee; also a copy of the report for the 
month previous. The June report shows that Sullivan had on board in cash 
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at the close of that month $17,223. Hence he commenced July with that 


much money. During July the deposits in his money chest gated 
making total cash receipts aboard for the month of $17,778. @ summary 
shows that he disbursed, all told, during the month $4,650.95. Of this amount 


he paid by checks, which were cashed at the subtreasury the following 
month, , leaving a balance to be paid in coin of $3,951.95, which, being de- 
ducted from the cash on_hand, left in the ship’s chest, according to this cal- 
culation, at the end of July, the sum of $13,826.05. The commander of the 
ship, who counted the meer on the Slst day of July, duly certifies on the 
opeeeery statement that he found there on hand $13,970.06, being an excess 


vu) . 

Owing tothe difficulty of determining exactly what portion of the disburse- 
ments was e by check on the subtreasury, we do not claim absolute accu- 
racy for the above deduction. Yet itis su —— accurate to utterly dis- 
prove any allegation of embezzlement to the extent of $6,279.09,as found by 

he court-martial. 

Another analysis of the various returns made by the paymaster during the 
first quarter of the fiscal year 1892 also completely meets the allegations of 
embezzlements made during the firsttwo months. The summary statement 
for the last month of the preceding quarter showed the paymaster to have 
on hand in the depositories and in the ship's chest $43,669. is was taken u 
on the July summary statement. The three statements for July, August, 
and September show receipts as follows: 








In July, taken up from June...... ......--.c00--eeeeee cipeishdlshibaeiisiiedateiaia $43, 699.00 
Se SE ED cnt te Luks noenee- eclidebwainiswarennaesene anaes 555. 00 
It SE: GEIS GENES. « cnnidinddeen coscenumonsecesasebosenetisces Tee 
ee NE, CRETE FOI 00000 n cece cncccsconess ocosveccececocase 5, B10. 00 
Total receipts for the quarter....... 22.00 cesses ccccecccccoscsce 50, 739.00 
The expenditures, as per the monthly statements, were: 
POP EE. ancore case vesscenghetenséend evavensdespsadeeeon yaa” ane 
Rs ssenydecapebebonenedthinabchnd tipunedeabnenbenenh joann 
ET CRO « nodadd0sds Kitten Ghedhntewenhtdeniaeddenia 12, 057.09 
20, 743. 83 
Balance due United States September 30_..................-... 29, 995.17 
The accounts from the two depositories show, on September 30, as follows: 
ee TN TD og arin ckik dn knkclecnonntnsratadaneth $7, 633. 33 
UIE WEIS gnc ainnecdciewsabedbarsecqncaquansenesus 628. 00 
DE DODRION,, «.< vave wccncesusvetnccscancnse neneveesucoennattnnein $7, 005. 33 
Balance 18 Ban PARC. «...cc cccecccccccccecccecccscescce 13, 468. 78 
SURUIIIET CIUIIEN .. .01s nusne + andeohemenannadhtnmendndioesitcionn..i ie 
OGRE TERRRDS.. « ocacnncditinenereh cide sceoebadnaectnenousaeeehesanh 10, 938. 68 
Total to his credit in depositories ......................-.-..-.. 17,964.01 
He had on hand, as counted by the commander. 12, 490. 92 
GPR SOE BS HE ik enncd caddis ete seseccentcpottengibences 30, 454. 93 


The amount due the United States at the end of this a rter, as shown b 
his three summary statements given above, was $29,995.17. This leaves a bal- 
ance in his favor of $459.75. 

Again, in the char made before the court, based on the summary state- 
ments for July and August, 1891, it is alleged that Sullivan embezzled during 
J — $6,279.09, and during the month of August, $5,309.99. There is no charge 
made against the accuracy or honesty of his summary for the month of Sep- 
tember. If the quarterly return made to the Fourth Auditor for the quarter 
qomapates of these three months was found accurate, and fully accounted for 
the funds which he had on hand at the beginning of the quarter and such 
additional amounts as were placed to his credit during the three months in 

uestion, then he either did not embezzle and appropriate to his own use the 
810.08 of which the court found him guilty during July and August, or else 

e returned the amount by de ting it at the subtreasury, or adding it to 
the ‘‘ balance due the United States in hand."’ But the subtreasury accounts 
show that there were no deposits, great or small, to his credit during either 
month of the quarter. Did he then add the. la; amount to his cash on hand 
during the month of September, and previous to the count for that month? 
This is not conceivable. 

At the endof July the cashin the chest was ons at the endof August, 
12,336.26, and at the end of September, $12,490.92. Either these sums were on 
and at these several dates, or the commander of the ship (Commander C. 8. 

Cotton) was in a ooneemeny with the paymaster to rob the United States. 
He certifies at the bottom of each return: 

*T have examined all the above money items of receipts and expenditure, 
as well as the balance of cash on hand, and find the same correctly stated.” 

Commander Cotton also testified at the court-martial that he always 
counted this cash with great care, having it brought from the safes and placed 
on his table, and counted by himself, and coun in his presence by the pay- 
master and his clerk. 

Having in mind the three items of ‘‘ Cash on hand " at the end of each month 
can it be ble that the paymaster brought from some private source an 
placed in his safe, to be counted on the last day of September, the large sum 
of $11,589.08? It is not probable that he would have restored in August any 
of the money alleged to have been embezzled in July. According to the finds, 
he was still embezzling. . 

On the 3lst day of A t (Repsember 1) there was on hand, as counted by 
the commander, 912,336.56. If to this be added the all embezzlements for 
the two preceding months ($11,589.08) we have $23,925.34. The deposits that 
month in the ship's chest aggregated $5,510, making all told to be counted as 
cash $29,435.34. The returns and vouchers show the expenditures for Septem- 
ber to have been $12,057.09. Of this amount about $7 75 was paid by check 
on the subtreasury. This would leave but $4,496.34 to be paid from the money 
chest. Deducting this from the money which must have been on hand under 
the circumstances as above stated, to wit, $29,435.34, we have a remainder, os- 
ceneaiy, in ms peymester’e safe of $24,939. Yet the commander certifies that 

© found only 92. 

By an inspection of the various charges and spodtieetnns resented to the 
court-martial it will be seen that most of the allegations of fraud are predi- 
cated on entries in the er statements, snowing larger sums the 
credit of the paymaster in the subtreasuries than y existed. And upon 
these alleged shortages are based the charge of embezzlement. There are 
two ways apparent = the record, as it is now before us, that these dis- 
erepancies are subject to a, 

1, It seems to have been a custom of the » Paymaster, while the ship was on 
a cruise, to make purchase of Hy ay such as cual, from time to e dur- 
me Se current qoerter, paying for such pores when made by checks 
an These receipts he did not enter on his summary state- 
ments for the first or second months of the quarter, but reported his balances 
in the subtreasuries as if suchchecks had not been given. the third 
month of the quarter these receipts were frequently consolidated into a new 
receipt, which the es furnishing the supplies would sign. The accumu- 
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lated receipts were at the end of the quarter forwarded to the Fourth 
Auditor as vouchers to the quarterly current statement. They had not ap- 
peared upon either of the summary statements for the first two months. 

This is illustrated in the three summaries for the first quarter of the fiscal] 
ror of 1892 (July, August, and September, 1891), of which we have already 

ad occasion to speak. Neither the July nor the August summary shows 
any purchases of coal, but the Peon summary shows disbursements for 
coal to the amount of $5,832, and the itemized statement attached shows that 
131 tons were purchased July 11, 120tons August 4, 91 tons August 24, and 95 
tons September 15. Aliof this coal was paid for on the days when purchased, 
The Mohican was then cruising in the Bering Sea. The coal was bought of 
Rudolph Neumann, as general nt of the Alaska Commercial Company, at 
Unalaska, in Alaska. us the Navy Department was apprised, by the sum- 
weer for the third month in the quarter and its accompanying abstract of 
“public bills,” of what had been expended during the weole quarter in this 
class of purchase. 

Of the wisdom or propriety of this course the committee express no opinion. 
But it was a custom that must have been known to the Navy Department i? 
these summary statements received any inspection, and it readily explains 
certain apparent misstatements in the entries on the summaries for the first 
two months of the quarter. For instance, Mr. Sullivan purchased 131 tons of 
coal, at $13.50 Pa ton, in July,and gave hischeck fortheamount. This would 
amount to $1,768.50. The receipt for this amount was in his safe on the last 
day of the month, when the summary for that month was made up. He was 
not sure the outstanding check had reached the depository and been paid. 
Then, instead of charging his any account with an expenditure of that 
amount, he simply made the entry against the subtreasury, as if the check 
had not been issued. 

When the Navy Department came to make up the case against Mr. Sulli- 
van they had the itemized accounts from the subtreasuries, and found that, 
at the end of a given month, where he had reported certain sums to his credit, 
there was a less sum, aschecks issued during the month in question had been 
paid, and, further, what was found to his credit was subject tofurther dim- 
inution by reason of outstanding checks. 

2. Another way in which the differences between what Sullivan alleged in 
his statements to bein the subtreasury at the end of the monthand what was 
actually found to be there when the subtreasury account came to be stated 
can poy ape be accounted for, in this: It often occurred that on the last 
day of the month, or the last day but one, he would make a check for cash to 
be used on board. This check would be a in the hands of an express 
company to collect at the subtreasury and return the proceeds to the ship. 
When the summary was made up this check was outstanding. It may have 
been in transit to San Francisco, or the proceeds may have been on the way 
to the vessel. In any event the coin was not on board, and the amount of 
the check was not deducted from his balance at the subtreasury. Such 
checks, of course, were dated within the month for which the summary was 
made, and, in some cases, may have been actually paid within that month. 
If not so paid they were “outstanding checks,” as set out in the specifica- 
tions, chargeable to the account. 

An examination of the account of the San Francisco subtreasury shows the 
entry of such checks, as follows: 


Made. Paid. Amount. 
0nd ditaendubrinerepeaeiaetoon entt December ...... $1, 800 
ES « cangcuddrticnandddcvccdsveassnceed January ........ 1,500 
ST MEE Ssncda wtieuxtcassamancovescecaccescs February -..-...- 8,000 
i ih: paddsecinewenugthpnn egnkes seveeeie TE - ciptncitiame 4, 000 
TE ia casinesheceunmnens acre 2) 500 
ed edn Ceti eegaaseddueencioves DAS oe cocaceen 1,580 
i nits cele Che eoe bharowsenons December ...... 1,000 
ean ail a ean whheapan abe nuan January ........ 8, 000 
TE EE dict dtinmeanat nani bahetescwcesaes PI cig dosent 1, 000 





The paymaster evidently considered the summary reports as an approxi- 
mate statement from month to month of a continuous open account. There 
was no attempt to make them absolutely accurate. His obvious thought was 
that such apparent inaccuracies as grew out of his retaining vouchers for 
coal and other supplies during the first two months of the quarter, and re- 
porting the several amounts as in the subtreasury, and of reporting in the 
subtreasury the amount of checks drawn the last days of the month for cash 
to be used on board, would be set right in the quarterly current statement. 

That he did render the peameves quarterly statements with regularity, 
and duly transmit with them the necessary vouchers, throughout his entire 
connection with the Mohican and the Independence, the time within which 
he was charged and convicted of embezzling, in the aggregate, the enormous 
sum of $52,151.99, is apparent from the following letters addressed to a mem- 
ber of the committee from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Fourth Auditor: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 2/,, 1894. 


Srr: In reply to your communication of the 19th instant, asking for in- 
formation in regard to the accounts of John Clyde Sullivan, late a paymaster 
in the United States Navy, for use of the Committee on Naval Affairs in con- 
nection with Senate bill No. 1655, I have the honor to transmit herewith a re- 
ee of the Fourth Auditor of the 22d instant, covering the information 

esired 


Respectfully, yours, W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GreorGe ©. PERKINS, United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE FouURTH AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1894. 

Srr: Your letter of the 19th instant to the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury relative tothe accounts of John Clyde Sullivan, late a paymaster in 
the United States Navy, has been referred to this office. 

“In reply thereto you are informed that the accounts of Paymaster John 
Clyde Sullivan, of the Mchican and Inde ce, were rendered to this office 
for settlement with but little delay, which delay was satisfactorily explained, 
and he has accounted tothe Treasury for all moneys intrusted to him for dis- 
bursements, and has deposited all balances due the United States except the 
sum of $150.88, due by his final account current of the Independence, which 
ee Aan offset by pay due him at the date of rendering final accounts 

“He hes never been called upon tomake any deposits of Government funds 
in consequence “i the proceedings and finding of a naval court-martial. 

“ Respectfully, 


“Hon. Gro. C. PERKINS, 
“ United States Senate.” 


“C. B. MORTON, Auditor. 








ee re raat 


also ‘ound attached, as an exhibit to this report, a copy of a 

There will seo = by the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, in which is 

ps ut the total expenditures and total peoctnee of John an ullivan, pay- 

ster United States Navy, from March 31, 1891, to May 5, 1893, covering the 

time he served on board the two steamers, Mohican and Independence. The 
summary found at the foot of this statement is as follows: 





lreceipts as shown by account current. ........-.-----.-------- $234, 211.19 
Total expenditures ween ccccee nena ee ccne co ccne cs cceeee coccce cee erence 220, 117.88 
Balance deposited ....-.-.-----------2-------eeeeeeneeeneee neces 14, 093. 36 


is statement, and asa part of it, is a further statement en- 
ihtietal to viicares, es shown by summary statements, from December 16, 
' 893."" 
“— So May | eaement the expenditures are put down for each month, but 
the months are grouped into quarters and the footings for each quarter given. 
An examination shows that the aggregate expenditures for each quarter thus 
ade up by months from the summary statements rendered the-Paymaster- 
General by Mr. Sullivan tallies exactly with the expenditures set forth on 
the quarterly returns on which the Treasury Department settled his 
accounts, with the exception of a single quarter. The “Quarterly” for De- 
cember 31, 1892, showed total expenditures of $34,054.93, while the sum of ex- 
snditures on the three monthly statements for that same quarter showed 
34.176.95—a discrepancy of $142.02. This is remarkable. Here are summary 
statements running through more than two years, most cf them being made 
while the paymaster was on board his vessel cruising in the arene Sea. But 
the vouchers which accompany the quarterly statements, when all rounded 
up, tally with the disbursements set down in the summaries, with only a dif- 
ference in a single quarter of the small item of $142.02. : 

It will be seen that the committee have thus far confined their report 
largely to the question of whether or not the paymaster could have been 
guilty of embezzlement. As was said at the outset, this is the material mat- 
ter in the charges upon which he was tried. If he was not guilty of this 
crime he should not have been dismissed. It is evident from a statement in 
the files of the case, made by the Secretary to the President, that the Navy 
Department takes the same view. Ina long letter reviewing the case the 
Secretary deals principally with the question of embezzlement. It is not the 

urpose of the committee to follow and discuss all the topics he touches upon. 
But it is apparent that the Secretary felt that the case of embezzlement was 
not strong if it rested simply upon the discrepancies between the statements 
made by ullivan in the summaries as to the amounts to his credit in the sub- 
treasuries on a fixed date and the amounts actually found there on that date. 
It was necessary to find where and when he had drawn money from those 
accounts to appropriate to his own use. Accordingly, on pages 16 and 17 the 
Secretary makes the following statement: ‘ 5 , 

“By reference to Exhibit Z-20 of the record it will be seen upon the credit 
side of the account that after Paymaster Sullivan left the Mohican he paid, 
on account of that ship, bills enaay to $118.50 only, and deducted for pay 
of himself and clerk $1,127.52, or a total of $1,246.02. Turning to Exhibit Z-20-30 
of the record, Paymaster Sullivan's account with the subtreasurer at New 
York, it will be seen that he checked out— 


DH ATOR Bhi. neon cncccccntes ccccwe ccccen ence cnccce ence cccccc cocccs cccccc ose $45 
ti nas cuhide hen Sb Sbens O64e0e wasucssncese cesececedsseetace 251 
PMU IE. 6 dbbee dodsen a sbcnsnwcscs csccccccescece connec coccce cccces cocccencccee 100 
SN Canin REdnkiWd dua Reese Sone o6ss ebnccwncnces ccnccecceces coccce eoscce 50 
id Relate dembnk Wao edwddsdee oc ccen mocwes coccce cocces coseacocccce 264 
ea LELEG h oinid nebinde CSE odscce wonesusnns cecess aseseccces 274 
ea ered i unsneekekaed dances ccoscn avesqs cncces cnduncantaccesas 100 
BPPE BB noon ccs o hate oo 005 ccc cee conn es onc ene concen cn cnns cones caccnc cence 500 
DIMI EAs. cccaneescbetb decss cscses nccens ccceen oonene noe - cecece nee ecesee cocece 21 
Se aiilaichcdndiewes us onde voeess aansas evenes ccccdecceees 133 
SAR SRG hadiniuG nee Manske oescteccccec coccce wekatetebk dinkes 25 
May Pia biighetbiathabebsmives naséecsescccccseusescesccesecccccescncnece 1,000 

Fei ic  wddddidcdnadvnddesévdsiewdces dudusecssu 2, 76 


“If we deduct the amount, $1,246.02, with which he credited himself in his 
monthly summary statement for March and April, 1893, which included the 
y of himself and clerk and all other moneys he had a right to draw for, we 
nd that Paymaster Sullivan must have used the sum of $1,516.98 for his own 
purposes. ere is no escaping this conclusion. The two exhibits named 
above are both in evidence, and Mr. Sullivan has never attempted, either by 
testimony or argument, to make any explanation of this fact. Remembering 
that he drew during the months of March and April and up to the 3d of May 
from the Mohican deposits in the subtreasury this large sum, drawing it 
from day to day as he seemed to have use for it, and as he would naturally 
do if using it for his own purposes, the proof that he was converting Govern- 
ment funds to his own use is conclusive beyond the possibility of a doubt.” 
Now, whatever may have been the omissions of the accused or his counsel 
at the trial before the court-martial to explain the items appearing to have 
been checked from the subtreasuries, it is now in proof before us that each 
check set out above, making up the aggregate of $2,763, was drawn for a 
proper and legitimate purpose and duly paid. The committee had the can- 
celed checks brought from the Treasury Department to the committee room. 
It will be seen that the Secretary admits that of the whole amount the sum 
of $1,246.02 might have been properly drawn. The latter sum was due to 
meet ne paymaster's salary and that of his clerk, and pay $118.50 of bills for 
e ship. 
The evidence of the checks themselves show that the following ones ap- 
pearing in the Secretary's list were drawn against the paymaster’s own 
salary: 





i  .  tecweceanoosdece seevedeciciecece 5 
De a kc ccncouceec ecnadd coeondecuccs % ) 
a Se ek Sec emedac dwsacdcectbennbecece 100 
Tee a weatedé duteedaumasinesce 500 
ee snceeoneces caccucdeeneccece 21 
Neen ee cccucscemdncduwcecaocces 138 
Tee eu cnmccbuaceadececcne. 25 
RECESS SE Se 92 


Then the check drawn March 13 for $50 was to pay the clerk (Norbey). 
Deducting these amounts from the whole sum given leaves gi f8 This 
amount is accounted for by the following four checks, the first three being 
given in payment of. bills due merchants, and to their supenre orders. for 
rovisions furnished the messes of the U. 8. S. Mohican, and the one for 1,000, 
rawn May 3, for the transfer of funds from the subtreasury in New York, 
for disbursements while on duty. as follows: 


March 11, to James Brownlie 


nae MeOnddem.-- 0... < 00-22 .coe 2 cioeccesccceeeecoceee L 
o Corcoran a a 274 
<< ............................................. 1,000 

P| ORR i nc Rdac atthe cudinecuaeibdalveses - 1,787 
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The receipts for the above amounts paid for provisions are in the possession 
of the committee. Thus every item that the Secretary has given, and on 
which he founds the allegation that they furnished “the proof that the ac- 
cused was converting Government funds to his own use is conclusive beyond 
the possibility of a doubt,”’ is proven to have been quite legitimate. 

There is one item of $1,552.) received from the sale of provisions to officers 
and their messes on board the Mohican, which Mr. Sullivan charged against 
himself, but it is not accounted for on his cash returns. This item deserves 
separate and special attention. When the Mohican started for an extended 
cruise in Bering Sea an unusual supply of provisions was taken aboard. 
These were stored in all parts of the vessel where room could be found, and 
outside of the usual storerooms provided, thus preventing the ordinary 
supervision and care of such stores. Throughout the cruise the quarterly 
statements of Paymaster Sullivan were duly made and verified by the com- 
manding officer of the ship. It was at the end of the cruise, extending 
through more than two years, when the final inventory was taken for trans- 
fer to his relief that a shortage of $1,520.62 was discovered. 

This amount is equal to at least three times the amount of provisions which 
could have been sold on any ship of the Navy of that class during one quarter. 
In the confusion resulting from a summary removal an inventory was hur- 
riedly made and the shortage developed. Knowing that in this alleged short- 
age there must be an error which would be straightened when the accounts 
came to be settled finally, Mr. Sullivan very properly charged himself with 
the entire amount for which he was liable, leaving an open question between 
himself and his bondsmen and the Treasury Department, which question was 
to be settled when his affairs were finally adjusted. The committee can not 
find in this transaction anything other than an honorable course on Mr. Sul- 
livan’s part, and the settlement effected at the Treasury Department in re- 
gard to this item sustains the committee in its opinion. 

In closing this report the committee unhesitatingly state that they give 
some weight in determining the probabilities of the innocence of the accused 
to his long and honorable career in the service of his country. He entered 
the Army during the late war of the rebellion as a drummer boy at the age 
of 12 years. He served throughout the war, and upon the recommendation 
of a number of eminent soldiers, who knew of his most creditable services in 
the Army, he was appointed by President Grant an assistant paymaster in 
the Navy, and served in that office for more than twenty-three years. Dur- 
ing that time he disbursed more than $1,000,000 of money, and the Treasury 
Department passed all his accounts without question. Up to the time of the 
court-martial in question no breath of defamation had touched his high char- 
acter for honor and honesty. It will be asad day for the Republic when 
such a reputation counts for nothing in meeting charges of crime. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOUNTAIN VIEW CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 


The joint resolution (S.R.15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with an amendment, to add the following: 


Provided further, That the United States shall not be subjected to any ex- 
pense in connection with the donation of the articles referred to. 


So as to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to donate and deliver, under such conditions as he may deem necessary in 
order to insure the proper fulfillment of the purposes of this resolution, to 
the Mount View Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., such old and unused 
cannon, muskets, swords, and other implements of war, of copper, tin, bronze, 
iron, and steel, as are not now and will not hereafter be required for naval 
uses, for the purpose of being used for parades, anniversary celebrations, 
and salutes: Provided, That such articles only be donated, under the author- 
ity herein contained, as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy may 
be spared without detriment to the public interests: Provided further, That 
the Enited States shall not be subjected to any expense in connection with 
the donation of the articles referred to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, January 14, 1896. 


The committee recommend the passage of this bill, with the provision sug- 
gested in the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, which is as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 11, 1896. 


Srr: In reply to the letter of the committee, dated the 7th instant, refer- 
ring to joint resolution No. 15, “authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to do- 
nate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain 
cannon, etc.,”’ and requesting to be advised as to the views of the Department 
in regard to said resolution, | have the honor to inform you that, the matter 
having been referred to the Bureau of Ordnance for report, that Bureau has 
submitted the following expression of opinion: 

As this resolution donates only such articles as, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary.of the Navy, can be spared without detriment to the public interests, 
the Bureau sees no objection to its passage.’ 

The Department concurs in the views expressed by the Bureau of Ord- 
nance, but would suggest that a further provision be inserted in this resolu- 
tion to the effect that the United States shall not be subjected to any expense 
in connection with the donation of the articles referred to. 


Very respectfully 
: H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM BROWN. 


The bill (S. 466) granting a pension to oe Brown, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. roposes to place = 
the pension roll the name of William So ee of Compan 
Eighth Regiment Michigan ey at $20 a month, in lieu o the 
pension he is now receivin 

The bill was reported tot 1e Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to William Brown.” 

MOLLIE CRANDALL. 


The bill (S. 507) to sion Mollie Crandall was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It pr to place on the pension 
roll the name of Mollie Crandall, a —— rk P. Crandall, de- 
ceased, and late captain of Com ee Oregon 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her one’ month 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F, HOLLY. 
The bill (8.1303) granting an ora of i. Pee to Charles F. 
Holly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Comnitiee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out 
“seventy-two” and insert “ fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., foe yh the ory of the Interior be, and pe is hereby, 


authorized and directed pension roll, su to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension nw laws, the name of Charles F. Holly, late captain 
of Company H, of the Colorado eee at the rate of per month, 


in lieu of the pension now received by 


The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN L. DENT. 


The bill (8.748) ee an increase of pension to Helen L. 
Dent was considered as i mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out 
‘seventy-five ” and insert “ fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen L. Dent, widow of 


the late Frederick T. Dent, eolunel, retired, United States Army, at the rate 
of $i per month, in lieu of the sum of $30 per month now received. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY DOUBLEDAY. 


The bill (8.1208) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner on was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary Seats widow of Maj. Gen. 
Abner Doubleday, and to pay her a pension of $100 per month, in 
lien of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post road,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST, LOUIS. 


The bill (S. 214) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, fl., and the southwest line of said county, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 9, line 1, after the first 
to strike out “all laws and parts of laws in — wit this act 
are repealed, and”; so as to make the section read 


Src. 9. ant # the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserv 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Cuaprr, Ly 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bi 
(H. R. 4043) making a for the support of the Mili. - 
tary Academy for the year ending June 30, 1897; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the bill (H. R. 4241) for improving Aransas Pass, and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR CHAMBERLAIN, 8S. DAK, 


The bill (S. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge ac Toss 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
County and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
er to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That it shall ae lawful for the Dakota Pacific Brid, 
tion now being for that purpose under the general corporation 
laws of the State, South Dakota, or its assigns, to construct under and sub- 
oat to the a and nce te ————, 2 oe rail 

‘oot-passenger across the a ver, at a point 
suitable to the o interosteot of navigation, within 5 miles above or below the city 
of Chamberlin, 8. Dak., ~~ on and over said bridge railway tracks for 
the more perfect cena gay and all railroads that are now or w hich 
may hereafter be constructed to the Missouri River at or within 5 miles 
above or below the city of Chamberlain, S. Dak., or to = river on the oppo- 
site side the same, near the ety of Chamberlai in, 8S. Dak., and buil 4, 
erect, and lay on and —_, said dge ways for wagons, vellicles of 
kinds, and for the transit of animals, and to provide ways for foot pase! n- 
gers, and to maintain and operate said bridge for the aforesaid; 
and that when said bridge is constructed all trains of railroads terminatiny 
at said river and on the Sopra side thereof, at or within 5 miles above or 


Company, a corpora- 


below the city of Chamber. ., Shall be allowed to cross said bridge 
— its approaches for reasonable compensation to be made to the owners 
of the same; and if the amount of said compensation can not be agreed upon 

ies, the same shall be fixed by the Secretary of War. The own rs 


by the 
ob said bridge may also and receive reasonable compensation or tolls 
a the transit over said bri of all wagons, carri 
and foot passengers: Provided, That the Secre of War may at any time 
tation rescribe such rules, regulations, and rates of toll for transit and transpor- 
= over said bridge as ma ay be deemed proper and reasonable. 
2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the 
ration aoe aca same, be built asa drawbridge, or with 
unbroken or continuous , That if the same shall be made of 
unbroken or continuous = meg shall not be in any case of less elevation than 
50 feet above extreme hig -water mark as understood at the point of location 
to the ves rstructure, with straight girders, nor shal! t! 
ridge be i = 800 feet in the clear at low-water mark; an id 
e eae of said had el with the current of the river at high 
wile, Ss the one the main channels of the river: And 
ae, Saas & if'a br a br: pa belt be built under this act as a drawbridg: 
ane asa ) mS ag roe ee with one or more draw 
as the eee of War may prescribe, and with spans of not less than 2¥) 
feet in ners in the clear on each side of the ¢ central or pivot piers of the draw 
~ the next adjoining sjans over the river to the draw shall not be iene thar 
feet in the clear, measured at low water; and said span shall not be less 
than 10 feet above extreme h h-water mark, measuring to the lowest part : 
the sw cture of the b ; and the piers of said bri di e shall be par: allel 1 
with the —— of the river at high water: And provided also, That said 
draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable si 1, without unnecessar 
delay, for Se pamege of boats and rafts; and said company or corporation 
half maintain, at its own expe: nse, from’ sunset till sunrise, such lights or 
ther signals on said bridge as sae Light-House Board shall rescribe, and 
such sheer booms or other structures as may be necessary to safely guide ves 
sels, rafts, or other water craft rr through a ans channel spans or draw 
yo ‘and as shall be designated y the Secretary of Wa 


es, Vehicles, animals, 


ann ot the co: 


, That the cation Bailing said bridge may, subjc 
to the approval of the Secre Secretary of War, enter u wen the banks of said river, 
either above or below the point of location of said bridge, and confine the flow 


S the water seaid object, bu channel, and to do whatever may be necessary 
to accomplish bject, but shall not speds or obstruct the navigation « 

said river, and shall be liable in for all injuries to private prope rty, 
and eee, for rene enh or erections upon the banks of the river shall 
ae e es Se the Secretary of War for his approval: And provided 

built under the eens of act shall be at right 
eee er fie at high water. 
BO. 3. That no bri be erected or maintained under the authority 
of this act which yo any time substantially or materia)ly obstruct the 
free na tion of said river; and the said company shall submit to the Sec 
re 


suid rl ar for his approval dra showing the plan and location o if 
id dge, and ual e said plan and location of the bridge are decided 
= ce mae of War to be such as was not materially affect the interests 

and are him the bridge shall not be commenced 


of no construction or any alteration 
ene to the -_ a peered; -_ 
whenever shall, in the opinion e Secretary of , substan 
— enoad Une teas navigation of said river,he is hereby authorized to 
use such change or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectually 
obviate such such obstruction; and all such alterations shall be made and all such 
obstructions be removed at thee nse of the owner or owners of said bridge, 
or the controlling the same; and in case of any litiza- 
tion arising fr from any °o Section or a obstruction to the free naviga- 
Missouri River, at or near the crossing of said bri caused or 
Sitowod to tobe caused thereby, the cause shall be commenced an tried in the 
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States in cup-anvil cartridges of the invention secured to John C. 
Howe by letters patent of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator who re- 
ported the bill make a short explanation of it, or let the first part 
of the report be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I can make a statement as to the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I think perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts 
can state even better than Ican the object ofthe bill. The parties 
for whom the bill is to be passed were the owners of a patent for 
the manufacture of cartridges, and the parties interested in it are 
the people who bought it from the original inventor upon an un- 
derstanding that they were to manufacture the cartridges, and 
with an understanding as to the amount they were to pay to the 
inventor from any profits which they might derive from it. The 
inventor is now dead and his daughter takes his place. 

There was a suit upon this invention brought in the State of 
Connecticut against the superintendent of the Springfield Armory, 
and the patent was adjudged to be valid. There was no account- 
ing at the time of the suit, but this is one of the first cases which 
was referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act. 
The court went into the matter fully, and it found that the par- 
ties who were plaintiffs in the suit were entitled to $69,000, which 
is the sum proposed to be paid by the bill, without interest. One- 
third of it is to be paid to the daughter of theinventor. I believe 


nited States of either judicial district of South Dakota 
circuit courts of the e orany portion of such obstruction touches. ; 
ay a7 That any built under this act and according to its limita- 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a 
t route, upon which also no higher charge shall ‘be made for the trans- 
tation over the same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war 
Pe the United States than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over 
th ilroad or public highways leading to such bridge. The United States 
shall also have the right to construct, without charge therefor, telegraph or 
telephone lines across said bridge. sialic 
Sec. 5. That Congress mney at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 


dment was agreed to. 

The pill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Chamberlain, 8. Dak.” 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4043) making co oom eT for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. 


= 38 that is a fair statement of the case. The Government was repre- 
RIVER, TENNESSEE. L I 
wees mae es P hs, iiedens | sented by the Attorney-General before the Court of Claims. A 
The bill (S. 25) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi River | similar bill passed the Senate at the last session of Congress, I 
Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River | pelieve. 
in the State of Tennessee was considered as in Committee of the| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


Whole. | to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 22, after the word ‘‘ piers,” to in- 
sert “‘ at the low-water line,” and in line 30, after the word ‘‘clear,” 
to insert ‘‘at the low-water line”; so as to read: 


Said span shall have a clear opening of at least 150 feet between the piers at 
the low-water line, measured at right angles to the current, and shall Be over 
the main channel of the river; and the bridge shall be at right angles to and the 
piers parallel with the current of the river. And if the bridge over the 
said river shall be constructed as a draw or pivot bridge, the draw or pivot 
pier shall be over the main channel of the river at an accessible navigable 
0int and the openings on each side of the pivot pier shall not be less than 100 
Reet in the clear at the low-water line unless otherwise expressly directed by 
the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Caro- 
lina State Guard two condemned cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of condemned can- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | non to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y.; 
ment was concurred in. A bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of the 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Republic, of Hope Valley, R. I., one condemned cannon; also, to 
the third time, and passed. the Woman’s Relief Corps of Taylorsville, [11., four condemned 

cannon and four condemned cannon balls for the purpose of deco- 
WILLIAM P. BUCKMASTER. 


rating a soldiers’ monument lately erected there by said corps; 
The bill (S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster was con- and, also, to the town of Newton, in the State of New Jersey, four 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to pay to Wil- pieces of condemned cannon and twenty cannon balls, for the 
lism P, Buckmaster surviving partner of James Murphy & Co. decoration of the new soldiers and sailors’ monument in that 
$22,386.61, the balance due for labor and material furnished by | *W2; and : i‘ il ; ; 
James Murphy & Co. in the construction of the machinery for the A joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate destruc- 
double-cndier veensl Oteene in 1962. tion of income-tax returns, etc. 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the report in this case read. HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The lm OFFICER (Mr. FavLKNER in the chair). | The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
= nig sp RS “Wot g fr C pe , , | referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
Mr. PLATT. I h : ee cae onnecticut permit me? A bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment, North Car- 
Mr fee should like to have the report read. olina State Guard, two condemned cannon; 
Pe ae - It may consume an hour or two to read the| 4 jj] (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon and four 


pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, 
briefly a ctibiete a the. oe from Nebraska can state | Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans.; 


; aye . A bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
one! I think asimilar bill has been reported favorably | the Navy to furnish not caere than four pieces of condemned can- 
. ; ; non to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y.; and 
~ COCKRELL. Such a bill was passed at the last session. A bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of 
Th a It was passed at the last session of Congress. | tho Republic, of Hope Valley, R. I., one condemned cannon; also 
‘ed proposes to allow the surviving partner of James Mur- | ¢o the Woman’s Relief Corps of Taylorsville, Ill., four condemned 
phy & Co., who built this vessel during the days of the war, under | cannon and four condemned cannon balls, for the purpose of dec- 
a guaranty from the Navy A nergy that they should not lose | orating a soldiers’ monument lately erected there by said corps; 
meee in its construction, the balance due for labor and machin- | and also to the town of Newton, in the State of New Jersey, four 
ory. hey did not seek to make any money, but the rise in the pieces of condemned cannon and twenty cannon balls, for the dec- 
in th materials and labor was so rapid and constant at that | oration of a new soldiers’ and sailors’ monument in that town. 
The at a guaranty was exacted from the Navy Department. | ‘The joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing for immediate de- 
? a ae considered by the Selfridge Board several years | struction of income-tax returns, etc., was read twice by its title, 
sea a similar bill has been reported favorably heretofore and | and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ee eer enna 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
ESTATE OF JOHN C. HOW eration of executive business. Pts 
: E. Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Dlinois give way for a mo- 
The bill (S. 32) for the relief of the legal representatives of John | ment? 
C. Howe, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
It proposes to Rey to the legal representatives of John C. Howe, | withdraw his motion so as to enable the Senator from New York 
deceased, $66,907, compensation in full for the use by the United | to be heard? 
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Mr. PALMER. I am willing to hear a gee from any 
quarter, but I am very anxious that there s be an executive 
session this afternoon. 

Mr. HILL. I simply wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that here are three or four bills — passed by the House 
of Representatives and duly referred to the appropriate commit- 
tee, relating to the giving away of condemned cannoz or allow- 
ing various posts of the Grand Army of the ublic to receive 
condemned cannon. A year or two ago I had a bill of that char- 
acter passed, Senators will find such bills upon the Calendars of 
each House very frequently. 

Now, I suggest to the committee to whom those bills are re- 
ferred whether there can not be a general bill passed authorizing 
some executive officer of the Government, the Secretary of War, 
for instance, to allow those various le or organizations to 
have condemned cannon. Why should it require a special bill 
every time we “ss of a single cannon throughout the country? 

Mr. HALE, r. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Hearing the captions of the bills read I remarked 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who sits on m 
right, that when they came to the Naval Committee I thought it 
would be a fitting thing to have a general statute reported pre- 
scribing that whenever any of those cannons cr when munitions 
of war have become useless the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War should be allowed, in their discretion, to dis- 
tributethem. Thus our Calendar would be rid of these numerous 
cases. Iam glad the Senator from New York has called atten- 
tion to the matter, because I propose when the bills reach the 
Naval Committee to submit a proposition for a general statute on 
the subject. 

Mr. HILL. I have said allI care to say. The Senator from 
Illinois can now have a vote on his motion. 

Mr. HOAR, The suggestion made by the Senator from New 
York and the Senator from Maine has come after I had made a 
like suggestion in meet to bridge bills. Ishould like to have the 
janior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, consider the matter. At the end of nearly 
every session of Congress, when we are very much pressed for 
time, when every minute is precious, when measures of great im- 
portance are going over, there come in long bridge bills of several 
pages of our printed documents, setting forth in detail the precau- 
tions for the safety of commerce and the public convenience which 
the Secretary must take before allowing a bridge to be built. 

It seems to me it might be ible for the Committee on Com- 
merce to devise a general bill providing that all bridges should 
comply with certain conditions, and then, when we s a bill, 
say that the corporation is authorized to construct its bridge sub- 
ject to the provisions of such a statute, or, if the provisions are 
not uniform in all cases, have some items or articles numbered in 
the general statute to which the su uent legislation could 
refer, I presume we could save hours of very valuable time if 
that could be accomplished. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state, in ly to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that the matter of which he has spoken has been before 
the Commerce Committee for the past four years. We have 
twice reported a bill, which I had the honor in a large measure to 
draft, with a view to emancipating the Senate from the nuisance 
of which he speaks. After debate in the Senate on each occasion 
something intervened under our rules, which we all know to be 
perfect, so that the bill was not considered to its final determina- 
tion. 

Such a bill is now before the Committee on Commerce, and it 
will bereported again. It emancipates the Senate from all bridge 
bills, so far as the Western rivers are concerned, and that is the 
source from which legislation of this character comes, there being 
very little from other parts of the country. 

Mr. HOAR. I will pledge to the Senator from Missouri one 
vote in favor of the bill when it comes into the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. I merely wish to suggest, in the same line, that 
it would be well for the Committee on Indian Affairs to prepare 
the draft of a general law giving to railroad companies the privi- 
lege of passing renee Indian reservations, another class of bills 
somewhat lengthy. It would be far better, and in the interest of 
the Government, if the Secretary of the Interior were to dis 
of ae gene under such general regulations as Congress might 
provide. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the motion of the Senator 
from [linois? 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Dlinois to have withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. VILAS. I will renew it, if there is nothing to be brought 
before the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. There are two bills that I should like to have 
passed to-day. It will not take five minutes. The Senator is 
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absent who has charge of the next bill on the Calendar. I ask 
unanimous consent that No. 79 and No. 80 on the Order of Busi- 
ness be taken up. They are very short bills. 
Mr. COCKRELL. e shall reach them in a moment. 
Mr. FRYE. If some one does not move an executive session, 
Mr. COCKRELL. That will not be done for a little while. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 


NEWBERRY COLLEGE, SOUTH CAROLINA, 


The bill (8S. 271) for the relief of Newberry College, Newberry, 
S. C., was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and tho 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to the trustees of the Newberry College 
of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod of South Carolina, in New- 
berry, in said State, $15,000 for injuries to the buildings of the 
college, resulting in its destruction, and caused by the troops of 
the United States while in possession of it and occupying it as a 
barrack, after the close of the war, in 1865, in South Carolina, this 
sum to be in full payment of all claims by the college on account 
of the use, occupation, and loss of the buildings. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants, made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over for the present, 
without losing its place. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Missouri 
will allow the bill to be passed. It is a very short bill and has the 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Public Lands. I do not 
think there is any objection to it at all. It is whollyin the inter- 
est of the settlers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. I see that the Senator who re- 
ported the bill is present. I thought he was out of the Chamber 
at the moment. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction 
of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
thereto the following proviso: ‘‘ Provided further, That where such pur- 
chasers, their heirs or assigns, have — only a portion of the purchase price 
to the company, which is less than the Government price of similar lands, 
they shall — before the delivery of patent for their lands, to pay to 
the Government a sum equal to the difference between the portion of the 
purchase price so paid and the Government price, and in such case the 
amount demanded from the company shall be the amount paid to it by such 
purchaser.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


FINANCIAL POLICY, 


The resolution introduced by Mr. MILLs on the 14th instant 
relative to United States legal-tender notes outstanding, coinage 
of the silver bullion now in the Treasury, etc., was announced as 
the next business on the Calendar. : 

Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 

Mr. FRYE. That will lead to debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over without losing its place. 

TITLES OF NOBILITY. 

The bill (S. 654) to prevent citizens of the United States from 
soliciting or receiving and accepting titles, patents of nobility, or 
degrees of honor from foreign nations, and for other purposes, 
was anggunced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. . There is an adverse report in that case, which 
operates as an objection to the consideration of a bill under Rule 


Itt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill willbe passed over with- 
out losing its place. 

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS. 

The bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and settlement be- 
tween the United States and the State of Arkansas was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill go over. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The bill will be passed over with- 
out losing its place. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 

The bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United 
States to the International Marine Conference of 1889 was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce whether he has reason to believe that 
the reconvening of the conference will be followed by a successful 
attempt to adopt international re lations. ; 

Mr. FRYE. I have myself no idea that there will be any neces- 
sity to reconvene the delegates, but Great Britain has not yet con- 
sented to the rules which the Maritime Congress unanimously 
reported. We enacted them into a law, to become law when the 
President of the United States should issue a proclamation to that 
effect. Great Britain then entered an objection to one of the 
rules and no action has been had since. The Commissioner of 
Navigation saw the English Board of Trade and they informed 
him that at the opening of Parliament they should submit these 
questions to the Parliament and undoubtedly there would be an 
agreement; but Parliament might seek toamend. If they desired 
to amend, we thought it very proper indeed that the Secretary of 
State should be in a condition to call our delegates together to act 
upon the amendments pro ed by Great Britain; that is all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, und passed. 


PROTECTION OF WAGES OF SEAMEN, 


The bill (S. 1423) to protect the wages of seamen was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments: In line 18, to strike out the words ‘It is hereby 
further enacted that” and insert ‘‘and”; in line 19, to strike out 
the word “paper” and insert ‘‘order or decree”; and after the 
word “ void,” in line 21, to strike out the remainder of the bill, in 
the following words: 

And any officer executing the same shall be punished, upon conviction 
thereof before any State or United States court, by fine not to exceed $300 or 


imprisonment not to exceed three months, at the discretion of the court, for 
each and every offense. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4536 of the Revised Statutes be, and it is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4536. No wages due or accruing to any seaman or apprentice shall be 
subject to attachment or arrestment from any court; and every payment of 
wages to a seaman or apprentice shall be valid in law, notwithstanding 
any previous sale or assignment of wages, or os attachment, incumbrance, 
or arrestment thereon; and no assignment or sale of wages or salvage, made 
prior to the accruing thereof, shall bind the party making the same, except 
such advance securities as are authorized by this title; and the provisions of 
this section shalLextend to and embrace seamen and apprentices in the do- 
mestic or coasting trade and the trade between the United States and ports 
in the Dominion of Canada and Newfoundland and the West India Islands 
and Mexico, and to seamen in the whale or other fishing business. And any 
writ or attachment or other order or decree for the enforced collection of a 
seaman’s wages, in contravention of this section, shall be void.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA ALLEN, 


The bill (S. 248) nting a pension to Martha Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Martha Allen, of Topeka, Shawnee 
County, Kans., widow of Robert Allen, deceased, late a private in 
Company I, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE FEDERAL CENSUS, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Cen- 
= with og amendment, to strike out all after the resolving clause 
and insert: 


That the Commissioner of Labor, now in charge of the Eleventh Census. 
is hereby authorized and directed to correspond with the census officers of 
other Governments for the pu of securing uniformity in the inquiries 
relating to the people to be u in future censuses; and that said Commis- 
sioner is also hereby directed to report to Congress for its consideration, as 
s00n as practicable, a plan for a permanent census service. 


_ Mr. HALE. In line 5, after the word ‘‘correspond,” I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ and confer,” so as to read: 

That the Commissioner of Labor, now in charge of the Eleventh Census, 
is hereby authorized and directed to correspond and confer with the census 
officers of other Governments, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 





HEIRS OF JAMES BRIDGER. 


The bill (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, $6,000, in full sat- 
isfaction for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah Terri- 
tory, which were appropriated by the United States Army, in the 
fall of 1857, under command of Brig. Gen. Albert S. Johnston. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A, STARKWEATHER. 


The bill (S. 535) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 
Oregon, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to William A. Starkweather, of Oregon, $2,170, being the 
amount paid out by him to Owen Wade for clerk hire in the United 
States land office at Oregon City while Starkweather was register 
of the land office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER GRANT STEWART. 


The bill (S. 529) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Peter Grant Stewart, of Gervais, Oreg., $7,500, in full for prop- 
erty owned by him and taken by the United States, and included 
within the military reservation near the mouth of the Columbia 
River, in Pacific County, now State, then Territory, of Washing- 
ton, taken under and by virtue of an executive order dated Wash- 
ington, D. C., February 26, 1852. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. L. ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 709) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
W. L. Adams, late collector of customs at Astoria, Oreg.. $461.02, 
found to be due him as such collector on the settlement of his ac- 
counts in the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND GULF RAILROAD. 


Mr. HALE. I suggest that we have an executive session. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, there is 
a bill on the Calendar which will be reached the next in order. I 
understand the joint resolution which intervenes will goover. It 
is necessary to pass that bill nowif atall. I hope the Senator will 
not object. It is a mere formal matter. 

Mr. HALE. What is the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Itis the bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tel- 
ephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 27, 1893. 

fr. COCKREL I suggest to my colleague to ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. lask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered now. The joint resolution that intervenes will not be con- 
sidered to-day, as the Senator who reported it has given notice 
that he will call it up to-morrow. The bill to which I refer is 
simply a bill in regard to a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and it is necessary to have action upon it immediately. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry into effect the provisions of the act making ap- 
propriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds 
and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. That goes over until to-morrow, I understand, by 
notice from the Senator who reported it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to author- 
ize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to 
construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 27, 1893, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out section 2, in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That said act be further amended by adding thereto the following, 
which shall be known as section 13 of said act; that is to say: 

“Sec. 13. That the said railroad company shall have, and is hereby given, 
the right to sell and convey its bridges across the Arkansas River and the 
Poteau River in the Indian Territory, or either of them, together with their 
approaches and supports, to any bridge company or companies which may 
be organized for the purpose of purchasing them, or either-of them; and any 
company which may purchase either of said bridges shall have the power to 
own aad ineintata and operate the same, and to charge and collect toll for the 
use thereof by railroad companies or others, and may from time to time issue 
bonds and secure the cume by giving one or more mortgages on said bridge 
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and itsappurtenances and franchises; and that all mertangrs executed by any 
such trtlae compan y convertag ieee, of said bridges, with its appurtenances, 
supports, and franchises, shall be filed for record in the De ment of the 
Telocior, and such filing shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and 
such mortgages shall have the effect of conveying all rights and property of 
such bridge company as therein expressed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. After the word ‘‘ war,” in line 19, I move to insert: 

And with the right to locate, construct, maintain, and operate aspur of this 
railroad from a point on said branch about 4 miles northeast of Scullyville, 
by the most practicable route, to a point on the west line of the State of Ar- 
kansas about 10 miles south of Fort Smith, and with the right to build in the 
line of said spur a oe over the Poteau River, whose plan of construction 
shall first be approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it proposed to provide for two bridges over the 
Poteau River, or does the amendment relate only to the bridge 
which is spoken of in the bill? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Missouri will 
— me, I will state that it is for a second bridge. The original 

ridge provides for a spur running out from the main line of the 
road 14 miles west of Fort Smith to the city of Fort Smith. This 
is a proposition to add an additional spur to the spur, turning out 
at the town of Scullyville, in the Indian Territory, and running to 
a point on the Arkansas line south of Fort Smith, intending to 
a certain coal fields in the county of Sebastian south of Fort 
mith. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same amendment must be made else- 
where in the bill. Itmust comein in two places or it will not be 
right. My colleague’s amendment is inserted in line 19, which is 
the right place; but then the whole section is reconstructed, and 
it must go in at line 41 as well. 

Mr. VEST. It can be put in there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the same words my colleague 
has offered be inserted in the bill which gives the section as it will 
read when amended. That will be over on page 3, line 41, 

Mr. VEST. Simply repeating the provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is necessary to repeat it. 

Mr. VEST. It will not do any harm at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ war,” in line 41, on page 8, 

rt: 

And with the right to locate, construct, maintain, and operatea spur of this 


railroad from a point on said branch about 4 miles northeast of Scullyville, by 


the most practicable route, to a point on the west line of the State of Arkan- 


sas about 10 miles south of Fort Smith, and with the right to build in the tine 
of said spur a bridge over the Poteau River, whose plan of construction shall 
first be approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then insert the word ‘‘and” so as to con- 
tinue after the words just inserted, ‘‘and with the right to con- 
struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings,” etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive business the doors were wepnee’, and (at 3 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
January 22, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 21, 1896. 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 


Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, to be 
Engineer in Chief and Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering. 


POSTMASTERS, 


John Riley, jr., to be postmaster at North Amherst, in the county 
of Lorain and State of Ohio. 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio. 

Frank P. Furlong, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Charles E. Boehme, to be postmaster at Germantown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio. 

Andrew J. Ewing, to be postmaster at McComb, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Ohio. 

John Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

James Ramage, to be postmaster at Gibsonburg, in the county 
of Sandusky and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 21, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey 
Henry M. CoupeEn. : 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. F 
DOCUMENTS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committe 
on Printing to report the following joint resolution, and to as 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a joint resolution which the Clerk will report to 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to wmaty te Department of State with docu- 
ments. 


Resolved, etc., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to print, in addition to the usual number, and furnish the Depa, 
ment of State with 20 copies of each Senate and House of Representa 
document and report. ™ 


The SPEAKER. 
of the joint resolution reported to the House? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Idid not object; but I will be g! 
to know why this resolution isnecessary. Itis a concurrent reso- 
lution, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr.PERKINS. This resolution, Mr. Speaker, is rendered neces- 
sary by the printing act of thelast Congress. Heretofore 20 cop 
of each document and report have been sent to the Department oi 
State. No provision for that was made in the printing act. Ac- 
companying the report isa letter of the Secretary of State making 
the request for the additional number of documents to be filed in 
his office. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What number? 

Mr. PERKINS. Twenty of each document and report. If the 
entleman requires it, I will have the letter of the Secretary of 
tate read. 

Mr. CANNON. I take the gentleman’s word for it gabut I wait 

to give notice now to the House 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. It is 
utterly impossible to hear what gentlemen are saying. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. Gentlemen 
will take their seats, and the gentleman will suspend until order is 
obtained. 

Mr. CANNON. Last Congress the so-called printing act was 
assed under the leadership of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 

Rromanpson]. Doubt was expressed at the time as to the pro- 
priety of its enactment, but from the gentleman’s long experience 
upon that committee the House took his judgment, and the leg- 
islation was enacted. Since that time organization has been had. 
Perhaps the Printing Committee and know what the organi- 
zation is under this law, how many new offices, how much addi- 
tional expense is covered up as against the offices that were abvol- 
ished. Ido not know; but from day to day somebody from that 
committee or some member of the House rises and asks unani- 
mous consent that there be so many copies of such and such a 
document printed, and asks for the passage of a concurrent or a 
joint resolution. Now, then, it seems to me one of two things is 
to happen: Either a large portion of the time of this House from 
time to time is to be taken up by the enactment of concurrent 01 
joint resolutions that will nullify or piece that printing act, or the 
Committee on Printing will have to mend its hold and give us 
such an amendment of that act as will enable it to operate so as 
to transact the business of the country and the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is about the fourth, fifth, 
or sixth time that the gentleman from Illinois has found it neces- 
sary in his judgment and wisdom to arraign the Printing Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. No; the act, not the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To arraign the committee and the act 
which was passed, an act coming from the Printing Committee © 
the last Congress and also the Printing Committee of the Fifty- 
second Congress. I had supposed that his remarks heretofore 
were made in a humorous vein, and have treated his criticism 11 
that way; but evidently from the earnest tone of my distinguished 
friend this morning he has lost something of what I supposed to 
be his equanimity or good nature in his criticism and gives vent 
to feeling in the matter. 

Mr. C ON. Ihave no feeling about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Evidently, then, the gontleman’s manner 
does not indicate his feelings. I thought the gentleman’s man- 
ner betrayed feeling. He proceeds in an Someaaeng wey £0 ar- 
raign gentlemen who were instrumental in having this printing 
bill passed. 


Is there objection to the present considerati 
[After a pause. | 
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. Speaker, I want to say that these resolutions which 
ot Ow leman relers to will of necessity arise. They havealways 
arisen. This resolution simply provides that there shall be printed 
und delivered to the Secretary of State some additional copies of 
documents. The reason for it is that the printing law did what 
gentlemen who framed it and those who supported it in the 
last Congress thought and contended it would do; that is, econo- 
mize or reduce the number of documents printed. As an evi- 
dence of the fact that we succeeded in accomplishing that pur- 
ose, the Secretary of State comes and says he wants 20 copies 
Lanen-§ Iam very glad to know that we did succeed in reducing 
the number at least in that Department. The Secretary of 
State comes in and says with respect to that Department, *‘ You 
have economized a little too far; you have cut down this Depart- 
ment until we have not quite enough, and we want 20 copies 
more.” This resolution simply gives him 20 additional copies of 
these documents; and that is all there is of it. I see nothing in it 
to provoke the animadversions of my friend, and I would not say 
to him and to the House what I am going to say but for the fact, 
as I have already said, this is the fifth or sixth time he has taken 
occasion since this Congress began to animadvert upon this law. 

Now, what is this printing law? If is a law which was framed 
by a joint committee of Congress, consisting of five members. 
On the part of the Senate the members were Senator Mander- 
son, who had been for many years chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Printing and of the Joint Committee on Printing, 
Senator HAWLEY of Connecticut, also very familiar with the sub- 
ject of printing, and Senator GorMAN, who, however, took abso- 
lutely no part in framing the bill; so that, so far as the Senate 
was concerned, the work was done by Senator Manderson and 
Senator HAWLEY. Under the joint resolution passed in the last 
session of the Fifty-first Congress providing for this joint com- 
mittee to consider the subject of printing, two members of the 
House, who were also members-elect of the Fifty-second Congress, 
were named by the Speaker of the Fifty-first Congress, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who now sits in the Speaker's chair. One 
of those members was the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Rus- 
SELL, who, however, took no part in framing the bill; in fact, so 
far as I now recollect, he did not attend a single meeting of the 
committee. I was the other member appointed on the part of 
the House. The result was that the bill was framed by three 
members of the joint committee, Senator Manderson, Senator 
HAWLEY, and myself. ; ; 

In gathering information upon which to base it, we visited 
every Bureau and every Department of the Government. We 
spent three months in this city when Congress was not in session 
endeavoring to collect data which would enable us to frame a 
judicious printing bill. We found the laws in relation to printing 
in an utterly chaotic state, and we put them all into this one act, 
which is the result of the labors of the three gentlemen I have 
named, but ype go the workof Senator Manderson. The law 
is a good law, and it does not deserve the adverse criticism of the 
— from Illinois [Mr. CANNon] or of any other gentleman. 

repeat, that in preparing the bill we visitedevery Department of 
the Government for which printing was done or which has to have 
printing done. Wetook and considered the testimony and the sug- 
gestions of a large number of gentlemen familiar with the subject 
of printing, and,as theresult of itall, we framed this act. It may 
not have been wisely framed, it may not be a perfect law, but I 
wished to show the cae how carefully it was framed. I desire to 
call attention to the opinions of gentlemen in respect to this act who 
for years have had much to do with printing for this Government. 
One gentleman, not a member of the committee, but who assisted 
us in our labors, attending nearly every meeting of the joint 
committee while the work was being done—he is a man who had 
had more to do with the work of public printing for this Govern- 
ment for five or six years than any other man, a Republican, a 
man who had honored a seat in this House for, I think, three 
terms, and besi of all, Smeg a gentleman coming from the State 
<—— distinguished friend, Mr. CanNoN—he knows to whom I 
refer— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Who is the gentleman? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [refer to Mr. Palmer, than whom, in my 
opinion, there has not been a better or more efficient Public 
Printer in the history of thisGovernment. As I have stated, Mr. 
Palmer was present during the labors of the joint committee in 
framing this bill, and in order that the House may know what 


his opinion of it was, I ask to have read from the Clerk’s desk a | 


letter addressed by him to Senator Manderson, the chairman of 
the joint committee which framed the act. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 13, 1392. 


Str: Your favor of the 30th ultimo, sending me a complete set of sheets 
containing the sections of the proposed printing bill, and asking me to give 
youan estimate of the probable saving to the Government that would accrue 

the operations of the bill, should it become a law, came duly to hand. 


In reply I have the honor to state that I have caused those sections of the 
prem sed bill relating to the number of copies of documents to be printed to 
compared with the present law and various concurrent and joint resolu- 
tions of Congress ordering extra copies of the same documents, and from 
this comparison it is estimated that, should the proposed bill become a law, 
the annual saving under its operations would be between $175,000 and $200,000. 
It is impossible to arrive at even an approximate estimate of the saving 
which would be effected by having documents distributed from a building 
within a block of the Government Printing Office, instead of from the Cap- 
itol. In order to haul the documents this one square they will have to be 
loaded into wagons, and the only saving which would be effected would be 
the difference in hauling those documents which are to be distributed upon 
orders of Senators and Representatives, say, one square instead of six 
squares. Wagons would have to be used then, as now, todeliver work to the 
Capitol which is required for the daily use of Congress. 


Very respectfully, 
F. W. PALMER, Pubdlic Printer. 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.Speaker, that is the testimony of this 
experienced gentleman to the merits of the bill submitted to him, 
which was substantially the bill afterwards enacted into law. 
With all his knowledge and all his experience of the business of 
public printing, he gave that testimony as to the bill. He held 
office for four years as Public Printer under President Harrison, 
a Republican President, and was continued in that office for six- 
teen or seventeen months under the present Administration. He 
gave that testimony with regard to the merits of the law which 
my friend from Illinois criticises so seriously. Dr. John G. Ames, 
the former very efficient superintendent of documents, gave testi- 
mony similar to that given by Public Printer Palmer in a letter 
which I hold in my hand. 

I desire now to call attention to the testimony of the present 
efficient and highly competent Public Printer, after he has served 
nearly two years. In his annual report he says: 

All the details called for by this public printing act it is possible to pre- 
sent in an intelligent form are included herein. The office has experienced 
no difficulty in carrying out the provisions of the new law. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the present Public Printer recognizes this 
printing law as a wise law, and I undertake to say that every 
gentleman who examines it will be impressed with the idea that 
it is a wise and economical law. I am not vain in saying that, 
because I claim no credit for its enactment. I do admit I made 
an earnest and strenuous effort to put it through the House of 
Representatives. The act was framed by Senator Manderson, 
assisted by the other gentlemen. Iam not going into any further 
defense of that law now. It speaks for itself. Mr. Palmer said 
that it would only save about $200,000 a year in public printing, 
and I, after an experience of eight or nine years on the Commit- 
tee on Printing, am quite satistied that it will save much more 
than that in money, and also a great deal of trouble in the modes 
and methods of disposing of matters connected with printing. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a mistake to suppose that any law can 
be passed which will prevent the Committee on Printing from 
coming here from time to time to ask for the printing of extra 
copies of documents. Occasions for such resolutions as the one 
now pending will continually arise. This case simply confirms 
what I have said heretofore, that in our efforts to cut down we 
perhaps cut the State Department a little tuo deep, and they now 
ask for 20 additional copies of this document. That is all that 
this resolution amounts to. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, because of my being on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for several years past I have had some 
experience in the matter of making appropriations for the support 
of the Public Printing Office. 

Now, I take no part in the contest between the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] further than to say this: That it remains to be seen 
whether the present printing law will stand the strain of a session 
of Congress, no matter whether the House of Representatives be 
in the control of the one party or the other. I wish to call atten- 
tion to the appropriations which have been made, so that it may 
be seen that so far we have been unable to determine whether the 
present printing law is an economic measure or not as compared 
with previous laws. In 1893 the appropriations for the support 
of the Printing Office were $3,270,000; in 1894, $3,481,000; in 1895, 
$3,124,320. At this session, for the first time since 1886, the Pub- 
lic Printer did not submit to Congress, prior to the Christmas holi- 
days, a deficiency estimate; but I take it that this results from the 
fact that at the last session of Congress we appropriated $3,110,000 
for the support of the Printing Office, as against $2,504,320 which 
appeared in the sundry civil bill of the preceding session, and 
which was supplemented by an appropriation of $620,000 in the 
deficiency bill. 

Now, this is a point to which I wish to call the special atten- 
tion of the House: Notwithstanding thejletter of the Public Printer 
and the several communications of his predecessors, and that 
we have appropriated for this year only $3,110,000, and that the 
Public Printer ~ not thus farasked for a deficiency appropriation, 
I notice that his estimates for 1897 amount to $3,560,659.40, which 
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is more than $300,000 in excess of any estimate heretofore sub- 
mitted. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 
explain to the House why it is that there come from the Public 
Printer at this session of Congress estimates $300,000 in excess of 
7 estimates heretofore submitted. 

r. RICHARDSON, In the first place, I answer by saying, in 
reference to the comparison which the gentleman makes with the 
appropriations for last year, that those appropriations were some 
$200,000 or $300,000 less than those of the preceding year. Thus 
it will be seen that last year was not a normal year in reference 
to the expenditures; the amount of ee was not the 
usual amount, but was considerably less. ask the gentleman 
from Texas whether I am not correct in saying that last year the 
appropriations were less than those of the year before? 

r. SAYERS. But take other preceding years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. For some of the preceding years the ap- 
propriations were undoubtedly more than $3,100,000. 

r. SAYERS. But the point I wished to make was this: That 
it remains to be seen whether the new printing act would bear 
the strain of a session of Congress and still preserve the econom- 
ical features which were claimed for it during its passage through 
the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iunderstand that point of the gentleman. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In a moment; let us get through with 
this matter. The gentleman from Texas has made a statement 
which I wish to discuss. As I understand, he states that the ap- 
propriations for the past year amounted to $38,100,000, in round 
numbers. But it is to be remembered that the amount would be 
swelled to $3,400,000 or $3,500,000, if we should take into consid- 
eration the deficiency appropriations, because large deficiencies 
were asked for by Mr. Palmer, as the gentleman very well knows. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing which this printing law 
does to which I ask the attention of my friend from Illinois, be- 
cause he and his committee will have much to do with this matter. 
It will necessarily come before them. The printing law puts upon 
the Public Printer the duty of printing, out of fun a 
in the annual es bill for public printing, the Agricul- 
tural Report, which of itself takes about $300,000 Prior to the 
panos of this printing law the amount n for the print- 

ng of that report was always carried in aseparate joint resolution, 
which was self-appropriating, and therefore was not included in 
the amount annually appropriated in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial 2 bill for public printing. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman means the sundry civil bill. 

a . Yes; I beg pardon; I mean the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct in his statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not only correct in that, but my 
friend from Texas will bear me witness to another thing. Before 
the pa of this printing law large sales of waste paper, gold- 
leaf shavings, and other articles of waste that I can not now 
enumerate were made by the Public Printer, amounting possibly 
to $300,000 a year. t did he do with the saessenet I pre- 
sume my friend from Illinois knows that the money thus realized 
was again used by the Public Printer for carrying on the public 
ae Under the new printing law this can not be done. 

ne Public Printer is required to cover into the Treasury every 
ai heey wy from such a. — = pope ene can be 
u y or purposes of public prin mus again 
appropriated by Congress Is not that wise? My friend knows 
too much about public expenditures to say that it is not a wise 
measure. If there is any one feature of the printing law which 
should commend it to the favorable consideration of prudent leg- 
islators it is that one provision which does away with a ‘‘slus 
fund,” as it has been ed, in the hands of the Public Printer, to 
be used at his discretion. 

Now, inasmuch as my friend from [linois has not answered 
me, and declines to do so, I will ask my friend from Texas whether 
I am not correct in that statement? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there is $300,000 or thereabouts— 
of course I am not undertaking to speak accurately as to the 
amount—which was formerly at the dis of the Public Printer 
as proceeds of these sales; money which he could twice use, but 
which he can not now use; which must be turned into the Treas- 
ury and remain there subject to a priation by —— 
There is the sum of $300,000, or about that, that we might by 
*‘ juggling the figures” say was an increase in funds for the pub- 
lic printing. It will be seen at once it is not an increase, but is a 
wise and eminently proper provision which should, and which I 
know will, commend itself to the gentleman from Illinois, 
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Now I yield tothe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wak» 
who wishes to ask a question. P 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, my 

uestion has somewhat cooled, but has not entirely congealo, 
(Laughter. 

I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if it is not a fact 
that the kind of printing—the documents and other things printe— 
varies very materially from Congress to Congress; so that the es; 
mate given upon certain indications of how much the saying 
might be, or would be, is not a very accurate test? And further. 
more if the estimate of $200,000 saving was not made on the basis 
of the same identical printing; and so the facts do not show 
whether the statement of the gentleman from Texas was correct 
or not, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I am forthe public printing 
act as I understand it; and I merely wanted to bring out the fact 
that these estimates are on the same identical printing, but that 
the total cost of printing necessarily varies from Congress to Con- 
gress by very large sums. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct; and not only 
that, but he will find that the printing is increasing year by year; 
but under the operation of this bill there will be a material saving, 
as has already been indicated. 

Mr. SAYE Before the gentleman from Tennessee takes his 
seat, let me ask if he knows why the estimate for the coming yezr 
is so much larger than for the preceding one? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know, I will be frank to say to 
my friend from Texas; I have not examined the subject. The 
Public Printer no doubt has found it necessary, for reasons satis- 
factory to himself, to ask for a larger amount. I take it that the 
object is to take care of the very class of subjects to which I have 
referred, First, the $300,000 for reprinting the Agricultural Re- 


rt—. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we have that for this year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the other in respect to the waste 
and sales of waste materials. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the gentleman will remember that, as far 
as the Agricultural Report is concerned, we have that for this 


ear. 
y Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I understand that; and, as I have 
said tothe gentleman, I am frank to say that I do not understand 
the reason. But I know it is the policy of the present Public 
Printer to ask for the amount or sum he thinks will be neces- 
sary for the annual public printing, and that this necessary sum 
may be carried in the regular appropriation bill, and not asked 
for at the close of the year as a deficiency. r 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, in reference to this matter 
of saving, ‘‘ the proof of the pudding is the eating of it.” 

A MemBER. No; ‘‘chewing the bag.” 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; have your vwn way; I'll accept the 
améndment. 

The gentleman from Tennessee claimed that this printing )ill 
was and is agreat economical measure—and that it is going to save 
a vast amount of money forthe Government. Why, he flapped his 
wings when it was under consideration, as the record will show—— 

A MEMBER. ‘“ Vote!” ss 

Mr. CANNON. Well, you will not vote just this minute. 

When that bill was being considered he talked of the abolition 
of the Clerk’s document room—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. E 

Mr. CANNON. And yet, almost the first day of this session, 
the whole force of the Clerk’s document room, with the blessing 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, was transferred bodily over to 
the other document room. F 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg pardon; not with my blessing. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, the REcorD shows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the best evidence of the operation of the 
law is the effect of it that we witness here from day to day. We 
have seen on yesterday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Perkins], 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing, rise upon this floor 
and pass three resolutions for additional printing by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; oneofthemI fell down on. [Laughter] 

Mr. CANNON. Well, you = two out of the three, and you 
hope to get another one through to-day. To-morrow, — you 
will have four. Whether more will follow I do not know; but | 
take it that on the average from this on to the close of the session 
we are to have one or more resolutions a day for printing not pro- 
vided for by this most economical bill to which the gentleman 
from Tennessee refers. ; : 

Mr. CHICKERING. Do you object, ifitisall right? | 

Mr. CANNON. Iam talking of the law and the necessity for 
its amendment. ie : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Illinois complains 
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Committee on Printing, in making up the printing act, 
ae = ‘antici te the discovery of gold in the Cripple Creek 
region in Colorado, and that we did not provide for the printing 
of the geological report incident thereto. Had we known that 
fact we might erobaths have been able to provide for it in advance 
in the printing bill. But unfortunately that knowledge was de- 

ie us. 
nite, PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the debate on this resolution 
has taken a very wide range. I think I can say for the Printing 
Committee of the House that it dislikes very much to be held 
responsible for whatever sins were committed in the last Con- 
gress under the chairmanship of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

I dare say it is true, as the Recorp will show, that resolu- 
tions of this character have been acted upon by every Congress. 
I doubt if any provision of law could guard against them, or ob- 
viate the necessity of offering such resolutions. These questions 
will naturally arise from time to time in the House of Represent- 
atives as its business progresses; and we must, by resolution, 
provide for the printing as these matters develop in the Depart- 

ents. 

When we seek to make provision to supply the wants of the 
House, we are privileged; but when we undertake to supply the 
requests of the partment, we are subject to objection. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply calls for the printing 
of 20 additional copies of documents and reports for the conven- 
ience of the Department of State. Itisasimple proposition. The 
Secretary of State, in the letter which has been sent to the Clerk’s 
desk, represents the necessity for it. If every time the Commit- 
tee on Printing have occasion to report here there is to be such a 
debate sprung here as the one which we have had this morning, 
I think Ican promise for the Committee on Printing that it will 
make as few reports as possible. So far there has been no ex- 
travagance, at least, in the reports made from this committee, and 
I think it will be the policy of the committee, in the reports here- 
after to be made, to guard that point. If it be true that we must 
first seek the approval of the Committee on Appropriations, it 
would be well to have that instruction now, so that we may avoid 
these collisions on the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have a vote on the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to rise to a 

uestion of privilege for amoment. It ought to be attended to, 
t think. It has reference to a publication in the REcorD this 
morning. I do not at present see the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirt] in the House, and I will postpone 
it for amoment until he comesin. I yield now, and will call it up 
when the gentleman comes in, because it relates to a matter in 
which he is concerned. 


ISSUE OF BONDS, NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. 


Mr. CATRON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Territories 
have unanimously directed me to report back House bill No. 4052 
with a request for its present consideration. The report states 
fully the provisions of the bill and the objects of it, and I will ask 
that the report be read, and then I shall ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A nal (e no opieoving certain acts of the legislative assembly of the 
x caer of New Mexico, authorizing the issue of certain bonds of said 
erritory. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the coupon bonds and indebtedness 
of the Territory of New Mexico, amounting to $75,000, authorized by section 
7 of an act of the Thirty-first legislative assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico, entitled “An act authorizing the rebuilding of the Territorial capi- 
tol at Santa Fe, which was destroyed by fire May 12,1892,and to provide the 
nD means therefor and a board with authority to rebuild the same,” 
appror Hohesary 5b, 189, and designated as capitol rebuilding bonds of the 

rri of New Mexico; 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting to $15,000, authorized. by sec- 
tion 1 of an act of the said legislative assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico, entitled “An act to provide for the maintenance of the military in- 
sti ,N. Mex.,” approved February 13, 1895; 

the bonds and indebteduess, amountin the sum of $30,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said legislative sieomty of the Territory 
ot New Mexico, entitled “An act to provide an addition the insane asy- 
lum of New Mexico for the accommodation of all the insane persons of the 
Terri , and for other parpeses,” approved May 13, 1895; ont 

Also, ebtedness, amounting to the sum of $35,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said legislative assembly of the Territor 
of New Mexico, entitled “An act to provide for the completion of the build- 
ings for the normal schools of New Mexico at Las Vegas and Silver City, and 
How Maxie Ochege of hqricniinee ant Mesbeaks bre or Positions £9, the 

an c a ruces,” ap- 

proved February 27, 1895, and the ny -—> mays approved, aa be 
, That no n ac’ so construed as 

to make the Government of the Uni States liable or responsible for the 
ae of any of said bonds by this act approved, confirmed, and made 


The SPEAKER, Is th bjecti i i 
of the bill? ere objection to the present consideration 


XXVITI—53 


- 





Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the report be read, pending 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. CATRON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4052), approving certain acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, authorizing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory, report 
the same to the House and recommend that it pass. 

The committee find that this action is made necessary by reason of the 
provisions of a statute of the Congress of the United States, enacted in the 
year 1887, sometimes called the Harrison Act, by which the Territories were 
prohibited from creating any indebtedness in excess of 1 per esnt of the as- 
sessed taxable value of the property of the Territory. 

The assessed value of the property of the Territory of New Mexico 
amounts to about $41,000,000. 

At the time of the passage of the act of 1887 by the Congress of the United 
States, the Territory of New Mexico had already an indebtedness in excess 
of 1 per cent of the assessed value of the taxable property therein, which had 
been created principally by the erection of a Territorial capitol building and 
of a Territorial penitentiary, at an expense of something in excess of $400,000 
and by other outstanding indebtedness existingatthetime. The present Ter- 
ritorial indebtedness, exclusive of the bonds in question, is near $900,000. The 
total amount of the bonds which it is sought by this act to validate is $155,000, 
making a total indebtedness by these bonds and the previous indebtedness of 
a little more than $1,000,000, or about 2} per cent of the assessed value of the 
property in the Territory. : 

The capitol building, which had been constructed by the Territory at an 
expense exceeding $250,000, was destroyed by fire on the 12th day of May, 1882, 
a large amount of the material of which was saved and preserved, so that it 
can be made use of in the rebuilding of the capitol building. The legislative 
assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, at its last session, unanimously en- 
acted alaw providing for the issue and sale of ay nag bonds, bearing interest 
at the rate of 5 per cent, to be made redeemable in twenty years, and to be- 
come absolutely due and payable in thirty years, which bonds, it is asserted 
and believed, can be sold for a premium, and according to estimates fur- 
nished by architects will produce money enough to completely rebuild the 
capitol building. The said capitol building is now being worked upon by the 
authorities of the Territory, by aid of certain other means which have been 
furnished by the Territory and by private subscription by the citizens of 
Santa Fe, but the amount so subscribed is about exhausted, and the work 
on the said building will have to be discontinued unless the appropriation 
made by the legislature can be made available at an early day, so that much 
valuable material on hand may not go to waste and be lost. 

The legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, previous to its 
last session, had also provided for the erection of an insane asylum at Las 
Vegas, in the Territory of New Mexico, at an expense of about $50,000, which 
institution has been erected and is now being operated for the care of the 
insane in said Territory, but said building was not erected with sufficient 
capacity to care for all the insane, and in order to save great expense to the 
various counties of the Territory in taking care of the additional insane, it 
is necessary that the capacity of the said institution be enlarged, for which 

yurpose the legislative assembly at its last session, by a law approved May 

13. 1895, authorized the issue and sale of the bonds of the Territory to the 
amount of $30,000, bearing the same rate of interest and payable in the same 
time as the bonds first mentioned. 

Also a previous legislative assembly of that Territory had provided for the 
erection of a building for an agricultural college at an expense of about 
$40,000, which building has been erected, and that college is now in successful 
operation at Las Cruces, inthe Territory of New Mexico. For the employ- 
ment of teachers and instruction in that college ample means are furnished 
by the Government of the United States, but none of the moneys furnished 
by the United States can be used for the purpose of erecting buildings or 
repairing or enlarging the same. Since the erection of the building and the 
opening of the institution the attendance at the college has so increased that 
there is not sufficient room for the convenience of all the students and for 
rooms for instruction and laboratory purposes, and it has become necessary 
to make large additions to the same. 

The Territory has also established heretofore two normal schools, one at 
Silver City and the other at Las Vegas, one being in the northeastern part 
of the Territory and the other being in the southwestern part, about 300 miles 
or more apart from each other. The building for one of the schools has been 
erected and the other has been partially erected. The first was erected by a 
levy of a tax, the second, which is partly completed, as far as it has gone 
has been built in anticipation of the sale of the bonds which are authorized 
by the last legislative assembly. The attendance at the first of these institu- 
tions has become so great that it has become necessary to enlarge it. 

In order, therefore, to enlarge the said agricultural college, the first of said 
normal schools toa capacity to meet the wants of those attending, and to pay 
for the second of said normal schools, the said legislative assembly, by an act 
approved February 28, 1895, authorized the issue and sale of $35,000 of bonds 
of the Territory, bearing interest and payable on the same termsas the bonds 
first mentioned. 

The last session of said legislative assembly, also, by an act aproved Febru- 
ary 13, 1895, authorized the issue and the sale of the bondsof the Territory of 
New Mexico, bearing interest and payable the same as the other bonds be- 
fore mentioned, to provide for the maintenance of the military institute at 
Roswell, N. Mex. This institution is in full operation, is a Territorial insti- 
tution, under the control of the Territory, and is well attended by students, 
but there are not suitable or sufficient t idieee for their accommodation 
and instruction. It is provided that the proceeds of these last-mentioned 
bonds shall be used for the erection of suitable buildings and other improve- 
ments at that institution, under the direction of the board of regents. 

The indebtedness created by the various acts mentioned in the bill is en- 
tirely a debt of the Territory of New Mexico, created by the unanimous action 
of the Territorial legislature for the purpose of rebuilding the capitol build- 
ing, enlarging the asylum for the insane, and erecting and enlarging educa- 
tional institutions, all of which it is believed will be for the benefit of the 
Territery. Should the capitol building be erected as contemplated it will be 
a saving of about $3,000 to the United States, which will otherwise have to be 
appropriated to provide assembly rooms and committee rooms for the next 
legislative assembly. If this appropriation can be made available at once the 
building will be completed before the meeting of the next legislative assem- 
bly and much valuable material which would otherwise go to waste would be 
saved. The bill in question contains a proviso that the United States shall 
not be liable or responsible for the payment of the bonds by this act validated 
or conformed. 

The committee, believing that the bill is a meritorious one and that the 
moneys appropriated will expended for the benefit of the people of the 
Territory, recommend the enactment of the same into a law. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third ; and 
being engrossed, it was oer read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. COOPER Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LIFEBOAT EQUIPMENT OF OCEAN STEAMERS. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the unanimous 
action of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to 
—— the resolution which I send to the desk, and to request its 

option. 

e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it has been repeatedly charged by the Detic Bening News and 


other leading papers that ocean steamers are from American 
ports with lifeboat equipment utterly inadequate to accommodate the crew 


ng passengers in case of accident; and : 
reas it journals that lifeboats are fre- 


is further in these same 
ntly without the detac’ hooks of the disengaging apparatus required 
to inform 


law: Now, therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Seemaney & the Treasury be directed 
the House of Representatives whe the present provisions for the safety 
of the public in ocean travel are adequate; and if so whether such provisions 
are strictly carried out. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged motion. The joint reso- 
lution is reported from the committee. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 
ae Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the pream- 

e read. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the preamble, without 
objection. 

e preamble was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [I have no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the preamble will also be 

to. 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF RECORD FOR MEMBERS AND SENATORS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution i 10 additional copies of the RECoRD 
for Members and was read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether this res- 
olution is intended to cover one of the faults of the printing act 
or not, but I think it had better be referred to the Committee on 


? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will ask that the resolution be referred to 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lhope the committee will give it net con- 
sideration, as it is of interest to every member of the House. 

CORRECTION OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report back the bill (H. R. 578) 
for the relief of Frances R, Jack, Ehzabeth I. Jack, and Matilda 
W. Jack, and recommend that it be referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 
Tie SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

DOCUMENTS IN CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the to withhold that 


matter for a moment, for a matter i 

Mr. , the matter I think is a matter, inasmuch 
as it relates to the conduct of the of the House and pub- 
lication of the daily Recorp. I find in the Recorp this morning 


that on yesterday, when the President’s message was laid before 
the House by the Chair, a message which relates to the speeches 
of Mr. Bayard, that the Chair, as was right and proper, referred 


the message and ordered it to be with the accompanying 
documents. Of samen tie tuselcd teabieneaptiadine taaite 


of eight or ten lines, printed in the Recorp, but 
twenty-three columns of closely ted matter. 
course, should be printed; but it was followed 
columns of closely printed matter, which 
suppose are, the anes 

ments I find the speeches of the American minister at the Bri 
court. The effect of it is to put in the Recorp these speeches of 
Mr. Bayard, give them the circulation which the rene 
- a — to is that matter to gy gg a mtg 

y see fit todo so. This is a palpable violation, Mr. , 

the rules of printing in the Recorp, I simply call 


it, because itis a perversion of the columns of the REcorRD and this 
twenty-three columns of matter should not have been published. 

Ihave no motion to make. Of course, there would be just as 
much og eg in printing in the Recorp the documents accom- 
panying the President’s annual message, suchas the reports of 

of Departments, etc. I ask that this matter be printed as 4 
document, as ordered on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this was put in 
the Recorp by mistake of the printer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know how the mistake arose. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, the criticism of the gentleman is 
entirely just. The matter ought not to have been printed as 4 
part of the Recorp. It should have been printed as a document. 
And the Chair will direct that it be kept out of the permanent 
RECORD. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I trust that that order will not be 
made. The expense has already been incurred. These speeches 
have been made the subject of much criticism here and elsewher:: 
and inasmuch asthe expense of printing has already been incurre |. 
I hope that they will not be expunged from the permanent Recor». 
I think they should go along with the criticisms as a matter of 
justice. 

The SPEAKER. Ithadno business tobe printed in the Recorp. 
The REcorRD is rather voluminous in a natural way. 

Mr. McRAE. Perhaps it ought not to have been printed in tho 
daily Recorp, but it has been printed, so that we shall save no‘ 


ing now by striking it out. 
SPRAKER. But by leaving it in the RecorD you establish 


a precedent which may be troublesome in the future according «1s 
you like the matter printed or do not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McRAE. I trust that the Speaker will not make the order 
to remus this from the permanent ReEcorD, inasmuch as it has 
al By _—" in the daily Recorp. 

The . Unlessthe House otherwise orders, the Speaker 
will have to make the REcokD conform to the rules of the House. 

Lone pe ee rs move that this matter be 
permi go in permanent REcorpD. 

A MemBer. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I understand that the Chair does not en- 
tertain my motion that this matter be allowed to stand in the per- 
manent RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how he can entertain 
the gentleman’s motion when the regular order is called for. The 
rules of the House can not be suspended except by unanimous con- 
sent. The Chair would be quite willing to have the gentleman's 
motion put to the House if it could be done under the rules. 

Mr. McRAE. The suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
= RICHARDSON] was entertained by the Chair far enough to 

slare that. he would make an order to have this matter stricken 
from the REcoRD unless the House orders otherwise, but now, 
when_I make that motion, the regular order is called for and no 
opportunity given for the House to pass upon the question, and 
Chair is left to do as it chooses about the matter. I think this 


ust. 
“Tithe SPEAKER. The Chair is only following the rules of the 
House unless he is mistaken, and if the gentleman thinks he is, 
the Chair will listen to argument on that point. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, is a motion in order 
to allow this matter to remain in the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think such a motion can 
be at this time entertained under the rules of the House. It 
— be done by unanimous consent. 

r. TURNER of Georgia. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


mous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNEr) 
the documents printed in the Recorp 
of this morning in connection with the President’s message laid be- 
fore the House yesterday be continued in the permanent REcorD. 


Mr. PERKINS. I very much dislike to object, Mr. Speaker, 
but I think it would be unfortunate to set this precedent, and 
therefore I think we had better follow the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


POST-OFFICE,SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, submitted the following report, and asked for its imme 
diate consideration: 


JANUARY 11, 1806. 


is requested to inform the 
the pproved March 3, 159, 
San Francisco, Cal., for the use and accom- 
post-office, and the reason for delay in the 

of said building.” 
The Committee on and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Loup calling upon the Secretary of the 
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rmation in regard to the 3s made in the erection of 
Treasury for nes Sen Francisco, Cal., aa pine the reasons for delay in 
said buildin, leave to report the same back with the 


be 
the competi ron | that the said  schation be adopted. 


The report was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union—— 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Illinois 
completes his motion would like to inquire of the Chair what has 
become of the unfinished business, the report from the Committee 
on Rules. That has never been disposed of. : 

The SPEAKER. It has not been disposed of. The Chair un- 
derstands that it will be brought up as soon as the pending 
appropriation bill is out of the way. 

r. CRISP. But I understand there are some of those amend- 
ments that have not yet been acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments have been acted upon.  _ 

Mr. CRISP. But not as a whole. I propose to offer a substi- 
tute for the whole of them whenever we get to the point where 
that can be done. ‘ E : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not aware of the intention of 
the gentleman from Georgia. 5 

Mr. CRISP. But it certainly is not proper, pending a report 
from the Committee on Rules, when part only of the report has 
been adopted, to go on acting as if the whole of it had been adopted. 
It does not follow, from any action yet taken, that the whole of 
the report may not be voted down. ; 

The SP . The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from 
Georgia will examine the Recorp he will see that the amendments 
which were offered were offered to each article separately; that 
the proceeding was not a revision of the whole system of rules. 
The Chair was not aware that the gentleman proposed to offer a 

bstitute. ‘ 

a CRISP. It was understood that each rule was amendable, 
and we have acted on that idea. 

The SPEAKER. We have acted on every part of the report 
except one section. 

Mr. CRISP. But the report has not been disposed of as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that each provision 
acted upon has been disposed of. 

Mr. CRISP. Idonotsounderstandit. Pending thecompletion 
of the matter, the report of the committee is undoubtedly unfin- 
ished business, and how we can go on and enforce some part of 
that report before the whole of it has been disposed of by the 
House I do not understand. This report is like a bill pending for 
amendment. Amendment after amendment may be adopted, but 
until the whole matter is disposed of there is no vital force in any 
of them. 

Mr. DALZELL. My understanding is that all the propositions 
respecting the rules have been disposed of with the exception of 


one, 
Mr. CRISP. That is to say, we have arrived at the point where 
all the matters proposed have been passed over except one; but 


we are ee of the matter as a whole. 

Mr. D. . Each rule was disposed of by itself as it was 
laid before the House. Amendments were invited. Wherever 
amendments were eee Sitar disposed of; where there 
was no 8 i any amendment the rule stands just as it 
was in the Fifty-first Congress. I repeat that,as I understand, 
the whole matter has been disposed of with the exception of one 
proposed amendment. With respect to that amendment as it 
came from the committee a number of suggestions were made on 
this side cf the House and on the other, so that the Committee on 
Rules, or a ity of that committee, thought it desirable that 
we should consider that proposed amendment with the 
view to adopting perhaps some of the suggestions made in the 
House. It is the purpose of the Committee on Rules, as I under- 
stand, to have an early meeting, and after di ing of that 
amendment in the committee to make further report to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. My only desire in the matter is that there may 
be an opportunity to a substitute for the whole report when 
we get to that point in the consideration of the matter where i 
may be done, t with this report pending in its present posi- 


. tion we do not know when it may be called up. The committee 


_ call it up at any moment. A demand for the regular order, 
as | understand, would bring it up, unless some gentleman hav- 
ing an appropriation bill in charge should claim precedence for 
such a measure, which I admit would, under the rules, have pri- 
ority over the unfinished business. Subject to that qualification, 
a mere demand for the regular order would bring up this report 
po Now, this matter ought to be disposed of in some 


Ne. DALZELL. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that 
the House is not suffering at all by reason of the delay. If it is 
proper that he should have an opportunity to make a motion or 





to offer a substitute, that opportunity will be afforded him when 
the amendment is suggested by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CRISP. If I should happen to be here, or if I should hap- 
pen to be informed when the matter would be called up, I prob- 
ably would have that right. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I think I can say to the gentleman that 
nothing will be done, or attempted to be done, on this matter in 
his absence. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I now renew my motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Payne in the chair) and proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply ur- 


| gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CANNON. I[ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers] 
whether he desires any general debate on this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I take it that no general debate is desired on 
this side of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask that general debate may be closed 
in ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to reserve me two minutes 
of that time 

Mr. CANNON. Very good; I will give the gentleman five. 

Mr. SAYERS. I may not want any time at all. 

There being no objection, the motion to limit general debate to 
ten minutes was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hersurn having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Puatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 4241) for improving 
Aransas Pass. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of a 
skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury 
Department in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and 
other drawings for the public building at Chicago, IIL; 

A bill (S. 790) to aid the public-land States to support schools 
of mines; 

A bill (S. 879) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to grant to the 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory”; 

A bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New 
Orleans; and 

A bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 
pending therein on appeal and writ of error from the United 
States court in the Indian Territory. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
4241) for improving Aransas Pass; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. “ 


— committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 
chair. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this urgent deficiency bill rec- 
ommends an Sgt mea in the aggregate of $4,415,922.61. The 
largest item of deficiency is that for United States courts, aggre- 
gating $3,242,582.19. It is proper I should state that for some 
years the practice has obtained of making short appropriations 
for the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman might say that such has been the 
practice for eight or ten years past. 

Mr: CANNON. That explains a part of this deficiency in the 
appropriations for United States courts; the growth of business 
in those courts explains the rest. 

It is proper Ishould state also that the appropriations contained 
in this bill exhaust upon the subjects to which they relate the 
appropriations for the remainder of this fiscal year. This depar- 
ture from the custom heretofore with reference to urgent deficiency 
bills has been made for the reason that the committee intends to 
present only this one urgent deficiency bill for the consideration 
of the House; the other deficiency items will take their places in 
the general deficiency bill, which is ordinarily passed near the close 
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of the session or the close of the fiscal year. I desire, Mr. Chair- 
man, to call the attention of the committee for a few moments to 
the report accompanying the bill. Iwill read fromthe report, and 
ho will have the attention not only of the Committee of the 
Whole, but especially of the Committee on the Judiciary, whose 
honorable chairman I see now before me. 

The committee desire to call attention to the very large sum, $3,242,582.19 
appropriated in the bill for expenses of United States courts, $3,006,000 of 
which sum is on account of the current fiscal year. They append herewith a 
statement showing the regular soprpntescas and the deltoncies made for 
the expenses of United States courts for the fiscal years 1885 to 1896, inclusive. 

This exhibit shows, for the period named, a growth in the expenses of this 
branch of the —— service of more than 100 per cent. The expenses for 
fees of United States commissioners have grown from $127,150 for the fiscal 
year 1889 to $340,000 for the current year; and the fees of witnesses have in- 
creased from $900,000 in 1889 to $1,500,000 for the current year. 

Mr. HENDERSON. During what time were these expenditures 
incurred? 

Mr. CANNON. From 1889, in these two items, to the present 
time; and from 1885 to the present time, covering all of the items. 

The report goes on: 

That these expenditures are abnormal, and that some reform in the law 
should be instituted, the committee are well satisfied; but under the rules of 
the House they have no power in the premises other than to recommend the 
appropriations which are necessary to meet the demands of this branch of 
the public service as they arise under existing law, and to express the earnest 
hope and recommendation that the proper committee or committees of the 
House will take up the matter without delay during this session, with a 
view to the enactment of proper legislation. 

A word more and I will yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Texas. This matter of the increase of the expenses of the Federal 
courts has been going on all of these years, as shown by the report, 
and attention to it has been called various members on the 
floor from time to time. Some of the increase arises from tie 
natural increase in population; the increase in the number of 
courts and the increase of business being legitimate increases. 
Much of it, in my judgment and in the judgment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, from what examination it has been able 
to give to the matter, comes from the fee system. 

ow, just what the remedy is Ido not know. I suspect it lies 
along the line of placing the United States district attorneys upon 
a fixed salary—possibly other officials as well. It may be the mar- 
shals ought to be salaried officers, and the United States commis- 
sioners, also; but when the maximum of a salary of a United 
States attorney is $6,000, as a general rule they are apt to agonize 
until that maximum is reached, and I have thought sometimes, 
from information I have received, that the fee system in this re- 
ven occasionally causes practical oppression in office against the 
citizen. 

That is all I can say about it. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SETTLE. Has the B aatogr mae any information that will 
enable him to state to the House in what districts these abnormal 
increases of expenditures, of which he speaks, have occurred? Is 
that information contained in the report of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say, in response to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, thatif I recollect aright the gentleman from Iowa 
s Lacry] introduced aresolution recently in the House asking 

or that information under the Department of Justice, and I am 
informed that the work there approaches completion, and that 
the House will soon have the response to it—the complete informa- 
tion covered by the resolution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I will state that I called at the Attorney-General’s Office on yes- 
terday, and examined the preliminary draft of the reports of the 
House. It is almost completed, and they thought it would be 
ready probably to-morrow or the next day for transmission. I 
think it will give a full answer to the inquiry propounded by my 
friend from North Carolina. 
one CANNON. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from 

‘exas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say in reference 
to the pending bill that it meets my hearty concurrence. I do not 
believe that there is an item in the bill that will not commend 
itself, after ample discussion, to the members of the committee. 

There is only one thing that I wish to say in addition to the ex- 
planation given by the gentleman from Illinois in reference to 
the deficiencies for the one of Justice. As stated by him, 
it has been the practice of the Committee on Appropriations for 
very many years—and that practice has been ore by the 
House—of appropriating only for a portion of the 1 year, sa 
about one-half, and that accounts for the large deficiency whic 
appears on the bill for the Department of Justice. This practice 
has obtained for eight or ten years, and no matter which party 
may have been in power in the House it has never varied from 
that practice. 

Now, it would not be just to hold the Attorney-General or the 
Department of Justice responsible for any excess of expenditures 
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made either by the courts themselves or by the commissioners 

under the appropriations made by Congress. The Department of 

Justice has practically no control over such an expenditure; and so, 

where expenses are allowed = the judge presiding, they are con- 

sidered as absolutely approved, and nothing remains for the Do- 

peeeres of Justice and the proper Auditor of the Treasury to do 
ut to allow and pay them. 

I agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] that 
there is necessity for a reform in the matter of expenditures for 
commissioners, and also for United States marshals and their de))- 
uties. Whether or not the salary system will result in this reform 
it is impossible to say; but I wish to state that unless something }o 
done you will certainly see these expenditures enormously in- 
creasing year by year, it makes no difference what Administration 
may have control of the Government. They will increase from 
year to year, until they become so large as to awaken the attention 
of the people and such an earnest demand for reform is made that 
Congress will respond to it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. There is no way, is there, of estimating 
anywhere near what the expense will be during the coming year? 

Mr.SAYERS. There is none. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have just got to cover it by a defi- 
ciency appropriation? 

Mr. 8 ERS. Yes. To illustrate: At the last session of the 
last Congress, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and as a member of the subcommittee on deficiencies, I can state 
that it was our intention to gather up every possible deficiency 
for prior years, and we went as far back as the years 1888 and 
1889. We © es amen for every deficiency that was estimated 
for by the Department of Justice. We went so far that after the 
bill had passed the House a representative of the Department went 
to the Senate and stated that our bill in this respect was $80,000 too 
much, and it was accordingly cut down. But you will find in 
this bill deficiencies amounting to several hundred thousand dol- 
lars for the period for which we were endeavoring to appropriate, 
although we thought we had appropriated a sufficient amount 
under the estimates of the Department of Justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have general 
debate extended ten minutes, so that I may yield a little time to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTHWAY] and such time as he 
ag ee to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks unanimous consent that the time for general debate be ex- 
tended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am very glad that the Committee on 
Appropriations have brought up this question. We have had it 
up often before. It is a troublesome one. The growth of the ex- 
penses of the Federal courts we are all familiar with, and as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has stated, much of it can 
be legitimately accounted for. The growth of the country, the 
admission of new States, the creation of new courts, and the large 
growth of corporations, which in most cases have the power of 
transferring litigation affecting them to the Federal courts, have 
all tended to swell the business of those courts. In the last Con- 

ess the Judiciary Committee took hold of this question, and they 

d under consideration what was known as the Stone bill, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], who is 
now amember of the Committee on Appropriations, having charge 
of it; but I am informed by those who were familiar with the pro- 
visions of that bill that it fell of its own weight; that while it 
sought to put officials upon salaries instead of upon fees, when the 
committee came to figure upon the results of the bill it was 
found that the expense would be greater than it is under the fee 
system, and the bill died in the committee. 

There are a number of bills now before the Committee on the 
Judiciary bearing upon this question, and the matter is being 
looked after and studied with the view to see if some remedy can 
be found. I know of no suggestion of any bill or legislation in 
detail coming from the Department of Justice. We have had able 
Attorneys-General who have admitted the difficulties, but still we 
are without the suggestion from them of a remedy. It will be 
impossible to run the Federal courts without heavy expenditures, 
because we have a big and growing country; but I believe that 
there are serious difficulties in connection with the administration 
of the offices of United States commissioners, and possibly of dep- 
uty marshals and assistant district attorneys, whose interests lie in 
the filing of informations before the committing magistrates, and 
continuing from day to day, after sessions of an hour or two, in 
order that they may get the per diem allowed by law, and it may 
be that we s be able to find some remedy for these difficulties. 

I yield for a question to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HAINeER}. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. I simply desire to correct an error 
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ich the gentleman from Iowa has evidently fallen. The 

sebag to an he refers, did not fall of its own weight; 

neither has it fallen at all. Asa matter of fact it makes a very 

considerable reduction in expenditures. The experts of the De- 

tment of Justice all substantially agree uponit. The facts are 

very fully set forth in the report which accompanied that bill, 

and, as I understand it, the bi has been reintroduced, and will be 

urged before the committee of which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON is chairman. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am very glad to have the gentleman 
make his statement. My statement is based upon information 
received from a member of the committee in the last Congress 
who is familiar with the details of the bill, and who told me what 
I have stated. I do not — from my own information, as I did 
not have occasion to study the provisions of the bill in the last 
session. I intend to do so now. The gentleman from whom I 
derived my information was then and is now a member of the com- 
mittee, and he worked hard upon the bill. That is all I desire to 
say, and if I have any time remaining I will yield it back to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. . Chairman, of course it will do no good, 
and I have not time to-day, to discuss the imperfections of the fee 
system in the United States courts. I do not propose to enter 
upon any such discussion, but to respond to one idea that may 
suggest itself. The large deficiency carried in this bill will sur- 
prise members, as it surprised the members of the committee when 
we had it under consideration; and the question may arise in your 
mindsin this way: Can not we cut down these enormous fees and do 
something to reform them by declining to make this deficiency ap- 
propriation? Let me say that that was one matter under serious 
consideration. There are upon this committee two or three gentle- 
men who have served for years, the gentleman from Illinois i. 
Cannon], and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], to whom 
the younger members of the committee deferred. The investiga- 
tion showed that the Department of Justice is not responsible for 
this at all, and ought not to be held responsible. The fees are all 
created in the United States courts throughout the various States, 
and whether we appropriate for them or not will make but little 
difference. The ceaanele or commissioners, whoever they may 
be, can go into the court, the court will certify their fees, and they 
will obtain judgments, and thus we would have judgments com- 
ing up to us for payment. We can not, therefore, do anything 


but make the eee. After a most thorough investigation 


we were entirely satisfied that the Committee on Appropriations 
must make this appropriation and that the House ought to pass 
it, as there is no help for it. The remedy is in another direction, 
not here. We can not help anything either by cutting down the 
appropriation or declining to make it here; and there is no way in 
which to reform this abuse as to marshals’ fees except by passing 
a general law. 
r. SWANSON. I would like to have about five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. CANNON. If [have any time, I will; and if not, I will ask 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has three min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York wants some 
time also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia for three minutes. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iwanteight minutes. I will take three min- 
utes, and five minutes under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON. I[ask that the time for general debate may be 
extended fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Now yield eight minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SWANSON. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would 
give me two minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON, I eet to yield my remaining time, 
seven minutes, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELs], 
but we shall reach this question again when we are considering 
the bill under the five-minute rule, when the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will have an rtunity to further discuss it. 

Mr. DANIELS. . Chairman, while I agree very fully with the 
gentleman who has last addressed the committee [Mr. SWANSON] as 
to the necessity of Peet present system and providing for 
the remuneration of these United States court officers by salaries, 

at the same time this bill, in my judgment, is a — in the right 
tion. It des in a measure for ou the United States 
courts upon a ne: by furnishing them with the 
means ‘ly ex g their jurisdiction, means which they 
have not possessed. The district in which I reside ex- 
tends from the Hudson River to the western bounds of the State 


of New York. Itis probably one of the largest and most popu- 
lous districts in the United States, but under the parsimonious 
appropriations that have been made heretofore for Scrasine the 
expenses the means at the disposal of the United States court in 
that district have been so meager that the court has been obliged 
to adjourn on some occasions without doing any business what- 
ever for want of money to defray its legitimate expenses. 

During the last year two courts were convened in the district, 
one in the city of Buffalo, having a large number of criminal 
cases before it, indictments already preferred; but it was without 
means of defraying the expense of bringing witnesses to testify 
in those cases so as to try the indictments. The consequence was 
that the court was compelled to adjourn without doing any busi- 
ness, and the persons who were indicted—some of them, it is true, 
for insignificant offenses, but others for high crimes, the court 
being without the power to retain them longer in custody—were 
discharged without any trial. Another court was convened in 
another part of the district during the same year and was sub- 
jected to the same disability, so that persons indicted, as well as 
those who had cases to be tried before the court, were dismissed 
for want of means of paying the ordinary expenses, 

Mr. SAYERS. What year was that? 

Mr. DANIELS. Last year. 

Mr. SAYERS. At what time? 

Mr. DANIELS. One case was in the latter part of the spring 
and the other in the summer season. I have before me here the 
charge of Judge Coxe, showing how that court felt the necessity 
for increased appropriations. . 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, when 
the deficiency bill which went into effect on March 4 last was 
being prepared by the Committee on Appropriations, the Depart- 
ment of Justice was asked to estimate for the amount which would 
be necessary to pay every deficiency during the fiscal year 1895. 
The estimated deficiencies, as well as those which had actually ac- 
crued, were provided for by the committee, and I say to the gentle- 
man now, as I have said before, that the committee allowed every 
estimate. When the bill went to the Senate a representative of 
the Department of Justice went before the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations and stated that we had appropriated $80,000 too 
much, and so the amount was cut down in the Senate to that ex- 
tent. The gentleman will see, therefore, that it was not the fault 
either of the Committee on Appropriations of the last House, or 
of the House itself, if there was any failure to appropriate a suffi- 
cient amount of money to pay every legitimate expense of the 
courts up to the Ist of July, 1895. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I think the statement of the 
gentleman corroborates and sustains the position I have been en- 
deavoring to maintain here—that the appropriation was grossly 
insufficient, and that on that account these failures on the part of 
the courts to exercise their jurisdiction took place. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it was not because of any fault on the part 
of either the Committee on Appropriations or the last House. 

Mr. DANIELS. Iam not attributing fault in any particular 
quarter, Mr. Chairman, but simply stating the fact that this defi- 
ciency has existed, and that because of it the court failed to exer- 
cise the jurisdiction which it was called upon to exercise under 
the laws of the land. 

Mr. SAYERS. Further, Mr. Chairman, I will say that it is 
almost impossible for the Department of Justice to anticipate, 
with any cearee of accuracy, the amount which will be required 
by the courts throughout the country, and I think, therefore, that 
a reform in this matter becomes necessary. If we were paying 
salaries we should then know the amount due each officer, and 
couldappropriate accordingly. But inasmuch as they do not re- 
ceive salaries, I repeat it is impossible for either the Department 
of Justice or Congress to anticipate what will be the expenditures 
of the courts and of their commissioners, marshals, deputy mar- 
shals, clerks, juries, and witnesses during any fiscal year. 

Mr. DANIELS. Congress nevertheless must take the responsi- 
bility of making adequate appropriations for meeting these ex- 
penses and providing the officers that are necessary for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the business of the courts. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will allow me to ask him this 
question: How can Congress make its appropriations except upon 
estimates from the Department of Justice; and how can the De- 
partment of Justicemake even approximately accurately estimates 
when it is impossible to tell how much these courts are going to 
expend? There is no way of even approximating the amount. 

tr. DANIELS. The court of which I am now speaking has 
made no extraordinary expenditures in any direction; it has kept 
its expenses within the closest possible limits. It has not, how- 
ever, had the means of employing a sufficient number of officers 
to take care of two juries when they have been out considering 
their verdicts upon two different cases. This court has not been 
furnished even with the means of paying for the meals which should 
be furnished jurors when they are kept out a number of hours de- 
liberating upon their verdicts. 
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In reference to this deficiency of funds Judge Coxe, the United 
States judge of that district, says: 

Several prisoners have escaped for lack of sufficient officers to guard them. 
Ata recent term of the court one of the prisoners left the prisoners’ dock, 
came upon the platform behind the bench, and commenced conversation 
with the jud uring the trial of a case. There was no officer in the court 
weoen 00 see the impropriety, not to sdy indecency, of such conduct and pre- 
vent it. 


More than that, these courts have not been supplied even with 
the means of employing stenographers, so that the course of busi- 
ness in the trial of cases has been greatly retarded and these 
courts have not been able to proceed with the expedition which 
characterizes business in the State courts. A State court is sup- 
plied with all these facilities. It can employ a stenographer; it 
can facilitate the taking of testimony; it can dispose of its busi- 
ness certainly one-third more rapidly than the United States 
courts have been able to do. 

All these circumstances tend to indicate the necessity of in- 
creased appropriations for these courts. I am not advocating ex- 
travagant appropriations, but such as will be liberal enough to 
meet the actual necessities, such Pee eee as have not been 
made heretofore and the want of which has interfered materially 
with the administration of justice. It is certainly a reproach to 
the public authorities, to Congress, and to the eenple of the 
United States that men are indicted for crimes for which they 
would probably upon trial be convicted, and yet the courts are 
without funds to institute trials on the indictments and to deter- 
mine whether the accused are guilty or innocent. 

I consider, therefore, that this bill is a step in the right direc- 
tion. It does not goso far as the circumstances would justify; 
but certainly it opens an avenue by which the obstructions here- 
tofore existing in the discharge of the business of these courts 
may be removed and the courts be thus relieved from the reproach 
of being unable to execute the laws of the United States for want 
of proper appropriations to meet their necessities. 

he Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 
That the following sums be, and the same are never. appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise oppropris , to supply deficiencies 


in the appropriations for the fiscal year and for other objects herein- 
after stated, namely. 


Mr. SETTLE. I move proforma to amend by striking out the 
last word. It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to oppose any of 
the appropriations carried by this bill, but I rise for the purpose 
of submitting a few remarks in the )ime of those submitted by the 

ntleman from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON], with reference to the 
increase of businessin the Federal courtsin the Stateof North Car- 
olina. On some other occasion, I hope to submit to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary and to this House certain facts connected 
with the administration of the laws in the Federal courts in that 
State, with the view of securing some legislation for the removal of 
the evils which now exist. Onthis occasion I desiremerely to have 

rinted as part of my remarks a letter which I have received from 

he United States district judge of the western district of North 
Carolina, suggesting certain amendments of the existing law. To 
these suggestions I wish to invite the attention of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. If I can have permission to have this letter in- 
corporated in my remarks without being read, I desire to say 
nothing further at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to peeing the letter in 
connection with the gentleman’s remarks? e Chair hears none. 


The letter is as follows: 
GreensBoro, N. C., January 1, 1896. 


My Dear Srp: My brief conversation with you a few daysago induced me 
to hope that there was a possibility of having some judicious and needful 
amendments made to the internal-revenue laws in regard to the prosecution 
and punishment of retail dealers of liquors. Under the present law any per- 
son who sells or offers for sale spirituous liquors in less quantities than 5 gal- 
lons at the same time is re; ed as a retail dealer in liquor. 

Under a strict construction of this law, I am satisfied that there are more 
than ten thousand violations each year in this district. 

By theactivity and vigilance of officers the prosecutions became so numer- 
ous, were so expensive, and caused such delay in the courts in disposing of 
more important business, that the circuit and district ju after careful 
consideration, adopted a rule of court that commissioners of the circuit court 
should not issue warrants unless the informing affidavits showed that the 
persons accused “carried on the business of retailing by frequent sales.” 

In my charge to grand juries I instruct them not to return a bill as true 
unless the evidence before them brings the case clearly within the rule of 
court. Iam very anxious to reduce the enormous expenses of the courts in- 
“YES Mcheciaals genres a i t and have large fami 

e defendants generally are very poor an orant an ve ‘ami- 
lies dependent upon them for the necessaries of life. 

If judgment is prayed, Iam now compelled by law to imprison them at least 
thirty days and impose a fine of $100, and they have to remain in prison an- 
other thirty days before they can take the oath of insolvency and be dis- 


charged. 

The strict and d enforcement of this law does not and never will s 
the petty neighborhood retailing of whisky, and I can see no public good tha’ 
can result from the prosecution of every person who sells or offers for sale 
without payment of the special tax. 

The law certainly does not advance the “cause of ” but rather 
increases insobriety. It operates somewhat as a mon 
keepers in towns and cities, who realize ts 


———. Men whe. =e in Seueate and . 
country want whisky. ey can not convenien from regular sa- 
loons, they have not capital to “carry on the “and this want and 


inconvenience give rise to illicit neighborhood traffic, where profits and busi- 
ness are not sufficient to sustain a regular grogshop. The prosecution of 
these petty country neighborhood transactions causes enormous expense, they 
in no way tend to increase the revenue of the Government, they produce 
much suffering in the families of offenders, and result in numerous neigh bor- 
hood strifes and almost countless perjuries. 

A remedy for these evils can not be effected by a law empowering com- 
missioners to hear and dispose of these little cases. It would open the door 
to much oppression, wrong, and general disturbance in communities, and not 
reduce the expenses of enforcing the law. 

The best remedy which I can suggest is to soamend the law so as to clearly 
provide that for the purpose of assessment for taxation ever rson who 
sells or offers for sale spirituous liquors less than 5 gallons shall be regarded 
as a retail dealer, and be liable for special tax and penalty to be collected by 
distraint; and that prosecutions by indictment s only be instituted against 
offenders who carry on the business of retailing spirituous liquors by fre 
quent sales, or who make such preparation for sale as indicates a purpose to 
cae 2 the traffic as a business, and that such offenders upon conviction 
shall be imprisoned not more than one year, or fined not more than $1,000, or 
both, at the discretion of the court. inimum punishments should be in- 
trusted to the discretion of the court familiar with the facts and circum- 
stances of each case. 

The object of restricting the maximum punishment to one year is to take 
such cases out of the class of infamous crimes as defined by the Supreme 
Court in Mackins’s Case, 117 United States, 348. 

In all cases where the punishment may exceed one year the prosecution 
must be by indictment. If retail cases could be ) reese by “informa- 
tion,” a la amount of expenses would be avoided and offenders would }) 
more cortennly convicted and punished. Many professional witnesses, for 
the purpose of obtaining fees, swear encugh to have a defendant bound over 
to court, and then so shape their evidence before a grand jury as to defeat a 
bill. This could not be done in a trial in open court on information before 
the judge and upon the skillful examination of the district attorney. 

The object of “ fine or ae is to enable the court to make judi 
cious discrimination in punishment according to the facts and circumstances 
of each case. A fine could often be secured from an insolvent defendant or 
his friends to prevent imprisonment, and it would be as effectual preventive 
punishment as imprisonment. When defendants are both fined and impri 
oned they will pay costs and fine by taking oath of insolvency, and the cost of 
imprisonment will be considerable. 

rom long experience I find thatcriminaland penal laws are difficult in en- 
forcement unless the pony of such laws is approved and sustained by the 
public sentiment of the good citizens of the country. I think this public 
sentimentis now very decidedly againstillicit distilling and the illicit trattic 
in whisky as a regular business; but a very large number of citizens do 
not approve of the rigid prosecution of petty transactions of sale in remote 
coun =f aa me in small neighborhood dealings where whisky can aot be con- 
veniently obtained from regular saloons and grogshops. © revenue offi 
cers are very active and vigilant in hunting up such cases. The evidences 
generally ain outa clear case of violation of law, and honest juries convict, 
while they do not approve of such prosecutions and regard the law as too 
stringent and “iron clad.” 

If the iaw can be amended as I suggest, I feel confident that such amen 
ments would be approved and pte by the best public sentiment, and 
the internal-revenue laws would cease to be sucha prominent and disturbing 
factor in politics in this State. 

My dear Serr.®, don't ask too much by way of amendment, asI fear you 
would fail if you ask too great a change. 

Congress may well limit maximum punishment to guard the constitutional 
provision against “excessive fines and cruel and unusual punishment’; but 
surely United States judges can be safely intrusted with the discretion of 
minimum punishment in retail cases, and to fine or imprison. Such judges 
are independent and uninfluenced by a considerations, They have 
much experience in the enforcement of law, and they know the peculiar facts 
and circumstances in each case, and should be allowed to act wisely, expe- 
Gently. and mercifully in the administration of justice. 

qurs, sincerely, ROBT. P. DICK. 


Hon. THOMAS SETTLE. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the pro forma 
amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, subject toa ground rent of not exceeding $200 per annum, 
from the Lenertel Japanese Government of the present building and site oc- 
cupied by the United States legation at Tokyo, $16,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bi!l [Mr. CANNON] whether he is informed as to 
the price which will ene asked for the building and site 
at Tokyo, the purchase of which is contemplated by this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. The item speaks for itself: 


For the purchase, subject toa ground rent of not exceed: 
from the e 1J 
occupied by the Uni 
as may be necessary. 

Mr. MERCER. I understand that the Government is now pay- 
ing $4,000 a ee rent. 

r. CANNON. So we are informed by the Secretary of State. 
Mr. MERCER. The building is a two-story frame building, 
rather old and not in the best condition. At the present rate of 
exchange an American dollar is worth in Japan about two Japan- 
ese dollars or Japanese yen, so that $16,000 American money, and 
I am glad to add that our money is alwaysas good as gold, would 
be equal in Japan to about $32,000. I do not think the house and 
site are worth to exceed the sum of $12,000 in gold, and I would 
suggest to the tleman from Illinois that that paragraph be 
amended to read $12,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
Mr. ca Has the gentleman seen this building and 
groun 5 
Mr. MERCER. Yes; I have seen them. E 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will state that this item is 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations under the esti- 
mate set forth in the Book of Estimates and for the reason con- 


$200 per annum, 
apanese Government, of the present building and site 
States legation at Tokyo, $16,000, or so much thereof 
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: j tive Document No. 124, which I hold in my hand. 
et ae State gives the reasons, but I will save the time 
of reading the document, unless the gentleman desires it, by stating 
briefly that this purchase is based on the recommendation of our 

resentative at Tokyo, from which it appears that the committee 
found in substance as follows: These premises have been occupied 
for this purpose, if I recollect aright, for about six years; that 
they belong to the Japanese Government; that the annual rental 
we pay there is $4,000; that we have an option to ~ | - to, if I 
recollect aright—the document states it—the ist of May next, 
or possibly some time in April, but at all events during the com- 
ing spring, when the lease and option will expire. Now, our rep- 
resentative there states that this is an exceedingly low price for 
Oe SERCER. Does the option fix the price? : 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; it fixes it at 30,000 yen, the equivalent of 
the amount recommended here, $16,000 in our currency. ; 

It has been urged strongly by our representative there and in- 
dorsed by the Secretary of State. Speaking of the great difficulty 
that our representative labors under in getting proper accommo- 
dations there, we are informed that the Japanese Government 
itself is crowded out into leased buildings, not so well located as 
this one; and there is no prospect of renewing the lease or option 
unless we avail ourselves of it now. This appropriation, it seemed 
to the committee, on all grounds was the best thing to be done, in 
view of the statements made, provided, of course, that our repre- 
sentative there tells the truth, and I suppose he does; at least, he 
is indorsed by the present Secretary of State. 

Mr. MERCER. I understand the Japanese Government is de- 
sirous that the United States Government should own a legation— 
house and site—in Tokyo, and have expressed to the American min- 
ister a desire that such a purchase be made by our Government. 
If the purchase of this property is a necessity, then I think we 
should make the best bargain possible. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me just there? If we 
buy this property for $16,000, we will own it, whereas the rent for 
four years would equal that amount. J 

Mr. MERCER. ut is true enough; but I think we are paying 
an exorbitant rent for the property. This is an old building; it 
has been improved and repaired two or three times and will de- 
mand repairs continually; either that or we must erect a new 
building in afew years. The location, it is truc, is a splendid one; 
and if the United States should own a legation there, I do not 
know of a better locality than this. There are plenty of sites to 
be had, however, for Tokyo extends over a very great area. Wash- 
ington is spoken of as a “city of magnificent distances,” but it 
can not hold acandle to Tokyo. There is adistanceof 7 or 8 miles 
between different railroad stations in the city, while the main 
thoroughfareis broader and longer than Pennsylvania avenue, and 
all within the city limits. This location, as I have said, is a good 
one, but I think the sum of $16,000 in gold is entirely too much to 
pay for it, and I believe that if our minister was instructed to pur- 
chase it for less he could do so. 

I suggest, therefore, that the bill be amended by making it read 
**$12,000,” instead of ‘‘ $16,000,” because if we appropriate $16,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, I am quite sure that the 
whole amount will be expended. 

Mr. CANNON. It will unquestionably be expended, because 
the appropriation is made with the idea of accepting the option 
from the Japanese Government, which is to pay 30,000 yen—the 
equivalent of $16,000 of our currency—for the property. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the Japanese Government wiil pre- 
sent this property to the Government of the United States for 
nothing, if it will accept it, and they have so intimated heretofore. 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs gave attention to the matter 
and determined that the United States Government could not sub- 
mit to such humiliation. Besides, if we accept it in that way, we 
will be compelled, in a spirit of reciprocity, to at once present to 
the Japanese Government a site in this city for a Japanese lega- 
tion, and perhaps for an embassy, which will have to bein keeping 
with the others here, and there is not one in this city of less value 
than $16,000 to $60,000. 

The French Government accepted a present, centuries ago, from 
the Turkish Government, of a residence on the Bosphorus, and 
they were compelled in reciprocity to present to the Turkish Gov- 
ernment that magnificent palace in Paris which is now inhabited 
by the Turkish ambassador, who is so reduced in revenues that 
he can only keep three servants in a palace which has a dining 
Toom that seats 82 guests. At the time that the bargain was 
made for the renting of this residence in Japan we paid $4,000 
rent because the minister said it was the best he could do, and, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has just said, 
it is good business to get rid of the payment of $4,000 a year by 
the purchase for $16,000. If you attempt any chaffering with the 
Japanese Government, it is wey probable that the answer will 
be: " Bight thousand ollars? No; but take it for nothing.” 

Mr. CER. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committee. The 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

For purchase of horses and wagons for office and mail service, to be used 
only for official purposes, care and subsistence of horses, including shoeing, 
and of wagons, harness, and repairs of the same, $1,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, after line 5, insert: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to cause such furniture and 
records, used by the Government officials in the custom-house building in 
Chicago, IL, as may be necessary, to be removed to rented quarters; and for 
necessary expenses of such removal, for altering and fitting old counters, 
screens, and cases so that_ they may be utilized in the rooms to which they 
are to be transferred, and for any additional furniture that may be neces- 
sary he is authorized to expend not exceeding $3,500 of the appropriation 
for furniture and repairs of furniture for public buildings, made in the sun- 
dry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1896.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

State and Territorial homes: For puntioning aid to State or Territorial 
homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act approved August 27, 1888: Provided, That one-half of any sum or sums 
retained by State homes on account of pensions received by the inmates shall 
be deducted from the aid herein provided for, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1895, $18,799.74. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to inquire whether that is the language used in 
the former bill? 

Mr. CANNON. It is. 

Mr. SAYERS. This deficiency was not anticipated when this 
item was before the Committee on Appropriations in the last Con- 
gress. We gave the entire estimate, but it has been found that 
the estimate was not large enough, and this appropriation becomes 
necessary. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the language of the former bill, as I 
understand? 

Mr. SAYERS. Exactly so. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Classification of certain mineral lands in Montana and Idaho: For compen- 
sation of the twelve commissioners appointed under the act of February 26 
1895, to examine and classify certain lands within the land grant and indem- 
nity land grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in the 
States of Montana and Idaho, with special reference to the mineral or non- 
mineral character of such lands, $13,500: Provided, That said commissioners 
shall be paid at the rate of $10 a day each while actually engaged in the per- 
formance of their duties, which amount shall include their transportation 
and subsistence expenses, and that the total amount of compensation to be 
paid to each commissioner annually shall in no case exceed the sum of $2,500. 


Mr. HARTMAN, 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14, page 10, strike out the word “ ten " and insert the word “ thirteen.” 


Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Ionly ask the attention of the committee for 
amoment upon thisamendment. The facts surrounding the serv- 
ices of the commissioners appointed under this act are probably 
not known to the Committee on Appropriations, or to the mem- 
bers of the House. These commissioners, under the bill, are re- 
quired to examine and classify mineral lands within the grant of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. In order to do so they 
are compelled to outfit and equip themselves for camp life in the 
mountains. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. The members of this commission have been ap- 
pointed, have they not? 

Mr. HARTMAN. They have. 

Mr. SAYERS. They have been in service? 

Mr. HARTMAN, They have been in service since last May. 

Mr. SAYERS. And receiving $10 a day? 

Mr. HARTMAN. They have been getting $10 a day. 

Mr. SAYERS. And they wish to continue their duties? 

Mr. HARTMAN. They wish to continue their duties, and they 
wish to receive adequate compensation for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Texas will give 
me his attention fora moment. From the very fact that these 
commissioners are compelled to hire horses and mules for the pur- 
pose of conveying them into the mountains to actually perform 
these services, the very fact that they must employ men to take 
charge of these animals when they are out examining these lands, 
the very fact that they must employ a cook for the purpose of 
keeping their provender in shape and enabling them to perform 
this ‘work properly, it does seem to me that they ought to have 
more than $10 a day, because of the fact that they are compelled 
to pay their expenses, they are compelled to pay for the support 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
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even of the men they employ and the wages of the men, and for 
the forage of their horses and mules. I undertake to say it is in- 
adequate compensation. Again, they are compelled to go away 
from the railroad 60, 75, and 100 miles, and they can not possibly 
return to their homeson Sundays. They get no compensation for 
staying out that time, and it seems to me, taking into considera- 
tion the hardships and the unusual expenses which they are com- 
pelled to go to, this amendment ought to be allowed. I do not 
care to consume any further time. 
Mr. CANNON. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that this 
int of order is made because the pay of these commissioners is 
xed by law at $10 a day while actually employed, not exceeding 
2,500 a year. It changes existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN, Boss the gentleman insist upon the point 


of order? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes; I will have to do that. : 

Mr. McRAE. Before the gentleman asks a ruling, I desire to 
say a few words in behalf of these men, 

r. CANNON. I will reserve the point of order, if the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I indorse the amendment pro- 
osed by the gentleman from Montana. The compensation al- 
owed these commissioners, under the strict construction of the 
Interior Department, is not adequate for the character of service 

they perform. They have to make these examinations in the field, 
ond in doing so are required to provide their own camp equi- 
page, to employ cooks, to hire horses, to pay their own traveli 

expenses, and are not allowed pay for Sundays. Their tota 
compensation is so limited by the original law that they do not 
receive compensation commensurate with the difficult and impor- 
tant service they perform. These are exceedingly important com- 
missions, and at present are composed of men of high character 
and first-class ability. They are doing an important work for the 
Government by segregating from the land grant of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company the excepted mineral lands, and it 
seems to me they ought to have for expenses what an ordinary 
inspector from the Land Office gets. Inspectors and special agents 
are allowed $8 a day for subsistence when on duty. No officer 
representing the Department of the Interior goes out into the 
field without having his expenses paid or an allowance made for 
such expense, except these gentlemen, who are required todo such 
work as makes it necessary for them to go into camp and endure 
the hardships of such life, while the other class of men, for whom 
expense abe | is allowed, are permitted to stop at first-class ho- 
tels and travel in sleeping cars. This amendment only provides 
what is usual for men in the field, as they of necessity have to be. 

The circumstances under which the original bill was passed 
during last Congress are familiar to old members who had any- 
thing to do with it; and they will remember that it was insisted 
then that this compensation was not sufficient. Noone, however, 
supposed that such a strict construction would be — upon 
the law as to deny them compensation for one-seventh of the time 
they were actually engaged. I do not believe such a construction 
to be just or legal, but there isnoremedy forthem. SoI hope that 
the gentleman from Illinois will not insist upon his point of order, 
but will allow to these gentlemen what is allowed to others who 
go out from the Department to do field work. I am satisfied that 
if he knew how important is the work required, and the high order 
of ability represented in the commissions, he would not insist, but 
would allow the committee to vote upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask a ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike 
out the language commencing with the word ‘“ provided,” in line 
18, down to and including line 19, on page 10, because that is 
merely repeating the provisions of the law and performs no useful 
purpose there. 

r. SAYERS. Iwould ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
is quite sure now, unless this provision is retained in the bill, that 
it may not be held that these commissioners can receive more pay? 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that this is substantially the 


lemgetge of the law. 
r. MCRAE. I think you are correct about that. 

Mr. CANNON. And my recollection is reenforced by that of 
the clerk of the committee. 

~y SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is the language of the law. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not help anything, but is a standing 
invitation for somebody to increase it first, and second—— 

Mr. SAYERS. They have already endeavored to get an in- 


crease. 
Mr. CANNON. And it lumbers up the statute without serving 
-y useful purpose. 
r. SAYERS. All I wish to be done in the matter is to hold 
these commissioners to $10 a day, and to not more than $2,500 per 
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annum. They have accepted these offices at that salary. They 
have been at work for months at that compensation. They do not 
show any disposition to resign. They have been at work during 
this fall, they will be at work during the spring, andI do not wish 
the Interior Department to be furnished with an opportunity to 
increase the pay of these commissioners. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow me, 
there is no objection to the limitation of $2,500. There is no 
danger of exceeding that sum, either at $13 a day or $10 a day, be- 
cause they can not work near all of the year. They are called off 
in the winter months. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me state to my friend that the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. HartMAN] was before the Committee on 
Appropriations and asked for the appropriation because these men 
could work during the winter season. 

Mr. McRAE. [have not said that thev can not work in some 
of the districts during the winter season; ‘but I know as a matter 
of fact that they are not at work now, and I know that in some of 
the districts they can not work in winter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The statement of the gentleman from Texas 
= SAYERS] is correct, with thislimitation. What I stated be- 

ore the committee Irepeat here, and it is absolutely correct, that 
in some of the districts, notably the Bozeman district, work can 
be done during the winter season. 

Mr. McR In some districts they can work and in some 
they can not work during the winter season. It depends on which 
side of the mountains they are working. 

Mr. SAYERS. The statement of the gentleman from Montana 
as to what he told the committee is correct. 

Mr. McRAE. My information is that in the Missoula district, 
which I had in mind, they can not work during the winter season, 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is the Missoula district? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add after line 13 the following: “And that the Secretary of the Interior may 
allow each commission a surveying outfit when they are examining unsur- 
veyed lands.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Arkansas upon the point of order. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the gentleman from Illinois decline to hear 
the reasons why this is necessary? 

Mr. CANNON, I do not object to the gentleman making a 
speech, but I give notice now that I shall insist on the point of 


order. 

a CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be considered re 
served. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the reasons for that amendment 
are that these commissioners, in one district at least, will soon 
complete the examination of the surveyed lands, and when they 
go to examine the unsurveyed lands, embracing the larger part of 
the district, they will necessarily need some assistance in running 
lines, in order to do the work with any accuracy or with advan- 
tage to the Government. They will be in the midst of the Rocky 
Mountains, where it is almost impossible to get through. There 
are no roads and but few trails, and it will be necessary to have 
such an outfit. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I had so much confidence in 
the judgment of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg] in the 
last Congress, when these limitations were placed upon these 
officials, that out of my regard for his judgment as it was last win- 
ter, I must insi:_ upon the point of order. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. McRAE, But the gentleman has not heard me on this 
proposition. 

r. CANNON. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. McRAE. You did not hear me on this paeapontion last 
winter, for I had no information as to these difficulties. I have 
always endeavored to have the public-land surveys extended over 
this country wherever they are necessary, but I have hardly ever 
failed to meet the stubborn objection and resistance of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when I have asked for this. 

Mr. SAY . Foran increase of appropriations, you mean. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, if the gentlemen in charge of this bill will 
not authorize these surveys in the regular way, and we must 
send out commissioners to segregate the mineral from the non- 
mineral land, they ought at least to give the surveyors to help 
them in making the lines. Do they merely want the commission- 
ers to go out and look at the lands without being able to mark the 
corners and describe the land? It seems to me that such an ex- 
amination would be of but little value to the Government. 


I listened to the gentleman last winter. 
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Mr. CANNON. I want them to run and glorify according to 
the law under which they were created with the support of the 
gentleman from Arkansas and his friends. 

Mr. McRAE. They will glorify their work, but the gentleman 
must not understand that that bill was proposed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas; it was proposed and advocated by the Representa- 
tives of the two States a ected by it. However, I will tell the 
gentleman that I supported that bill, believing it to beright. Now, 
then, we do not want to nallify all the good effects of that law by 
sending out commissioners to examine these lands imperfectly. 
Let us give them surveying outfits to run the lines, so that we can 
always know them. As a matter of economy this provision ought 
to be adopted, for this will be perhaps the only survey ever needed 
for much of this land. : ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say a word, Mr. Chairman, in reply 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. A person reading the RecorD 
to-morrow morning would infer that these commissioners could 
not perform their duties unless this amendment was adopted, and 
also that the Committee on Appropriations was opposed to the 
survey of the public lands. I want to say in this connection that 
the bill providing for these commissioners was supported by the 
gentleman from Arkansas in the last Congress, when he was chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands; the salaries of these offi- 
cials were fixed in that bill; these commissioners were appointed 
under that law; they have been working under that law; and if 
they now feel that in justice to themselves they can not work any 
longer under-that law, if the salary prescribed by it is not suffi- 
cient in their opinion, let them resign and we will find others who 
can and will work under that law. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, in response tothe gentleman 
from Texas, permit me to say that this amendment is not an at- 
tempt on the part of the existing commissioners to have their 
compensation increased. The act to which the gentleman refers 
was apiece of experimental legislation. What it undertook to 
provide for had never been eae beforein the United States, 
and so far it has operated very a saan eaeny to the people and 
to the Government. It was the mostvaluable piece of legislation 
for the State of Montana that has ever been enacted by the Con- 
gress of the United States. Wepresumed when the bill was passed 
that it was as near perfect as it was possible for it to be and 
get through the Fifty-third Congress. It was passed. We could 


not help the fact that certain limitations were placed upon it by 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and others; 
we could not have passed it without acceding to those requests. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have just been informed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] that these limitations were put upon 
the bill by the Senate. ‘‘The gentleman from Texas” has never 
been a Senator. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Permit me to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that at the time I was making my argument or 
alleged argument in support of this bill the distinguished gentle- 
man from Texas himself proposed the amendment whereby the 
compensation of these commissioners was reduced. 

Mr. SAYERS. And that was a good day’s work. 

Mr. HARTMAN. It was a good day’s work for the gentleman, 
but it was pretty rough on the commissioners. 

Now, another thing; we have discovered under the operation of 
this law that there is one provision which could be added to it 
which would secure the accomplishment of much better work. 
The act being an experiment, it is no wonder that it is found to be 
in some particulars imperfect. Now, under the provisions of the 
existing law, when the commissioners go upon the unsurveyed 
lands to determine what are mineral and what are nonmineral, 
they are compelled to make a report in which they are supposed 
to designate what lands are mineral and what are nonmineral. 

Mr. SAYERS. a: ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HARTMAN. one moment; let me finish my statement, 
and then I will yield. 

Now, in making that report the commissioners must have some 
kind of intelligent description or designation of the land which 
they return as mineral lands, contradistinguished from that which 
they define as nonmineral lands. In order to have any definite 
line or boundary between these two classes of lands they must 
have the services of a surveyor to establish the lines. Every man 
knows that. Now,as the matter stands to-day, if the commission- 
ers are to have the benefit of a surveyor’s services they have to 
employ him and pay him out of their own miserable pittance of $10 
aday. After they have done this, after they have hired their horses 
and their mules and paid the expenses necessary for their support 
and their traveling expenses between the railroad and the various 
places where they make their examinations, how much of that $10 
a day does the gentleman from Texas sup any one of these 
commissioners is going to have left? Nothing at all. Thus the 
result is one of two things: Either you jena these men to pay 
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out all they receive and more than they receive in order to secure 
good service, or else you compel them to go on without the aid 
of a surveyor, the consequence being inefficient and bad work. 
It seems to me that the chairman of the committee [Mr. CANNON] 
aes, out of his proverbial generosity, to withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. McRAE. We do not ask any increase of pay for these com- 
missioners. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me say that on this question I will take 
the chairman’s advice. The Committee on Public Lands is a bean- 
tiful committee and a jealous committee, individually and col- 
lectively. 

Mr. LACEY. It is neither beautiful nor jealous; but 

Mr. CANNON. It is both beautiful and jealous. [Laughter.] 
Now, under the rules of this House that committee has exclusive 
jurisdiction to report legislation changing this law. Yet gentle- 
men come in here and agonize over this bill, upon which the rules 
of the House make any legislative amendmen’ out of order. In 
their thirst for legislation on this subject I send them to the place 
where the water is to be found; it is not to be found, under the 
rules, in this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. Will you help us on a bill which we may report? 

Mr. CANNON. I will make up my mind about that. 
[Laughter]. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Allow me to say that the Interior Depart- 
ment has, I think, quite a number of these outfits. I know that 
Department has been doing a large amount of surveying under 
the appropriations of the last Congress in the Indian Territory, 
and it 1s possible that these outfits can be furnished without any 
new expenditure of money. 

Mr. CANNON. That is another argument to be addressed to 
the Committee on Public Lands, which has plenary jurisdiction 
of this subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But if the statement of the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] is true, then the point of order of 
the gentleman from Illinois will not lie. If the Department has 
these outfits on hand the furnishing of them does not change ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. SAYERS. That appropriation was made under another 
law; it has no reference to this particular case. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is under the Interior Department, is it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a ruling on the point of order. 

Mr. McRAE. In view of the suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], I am inclined to think that per- 
haps the amendment is in order. It will be observed that we are 
not asking any increase of the appropriation; so that there is no 
objection to the amendment on that score. The Department, I 
feel quite confident, has some surveying parties now under em- 
ployment that it can detail to this work without any increase of 
expense; so, as the amendment makes no change of law, but merely 
seeks to control the discretion of the Department on this particular 
point, I submit the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, a moment only in reply to the 
gentleman on the point of order. 

The service which has been rendered under the Interior De- 
partment in the Indian Territory is quite a different service from 
that referred to here. That was authorized by an appropriation 
and by legislation on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. McRAE. But by the general law surveys, as you know, 
are provided for by the sundry civil bill 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). And it would be without author- 
ity of law for the Secretary of the Interior to divert the expendi- 
ture of the appropriation from the particular surveys provided 
for in the Indian Territory to the surveys mentioned in this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. But the general appropriation in the sundry 
civil act for surveys would cover it. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; it would not authorize it. 

Mr. McRAE. I mean the provision of the sundry civil appro- 

riation bill providing for the general surveys, which leaves it all 
in his discretion, and this allows him to authorize some of his 
force to assist in the work in the manner suggested without a 
change of law. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is a service under a special law; and the 
Secretary of the Interior has no right to divert funds appropriated 
for another purpose to this particular purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. If he has aright to doit now there is no neces- 
— for this provision, and I think I must insist upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order, and sustains the point. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my 
friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] aquestion. He has almost 
convinced me that the Committee on Appropriations has made a 
mistake in recommending a deficiency appropriation for these 
commissioners. I do not want to do a vain thing, and have the 
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money thrown away, or recommend an appropriation unless it is 
to be used, and can be used, for the g of the public service; 
and so I will ask the gentleman whether or not it can be so 


Mr. SAYERS.. And will be. 
And will be, in his judgment, for 


Mr. CANNON (continuing). 
such purpose? 
Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, up to the extent of the ex- 
amination of the surveyed lands the commissioners can do effi- 
cient service. Until the surveyed lands are entirely exhausted 
there is no reason why the appropriation should not be made. 

But in all sincerity, and I am satisfied from the twinkling I see 
in the eye of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
that there is some suggestion on his part or intention to overturn 
the “ gentleman from Montana”-—— 

Mr.CANNON. Notatall. Onthecontrary, I put the provision 
in on account of the industry and insistence of the gentleman from 
Montana. 

Mr. HARTMAN. And the “gentleman from Montana” is very 

ateful. 
ae. CANNON. We thought he wanted it for a public service, 
but he has almost convinced me the other way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this money can 
be appropriated with a certainty that it will be used to great-ad- 
vantage in the examination and classification of the surveyed 
lands. That will be the case until by law, either by general bill 
or by some appropriation bill, itis provided that surveying outfits 
can accompany these commissioners in the examination of the 
unsurveyed lands; and I frankly admit that to expend money on 
the unsurveyed lands unaccompanied by a surveying gang would 
be of no possible value. 

Mr. CANNON. Are there enough of the surveyed lands to 
keep these gentlemen busy until the 1st of July? 

Mr, HARTMAN. Yes; and probably until the 1st day of De- 
cember. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 
reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the payment of stenographers employed by said commissioners when 
authorized by the Ceunmulanboner of the Gensral Land Office, for the purpose 
of reducing testimony to writing in cases where it is found necessary to ex- 


amine witnesses in order to establish the character of lands examined by said 
commissioners, $300; in all, $20,000. 


Let the Clerk proceed with the 


Mr. TOWNE, Mr Chairman, I wish tocall the attention of the 
gentieman from Illinois to an amendment which I propose tooffer 
at the end of line 9, the aph at the top of page 11, 

— 


Mr. CANNON. Very 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, after line 9, insert: 

“FOR SURVEYING AND ALLOTTING FOR CHIPPEWAS IN MINNESOTA. 
“Fo leting the n surveys within the Chippewa rvatio 
in Minnesot "including expenses of examining and appraisi oe 
under the provisions of the act approved Jan 14, to be reimbursed 

to the United States out of the proceeds of their lands, $5,000. "° 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, having heard read the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne], I 
will say that my attention has been called to it, and I am satisfied 
that the appropriation should be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 


let the gentleman offer his amend- 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

For additional salary of chief of accounting division, $600. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to call the attention of the chai of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to that item. If he will examine the official register of 
some twenty years ago he will find that chiefs of division were 
then practically unknown, and that thatgrade in the public service 
in the Departments has grown up since then, and that it costs the 
Government a great deal of additional money. Now, here is a 
provision for additional salary for one of those officers in this 
urgent deficiency bill, and I should like to ask for some explana- 
tion as to the necessity for it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman that the Joint Com- 
mission, which the gentleman recollects about—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I recollect it ve 

Mr.CANNON (continuing). Wisely or unwisely, as 
be, brought about a complete change 
the Departments. In the organization of the accoun division 
of the Department of Justice there was an increase of force, while 
there was a decrease in the Treasury Department . With- 
out reference to the wisdom or onwiidenn of that law, it is neces- 
sary to have the proper employees under it, and from all I can 
ascertain the accounting division in the Department of Justice i 
doing good work. I do not recall the name of the gen 
whom this appropriation will go, nor do I know where he is from 
but he is a gentleman who, I believe, is really at the head of this 


well. 
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division, receiving, I believe, $1,800 a yan. along with other clerks. 
I will state further that he seemed to have so much merit, coming 
as he did, before the committee, not in reference to this item, for 
he never referred to it, but in the presentation of the estimates of 
the Department of Justice, he seemed to have so much informa- 
tion touching the expenditures of the same that it seemed to the 
committee os to make this recommendation. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to 
have the explanation given by the chairr‘an of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I wish here to call attention to this as one of 
the very many additions that have been made, not only to force 
but to salaries, under the so-called reorganization of the Depart- 
ments. It was claimed during the debate on that measure that 
there would be a saving of some $200,000 annually; but if tho 
whole roster of officers and salaries could be completed and 
brought before this House at this time it would be shown that 
there has not been any practical saving, while the business of tho 
several Departments has been performed in a less accurate man- 
ner and no more rapidly than before; in fact, that the accountins 
divisions of the Treasury Department are in such cendition that 
they are practically unable to tell what they have done or what 
they will do, and that no man knows what the condition of his 
account may be under this so-called revised system, and that all 
the records and files of the Departments have been torn up and 
twisted here and scattered there until it is impossible to find the 

apers which ought to be on file in the Treasury Department. [ 

ope that the time will speedily come when all this will be righted, 
and that the accounting system of the Government will be put 
back into the condition in which it was from the days of Hamil- 
ton down until the last Congress. 

That bill authorized a number of new officers, law clerks of this 
bureau and that bureau, and some of the heads of those bureaus 
have had the good sense and honesty to say that they have no use 
for the law clerks, and in most of the bureaus the law clerks have 
been put upon other work than legal business. 

Now, in relation to these chiefs of the accounting divisions, 
twenty-five years ago the most important bureaus of the Treasury 
and other Departments transacted their business without the in- 
tervention of chiefs of divisions. It is a serious question in my 
mind whether that grade should ever have been established, and 
whether it should now be maintained. It certainly has resulted 
in an increased cost of several thousand dollars in addition to what 
the ae would have been if transacted by the regular clerks 
of the Treasury and other Departments, simply detailed to be at the 
head of their several branches of work. I donot know the chief of 
this accounting division either by name or reputation, and it is ap- 
propriate probably that heshould have this increase of salary if such 
salary is to go to all others; but I wish to call the attention of tho 
Committee on Appropriations to the propriety of cutting down the 
salaries and destroying the grade of all those known as chiefs of 
division in all the Departments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JUDICIAL. 

To pay the salaries and expenses of the udges, district attorneys, marshals, 
clerks, commissioners, and constables of the United States courts in the Indian 
Territory, being a deficiency to the appropriation for the service of the fiscal 
years 1895 and 1808, $210,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Territory,” in line 25, on ge 12, insert: ** To include the 
salary due James V. Walker, resigned, as district attorney of the central dis- 
trict of the Indian Territory, from April 1, 1895, to Jaly 8, 1895, inclusive, at tho 
rate of pe r annum, and the aT due Lucius L. Stowe, now deceased, 
as ma of the southern district of the Indian Territory, from April 3, 1895, 
to July 27, 1895, inclusive, at the rate of $4,000 per annum. 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I do not 
think, when the chairman of the committee hears my statement, 
he will find that this amendment is subject to the point of order, 


because— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we can not hear the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will speak so that the gentleman shall 
hear. I will state,Mr. Chairman, that this asks no increase what- 
ever in the appropriation as offered by the committee in this bill. 
As ainatter of fact, the bill was intended to cover the items rc- 
ferred to in my amendment, and the bill was based upon estimates 
submitted by the ent of Justice, which included these 
items; and the amendment was offered for this purpose solely. 
The district attorney was appointed after the adjournment o! 
last Co: for the central district of the Indian Territory, and 
he from April 1 until the 8th day of July, when he resigned. 

The marshal was appointed for the southern district of the Ter- 
ritory. He served from the 8d day of April until July 28, I be- 
lieve, when he died. The Department have sent up items, as [ 
have already stated, including the salaries of both of these officers, 
to meet the objection, the captions objection many think, of Mr. 
Bowler, Comptroller of the , as to paying out money for 
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salaries. He has held, and I suppose if he is consistent would 
hold again, that unless an officer has been confirmed by the Senate 
he is not entitled to his pay. That he did in one or two instances, 
as suggested to me already by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, wherein there was no money available, but he 
has also done it in the case of the ambassador to Mexico, Mr. Ran- 
som, where the money was available. This does not change the 
pill except to name the parties, so that the Comptroller will find 
them provided for in this appropriation bill. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman any communication from 
the Department of Justice on the subject? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I have. I have a letter from the Acting 
Attorney-General upon the subject, which I will ask to have read. 
I will ask the Clerk to read the letter first and then the statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1896. 


Srr: In complicance with your personal request, I inclose herewith a 
memorandum showing the date of appointment, qualification, and termina- 
tion of term in the cases of L. L. Stowe, United States marshal for the south- 
ern district of Indian Territory, and James V. Walker, United States attor- 
ney for the central district of Indian Territory, with the amount of salary 
earned by them, respectively, during the said terms. 


respectfull 
ssa ar HOLMES CONRAD, 
Acting Attorney-General. 
Hon. J. H. BERRY, United States Senate. 


Lucius L. Stowe, of Indian Territory, appointed marshal of the United 
States court for the southern district of the Indian Territory, as provided for 
by act of Congress approved March 1, 1895, by the President during recess of 
the Senate, March a 1895. Oath of office, April 3,1895. Salary from April 
8, 1895, to July 27, 1895 (time of his death), $1,271.47. 7 

James V. Walker, of Arkansas, appointed attorney of the United States 
court for the central district of the Indian Territory, as provided for by act 
of Congress approved March 1, 1895, by the President during recess of the 
Senate, March 9, 1895. Oath of office, April 1, 1895. 

Resignation accepted to take effect upon the appointment and qualification 
of his successor. 

(William J. Horton, of Indian Territory, appointed attorney of the United 
States for the central district of the Indian Territory, vice J. V. Walker, re- 
signed on July 2, 1895. Oath, July 8, 1895.) 

salary of Walker from April 1, 1895, to July 8, 1895, $1,086.96. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed, as 
I stated, that these two officers were appointed to their respective 
offices in the beginning of the month of April—Mr. Walker on 
April 1 and Mr. Stowe on April 3; that they served a portion of 
the time; that Walker resigned on the 8th day of July and Stowe 
died a little later in the month. As I have stated before, the 
estimates were given to the Committee on Appropriations by the 
Department of Justice covering these two items; and the appro- 
—s bill is based upon them. I wish to impress upon the 

ouse that that is the single object of the amendment; that it 
does not change the result, except as it may include the conduct 
or judgment of the Comptroller of the Treasury as to the money, 
by specifically providing in this bill that these two officers are en- 
titled to the payment of their salaries, and therefore I hope that 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will not object to the amendment being adopted. 

Mr. C ON. Iread from the bill, on pages 12 and 13, and I 
will ask the attention of the Chair: 

To pay the salaries and expenses of the judges, district attorneys, mar- 
shals, clerks, commissioners, and constables of the United States courts in 
the Indian Territory, being a deficiency to the appropriation for the service 
of the fiscal years 1805 and 1896, $210,000. 

Now, if this man was an officer, or attorney, or other official 
mentioned in this on he will get his money, because 
he is covered generally along with the other officials by the terms 
of the appropriation. If he was not an official, then he ought not 
to have the money. 

Mr. DINSMORE. But, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
allow me—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes. 

_Mr. SAYERS. I have no doubt that the men who are men- 
tioned were officials, and that they received their appointments 
ye law. 

; ~~ DINSMORE. That has been stated by the Department of 
ustice. 
Mr. SAYERS. But what I desire to call the attention of the 

gate from Illinois to first is the fact that this amendment 

not increase the sum total of the appropriation—— 

Mr. DINSMORE. Not one cent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Second, to the further fact that the law itself 
is analogous to the ee for ambassador to the Republic 

Mexico. I will read: 

Schedule A: Salaries of ambassadors and ministers, envoys extraordina 
and ministers plenipotentiary to Russia and Mexico at $17,500 each, $35,000 a 

Now, the point I desire to make in this connection is this: ‘That 
if under this appropriation the Comptroller of the Treasury re- 
fused to pay the salary of the gentleman appointed as minister to 
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Mexico during the vacation, there is no reason why he should not 
refuse to pay the salary of these parties, who were appointed dur- 
ing vacation and were never confirmed by the Senate, one of 
them having died and the other having resigned. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That is the point. 

Mr. SAYERS. And I understand the object of the gentleman 
is simply to meet the objection raised by the Comptroller of the 
Treasury in the case of the payment of the salary of the ambas- 
sador to Mexico. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly; that is it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON. The general language covers every official who 
is performing service in that territory under the law. I do not 
know what the Comptroller has held about the salary of the Mexi- 
can minister, and I do not care. I do not know what the Comp- 
troller may hold touching this matter. If he should hold as the 
gentleman claims that he possibly may, that will be a legitimate 
subject for argument to be addressed to the great and good Presi- 
dent who sits at the other end of the Avenue and makes Comp- 
trollers; but if we are to undertake to anticipate what the action 
of the Comptroller may be in the future touching all our legisla- 
tion and appropriations, we shall never get through. There is 
no more reason why these two gentlemen should be singled out 
and put into this act than there is why any of the fifty or sixty 
others to whom the act relates should be put into it byname. As 
I said before, this proposition is to do away with auditing in these 
cases, and I do not thmk we care to do that. If it were necessary 
I would be inclined to give way, but I do not think there is any 
necessity for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
this provision can be so amended as to protect the Treasury and 
at the same time require the Comptroller to pass these accounts, 
provided they are right. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, you propose to abolish your 
Comptroller to this extent? 

Mr. SAYERS. We have done it already. One of the first 
things we did in this Congress was to pass a resolution to meet 
his objections touching another matter of appropriation. 

Mr..CANNON¢ Has the gentleman from Arkansas asked the 
Comptroller what construction he will put upon this law? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I have not, but we have precedents. We 
know what the Comptroller held before in a similar case, and we 
must assume that he will be consistent and will so hold again, be- 
cause this case comes under the principle of his former ruling. 
These officers were appointed in vacation and never were con- 
firmed by the Senate. One of them died before he could be 
confirmed, and the other resigned before the Senate met, so that 
there never was any opportunity to confirm them. I can not 
understand why the distinguished gentleman from [linois should 
make objection to this proposition, because it will not be con- 
tended by anybody that these officials were not appointed, that 
they did not serve, or that they are not entitled totheir pay. But 
the Comptroller construes the law to mean that there must be a 
confirmation in every case before an officer can be entitled to re- 
ceive compensation. 

The gentleman from Illinois says that we are proposing to abol- 
ish the office of Auditor. Notatall. This matter would still go 
before the Auditor to determine the amount due. We have not 
andertaken to determine the amount that isdue. We havesimply 
set forth the terms during which these men served, as shown in 
a statement furnished to me or to one of the Senators from my 
State. That statement shows the time during which they served 
and for which they should be entitled to their pay. This amend- 
ment does not add one single cent to the appropriation necessary 
for this purpose; it only makes the appropriation specific in order 
to prevent any confusion about the payment. Mr. Stowe, the 
marshal, died, and in case the Comptroller should insist on his 
objection, the same objection which he has made heretofore in a 
parallel case, if the personal representatives of Mr. Stowe should 
come to apply for his compensation, they would be involved in in- 
terminable trouble and expense, perhaps necessitating an applica- 
tion for a mandamus to make an officer of the Government per- 
form his duty. I am sure that the distinguished gentleman in 
charge of this bill does not desire that, and I think that when the 
case is fully understood every gentleman here ought to be willing 
to make this appropriation specific, so thatit may certainly reach 
the persons for whom it is intended. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will follow out that rule we 
shall require to have an analytical statement in each case, setting 
forth each man for whom each dollar and each cent is appropriated; 
every deputy marshal, every judge, every employee in the United 
States will have to be specified, and all in order to head off a Comp- 
troller who can not at all times distinguish the difference between 
a fly speck and a period. [Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. But would the gentleman from Mlinois, in a 
case like this, expect these men, who are fairly entitled to their 
pay, to go without it oa because the Comptroller of the Treas- 


ury makes a technical ruling? 
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Mr. CANNON. Ido not know what the Comptroller’s ruling 
may bein this case. He has never yet had a chance to rule upon it. 
Mr. SAYERS. No; because no money has ever been appro- 
priated to pay them. 

Mr. DINSMORE. 
similar cases, 

Mr. CANNON. It is quite enough, Mr. Chairman, to have to 
correct this man’s rulings after he has made them, but if we un- 
dertake to anticipate the mistakes he will make in the future we 
shall never get through. [Laughter. } 

Mr. DINSMORE. Weare not assuming—at least I am not—to 
correct his errors. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, are we not bound 
to presume that the Comptroller will rule correctly? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Very well; that being so, s0 much greater 
is the importance of having this amendment adopted; because 
here is an officer who, as nobody will deny, has served the Gov- 
ernment. He was appointed in pursuance of law, and entered 
upon the discharge of his duties in pursuance of law. It is ad- 
mitted by everybody—and information to that effect has come to 
the House from the Department of Justice—that he did perform 
service, and for such service is entitled to a certain amount of 
salary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The money to pay these officers 
has already been appropriated, has it not? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will state to my friend from Pennsylvania 
what perhaps he did not hear stated before, that the a — 
tion for the payment of these men is included in this bill, which 
has been made up upon the estimates furnished by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Mr..WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that; and now what 
you want is a specific direction in this dill to the Comptroller to 
do what you apprehend he will not do or has not done. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I suppose it amounts to that, practi- 
cally. 1 should like to have it specified in the bill—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In other words, you want this 
House to strike at the Comptroller in reference to the performance 
of his duties in a particular matter. 

Mr. DINSMORE. No; my position is not susceptible, I humbly 
submit, of that construction. But I want this House to specify‘ 
that the appropriation here made shall be in part applied, in ac- 
cordance with the judgment of every man on the committee and 
of every man in this House who is familiar with the pu for 
which the appropriation is oumnes to the payment of these two 
items which are intended to be included, and which we have rea- 
son to believe (the Comptroller having taken the same position 
with reference to similar matters) he will not otherwise permit 
to be paid, he holding the provision not available for such purpose 
because these officers have never been confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I submit that the House, in adopt- 
ing the course which the gentleman urges, would take — itself 
duties which do not belong toit. If we have a Comptroller whose 
rulings are unsatisfactory or unjust, it is the duty of the Admin- 
istration to remove him. Wecan not undertake to lay down a 
line of conduct for him, We are to presume that he will follow 
the precedents and the law. While I think he has not done so in 
all cases, especially in the case of the sugar bounty, yet we can 
= a to instruct him by a special direction in a bill of this 

ind, . 

Mr. DINSMORE. Is it out of deference to the views of the 
Comptroller that the gentleman says ‘‘ we can not presume to in- 
struct him”? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I know that Comptrollers are gen- 
erally obstructionists; they are generally striving to find some ex- 
cuse for withholding payments of money, especially when the 
Treasury is very much ae The present Comptroller has 
been a useful officer for this Administration, oo an unfor- 
tunate one for some of the persons who have had dealings with 
him. I prefer that he shall continue to administer his office with- 
out any positive directions from this House. I think that will be 
better all around. If we have to put into our appro riation bills 
peremptory directions for the guidance of the Comptroller, there 
will be a larger deficit in the Treasury than there is now. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, Asa matter of current history we know that 
this appropriation is designed to cover in part the pay of two 

ntlemen, lately members of this House, now on the bench—Mr. 

pringer and Mr. Kilgore—who, as a matter of current history, 
we know served for months before they were co o 
not know whether they have yet been confirmed. 

Mr. SAYERS. They have. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas says they have 
been. Now, if we pick out two of these people whose cases are “on 
all fours” with cases of other gentlemen and appropriate for these 
two men by name, thereby tacitly admitting that without our 


But the Comptroller has made a ruling in 
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special legislation nothing is due to them until they have be; n 
confirmed, do we not ‘“‘turn down” every other official who oc. 
cupies the same situation; and is not this a bad method of legis. 
lation? If anything is due these gentlemen, will they not get it? 
And if we pass this amendment, is it not legislation? 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois | Mr, 
CANNON] a question. He speaks of ‘‘singling out men by namo 
and providing for them in this bill.” I wish to ask him whether 
in this bill the Committee on Appropriations has not, in at least 
three different places, ‘‘singled out men” and directed that specific 
sums be paid them? 

Mr. CANNON. Not in connection with Mr. Bowler. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, let me ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. As a matter of right and justice, does he feel that it is 
proper to pene one living man and the legal representatives of 
another who is dead in order to make a point against Bowler? 

Mr. CANNON. I am not seeking to make any point against 
Bowler. Inm age poe this appropriation will pay everybody 
who was an officer of the United States during the fiscal year 1895 
or the fiscal — 1896; and when you commence to pick out men 
by name as the beneficiaries of this appropriation you may, while 
thus mentioning a few, be discriminating against others. 

I think we had better do business in the ordinary way, Mr, 
Chairman; and having said that much, having stated my view of 
this matter, I leave the ec agg with the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, may I ask to hayo 
the amendment again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN, e amendment, if there be no objection, 
will be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is there a point of order pend- 
ing, or is the question now on the merits? 

he CHAIRMAN, The point of order was made and reserved 
against the amendment by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. C,v- 


NON]. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Illinois for a moment, for the pur- 
pose of asking him a question for information. I understand that 
there has been a ruling of the Department that these Presidential 
offices (not others) must be confirmed by the Senate before there 
is acquired a title to receive the pay designated by law, or, in 
other words, before they become officers. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, That is it; and the first ruling of 
the kind ever made. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the ruling of the Comptroller of the 
Treasury Department. Now, I understand that these people, who 
held the offices in question and performed the duties, or one at 
least of them, died when they were serving, and hence there is no 
possible way for the Senate ever to confirm the appointment. Is 
that not so? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know. 

Mr. SWANSON. So the gentleman from Arkansas states, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That is correct. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, there are but few Presidential offices; 
and if this ruling is to hold and these officials can not get their 
money by the process of law, that is, out of the money appro- 
priated, as it has been appropriated, how is it to be expected that 
they will ever get their compensation unless some such provision 
as this is inse 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, well, the successor of the 

resent Comptroller of the Treasury will rectify that error. 
lent, 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will be as powerful in the Treasury Department as he is in 
this House. He can not speak there. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam confident that the House is desirous of 
doing what is right in this matter-—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. Do you propose to delay people with just 
claims against the Government until some political battle is fought 
outand wonor lost? Itseemstobe very poor politics, as well as very 
poor justice, to dosucha thing asthat. If the work was done, and 
acomptroller, ashe construes thelaw, claimsthat these parties must 
have confirmed by the Senate before they become officers of 
the Government and entitled to their pay, although they per- 
formed the work, surely it is our duty to see that justice is done 
to them. Now, until that ruling is reversed, or a change is made 
by Congress, there is no way by which they can possibly get their 
compensation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If there is no law now by which these gen- 
tlemen can have their pay, would it not be new legislation injected 
upon this bill to adopt the amendment? a 

Mr. SWANSON. But itis not newlegislation. Thisis simply 
an interpretation 7 Aaa omy as to what the law is. 

Mr. AY. You reverse the Comptroller-—— | 

Mr. DINSMORE. Let me say to the gentlemen that this is not 
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new legislation, but simply making an appropriation bill clearand 
explicit in its terms. : s Cee 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentlemen will permit me, if it is 
now the law that these gentlemen should be paid, why are you 
asking to insert it here? re : 

Mr. DINSMORE. The law gave authority in the first instance 
for their appointment. They were appointed and served in pur- 
suance of the law. That service has passed, has been rendered, 
and it is proposed in this bill to pay them the salaries they earned. 

This is an urgent deficiency bill, carrying deficiencies for the 
service for the year 1895, when that service was rendered. But, as 
has been repeatedly stated, in order that the payment may not be 
deferred, and thereby compelling these parties to go to the expense 
and trouble of bringing their claim before the courts, I only ask 
that this appropriation bill shall make it specific. I ask the House 
only to make the ate definite in terms. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
If it is now the law—— : 

Mr. DINSMORE. We propose to make it the law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). If it is the law now, why 
does the Comptroller refuse to pay? 

A MemBer. “Why assume that he will refuse? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not suppose it; Ido not assume it—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me conclude what I was about to ask. 
The Comptroller has decided that under the law he can not pay 
them their salaries. Now you ask us to change the law so that 
they can be paid notwithstanding that decision. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman is mistaken in regard to the 
decision of the Comptroller. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask how much money has 
been held up by the present Comptroller under this Administra- 
tion? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, if my friend from Pennsylvania will 

ardon me, that is an entirely irrelevant question. My purpose 
in coming before the House on this matter was to obtain a simple 
act of justice to two persons who are entitled to an appropriation, 
and I thought when I proposed it that I certainly should meet 
with no objection from anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Let meask this one question: How 
much would the present deficit in the Treasury be increased if this 
Comptroller had followed the precedents of previous Comptrol- 
lers? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I must decline to answer such questions, 

Mr. SWANSON. Let me answer the question. 

Mr. DINSMORE. No; I decline to yield. The matter is per- 
fectly plain. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Drys- 
MORE] has the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say that so far as I am concerned I will 
not press the point of order. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then I ask for a vote. 

Tae CHAIRMAN. The point of order having been withdrawn, 
the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
Ows: 
UNITED STATES COURTS. 

For pevnens of the fees and expenses of the United States marshals and 
deputies, $960,000; Provided, That not exceeding $500,000 of this appropriation 
may be advanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the resi- 
due to remain in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the payment of 
the accounts of marshals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised 
Statutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I 
desire to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 13, at the end of line 12, insert: 

“Provided, further, That hereafter all fees for United States attorneys, 
marshals, clerks of courts, and special counsel necessarily employed in prose- 
cuting civil suits instituted by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department 
through the solicitor of the Treasury against the sureties on the official 
bonds of late postmasters, as provided for by section 292, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, shall be paid from the appropriations for expenses of the 
United States Courts.” 

_ Mr.SAYERS. The object of the amendment is to cure an exist- 
ing evil. Suppose that an officer of the United States court—a 
marshal, for instance—presents his account to the Department of 
Justice for the purpose of having it audited. The account may 
contain items for different kinds of services. Under the present 
law, if there should be an item for service in a suit upon a post- 
master’s bond, then after the account has been passed upon by the 
Department of Justice it must go to the Post-Office Department 
and be examined and passed'wpon by that Department also, The 
intention of this amendment is, not to increase the appropriation, 
but simply to facilitate the examination and allowance or rejection 
of accounts, so that when a United States marshal’s or a district 
attorney's account, or a clerk’s account, shall go to the Department 
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of Justice, no matter for what Department the particular services 
may have been rendered, the Department of Justice may, under 
the law, examine the account coal pass upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is right; it ought to be done. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that a letter from the Attorney-General 
upon the subject, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, may be incor- 
porated in the REcorpD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICR, . 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1396. 


Srr: Referring to your suggestions in arecent personal interview, relative 
to a proposed amendment to the present provision governing the payment 
of fees in post-office cases (page 8, Attorney-General's Report, 1895) L beg to 
say that you will find on page 265 of the Digest of Appropriations for 1896 the 
provision that requires accounts in civil post-office cases to be paid from the 
appropriation under the Post-Office Department styled “* For mail depreda- 
tions and post-office inspectors.” If theamendment suggested is added tothe 
urgent deficiency bill and hereafter the proviso is omitted from the Post- 
Office bill, accounts of this character will be forwarded by this Department 
hereafter to the Auditor for the State and other Departments. 

The amendment might be in the language following: 

‘‘Provided, That hereafter all fees for United States attorneys, marshals, 
clerks of courts, and special counsel necessarily employed in prosscutin 
civil suits instituted by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department chrenem 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, against the sureties on the offic’al bonds of 
late postmasters, as provided for by section 202, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, shall be paid from the appropriations for expenses of the United 


States courts.” 
Respectfully, JUDSON HARMON, 
Attorney-General, 


Hon. A. M. DocKErRYy, 

House of Representatives. 

The amendment of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That none of the snm appropriated by this act shall be paid to 
United States marshals or deputies for mileage or expenses in excess of the 
amount they are entitled to by law for carrying or taking prisoners arrested 
before the nearest United States commissioner or other proper officer. 

Mr. CANNON, I will reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. STEELE. That is not the amendment which I showed to 
the gentleman a while ago. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is substantially the law now. 

Mr. STEELE. I think it is substantially the law. The only 
point is that marshals will arrest a prisoner, say, in the southern 
part of Texas, and although there may be a United States com- 
missioner within 10 miles of the point where the prisoner is ar- 
rested, instead of taking him before that commissioner, the mar- 
shal will take him 600 miles away, to another commissioner, and 
he will not only take him, but he will employ three or four men 
to go with the man, although the man when cited might go of 
his own accord. The marshal will employ these men to help him 
take the prisoner before the commissioner 600 miles away, and as 
soon as they arrive there the commissioner will let the man go on 
his own recognizance. Then these excessive fees are charged up, 
notwithstanding the law. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that I will send to the 
Clerk's desk and have read the law as it stands now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the marshal, his deputy, or other 


officer, who may arrest a person charged with any crime or offense, to take 
the defendant before the nearest circuit court commissioner or the nearest 


judicial officer Serene jurisdiction under existing laws for a hearing, com- 
mitment, or taking bail for trial, and the officer or magistrate issuing the 
warrant shall attach thereto a certified copy of the complaint, and upon the 
arrest of the accused, the return of the warrant, with a copy of the com- 
plaint attached, shall confer jurisdiction upon such officer as fully as if the 
complaint had originally been made before him, and no mileage shall be 
allowed any officer violating the provisions hereof. 

Mr. CANNON. I trust that after hearing the law read the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Notwithstanding the fact that the law treats the 
matter in that way, yet as we are appropriating this money, we 
may say that it shall not be paid out in cases where the law has 
been violated. 

Mr. CANNON. By implication, would not the gentleman’s 
amendment nullify or repeal the statute which I have just had 
read? 

Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not so clear about that. 

Mr. STEELE. It only makes it obligatory upon the accounting 
officer to say that the money shall not be paid out where the law 
has been violated. 

Mr. CANNON. The safest way, I think, is to insist upon my 
point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to strike out the last word, 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in reply 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Llinois to raise the point of order? 


Not at all. 
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Mr. CANNON. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point 
of order? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then Imove to strike out the last 
word. The abuses which the gentleman complains of are not con- 
fined to that particular part of the practice of the Federal courts, 
but they extend to the whole machinery of the courts. The law 
is violated every day, and the cost of running those courts is ac- 
cumulating every day. This committee had that matter in full 
consideration, but could not change the law without violating our 
own rules; but it does sincerely hope that the Committee on the 
Judiciary will do its duty and make some changes in the law, and 
change this system of paying Federal officers by fees to salaries; 
and there is no other way of relief from this abuse. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what the 
point of order was that the gentleman made that the Chair has sus- 
tained. 

The CHAIRMAN, That it changes existing law. 
we STEELE. Whatlaw doesit change? I would like toascer- 

in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman comes 
rather late with his inquiry. 

Mr. STEELE. If the Chair does not care to give the reason, I 
will not insist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please 
give his attention. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was rec- 
ognized on an amendment to strike out the last word, and that 
amendment is still pending. 

Mr, STEELE, The gentleman from Indiana, as I understood, 
ot up to address himself to the amendment. The Chair asked 
16 gentleman from Illinois if he made the point of order, which 

he stated he did, and then the Chair sustained the point of order 
while the gentleman from Pennsylvania was endeavoring to ad- 
dress the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana did not give 
his full attention to the Chair. The Chair inquired of the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he insisted upon the point of order. The 
gentleman said that he did, and the Chair sustained the point of 
order. Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania arose to discuss 
the point of order, and the Chair suggested to him that the Chair 
had already ruled on the point of order, and sustained it; and 
then the gentleman from Pennsylvania was recognized on a mo- 
tion to strike out the last word. 

Mr. STEELE. I only asked, as a matter of information, what 
the point of order was that the Chair had sustained. No point of 
order was stated. 

Mr. CANNON, nee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Illinois to reserve the point of order from the commencement. 

Mr. STEELE. That, too, might be; but he did not state what 
the point of order was that was sustained. But that is all right 
to me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa has already risen 
to address the Chair, and the Chair will ize him. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to add to what the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has already stated and give the commit- 
tee the benefit of some facts and fi that will perhaps be 
useful in the further examination of thisquestion. I realize, and 
the committee of course realizes, the fact that we can not rem- 
edy the evils in our Federal courts by any amendment to the pres- 
ent bill. I will call attention, however, to the fact that the orig- 
inal appropriation bill for the 1896 ep Sige es $3,455,600, 
while this deficiency carries $3,240,582.19, other words, we 
come within $212,000 of as much deficiency as in the original bill 
for the Federal courts. 

The reason for this is largely due to the methods which have 
been perpetuated for a generation, and because the courts them- 
selves are beyond the reach practically of legislation. Men hold- 
ing a life office do not feel that sense of responsibility to the people 
that members of this House do, or even members of the Senate. 
Many of the evils that are complained of here could be cured by 
the judges themselves, and are cured, or partl in some States 
by the judges, by the prompt removal of o nding officers. A 
judge has power to remove a deputy marshal who tutes or a 
commissioner who sends up a frivolous charge, and the courts do 
remove them in someinstances. Butsuch men are often retained, 
because they are very useful to two officers of the court, the mar- 
shal and attorney. "The district attorney's fees, under existin 
law, depend entirely upon the amount of business that is done. 
remember more than twenty years ago, perhaps twenty-five years 
ago, I remonstrated with the assistant attorney in a case 
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in which I was a for bringing a clearly frivolous chara 
He said to me, “‘ My friend, you do not understand the situati,y. 
The chief under whom I serve is entitled to $6,000 a year provid. 
ing there is business enough to make $6,000 a year. I have t, 
make the business, and I am bringing suits in order to create bic). 
ness enough so that he may earn his salary.” 

So with the marshal. e deputy must do business enough t 
bring the salary of his vhief up to$6,000 a year. It is this inher, 
defect in the system that causes the trouble. Let me give you 4 
few figures taken from the unfinished manuscript report in + 
Attorney-General’s Office. The report of court expenses w,5 
called for by resolution of this House, but of necessity some de!ay 
has arisen in preparing it, and in the meantime I will give a fo 
figures which will be embraced in that report. Take, first, ¢},5 
State of Arkansas, the western district of that State. It will jo 
interesting to the House to learn that in that district the same 
man performs the duties of clerk of the district court, clerk of ths 
circuit court, and United States commissioner, for which he re- 
ceives the following emoluments: As clerk of the circuit court })o 
earned last year $3,241.65; as clerk of the district court he earne| 
$3,791.65; as United States commissioner he earned $6,032.70, mak- 
ing a total of $12,372.80 earned by this one man, or $7,372.10 more 
than the judge of that court received for the performance of his 
duties. Such inequalities make manifest the necessity of a revyi- 
sion of the laws under which such things are sible. This is 
not an exceptional case by any means. Take the court commi 
sioners of the Territory of Oklahoma. Their fees last year 
amounted to $32,738. 

—— SAYERS. How many United States commissioners are 
there 

Mr. LACEY. Thereisa large number. This instance is per- 
haps exceptional, because these officials perform all the duties per- 
formed by State courts. The total expenditure there for deputy 
marshals for last year in that Territory was $212,665.73. 

Turning now to the commissioners in the State of Iowa, and in- 
cluding both districts,north and south, I find that they earned 
$7,781.13; while in the State of Ohio the commissioners earned 
only $3,890.43, and in the State of Pennsylvania only $3,144.70. 
It will be seen, therefore, that the commissioners in my own State 
earned more than all the commissioners in the great States of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania put together. Now, Mr. Chairman, when you 
find such discrepancies there must be some evil or fault under- 
lying the system, which ought to be considered by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, having such matters in charge. That commit- 
tee is an able one, and no doubt will give the matter the fullest 
consideration and report some adequate remedy. 

TI have introduced a bill making these officials salaried officers, 
so as to dig up this whole fee system by the roots. The ‘ perni- 
cious activity” of the deputy marshals and commissioners has 
done much to increase the expenditures in connection with the 
United States courts. Self-interest is involved. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LACEY. I should like some additional time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Iowa be allowed time sufficient to conclude 
his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. I thank the committee for their courtesy, and I 
shall not abuse it nor occupy any time beyond what is absolutely 
necessary to present a few additional figures. I know that this 
House is deeply interested in this general question. It is one 
that has come to the front in every Congress for many years, but, 
like all other evils, there are men whose interests -~e affected by 
any attack upon the present system, and who have friends here. 
Itis an unpleasant duty, as we all know, to turn down one’s frienis 
in one’s own district, and therefore it is difficult to work many 
necessary reforms. Abuses like these become strongly intrench«l 
by long use. So it has happened that although propositions for 
the reform of these abuses Taso been presented to the House year 
after year, nothing has come of them, not even of those whic) 
have been favorably reported to the House. The Stone bill in the 
last Congress was reported by the committee with a favorable re- 
port, but no action was ever had upon it. Now that the present 
officials are soon to go out it would be a good time to make thw 
change. When the new Administration comes into power new 
court officials should find fixed salaries, and be relieved from the 
temptation that has been so potent with their predecessors. 

r. Chairman, I have prepared a list of the deputies and of tle 
fees which they received in each State and Territory of the Union 
for the last year. I will call attention to a few items taken from 
that statement, and will ask the privilege of printing the whole in 
connection with my remarks, so that members may have an oppor- 
tunity to see these res in anticipation of the report from the 
Attorney-General’s Office. In the middle district of Alabama | 
find that the deputy marshal’s fees last year amounted to $37,750.00. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Can the evils of which the 
gentleman is complaining be corrected in the present bill? 
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CEY. No, sir. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Can they be corrected in any 


a LACEY. Yes, sir; very easily. : 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Have not bills for the re- 
form of these abuses been presented in this House for ten years 
past right along? What committee ought to bring in a bill to 
make these reforms? i a 

Mr. LACEY. The Committee on the Judiciary. These same 
evils have been often hinted at before, but I find it is a very good 
plan for the House to talk earnestly about such things. Discus- 
sion leads to correction. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. But they have been ‘‘talked 
about” for ten years. Who are the committee having the bill in 
charge, and why do they not bring it in? a F 

Mr. LACEY. The Committee on the Judiciary has charge of 


this subject. yg 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Are they living or dead? 
uf rhter. 

LT ACKY. I hope and have no doubt that they will be found, 


before the present session of Congress adjourns, a very active 
committee. The last Committee on the Judiciary did report a 
bill, but, unfortunately, it slept the sleep of death in the latter 
part of the session. By bringing this matter prominently before 
the House at an early period in the present Congress it will be 
all the more likely that the legislation necessary to bring a rem- 
edy will be enacted. Bs 

The Attorney-General in his report has called the attention of 
Congress to these abuses and has urged that they be cured by 
legislation. We are all substantially agreed that legislation is 
needed. The only question to be determined is the question of 
detail, and that must be worked out through the proper commit- 
tee. The members of this body must take the matter into consid- 
eration and use their influence upon those having the bill in 
charge in order to secure an early report. 

Now, in a single district of Texas—the eastern district—the fees 
of these deputy marshals were $67,199.46. Delaware—economical 
and virtuous little Delaware—spent for deputy marshals’ fees last 
year only $20. On the other hand, in the western district of Vir- 
ginia—on the other shore of the bay—the amount spent was 
$30,408.45. West Virginiaspent $35,096.89. New Jerseyspentonl 
$1,784.91, while on the other hand, the western district of N orth 
Carolina spent $29,679.20. The eastern district of Michigan spent 
$4,739.76, and the western district of the same State $2,533.97, 
while Minnesota’s deputy marshals drew $14,056.28—about double 
the amount expended in both districts in Michigan. 

Mr. BAILEY. In justice to the marshal of the eastern district 
of Texas, I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
to that district is attached a large part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. LACEY. Solunderstand; and that fact excuses that part 
of Texas from some of the charges that might seem to be implied 
by these figures. In the northern district of Texas the expendi- 
tures amounted to $7,611.58, and in the western district, $12,700.07. 
The State of Vermont seems to have spent nothing in this direc- 
tion, not a single dollar, while South Dakota spent $19,759.74. 

Mr. STEELE. Has the gentleman any information on the sub- 
ject of excessive charges for fees? 

Mr. LACEY. These matters are undoubtedly honeycombed 
with fraud in many localities. For instance, a single man will 
be arrested in a certain neighborhood and brought before a com- 
missioner; the next day the officer will go back to the same local- 
ity, arrest another man, and bring him before the commissioner; 
and on the third day perhaps go back and arrest a third. Then 
there are fee-earning adjournments after adjournments in the trial 
of cases before the commissioners. In fact, in some places these 
commissioners’ courts might be called factories for the manufac- 
ture of claims for fees against the United States, and that is why 
we have here a deficiency appropriation in one year coming within 
$212,000 of the amount of the original ene The origi- 
nal appropriation was made small so as to keep these people in 
check, but they know that claims against the Government are 
good, and they have e on with their business in the sure expecta- 
tion of being cared for in a deficiency bill. 

Mr. STEELE. But the point I wished to make was this: Has 
the gentleman any information as to prisoners being taken, not to 
the nearest commissioner, but carted off five or six hundred miles 
to another commissioner, in order that the charges for mileage 
— be swelied? 

tr. LACEY. That is a universal complaint from almost every 
part of the country where these large charges for fees of deputy 
marshals and commissioners ap on the record. 

Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman know about what percent- 
age of prisoners arrested are discharged without trial after fees 
have been collected for taking them these long distances? 


Mr. LACEY. There is no way of getting at the percentage 
Without very careful investigation; but the number of such cases 
is very large. In addition to that, there are a very large number 
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of men who are tried, convicted, and their sentences suspended. 
In other words, the dockets are merely ornamented with these 
cases without any punishment being finally inflicted upon defend- 
ants, the only utility of these trials being to furnish fees to the 
men who institute the proceedings and bring the cases before the 
courts. 

Without detaining the committee further, I will print, in con- 
nection with my remarks, a full statement of the figures to which 
I have partially referred. 

The statement is as follows: 

Deputy marshals’ emoluments and expenses for the last fiscal year 



















7 
Alabama, northern......... $26,049.94 | Montana. -......-........... $14,731.40 
Alabama, middle ........... 37,780.30 | Nebraska.-......._.. 10, 283. 74 
Alabama, southern. ........ 18,380.92 | Nevada............. 2,378. 41 
dda iscenn cegnnacnn 18, 341.25 | New Hampshire 0.00 
Arkansas, eastern-.......... 8, 443.58 | New et | 
Arkansas, western ......... 33,427.87 | New Mexico................ 22.62.23 
California, northern........ 5, 40.60 | New York, northern....... 9,962.98 
California, southern........ 7,787.49 | New York, eastern _-........ 0.00 
GN a cecsnacagueue 8,120.39 | New York, southern....... 12, 138.% 
Connecticut ........-. ae 751.07 | North Carolina, eastern... 10, 440.58 
Delaware .......... 20.00 | North Carolina, western .. 20,679.20 
District of Columb 5,791.20 | North Dakota.............. 25,943.54 
Florida, northern -.. - | Olio, northern............. 4,612.09 
Florida, southern..-......-... Ohio, southern ............. 7,041.16 
Georgia, northern.......... | Oklahoma .................. 212,665. 71 
Georgia, southern.......... tees ... 10,917.80 
i: eanaralitideian Gusdaandrncicts Pennsylvania, eastern ___.. 2, 486.08 
Illinois, northern.-......... Pennsylvania, western .... 1,397.42 
Illinois, southern........... 5 | Rhode Island ..........._... 59. 77 
0 NS ee . 57 | South Carolina ............. 25,945.89 
Iowa, northern. ..-. 47 | South Dakota. .............. 19,750.74 
Iowa, southern -... ‘ 98 | Tennessee, eastern......... 25, 052. 88 
halal ine circles 88 | Tennessee, middle ......... 20,165.20 
5 60 | Tennessee, western ........ 5,475. 2 
Louisiana, eastern .8& | Texas, northern............ 7,611.58 
Louisiana, western -......-. 269.10 | Texas, eastern.............. 67, 199. 46 
sins maine arate ipaitiatai 4,943.35 | Texas, western............. 12, 700. 07 
SS ESR Se 0 BE Aine ctencnkunnanipenion 10, 602. 64 
Massachusetts.............. en ec coee 0.00 
Michigan, eastern - 4,739.76 | Virginia, eastern ........... 1,287. 21 
Michigan, western ... 2,533.97 | Virginia, western .......... 31,408.45 
Minnesota ............ -- 14,056.28 | Washington ................ 90,557.78 
Mississippi, northern -..... 12, 5.74 | West Virginia ......... . 35,096.89 
Mississippi, southern -....... 11,139.57 | Wisconsin, northern....... 7, 696. 04 
Missouri, eastern........... 10,231.56 | Wisconsin, western __...__- 4, 466. 26 
Missouri, western .-..... LE | PE OEE onc ecccncscscn 62.50 


Mr. SWANSON. If the gentleman from Iowa will allow me, 
I have the information at hand. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave concluded my remarks. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana 
who makes the inquiry, that there were 25,949 cases of indictment 
found in the United States courts during the last year. Of these, 
10,521 were nolle prosequied—discontinued, on the ground that 
there was no evidence to sustain them. Forty per cent of the 
jury charges, witness charges, and deputy ona charges were 
on suits discontinued by district attorneys as being petty, frivo- 
lous, and incapable of being sustained. 

A MemsBer. That is about the amount of the deficiency asked 
here, is it not? 

Mr. SWANSON. Just about. Last year they spent $5,300,000 
for the United States courts, and this is 40 per cent of the total 
expenditures. This 40 per cent represents only those cases where 
indictments were found by juries, but does not include those cases 
where the grand jury refused to find the indictments or where 
commissioners refused to send them on tothe grand jury. If you 
include these, over one-half the expenses of the United States courts 
were incurred by petty and frivolous suits which did not amount 
to anything and only harassed or annoyed the people. Of the 
$5,300,000, if we could save one-half, there would be near two and 
three-quarter millions of dollars each year to be saved of this ex- 
penditure. This saving to the Treasury would be largely in the 
shape of fees paid to these officers. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CANNON. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that we may proceed 
with the bill. Whereabout are we now? 

The CHAIRMAN. On line 12, page 13. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out the last word. 

_ RAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman succeeds in his amendment, 
or after he has addressed the committee, I will then ask the Clerk 
to proceed with the reading. I have no right or disposition to do 
so now. But after the gentleman concludes his remarks I will ask 
to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I desire to make a few remarks at this time relating 
to the pending subject, and also with reference to certain sug- 
— which have been made concerning the duties of the 

udiciary Committee. 

There seems to have been considerable criticism indulged in 
during this debate upon the Judiciary Committee for not report- 
ing a bill to correct the evils claimed to exist in the judicial system 
of the United States. On that point I desire to be heard briefly. 
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I for one do not believe that the officers connected with the 
judiciary of the United States are one-half as corrupt as has been 
wae’ | here to-day. I do not believe that the courts of the 
Jnited States are ‘‘fee factories.” We are all familiar with the 
evils that have grown out of the feesystem. Noone disputes the 
fact that evils have resulted from that system. But in the last 
Congress the Judiciary Committee of this House reported a bill 
doing away with the fee system and substituting the salary system; 
but we could not get a hearing before this body. In this Con- 
gress we hope to report a bill proposing to do away with the fee 
system, as far as possible, and substituting the salary system in- 
stead, and I trust the gentlemen holding places on the Committee 
on Appropriations—who are so zealous and active to-day in de- 
nouncing other committees of the House—— 

Mr. SAYERS. We did not denounce anybody. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). And in denouncing and criticising 
the judiciary system of the United States will, when the bill is 
reported, show the same zeal and the same activity in support of 
that bill. I trust the bill will not be smothered, but that the 
Committee on Rules will give us time for its consideration and 
the House an opportunity to act on the subject by amending the 
law. 

I for one believe that these evils ought to be corrected, and 
that they may be corrected by Congressional legislation. I be- 
lieve that when that bill comes before this House the proper time 
to criticise the present system of fees and the present adminis- 
tration of the courts of this country will have come. That will 
be the time for gentlemen to exercise their oratory in denuncia- 
tion of the officers connected with the judicial system of the 
United States and of the present system, out of which, as they 
claim, all of these evils have grown. 

Until that time it will be useless to discuss the subject. It 
avails nothing to indulge in a general tirade against laws and the 
abuse of laws at a time when reform is not pes or action in 
that direction is not possible. The way to od is in conduct, 
not criticism; practice, not preaching alone. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee, however, hail with delight these expressions of a desire to 
do away with a pernicious system and establish one in the con- 
duct of which frauds, unjust arrests, and false or stuffed accounts 
will be without reward in the law and therefore unprofitable, and, 
we trust, unknown. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Chairman, in view of all that has been said, 
I hope the gentleman from [linois will withdraw the point of 
order he did not make, and let a vote be taken upon the amend- 
ment. It will not do any harm. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I am not so sure. I rather think that 
by implication it repeals a better provision. 

Mr. STEELE. ell, the word “‘ implication” is a great thing in 
legislation in the House, as used by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Arte sriations. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a great thing sometimes in the construc- 
tion by the courts, too. 

Mr. STEELE. Very well; let the evils continue. 

eau : _ NON. Iask that the Clerk proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 
. The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

To pay to Charles H. Evans, for services to the Ways and Means Committee 
in preparing estimates of revenue from proposed tariff legislation, $100. 

To pay to Joel Grayson, for services in the document room from January 
1 to June 30, 1896, inclusive, at $125 per month, $750. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 2, page 17, amend by inserting the following: 


“To pay to the mother of Lucien Davidson, dece , late a 


om ge in the 
ce Oo 


the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, a sum equal to his salary as such 
page for six months; also, the expenses attending his last illness and funeral, 
not to exceed $100, and in all $460. 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the 
what the gentleman has to say about t 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This amendment introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Savers] refers to a boy who was a page 
in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms during the last two years. 
He was taken sick about the 10th of December with typhoid 
fever, and while sick and practically dying he was dropped by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and another boy put.in his place. e died a 
few days afterwards. He was the only son of a widowed mother 
and her entire support. He was dropped from the roll a few days 
betore he died. He was not able to get home, and after his death 
his mother was unable to take his remains home, and he was 
buried in the Congressional Cemetery in this city. He left his 
mother without a dollar in the world. Perhaps no other case sim- 
ilar to this has ever been before the House. Others who have 
been dropped from the rolls have asked for compensation, but 
they were well and could go home. This boy was on his deathbed 
when dropped, and could not get away from here. His mother 
could not pay his funeral expenses and di not pay them. She 


point of order until I hear 
is. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 2 l, 


has nothing now to live on, and has not money enough to buy a 
railroad ticket with which to get home. The gentleman fy. m 
Texas has offered the amendment, and I hope no gentleman oy 
the floor will oppose it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the amount? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Only $460 all told, and I hope the gentle. 
man who has charge of the bill, the chairman of the committea 
will not make any point of order on a matter like this. , 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the Sergeant-at-Arms informs 
me that the boy was taken sick while on duty in his office. Under 
the statement made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liy- 
INGSTON] I am not inclined to insist upon the point of order, (¢ 
course we have to be a little particular—it stands the House in 
hand to be particular—not to extend the payment of compensa- 
tion or funeral expenses to others than its employees. Even that 
class of expenditure does not dwell in the law except as it dwells 
in precedent, but it does obtain where an employee dies while in 
the service of the House. It is customary to pay his funeral ex- 
penses and a sum equal to six months’ salary. Under the con- 
ditions stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinu- 
STON], however, it is not in my heart or judgment to insist upon 
the point of order, and I have said what I did about it in order 
it might not constitute a precedent for any other than a simi- 
ar case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I thank the gentleman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend by insert- 
ing, after the amendment’ which has just been adopted, the words: 

“To pay R. C. Peacock for services performed as a page, $20. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay R. C. Peacock for services performed es a page, $20. 


Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the point of order until the gen- 
tleman makes his statement. 


Mr. HEPBURN. This boy was a page, and while performing 
the services of a page was notified that his services were no longer 
needed. He then discovered that his successor had been appoint- 


ed some eight or ten days previously, and had taken the oath. So 
when he came to draw his pay he failed to receive the pay to 
which he was entitled for services actually rendered by the sum 
of $20. It is entirely equitable, just, and decent that this House 


should pay him. 

Mr. CAN NON. As I understand, he performed services for 
which this item is offered as an amendment, and it is the pay be- 
tween the time he was discharged in fact and the time when he 
was notified of his discharge? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And in the meantime he performed the service. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Right along. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman is satisfied that that is the 
correct statement? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam satisfied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise and ro- 
— the bill with amendments to the House, with the recomien- 

a 


tion that the amendments be concurred in and that the bill do 

8S. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 4321) making 


appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 


to the House with sundry amendments, in which the concurrence 
of the House was asked, and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments of the Committee of the Whole were agreed 
to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was was laid on the table. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, i 
‘he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans 
mitting a copy of the findings filed in the cases of William Taylor. 
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inist r of Polly Blackwell, deceased, James C. Hodges, and 
admin Test, administrator of Thomas West, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
inted. 
= ae the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of War submitting estimate 
of appropriation for repairs to Aqueduct Bridge, District of Co- 
jumbia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
ieee from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a reply 
to the resolution of the House asking for information as to the 
rogress made in erecting a mint building at Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

‘A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ap- 
propriation for the repair of a Government wharf at Sitka, Alaska, 
and making certain recommendations with regard to said wharf— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
a request for ay to use unexpended balance of an appro- 
priation to reimburse R. E. Ashley for services—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. McRAB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.1199) designating the 
officers before whom preliminary affidavits in entries of public 
lands may be executed, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by areport (No. 99); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2642) granting 
leave of absence for one year to homestead settlers upon the Yank- 
ton Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, reported 
the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 100); 
which said bill, amendment, and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. McRABE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 2175) to extend the time 
for the completon of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot 
Springs Reservation, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 101); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.325) to provide 
that United States railroad corporations shall, for purposes of 
jurisdiction, be deemed citizens of the respective States into which 
their line of railway may extend, reported the same with an 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 102); which said bill, 
amendment, and ot were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House No. 218, reported in 
lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 4554) to amend the act approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regu- 
late in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891,” accom- 
pees by a report (No. 104); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House, No. 84, reported in lieu 
thereof the resolution (No. 125) directing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to inquire as to the rights of executive officers of the 
Government to refuse to indorse acts of Congress, accompanied 
by a report (No. 105); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
ancl reported from the Committee on War Claims, delivered 
bs ~ erk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

ollows: 

By Mr. HURLEY: The bill (H. R. 3313) for the relief of James 
Big er. (Report No. 90.) 

, the bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of officers and crews of 
the U. 8, boats Kineo and Chocura. (Report No. 91.) 
By Mr. ON: The bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findings of 
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the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co. 
(Report No. 92.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of George McAlIpin, to 
repay to him moneys unlawfully collected from him by the United 
States. (Report No. 93.) 

By Mr. AVERY: The bill (H. R. 4488) for the relief of Eugene 
Oscar Fichet. (Report No. 94.) 

By Mr. OTJEN: The bill (H. R. 4810) for the relief of Mathias 
Pedersen. (Report No. 95.) 

By Mr. HATCH: The bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of James 
E. Souther’. (Report No. 96.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4437) to amend ‘An act to sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” ap- 
proved June 10, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COFFIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4439) to authorize 
purchase of lot for dispensary and hospital in District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 4440) for the necessary and 
better protection of American labor and the enforcement of the 
law of domicile and the restriction of immigration to such a de- 
gree as will serve that end—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 4441) to provide for terms of 
the circuit and district courts for the southern district of Califor- 
nia at San Diego—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4442) to amend the act of June 
3, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act for the sale of timber lands in the States 
of California, Oregon, Nevada, and in Washington Territory, as 
amended by section 2 of the act of August 4, 1892”—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4443) to adjust the pensions of 
those who have lost their limbs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4444) providing for commis- 
sioners to treat with certain Indians for the surrender or modifi- 
cation of any rights claimed by them to hunt on the unoccupied 
public domain of the United States—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4445) providing for the construction of a 
military road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the mouth of the 
Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jacksons Lake, in Uinta 
County, Wyo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4446) for the further pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4447) to create an 
executive department to be known as the Department of Com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 4448) to repeal all provisions 
of the law for the payment by the United States of one-half of the 
appropriations for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HART (by request): A bill (H. R. 4449) to change the 
pay and rating of the machinists in United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4450) to provide for two ar- 
tesian wells on the Yankton Indian Reservation—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) to enable the Superintendent of the 
Geological Survey to define the location of artesian waters by 
test wells—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4453) granting to the 
Alabama tribe of Indians in the State of Texas 25,000 acres of 
land—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4454) to authorize the admission 
into the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of veterans of the 
war of 1812 and of the Mexican war who subsequently entered the 
service of the Confederate States—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 4455) to establish additional 
regulations concerning immigration to the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association 
in the city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the 
soldiers’ monument in said cemetery—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 
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By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4457) for the total repeal of the 
internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULICK (by request): A bill (H. R. 4458) to provide a 
modern organization for the line of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4459) to reorganize the Navy Department and 
promote the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4460) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at York, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for permanent 
fortifications and a system of torpedo defense at Cape Henry, Vir- 
ginia, and Cape Charles, Virginia—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. DOGLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4462) to extend the mineral- 
land la ws of the United States to lands embraced in the north half 
of the Colville Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate Company, 
National Guard, of the State of New York—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 4464) 
to amend the act approved June 18, 1874, to change the copyright 
law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 4556) to commission pilots in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the St. 
Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Association of 
Chicago, [1l.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4558) to make Bis- 
cayne Bay, Fla., a subport of entry and delivery—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 4559) to carry out sec- 
tion 61 of the act of Congress of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes ’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) providing 
forthe publication of 4,500 additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
REcorD—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BULL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 94) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to make a survey of Seaconnet Point, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 124) to 
authorize the contestant, A. J. Rosenthal, to amend his notice of 
contest in the case of A. J. Rosenthal vs. Miles Crowley, Tenth 
saeesnn district, State of Texas—to the Committee on Elec- 
tions No, 3. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A memorial adopted at a Statehood conven- 
tion held at Shawnee, Okla., December 4, 1895, urging upon Con- 
gress to pass an act at the present session to provide for the 
admission of Oklahoma as a State—to the Co ttee on the Ter- 
ritories. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were uhanee from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of Mary Chambers, widow of 
Thomas Chambers—the Committee on War Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of William J. Bryan—the 
Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 4465) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Calvin T. Holmes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) granting a pension to Henry H. Wil- 
son, of Fallowfield, Washington Count, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4467) granting a pen- 
sion to Michael F. Leary for long and distinguished service—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 4468) removing the charge of 





{| Committee on Military Affairs. 
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desertion from the military record of Edward S. Conkling 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4469) removing the charge of desertion { 
the military record of John Ploss—to the Committee on Mi); 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4470) for the appointment as lieutenan 
the retired list of certain survivors of the Lady Franklin Ba, 
pedition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H.R. 4471) for the relief of th 
representatives of James T. Rape, deceased, late of Catoosa ( 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4472) for the relief of Isaac Whitenhe) 
Bledsoe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICKE: A bill (H. R. 4473) for the relief of , 
F. Hathaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pens 
Sarah A. Denny, an army nurse—to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 4475) granting ; 
sion to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney—to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of B 
min F., Bayles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4477) for the relief of the es! 
Washington W. Miller, deceased, late of Murray County, ‘J . 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 4478) for the relief of David 
Housel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4479) for the rel 
Thomas K. Hughes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 4480) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert Cornell White—to the Committee on War ( 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 4481) granting ; 
crease of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, of Marion, Kans.—t. the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4482) to remove the char 
desertion from the military record of John A.Swartzwelder—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4488) for the relief of Jonathan 
Milburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) for the relief of Sarah E. Chamber!ain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) for the relief of Thomas Reiley—to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) for the relief of Archie Grant McDon 
ald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) for the relief of Jerome Brown—to thie 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pensi 
James Teasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4489) granting an incr 
pension to Alexander Evans, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Com 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the nan 
Ethan A. Sellman to the pension roll—to the Committee on |nva 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 4491) nting a pension to 
Sarah A. Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 4492) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary E. Sessions, of Guilford, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4493) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Thomas W. O’Brien—to the Committe: ou 


— airs. 
By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 4494) granting pension to Bar- 
ton 8. Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) granting a pension to Richard Barlow — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 4496) granting a pension to An- 
nie Schifirli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 4497) for the granting of an invalid 
pension to Levi Moser, late sergeant of Company I, One huni 
and fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Coin 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H.R. 4498) to correct the « 
of muster of Rosalvo B. Brazelton as second lieutenant of ( 
pany D, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) to pension Thomas T. Garrison—to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

Also, a bill (H.R.4500) to increase the pension of Strot! 
Brock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) to place the name of Anderson G. 1 '- 
man on the muster roll of Company D, Sixty-fifth Indiana Vol 
teer Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Cou 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) to pension John R. Dougherty—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 4503) to appoint Commodore 
Edward E. Potter, United States Navy, now on the retired list, to | 
the rank and pay of rear-admiral, retired—to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. ’ 7 : ; 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4504) granting pensions to | 
certain companies of scouts and guides who served with the Fed- 
eral forces during the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Denson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ' 7 s , 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4506) for the relief of Elizabeth | 
J. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of James A. McElroy, | 
guardian of Noea Wilson, an insane member of Company H, 
One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
now deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) vo remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Robinson, late an acting master’s mate | 
of the United States Mississippi Squadron—to the Committee on 
Military Affains. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4509) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Arthur B. Spader, late a private of Com- 
pany B, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) for the appointment of Frank M. Mar- 
shall as lieutenant on the retired list of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H1. R. 4511) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHESON: A bill (H. R. 4512) for the relief of | 
C. J. Winne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 4513) for 
the relief of Harlow L. Street—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICE: A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of 
John Morgan, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4515) for the relief of the heirs of John W. 
West—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4516) to remove the charge of desertion against | 
Walter M. Macarty, alias Wallace M..Morton—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Washington 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4518) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4520) granting a pension to E. A. Brown—to 
the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) granting a pension to Jacob Fetter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) granting to Mathew Golden a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) granting a pension to J. E. Ruark—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) to remove the charge of desertion against 
E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) granting a pension to Henry Hubbell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension | 
to Mary B. Douglass, widow of Henry Douglass—to the Commit- | 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. 
McCartney, widow of William H. McCartney—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 4529) for the relief of Miss 
Honora Ryan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pension to Bar- 
ney Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) granting a pension to William Sey- 
mour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4582) granting a pension to Ada R. Oliver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4533) for the relief of the 
trustees of Mount Olivet Methodist Church—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4534) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. 
Julius H. Stahel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 4535) removing charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Green Breeden—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H.R. 4536) granting a pension to 
Newell F. Osterhout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of William 
H. Crook—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of John Keefe— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R.4539) granting a pension to Zolman 
Tyrrell, imbecile son of Lewis R. Tyrrell, late Company A, First 
New York Engineers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4540) to ap- 
point Commodore James H. Gillis, United States Navy, now on 


retired list, to the rank and pay of rear-admiral, retired—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of the 
| owners of the schooner Walter B. Chester—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: A bill (H. R. 4542) to increase the 


to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 4543) for the relief of Dan- 
iel Leary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4544) granting an increase of 
pension to William Drewitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 4545) to increase the pen- 
sion of Alfred Thurlby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4546) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Franklin Jacobs— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Silas S. White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary Arnold—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 4549) granting jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of the scow Row- 


| ena—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of 
pension to John X. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 4551) for the relief of W. D. 
McLean, alias Donald McLean—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of 
Martha M. Welsh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4553) for the relief of James 


| L. Northcut—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4555) to remove the 
charge of devertion from the military record of John Snyder—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4560) for the relief of Dr. 
John B. Read—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 42 citizens of Carnot, Moon, 
McKees Rocks, and Shoustown, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of S. S. Mott and 
others, of McGees Mills, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immi- 


| gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Memorial by the board of supervisors of 
Napa County and the city council of the city of Napa, Cal., with 
reference to the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring the licensing of masters and chief mates of 
sailing vessels of over 700 tons, as provided in Senate bill Na. 180 
to the Committee en the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the abolition of compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 


Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing appropriations for coast defenses—to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. 

Also, protest of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange against 
the passage of bills H. R. 1227 to 1233, inclusive, amending the 
navigations laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: Papers relating to the claim of John L. 
Stone, of Sequatchie County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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By Mr. BULL: Petition of 97 citizens of the State of Rhode 
Island, in favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Meade Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage of bill to revive the rank 
of Lieutenant-General, in the interest of Maj. Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition of R. W. Jordan, I. V. 
McPherson, and others, of Aurora, Mo., praying for the passage 
of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANNON: Resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois, 
relative to legislation equalizing and reducing freight and pas- 
senger rates—to the Comttee mion Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Ilinois,relative to green- 
back currency and silver—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois, favoring free 
mail delivery in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois, relative to the 
veto power of the President—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois,relative to option 
dealing in grain—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, Il., in favor 
of the improvement of the harbor of St. Joseph and waterway to 
Benton abate the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Protest of merchants and river men 
of St. Louis against the passage of House bill No. 2698 unless the 
same is amended—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., 
favoring the passage of an act to commission pilots in the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition to accompany a bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John A. Swartz- 
welder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Hon. Burrill Porter and others, 
in favor of House bill No. 4240, granting an increase of pension to 
Dexter B. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of D. B. Chamberlain and 55 others, 
praying for the passage of the Stone bill, restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by 
the North Congregational Church, of Springfield, Mass., in behalf 
of the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in the matter of Henry C. La Point, 
late first lieutenant, Second United States Cavalry, to restore 
him to his former rank, and place him on the retired list of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, testimony in behalf of Thomas W. O’Brien, to remove the 
charge of desertion from his military record—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, testimony in behalf of Mrs. Mary E. Sessions, of Guilford, 
Vt., as to granting her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade, Rutland, Vt., favoring 
the recognition of the Cubans as belligerents in their struggle for 
freedom—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Letter from Ed. Sauer, of Dubuque, 
Iowa, favoring the establishment of a steamboatman’s home by 
the Federal Government—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the One Hundred Thousand 
Club, of Fresno County, Cal., for an appropriation of $200,000 for 
a suitable site and the erection of a buildingin the city of Fresno 
for the accommodation of the Government postal department, 
internal-revenue service, etc.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Two petitions, respectively, from Nile and 
Alfred, Allegany County, N. Y., —_— Sunday observance bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of J. Dempsey, V. Swift, and others, relating to 
the payment of arrearages of pensions to a 
soldiers of the late civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of the common council of Su- 
porter, Wis., to make the earliest and amplest feasible provision 

or raising and controlling the level of the Great Lakes in order 
to deepen their harbors, and for adequate channels from these 
lakes to the ocean—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of D. McKee and 34 other citizens of 
Hutchinson, Kans., praying for the passage of a bill granting a 
pension to William Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
#10ns, 
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By Mr. MAHON: Petition of soldiers of Snyder County, Pa. 
praying for the passage of a bill giving a pension of $8 per month 
to all soldiers who served in the war of the rebellion and were 
honorably discharged—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petition of Given Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Wooster, Ohio, praying for the amendment of pension 
laws in such manner as will provide for the dependent families or 
relatives of pensioners who degrade themselves by an improper 
use of their pension money—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Canal Dover, Tuscarawas County. 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the William A. Stone Dill, re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Ministerial Association of New Philadel- 
phia and Canal Dover, Ohio, praying for the passage of a law to 
raise the age of consent to 18 years in the whole jurisdiction of 
the National Government, to repeal the ninety-day law of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Kansas City, 
Kans., and vicinity, praying for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the board of directors of the Ameri- 
can Humane Education Society, proposing a method for the set- 
tlement of the Venezuelan boundary question—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Martin Helgerson and 170 other 
settlers on the Sioux Indian Reservation, asking that they be al- 
lowed to take lands on the reservation under the general home- 
stead laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. POOLE (by request): Petition against the Sunday ob- 
servance bill (H. R. 167) from voters of De Ruyter, Lincklaen, and 
Cuyler, N. Y., of different churches and beliefs—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial on the subject of female suffrage, by citizens of 
Kentucky—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition and affidavit relating to increase of 
pension of Cassie A. Davis, widow of James P. Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W.A. Lusby, O. C. Peyton, 
L. B. Chaney, and other citizens of Bedford County, Tenn., asking 
payment of claim of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., to ac- 
company House bill favoring legislation to commission pilots in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4424, 
in support of the claim of George I. Spangler—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., relative to the improvement of 
the harbor at St. Joseph, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of George Beiger and others, to reclassify and pre- 
scribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Saginaw, Mich., asking for improvement of harbors at Ludington, 
Mich., and Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. . 

Also, petition of citizens of the Twelfth Michigan district, ask- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 1, to reclassify and prescribe 
the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Clinton, 
Pa., for the passage of the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany the claim of Thomas 
S. Daugherty, of Company A, First Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Lieut. Josiah White Post, 
No. 45, Grand Army of the Republic, of Phoenixville, Pa.,for the 

assage of a law granting a pension of $8 per month to every sol- 
Ser and sailor of ninety days’ service in the war of the rebellion, 
and who has been honorably discharged—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, : 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Oscar Thompson, of Madison 
County, Ala., praying that the Committee on War Claims refer 
his claim to the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary Johnson, of Madison County, Ala., pray- 
ing that the Committee on War Claims refer her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Athens, Ala., favoring the recogni- 
tion of the Cubans as belligerents in their struggle for freedom— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, January 22, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: : . : 

A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city of 
Hastings, Mich.; ; ; ; 

A bill (H.R. 2300) to incorporate the Supreme Council of the 
Thirty-third Does of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
Jurisdiction of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to the W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic; 

A bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of New Mexico authorizing the issue 
of certain bonds of said Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Department of 
State with documents; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and 
completion (excepting heating apparatus) of the United States 
post-office building at Bloomington, Il. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AFFAIRS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 16th instant, calling for a statement 
as to the names of all streets, avenues, alleys, and reservations 
in the limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown which 
are partially or wholly unpaved, and the total length thereof 
so unpaved; also the length thereof unsewered; also the length 
thereof without water mains, together with the estimated cost of 
fully improving the same; also an estimate of the full amount 
required to carry out the provisions of the act of March 2, 1893, 
to provide a permanent system of highways in the District of 
Columbia outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
the total number of feet of land in streets, avenues, and reserva- 
tions required to be condemned in each subdivision or piece of 
land, and the value of the same; also a statement showing the 
amount of taxes collected in the cities of Washington and George- 
town and the county, respectively, by years, from 1878 to 1894, 
both inclusive, and in like manner the amount expended in each 
of said sections by the District of Columbia for the same period; 
also the amount of the revenues of the District of Columbia ap- 
= by the Treasurer of the United States to liquidate any undue 

ebt of the District of Columbia to the United States or other 

arties, from 1878 to 1895, and from what fund taken and to what 

ebt applied, etc., stating that they will immediately commence 
the preparation of the statements called for, with the object of 
furnishing the information at the earliest practicable moment, 
but the scope of the resolution is so vast that with their present 
resources their response to some of the inquiries can only be made 
at a very remote — and that if the information is desired for 
early use by the Senate an immediate appropriation approximat- 
ing $20,000 will be requisite to enable the Commissioners to em- 
ploy the extra force needful to obtain and compile the data with 
sufficient expedition; which was read. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President the resolution to which the com- 
munication is a response was introduced at the request of a large 
number of laboring people, I understand, taxpaying people, of 
the District of Columbia. It seems quite extraordinary that a 
mere matter of information of that kind should cost $20,000. But 
certain it is that whatever it may cost, before a great debt is in- 
curred here, the people of the District should have some idea as to 
what will be oapeere in the process of the work. 

I move that the communication be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia for such action as it may see fit, and 
that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the select and 
common councils of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropri- 
ation be made for the permanent improvement of the navigation 
of the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 
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Mr. HAWLEY presented resolutions adopted at the annual 
meeting of the National Board of Trade, favoring an appropriation 
for the construction of a ship canal from Lake Erie to tide water; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
raying that provision be made for the protection of all trains, 
oats, and vehicles carrying the United States mails; which was 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the fortification of the east end of Long Island Sound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for a strict enforcement of the immigration laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Rutland, Vt., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of 
the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of James A. Edwards, 
of Madison County, N. C., praying that he be granted an honorable 
discharge; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the National Board of 
Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation changing the rules 
of practice in Federal courts, so as to prevent action against a de- 
fendant in a civil suit unless personal service has been had; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the continuation of the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi and Ohio rivers and their navigable tributaries; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition af the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the establishment of reciprocal trade relations, espe- 
cially with Canada, Mexico, and Central and South America; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation establishing a sound and 
stable monetary system, and in case of failure to agree upon such a 
system praying for the appointment of a nonpartisan monetary 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the National Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the Government ownership of rail- 
roads, recommending a firm and continuous supervision over thejr 
operation and management, and praying for the extension of the 
bonded indebtedness of the Pacific railroads; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage without amendment of the so-called Pat- 
terson bill, toprevent unjust discrimination in freight rates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect the interests of 
those whose business relations are affected by the management of 
subsidized railroads; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent interested 
parties from being appointed receivers of bankrupt corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of the general assem- 
bly of the State of Louisiana, praying that adequate appropria- 
tion be made for the improvement of the navigation of the Macon 
and Boeuf rivers in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cal- 
houn, Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Equal Rights Association of 
Kentucky, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
women equally with black men against State denial of the right 
of suffrage; row hg with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the appointment of a permanent nonpartisan tariff 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation establishing an American 
system of navigating naval reserves; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for a reduction in postal rates and the exclusion from 
second-class rates of such publications as are not strictly of that 
class; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
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He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to improve the postal laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas City, Kans., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of the State of Kansas, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Franklin Trussell, of St. 
George, Me., and 69 other citizens residing on the coast of Maine, 
and the petition of J.C. Gomage and 154 other citizens of Bristol, 
Me., praying that a life-saving station be built on Damiscove 
Island, Maine; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Warren, 
Mass., praying that the Government take such action as may be 
possible to relieve the sufferings of Christians in Armenia; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Maritime Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage 
of House bills 1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing to amend the 
navigation laws; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

We also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to 
remove discriminations against American sailing vessels in the 
coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, licens- 
ing masters and chief mates of sail vessels of over 700 tons; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the com- 
pletion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 758) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Wilbur 
with the United States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of 
money as he may be justly and equitably entitled to, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1048) for the relief of J. Floyd 
Johnston, administrator of John Floyd Johnston, deceased, and 
for other a asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. I —_—— if the Committee on Foreign Relations 
says that that is not a bill which it ought to take jurisdiction of 
and that the Committee on Claims ought to have it, it is of little 
use for me to object. But at the same time itis a claim which 
grows out of the settlement of the Geneva award, and is a claim 
which, it seems to me, the 5 yy Relations Committee might 
have properly considered. I shall make no objection to the bill 
going to the Committee on Claims, though I did hope the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations would act upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee considered it and concluded 
that the bill ought to go to the Committee on Claims, because it 
isa claim to be enforced in the Court of Claims, and therefore 
not a proper subject for the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
am informed by a Senator near me that the original bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on ee Rela- 
tions will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and it will be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize 


Lieut. Sidney 8. Jordan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. 
Edward C. Carter, assistant surgeon, United States y, to ac- 


cept medals from the British Government, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the resolution proposing to direct 
the Secretary of State to send to the Senate the dispa’ of the 
consuls of the United States relating to the war now carried on in 
Cuba, to report it adversely. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that the resolution just reported adversely 
may go upon the Calendar. 

r. SHERMAN. There is no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed upon 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1676) authoriz- 
ing Rear-Admiral W. A. Kirkland to accept a gold box ted 
sitie by the Emperor of Germany; was read twice by its 


Mr. McBRIDE, from theCommittee on Public Lands, to who) 
was referred the bill (S. 36) to amend an act entitled “An act { 
the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to proy 
for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and comi 
sions paid on void entries of public fonda,” reported it with amen 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask leave to file at some time hereafter a} 
nority report on behalf of some members of the committee. ‘| 
bill is not a unanimous report from the Committee on Pu 
Lands, and the minority desire to present their views hereaft: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will begranted. The bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on P, 
sions, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 57) granting an 
crease of pension to Adelaide Morris, to report it without amv 
ment and submit a report thereon. This bill was favorably re- 
»orted yesterday, and afterwards recommitted to the comiiti. 

y mistake the report was put in print. I ask that the re) 
which I now submit may take the same number as the report 
oe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 744) providing for a naval training 
station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the} 
bor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ARMENIAN OUTRAGES. 


Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I 
report the concurrent resolutions which I send to the desk. | 
quest that the resolutions be read at length, after which I 
ask the Senate, if agreeable and if there be no objection, to : 
sider the resolutions at this time. 

The concurrent resolutions were read, as follows: 


Whereas the supplementary treaty of Berlin of July 13, 1878, betw ; 
Ottoman Empire and Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Ita und 
Russia cuntains the following provisions: 


“2x5. 


“The Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out without further de! 
ameliorations and reforms demanded by local requirements in the priv 
inhabited by the Armenians, and to guarantee their security aguin 
Circassians and Kurds. 

“Tt will Lei peed make known these steps taken to this effect 
powers, and will superintend their application. 


“ LXTI. 


“The Sublime Porte having expressed the wish to maintain the pr 
of a liberty,-to give it the widest scope, the contracting parti 
note of this spontaneous declaration. 

“In no part of the Ottoman Empire shall difference of religion be i 
against an individual as a ground for exclusion or incapacity as regar ) 
discharge of civil and political rights, admission to the public service, 
tions and honors, and the exercise of the different professions and indu: 

“All persons skall be admitted, without distinction of religion, to gi 
dence before the tribunals. 

“Liberty and the outward exercise of all forms of worship are assur ) 
all, and no hindrance shall be offered either to the hierarchial organiz: 
of the various communions or to their relations with their spiritual chi: 

“The right of official protection by the diplomatic and consular age: 
the powers in Turkey is recogni both as regards the above-ment 
persons and their religious, charitable, and other establishments in tli y 
places; ”*’ and 

Whereas the extent and object of the above-cited provisions of said tr 
are to place the Christian subjects of the Porte under the protection 
other Aguatorins thereto, and to secure to such Christian subjects fu 
erty of religious worship and belief, the equal benefit of the laws, and «: 
no and immunities belonging to any subjects of the Turkish Eu 
an 

Whereas by said treaty the Christian powers parties thereto havi: 
tablished, under the consent of Turkey, their right to accomplish and: 
the above-recited objects; and 

Whereas the American people, in common with all Christian people « 
where, have beheld with horror the recent appalling outrages and massi'3 
of which the Christian population of Turkey have been made the victi: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Repres 
concurring), That it is an imperative duty, in the interest of humani 
express the earnest hope that the European Concert brought about |! 
treaty referred to may speedily be given its just effect in such d 
measures as shall stay the hand of fanaticism and lawless violence, ani ‘a 
shall secure to the unoffending Christians of the Turkish Empire 4 
rights belonging to them both as men and Christians and as beneficiarie 
the —— an of the treaty above recited. ‘ 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate these 1 
tions to the Governments of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, | 
and Russia. ft 

Resolved further, That the Senate of the United States, the House of BR») 
sentatives concurring, will support the President in the most vigorous © i 
he may take for the protection and security of American citizens in Tu! , 
and to obtain redress for injuries committed upon the persons or prop rt) 
such citizens. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present co 
sideration of the resolutions which have been read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what situation is the matter? 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolutions are reported from the Com- 


mittee on Fo Relations, and with the unanimous consent of 
the committee, I may say. ; 
Mr. LINDSAY. Have the resolutions been printed? 


Mr. CULLOM. They have not been printed. I called the at- 
tention of the Senate to the reading of the resolutions for the pur- 
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pose of securing immediate action, if the Senate saw proper to | 
take it. I should be very glad to have the resolutions adopted | 
now, as I think there will be no discussion upon them, because it 
seems to be something that this Government ought to express 
itself about, and that without very much delay. If there is ob- 
jection, of course the resolutions will go over; but if there is no 
objection, I hope the Senate will vote upon them without delay. 

Mr. HILL. Iwas out of the Chamber when the resolutions were 
read. lask the Senator whether he can not state concisely just 
what is proposed to be done? soli 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the resolutions are important. I have no 
idea in the world now of opposing the passage of some such reso- 
lutions. I had not the good fortune to be in when they were read. 
I do not think the delay of a day, which it will take to have the 
resolutions printed and laid on our desks, will interfere with the 
object the Senator from Mlinois has in view, and therefore I ask 
that that be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. In view of the fact that the honorable Senator | 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcortT] has given notice of his desire to ad- 
dress the Senate this morning, I myself intended, if there was a | 
disposition to discuss the resolutions now, to ask that they should 
go over. Sothe resolutions may go over until to-morrow. I give | 
notice that I shall hope to secure their adoption at that time. 

Mr. PLATT. I present, out of order, resolutious, in the nature 
of a petition, passed by the First Congregational Church of Meri- 
den, in Connecticut, which is the city of my residence, with regard 
to the subject which has just been reported upon by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations; and I wish to express my feeling of sat- 
isfaction that the committee has made this report. The petition, 
I suppose, may lie upon the table, as the report has been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table, | 
and the resolutions will go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I neglected when I was upon my feet to report | 
back a number of resolutions in the nature of petitions which 
have been referred tothe Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
same subject. I ask that the committee may be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1677) for the 
relief of James Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8S. 1678) granting muster and | 
pay and allowance of captain of cavalry to Michael Sheehy from | 
June 13, 1864, to March 25, 1866; which was read twice by its title, | 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1679) for the relief of Helen Larned; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1680) to place John Dolan on 
the retired list of the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1681) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Virginia E. Turtle, of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (8. 1682) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. Leet; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1683) to place Lieut. Henry C. | 
Keene, United States Navy, retired, on the retired list of the United 
States Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to 
Sam P. Barbee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1685) to amend the immi- 
gration and naturalization laws; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1686) granting a pension to 
Herman Neudick; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1687) placing the name of John W. 
Brooks, of Ellsworth, Kans., on the rolls of the Army, and grant- 
ing him an honorable discharge with pay and allowances; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1688) granting a pensionrto Thomas 
Corcoran; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 
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He also introduced a bill (S.1689) granting a pension to John 


I’, Hathaway; which was read twice by its title, and r 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1690) granting a pension to Richard 
Brookins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1691) for the relief of E. N. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1692) provid- 
ing for the publication of District of Columbia advertising by con- 
tract; which was read twice by its title, and referred t i@ Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1693) for the rebuildi OI 
repair of the public wharf at Sitka, Alaska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1694) to in- 
crease the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1695) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie Beach; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1696) making an appropriation 
for the construction of an electrical cruiser and to provide elec- 
trical equipment for one or more cruisers already in service; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. CAUL introduced a bill (S. 1697) for the relief of J. M. Fos- 
ter, of Houston, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1698) for the establishment of a 
subport of entry and delivery at Miami, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1699) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Loring Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1700) to provide for the erection 
of an armor-plate factory in the city of Washington, D. C.: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 61) authorizing 
and requiring the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, by a canal to connect the lower Harlem River with Long 
Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feet 
in depth,at mean low water, or by asimilar canal 18 feet indepth, 
at mean low water, in strict conformity with the survey and re- 
port made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file in the office of the Secret r of the Senate 
relating to the claim of Miss Eliza A. W} n the Fiftieth Congress, be with- 
drawn from the files and transmitted to the Committee on C! f the 
House of Representatives, there having been no adverse report 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARING. 
Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution which I ask may be refern 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent EF 


of the Senate. Before the resolution is referred I wish to say that 
it is accompanied by a request from the president of the conven- 
tion of the Woman's Suffrage Association, which will convene in 
Washington in the course of a few days, that a hearing shall be 


accorded to them. It has been accorded to them and a stenogra- 
pher has been appointed to take down their statements. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 
5 t 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Woman Suffrage be author- 
ized to employ a stenographer to report the proceedings at the hearing of the 


delegates of the woman’s suffrage convention. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1806, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], coming over 
from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution relative to the payment of bonds 
of the United States issued under certain acts in standard silver 
dollars. 

Mr. PUGH. I understand the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] is entitled to the floor upon the resolution. 
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Mr. HILL. 
lead to considerable debate, and I t 


I was going to et that the resolution may 
ink it should be placed upon 
the Calendar, where it can be brought up at any time by a vote 


of the Senate. Would not that course be agreeable to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; I object to its going on the Calendar. I 
shall insist on its immediate consideration and for a vote upon it 
without debate, if I can obtain it. 

Mr. HILL. That is hardly possible, Mr. President, in the pres- 
ent status of affairs. 

Mr. PUGH, Not with the exercise of freedom of speech pos- 
sessed so eminently by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest, then, as a temporary relief to the 
Senate and the country, that we lay the resolution aside, in order 
to take up the resolution upon which the Senator from Colorado 
ars WoLcorTT] desires to speak, if that is agreeable to the Sena- 
or from Colorado. Then we can dispose of this matter after- 


wards, 

Mr. PUGH. On what resolution does the Senator from Colo- 
rado desire to speak? 

Mr. HILL. He desires to speak on some resolution pertaining 


to the Monroe doctrine. I suggest that that resolution be taken 
up now, and we can bring up this question again after the Senator 
from Colorado has concluded his speech. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishall be obliged if the Senator from Ala- 
bama will let the resolution lie over temporarily, If it suits his 
convenience it would very much suit mine. 

Mr. PUGH. I feel compelled to yield to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, but I am very anxious to have action upon 
this resolution, and I shall press action upon it whenever it is 
os yper to do so. I hope that the next time it is called up there will 

6 nO Objection to its consideration on the ground that we are to 
be inflicted with the old gold-bug argument against the passage 
of the resolution. If we are to suffer that infliction, the earlier 
the better. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over for the 
present. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PrRuDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 30) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system of high- 
ways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of 
cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 22d instant approved and signed the act (S. 628) 
to provide an American register for the steamer Miami. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to la 
the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
sey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the resolution before 
the Senate. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. SEWELL on the 16th instant was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Monroe doctrine, as originally Froponades, was directed 
to the special prevention of the threatened action of the Allied Powers in ref- 
erence to the revolted colonies of Spain and the occupation, by way of colo- 
nization, of any supposed derelict territory on this hemisphere. 

2. That the question of resisting any acquisition of territory by conquest 
was limited, as stated by Mr. Webster, tocases in which, by reason of prox- 
imity, such acquisition would be dangerous to our safety and the integrity of 
our institutions. 

3. That the true ground upon which the Monroe announcement was based 
and upon which any similar position has been taken rests for its justification 
upon what may be our interests, and our interests only; and that neither by 
the Monroe doctrine nor any other official declaration have we ever come 
under any pledge to any power or State on this continent that binds us to act 
merely for their protection against invasion or encroachment by any other 
power. 

4. That when a case arises in which a Euro power pro to acquire 
territory by invasion or conquest, it is then for us to determine whether our 
safety and the integrity of our institutions demand that we shall resist such 
action by armed force if necessary. 

5. That the Executive has pressed the Monroe doctrine beyond what was 
contemplated at the time of its announcement, and that the resultant se- 
quence of the positions thus taken seems to be a committal of this Govern- 
ment to a protectorate over Mexico and the Central and South American 
States; that this would be most unwise and dangerous, and would violate the 
sound and well-established policy that we should avoid all entangling alli- 
ances with foreign powers, whetber they be European or American. 

6. That this action was premature, looking to the history of the contro- 
versy, and inopportune in view of the business and financial condition of the 
country. 

7. That neither Congress nor the country can be, or has been, committed by 
the action or position of the executive department, in reference to the Vene 
szuelan boundary controversy, as to the course to be pursued when the time 
shall have arrived fora final determination. It will then be our province and 
our duty to adopt such a line of policy and to take such action as may be then 
demanded by our sense of duty to the country and by a due regard for its 
honor and dignity, the welfare and safety of our people, and the integrity of 
our institutions. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the extraordinary message of 
the President of the United States having reference to a dispute 
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exclusively between Great Britain and Venezuela, both friendly 
powers, was practically indorsed by both Houses of Congress, 
The responsibilities, therefore, which his action may have entailed 
restas well upon the legislative as the executive department of the 
Government, and are equally shared by all political parties. The 
recommendations of the President that a commission be appointed 
to inquire inte the points of difference between the two Govern- 
ments concerned, and to enlighten this country as to the true 
divisional line separating Venezuela and British Guiana, were 
followed by Congress, and that Commission, eminent in ability 
and lacking only the joint sanction of the parties in interest, 
which sanction alone can give it vitality or usefulness, has duly 
qualified. 

Under the circumstances it would ordinarily seem to be the 
part of wisdom to refrain from further public comment on a sub- 
ject of so sensitive and delicate a character until some decisive 
step had been taken or some obstacle had been encountered call- 
ing for legislative interference. And neither the fact that illness 
preven my presence in this body when the message was laid 

xefore the Senate nor the sporadic utterances on the subject 
which we have recently heard here would have served to induce 
me to embarrass the existing situation by further discussion. 

The resolutions, however, which the Committee on Foreign 
Relations has reported to this body, the effect of which may be, in 
my opinion, most far-reaching, as affecting our policy and rela- 
tions toward other and friendly Governments, require some dis- 
cussion and careful investigation before we commit ourselves to 
their declarations, and lead me to participate in this debate. 

The few remarks I shall make will be chiefly to the effect that 
the so-called Monroe doctrine has been misapplied in the pending 
controversy; that so much of President Monroe’s message as re- 
ferred to the colonization of portions of America by European 
powers could have no applicability to any boundary dispute now 
existing in South America; that the hostility to the extension by 
European powers of their systems to any portion of this hemis- 
phere, as expressed in that message, had especial reference to the 
systems of government which were based on the divine right of 
kings, and which were directed to the overthrow of.all republics, 
wherever existing; that the Monroe doctrine was in no wise in- 
tended as insisting upon republican forms of government in this 
hemisphere, or as committing this Government to maintain the 
doctrine outside its own borders or except as its own integrity 
might be affected; that this country isembarking upon anew and 
different policy from the one laid down by our fathers, and that 
from 1823 until now Congress has uniformly declined to define 
the so-called Monroe doctrine or to adopt it as a rule of action. 

The existing condition of affairs makes the calm discussion of 
the principles of the Monroe doctrine most difficult at this time. 
It is not an easy or a gracious task to take, in this high forum, a 
position which geen involves in the slightest degree the 
abandonment of that patriotic fervor which animates the breast 
of every citizen where our national pride or our country’s honor 
is in question. There has been much tension for the past few 
weeks. The letter of the Secretary of State to Mr. Bayard was, 
from a diplomatic point of view, almost incendiary. The Presi- 
dent’s message glowed with the possibilities of war. Members of 
both Houses of Congress, not to be outdone, followed the Presi- 
dent’s suggestion as to the appointment of a commission with 
feverish haste. Just what the commission is to do, or how it is to 
do it, nobody knows, but we have created it, and it stands, as yet, 
more a menace than a guaranty of peace. 

The efforts of the Government to fire the national heart have 
not been unavailing nor was the work difficult. We have had but 
two wars, except our own civil conflict and a war of conquest 
with the weak Government of Mexico. Both of them were with 
Great Britain; and while the past eighty years have seen an entire 
readjustment of all our relations with the mother country, a 
readjustment which ought to make future war with her out of the 
question, there are still lurking some traces of the traditional 
resentment. There is discontent, too, with existing conditions in 
many sections of the country, and men feel that any change, even 
war with a foreign country, could not make matters worse, and 
might bring improvement. There areall over the West and South 
men who work on their farms and find the grain they raise little 
more valuable for food than as fuel, who know that the railroads 
which charge them for the transportation of their produce are 
largely owned in Great Britain, and are either prosperous or, il 
insolvent, are fostered and protected and managed by Federal 
courts. They also view with distrust the close financial relations 
existing between the bankers of the East and those of London, and 
they would welcome any event, even war, that would result, as 
they believe a war would result, in destroying those relations and 
lead us to rely upon our own resources alone, and to embrace 
economic policies which would not be dependent on those of foreign 
countries. Thoughtless and weak and ignorant these views may 
be, Mr. President, but the person who denies their existence is not 
familiar with conditions or opinions in many States of the Union. 
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Add to all this the fact that hostility toward Great Britain is fos- 
tered by some political leaders who believe that jingo demonstra- 
tions may distract attention from domestic discontent and that 
this hostility is intensified by the bitterness cherished toward that 
Government by thousands of her former subjects, now citizens of 
this Republic, and it is not surprising that there exists in the 
breasts of many of our people an antagonism to Great Britain so 
rampant and so fierce that judgment is unheeded and passion and 
prejudice hold full sway. an ie 

Ii is easier to drift with such a condition than to antagonize it, 
but with the convictions on this subject which I hold, Mr, Presi- 
dent, that sense of duty which accompanies us in public station 
as in private life | epnecon a silence which would be cowardly, 
and impels me to the presentation of the right as light is given me 
to see it. . 2 : 

There has never been a doctrine more misunderstood or mis- 
applied than the so-called Monroe doctrine. It is, and has ever 
been, without recognition by other countries, and has always been 
refused the approval of Congress. 

The whole question first arose as follows—and in the presenta- 
tion of this immediate branch of the subject I shall more than 
once quote from an able article in the North Ameri “an Review 
for April, 1856, written while the whole subject was familiar to 
men who had been in public life when the Monroe doctrine was 
promulgated: 

There was an unsettled controversy between Russia and the 
United States pending in 1823 respecting their possessions in 
Northwestern America, Russia claiming title along the Pacific 
as far south as latitude 51°. Great Britain also laid claim to much 
of the same territory and to a point even farther south. We in- 
sisted on our title to Oregon, not only through our treaty with 
Spain in 1819, which gave us all her rights north of the forty- 
second parallel of latitude, but also based our claim upon prior dis- 
covery and exploration of what was known as Oregon Territory. 

There had been but little actual development over vast areas of 
the Northwest, and there was danger that some foreign powers 
might still claim portions of our dominion as unsettled country 
and open to exploration and occupation. Spain and Great Britain 
had entered into certain agreements prior to our treaty with 
Spain in 1819, and it was important to us that any rights asserted 
on behalf of or through Spain should be extinguished. This Gov- 
ernment, therefore, was quick to declare that Spanish rights in 
this whole hemisphere had lapsed because of the revolution in 
South America, although the contest was not ended for twenty 
years longer. The use of the word “colonization” had reference, 
therefore, not to acquisition of territory by conquest, or treaty, 
or purchase, but solely to the establishment of colonies founded 
on priority of discovery and occupation; and so explained, the 
phrase, ‘‘The American Continents are henceforth not to be con- 
sidered as subjects for future colonization by any European 
power,” becomes clear enough, and its attempted application to 
existing disputes in South America is absurd, and this was Mr. 
Clay’s understanding of the expression, and so explained by him 
in his dispatch when Secretary of State, in 1825, to our minister 
to Mexico. 

This disposes of so much of the Monroe doctrine as applies to 
colonization by foreign powers. Then follows the other declara- 
tion in the message, so often quoted and misquoted and tortured 
in meaning: 


In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to themselves we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy so to do. It 
is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent in- 

uries or make preparation for our defense. With the movements in this 
1emisphere we are of necessity more immediately connected, and by causes 
which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. ‘The po- 
litical system of the Allied Powers is essentially different in this respect from 
that of America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their 
respective governments. And to the defense of our own, which has been 
achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the wis- 
dom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part 
to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
peaceand safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European 
power we have not interfered and shall not interfere, but with the govern- 
ments who have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose 
independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowl- 
edged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them 
or controlling in any other manner their destiny y any European power in 
any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward 
the United States. In the war between those new governments and Spain 
we declared our neutrality at the time of their recognition, and to this we 
have adhered and shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur 
which, in the judgment of the competent authorities of this Government, 
shall make a corresponding change on the part of the United States indis- 
pensable to their security. 
on late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe is still unsettled. 
a this important fact no stronger proof can be adduced than that the Allied 

‘owers should have thought it proper, ona principle satisfactory to them- 
selves, to have inte _by force in the internal concerns of Spain. To 
what extent such in srposition may be carried, on the same principle, is a 
question in which all independent powers whose governments differ from 
ne rs are interested, even those most remote; and surely none more so than 

United States. Our policy in regard to Europe, which was adopted at 





an early stage of the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the 
globe, nevertheless remains the same; which is, not to interfere in the in 
ternal concerns of any of its powers; to consider the government de facto as 
the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and 
to preserve those relations by a frank, firm,and manly policy; meeting in all 
instances the just claims of every power. submitting to injuries from none. 
But in regard to these continents circumstances are eminently and conspicu- 
ously different. It is impossible that the Allied Powers should extend their 
political system to any portion of either continent without endangering our 
ae and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern brethern, if 
eft to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impos- 
sible, therefore, that we should behold such interposition in any form with 
indifference. If we look to the comparative strength and resources of Spain 
and those new governments, and their distance from each other, it must be 
obvious that she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of the 
United States to leave the parties to themselves, in the hope that other 
powers will pursue the same course. 


And the message of December, 1824, was still more emphatic: 


Separated as we are from Europe by the great Atlantic Ocean, we can rave 
no concern in the wars of the European Governments nor in the causes which 
produce them. The balance of power between them, into whichever scale it 
may turn in its various vibrations, can not affec. us. It isthe interest of the 
United States to preserve the most friendly relations with every power, and 
on conditions fair, equal, and applicable toall. But in regard to our neigh 
bors our situation is different. It is impossible for the European govern- 
ments to interfere in their concerns, especially in those alluded to, which are 
vital, without affecting us. Indeed, the motive which might induce such in- 
terference in the present state of the war between the parties, if a war it 
may be called, would oo to be equally applicable to us. It is gratifying 
to know that some of the powers with whom we enjoy a very friendly inter- 
course, and to whom these views have been communicated, have appeared to 
acquiesce in them. 

The circumstances attending these utterances are well known. 
After the Napoleonic wars, and in the reactionary period which 
followed the French Revolution, the sovereigns of Russia, Austria, 
and Prussia met personally and formed an offensive and defen- 
sive alliance intended to assert the divine right of kings and to 
put down with fire and sword any revolt against the doctrines of 
what was termed ‘‘legitimacy” and to interfere wherever, in 
either world, itcould aid in smothering and destroying all aspira- 
tions for freedom. 

It called itself the Holy Alliance, and interfered in Spain where 
a constitutional Cortes had superseded King Ferdinand, and it 
threatened to subjugate the Spanish-American provinces which 
had thrown off the Spanish yoke. 

The English people had already secured the great bulk of the 
commerce with these countries, and viewed with disfavor any in- 
terference with them by European Governments, and the announce- 
ment I have quoted from President Monroe’s message was largely 
the suggestion of Mr. Canning, then the English secretary of state 
for foreign affairs, and met the cordial support of the English 
Government. Not only was the Monroe doctrine the direct out- 
come of English suggestion, but in all the wars for independence 
fought in the swamps and jungles and in the fever-infested dis- 
tricts of these tropical provinces of South America, and in the long 
struggles for liberty which drenched the Spanish colonies in 
America with the blood of patriots, British volunteers fought ever 
in the front of battle. Veterans of Waterloo, many of them, they 
sought only an opportunity to fight the Spaniard, the oppressor of 
the New World. Their valor at the battle of the Bridge of Boyaca 
carried the day and set New Granada free. At the great and de- 
cisive battle of Carabobo in 1821, on Venezuelan soil, after the 
Venezuelan troops had been again and again repulsed and were 
in full retreat, the British legion, with reckless and heroic bravery 
and against overwhelming odds, carried the Pass of Carabobo in 
a bayonet charge and with it carried the fortunes of the day and 
of the war. At the close of the battle, of the 900 English troops, 
600 lay dead or wounded on the field, their colors seven times 
changed hands and were dyed with the blood of the dauntless 
heroes who carried them, and as the few survivors, with trailing 
arms, filed past Bolivar when the day was won, he saluted them 
as the saviors of his country. Such was the example which Great 
Britain set and the encouragement she afforded during the long 
struggle for freedom in South America. Without her aid Vene- 
zuela might not to-day be free, and those who now denounce her as 
if she were the oppressor of Venezuelan liberties may, with profit, 
study the history of those early and bloody times. 

The concern of President Monroe was not lest monarchies should 
be established in this hemisphere. He expressly recognized exist- 
ing Governments, and had welcomed the Empire of Dom Pedro 
in Brazil and Iturbide in Mexico as freely as the Governments of 
Bolivar; he protested not against despotic Governments, but 
against their forcible extension by the dreaded Holy Alliance in 
this Western world, of which he stood in well-grounded fear. 

In this connection I quote from the summary in the North 
American Review, to which I have referred: 

We have now arrived at the point in our historical review from which we 
can clearly perceive at what this declaration of Mr. Monroe wasaimed. It was 
intended as acaveat to the designs of the allies, and as an earnest protest 
against the extension to this continent of the * political system ”’ on which they 
were based. What were those designs and what was this political system 
which endangered the peace and safety of the United States? The history of 
the Holy Alliance furnishes a sufficient answer to both of these questions. The 
designs of the European monarchs against the independence of the Spanish 
American States, prosecuted as they would be in accordance with a political 
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system which recognized only the doctrine of lagitionney and the divine right 
of kings, would necessarily menace the very existence of our own institutions, 
since these had been founded in @ most contumacious disregard of the prin- 
ciples deemed most “ holy’ by an alliance which arrogated to itself the * un- 
doubted right to take a hostile attitude in regard to those States in which the 
overthrow of the government may operateas an example.” In what country 
did the overthrow of legitimacy then exert so potent an influence as in the 
United States? And if the Spanish American republics were now to be as- 
sailed for their imitation of our ‘‘example,”’ could we hope, as the federal 
representatives of the free principles most obnoxious to the Holy Alliance, tha‘: 
we should escape their flaming zeal in the cause of “ order and legi Aes 
after they had finished with the South American republics? 

A blow aimed at them because they were republics was a blow equally aimed 
at the independence of our own country; and hence it was that Mr. on2oe 
declared that any such armed intervention by the Allied Powers of Europe 
could not be regarded as “ in any other light than as the manifestation of an 
unfriendly disposition toward the United States""—a declaration character- 
ized no less by the calmness of its delivery than by the patriotic foresight in 
which it was devised. Originated for the purpose of mone a particular con- 

uncture of events, it finds in them alone its real purport and its justification. 

ise, and seasonable with reference to the circumstances of the time at 

which it was promulgated, it ceased to be of any force, even as a Presidential 
recommendation, so soon as the crisis which called it forth had passed. 


It was the Holy Alliance he dreaded; the Holy Alliance which, 
as Mr. Brougham said in 1823 in the House of Commons, was— 
not against freedom on the Ebro, or freedom on the Mincio, but against free- 
dom; against freedom wherever it is found, freedom by whomsoever enjoyed, 
freedom by whatever means achieved, by whatever institutions secured. 

These — tic utterances of President Monroe, approved by the 
out Jefferson, found ready indorsement in this country and in 

ngland. We were, however, perhaps more conservative then; 
possibly there were enough other issues upon which votes could be 
solicited, and Congress, when called upon in 1824, by Henry Clay, 
then Speaker, to indorse the substance of the message, declined to 
adopt it and make it a rule of legislative action. 

I read from the account of the debate: 


On the 20th of January, 1824, Mr. Clay, who was Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, moved the following resolution in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union: 

* Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the people of these States would not 
see, without serious inquietude, any forcible interposition by the Allied Pow- 
ers of Europe, in behalf of Spain, to reduce to their former subjection those 

murts of the continent of America which have proclaimed and established for 

,emselves, respectively, independent governments, and which have been 
solemnly recognized by the United States.” 

We need not state what was the fate of this resolution, as well as of a sim- 
flar one offered vy Mr. Poinsett of South Carolina. Its object, as appears 
from the face of it, was to give a legislative sanction to the principles enun- 
ciated in the President's message; but, whether from prudent caution or 
timid counsels (as to which we venture to express no opinion), it was never 
adopted by the House of Representatives. 


And from that day to this Congress has failed to give the doc- 
trine official sanction. 
I quote from 1 Wharton: 


It is seen also by the debates on the Panama mission and the Yucatan inter- 
vention that Congress has never been willing to commit the nation to any 
compact or pledge on this subject, or to any specific declaration of purpose 
or methods beyond the general language of the m: , 

In the debates on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, in 1860-4, above referred to, 
all the speakers seemed to agree to this position of the subject. Mr. Clayton 
said: ‘In reference to this particular territory I would not hesitate at all, as 
one Senator, to assert the Monroe doctrine and maintain it by my vote; but I 
do not expect to be sustained in such a vote by both branches of Congress. 
Whenever the attempt has been made to assert the Monroe doctrine in either 
branch of Congress, it has failed. The present Democratic party came into 

ower, after the debate on the Panama mission, on the utter abnegation of 

he whole doctrine, and stood upon Wash on’s doctrine of noninterven- 
tion. You can not prevail on a majority, and I will venture to say that you 
can not prevail on one-third, of either House of Congress to sustain it.” 

Mr. Cass said: ** Whenever the Monroe doctrine has been urged, either one 
or the other House of Congress, or both Houses, did not stand up to it.” Mr. 
Seward said: “It is true t each House of Congress has declined to assert 
it; but the honorable Senators must doeach House the justice to acknowledge 
that the reason why nag om decline to assert the doctrine was that it was 
proposed, as many members thought, as an abstraction, unnecessary, not 
called for at the time.” Mr. Mason spoke of it as having ‘“‘never been sanc- 
tioned or recognized by any constitutional authority.” 


And when a resolution respecting the Panama congress was 
under discussion, Congress expressly refused to commit itself to 
the Monroe doctrine in any form (Review, page 506): 

When the resolution *toappr te the funds necessary to enable the Pres- 
ident of the United States to send ministers to the congress of ama’? was 
under discussion in the House of Representatives, it was expressly voted that 
such ministers should in no way make any compact or engagement with the 
Spanish American States in regard either to any threatened intervention or 
any future colonization by the European powers on the American continents. 
Resolutions to this effect were introduced by Mr. McLane of Delaware and 


Mr. Rivesof Yapenle whoafterwards, however, agreed to accept.a “* modifica- 
tion’ presented by Mr. Buchanan of Pennsylvania, embodying the substance 
of both their resolutions. 


This modification, after reciting and approving the 
noutral policy of the United Staten, dackares: 

It is therefore the opinion of this House that the Government of the United 
States ought not to represented at the congress of Panama except in a 
diplomatic character, nor ought they to form any alliance, offensive or de- 
fensive, or negotiate respecting such an alliance with all or any of the South 
American republics; nor ought they to become parties with them, or either 
of them, to any joint declaration for the purpose of preventing the interfer- 
ence of any of the European powers with their independence or form of gov- 
ernment, or to any compact for the purpose of preven colonization upon 
the continents of America; but that the people of the United States should 
be left free toact, in any crisis, insuch a manner as their feelings of friendship 
pa these republics and as their own honor and policy may at the time 

ctate. 

This resolution was passed in the House by a vote of 99 yeas to 9% nays; and 
thus was the declaration with respect to on left in abeyance, or 
rather expressly repudiated by this branch of with reference to the 
Spanish American States. 
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Nor was it considered even by the generation of statesmen w) 
controlled the destinies of our country at the time the mess, 
was transmitted that the declarations of the President involy.. 
us in the slightest responsibility to protect the countries of Son 
America against foreign invasion. 

Mr. Webster, in a speech on the Panama mission, in 1826, spol 
as follows: 

“It is doubtless true, as I took occasion to observe the other day, that | 
declaration must be considered as founded on our rights, and to spring ma 
from a regard to their preservation. It did not commit us, at all event 
take up arms on any indication of hostile feeling by the powers of Eur 
toward South America. If, for example, all the States of Europe ha 
fused to trade with South America until her States should return to t| 
former allegiance, that would have furnished no cause of interference t 
Or if an armament had been furnished by the allies to act against pro\ 
the most remote from us,as Chile or Buenos Ayres, the distance of the s 
of action diminishing our apprehension of danger, and diminishing also 
means of effectual interposition, might still have left us to content ourse 
with remonstrance. 

“But avery different case would have arisen ifan army, equipped and ma 
tained by these powers, had been landed on the shores of the Gulf of Mex 
and commenced the war in our immediate neighborhood. Such an oe) 
might justly be regarded as dangerous tu ourselves, and on that ground « 
for decided and immediate interference by us. Thosentimentsand the | 
announced by the declaration, thus understood, were therefore in strict 
formity to our duties and our interest.” 


And Mr, Adams, who had originated the doctrine, declared its 
limitations in his message of December 26, 1825. 


Accordingly, in his special message to the Senate, under date of Dece: 
26, 1825, advising the appointment “of envoys extraordinary and minis 
plenipotentiary to the assembly of American nationsat Panama,’ Mr. Ada 
took occasion to explain the principle enunciated by the late Presiden 
the following explicit and unmistakable terms. We quote from the mess: 

“An eens between all the parties represented at the meeting, t! 
each will guard, by its own means, against the establishment of any futu 
European colony within its borders, may be found advisable. This was, n 
than two years since, announced by my predecessor to the world as a»: 
ciple resulting from the emancipation of both the American continents. | 
may be so developed to the new Southern nations that they will all fee! it as 
an essential appendage to their independence. 

*” * + a” + * “ 


And in terms still more definite in his message to the House on 
March 26, 1826: 

Should it be deemed advisable tocontract any conventional engagem 
this topic, our views would extend no further than to a mutual pledge of tho 
parties to the compe each to maintain the principle in application to its 
own territory, and to permit no colonial lodgment or establishment of Euro 
pean jurisdiction upon its own soil. 


Not only, Mr. President, was the Monroe doctrine intended siin- 
aly as a declaration of limited scope and purpose, as I think | 
ave shown, but the circumstances under which it was given to 

the world were far different from those which now exist; and un- 
der present conditions its assertion and maintenance to the exteut 
claimed by the present Executive have ceased to be of paramount 
importance. 

t was essentially a doctrine of self-defense, promulgated for ow 
own preservation and for no other purpose. Our country, in 1s: 
was sparsely settled, and its boundaries but vaguely defined. 
Nearly half of our present area, excluding Alaska, was owned |} 
Mexico. Russia claimed certain rights in the Northwest, and | 
tremendous and sinister power of Spain had not been finally shal 
off by the countries to the south of us. England was our ally, 
our friend, although our own boundary claims with her were | 
settled, fearing, as we feared, the possible encroachments of Russia 
and the certainty of war with Spain if she should recover her fovt- 
ing in South America. Any successful step in her behalf to tho 
south of us meant the restoration of the whole continent to tht 
cruel and reactionary people whose brutality has darkened th 
pages of history for four hundrtd years. The fear was then real 
and the danger threatening. To-day how different the picture! 
We have helped ourselves to what land we needed; our own bor 
ers are defined, our Government eternally planted on the solid 
rock; our people intelligent and lovers of fi rty and devoted to 
free institutions. No danger threatens us from without. We are 
menaced by no foreign foe. 

Our boundaries, as I have said, are rounded, completed, and 
defined. They are not assailed either on the north or on the sout 
We are in no danger of losing any portion of our territory, n 
do we desire at this time to acquire on either side an additional 
acre, and vast as are our resources, intelligent as are our peo)’, 
we possess an element of strength even greater than these advai 
tages afford us; and that is that nobody wants us. We are 10 
desirable subjects for other countries. There is not a nation 
the whole world that would take one of our sovereign States as ° 

ift, with its people. Alsace and Lorraine may be transferre 
om one race and one nation to another, and a generation may 
bring acquiescence in the change; but no country has an army 
large enough to hold a foot of American soil where our flag has 
once floated, and ‘‘ Time’s iron feet” can make no impress upon 
our love and our equal devotion to every section of our country. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a question: 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ifitisimportant, butif not [had rather go on. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it is important, and that 
it will not disturb the Senator. In the event that England to 
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morrow should negotiate with the N icaraguan Government for 
the purchase of all the Nicaraguan soil, | should like to know 
whether the Senator would say that the Government of the United 
States ought to protest; and if it did protest, whether it should 
protest in the name of the Monroe doctrine or in the name of 
what should it protest? ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not care to be dragged into a further 
diseussion in answer to the interruption of the Senator from 
Oregon, and after that I trust I may be permitted to proceed with 
my speech. Ishall cover the very ground to which the Senator 
refers later, as he would have found if he had possessed his soul 
in patience. — ies 5 

Of course, if Great Britain were foolish enough to take such ac- 
tion, we should interfere, and should interfere to any extent; and 
we should interfere not in the slightest degree because of the 
Monroe doctrine, but because of the undoubted and inalienable 
right we have to protect our interests wherever anything is 
asserted to thecontrary in any portion of theearth. [Applausein 
the galleries, which was suppressed by the Vice-President. } 

Mr. President, it is idle to talk seriously of our integrity or per- 
petuity being threatened by an adjustment of boundary between 
Great Britain and Venezuela. That which once seemed a danger 
and evoked the utterance of the Monroe doctrine has passed for- 
ever away, and has left nothing to vex us but the pride of expres- 
sion to which we still cling. 

In the early years of the century, Mr. President, men’s hearts 
were all aglow, the whole world over, with hopesof liberty. There 
was no section of the earth where there was despotism that there 
were not brave spirits struggling for freedom, and young repub- 
lics held out the hand of friendship to each other and all men were 
brothers. Bolivar and other gallant leaders were battling nobly 
in the south, and there seemed to be promise of the same growth 
in civilization in South asin North America. That hope was long 
since dispelled. Instead of developing into self-respecting repub- 
lics based upon law, advancing in morals and civilization, the peo- 
ples of South America have shown themselves so far, almost with- 
outexception, utterly unfitted forself-government. Theirso-called 
republics are largely and usually military despotisms based on 
force and relying on bloodshedding and assassination for their 
establishmentand for their brief continuance; extending only until 
the ruler shall have amassed from the oppression of the people a 
fortune sufficient to enable him to live in luxury in Europe, when 
he escapes or abdicates, or until some other revolutionist shall be 
able by violence to seize the reins of government. The rulers 
are despots and suffrage a farce. Not only was this the condition 
of affairs fifty years ago; it is equally true to-day. 

Mexico, almost alone, under the able and wise rule of Diaz has 
enjoyed exceptional and long-continued immunity from revolu- 
tion, and the Mexican Republic seems firmly established; but its 
early history is like that of the other Central and South American 
countries. From the date of the independence of Mexico in 1821 
down to 1860—a period of thirty-nine years—it had thirty-six 
different forms of government and seventy-two individuals fig- 
ured as its chief executives. They were regents, presidents, presi- 
dent substitutes, emperors, commanders-in-chief, generals, and 
dictators, but the people had no more voice in the government 
than they have in Russia to-day. 

There is occasionally a country which, for the moment, seems 
to have aspirations toward good government, and for a brief 
period some ruler will appear to realize that a republic means 
something else than a bloody and oppressive despotism; but such 
a country and such a ruler are the exception and not the rule. 
The people are ignorant and submissive; the rulers are arbitrary 
and cruel. Let me read what the latest intelligent American 
traveler has to say of them. I quote from the book of Mr. Theo- 
dore Child, who saw with friendly and uncritical eyes, and sought 


Pe only that which was attractive or gave promise for the 
uture: 


The Argentine Republic has had an experience of sixty years of politico- 
electoral warfare. Party politics and personal ambition of a political nature 
have caused more bloodshed than the conquest of liberty itself, and yet the 
political education of the nation does not seem to make any progress nor the 
patriotism of individuals to acquire any rational development. e prosper- 
ity of the Argentine Republic has been impeded in the past by the passions, 
the political ambitions, and the want of morality of its criollo sons. 


He again says: 


In the political struggles there are rarely questions of principles, butalways 
questions of persons. President succeeds president, but the aim of all is 
equally selfish, and even if the opposition were transformed into the gov- 
ernment the whole result would be that one set of parasites would take 
pe place of another. In Argentina, Uruguay, Paraguay, Chile, and Peru 
a e political conditions are more or less the same; they are ruled by presi- 

ents who are as absolute autocrats as the Czar of Russia, and even more so, 
because they are safe from the intrusion or influence of European criti- 

The President of Argentina or the President of Chile is master of 


cism. 
= whole administrative organization of the country so completely that no 
h el and constitutional means can be brought to bear efficaciously against 
rsonal will or caprice. He not only disposes of the armed force of the 
gountry, but the entire administrative personnel is his creature and at his 
Aina Thus the manipulation of the whok electoral machinery is under 
control, and the citizens enjoy in consequence a right of vo' that is 
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purely platonic. They may vote, it is true,in many cases, as much as they 
please, but no account is taken of their suffrages. The whole apparat f 
republicanism in these countries is a farce, and in spite of the sonorous 
speeches of after-dinner orators they have not yet begun to enjoy even the 
most elementary political liberty 

From the general discussion in the press of the country one 
would at first blush be inclined to believe that the United States 
had strong natural affiliations with these Central and South 
American Governments, and were tied to them in bonds of ancient 
affection as well as fraternal love. In all this demonstration, 
therefore, with which we are indulging ourselves, it may be well 
to remember that after the announcement of the Monroe doctrine 
we went to war with one of these Governments and took from it 
a country which doubled the size of our own territory, and that 
it is only five years or so ago that we were about to blow Chile off 
the land and out of the water because her people were too frank 
in the expression of their hostility to us. 

Mr. HOAR. And murdereé. a few sailors. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, and murdered a few sailors as an evi- 
dence of friendship. 

Mr. HOAR. Asa very frank expression of what they feel. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Asa frank expression of their friendship for 
us. The fact is, we have absolutely nothing in common with 
these countries; that with few exceptions they dislike us and are 
jealous of our prosperity, and only call upon us to aid them when 
their commercial dishonor has led them to repudiate their debts 
and deprive them of European friendship; or when, as in the 
present case, they can successfully appeal to our love of fair play, 
our sympathy for the weak when threatened by the strong, and 
especially to our instinctive devotion to everything which is la- 
beled ‘‘ American.” 

These people, Mr. President, though alien in race, language, and 
religion, are entitled to our friendly and affectionate regard; as 
citizens of a sister Republic in name we may even owe them pro- 
tection whenever the interests of free government or the cause of 
civilization is attacked by assaults upon their autonomy. Beyond 
that point our obligation ceases. he description which I have 
given of the South American States generally applies with added 
force to Venezuela. Ever since her contest with Spain she has had 
revolutions at average intervals of eighteen months. Her popula- 
tion consists of upward of 2,000,000 people, and of these, until 
the recent influx to the gold fields, less than 1 per cent were whites, 
the remainder of the inhabitants being negroes, Indians, and the 
mixed races, composed of mulattoes and zambos. Muchofthepres- 
ent friction between Great Britain and Venezuela arises because of 
therecent development of gold fieldsin southern Venezuela. These 
fields are already attracting the attention of our miners from the 
Western States; many of our people are already there and more 
willfollow. Where the vexed boundary line will finally be located 
we can not tell, but I am frank to say that I sincerely hope it will 
rightfully be found to place these rich mines where the English- 
speaking people, who must develop them, will not be subject to 
the cupidity of the half-breeds of Venezuela, and where the Eng- 
lish common law and the certainty of its enforcement will fur- 
nish them shelter and protection. 

The phrasecjogy of the resolutions reported by the committee, 
Mr. President, is as unobjectionable as any language could be 
which endeavored to assert in binding and final terms a policy to 
which this Government desired to commit itself in dealing with 
the relations of foreign countries to this hemisphere. It ismoder- 


ate,it is clear, and it iscomprehensive. The objection to it, in my 
opinion, is that Congress is not called upon to give its sanction to 
any policy to be pursued toward the Governments to the south of 


us; and that at this particular juncture any legislation is unwise 
and can only accentuate existing difficulties. 

Conditions change from yearto year. The policies of to-day be- 
comeinapplicable to-morrow. For the last seventy years Congress 
has wisely refrained from placing the seal of its sanction upon the 
Monroe doctrine. These resolutions can not help us to a solution 
of existing difficulties, and at this moment of excitement and of 
passion we are not in the best condition to frame a policy which 
shall guide our country for all future time. 

Our right and our duty to interfere in every South American 
and Central American question that in any wise affects our inter- 
ests are undoubted; but that right and duty do not rest on the 
message of President Monroe, nor are they strengthened by legis- 
lative announcement. 

The passage of the resolutions at this time can do no good and 
perhaps little harm, but their introduction only adds another 
fagot toa fire which ought not to be permitted to longer burn. 
From the point of view which Iam presenting the diplomatic cor 
respondence was, on our side, unnecessarily irritating, the mes- 
sage of the President ill advised, and the creation of a commission 
with no facilities for investigation not shared by us all, and with 
out invitation by the parties in interest, was hasty and prematut 
Believe me, Mr. President, I do not presume to criticise our past 
action or to arrogate to myself superior wisdom. Under similar 
surroundings and with the same environment I should very pos- 
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sibly have joined in the unanimous action of the Senate if I had 
been permitted to be present in this body; but at this time it does 
nevertheless seem as if the further agitation of this question 
should cease until the resources of diplomacy are finally exhausted. 
Probably every American believes that Great Britain should have 
agreed to arbitrate the line ab initio and without reservation, but 
she did not soagree. Whereupon we have made it infinitely more 
difficult for her to accept arbitration by our demonstrative diplo- 
macy and volunteer commission; and we are drifting into a po- 
sition where Great Britain’s refusal to arbitrate, and she may 
lawfully refuse, will be considered not as demanding from us only a 
dignified and earnest protest, which is as far as most thoughtful 
Americans believe it fitting that we should go, but may be deemed 

y a numerous and influential body of our people to bea justifica- 
tion for the severance of relations between the two countries, and 
perhaps for war, 

We are told that we should not consider the possibilities of war; 
but we must look to the rational result of our interference along 

sresent lines. In my opinion, Mr. President, there will be no war. 

t will be avoided, not ause our position toward Great Britain 
in her dispute with Venezuela is tenable, for I think I have shown 
its unsoundness, and it has been rejected by the press and public 
opinion of ¢very first-class power in the world; not because by our 
moderation and wisdom we avert the possibilities of war, but be- 
cause Great Britain will yield the whole controversy rather than 
face the horrors of such a war over such a question, a war out of 
which no victor could emerge whatever the result; a war which 
would put back civilization and progress for a century, and which 
could only mean disaster to the human race. If such a contest 
shall be thus avoided, as I pray it may, it will bring to us no 
added honor and to Great Britain no disgrace; nor will the cause 
of liberty in South America be furthered or our own foundations 
be laid the stronger. 

If the Senate, Mr. President, was not responsible for the original 
differences which have arisen between Great Britain and this coun- 
try relative tothe Venezuelan boundary, itmust beadmitted that we 
have done much toward keeping the question active and the differ- 
ences acute, For instance, the other day, after all the Venezuelan 
dispatches had been published to the world, the Senatdr from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAn] saw fit tointroduce a resolution having refer- 
ence to the abortive revolution in the Transvaal. In what I have 
to say I make not the slightest reflection on the Senator from Ala- 
bama. I know his personal courtesy and his high sense of official 
duty, and I question neither, but I do protest that the introduction 
at this time of such a resolution was at least unfortunate and that 
its motive might be easily misunderstood. It is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
ople of the United States of America, through their representatives in 
Yongress assembled, convey to the President and ple of the Republic of 
Transvaal their earnest congratulations upon their success in establishing 
free representative government, a in form, and in their opposition 
oo oa y Sovetgn power that denies to them the full enjoyment of these right- 
ople o! e e God o 
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entertain with confidence the pleasing hope and belief that the principles of 
self-government will be securely established through the influence of the 
Republic of France, in her colonies, and of the Republics of Liberia and the 
Transvaal, founded by the peogse in Africa; and that those Republics wil} 
foster and give firm support to the peaceful progress of Christian civilizatior 
in the new and vast field now being opened to the commerce and institutions 
of all the nations of the earth throughout that great continent. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States is uested to commu- 
nicate this action of Congress to the President of the Republic of Transvaal. 

I know but little of the Transvaal Republic, but I am advised 
that a large percentage of its white citizens are aoe eaking 
people, and are denied representation, while paying their full quota 
of taxation; and that situation is one which ordinarily demands 
and receives American aw for — so deprived of what 
we cherish as an unalienable right. But whatever the cause of 
the uprising, or the merits of the dispute, Mr. President, my atten- 
tion at that crisis was diverted to another channel. France is a 
sister Republic, and although most of her colonies, commended in 
the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, have fewer rights 
than Cuba, she is yet entitled to our consideration and sympathy 
because of her form of government. Germany has furnished us 
hundreds of thousands of worthy citizens, who are a credit to the 
Republic. Russia was our friendly ally in the late war. And yet, 
Mr. President, when I read that all these powerful Governments— 
France, Germany, and Russia—had allied themselves together 
against Great Britain, and that the people of those little islands, 
‘*compassed by the inviolate sea,” in Selenae of what they deemed 
their mghts, were —ae their armies and assembling their 
navies, ready, undaunted, to face a world in arms, unyielding and 
unafraid, I thanked God I was of the race! There is no drop of 
blood in me, Mr, President, that is not of English origin, and I have 
no ancestor on either side since 1650 who was not born on the soil of 
New England; but my heart beats faster when I recall the glorious 
deeds of Clive, and Lawrence, and Napier, and Wellington— 

England's test son; 


He that gain'd a hundred fights, 
And never lost an English gun. 
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of Drake and Hawkins, who fought the Spaniard and swept the 
Spanish Main, and of the incomparable Nelson; and my pulse 
quickens when I realize that the splendor of their achievements 
is part of our glorious heritage, and that the language of Burke 
and of Chatham is our mother tongue! 

Mr. President, we will protect our country and our country’s 
interests with our lives, but we wage no wars of conquest or of 
hate. This Republic stands facing the dawn, secure in its liber- 
ties, conscious of its high destiny. Wherever in all the world the 
hand of the ~~ or the downtrodden is reached out to us 
we meet it in friendly clasp. In the Old World, where unspeak- 
able crimes even now darken the skies; in the Orient, where old 
dynasties have been a for a thousand years and still hang 
together strong in the accumulation of infamies; in South Amer- 
ica, where as yet the forms of free institutions hold only the spirit 
of cruelty and oppression; everywhere upon the earth it is our 
mission to ameliorate, to civilize, to Christianize, to loosen the 
bonds of captivity, and to point the souls of men to nobler heights, 

Whatever of advancement and of progress the centuries shall] 
bring us must largely come through the spread of the religion of 
Christ and the dominance of the English-speaking peoples; and 
wherever you find both you find communities where freedom ex- 
ists and law is obeyed. Blood is thicker than water, and until 
some just quarrel divides us, which Heaven forbid, may these two 
great nations of the same speech and lineage and traditions stand 
as brothers, shoulder to shoulder, in the interest of humanity, by 
their union compelling peace and awaiting the coming of the day 
when ‘‘ Nation shall not lift up sword against nation, neither shall 
they learn war any more.” [Applause in the galleries. | 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city of 
Hastings, Mich.; 


A bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other pur- 
poses; and 


A bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon balls 
to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

The bill (H. R. 2300) to incorporate the Supreme Council of the 
Thirty-third Degree of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
Jurisdiction of the United States was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill fe R. 4052) approving certain acts of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the issue 
of certain bonds of said Territory, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company right of way through certain Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Minnesota was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4321) making appro riations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read 
a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Department of 
State with documents was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BLOOMINGTON, ILL. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and 

completion (excepting heating apparatus) of the United States 
pee building at Bloomington, Ill., was read the first time 

y its title. 

~% CULLOM. Iask that the joint resolution be now consid- 
ered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Whereas a clause in the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 1875 (15 
Stat., 395), relating to public buildings, provides: ‘‘ No change in said plan in- 
volving an increase of expense exceeding 10 per cent of the amount to which 


said tae was limited shall be allowed or paid by any officer of the Gov- 
ernment without the special authority of Congress;” and 


Whereas during the last recess of Congress the contract for the erection 
and completion (except heating ap ratus) of the United States post-office 
building at Bloomington, IIl., was let for an amount less than the estimated 

it became advisable for the Secretary of the Treasury to so modify 


cost, and 
the drawings and specifications for said building as to provide fireproof cou- 
struction and improved de: : Now, therefore ce 
Be it resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Co ss assembled, That the Secretary of the Sregenry 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to construct and complete t he 
above-named buil as may be shown and called for by modified drawings 
ands fications: Provided, That the present appropriation for said building 
and its site shall not be exceeded. 











| 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The joint resolution has not been referred 
to a committee? ‘ : 

Mr. CULLOM. _It has just come from the otner House. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are we to act upon all House bills without 
any reference to a committee here in the Senate? Is that to be 

e e? 
the ra SULLOM. As the joint resolution does not make any ap- 
propriation whatever, but modifies the een heretofore 
vole so as really to cheapen the cost of the building below what 
it was before, I simply ask that it may be put on its passage, that 
the work may go on upon the changed plans in that respect. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Illinois please explain what 
the measure is? a . ae 

Mr. CULLOM. _The joint resolution explains itself better than 
I can explain it. Did not the Senator hear it read? 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator can explain it more concisely, 
and I shall be obliged to him if he will do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think I can do so without having the 
measure before me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill ought to be referred. We 
can not legislate in the confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall make no objection. I ask that it be re- 

rred. 
eer. SHERMAN. _ To the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr, CULLOM. To the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The joint resolution ought to go to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, not to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to a reference to that com- 
mittee. All that I ask is that it be acted upon as quickly as pos- 
sible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PAYMENT OF SUGAR BOUNTY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution adopted by the Senate on December 16, 1895, 
respecting what action had been taken in regard to the payment of the ap- 
propriation for the bounty on sugar contained in the sundry civil bill ap- 
proved March 2, 1895, I herewith transmit a communication received from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which contains all the information I have 


upon the subject. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 22, 1896. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire, with the consent of the Senate, 
to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to rere into effect the provisions of the act making 
appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds 
and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bulktins. I ask 
that it be read. I see that the clerks have made a mistake in 
making up the joint resolution for printing. I have marked it as 
it should 4 read. The part printed in italics shall come at the 
- of the part printed in roman characters. Let it be read in 
that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The SrcrETaRy. The joint resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to carry into effect the en of the act making yee YF 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896 
for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing, 
publication, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins; and as the public exi- 
gency requires that the valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants, to be purchased under the authority of the said act and by the 
said — riation, may be ready for distribution at the earliest possible 
date, the retary of Agriculture is hereby directed to procure them by 
open purchase or contract at the places and in the manner in which suc 
articles are usually bought and sold. 


_ The amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
is to add to the end of the joint resolution the following proviso: 


Provided, That the said Secretary shall not, in said purchase, pay more 
than a reasonable and fair price for such commodities or for any of them: 
And provided further, That he shall not be required to expend all the appro- 
priation available for said purchase, but only so much thereof as, consider- 
ing the time when distribution can be made, may profitably be expended to 
promote the objects named in said act. 


Mr. PUGH. Lunderstand the Senator from North Dakota calls 
up the joint resolution for the purpose of addressing the Senate, 
but not for the AY of securing action upon it to-day. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is the measure the Senator from 


Alabama desires to call up? 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to call up the resolution that was laid 
aside informally to enable the Senator from Colorado to deliver 
the eloquent speech to which we have all just listened. If the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota simply desires to address the Senate in 


accordance wi i i 
inne with the notice he gave yesterday, I certainly shall not 





Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ido not believe that the consideration 
of the joint resolution will occupy much time this morning. If 
the Senator has a measure in charge, I will state that I do nat de- 
= to displace anything by the consideration of the joint resolu- 

ion. 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator claims that his joint resolution is 
to be considered for final action, I must insist on calling up the 
resolution which was temporarily laid aside; but I do not wish to 
interfere with his right to address the Senate. However, if he 
intends to insist upon final action, 1 am satisfied that the joint 
resolution will give rise to a great deal of debate and consume a 
great deal more time than I am willing now to yield to him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have conferred with Senators upon 
the other side on this question, and I doubt if there will be much 
controversy over the joint resolution. I think that we shall be 
able to reach a conclusion in the course of an hour. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from North Da- 
kota that he will not havean hour for itsconsideration. Itis now 
a quarter to 2 o’clock, and the unfinished business comes up at 2 
o'clock. I suppose there will beno difticulty on that score between 
the two Senators, because his remarks will occupy over fifteen 
om, and then the unfinished business, of course, will take its 
place. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to say to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that my object in calling up the joint resolution is that I 
may have an opportunity to offer some remarks upon it this 
morning. 

Mr. PUGH. For that purpose I have no objection, but I shall 
call up the resolution I have in charge at the close of the Senator’s 
remarks, to which he will not object, I understand. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the Senator will have 
the right of way after I get through. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest, with entire respect to the two distin- 
guished Senators, that they do not compose the whole Senate. I 
have great respect for the rules and I shall insist upon their en- 
forcement. 1 have not the slightest objection to the Senator from 
North Dakota proceeding if he desires, subject to all the rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Of course it is the custom of the Senate to yield 
to the request of a Senator who desires to call up any matter for 
the purpose of submitting remarks. That is the purpose for 
which the Senator from North Dakota now asks that his joint 
resolution be called up, and for that purpose and for that alone I 
yield my right to call up my resolution, giving notice that after 
he concludes the resolution I have in charge will come up. I 
understand that to be in accordance with my right, and I am on 
the floor for the purpose of making that disposition of the resolu- 
tion. I desire to call it up for consideration at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. DoT understand that the Senator from 
Alabama proposes to call up his resolution and agree that it shail 
be laid aside temporarily? 

Mr. PUGH. No,sir. If it interferes with the unfinished busi- 
ness, of course I will have to consent to lay it aside, but I shall 
ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of the resolution which 
has just been laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave justcomeintothe Chamber. DolI under- 
stand the Senator from Alabama to claim that his resolution is 
the unfinished business of the Senate? I supposed there was no 
unfinished business in the morning hour. 

Mr. PUGH. It has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. This morning? 

Mr. PUGH. This morning; as morning business. It came up 
in its regular order, and was laid before the Senate as a matter en- 
titled to be considered. 

Mr. PLATT. And it was laid aside for the purpose of enabling 
the Senator from Colorado to make his remarks? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; I gave way to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PLATT. In that case of course it is before the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. I now exercise the right, as I yielded at that time, 
and havea right to insist upon it until 2 o’clock; and when 2 o’clock 
arrives, if I can not get the consent of the Senate to lay aside the 
unfinished business temp:rarily, of course I shall have to yield to 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from North Dakota has 
been recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow me? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. The joint resolution which the Senator from 
North Dakota desires to have considered is one upon which the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry differ. The Senator from 
North Dakota desired to press the consideration of the joint res- 
olution yesterday, and probably on the day before. Atmy request, 
and to accommodate me, he consented to postpone any action 
looking to taking up the measure until this morning, and I con- 








862 


sented that when that was done I would make no opposition to 
taking it up. 

Of course, if the Senator from North Dakota simply desires to 
address the Senate upon it, while the Senator from Alabama 
= him that privilege, I would suggest to the Senator from 

orth Dakota that he try to get unanimous consent, without dis- 
placing any pending business, to take up the joint resolution at 
some particular hour and proceed with it to its final determina- 
tion. It is not the character of a bill wpon which a Senator would 
care to make his remarks and just put them in the REcorD as a 
mere matter of debate. There will be debate on both sides. I 
suggest to the Senator from North Dakota, inasmuch as no con- 
sent has been given to him to do more than to address the Senate 
upon the joint resolution, that he ask unanimous consent to have 
it considered at some hour which suits him; I will agree to it. 
And then let us take up the joint resolution and proceed with it to 
its final passage or its final defeat. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask the Senator from Mississippi what 
hour would be convenient to him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Any hour will suit me, because you have been 
very liberal to me. And now the Senator may exercise his discre- 
tion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Any hour to-day, do I understand? 

Mr. GEORGE. So far as 1 am concerned, any hour that suits 
you will suit me. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well; I ask unanimousconsent that 
8 o'clock to-day be fixed. 

Mr. BATE. I think, to subserve the interests of all parties, the 
Senator from North Dakota had better go on and make the speech 
he desires, and let the joint resolution go over until to-morrow. 
There is no immediate necessity for pressing it to-day that I know 
of. It can be disposed of in the morning. There is no regular 
speech set after the morning business to-morrow, I understand, 
and the Senator from North Dakota can have the full time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that notice has been given of two speeches for to-morrow. 

Mr. BATE. But that is after 2 o'clock, not in the morning, I 
understand, and the Senator will have full swing in the morning. 
I think we had better pursue that course rather then a broken 
dose to-day. 

Mr. HAN SBROUGH. Then, mayI reach an arrangement with 
the Senator from Alabama that to-morrow morning, after the 
morning business, we shall proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that two notices have been 
iven for speeches to-morrow morning directly after the morning 
usiness, and I would not feel justi to agree to unanimous con- 

sent where Senators had given notice some days previous to the 
agreement now asked. 

Mr. BATE. Iwas not aware of the notice as to speeches to- 
morrow in the eg 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Waits in the chair). The 
matter before the Senate, the Chair understands, is the resolution 
of the Senator from Alabama, and the Senator from North Dakota 
pe HANSBROUGH] asks unanimous consent that he be permitted 

address the Senate at this time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have asked for unanimous consent 
that 3 o'clock to-day be fixed as the hour when we shall consider 
the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention of the Senator from North 
Dakota. Why not ask to have the joint resolution taken up, say, 
day after to-morrow, by unanimous consent, at the conclusion of 
the morning business and debate it until it is voted upon and 
finally defeated or passed? 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not willing at this time to give any consent 
which would interfere with the unfinished business, I think that 
bill ought to be proceeded with, as I have su ted heretofore, 
andIam not willing to give any consent which will interfere 
with the unfinished business, either for to-day at 3 o’clock or any 
time to-morrow after 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made, the 

— before the Senate is the resolution of the Senator from 
abama. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I rose simply tomake a similar state- 
ment to that which has just been made by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. Ican not consent that the regular order shall be dis- 
placed by unanimous consent at this time. 


PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS. 


Mr. HILL. DoI understand that at last the resolution of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pua] is properly before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair so understands. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the resolution, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
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The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the r 
tion the following proviso: 

Provided, however, If, for any reason, at any time our silver coins sh 
be at a parity with gold coin according to their coinage ratio, then t}) 
of the United States now or hereafter issued, which by their terms a 
able in coin, shall be paid in standard gold coin whenever demanded 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam inclined to regret that ¢) 
tinguished Senator from Alabama sees fit to press the con 
tion of this resolution to-day. After we have listened to th 
able and eloquent remarks of the distinguished Senator fro) 
orado [Mr. WoLcoTT] upon a patriotic question it is quit 
cult for us immediately to take up a dry financial subject. 
resolution can not be disposed of before the expiration « 
morning hour. It is a resolution which in 1878 led to a 
elaborate debate, occupying many days, and it must lead to 
siderable debate at this time; and if action is insisted upon 
it must, of course, displace the regular unfinished business, \ 
is the bond or free-coinage bill. 

In the first place, Mr. President, permit me to suggest { 
can see no good to result from this discussion at this ti: 
know of no good reason why the resolution should be pres 
this particular monetary crisis. The principal part of the ; 
tion consists in whereases. It consists of recitals from h 
It refers in considerable detail to certain measures passed ) 
years ago. The first measure to which it refers is the act 
in 1869, known as ‘‘An act to strengthen the public credit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New \ 
will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the ( 
—_ before the Senate the unfinished business, which is | 
bill 2904, on which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Te... 
entitled to the floor. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the « 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect t! 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue. of certificates 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, the ; 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Bute 1 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Isuppose, however we ma) 
as to the remedy, there will be very little dispute as to the | 
tion of the country. I do not suppose there is any mem)cr « 
body who is satisti< with the present financial condition i 
United States. I should doubt very much whether there i 
intelligent man in the United States who would say he is enti 
satisfied with present conditions. 

We find ourselves now in a very extraordinary state so | 
our finances are concerned. If we may believe the Presi: 
the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, the fin 
arein a very deplorable and a very threatening condition 
know ourselves, beyond all question, that the business in‘ 
of the country are ina deplorable condition. We know the) 
been so for some years. We may not agree as to the « 
Some of us will attribute it to one thing and some to a1 
but the general condition of this country with reference to i! 
dustrial affairs I think no one will deny. Ido not suppose i 
history there has ever been a time when there were so many 
out of employment as to-day, except it might have been for 
months during the panic of 1893. 

Ido not suppose there has ever been a timein our history wl 
productive enterprises of the country were less remuneratiy: 
at this hour. But this has been our condition now for a n 
of years. It is morally certain that something is wrong 
— certain that we can not continue in this condition 1 

onger. 

The President of the United States and the Secretary 
Treasury tell us that the entire difficulty arises from a lack o! 
fidence in the money of the country. If that be true, then 1! 
hooves us to address ourselves without delay to changing 
condition and to securing a proper financial system. Ido not 
self that the trouble which has arisen in this countr 
grown out of the distrust of the currency. I deny that th 
anything which indicates that the people of the United Stat 
trust the money in circulation; and the statement so made i+ 
posed to the entire history of money. 

In 1893, when this Administration came into power, we \ 
told early, as we had been told in a former Administration | 
sided over by the present Executive, that our financial a! 
were about to bring us to distress, and a kind of panic s)) 
through the country, not with reference to the currency, but | 
reference to some threatened, undefined danger which no!” 
seemed to understand. On our side of the Chamber the Re’ 
licans attributed it largely to the tariff question, and said \t \' 
because the Administration which had come into power \ 
about to change the McKinley law. 

Mr. President, the Administration came into 
400,000 more votes than the supporters of the 
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been able to rally at the polls. Then there were a million and a 
quarter more votes, more than a million of which were in pro- 
nounced hostility to the McKinley law. So there was a vote of 
the people of the United States of almost a million and a half 
which was not in accordance with the sentiment of our party as 
we had erystallized it in the legislation called the McKinley law. 
The disturbance and the distress and the doubt were not in refer- 
ence to the McKinley law and not from a distrust of our money; 
that is to say, nobody doubted but that the greenback and the 
Treasury note and the national-bank bill would continue to per- 
form money functions in the same way that they had been perform- 
ing them for years. | 

Por fear I may be misunderstood I want to go back a moment. 
When I say there were nearly a million and a half votes that ap- 
peared to be in antagonism to the McKinley law, I do not mean 
to say that that was an expression of hostility to that law. I be- 
lieve, and I will say it now so that I shall not be misunderstood, 
that the American le were dissatisfied with the condition of 
affairs existing, and did not stop ‘to consider what the effect of 
their votes would be upon the McKinley law or upon the protect- 
ive system. They simply said, ‘‘ A condition exists in this coun- 
try which is not satisfactory; we do not like it; we do not like the 
party which is in power; they have not granted the relief we 
think they ought, and we will change.” 

I think that can be demonstrated by the fact that at the next 
election after the Democratic Administration came into power 
there was an equal dissatisfaction expressed at the polls, which 
resulted in a great Republican victory. I do not any more con- 
sider that vote an approval of the Republican doctrine than I 
consider the other vote a condemnation of it. The people of the 
United States have reached a point where they care little for party, 
and where they care little for the general policy for which the 
two political parties have been contending, for they have been 
and are in distress. The oldest man in this country has never 
seen anything like it. There have been through all our history 
troubles of this kind, brief in duration; there have been various 
occasions when labor would vainly seek employment, and when 
the productive energies of the country felt the paralyzing infiu- 
ence of improper legislation, but in a history of more than a hun- 
dred years of our governmental existence under the Constitution 
there never been a time when this paralysis, when this depres- 
sion, when such a dissatisfied condition as this has so long existed. 
The people, anxious for relief, turn first from one party to another. 
To me that is the most unsatisfactory symptom of the situation. 
I should have been better pleased to have seen the people of this 
country staying by the Democratic party. I do not like to see a 
change of many hundred thousand votes from one election to 
another, only two years apart. 

What condition are we in now? We have been told that we 
must maintain the public credit, that we must keep gold in cir- 
culation and maintain the country upon a gold standard. Mr. 
President, in every city in the United States to-day gold is at a 
premium. Itisacommodity; itis now boughtandsold like wheat 
andcorn. There is not a bank in the city of New York or in the 
country outside, unless it be in the extreme West, which, if I am 
rightly advised, has not practically suspended gold payments. It 
is true that the premium is not large; it was last week, I think, as 
the New York papers stated, 1 per cent, but it is too large, if the 
New York statements are to be credited, as the Sun’s correspondent 
of day before yesterday stated, to allow any man to take a green- 
back and get gold out of any bank in New York. He can go to 
the Treasury and get it; but the greenback, which represents the 
currency of the country for many years, has now practically dis- 
appeared from circulation. It can only be obtained, as I under- 
— any suitable quantities, just as gold can be, by being 

ught. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not a premium on greenbacks the same 
as on 4 

Mr. TELLER. If there isa premium upon gold it follows, of 
course, the one being exchangeable for the other, that there must 
be equally a premium on the greenback. A premium on one kind 
of money may or may not be a depreciation of the other. In this 
case it does not mean a depreciation of the other. I state this as 
an inflexible rule of the philosophy of money, which no man has 
ever seen contradicted in practical experience, that whenever 
money depreciates prices rise. I challenge any man, it matters 
not who he may be, to cite a single instance in the history of the 
world where the depreciation of money was not followed by a rise 
of prices. The way to determine, and the only way to determine, 
the depreciation of money is by the rise of prices. 


Mr. GRAY. One is the correlative of the other. 

Mr. . One is the correlative of the other, as the Sen- 
ator from Delaware says. 

There is, then, no depreciation of the silver certificate; there is 
no depreciation’ of the silver dollar; there is no depreciation of 
the bank note. There is an appreciation of gold. at apprecia- 
tion, which has existed heretofore with reference to ities, 
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now reaches the point where it is with reference to the remainder 
of the money of the country. That has been the great bughear 
which has been held up before the American people for the main- 
tenance of the gold standard with all that it costs. You have 
reached it in spite of the gold-standard people; you have reached 
it without the aid of silver legislation; you have reached it be- 
cause it was as inevitable as the night to follow the day. 

Mr. President, that is our condition. Ido not believe in depre- 
ciated money. | believe in a stable money, and I believe that 
money is the best which maintains a uniform rate of prices. But 
if I am to take the two, I shall be in accord with the best minds of 
the people when I say that a depreciating standard is infinitely 
better for us than an appreciating one. An appreciating stand- 
ard means a paralysis of business, the cessation of enter] h 
destruction of the energies of the country. The other means a 
stimulus. So of the two it is much better that there should be a 
depreciation than an appreciation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if he 
has no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHitr in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 


rise, the 


Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Colorado does not 
entertain the opinion entertained by the majority of his party, 


that the present industrial and financial condition has been pro- 
duced by a change of tariff. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, I do not. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator’s position be true, and I fully con- 
cur with him, can the Senator point out any difference between the 
financial policy of the majority of the Republican party and the 
controlling element of the Democratic party? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will wait until I get a little fur- 
ther along, perhaps he will find out my views on that subject. I 
am painfully aware that thedistinction between the Senators who 
are in favor of the gold standard on the other side of the Chamber 
and those in favor of that standard on this side is absolutely so 
slight that I am not able to observe it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, if the Senator will permit me one moment 
more, if he desires to bring about a change in our financial pol- 
icy, does he expect to accomplish that result in his own party or 
in the Democratic party? 

Mr. TELLER. [ shall not now enter upon that phase of the 
subject, because I may touch on that before I get through. [ am 
opposed to the gold standard, as everybody knows. I do not be- 
lieve that it is possible to maintain the gold standard in this 
country. Ido not believe it is possible for any debtor nation to 
maintain the gold standard. It is only the rich and creditor 
nations which can maintain a gold standard at this time, unless 
the output of gold shall be greatly increased even beyond the 
present prospects. 

Mr. President, Ido not intend to go into a general discussion 
this afternoon of the silver question. I propose to discuss the 
conditions here and now with reference to the financial affairs of 
the United States, and see what the remedy is, if remedy there be. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator says he does not believe the country 
can maintain the gold standard. Does he want to abandon the 
redemption of greenbacks with gold now? 

Mr. TELLER. I shall get to that after a while. You have 
still, I suppose, the redemption of greenbacks in gold, but you 
have got nothing else. If there is any particular advantage to 
the country in maintaining the greenback redemption in gold, 
and having all the rest of your paper discredited by not being 
redeemed in gold, I fail to see it. 

Mr. PLATT. The reason I asked -the question was because I 
think the real question which is now before the Senate is that 
the House sends a bill here which will, in its opinion, facilitate 
the issuing of gold to redeem greenbacks, and the Senate pro- 
poses to change that into an unlimited silver-coinage measure. I 
think the real question before the Senate now is whether we shall 
defeat the bill sent us by the House and adopt a measure for free 
coinage. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I intend to direct my remarks to 
to-day. I said I did not now intend to make what is called a gen- 
eral silver speech. Iam going to make a moneyspeech, if I know 
how. Iam going to deal with the currency question of this coun- 
try, and I am going to try to show, which I think I shall be able 
to do without any difficulty whatever, that the gold people of this 
country have absolutely no idea how they are going to maintain 
it, except by the continual sale of bonds. The silver people have 
fixed ideas upon this subject. We have been presenting those 


ideas for many years to the Senate, and we have been told again 
and again that it was heresy from a proper financial standpoint. 
For fifteen years we have been laboring to secure what we believe 
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to be a proper financial system, and during that time there never 
has been offered to us by those who contend for a gold standard 
a system which they themselves dared to indorse; and I will ven- 
ture to say now right here that the four members of the Finance 
Committee of this Senate who represent the gold sentiment of the 
Senate, if they could have the assurance of every silver man in 
the Senate that whatever they brought out, if it had the sem- 
blance of decent legislation, should be supported, could not bring 
forward under existing conditions a system that they dare to 
“es themselves. 
r. PLATT. There are five gold Republicans. 

Mr. TELLER. There are not five gold Republicans on the Fi- 
nance Committee. I believe my colleague [Mr. WoLcoTT], who 
is a member of the committee, is not one of them, 

Mr. PLATT. There are five without him. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; that is correct. What I mean to say is— 
I do not mean to say it offensively—that we have no financial 
system from the members of the Finance Committee who stand 
for the single gold standard which is worthy of being presented 
to the Senate, and they never have presented one, and I doubt 
whether they ever do. It is not enough to say that you are going 
to maintain gold payments. How are you going to doit? There 
is nobody here who dares to stand before the American people 
ad he means to indefinitely continue the sale of bonds to buy 
gold. 

Mr. PLATT. I will tell the Senator how I would do it if he will 
assure me that his silver monometallist friends will allow me to 
do it. I would enact a law that our customs should be paid in 
gold. Then we should not have to borrow. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, that is palpable evidence to 
my mind, not wanting to be offensive, that some members of the 
committee have not considered this financial question as they 
ought to have done. Do you suppose that you can maintain in 
this country the parity, which you say is essential, between the 
different kinds of money if you give to one money functions that 
you deny to another? That would be a violation of the funda- 
mental principles of the philosophy of money. It was that weak- 
ness on vice which Thad. Stevens said would cost us a thousand 
million dollars with the greenbacks, and it cost more than that, 
infinitely more. All kinds of money must be equivalent in their 
functions as money, and any system which maintains one class of 
money which performs functions that another does not is con- 
demned at once by intelligent political economists. There never 
has been in the history of the world a success of that kind, never. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may interrupt my colleague, I under- 
stand the Senator from Connecticut desires to destroy all other 
kinds of money except gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. If that is the Senator’s idea—— 

Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President; and it would take avery vivid 
imagination to draw any such conclusion from anything I have 
said; but I know the Senator from Colorado has a very vivid im- 
agination. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I assume that when Senators in 
this body talk about desiring to maintain the parity of the differ- 
ent forms of money they are in earnest; and yet the proposition 
comes here at once from a member of the Finance Committee 
that he would destroy that parity by law. I do not wonder that 
the country is in distress financially. If such views come from 
the Finance Committee, what will you e t of those who do not 
have the benefit of the wisdom which always comes to a man 
when he gets on a committee that is compelled to deal with some 
particular subject? We are, of course, not e ted to be so well 
informed. But we all realize the fact that when a man gets on 
the Finance Committee the very fact that he is on that committee 

ives him superior knowledge over the rest of the body. If that 
so, what will you think of those of us who do not believe that 
the way to maintain the parity is by law to destroy it? The Presi- 
dent of the United States has a theory. It is not a good one, in 
my judgment, but it is a better one than is proposed by this bill. 
The President says: 

We will destroy the paper money that the United States has 

go 


retire and redeem either with or with bonds the $500,000, 
on. 


Why does he pene that? Because, he says, it is difficult to 
maintain the gold standard with that paper in circulation. He 
mnight have said, and truthfully said, that it is impossible to main- 
tain the gold standard with bse ws ste Government paper and 
the national-bank notes in tion, and we have reached a 
point in our history when we might as well recognize that fact; 
and when we do recognize it we will address ourselves to some 
legislation that will relieve the country, and we shall not do so 


until then. 

The President says—I am speaking now of his tem, and I 
will touch on the ae side inte he does not oe, or he is 
not certain, whether the banks of the United States will come to 
our relief or not. He does not know what will take the place of 


the $500,000,000 when it is retired, but he thinks if the banks do 


t; we will 
of circula- 
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not come and furnish the money that gold will probably flow in 
and take its place, and we shall have no contraction; and he goes 
into an argument to show that the banks will take this circula- 


tion. I want to deal with that for a few moments. 

wey ay now, we concede that the President is right, and we 
take the $500,000,000—it does not amount to quite that sum, but] 
speak of it in round numbers—and we issue bonds for it; then the 
banks have the privilege of taking this $500,000,000 bonds and 
making them the basis of a bank issue. Will they doit? Is there 
any reason to suppose, considering the condition of the banks in 
this country, that they will doit? With all the advantages that 
they have had, we have only about $200,000,000 of bank paper in 
circulation, and they have attempted to retire $23,000,000 of that 
amount. On the 28thof September last they only had $181 ,000,000 
in circulation for which they were responsible. Of course they 
had deposited the balance of two hundred and odd millions of 
dollars with the Treasury to redeem their notes as they come in 
and are redeemed, but the banks themselves had reduced their 
circulation in September to $181,000,000. Now, what induce- 
ment are you offering the banks so that they will give to us the 
$500,000,000 of currency that we destroy, and which will continue 
to give to us the necessary currency which the business of this 
country, its progress, and its growth demand? 

The Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Davis] who sits near mo 
says, ‘‘In what will they redeem?” That is what I am coming to. 
In what will they redeem when they are on the gold basis? In 
gold, and gold alone. If they do not redeem in gold, if they fail 
to redeem in gold, I sup rom what I have heard on this floor 
from the advocates of the gold standard the national honor will 
be destroyed and we shall be disgraced. 

Mr. President, there is no reason on the face of the earth to 
suppose that you can oaeee $500,000,000 of these greenbacks with 
paper redeemable in gold. If you give to each bank in this coun- 
try the right to issue a sufficient quantity of paper so as to make 
up this supply, we must have seven or eight hundred million do!- 
lars of bank paper. Are the bankersin this country so stupid and 
so ill acquainted with the need of affairs that they, with the lim- 
ited supply of gold in this country, are going to take upon them- 
selves the burden which the Government lays down with tho 
declaration that it can no longer maintain it? Where will that 
fall? Not upon the 8,000 banks which then may be in existence, 
but it will fall upon the associated banks of the great city of New 
York, and a upon them alone. The great banks of New 
York City have for years declined to take out any more circulation 
than thelaw required them tohave. Itisthe country banks which 
swell the nearly $200,000,000 of bank paper that is afloat. The 
associated banks of New York would no more assume the burden 
of maintaining the gold standard than they would go into liquida- 
tion, and they would go into liquidation whenever they undertook 
to do that. Could they do it if they tried? We need not hesitate 
to say, and it will not hurt our credit to say, that the gold in this 
country will continue going to Europe. It has been and is going 
there in quantities sufficiently large to disturb the business of this 
country, and sufficiently large to frighten the executive depart- 
ment of the Government and to compel the admission on their part 
that we have now practically reached the point where the Gov- 
ernment can no longer maintain the gold standard and the gold 
redemption of its greenbacks. You have a proposition here from 
the Senator from Ohio that as these greenbacks come into the 
Treasury you shall keep them there. hat is that but an admis- 
sion that you can not maintain the redemption? 

Mr. President, you have before you on this view what I think 
is a serious contraction of the circulation of this country, not less 
than $500,000,000. But suppose the banks say, ‘‘ We will take 
upon ourselves this burden; we will issue an additional $500,000 ,000 
of paper money.” Ido not desire to say anything that is offen- 
sive to the people who engage in banking. I recognize it as a 
legitimate noted of doing business, and among my acquaint- 
ances are some of the very best men in the world who are en- 
ga in it; but I could not look with complacency, nor do I 

lieve the American people can, upon -— system that puts into 
the hands of the 4,000 now practically, or a little under that, or the 
8,000 that may take their places if we double and treble this issue, 
the entire financial affairs of this country. 

Mr. President, the history of banking in this country and the 
history of banking in Europe ought to make any lover of his 
country stand aghast at that suggestion. For myself, I will ac- 
cept the contraction of $500,000,000 of money before I will put 
into the hands of the banks the prerogative that I believe belongs 
to the Government, the issuing of the money of the country. The 
American people are not going to surrender that prerogative to 
the banks. If they did, the banks could not maintain $700,000,000 
of paper money redeemable in gold. Where will the banks re- 
deem the bills? Take the banks in Colorado, where will they re- 
deem their bills? If they redeem their bills at the bank, which 
they would be able to do, what is the value of that bill? Then you 
make a distinction between the bills that circulate in the West 
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and the bills that circulate in the East. You do just what was 
done before the war, when Pennsylvania money coming into the 
State of New York was at a discount of 2 or 3 per cent; when 
[Illinois money, perfectly good under the law and a system that 
was absolutely perfect, reached across the Alleghanies it was at a 
discount in every commercial community, and when the paper of 
the Southern banks and some of the Southern banks were as solv- 
ent and safe as any Northern banks) reached the great West and 
the North it was at a discount without reference to its solvability. 
Why? It was too far away from the place of redemption. 

Mr. President, any banking system that is satisfactory to the 
American people and maintains a uniform value throughout the 
country must have a central point of redemption. That must be 
either here, as it now is, or in the great cities of the East. If that 
is to be the case, then the banks of New York must take upon them- 
selves almost the entire burden. 

A few weeks ago $7,000,000 were called out of the Treasury ina 
week. We had in two months demands upon the Treasury for 
$77,000,000 of gold; $77,000,000 of Treasury notes and greenbacks 
came into the Treasury, principally the subtreasury in the city of 
New York, and called for a like amount of gold. That is more 
than the associated banks of New York have. That is more than 
they expect to have or would have. When the banks are placed 
face to face with this responsibility they are going to decline to 
take out their circulation. 

Then you come down to a great contraction unless the aspira- 
tion an the hopes of the President may be realized, that gold may 
come from somewhere to us. Mr. President, the gold will not 
come to us, because the balance of trade is against us and is likely 
to be against us and because we owe a great debt to Europe that 
we are in honor bound to pay and must pay. The American peo- 
ple must get rid of all this fuss that comes from the Treasury De- 
partment and the Executive about the export of gold and realize 
that the export of gold from this country to Europe is a legitimate 
export, called out by the fact that we owe money and not because 
the people of this country or Europe are afraid of our solvency or 
distrust our eer = 

Mr. President, the national banks will not take this responsibil- 
ity. Ifthe national banks will not, the State banks will not. It 
is not possible, in my judgment, if it were attempted, that they 
could do it. The first thing you would know if those banks at- 
tempted to do it would be a run upon some bank that would call 
upon the other banks to assist, and in the end the gold would go 
out of the banks and the country would be not upon a gold basis, 
nor upon a silver basis, but upon an inconvertible bank-note basis; 
we would be upon a paper basis. Now, that is the President's 
proposition. I will speak a little later of the vice of this proposi- 
tion in this, that it requires a great amount of indebtedness to be 
saddled upon the country. 

Mr.GRAY. Before the Senator leaves the point of the capacity 
of the State banks to maintain a redeemable paper currency, I 
should like to ask him whether it is not a fact that prior to the 
war there were systems of State banks in many States in which 
the +o aaa of all their paper was maintained in metallic 
mone 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; that is true. 

Mr. GRAY. And practically in gold from 1853 to 1861? 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. GRAY. Well, after we got rid of foreign silver? 

Mr. TELLER. After we gotridof foreign silver, then, of course, 
it was ae gold. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. There were a few banks that maintained them- 

selves that way, but the great mass of State banks did not, as the 
Senator knows. 
_ Mr. President, I assume that if the great banks in the large cit- 
ies are afraid to take upon themselves this responsibility, as they 
certainly are, for they have shown no inclination todo it, the State 
banks can hardly undertake it, or if they undertake it they will 
meet the same fate that I have prophesied for the other banks. 

But, Mr. President, there is another objection to this besides 
the danger of contraction. In time of peace you add to the bur- 
dens of the people an indebtedness of $50,000,000 for what? For 
the pete of exchanging a currency that has done money duty 
in this country for many years to the satisfaction of the people, 
whether it was redeemable in gold or whether it was not, for 
another paper issued not by the Government, but dependent en- 
tirely upon bank conditions for its solvency and its redemption. 

Mr. dent, the history of banking in this country is not such 
as to make one want to pin his faith on bank support. The banks 
in this country have not increased their capital in the last few 
years. There is a good deal less capital now in the banks than 
there was four yearsago. I do not recall the amount exactly, but 
it is $30,000,000 or more, if I am not mistaken, less now than there 
was two Pena . The banks have not shown a disposition to 
enlarge their capital or to enlarge their issues. 

That is one side of the case; that is the Administration side. 
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Now, what isthe other? The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
was anxious to know whether I thought the Republican party, as 
a party, had any better methods of solving this public question 
than the Democrats had. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the policy of the Republican 
party isnow. I donot know what it isto be. Conditions have 
changed. Conditions are likely to continue in the direction that 
they are now for an indefinite period. I can learn from no source 
that the Republicans have any other system than I find from this 
bill. Iassume now that the bill that came from a Republican 
House represents Republican ideas upon this financial question. 
If it does, it shows that this great party of ours is as incapable of 
managing the financial affairs of the country as our opponents 
have shown themselves in the last three years to be. 

What is the policy of the Republican House? What is the policy 
of the party, then, to which I belong, as foreshadowed by the legis- 
lation proposed here? It is not proper for me to comment upon 
the conduct of the other House. I only comment upon the bill as 
it represents, I think, Republican sentiment and Republican pur- 
poss and Republican policies when the Republicans shall have 

oth branches of Congress and the Executive. It is an indefinite 

policy of running in debt without any possible hope of coming to 
an end until you have exhausted the available money of this 
country that is willing to go into national bonds. 

This bill proposes that the President of the United States, in 
addition to the power that he has now, shall have the power to 
sell bonds. It is an unlimited and unrestricted authority to sell 
bonds, to sell them for the purpose of maintaining a gold reserve, 
to sell them for the purpose of maintaining the gold standard, 
which ought by this time to be apparent to everybody can not be 
maintained without a sacrifice that the American people ought 
not to be asked to submit to, and which, in my judgment, they 
will not submit to. They will make themselves heard when the 
time comes, as they have in the past, by turning out the party that 
comes into power and attempts to do such a thing, as they turned 
out the Democratic party by voting them out. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. In considering the Republican policy as developed 
by the action of the other House, is it not fair that the Senator 
should take into consideration a revenue bill which accompanied 
the bond bill for the purpose of providing a revenue of at least 
$40,000,000 a year? 

Mr. TELLER. I amcomingtothat point. There may be some 
connection between the two measures, but they were separate in 
their character, and they both, I suppose, have the entire support 
of the Republicans of the other House. No; the bond bill did not, 
but the revenue bill did. 

Mr. President, we have issued within the last two years, and in 
less than two years, $162,000,000 of bonds. Before two years from 
the first issue expire we shall have issued two hundred and sixty- 
two million three hundred and some odd thousand dollars of 
bonds, and that, too, in time of peace. 

It is said on our side of the Chamber that we would not be re- 
quired toissue these bondsif wehadenoughrevenue. TheSenator 
from Ohio made an extensive speech, in very much of which I 
was in perfect accord, to show that if you had the revenue you 
would not be required to sell bonds to get gold. I do not agree 
with that, and I do not believe that can be maintained. I think 
the President and Secretary of the Treasury are nearer right when 
they say that no amount of revenue would save us from the dis- 
agreeable alternative of selling bonds unless we have a gold in- 
come, which the Senator from Connecticut proposes to have by 
the way of exacting gold payment for import duties. No matter 
what the President may say, I have the proof here to show that 
more than $100,000,000 has gone to pay current expenses. It was 
better that it went to pay current expenses than that it should 
be tied up in the Treasury. 

Now, let me submit a proposition to my Republican associates 
who believe this system could goon. Nomatter how much revenue 
you get, you still have got to get gold to meet the demand that 
you say our honor and our credit require you to meet in the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes and greenbacks. In addition, then, tothe 
increased revenues that you put into the Treasury and take out 
of circulation, you put into the Treasury the accumulation of the 
sales of the bonds, and to that extent you contract the currency. 

Does anybody believe that it is a good time to contract the cur- 
rency now? ou have contracted the currency $119,000,000 in 
the last two years, as shown by official reports. Do you not be- 
lieve—I do, at least—that a part of the paralysis of business, the 
disinclination of people to go into enterprises, arises from that 
very fact of contraction? Do you want to continue it? You will 
take $100,000,000 of money into the Treasury by the 5th day of 
February for the new bonds, and a little more, probably. What 
are you going to do withit? Are you going to lock it up? Are 











you going to keep it there out of circulation? When the demands 
of commerce and trade for gold shall have called for that $100,000,000 
from the Treasury, in exchange for greenbacks, as it surely will, 
you will sell another $100,000,000 and put that in the Treasury, 
to lie there as idle and dead money. It is withdrawal from cir- 
culation that depreciates the price of the products of the country 
just to the extent of the proportion the withdrawal bears to the 
whole nee in circulation. 

Mr. President, you have got two propositions. One of them is 
the Republican and the other is the ident’s. If anybody can 
see any advantage in one over the other, it seems to me that the 
President's suggestion is the better of the two. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Then was not our first mistake the repeal of what 
is known as the Sherman Act? If that had been in existence 
would it not have supplied currency so that it would have kept 
pari passu with the requirements of business and population? 

Mr. TELLER. Our first mistake was in 1873, when we de- 
prived ourselves of one-half the money metal of the world. I do 
not care to go into that, but I want to say here that I have never 
wasted any time over the question as to howit wasdone. Inever 
regarded that question as a matter of very much consequence. I 
knew the American people did not askit. Whether it was done in 
fraud of their rights or whether it was not, I have never con- 
cerned myself about, and never discussed that question. But the 
question is, What has been its influence upon this country? 

Mr. President, there is where the great mistake occurred. The 
great mistake was when the Bland bill came into the Senate from 
the House of Representatives as a free-coi measure, with then 
a divergency of only 8 per cent Sebenen: aivver and gold in the 
markets of the world, that the Senate did not accept the House bill 
and give to the world the benefit of free coinage in the United 
States. If you had done that there would have been no silver 
question here to trouble you. There would have been no silver 
question to trouble the world. The United States would have 
taken care of the surplus of silver until the silver of the world, 
temporarily depressed by the action of Germany, had reached its 
proper and original mint value. 

It seems to me that we have reached a point where something 
must be done. It seems to me that we have reached what may be 
said to be the parting of the ways. 

Tam not insisting now in this speech that there is no other 
remedy except free coinage, although I do not believe there is; 
but I am begging my associates in the Senate, who do not believe 
in free coinage, whether they be on this side or the other, to pre- 
seut to the American people in this hour of their distress some 
common-sense system that the honest people of the country will 
believe is right, some system that shall prevent this Government 
from running in debt. 

Mr. President, when a nation runs in debt in time of it 
either argues that it has entered upon a decay, that it is deterio- 
rating, or it argues that the administration of public affairs is in 
the hands of incompetent men. Ido not know that anybody will 
pretend that the American people are not as strong aad as they 
ever were in all that makes a nation rich and great. e have 
had no misfortune; we have had nothing that ought to make the 
ae of the United States poor. We have had nothing to bring 

istress to the le of the United States, save and except a 
wicked financial policy, which it appears is to be adhered to to 
the extent of running this country in debt indefinitely. 

Mr. President, upon the question of public indebtedness I have 
very pronounced views. Two hu years ago or thereabouts 
the system of national indebtedness practically began in the world. 
Before that the debts of the world were so small as to be inconsid- 
erable, and in their influence upon affairs of states merely nothing. 
They are so to-day in the uncivilized regionsof the world. China, 
with its 400,000,000 people, owes less to-day than the amount in 
which we have run in debt in two Japan, with its oy 
million people, owes less money now after its war with Chi 
than the amount in which we have already run in debt or are to 
run in debt by this new bond issue. 

Mr. President, there can be no excuse for it. There is abso- 
lutely no defense that can be made in a court of morals for a nation 
that runs in debt intimeof peace. Every patriotic impulse, every 
interest in our country and our race, demands that we should pay 
as we go. I know you can not do that in time of war. The ol 
policy was to do so even then, but the modern is that you will not, 
and | do not suppose that we ever shall, but it is for us now, for 
the first time in our history, to sit quietl and see the Govern- 
ment going in debt at the tate of $260,000, @ year in time of 


Mr. President, our revenues are not sufficient, but we are not 
running in debt at that rate because of a paucity of revenue. I 
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ounpene this year it is safe to say that the deficiency will not « 
thirty or forty million dollars. [ believe a distinguish); 
member of the other House put it at twenty or thirty million dol- 
lars. That is nothing; I would not complain of that. We could 
stand that, and we would so reform our system of getting reven io 
that we could return to proper conditions. But that does not ; 
lieve us. The President of the United States has said, ex indust; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury has reiterated it, that 
amount of revenue relieves this situation; that nothing will 
lieve it but the sale of bonds, the increasing of the public 
One proposition is to increase it by $500,000,000, and when that 
done the silver money of the country will offer another opportun 
to increase the public debt to $400,000,000 more. 

In my judgment there is a determined effort being made in this 
country to create a great national debt, and in that it has got the 
assistance of the public authorities. It is as determined as it was 
that the Sherman law should be repealed. They intend to create 
a great debt of a thousand, fifteen hundred, or two thousand n 
lion dollars if they can. 

We hear it said by those who do not appreciate what Americin 
attachment to the country is that it will bind the people to tle 
country to have and own some of the Government indebtedness. 
Great heavens, Mr. President! if we have reached a point in our 
history when our patriotism is determined upon the dollars that we 
may own of the Government’s debt, and our interest is only to 
maintain its ngeeeee because we have a financial interest in it, 
it is time, Mr. President, that the country went to the dogs, as it 
would when that hadcome. There is nothingin that. Ther 
a few men who have the money and are controlling the politics 
of this country and the politics of the world. A distinguished 
Englishman said he could name forty men in the city of London 
and in Paris and in Berlin who absolutely control the destinies of 
the world by means of their wealth. 

Mr. President, why do those people want to engage in buying 
bonds? Why do they want to put their money into Government 
funds? He who puts his money into a manufacturing enterprise 
in an industrial pursuit, takes the chances of loss. The man who 
— his money into Government funds takes no chances whatever. 

@ pays no taxes. He bears no part of the burden of either the 
State, city, or nation. He is independent. He demands protec- 
tion, but he gives nothing in return. Under existing law, as de 
clared by the Supreme Court of the United States, it is practic 
impossible to compel a holder of our funds to contribute a dollar 
to the support of the National Government orState governments. 

Mr. President, these bondholders take no risks. When ever 
thing else is doubtful, when prices are falling, when stagnation 
strikes the country and paralysis of trade reaches every depa 
ment of labor and business, the bondholder is secure. Whatcares 
he so long as he knows that he has got the nation back of him? 

Mr. President, a national debt is a national curse, and if mide 
in time of peace it is a national disgrace—one that ought to make 
every American blush. A national debt is inevitable if you are to 
maintain the — standard. I do not care if you pass this reve- 
nue bill, which you know you will not. Ido not care if you jass 
other revenue bills. You may take $100,000,000 in the Treasury 
every year over and above the demands of the Government, and 
yet if you sell bonds to accumulate gold the selling of bonds will 
not cease until every available dollar thatcan be induced to be put 
into bonds is put in—dollars that are taken from what cught to 
be the circulation of the country and what ought to be invested 
in the active business of the country. 

Mr. President, every public debt is a mortgage upon all the in- 
dustries of the country. Itis more than that; it is a mortgaze 
ag every man living within the country which incurs the det. 

e might submit to great mortgages in time of war, in time of 
distress, that would come from attacks upon our honor, but in 
time of to maintain a system that I believe the best senti- 
ment of the world will agree with me can not be maintained in 
Christendom, I say is acrying shame. No man on my side of the 
Chamber and no man on the other side of the Chamber who be- 
lieves in the gold standard has opened his mouth against a syste 
that has surely enslaved the labor and the industries and the en- 
terprise and the progress of this country as the black slavery 
enslaved the black man of the South. e alone who have a 
scheme that we believe is safe are the men who protest against it. 
We do not believe in this infernal gold scheme, and we do not }e- 
lieve that prosperity can come from it. Weknowithas not. Wo 
know that there never has been such trouble in financial affairs 

to-day, notwithstanding the promises that you have made 
year after year that if we would adhere to this gold standard 
ty would ultimately come. I am one of those who would 
strain every nerve and would incur any amount of debt that was 
to maintain the credit and honor of the people of the 
United States, but I am not one of those who, to maintain a gold 
— that in my judgment is cursing the country, would run 
e 
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Mr. President, when are we going to stop? Where are we going 
to quit? How are we going to pay the debt? We will increase 
the revenue, I trust, although I have no idea that that will be 
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done now, nor do I believe there is any immediate haste to do | 


it. I believe if we are to continue to sell the bonds it is abso- 
lutely criminal for us to add another dollar to the import duties 
now existing in this country. You have no right to take more 
money out of the people’s pockets and put it into the Treasury to 
be there locked up if you are still to sell bonds to maintain the 
gold standard. That is the money that you ought to use, be- 
cause there will be less suffering and less distress if you put it 
in circulation, although in the end it may be very sad for us. 

The President of the United States has asserted that no more 
revenue is needed, and if we should vote here that more was needed 
it would probably be the first time in the history of our country 
when we had forced upon the Administration more money than 
it demanded and put burdens upon the people which the authori- 
ties charged with the administration of the financial affairs de- 
clare is not necessary. I do not say but that the revenue bill may 
pass the Senate; but whatever it may do, Mr. President, it is to 
afford us no relief. If it should be signed by the President it af- 
fords no relief; the sale of bonds still continues, because it is the 
policy of the men who have got the money in this country to com- 
pel the sale of bonds. The President of the United States said a 
year ago, and so did his Secretary of the Treasury, that in Decem- 
ber $32,000,000 of gold went out of the Treasury, and that $45,000,- 
000 more went out the next month, and but a small portion. of it, 
comparatively, went abroad. And then they argue from that that 
it is distrust of the currency that took the gold out. 

Mr. President, the gold was taken out for the purpose of com- 
pelling, what it subsequently did compel, an issue of $62,000,000 
of bonds. I am not speaking of the character of that issue except 
to say that the $62,000,000 of bonds bear to the holders 33 per cent. 
There is no other business in this country to be compared with 
the purchase of bonds unless it is the mining of gold. You have 
reached a point when it is not profitable to invest money in com- 
mercial enterprises, inindustrial pursuits. There is no money for 
that, but there is abundance of money to buy bonds. We see a 
great banker in a neighboring city go to work and in a few days 
accumulate $200,000,000 of gold. Why? To buy securities, the 
very best securities in the world, at prices lower than the securi- 
ties of the Australian colonies are selling in the city of London. 
Australian bonds are selling at from 5 to 10 per cent above the sale 
made in 1895 to the syndicate in New York of the bonds of the 
greatest nation in the world. Ido not wonder that they want to 
accumulate their gold to buy these $200,000,000 of bonds. If that 
$200,000,000 could be put into industrial pursuits and give labor 
an opportunity it would be infinitely better, to say nothing of the 
wickedness of putting our fundsin bonds and putting a debt upon 
the unborn as well as those now living. We ought to pursue a 
policy which would bring into active life and use the money of 
the country, and not allow it to be used simply for the purpose of 
purchasing Government bonds and holding them free from all the 
obligations which ought to rest upon the holder of money and 
wealth in every community in the world. 

Mr. President, there are not more than two waysin which we 
can stop gold going abroad. One is, we might pay our debts, if 
we were able. If we could pay our debts, gold would not go. 
Possibly we might do it in another way, by making the prices of 
articles we use in this country so low that no European country 
would sell us anything. If we could put the price of all imports 
so low that European manufacturers would find no profit in send- 
ing articles here and we could keep on exporting our products, 
we might ultimately, probably, pay our debts, but when you put 
the prices of foreign goods low you put your own prices low, and 
you bring your own people down toa condition that is not re- 
munerative and supporting. 

Tam one of those who believe that you can not maintain in this 
country freedom, and independence, and republicanism unless you 
do it by giving to the laboring people of the country remunerative 
wages. A great writer on political economy said, ‘‘ Comfort is es- 
sential to morality in anycommunity.” If you make your people 
uncomfortable you make them vicious. Gaunt poverty and dire 
distress are not the incentives to patriotism. 

Our interests are not with the men who own the money, not 
with the men who own the bank capital, not with the men who 
have $600,000,000 of money in bank stock. The product of the 
farmers of this country, who produce chickens and turkeys and 

and eggs, is every year equal to the entire bank capital. 

hat is the bank capital of this country worth? If it should be 
sunk to-morrow we should be better off. I do not mean to say that 
we should be better off in sinking it; I mean that we should be 
better off than to follow the present system to its logical results. 
I do not want to make any objection to banks. I have no objec- 
oon, to banks of deposit and discount, but I am opposed to banks 


I called attention a few moments ago to prices. The Secretary 
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of the Treasury in his last report talks about the beneficent results 
of the last bond issue. Having spoken of bonds, he says: 

The beneficial effects of this transaction were felt immediately, not only in 
this country, but in every other having commercial or financial relations with 
our people. Confidence in our securities as safe and profitable investments 
was at once restored to such an extent that they ceased to be returned to our 
meen for sale, and a very considerable demand for them was created 
avroat . 

That seems to be now the idea, that it means prosperity; that 
whenever you can borrow money, whenever you can sell your se- 
curities in Europe, not national, but industrial securities, then 
you are getting rich— 
but the most gratifying evidences of improvement in our condition were af- 
forded by the prompt revival ot business among our own people, the increased 
activity and extension of our domestic, industrial, and comn pera- 
tions, the rise in the prices of our principal agricultural produc e gen- 
eral feeling of relief and security which became apparent in every part of the 
country. These encouraging indications of increasing prosperity still con- 
tinue— 

That was the 19th of December— 
and it is reasonably certain that if our progress is not checked by a repetition 
of large demands upon our resources, or by a failure to meet the just expee- 
tations of the people in respect to the reformation of our fiscal system, we are 
entering upon an era of material growth and dev elopment not surpassed in 
our history. 

Mr. President, I wish that were true. I would rather see pros- 
perity than adversity. With all due deference to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that 1s a misstatement of facts. Throughout the 
world prices havesteadily fallen this year, and prices are lower to- 
day than they were a year agoinevery market of the earth. The 
English statistical papers show that. There was a little rise last 
summer for two or three months, but that rise has been lost in 
the last two months, and I have before me the financial statement 
from the English Economist that we have not only lost that rise, 
but gone several points below. 

Mr. President, we owe a great debt abroad. I do not know how 
much. Nobody else does. I know we are not sending gold to 
Europe for the pleasure of sending it; I know that if it goes there 
is goes there to pay a debt of some kind. So do you; so does every- 
body else. I know that the exports from this country have been 
very large. I know that the exports have increased. Of course 
they fell off after the panic of last year about $75,000,000; but I am 
speaking now of a long line going back twenty years. There has 
been a gradual increase from 1873 up to the present time of Ameri- 
can products. An English financial paper, the Statist, in an 
article last summer, discussing the question whether England had 
been benefited or injured by the fall in the gold price of silver, 
made this statement, which I submit to the exporting people of 
the United States, the men who produce and who sell, that if 
European prices had been maintained at the high price rate of 
1873 and the bulk of American products had not been increased, 
there would not have been a dollar of indebtedness from this 
country to Europe. <A system which has compelled us to send 
increasing products every year to Europe, and that, too, at prices 
which have prevented us from materially reducing our debt to 
Europe, is a system which ought to be resisted, and it will be 
resisted by every patriotic man. 

I have before me the last copy of the Statist, in which I find a 
statement something in the line of the other, to show the great 
advantage England has gained. The writer shows the fall of 
prices within the last year and figures out from that that Great 
Britain has made large sums and has purchased at a price very 
much below what she paid last year. Then he says if prices had 
been the same last year we should have had to pay so much more. 
I want to read a little of that. I now read from the Statist of 
January 11, 1896, the last number which came to me. I have 
taken these financial papers, the Statist and the London Econo- 
mist and Frénch Economist, for the purpose of keeping in touch 
with what is going on in those countries as well as ourown. The 
article I shall read is headed ‘‘ Our foreign trade; the effect of low 
prices.” I shall not read it all, but I shall add the whole of it to 
my remarks as an appendix; I wish now to call attention to some 
of the statements in the article: 

Our foreign trade in 1895 has been the most profitable in the history of the 
country, and very much more profitable than it was in 180), when superfi- 
cially it appeared to be extremely roneess. Reckoned by its cash value, 
our foreign trade has been slightly better in 1895 than in 1804, and much worse 
than in 1890. In 1890 our imports amounted to £420,692.000, in 1894 they were 
£408,345,000, and in 1895 they have been £416.618,000. That is to say, our im- 
ports have been £8,342,000 greater in 1895 than in 1894, and £4,000,000 smaller 
thanin 1890. As regards the cash value of our exports, an increase of £10,000,000 
has occurred in 1895 compared with 1834, and a decline of as much as £37,400,000 
compared with 1890, exports in 1890 having been valued at £263,530,000, in 1804 
at £216,194,000, and in 1895 at £226,169,000. 

I omit some of the article, and come to what the editor is trying 
to show: 

The cash value of our foreign trade is, however, no guide toits real value or 
its profitableness. The United Kingdom is a consuming country, and it im- 
ports the greater portion of its food supplies, as well as nearly the whole of 
its raw materials for textile manufactures. These food stuffs and raw ma- 
terials are seyt herein payment for purchases of British manufactured goods, 
for interest and profits upon capital due to Great Britain from producing 


nations, and for t rt and other services rendered. Consequently, the 
lower the prices for food stuffs and raw materials the greater will be the 
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quantity required to be sent to this country to meet interest and other obli- 
tions and to pay for other services rendered. Further, should prices of 
ritish manufactured not fall to an extent correspon to the fall in 
rices of foreign and colonial produce, the profit on the sale of British goods 
te foreign countries and our colonies would be enhanced. 

The conditions of 1895 compared with both 1804 and 1890 have been that 
prices of foreign and colonial produce have been extremely low, and that 
consequently a great deal more produce has had to be sent to this county 
in order to meet interest and other obligations. Further prices of Britis 
manufactures exported have not fallen to an extent corresponding to the de- 
cline in prices of foreign and colonial produce imported, and consequently 
the cash proceeds of our exports have purchased a relatively larger quantity 
of British and foreign produce. 

A year ago we drew attention to the effect on our trade of the enormous 
fall in prices,and showed that whereas in 1894 our imports were valued at 
£ 408,500,000, we had for this sum been able to purchase foreign and colonial 

roduce which, had we had to pay the prices of 1890, would have cost us 

2477 600,000. On the other hand, we showed that in 1894 our exports were 
valued at £216,194,000, whereas at the prices current in 1890 they would have 
fetched £246,000,000. On balance, therefore, there was a greater profit upon 
our foreign trade in 1894 than in 1890 of about £39,000,000. 

In 189% this country has been able to purchase foreign and colonial produce 
even more cheaply than in 1804. 


That is in answer to the statement of the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to a rise in prices. 


We have calculated what all the chief articles would have cost had we had 
to pay and had received similar prices in 1895 to those current in 1894. It is 
impossible to estimate the prices of Ss great many articles in either year, but, 
having analyzed the prices of commodities comprising 60 per cent of our total 
imports and exports, we have estimated the movement of prices of the re- 
maining 40 per cent on the same basis. 


It seems the writer has madeacareful calculation, and I should 
say it was on a safe basis. 


In 1894 the cash value of our imports was £408,345,000, and in 1895, £416,687,000. 
Had we paid the same prices in 1895 as in 1894, our imports in 1895 would have 
cost us about £433,800,000, Hence we have benefited from a further fall in 

wices of foreign produce to the extent of about £17,000,000. On the other 
nand, the cash value of our exports in 1894 was £215,824,000, and in 1895 it 
amounted to £226,149,000. Had we been able to obtain the same price in 1895 
as ‘n 1804 the cash value would have been 234,800,000. The fall in prices of 
our manufactures amgpeten in 1865 compared with 1894 thus entailed a loss of 
£8,600,000, as against the profit of £17,000,000 from the fall in prices of com- 
modities imported. 


I want to call attention to a further statement here. 


The benefit to this country, therefore, from the fall in prices of foreign 
and colonial produce in 1895 compared with 1890 thus amounted to the enor- 
mous sum of £90,400,000, 





Mr. President, does anybody wonder why Great Britain insists 
that we shall maintain the gold standard, with these necessary 
low prices? Low prices are absolutely the logical result of the 
gold standard. 

We have had some talk recently about war with Great Britain. 
Great Britain will not go to war with us. We are her greatest 
trading nation. These statistical papers are full of statements 
made every month that the improvement in British trade is 
caused by the increased exports which they have been sending to 
the United States, and because of the low price of the products 
they buy in such immense quantities from us. 

Mr. BACON. What date is that? 

Mr. TELLER. The 1ith day of January, the last paper which 
has come to me. 

Then the article proceeds to show that notwithstanding manu- 
facturing prices bave fallen and they have had to sell their goods 
all over the world at a less price, yet the net profit to them is 
£49,000,000—$250,000,000 net on the articles mentioned here. 

Then the editor goes on to show what is gained by the low price 
of ten. I will quote a portion of that; I do not care to read 
it all, 

In 189% we purchased 15,688,009 hundredweight of raw cotton, against 16,- 
013,000 sundreSeree in 1890, a diminution of $45,000 hundredweight, or 2 per 
cent, but we paid for our raw cotton supplies £12,527,000 less in 1895 than in 


1800. Had we purchased the same quantity in both years the benefit to this 
country from the fall in price of cotton would have been £11,500,000. 


Fifty-six million dollars they made upon the difference between 
the price of cotton in 1890 and 1895. 

Then the writer goes on to show how much the English people 
have made on the fall in wool, the fall in sugar, and these other 
articles. I ask leave to append the whole of that article to my 
remarks, Ihave read enough to show what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Leave will be granted, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to go into the 
subject of prices to any considerable extent, and I am going to 
stop. Ido not care to-day to take up and discuss in the formal 
way, which sometimes we have done here, the question of what 
would be the result of the passage of the amendment which the 
Committee on Finance have advised in place of the bond bill. I 
wanted to present to the Senate what it seemed to me from any 
standpoint we have got to meet. It is most deplorable to go on 
in the way we are going. Our gold is being exported to Europe, 
and will continue to be so exported. It will go in spite of us, and 
every day we seem to be putting ourselves in a worse ition 
than heretofore. If we attempt to maintain the gold standard 
we must maintain it with the knowledge of what itis going to 
cost. I want the American people to know whatit is going to cost, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








J ANUARY 22, 


cost, shall be in favor of its maintenance, I as one who recognizes 
the right of majority rule in this country, shall have to submit: 
but I do not believe that the American people understand what j{ 
costs to maintain the (oo standard. I do not believe the Ameri- 
can people understand the danger which threatens not only their 
industrial pursuits, but threatens the very existence of this nation 
as a free people by the gold standard. 

Mr. President, the enslavement of the world in the future wil] 
not be by armies and by force, but it will be through the agency 
of money. It is the most potent and the easiest instrumentality 
to use. You will have no war unless the great capitalists of tho 
world will consent. Theother day, when there was a little flurry 
here, when the American Senate felt like asserting that under cer- 
tain circumstances it would vindicate the honor of the nation—] 
do not care whether there was any occasion for it or not—there 
was one sentiment from the great financial center of this country, 
and that was, we can not afford to goto war. Mr. President, wo 
can; but we do not intend to. We wish, however, to be in a posi- 
tion where we can go to war if our honor requires it. We want 
this country put upon a financial basis which will enable us to 
cease running in debt in time of peace. We want this country put 
upon a financial basis that will give to the flagging and languish- 
ing industries of the country renewed life. Ido not believe you 
can do it with a revenue bill. I yield to no man in devotion to 
the doctrine that the Government of the United States is bound, 
so far as it can, to assist in maintaining the wages of American 
labor. I would have a tariff duty, if I had my way, just high 
enough to give to the American manufacturer the markets of his 
own country, just high enough that if he attempted to impose 
upon the consumer the profits would be such that the importer 
could compete with him. That is my doctrine. I know that you 
can not maintain the price of American labor in this country on 
that principle now. know that American labor is threatened 
with Asiatic prices. I do not care to go into that now. It has 
been touched upon by several Senators at this session. Have the 
Senators who insist upon maintaining the gold standard calcu- 
lated what it is to cost? Have they considered it with reference 
to what the influence must be upon the industries of this country, 
not this year, and perhaps not within ten years, but at some time? 
He who does not look beyond the present hour with reference to 
these influences is unworthy of a siese in the American Senate 

Mr. President, what is going to be theinfiuence not to-day, not 
to-morrow, but five, ten, twenty years from now? Itis my solemn 
conviction, and I stated it seriously ten years ago, that that would 
be the result. Weare building up in Asiatic countries a com)eti- 
tion which can not be met by the American people. You can not 
put the American citizen upon a plane to compete with the Jap- 
anese, the Chinese, or the Indian, and it is inevitable as that the 
day shall follow the night that this is to come. Ten years ago in 
the Senate I said that the philosophy of it was that we should 
build fp Asiatic manufactures. It took nearly ten years before 
that prophecy began to be realized. To-day the manufacturers of 
Christendom are being threatened by the manufacturers of hea- 
thendom; to-day the manufacturers of the United States are in 
jeopardy and in peril by the manufactures growing up with Asi- 
atic capital in Asiatic countries, where the people can live ona 
few cents a day, where few of the obligations that are put upon 
us are put upon them, where the citizenship of those countries 
carries with it no burden such as citizenship carries with us, and 
where they can live, as they have been living for thousands of 
years, in what they call comfort and happiness, in a manner that 
would send our people to the grave or to revolution. 

Mr. President, this is not a fanciful sketch; thisis nota theory, 
nor the statement of an enthusiast. It can be demonstrated be- 


| yond question, though I shall not undertake it now, that there is 


at danger that the manufactures of Europe and the manu- 
actures of the United States will be transplanted to Asiatic 
lands; and when once transported, nothing can take them away. 
Those people are cunning and skillful, and patient and enduring, 
and unaccustomed to the civilization that we rejoice in; they 
will continue to become competitors to a degree which will abso- 
lutely destroy American and European laborers. Yet the men 
who profess here the greatest interest in our industries, the men 
who profess the greatest interest in labor, are absolutely silent 
when this great question confronts the American people, and not 
one of them has ever been heard any more than they have been 
heard in defense of this bill. Up to this hour nobody has been 
heard in defense of the pending bill or in defense of the system 
which I have been condemning at this session, and I predict that 
nobody will. 

At some other stage I shall take up this question with reference 
to its influence upon American and European industries, but 1t 
should not be necessary for me to do so. The literature of the 
country is full of it, the English and other European consuls in 
other countries have given the facts that ought to be convincing 
to you, that if the gold standard is desirable, it is not sufficiently 
desirable to have it maintained at the great cost at which it 1s 


and if the American people, when they know what it is going to ' being maintained, 
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APPENDIX. 
OUR FOREIGN TRADE—THE EFFECT OF LOW PRICES. 


Our foreign trade in 1895 has been the most profitable in the history of the 


,and very much more profitable than it was in 1890, when superfi- 
cory i eared | to be extremely prosperous. Reckoned by its cash value, 
our foreign trade has been slightly better in 1895 than in 1894, and much worse 
than in 1890, In 1890 ourim rts amounted to £420,692,000. In 1894 they were 
£408,345,000, and in 1895 they have been £416,618,000. That is to say, our imports 
have been £8,842,000 greater in 1895 than in 1894, and £4,000,000 smaller than in 
1890. As regards the cash value of our exports, an increase of £10,000,000 has 
occurred in 18% compared with 189, and a decline of as much as’ £37,400,000 
compared with 1 . * ae in grt ees been valued at £263,530,000, in 1804 

2. 194,000, an a ’ . 
yn of our foreign trade as reflected in the cash value of our im- 


d exports will be seen from the following contrast of our imports, 
ores reeuports, and total foreign trade in 1808 with those of the ten pre- 
vious years: 


Total trade of Great Britain, 1885 to 1895. 


Exports. Reexports. Total. 


Year. Imports. 











TE ecsstevenmion ..----| £416,688,000 | £226,169,000 | £59,971,000 | £702, 828,000 
OG er eae cad 344,000 | 215,824,000 | 57,961,000 | 682,129,000 
BOB ccc ccnc scans ansece 405,068,000 | 218, 496, 000 58,935,000 | 682, 499, 000 
Se 423,793,000 | 227,077,000 | 64,568,000 | 715, 433, 000 
SEE ccsin buniiinnnbastnaale 435,441,000 | 247, 235, 000 61, 878, 000 744, 555, 000 
ee 420,692,000 | 263,530,000 | 64,721,000} 748,944, 000 
ee Rae aces 427,637,000 | 248,935,000 | 66,658,000 | 743, 230,000 
TOO cn cbecbete eet 887,636,000 | 234,535,000 | 64,042,000 | 686,213,000 
Oa ae a 862,227,000 | 221,914,000 | 59,349,000 | 643, 490,000 
TO 849, 863, 000 212, 725, 000 56, 234, 000 618, 823, 000 
eed 870, 968, 000 213, 115, 000 58, 539, 000 642, 442, 000 


The cash value of our foreign trade is, however, no guide to its real value 
or its profitableness. The United Kingdom isa consuming country, and it 
imports the greater portion of its food supplies, as well as nearly the whole 
of tts raw materials for textile manufactures. These food stuffs and raw 
materials are sent here in a for purchases of British manufactured 
oods, for interest and profits upon capital due to Great Britain from pro- 
Socing nations, and for a and other servicesrendered. Consequently, 
the lower the prices for f stuffs and raw materials the greater will be the 
quantity required to be sent to this country to meet interest and other obli- 
tions and to pay for other services rendered. Further, should prices of 
ritish manufactured goods not fall to an extent corresponding to the fall in 
rices of foreign and colonial produce, the profit on the sale of British goods 
bo foreign countries and our colonies would be enhanced. 

The conditions of 1895, compared with both 1894 and 1890, have been that 
prices of foreign and colonial produce have been extremely low, and that, 
consequently, a t deal more produce has had to be sent to this countr 
in order to meet interest and other obligations. Further, prices of Britis 
manufactures exported have not fallen to an extent corresponding to the 
decline in prices of foreign and colonial produce imported, and consequently 
the cash _————_ of our exports have purchased a relatively larger quantity 
of British and foreign produce. 

A year ago we drew attention to the effect on our trade of the enormous 
fall S rices, and showed that whereas in 1894 our imports were valued at 
£408,500, we had for this sum been able to purchase foreign and colonial 

roduce which, had we had to pay the prices of 1890, would have cost us 
477,500,000. On the other hand, we showed that in 1894 our exports were 
valued at £216,194,000, whereas at the prices current in 18% they would have 
fetched £246,000,000, ‘On balance, therefore, there was a greater profit upon 
our foreign trade in 1894 than in 1890 of about £39,000,000. 

In 18% country has been able to purchase foreign and colonial produce 
even more cheaply in 1894. 

We have caiculated what all the chief articles would have cost had we had 
to pay and had received similar prices in 1895 to those current in 1894. It is 
impossible to estimate the prices of agrees many articles in either year, but, 
ha the prices of commodities comprising 60 per cent of our total 
im and exports, we have estimated the movement of prices of the re- 

40 per cent on the same basis. 

In 1894 the cash value of our imports was £408,345,000, and in 1895 £416,687 ,000. 
Had we paid the same prices in 1895 as in 1894, our imports in 1895 would have 
cost us abcut £433,800,000. Hence we have benefi from a further fall in 
== foreign produce to the extent of about £17,000,000. On the other 

d, the cash ue of our exports in 1894 was £215,824,000, and in 1895 it 
amounted to £226,169,000. Had we been able to obtain the same price in 1895 
as in 1804, the cash value would have been £234,800,000. The fall in prices of 
our manufactures exported in 1895 compared with 1894 thus entailed a loss of 


epee nae as the profit of £17,000,000 from the fall in prices of commod- 
ties im; . There i thus been a further profit in 1895 compared with 
1894 of some £8,500,000 


The cash value of our imports in 1895 was £416,687,000, but at the 1890 level 
ot peseee the value would have been no less than £507,100,000. The benefit to 
country, there“ore, from the fall in prices of foreignand colonial produce 
in 1895 compared with 1890, thus amounted to the enormous sum of 400,000. 
On the other hand, our exports in 1895 were of the cash value of only £226,- 
109,000, whereas at the prices of 1890 the value would have been £267,600,000, 
thus en’ a loss 500,000, due to the fall in prices. On balance, there- 
fore, the fall prices in 1895 compared with 1390 gave a profit to this country 
amounting to about £49,000,000. 
We compare below the actual cash value of our imports in 1895 wth what 


the value would have been at the prices current in 1894 and 1890: 

Value of imports, 1895. 
fi peta stn nnn een oon 
sic olciece 0 lic tdersnocaccecsecocsececascee 096, 


Below we give the value of our exports in 1895 compared with what the 


value w ve been at prices current in 1894 and 1890: 

Value xports, 1895. 
At prices of 1895....... Ried clctntaik : x eee Lhlvcekaekee £226, 169, 000 
At prices of 1804. ...... a a a as bid rind watadeneokd , 802, 
a eesunseaguagmmacnoncet 267, 638, 000 


Tn 1895 we purchased 15,688,000 hundred weight of raw cotton, against 16,013,- 
000 hundredw: t in ine ution of 45,000 hundredweight or 2 per 
cent; but we 


for our raw cotton supplies £12,327;000 less in 1895 than in 
. Had we the same quantity in both years the benefit to this 
country from fall in price of cotton would have £11,500,000. In 1895 
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we purchased 100,118,000 hundredweight of wheat and flour, as against 76,- 
247,000 hundredweight in 1890, an increase of 23,871,000, or 31 per cent, while 
we have actually paid about £2,451,000 less in 1895 than in 1890, the value of 
our wheat and flour imports in 189% having been £30,207,000, against £32,651,000 
in 1890. In other words, at the 1890 level of prices we should have paid £42,- 
880,000 for our wheat and flour supplies in 1895, whereas we have actually paid 
only £30,207,000, a benefit from the lower price of no less than £12,600,000. 
Our imports of wool for 1895 exceeded those of 1890 by 142,000,000 pounds, or 22 
er cent; but in 1895 we actually paid £830,000 less than we did in 189%)—that is 
oO say,we have paid £26,21,000 for wool in 189% which at the 18% level of 
prices would have cost us £33,100,000, a benefit of about £6,800,000. In 1895 we 
imported 81,157,000 ne of sugar, as against 25,693,000 hundred- 
weight in 1890, an increase of 5,464,000, or 2 per cent, and with this enormous 
increase in quantity we have actually = £390,000 less in cash, the cash value 
of our sugar imports in 1895 having been £17,685,000, as against £18,075.000 
in 1890. At the 1890 levelof prices we should have paid for sugar imported in 
1895, £21,870,000, as against the actual cost of £17,685,000,a benefit from the 
fallin price of over £4,000,000. 

Below we contrast the values of our principal imports in 1895 with those 
of 1804, and with their estimated value in 1895, had prices maintained the level 
of the average in 1894: 

Imports, 1894 and 1895. 




















Articles. 1894. | 1895, | 1895.* 
| 

CE Glitteditinedathnattnscaswkecangal: QR) ROR eR tee £32, 426, 000 
TEPID GENET TION crmacin cancne cecncnaduus 26, 755, 000 30, 205, 000 29.542. 000 
i cncdactnapaainae <athds Ninakneretond 24,791,000 | 26,031,000 27 277000 
Sugar ...... Sonia 19, 172, 000 17, 685, 000 20, 908, 000 
aN a i Secreted sc pineal aeav edie ieee 16, 086, 000 14, 917, 000 15, 140, 000 
Butter . 13, 456, 000 14, 245, 000 14, 766, 000 
Tea .... 9, 764, 000 10, 278, 000 10, 178, 000 
Leather 7, 094, 000 8,051, 000 7, 880, 000 
Maize -. 7, 952, 000 7, 809, 000 7, 630,000 
Bacon... 8, 084, 000 7, 986, 000 8, 902, 000 
Oxen ial 8, 225, 000 7, 150,000 7, 195, 000 
Dariey ....... ; 7, 090, 000 5, 538, 000 5, 354.000 
Woolen stuffs al 5, 665, 000 6, 472, 000 6, 765, 000 
. ) ae ‘ 5, 018, 000 5, 412, 000 5, 490, 000 
Cheese -.. 5, 475, 000 4, 674, 000 5, 156, 000 
Copper. 4, 624, 000 4, 639, 000 4, 963, 000 
Mutton -. 4, 341,000 4, 598, 000 4, 985, 000 
Jute.... 4, 622, 000 4, 358, 000 5, 343, 000 
Beef ‘ 4, 213, 000 4,275, 000 4, 384,000 
ee Pe 3, 786, 000 4,008, 000 4, 054, 000 
a aan adil ai 8, 272, 000 8, 760, 000 8, 698, 000 
icp bikbatedestdacstctnebaseseoenee 3, 900, 000 8, 723, 000 4, 042, 000 
etn iiintintindninGuecéanbiiiaiid 2,979, 000 2, 978, 000 3, 008, 000 
doshas alta en cnet tesien gartanitaiad aaah 2, 485, 000 3, 368, 000 2, 701,000 
tC ne. cankdousbheand «en dapuiemeen 2, 525, 000 8, 270, 000 3,611,000 
IN riialetn os ed nines dhs sel deasiisyn then alco dodbiad 2, 231, 000 2, 804, 000 2 000 
I eo orb 3, 045, 000 2, 557,000 2.579, 000 
a cc Racal Riis tse hliliplgstiane 1, 490, 000 2, 040, 000 2 302,000 
Gt aha <aaraaiaivass Sparel acetbacnl aceon anates 805, 000 | 1, 782, 000 | 1, 769, 000 
PIN, aol cc daneaniaie wate 20,638,000 | 21,874, 000 23, 134, 000 

I at oc connnennemunns | 262,527,000 | 266,856,000) 277,849,000 
Miscellaneous .......- Sia Ba ah dia ees | 145,818,000 | 149,831,000 | 155, 002,000 

OE ictdtnnaviatinacagetanawanes | 408, 345, 000 | 416,687,000 | 433, 851,000 


* On basis of prices current in 1894. 





Below we contrast the values of our principal exports in 1895 with those of 
1894, and with their estimated value in 1895 had prices maintained the level 
of the average quotations obtained in 1894: 


Exports, 1894 and 1895. 


























Articles. 1894. 1895. | 1895.* 

Cotton: | 
OR ME: cit cennnneanenciunites £50, 219,000 | £46,780, 000 | £47,577, 000 
EE Sic ntubinencseueteawen 9, 285, 000 9, 292, 000 | 9, 915, 000 
a 59, 504, 000 56, 072, 000 | 57, 492, 000 
Woolen and worsted tissues --......-- 11, 234, 000 16, 444, 000 16. 381,000 
Woolen and worsted yarn-............ 4,718, 000 5, 374, 000 5, 446, 000 
ON | eres 14, 350, 000 15, 450, 000 | 15, 525, 000 
Ce inshdasddesateateamendenanunwitions 17, 371, 000 15, 443, 000 17, 383, 000 
Linen, yarn and piece................- 4, 401, 000 5, 047, 000 5, 539,000 
EE as6ccdseteneouisenencnannedes 4,339, 000 4, 245, 000 4, 487,000 
CR io cncudiepaeseseneeunacceddcdscnsen 2, 365, 2, 825, 000 2.785. 000 
Jute, yarn and piece..............-.-- 2, ! 2, 527, 000 2, 608, 000 
Ee 2, 329, 000 1, 952, 000 2. 164, 000 
EE 1,614, 000 1, 582, 000 1, 629, 000 
EE edi icctlbideenpugcissonasendeer 1, 631, 000 1, 560, 000 1, 706,000 
EE ES OO Ea 1, 468, 000 1, 524, 000 1, 532,000 
Ni essincns sacra meniialeniiet 7,478, 000 8, 178, 000 8, 005, OOO 
Is oveceucnsves casens 135, 222,000 | 138, 223,000 143, 582, 000 
I iatittacncsaddesedscnnnian 80, 602,000 | 87,946, 000 +91, 270, 000 
FE CI veccncsnesecdeciene 215, 824, 000 226, 169, 000 234, 802, 000 





* On basis of prices current in 1894. 

+Estimated by supposing that shrinkage of prices in 1895 compared with 
1894 has been at the same rate as the decline in prices of articles whose values 
have been analyzed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into 
the debate upon this question, because it seems to me, and I be- 
lieve it seems to the great body of Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, that we are now discussing a moot question, which 
ought not to have been thrust into the consideration of the measure 
that we’are really acting upon. I have no doubt that there isa 
majority of the Senate in favor of the free coinage of silver. They 
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no doubt represent the opinions of their constituents, and they 
honestly omgers that view. The country has, however, for the 
last four or five years been gradually settling down to the opinion 
that the free coinage of silver would bring us to the single silver 
standard, which would separate us from all the great Christian 
and civilized nations of the world. 

This question has been talked of very much among the people, 
and latterly, especially, the le of State after State have settled 
down into the conviction that we ought to maintain the present 
bimetallic system of money—that is, to maintain the standard of 
gold and to maintain silver in circulation in the largest quantity 
possible for use by the people. It so happens that under the pres- 
ent system we use more silver, either in the form of circulating 
silver money or in the form of silver certificates representing silver 
actually in the Treasury, than has ever been heretofore used in 
the United States, and we on this side of the Chamber believe that 
that is the better plan, at least for the present, and that until the 
market value of silver shall approach its coinage value that is the 
true policy to be adopted. Therefore I do not think there is any 
disposition on this side of the Chamber to discuss that question, 
which has been discussed often and well. 

What we do complain of, and what we think is not exactly right 
in the Senate of the United States, is that this proposition, which 
everybody knows can not pass this Congress, is thrust in the way 
of measures which the executive department says are absolutely 
necessary to carry on the Government. We say, therefore, that 
the thrusting of this proposition into this debate for the relief of 
the Treasury isnot a wise measure of legislation. It is perfectly 
well known to every Senator here that if the amendment for the 
free coinage of silver should be adopted it would have to be sent 
to the House of Representatives, and it is absolutely certain that 
that House would rejectit, and thus the measures of relief which 
have been recommended by the President of the United States 
and by the executive authorities will fail, unless those who favor 
the amendment should finally, after this long debate, recede from 
their views and allow the measures to which I have referred to 


ass. 

7 What are those measures? They are not such as I would advo- 
cate. I would not propose such measures if the conditions were 
not precisely as they are; but we became convinced that under 
the present revenue law there was a deficiency in the revenue. 
One of two things must inevitably occur, we must either suppl 
more revenue or we must cut off great branches of public expend- 
iture which Congress has determined are necessary and proper, 
and for which Congress has made appropriations. 

The House of Representatives, composed of more than three- 
fourths of members of the Republican party, opposed to this Ad- 
ministration, yet, desiring to do what was best for the country 
at large, said: ‘‘We will at once give immediate relief to the ex- 
ecutive authorities; we will provide means and measures by which 
they canraise money to meet current expenses while passing along, 
and, besides that, create additional revenue by a simple law ”—not 
such a law as I would frame or desire to have passed, but a law 
that would in the shortest time produce forty or fifty million dol- 
lars additional revenue without increasing the public debt. We 
all feel the real difficulty, the danger that threatens our financial 
operations, is the waut of revenue. We are substantially in the 
same condition as a private citizen who expends more than he 
earns. As a matter of course, he will meet difficulties and proba- 
bly become bankrupt. The United States is not a bankrupt, and 
can not be. We have ample sources of revenue. Why, therefore, 
should we not confine ourselves to those two measures—not framed 
by net greene according to Republican ideas and policy, but 
framed to meet the exigency caused by the condition of affairs 
by, as I think, faulty Democratic legislation? 

It seems to me that this debate ought not to be prolon so as 
to interfere with all the great business of this country. ere are 
many important measures on the Calendar, far more important 
than this, because they are measures that will be adopted, and 
they are measures necessary to carry on the Government, and con- 
sequently they will be acted upon by both Houses in a friendly 
way, while this is a mere moot debate, a debate upon an old sub- 
ject which has been thrashed out over and over again—a debate 
upon a subject upon which every Senator has absolutely made up 
his mind. Why, then, continue this debate? If Senators desire 
to make speeches, I shall be very glad to hear them; and at any 
time, even if other measures are pending, according to the courtesy 
of the Senate, an opportunity will be afforded them. 

But what we object to is that this measure, which every Senator 
here knows can not become the law of the land, stands in the way 
of measures which are deemed by the Administration to be abso- 
lately n to carry on the Government, which we say is not 
on] ee eeeesian, ut is obstru legislation. 

. COCKRELL. Do I understand Senator to say that the 
Executive Administration wants to have passed the revenue bill 
which is now pending in the Finance ittee? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it is not for the President of 
the United States to say what revenue shall be furnished for ta 
support of this Goveruament. It has been the established policy 
of the Government from the days of Washington to this time tha: 
revenue measures must originate in the House of Representatives. 
which directly represents the ple. The members of that body 
come from every district in the country, and their opinion as t) 
what taxes should be levied upon the people is practically that 
which should govern. 5 

In England the House of Commons would not allow the House 
of Lords to cross a ‘“t” or dot an “i” on arevenue measure, on t})\. 
ground that the House of Commons must legislate to impose tho 
necessary taxation to meet the obligations of the Government. 
We have a broader power, and to my knowledge we have grossly 
abused that power on several different occasions. We have oi 
some occasions trenched upon the power of the House of Re) 
sentatives. We, of course, under the Constitution of the Unite: 
States, have the power to amend revenue bills, but the Hous: 
Lords has not that power. We have it, and generally exercis: 
to an undue extent. 

But now, when a measure comes to us, authorizing the Gov 
ernment to borrow money directly from the people by the issuancs 
of small bonds, it is arrested by this process, which everybody 
knows can not become effective in the shape of law; and when tho 
other measure comes to us, adding to the customs duty and } 
ducing some $40,000,000 of revenue, it is not for the President io 
say whether it is the best form of taxation. It is the best form s 
the House of Representatives thinks; it is the best form as tho 
Senate thinks; and therefore that bill was reported, I think, alm 
on the unanimous vote of the Committee on Finance as a measure 
not of wisdom, not such a one as we of the Republican party 
would pass if we were framing a bill for increased revenue, nt 
such a one as we would otherwise favor, but such a one as would 
ee certainly, and surely furnish the revenue necessary for 
the support of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

e 
ns SHERMAN. were 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has alluded to the fact, as he states 
it, that this bill is occupying the time of the Senate unduly ani 
to the detriment of other measures, especially a revenue measure 
to supply the deficient revenues of the Government. I ask him 
where that revenue measure is? Is it before the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will refer the Senator from Delaware to 
the Senator from Arkansas on his right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. + measure is in the hands of the 
Republican Finance Committee, Mr. President. [Laughter. | 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ibegpardon. The Committee on Finance is 
now ey a Democratic committee, and Democratic Sena- 
tors know it. They can at any moment, or any member on the 
other side of the Chamber belonging to the Committee on Finance, 

his assent, can secure at once a report on that bill. We can 
not cheat each other. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are very glad to find that some 

Republican member of the Finance Committee has come to our 
side, but I am not advised as yet as to who he is. The Repub- 
licans organized the committee only a short time ago, and we havo 
always understood that they had a majority. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. In that you are very much mistaken. Let 
us not misunderstand each other. Any one of the six Democratic 
members of that committee may authorize a report of the tariff 
bill at any moment, and could have done so at any time within 
the last two weeks. It is true that one of the members of the 
committee who classes himself as belonging to the-—— 

Mr. PLATT. The Populists. 

Mr.SHERMAN. He would hardly call himself a Populist; but, 
at any rate, has separated himself for the time being from tho 
Republican party. He chooses not to allow that bill to be re- 
ported unless some additional provisions shall be added to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I ought to say that the Senator re- 
ferred to was not present at the meeting of the committee when 
the bill was before the committee and has not been since. 

Mr. SHER - Hewasnot present. But any member of tlie 
committee on the other side of the Chamber—and I emphasize that 
statement—can by a single “yes” within five minutes get that })ill 
reported to the Senate, and then we shall have a measure belore 
us for the relief of this Administration. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. _ 

aa PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yie 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. : 

Mr, TELLER. The Senator complains that this bill is being 
delayed. Does the Senator regard this bill as a system of relief 
of the _—— condition of the country? 

Mr . Which bill? 








Mr. TELLER. The bond bill. Suppose we do not put a free- 
coinage amendment on it. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the Senator frankly. I think 
that bill is a great measure of relief, and for this reason: Under 
the present law, or under the practice which has sprung up under 
the law, we have issued 4 per cent bonds and sold them, I think, 
on terms that were very harsh to the Government. I think we 
ought to have sold those bonds at a much higher rate. Therefore, 
in order to avoid the loss of selling 4 per cent bonds at 105 or 106, 
or whatever it ma be, we should provide for a 3 per cent bond, 
which I know would be cheerfully and rapidly taken by the people 
of the United States, and give all the relief that is necessary to 
meet current deficiencies—for that is what the bonds are intended 
for—and it could be passed at once. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us how long we are to 
continue to sell bonds to maintain the gold reserve? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We will sell enough to cover actual deficien- 
cies as they occur, actual deficiencies made by this Administra- 
tion, and then provide additional revenue for the future; but I 
suppose the $40,000,000 additional revenue provided by the tariff 
pill, as itis called, will be sufficient; if not, we can increase it. 
If it is thought that that will not raise a sufficient amount of 
revenue, any Senator, when the bill is pending, may propose to 
ut on additional duties. In the meantime the Republican party 
ce stands ready to do its duty to maintain the credit of the 
Government of the United States and to pay off past deficiencies 
instead of running in debt. : 

My friend from Colorado was speaking a while ago about the 
increase of the public debt. Why did he not say frankly that 
that increase was because of the deficient revenue? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the cause? 

Mr. TELLER. You have not had $262,000,000 deficiency yet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One hundred and sixty-two million dollars, 
I think. 

Mr. TELLER. You have $262,000,000 practically out; that is, 
you will have it out on the 5th of February. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the cause of that deficiency? 
Whence comes it? 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave not been talking about the deficiency. 
You are not selling bonds to meet deficiencies. The deficiency 
exists. You are selling bonds to accumulate gold, and you can 
not sell them for anything else under the law. 

Mr SHERMAN. If there was no deficiency there would be no 
demand for gold. For fourteen years that $100,000,000 of gold 
stood there in the Treasury, a standard of credit, and no one ap- 
proached it or diminished it. But the moment the deficiencies 
occur, then they say they sell the bonds to keep the gold reserve 
good; but it is to meet deficiencies, because to meet the deficiencies 
they take the gold. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Ohio allow 
me to ask him if in his opinion there is any authority under the 
law to sell bonds for any purpose except to get gold to redeem 
greenbacks? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, in your opinion, the law is de- 
Pewee 3 violated in each sale of these bonds, as you say they have 


been sold for the pur of raising money to defray expenses? 
Mr. SHERMAN. That has already been explained over and 


over again. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I simply wanted to have the Senator 
make the statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That money in the Treasury is superadded 


to the money put there for the redemption of United States notes. | 


There was no segregation of these two sums; they were put ina 
mass, and the present Administration, since it came into being, 
has taken the money pledged to redeem United States notes, and 
has thus created a fright about gold, and the withdrawal of gold, 
and the shipment of gold abroad. Not only that, but the banks 
of the United States—and I say it is to their discredit—have with- 


' drawn for United States notes about $50,000,000, which is now held 


as a part of their reserve. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Did the deficiency in the Treasury 
have anything to do with that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The deficiency in the Treasury was primarily, 
because it created this fear. It was the Government that first 
drained this fund for the maintenance of specie payments. Each 
bank, governed by its own interest, naturally saw that if the 

vernment was using this fund very soon there would be no 
funds to be paid, and therefore the banks withdrew gold and put 
it in their reserve, which was required to be kept up in lawful 
money. It should be in United States notes. Always before the 
vresent Administration the banks kept up their reserve in United 
States notes and Treasury notes, but when they saw the Govern- 
ment taking this fund reserved for another purpose, because it 
had not been segregated in the general fund in the Treasury, they, 
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as a matter of course, became alarmed, they became surprised, and 
they drew gold also. 

As [have expressed before (and I did not intend to say so much 
as I have said), in my opinion all that is necessary is to pass these 
two bills. Therefore I wish it distinctly understood, so far as my 
voice can carry what I utter at this moment, that the whole 
trouble and fear in the Senate of the United States grows out of 
the desire of debating an old, worn issue, the free coinage of silver, 
instead of applying the remedy which the President asks for, 
which a Republican House hus cheerfully granted, and which we 
on this side of the Chamber are ready at any moment to pass. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not expect when I was on 
the floor to have my statement that the Republican members of 
this body who believe in the gold standard have no other scheme 
but to sell bonds indefinitely verified quite so soon as Ihave. I 
understand the Senator from Ohio to say that that is all we need 
now to clear the atmosphere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To meet the deficiency. I do not propose to 
continue that. Ihave no doubt when the Republican Adminis- 
tration comes into power my friend and I will join together in 
providing for all the money necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator, I think, is somewhat mistaken in 
his suggestion that the President has asked for anything of this 
character, to begin with. The President of the United States has 
asked for a gold bond, and he has asked for the gold bond not be- 
cause he did not have the power to issue bonds, but because he 
does not have the power to issue gold bonds. He has the power 
under the act of 1875, he says, and the Senator agrees with him, 
to issue any amount of bonds that may be necessary to maintain 
the gold reserve, and as fast as the Treasury is emptied by the 
demand on the Treasury of the exporters of gold, it is to be filled 
up. I stated to-day that there was no end to that which anybody 
could see, and it seemed to me that our side of the House who be- 
lieve in gold had neither the wit nor the wisdom to propose, or 
else they were afraid, or something else—at least they dia not pro- 
pose any system except to continue to sell bonds ad infinitum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Colorado is clearly mis- 
taken, because I dosay that the bond bill was simply to provide for 
past deficiencies—to meet and square the accounts up to the time 
when the new bill, the tariff bill, can furnish revenue to support 
the Government, and that measure is to be carried on for only 
two years, when we hope a different state of things will occur. 

Mr. TELLER. Say for three years at least the Government has 
had no gold in its collection. I think about three years ago the 
gold payments fell off. Since that time we have had silver cer- 
tificates and Treasury notes mainly, with now and then a sprink- 
ling of greenbacks. How is the Government to get the gold that 
the Senator says is essential to maintain its reserve if it does not 
sell bonds, or unless it makes its collections in gold? Can the 
Senator tell us how? Does he expect the Government to go into 
the market with greenbacks and buy gold as a commodity? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have already said in the remarks I made a 
few days ago that the very moment it is sure to the business men 
of this country that the gold will not be depleted and exhausted 
and thus leave our paper money unprotected from redemption, 
the moment that the conditions cease to exist, the demand for 
gold wiil cease to exist. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator understand that the failure to 
pay gold by way of duties on imports arises from any lack of reve- 
nue; or what is the cause? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. For fourteen years the customs duties 
were paid by United States notes entirely, and yet the gold was 
carried to the Treasury and exchanged for United States notes. 
The gold constantly increased year by year, for the reason that 
everyone who desired to use money preferred the notes to the 
gold, and therefore the gold was carried to the Treasury and the 
notes were in circulation. 

Mr. TELLER. Just as long as the balance of trade was in our 
favor to the extent that we would cover what we had naturally 
to send abroad the gold would remain in this country. The 
moment that the balance of trade is against us we must pay it in 
gold. In the latter part of the season of 1890 the gold which had 
been coming into the Treasury for duties on imports at the rate 
of about 90 per cent by the way of gold certificates began to fall 
off, and the Treasury notes and greenbacks and other paper of 
that character began to take its place. So, by the following Jan- 
uary, when there was no deficiency whatever and very few at 
least supposed that there would be a deficiency, gold payments 
had practically ceased at the collection office. 

Something else, Mr. President,intervened. It was not a failure 
of revenue. I donot know whether it was a surplus of paper 
money, as some people contend, or what it was, but it is certain 
that before there was any lack of revenue the Government was 
out of gold. The Government has been out of gold on several 
occasions. I remember that in July, 1885, the bankers in New 
York met and held a conference and signed a paper and sent it to 








872 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





99 


a aty 


J ANUARY 





the Treasury Department, in which they said it was apparent to 
them that we would in a very short time be unable to make gold 
payments. We had an abundance of revenue then. Thereupon 
they loaned to the Government of the United States a certain 
amountof gold. We allrecollect that occurrence, We have been 
threatened with this before. 

The lack of gold in the Treasury is not, in my judgment, the re- 
sult of a lack of revenue. It is because there is an increased de- 
mand in Europe for the gold to pay our debts. That may be ow- 
ing to two or three causes. One is, granting now that this is the 
scheme of the Administration, that it is distrust. That may be 
the cause. It may be that the distrust has occasioned the sending 
here of our securities and selling them. It does not make any 
difference what the revenue is, if that distrust exists our secur- 
ities will come here. It does not make any difference what the 
revenues are, if the balance of trade is against us we have got to 
send the gold abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a 

uestion? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator is as well aware as Iam 
that prior to the 4th of March, 1893, the incoming of the present 
Administration into power, at no time was the uncovered gold in 
the Treasury less than $100,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; Iam quite well aware of that fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were fluctuations up and down, it is 
true, but the uncovered gold never fell below $100,000,000, and the 
gold actually in the Treasury was always greatly in excess of that 
sum, 


Mr. TELLER. That is a fact which everybody understands. 
We did not break into the reserve of $100,000,000 until after the 
present Administration came into power. To be fair, lam bound 
to say that I have not the slightest doubt but that we should have 
broken into it if Mr. Harrison had been reelected. It was not the 
Democratic party that came into power that made it, it was the 
condition of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was Democratic law. 

Mr. TELLER. It was nota Democratic law. There was not 
any law and had not been any law. That was long after, and it 
may have accelerated the thing and helped it; I have no doubt it 
did. But certain ple were alarmed, and = when I realize 
that the Democratic candidate had nearly 400,000 more votes than 
our candidate had, I can not see why the American people should 
be disturbed at what they themselves had done. The Republicans 
might have been somewhat disturbed. But the gold began to run 
down, and the demand for it in Europe was incr . As our 
exports fell off the demand for gold to take their place increased, 
and that is what is the trouble now, and it will continue for all 
time until we pay our debts. We might just as well make up our 
minds that we have got to furnish oe and in my judgment 
the Treasury peng may can not maintain that reserve by the 
sale of bonds, unless they continue to sell year after year just as 
oF are selling now. 

If the Senator will get up here and say that in his judgment the 
maintenance of the gold standard and the maintenance of $100,- 
000,000 in the reserve is compensation for what we suffer in the 
issuing of from two to three hundred million dollarsa year of bonds, 
that will be all right; we shall know where to meet it. What I 
—— of is that on this side of the Chamber the majority of 
the Republicans are absolutely without a policy. You have not 
got any, you have not dared to have any, and you will not have 
one now. You dare not redeem the greenbacks. That you know 
would afford you relief. You dare not go before the public in 1596 
with your candidate on that kind of a platform, You know where 

ou would land. Youwould be landed where the Democrats were 
anded at the last election and where they expect to be landed 
now if we do not make some such blunderasthat. Youare afraid 
to do that. A majority of the gold men in this Chamber believe 
it ought to be done. You are in sympathy with the President, in 
ae pose on that point, and if ne are going to maintain the 
gold standard, I repeat what I said before, t is the logical and 
the only way out of it, unless you are willing to increase the pub- 
lic debt just as long as men will buy bonds at 8 per cent or 5 per 
cent or any other rate per cent. 

I do not care, as I said, to debate the silver quewtian. I know 
this biil is not oe become a law. I do not know it any more 
certainly than you know that your revenue bill is not going to 
become a law. If we all vote for that bill, and two or three Popu- 
lists vote for it, and it passes the Senate, you know it is not to 
come a law. It was not introduced for the purpose of ep | 
alaw. If it had been sup it would become a law, it woul 
have been a different bill from what itis. It was brought in for 
the a ae of making political capital and keeping the question 
before the public. I do not say that I shall not vote for it. Iam 
a protectionist, and I believe we need more p on and more 
revenue, but I do not mean that the Senator shall get up here and 


lecture me because I am talking about a bill which he says we can 
not pass with this measure on it. He knows that the other }j!! 
will not pass, and he ought to know that this bond bill, sheared of 
the free-coinage provision, will not pass this body. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us try it. 

Mr. TELLER. We will try it when the time comes, but as this 
is a little play of politics, we will play it on our side, too, just as 
well, We will take occasion to see what your policy is. We will 
take occasion now to see when the Republican party comes into 
power what itis going todo. So far we who believe that some- 
thing ought to be done to bring this country out of its condition 
have got no encouragement whatever except that you are to con 
tinue to sell bonds indefinitely until you have piled upa great de}): 
against the ple of the United States. You know and I know 
that just as long as those men in New York can buy these bonds 
at the prices at which they bought the last issue they can not put 
their money in anything that is equal to it. You know that is 
what we are going to do, to keep on selling bonds. That may be 
a Republican doctrine, but I do not believe it. Whenever the 
Republican party shall become the party of increasing our inde))t- 
edness in time of e, the people will withdraw from it that 
confidence which they have shown in it in years past. 

I do not care what the name may be or what it may have done, 
the people of the United States are now demanding of us some 
action that will relieve the country, not a temporary thing, not 
the issuing of bonds to-day and more to-morrow, and then won- 
der what we are going to do at the end, but they ask for some 
system. The President and the Secretary of the Treasury have 
offered usone. We rejectit. Now, then, ought we not to offer 
something? We offer free coinage. You offer nothing. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I think that this discussion lacks 
just one additional item to complete it for the day. In January, 
1893, as I remember, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] pro- 
— an amendment to an appropriation bill authorizing the 

retary of the Treasury to issue, I think, some $50,000,000 of 3 
per cent bonds in order to avoid what, in the Senator’s judgment, 
was a possible danger to thereservefund. Ishould like to inquire 
of the Senator now whether his proposition to amend in the man- 
ner I have designated was because there was a deficiency in the 
revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There had been no deficiency in the revenue 
up to that time; but I believe the amount of the surplus the year 
before was only about $9,000,000. The present Secretary of tho 
Treasury was then a member of the Senate, and on the question 
of giving the incoming Administration an opportunity to meet 
any possible deficiency that might arise such a proposition was in- 
troduced and passed this body nem. con. without objection. It was 
sent to the House of Representatives and there disagreed to, and 
in conference it was dropped out. The Secretary had probably 
consulted his then superiors, and it was dropped out. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
that statement is entirely complete? Was there not an existing 
law, the statute of 1875, the resumption act, which had _ been re- 
ferred to in the statute of 1890, which gave the power already to 
issue 4 per cent bonds? Was the statute proposed in 1893 any- 
thing more than an authority to use a power already existing on 
terms much more favorable to the Government? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, the proposition submitted by me, agreed 
to, I believe, in the Committee on Finance unanimously, and which 

the Senate, I think, without objection, simply added to the 

mds that were authorized to be sold under the resumption act, 

the 4, 44, and 5 per cent bonds, a bond bearing 3 per cent interest, 

so that the Government might avail itself of the very lowest and 

best terms possible in borrowing money in case the necessity 
should arise. 

Mr. GRAY. That was, then, practically the measure which 
has come here from the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was practically that measure. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the statement just made by the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio, I think, is very inaccurate. | 
think the Senator will remember that this matter was discussed in 
this body a year and a half ago when we were considering the reve- 
nue measure, and we produced here the statement made by the 
distinguished meron Me the Treasury, Mr. Foster, before a com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, in which he admitted that 
the revenue under the McKinley Act, up to and prior to the elec- 
tion of President Cleveland in 1892, was deficient, and suggested 
that $50,000,000 additional revenue should be provided to meet the 
deficiencies in the Treasury, not for the purpose of maintaining 
the reserve. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have no recollection that Secretary Foster 
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asked for the sale of bonds. I am quite sure he did not. I think 
1 would have known if he had. Besides, there was no oe. 
The official records show that there was no deficiency until July 
1. 1893, which was some four or five months after the incoming 
of the present Administration. I think that any recommenda- 
tions which were made then were made in view of possible future 
contingencies. 4 = 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it was acondition that confronted the 
Secretary of the Treasury atthetime. We talked the matter over 
here frankly, because there was no secret about it. The Secretary 
of the Treasury had issued an order preparing the bonds that were 
authorized by the act of 1875 to the extent of $50,000,000, and that 
order has been produced, and is printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ It is printed in the Recorp. 

Mr.GORMAN. Itis printed in the Recorp. I cannot forthe 
moment lay my hand on it. The Presidential election occurred. 
The Republican party were to be put out of power on the 4th of 
March, and understanding perfectly well their responsibility to 
the country, knowing that this financial panic was impending, 
like patriotic men they sought us on this side of the Chamber to 
state frankly the condition. Mr. Foster sought me, as I have be- 
fore stated to the Senate, telling the condition of the Treasury, 
that he was short of revenue, and that some remedy must be pro- 
vided. The result of that conference was the proposition intro- 
duced by the distinguished Senator from Ohio, who is always 
ready to come to the relief of the Treasury when it is in distress, 
and we sought to have $100,000,000 of 3 per cent bonds authorized, 
placing a provision for that purpose upon the appropriation bill. 

Afterwards the Committee on Finance reported in favor of the 
issue of $50,000,000 of 3 per cent bonds, and the condition that the 
proceeds of those bonds should be used for no other purpose ex- 
cept to maintain the gold reserve was insisted upon and _incor- 

rated in that amendment, and in that form it passed the Senate. 

hat, of course, defeated the main object in view that had been 
suggested by the Republican Secretary, and it was rejected in 
another place, not here. In the meantime Secretary Foster went 
before a committee of the other House. In his statement, which 
was read in the Senate, he frankly said that $50,000,000 more of 
revenue was needed. Ido not happen to lay my hand on the 
statement, although I thought I had it here, but I will produce it. 
The Secretary stated to the committee that he wanted, say, $50,- 
000,000 more of revenue to pay the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no use to dispute about facts which 
are certified to us. It is certain that until after the 1st of July, 
1893, which was four or five months after the present Administra- 
tion came into power, the revenues were sufficient to meet the 
expenditures, and there was still $2,000,000 of surplus that year. 

As to precisely when the revenues fell off, my own opinion has 
always been that the change of Administration, which had been 
determined early in November before Mr. Cleveland came into 
office, necessarily had a disturbing effect upon the business of the 
country. A sudden change of Administration always does, more 
or less, but the deficiency did not occur until July 2, 1893. Ihave 
no statement here to show it, but it is a matter of public noto- 
riety that there was $2,000,000 of surplus on the 1st of July for that 
year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, nominally there was a surplus of 
$2,000,000 that year, but the fact remains (and the Senator, when 
his attention is called to it, will admit it) that the only way pos- 
sible by which $2,000,000 of surplus appeared was that the Treas- 
ury had instituted a system of accounts which enabled them to 
use the fund for the redemption of national-bank notes, which 
ought to have been a charge against the Treasury. It was a mere 
system of bookkeeping. Secretary Foster, within six months 
after the operation of the McKinley Act, was compelled to treat 
the Treasury, as the Senator from Ohio a few days ago suggested 
that the present Secretary ought to treat it, by the heroic measure 
of suppressing appropriations made by Congress. The Senator 
knows that the appropriations for the fiscal years of 1891, 1892, 
and 1893, three years of President Harrison’s Administration, ex- 
ceeded by $362,926,881.35, including the sinking fund, the total re- 
ceipts of the Government under the McKinley law: 


The revenues from all sources for the fiscal 
years ended June 30, 1891, 1892, 1893 were... $1, 133, 368, 860. 33 

And the appropriations made by Congress dur- 
ing the same years were 1, 496, 295, 741. 68 
862, 926, 881. 35 


Excess of appropriations over revenues... 
In addition to that, Secretary Foster was compelled to resort to 
the method wey by the Senator from Ohio, by suspending 
the payments ted to be made by Congress for various public 
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works, and it is only by that system that you maintained the bal- 
. The present Secretary has followed that policy. At 


ance at all 
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the end of the fiscal year there was $116,000,000 that had been ap- 
propriated and not paid, and that is exclusive of the sinking fund. 
Add that sum and then one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
sixty million dollars. The fact is that there has not been revenue 
enough from the day of the passage of the McKinley law until 
now to meet the wants of the Government and keep up the sink- 
ing fund, and there is no system of bookkeeping that will wipe 
that out. I admit there is not revenue enough now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator if he does not think 
that the Secretary of the Treasury is justified in neglecting to use 
money appropriated which is merely permissory? Did he not do 
right? The present Secretary and Secretary Foster and every 
Secretary that held office since the time of Alexander Hamilton 
have done precisely thatthing. Wherever appropriations are made 
of mandatory character to carry out existing iow the Secretary 
must meet those contingencies; he must provide for the law so as 
to prevent the Government from violating its promise; but from 
the beginning of the Government every Secretary of the Treasury 
has exercised the right to decline to use money appropriated b 
Congress when in his judgment it ought not to have been cad, 

Mr. GORMAN. I think that it isa very bad policy. When 
Congress makes an appropriation for any purpose we should pro- 
vide the money by taxation, and the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the executive officers ought to carry out the will of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The will of Congress is expressed 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me to finish the 
sentence, when the condition arises, as it did arise after the passage 
of the McKinley law, when there was not enough revenue in the 
Treasury to meet the appropriations made by Congress, when 
there has not been at any time since, the Secretary of the Treasury 
was bound to suspend and not spend more money than he re- 
ceived, providing it could be suspended without interfering with 
the honorable obligations of the Government. Secretary Foster 
had an unexpended balance of appropriations on July 1, 1891, ex- 
clusive of sinking fund, of $112,043,711.64. But when Mr. Carlisle 
came in as Secretary of the Treasury with a depleted Treasury 
and this depression became more acute and the revenues were 
falling off, he suspended not only $116,000,000 in the last year, but 
he did more than that, he used the greenbacks and Treasury notes 
that he had redeemed, and paid out $132,000,000 on them for what? 
He paid it out for pensions and for expenditures of the Govern- 
ment that could not be suspended. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
before he sits down? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator expresses his disapprobation of the 
refusal of the Secretary of the Treasury to expend money appro- 
priated by Congress. What does he make of the usual phrase- 
ology in an appropriation bill, to wit, that the payment shall be 
made out of money in the Treasury, and that it shall be out of 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated? I had always 
conceived that that a was inserted for the express purpose of 
withholding the authority from any head of Department, from the 
President, or anybody else, to spend money when the ways and 
means were not provided as well when the appropriation was 
made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, all the Secretaries from 1879 
have pursued the same policy that the present Secretary has pur- 
sued. Ther is no difference whatever. It has been done from 
the day that the Senator from Ohio was Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Secretary Carlisle states the case properly when he places 
the responsibility for the use of the greenbacks when redeemed 
back to the decision of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. I 
believe that they have all followed it since. The law was con- 
strued and the precedent set by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio. Here is what he said, as quoted in Secretary Carlisle’s last 
report, admitting, as a matter of course, that the system ought to 
be corrected: 








A note redeemed with coin is in the Treasury and subject to the same law 
as if received for taxes, or as a bank note redeemed by the corporation issu- 
ing it. The authority to reissue it does not depend upon the mode in which 
it is returned to the Treasury. 


He then, of course, was discussing the question whether the 
notes which might be redeemed after the 1st of January, 1879, 
under the resumption act would be lawfully reissued. He held 
that they could, and insisted that the question should be settled by 
a distinct provision of the law. Secretary Carlisle proceeds: 


The result was that Congress pared the act of May 31, 1878, making it man- 
datory upon the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue the notes. Since the 
passage of that act the right and duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reissue the old legal-tender notes, no matter how received into the Treasury, 
provided they belong to the United States, has never been questioned in any 
quarter, and, as to the Treasury notes issued under the silver-purchasin 
act, they must be reissued when redeemed in gold, or, if canceled, standar 
silver dollars must be issued in their place. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— ‘ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish my friend from Maryland to under- 
stand that a Democratic House at that time did take my advice 


and carry it out oy and fully. It did provide for the re- 
issue of United States notes, because when ee were presented 
for redemption there was a faint doubt about it. There were a 
few people in the United States, especially those who were op- 
posed to the greenback circulation, who insisted that having been 
once redeemed they could not be reissued. I remember dis- 
tinctly writing to the House, then very strongly Democratic, and 
stating the point that had been raised, and the House at once acted 
and the law was passed at my request; and that has been the law 
ever since. 

Mr. GORMAN. So there can be no complaint of the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, because he simply followed the prece- 
dent of his predecessors and carried out the provisions of the law. 
That it has become necessary to use any part of that fund for the 
purpose of Paying the current apenas of the Government is to be 
regretted. t the responsibility for it can be placed upon the 
Democratic party, as the Senator from Ohio has sought to do, I 
deny. The facts will not warrant the statement of the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Congress that passed that law was Demo- 
cratic in both Houses. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President; and it was passed upon 
the advice of the then Secretary of the Treasury, who is now the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Isup Congress alone had the power to 
pass the law. I certainly did not have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Soit had the power; but the act was approved 
by a = President and in an Administration of which the 
honorable Senator from Ohio was known to be the power behind 
the throne. So the law stands. It isnot of ourmaking. It isan 
unfortunate condition for the country that we have reached, and 
this attempt to place the responsibility alone upon the Democratic 

ty is not worthy the great reputation of the Senator from Ohio. 
t has come upon us from causes beyond the control of the Demo- 
cratic party. I would not charge it upon the Republican party 
that you deliberately passed the McKinley Act tocreate a deficiency 
in the Treasury. You did not anticipate it. No Senator on the 
other side who had charge of that would have been guilty of 
such an act. But the fact is that your bill did not produce reve- 
nue enough. The fact is that Secre Foster was compelled to 
say before closing his administration of the Department, in answer 
to a question of Mr. TURNER of Georgia: 


I think an annual increase of $50,000,000 would make the Treasury easy, and 
if I were going to manage it I would want to have it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator ought to read, in justice to Mr. 
Foster, the remaining portion of that interview, in which he says 
this money was required, not for the ordinary expenses of the 
Government, but to maintain the gold reserve, which was then 
being depleted somewhat. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ah! The Senator now thinks it was the gold 
reserve that was depleted. I thought the Senator from Ohio and 
his Republican confreres c e depletion of the gold reserve 
to the Democratic Administration? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was the shadow of the Democratic Admin- 
istration which was then upon the country, the election having 
taken place in November and this statement having been made in 
the middle of February, after the election was held. It became 
known to the country that a Democratic Administration was to 
take possession of the Government, and the gold reserve immedi- 
ately began to decline. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ah! Mr. President, the Senator’s memory is 
again at fault. 

‘ Mr. ALDRICH. But it never fell below $100,000,000 within the 
me— 

Mr. GORMAN. No; but his partisanship is so strong that he 
can not remember the facts. There was nota Democratic Admin- 
istration in 1891, and no Republican would admit that it was pos- 
sible to elect a Democratic ident in 1891. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But Mr. Foster—— 

Mr. GORMAN. You were then in the aes of roo wer, 
and you had every branch of the Government of the United States 
under your control. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the sentence which the Senator has read 
from the interview with the of the Treasury was uttered 
in February, 18938, and not in 1891. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President; that is true, but the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, re the Presidential election in 1892, 
had prepared his bonds to issue, knowing the condition of the 
Treasury. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not certainly be willing to 
make any such statement. ening t 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not before the Presidential election. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; before the Presidential election, Mr 
President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is absolutely mistaken. Tho 
preparation of bonds was made after the election. The Secreta- 
ry’s letter, which has been published in recent debates in another 
place, shows that the bonds were prepared not only after the elec 
tion, but after a bill had passed the Senate of the United States. a: 
the suggestion of the incoming Administration, to allow a different 
issue of bonds. After that was done, in February, I think, 1893 

Mr. SHERMAN. In February, 1893. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Secretary of the Treasury ordere( 
the preparation of bonds. There was no thought of issuing any 
bonds before that time. . 

Mr. GORMAN. I read his statement in February, 1893. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. And prior to that the Secretary had prepared 
to meet the emergency in which he found the Treasury. But | 
that go. I will furnish the date of the order of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to his Printing Bureau to prepare the bonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was in February, 1893. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good; suppose it was. Let us see who 
is responsible for this. There was no threatened Democratic le, 
islation or Democratic President in 1891. The revenue laws passed 
by the Fifty-first Congress were your acts. 

What affected the gold reserve? It began to diminish as soon 
as the Sherman law went into active operation. You had plenty 
of gold up to that time. Nobody will hold us responsible for tha‘ 
act. Every Democrat in this Chamber voted against it. The lav 
was yours, and yours alone. Up tothat time you had received in 
gold, or gold certificates, which are the same as gold, an average 
of 84 per cent of all customs duties, and that kept up your gold re- 
serve. As soon as you passed the McKinley law and put the Sher- 
man law into full operation, the receipts of gold from customs 
ceased, and the duties were paid almost exclusively in silver notes, 
in Sherman notes, and Treasury notes, so there was a constant 
stream of gold going out of the Treasury and none coming in. 
That was before the Presidential election, before we had an oppor- 
tunity to frame legislation affecting the Treasury Department. 

It is true that when we came into power we inherited all these 
bills which had been produced by bad legislation, by a tariff law 
which did not furnish revenue enough to pay the expenses of the 
Government, and by the operation of a law which excluded gold 
from going into the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator has the figures before him, wil! 
he not be kind enough to state to the Senate what amount of gold 
was in the Treasury in 1891? Itis not what was paid in, but what 
amount of gold was in the Treasury which we are discussing. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, they managed to keep in $100,000,000 of 
gold, and a little more, but I say there stands the fact that tho 
operation of your laws had produced this result so far as legis! 
tion had produced it. 

IT admit frankly, sir, that there were causes outside of the legis- 
lation of the Republican party, as there are causes outside of t! 
legislation which has been enacted or threatened to be enacted 
since we have been in power. They are beyond the confines of 
this country. The general upheaval, the fall in prices, the depres- 
sion of business, the anxiety and fear of business men as to lezis- 
lation made them solicitous as to the future. There has been 
another class which appeared during this time of distress and 

nic—the money lenders, who desire to take advantage of the 

istress of the Government, as they take advantage of the distress 
of individuals, and they unquestionably, in my judgment, have 
formed combinations which make it easy to take gold from th 
Treasury and get bonds issued for it. 

Since you have only had a reserve of $100,000,000 behind the 

een backs, $346,000,000 in amount, and then added $150,000,000 of 
esean or Tr notes, you have made the pile top-heavy, 
and there is but one thing for us to do, to increase the base, which 
is gold, or else to issue bonds, and take those notes out of circula- 
tion, putting something in their place which will not enable the 
money lenders to come back to the Treasury to demand gold for 
them. This difficulty can not be met by a discussion of whose 
fault it is, and I should not indulge in it but for the repetition o! 
the statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, who seem«! 
so anxious to throw the entire responsibility upon the Democratic 
party. Mr. President, party responsibility is nothing; it is the 
contiiton we must consider. It must be met, Mr. President, in 
an entirely different spirit. The condition exists; it confronts us; 
we all admit that something ought to be done. What the remedy 
shall be I believe is yet to be formulated, as I do not think any of 
the pending propositions can be enacted into laws. 








That we want more revenue I frankly admit. The last revenue 
law which was passed, if it had been sustained in all its parts, 
would have produced revenue enough to pay the ordinary ex- 

‘enses of the Government. The Senator from Ohio says that it 
ea a measure which would never have produced sufficient reve- 
nue as it passed. The Democratic party is responsible for the 
measure as it became alaw. We in this body, it is true, added 
275,000,000 per annum to the bill as it came here from the House 
of Representatives. As the Senate always does, we perfected the 
measure. With ordinary conditions of trade and commerce, if 
the provisions for the tax on incomes had remained, the law would 
have produced a surplus revenue; it would have, even in these 
times of depression, as the Senate passed it, produced enough rev- 
enue to pay the current expenses of the Government. Unexpect- 
edly, however, to everybody, there was the decision described by 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] a few days 
since, which I shall not comment upon, as he has expressed my 
views so perfectly. I voted for that provision only because I be- 
lieved the emergency existed for it, not because I believed in its 
policy; but I di believe in its constitutionality. 

Mr. President, we ought from this hour forward not to arraign 
the two parties for this condition. Inacertain sense we may both 
have responsibilities about it. I do trust, however, that we may 
consider the question with a view of relieving the condition of the 

yuntry. 

"Te Toe I should never agree to vote for any measure which I 
should regard as repudiating in the slightest degree the highest 
obligation of the Government. If we have contracted, as the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government has uniformly decided, and as 
Congress has never negatived, that we are to pay all these out- 
standing obligations in gold, I would so pay them, no matter how 
much it might cost the people of the country. 

But when you come to the other question, which has been pre- 
sented so ably by the distinguished Senator who has reported the 
amendment to this bill, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jon S| 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], we might as well 
admit here frankly, and the country must know it, that as earnest 
and honest men as there are in the Union differ as to what is to 
be done hereafter. 

It is a question which can not be decided by the divisions on this 
aisle. No majority of the Senate can be had upon either side. 
You can not and Teen not frown down the sentiments and the 
convictions of such men as my distinguished friend from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN] who sits in front of me. We can not ignore the 
weight of the arguments which they make. We can not, if we 
would, ignore their faired in the Senate and ride roughshod over 
their sentiments and their convictions. It is too serious a matter 
for the people of the country that we should bandy words here 
and taunt each other with failure to legislate fairly in the past. 
This matter must be settled, preserving the honor of the people of 
this country so that not the slightest taint shall ever attach to us 
because of-the want of faith in carrying out and paying every ob- 
ligation of the Government which has been incurred in the past. 
But we ought to discuss it and meet it, as we have to meet it, and 
adjust it as all great questions have been met in the past, by fair 
consideration and fair concession, so that by our united action we 
may give the people of this country opportunity to go on with their 
affairs and to build up enterprises and make thrift and prosperity 
again the order of the day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, when I came into the Chamber 
Theard the Senator from Maryland [Mr. peng wee | making a state- 
ment which seemed to me so extraordinary that I should be very 
glad to ask his attention to it for the purpose of seeing whether I 
understood himaright. I understood the Senator to say that when 
the present Democratic Administration came into power it found 
$350,000,000 of s ndedappropriations which there was nomoney 
to pay. Did ie enator make that statement? 

Mr. GORMAN. I said—and I will give the Senator the figures 
for it—that Congress had appropriated three hundred and fifty-odd 
million dollars more than the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Including, the Senator said, the sinking fund? 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Including the sinking fund. How much for 
that and how much for other appropriations? 
ms wana - I can give the Senator the figures in a 

oment, 


_ Mr. ALDRICH. If there was a deficiency of $350,000,000, dur- 


ing the three years which have elapsed there must certainly have 
been $200,000,000 more and $115,000,000 additional. The present 


ne therefore, must be six hundred or seven hundred 
million dollars, based upon the same method of calculation, I 
should think. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have the figures here, if the Senator will 
permit me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very glad to have them. 
Mr.GORMAN. For 1991, 1892, 1893, and 1994, taking all those 
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yeurs together, the appropriations were in excess of the revenues 
$296,868,547. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam talking about the condition which existed 
at the close of the last Republican Administration, and I desire to 
ask the Senator, if he makes such a statement in detail, what that 
deficiency consists of? If there was $350,000,000 of appropriations 
which there was no money to pay, I should be glad to know what 
amount of that was for the sinking fund. That is one question. 
If it was appropriations, that is another question. We have not 
paid any money on account of the sinking fund for many years. 
I presume there is not a Senator within my hearing who believes 
we ought to have gone on paying into the sinking fund at the 
time the Senator suggests, or that we are now under any obliga 
tion to buy bonds for the sinking fund. The statement is cer- 
tainly very disingenuous if a large portion of that amount is made 
up of appropriations for the sinking fund, as I presume it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to extend this 
debate, but in justice to one of my constituents, the Hon. Charles 
Foster, I feel bound, after what has been read as coming from him, 
to read what he said recently in a public speech: 


It is charged by resolves of Democratic conventions, by Democratic orators 
of high as well as low standing, and by the Democratic press, that the Harri- 
son Administration left the Treasury in a bankrupt condition: that the late 
Secretary of the Treasury was in such an embarrassed condition financially 
as to induce him to ask Congress for 350,000,000 of additional revenues, and 
that he had ordered plates prepared for the issue of bonds, which were after 
wards used by Secretary Carlisle, and that bonds would have been sold but 
for the intervention of the President: that the panic of 1893, with all of its 
distressing effects, was due to Republican legislation: that the panic would 
have come even if Harrison had been reeleeted, and that the present im- 
proved condition of the business of the country is due to the late legislation 
of Congress. 

FALSITY OF THEM. 


The absolute untruthfulness of each and every one of these allegations is 
easily established. The fact is, that in each and every year of the Harrison 
Administration the revenues exceeded the expenditures, as shown by state- 
ments now published by Secretary Carlisle. 


WHAT THE HARRISON ADMINISTRATION DID. 


Besides paying all the expenses of the Government, including enormous 
a or pensions, payments much larger than have been paid before or 
will be paid hereafter, aggregating an excess of approximately $100,000,000 
more than was paid by the first Cleveland or wil be paid by his second 
Administration, it paid also all the extraordinary expenses for rivers and 
harbors and new Navy and the other expenses of the “ billion-dollar Con- 
gress,” and in addition paid, including premiums, about $290,000,000 of the 

ublic debt. Onthe 4th of March, 1893, we turned over to the new Adminis- 
ration nearly $125,000,000 in cash, more than $100,000,000 of which was gold 

Notwithstanding that Carlisle's statement shows the facts just stated, true 
to their habits and instincts which have abided with them in the past, and 
will no doubt continue in the future, they make these false allegations in 
the face of their refutation over the signature of their own Secretary. 


THE TWO FALSEHOODS MOST PLEASING TO DEMOCRATS. 


The two falsehoods that the Democratic leaders persistently publish, and 
in which they would take fiendish delight if true, are that American genius 
is incapable of producing tin plate,and the Treasury under Harrison was 
bankrupt. 

ORDERING PLATES FOR BONDS. 


Now, as tothe charge that the Secretary was so straitened for cash that he 
ordered plates for bonds to be prepared, I believed at that time that the gold 
reserve of one hundred millions should be maintained, and I would have sold 
bonds to replenish it had this reserve fallen below the $100,000,000 limit 

I believe now that much of the trouble that came to the Treasury could 
have been avoided if Secretary Carlisle had promptly announced that he 
would maintain his gold reserve at all hazards. I feared s.ch a contingency 
might occur in my time. To fortify myself and be ready ‘or such an emer 

ency I conferred with capitalists and found I could sell bonds for gold ona 

asis of 3 per cent interest. The only bonds available were those anthorized 

by the resumption act of 1875, none bearing interest at a less rate than 4 per 
cent. The plates for these bonds had been prepared while Mr. Sherman was 
Secretary, and quite a supply were already printed and ready for final exe- 
ecution. Mr. Carlisle, 1 suppose, used this class for delivery tothe purchasers 
of bonds seld by him. About the 20th of March, 1893 

That, I think, should have been February instead of March, 
though I am not sure but that it was during the called session— 
the Senate, with the approval of Mr. Carlisle, who was then known to be the 
incoming Secretary, passed an amendment to an appropriation bill anthoriz- 
ing the issue of a 3 per cent bond by a practically unanimous vote. [ had no 
doubt then that the House would concur, and thet a 3 per cent short-term 
bond would be authorized. The emergency was such that I thought it pru- 
dent to direct the preparation of plates for these anticipated new 3 per cent 
bonds, which were, in all respects, a better bond than those authorized for 
the use of myself or my successor, at the earliest date possible. 


Mr. ALDRIO&H. The Senator from Maryland, in the latter part 
of his argument, made the statement that in 1891 the gold in the 
Treasury was reduced. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I said that in 1891 the receipts of gold 
from customs began to be reduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator intend to show that the 
amount of gold held by the Government was reduced? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it was not reduced until some time after- 
wards, but the moment that the supply was cut off, as a matter 
of course, whenever a demand occurred for gold, as it did after- 
wards occur, the gold reserve was encroached upon. That was 
all there was of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The figures, perhaps, may refresh the Sena- 
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tor’s memory. 
tary 





In July, 1891, as shown by the report of the Secre- 
of the Treasury, the amount of gold in the Treasury was 
$239, 263,689. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the date of that? 


Mr. ALDRICH. July 1, 1891. That was some time after the 
passage of the McKinley law—about nine months after. On the 
istof July, 1892, the amount of goldin the Treasury was $255,706,611, 
or an increase of $16,000,000 in the amount of gold in the Treasury 
between the ist of July, 1891, and the ist of July, 1892, the Mc- 
Kinley law being in force all the time, and this latter period 
bringing it within four months of the election of 1892, when the 
Democratic party was placed in power. 

The next year the amount of gold in the Treasury—July, 1893— 
Mr. Cleveland then being President, was reduced to $189,162,000, 
and in 1894 to $181,000,000. Sothe gold coin and bullion held in 
the Treasury kept increasing from 1891 up to 1892, practically to 
the election of 1892. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if he will 
amount of gold certificates. 
there wes of free gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were no gold certificates outstanding. 
Of course there was a certain amount of gold certificates in the 
Seay 

Mr. TELLER. They count as money. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They count as myo fi The gold certificates 
outstanding were $130,000,000 in 1891 and $120,000,000 in 1892. 

Mr. GRAY. That has to be subtracted from the Senator’s state- 
ment as to the gold reserve? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gold certificates are the same as gold. 

Mr. GRAY. Not when they are outstanding, as I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. They are to be deducted from the 
gold and bullion in the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. ney 

Mr. ALDRICH. WhatI was ening to show was that the 
gold in the Treasury had actually increased during the period in 
which the Senator from Maryland said we were not receiving any 

1d at the custom-houses, oe very plainly to my mind that 

t made no difference as to the condition of the Treasury whether 
the customs were paid in gold certificates or in gold. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now ee ask the Senator to look at his table. 
He will find that the net gold in the Treasury in 1891,for the 
month of eemeey was $149,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about January. 

Mr. GORMAN. If he will follow that table down he will find 
the gold ran down gradually to $141,000,000, then to $132,000,000, 
with scarcely an increase except in December, 1891, when there 
was $120,000,000. Then, during the remainder of the time, it ran 
down until it got to $61,000,000 without any increase, showing that 
from the day the revenues were not paid in gold, gold decreased 
in the Treasury as a matter of course, running through the latter 
part of Harrison’s Administration and during this Administration, 
until it has culminated in the great withdrawals which have 


occurred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The es the Senator has and the figures 
which I have read are at the end of the financial year. They are 
found on page 27 of the Statistical Abstract and, I presume, are 
correct, . 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihaveread from thelast Treasury report, pages 
46 and 47, in which the Secretary gives the total amount of gold 
in the Treasury, the certificates in use, and then the net amount of 
gold in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the amount in July, 1892? 

Mr. GORMAN. In July, 1892, it was $110,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten million dollars in excess. 

Mr. GORMAN. Before the Sherman law went into effect the 
average was $168,000,000. As soon as that law went into opera- 
tion nebody paid any gold for customs, and the amount of gold 
ran down to almost nothing. Not a single dollar of gold or of 
gold certificates was paid in, and the drain on the Treasury began, 
and it has been going on from that day to this. 

Mr. ALDRICH. the Senator the enactment of that 
law was the cause of the reduction of the gold reserve? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say that the effect of it was that the 
Treasury had not any use for gold when the point was reached+ — 

Mr. ALDRICH. t happened when the Sherman law was 
repealed? Did the gold increase in the Treasury? 

r.GORMAN. Asa matter of course, not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island i: to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For a question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iaskif the Senator from Rhode Island desires 
the Senate to understand that there was not a diminishing gold 
reserve all the while during 1891 and 1892? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I meant to say was that there was no 


ive us the 
It is important to know how much 
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substantial diminution in the amount of the gold reserve in {jy 
Treasury at any time prior to the incoming of the present Admin. 
istration. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the Senator differs very widely from tho 
last Republican Secretary of the Treasury upon the subje 
With his permission, I will read from the report of the Secretary 
of December, 1892, only one month after theelection. I read frory 
page 13. The Secretary says: 


One of the embarrassments to the Treasury, in the opinion of the § 
joey, the inability, with the limited amount of cash on hand above th: 


hundred-million reserve, to keep up a sufficient gold supply. When the (ja. 
mand comes for the exportation of gold the eee is called upon to furnish 
it. If this demand should prove be as large the coming year as it has 
n— 
When?— 
for the past two years— 


ee is, since the passage of the McKinley law and the Sherman 
c 


gold in the Treasury would be diminished to or below the reserve line 


Then he does not rest upon the idea at all that the balance of 
trade was against us. After reciting the fact that Congress haq 
enacted this law because the $100,000,000 was originally a sufficient 
reserve, he then says: 

But, if $100,000,000 in gold was a suitable or necessary reserve in 1882 and in 
1885, it would seem clear that a greater reserve is necessary now. It should 


be remembered that since 1882 we have added to our silver circulation the 
sum of ,016,182 in standard silver dollars coined under the old silver act of 
1878. ese dollars are nearly all outstanding, and largely represented by 
silver certificates. We have also increased the legal-tender paper circulation 
by issuing about ,000,000 of the Treasury notes euthortsed by the act of 
July 14, 1890, and to this we are adding about four millions each month in pay- 
ment of silver bullion purchased. . 


Then he says: 


In view, therefore, of these increased and increasing liabilities, the re- 
serve in the Treasury for the redemption of the Government obligations 
should, in my opinion, be increased to the extent of at least 20 per cent of the 
a of jury notes issued and to be issued under the act of July 14, 


There is not one word about the balance of trade being against 
us, but itis put wholly upon the idea that we are increasing the 
amount of outstanding obligations payable on demand in gold 
under and in virtue of the Sherman purchasing act of July, 1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The extract which theSenator from Kentucky 
has read shows, of course, that the late Secretary of the Treasury 
was desirous of increasing the gold reserve on account, as he him- 
self states, of the increased amount of currency which was out- 
standing and redeemable in gold. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He alsoshows another thing: That, in his opin- 
ion, the cash balance in the Treasury at that time was not suffi- 
cient to enable him to hold what he believed to be a sufficient gold 
reserve. That condition grew out of two or three different cir- 
cumstances, if the Senator will excuse me, and I think it is very 
easily explained, and anyone who was familiar with the matter at 
the time will recall it upon the mere statement of the fact. 


The act of 1890 was passed to do two things, so far as the effect 
upon the revenue was concerned. It was passed at the request 
and solicitation of the President of the United States, to reduce 
the surplus and to reduce surplus revenue—— 


Mr. PLATT. We cutoff ,000,000 on sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Connecticut very well 
suggests, we cut off $65,000,000 on sugar. We reduced the reve- 
nue mapere by the act of 1890 in order to reduce the surplus 
which Mr. Cleveland said in several messages to Congress was 4 
very undesirable thing tohave. Hesaid we were taking money from 
the people and locking it up in the Treasury, thus bringing about 
a contraction of the currency and hard times. In order to relieve 
that condition of affairs, the act of 1890 was passed for the express 
purpose of reducing the revenue, and when it reduced the revenue, 
of course it reduced the amount available for the gold reserve in 
excess of the $100,000,000. 

Anotherthing was done by the Republican Administration. It 
used the money in the Treasury, the surplus revenue, for the re- 
demption of the debt of the United States, and, according to the 
opinion of Mr. Foster at the time of which he is now speaking, 

ey reduced that cash balance by the purchase of bonds to so low 
a state that it was impossible for him to hold the gold reserve 
which he thought was necessary for an effective redemption of 

e notes in addition to the United States notes then out- 
standing. 


This accounts for the diminishing balance of gold in the Treas- 
ury in 1892, or whatever the date was. It was on account of 4 
constantly decreasing cash balance growing out of two causes; 
one the reduction of revenue by the act of 1890, and the other the 
purchase of the debt by a Republican Administration. 





St eae ere aoe 
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The Senator from Kentucky stopped reading at an unfortunate Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 
point— 7 : Mr. GRAY. Lhave before me the statement of the Secretary 
Mr. LINDSAY. I did not intend to stop, if the floor had not | of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, made in February, 1893, before the 
been taken away from me by the Senator from Rhode Island. Committee on Ways and Means, in which I find a passage which 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understood I retained the floor and yielded | bears upon the line of thought which the Senator from Kentucky 
to the Senator from Kentucky for aquestion. I1didnot understand | is pursuing. In reply to a request for information in regard to 
that I was interrupting him. the gold reserve, Secretary Foster says: 
The very next sentence in the report of the Secretary of the | - Seeing these things, the Secretary— 
Treasury to that read by the Senator from Kentucky lets in a flood That is. himself-— 
of light upon this whole question as to the views of the Secretary felt that on should keep all the money we could in gold. About $25,000,000 
of the Treasury at that time and as to what the effect of the act of | was the limit he could pay for. He had no trouble to get gold if he had the 


1890 has been. He says: money to get it with. 
As will be seen by the estimates submitted, the receipts of the current and Mr. ALDRICH. Exact] y. 
the next fiscal year ane not likely, if present conditions continue, tofallbe-| Mr GRAY. The Secretary proceeds: 
iow ex . ‘ ‘ ena2 a 
Possibly, sometimes, when five or six or seven millions of requisitions would 
That statement was absolutely accurate. come in in a day, for which he would have to pay gold if all were paid ina 
Mr. GORMAN. What date was that? day, I probably have suggested to Mr. MacLennan that he had better wait a 


| day or two until we got in a better shape, because I did not want to pay out 
gold for current liabilities. I knew just as well as I was living that this thing 
was going to come, and I wanted to be as strong as I possibly could. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In December, 1892; the last report of the then 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

His predictions were absolutely verified, because, as shown by ; ~ — 
the report of Secretary Carlisle for the fiscal year ended June 30, He was referring to a condition of things certainly antecedent 
1893, which was the next report made, the excess of revenue, as | to the election of 1892. He proceeds: 

: : sete z a So you see in my report I made as good a statement as I could of our con- 


‘ = dition, lasked y t rive tk Treas y ¢ > oney, so this gold resery 
was more than vane en aoe en not an ee ~_ or might ea Te o give the Treasury more money iis g reserve 
» *108e ° ° . 
antl ro tA? Sone uting the present Administration when | ft another Dlace he snys,in reply toa question from Mr. PAY, 
; . ea what I shall read. Mr. PAYNE said: 
‘Ki rf ¢ 

per hrsn law did not produce = surplus revenue instead of a You went on to a point where, if you continued the old statement— 

It is idle for Senators to spend the amount of time they dotry- | That is, the old method of bookkeeping— 
ing to prove that Mr. Foster or anybody else said there was then | it would have showed a deficit, but you still had plenty of money in the Treas- 
a deficiency after the statement read by the Senator from Ohio “es, Sn Certainly. 
ete ree twee te eee ee That is, if he had kept the old method of bookkeeping he would 
a Pe t of 1890 a ct sufficient amount of revenue | 2@Ve Showeda deficit. He states in another place that that change 
Siete lene of the Ealing of this Administration and while |)” the method was by treating as available cash $54,000,000 of 

a ee as ; +... | money that was kept as a redemption fund for the national-bank 

the law was administered by Republicans, to carry on the Goy- anhen 
ernment and to produce a surplus. —— ‘ i ny 

Now, the Senator from Maryland says that the act of 1890 was Mr. ALDRIC¢ 1H. That was done in accordance with a provision 
deficient for revenue-producing purposes. If that were true, why | Of an act of Congress; he was required to do that by the act of 
did he and his party pass a law which they knew would make that |. 1590. . ae, : 
deficiency deaitaneuter, and why does he—differing, perhaps, from Mr. GRAY e And extending $25,000, 06 0 of the maturing ( tOV- 
his associates—say now that we need more revenue, and still, with | ¢Tmment obligations. / od 
his party associates, refuse to vote for the only possible measure Mr. LINDSAY ® Mr. President, it 18 not to be supp sed that 
which can produce more revenue? Mr. Foster would have failed to make identically the sam« report 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Rhode Island shifted the | in regard to the raids that had theretofore been made upon the 
point that I was attempting tomake. I was not reading from the Treasury if Mr. Harrison had been elected that he made after the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 1892 to show that the election of Mr. Cleveland, and that is, that if this demand for gold 
act of 1890 would not yield revenue enough, but torebut the theory | should prove to be as large the coming year as it had been for the 
of the other side that it was the incoming of the Democratic Ad- | past two years the gold in the Treasury would be diminished 
ministration which produced the raids upon the Treasury. This below the reserve line. oe 
report shows that, owing to two Republican acts, raids had been | My friend says I failed to read the next paragraph, which is a 
going on two years before the Democratic President had been | Very important one. 5 ' 5 
elected. I will again call the attention of the Senator to what Mr. Mr. ALDRI¢ H. I wish the Senator would read it now. 
Foster said: i Mr. LINDSAY. I will read it now: 


One of the embarrassments to the Treasury, in the opinion of the Secretary As will be seen by the estimates submitted, the receipts of the current and 
is the inability, with the limited amount of cash on hand— * | the nezs fiscal year are not likely, if present conditions continue, to fall below 
expenditures. 


Now, the election of Mr. Cleveland had nothing to do with that Mr. ALDRICH. Goon. 





condition— Mr. LINDSAY. “ Yet”—what? 
above the one-hundred-million reserve, to keep up a sufficient gold supply Yet in view of the fact that the surplus for this year will be small, upon 
When the demand comes for the exportation of gold the Treasury is called the basis stated, with the probability of a falling off in receipts for causes men- 
upon to furnish it. tioned— 

That is, the Treasury before the election of Mr. Cleveland. It Not the election of Mr. Cleveland, not the change of control of 
was called upon to furnish this gold for exportation. the Government to the Democratic party, but for reasons that he 


ant a But, if the Senator will allow me a moment, | had before mentioned— 

ae tat e submitted by the Senator from Ohio shows that up toa with the probability of a falling off in receipts for causes mentioned, I 
time six months subsequent to that period the whole amount of think the revenues should be so increased as to enable the Treasury Depart- 
gold taken from the Treasury to redeem United States notes had | ment to maintain a gold reserve of not less than $125,000,000, and to maintain 


been only $38,000,000. a comfortable working balance in the Treasury cash. 
Mr. LINDSAY, Let me show you what the Secretary says Which it is very clear was not then in the Treasury. 

about that: Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me right there, in 
If this demend— order to show that the Secretary of the Treasury did mean ex- 


actly the conditions I have alluded to, namely, the election of a 
Democratic President, I read from page 10 of his report: 
The estimated receipts are based upon conditions prevailing prior to the 


This was about thirty days after the election— 
If this demand should prove to be as large the coming year— 


That 1s, the first year of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration— late election. Public opinion having decreed a change of policy, particularly 
as it has been for the past two years— in the tariff laws, the altered conditions resulting therefrom render it impos- 
Und M ° ’ as . sible at the present time to estimate the annual income with any marked de- 
nder Mr. Harrison’s Administration— gree of accuracy, and it is impossible to predict the effect that such proposed 
gold in the Treasury would be diminished to or below the reserve line. radical changes would have upon the future revenues of the Governmert. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But at the time the Secretary wrote that re-| So the exact conditions to which I have referred were the con- 
port the reserve was $110,000,000, and in order to reduce it to the | ditions the Secretary of the Treasury had in mind in making the 
amount of the reserve it would have been necessary to reduce | statement which the Senator has read. 
the amount only $10,000,000. Mr. LINDSAY. It has not been the history of tariff legislation 

Mr. LINDSAY. The question is not what the reserve then was, | in this country that to change a prohibitive tariff, such as the 
but whether the gold in the Treasury was being reduced by the | McKinley Act was in many respects, to a revenue-producing ta~iff 
enforced redemption of greenbacks, for purposes of exportation | would reduce the revenues of the Government. My friend says 
or for an + en ; that the express purpose of the McKinley Act was to reduce she 

Mr. GRAY, ill the Senator from Kentucky allow me just | revenue. That was certainly the declared purpose of it, and 
there? every possible method known to human experience to reduce the 
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revenue had been resorted to. Under all the old tariff acts, rev- 
enue tariffs, low tariffs, had increased the revenues rather than 
diminished them. So that was not what Mr. Foster was looking 
forward to. He was looking forward to the operation of other 
and different causes than the reform of the tariff. He says on 
page 14 what I was about to read when I was interrupted: 

As a general revision of our customs laws is now probable, I do not feel at 
liberty to suggest any special method for increasing the revenue, though I 
should otherwise think that an additional tax on whisky, which could be col- 
lected without additional cost, would furnish an easy method. 

That is, if his own party had continued in power and he had 
felt authorized to give advice, he would have advised the increase 
of revenue in order to keep gold in the Treasury and in order to 
have a comfortable working balance after keeping up a gold re- 
serve of $125,000,000. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LINDSAY. ‘The Senator can not take me off the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator 
from Kentucky was through. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
28, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 22, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. Coupen. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF CAMPBELL VS. MINER, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Elections No. 2 to make a report in the contested- 
election case of Timothy J. Campbell against Henry C. Miner, 
from the Ninth Congressional district of the State of New York, 
and to say to the House that the committee desires its considera- 
tion at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Indiana, chairman of 
the Committee on Elections No. 2, makes a privileged report, 
which tho Clerk will read. Does the gentleman desire to have 
the report read for immediate action? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, Mr. Speaker; that is the de- 
sire of the committee, and I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No. 2,to whom was referred the contested 
election case of Timothy J, Campbell Henry C. Miner, from the Ninth 
Congressional district of the State of New York, tfully report to the 
poese oat they have had said case under consideration and find the facts to 

BAS LOLLOWS: 

The contestant was an independent candidate, and the contestee was the 
regular Democratic candidate, for Representative in Comgroes from said dis- 

t at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1894. 

The Republican candidate was John Simpson, and the Socialists and still an- 
other organization had candidates for the office. Soon after the election the 
State board of eanvassers of the State of New York canvassed the vote of 
the district, and declared the contestee elected over the contestant by a plu- 
i of 954 votes; and the secretary of state of said State issued to him a 
certificate of his election, and he now represents the district in the House. 
Theat, after this certificate was issued, the contestant served a notice of con- 
test of the election upon the contestee, in which he alleged, as the sole 
grounds for the contest, the failure of the contestee to file the itemized state- 
ment of his expenditures in aid of his election, as required Ka statute of 
New York, the of illegal votes at the election, and the bribery and in- 
timidation of the voters by the contestee. To this notice the contestee 
served an answer in denial and made counter charges therein of the same 
character as the made himself in the notice. 

Subsequent to this v was taken in support of the contest; but no 
testimony whatever has ever been taken by the contestee; and neither party 
has filed a brief in the case. 

Your committee rt that they have carefully examined said evidence 
and fail to find an therein which even tends to support any of the 
grounds of contest set forth in the notice, except the testimony of one wit- 
ness. This witness swore —— the day of the election, a Democrat named 
Benjamin, who was near one of the vo' precincts in the district, proposed 
to him that if he would stay in a store there located me WEES pag em Sor 
his day’s work, and that he ere him some ——y to give to 
with which to buy votes for Democratic ticket; that the witness gave to 
four or five persons $2 each of this for the ae a oe 
to purchase votes therewith, and that gave to them the O- 
cratic pasters, and that witness saw give money and paste: 
indefinite number of other men during day. Itisnot shown, however 
that — of the men to whom money and pasters were so given either voted 
themselves or procured others to vote at said election; nor is it shown what 
was done by them with the money and pasters; nor does it anywhere appear 
in the evidence what number of precincts there were in the district; what 
vote was polled or returned at bay yremecs, or at what particular precinct 
the transaction testified to by this witness occurred. 

While, therefore, the testimony of this witness raises a presumption that 
money was illegally used at this election to bribe the voters at one of the pre- 
Sots, yor there is not sufficient evidence in the record to enable the com- 
mittee to determine that it was actually so applied, or the extent to which 
affected the resuit; Seek ele al dec acai at et eee has 
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Your committee further show that after the reference of this case to t} 
and before the final hearing of the same, the contestant moved the com) 
tee, under oath, for leave to reopen the case and to take further test in, 
therein to ere the matters alleged in his notice of contest, and a}« 
prove that he had been regularly indorsed and nominated, before th 
tion, as the candidate of the Republican party in said district, and that 
Simpson had been induced to become a candidate for such nominati: 
contestee, but had not received the regular nomination of said part, 
that when the ie to whose name should be printed on the Re; 
lican ticket as the candidate for Representative came before the boa) 

lice commissioners of the city of New York, the board being e 

ivided as to whether the name of Simpson or the name of Campbell s| 
be placed thereon, Simpson, at the instigation of the contestee, applied 
mandamus before Judge McAdams, a judge of a court of record in said ; 
to compel said police commissioners to place his name upon the ticket as 
Republican nominee, and that the court refused to give contestant a 
eae to be heard on such application and granted the manda; 

t thereupon the said board p the name of Simpson on the ticket ; 
by reason of this, the said Simpson received at the election 5,214 votes 
the entire vote cast for him at said election, and which votes, the contes 
alleges, ‘would otherwise have been cast for him. That contestant wa 
vented from proving these facts while he was taking his testimony i; ’ 
case by reason of his arrest upon certain proceedings for contempt \ 1 
were instituted against him before said judge, on account of some t) 
said by him while testifying in this contest in his own behalf, which a 
had interfered with his taking of testimony and scared and intimidatad 
witnesses who, but for the institution of these proceedings, would hayo 
fied for him in the case; that said proceedings for contempt were kept |: 
ing over him until long after his time of taking testimony had expire: 
that one week of the time for taking testimony allowed to him S st 8 
was lost to him through the misconduct of the contestee’s attorneys. | 
motion of the contestant was resisted by the contestee, who filed his afii 
in opposition thereto. 

Your committee show to the House that these facts, which the contestant 
asked leave to prove, were not stated and set forthasa ground of contest in his 
notice in the case. They also show that the testimony in the record utterly fails 
to disclose the truth of contestant’s statement that he lost any time by the. «1 
duct of contestee’s attorneys; but does clearly show that, without any t 
excuse or reason therefor, he permitted all but five days of the forty day. 
time allowed him by law in which to take his testimony in the case to ¢x- 
Fant before he took any evidence whatever; that he was not arrested for on- 

inpt until after the time for taking his testimony had expired and was not 
held in custody upon said cha except fora few moments, and that his 
witnesses were in no wise intimidated from testifying; allas is shown | is 
own evidence now on file in the case. 

The committee, waiving the question as to whether the facts which con- 
testant asked permission rove would, if proven, constitute a valid ground 
of contest, declare that the testimony al y taken by him shows that 
very doubtful whether he would be able to establish such facts even i 
case were opened up for his benefit. Actuated in the matter by the « : 
erations which have beon submitted, the committee overruled the said motion 
of the contestant, and declined to permit him to take additional testim 

The committee also report that on the final hearing of the case | 
them the contestant urged that tne election law of New York, under which 
said election was held, was unconstitutional and void, for the reason that the 
a requiring the candidate for Representative in Congress to be nom 

nated for the office by a party convention or petitioned for by a certain ; 
cent of the voters before his name can be placed upon the ticket to be \ i 
for constitutes an —— of the privileges and immunities of citiz: 
the United States, and is a denial by the State to persons within its ju 
tion of the equal protection of the laws as guaranteed in section 1 of Article 
XIV of the Federal Constitution. For this reason he insisted that the c! n 
was a nullity, and that the seat in controversy in this contest should b 
clared vacant. 

This provision of the New York election law, whose unconstitutiona! 
urged, is a conspicuous feature of what is known as the Australian bal|0' 
tem, which m has been in force in a number of States of the Uni 
a considerable period of time, and the constitutionality of this feature lias 
never, to the know of your committee, been questioned in the courts. It 
is to them incredible that it should have gone so long without having beon 
challenged, if it is in contravention of the Constitution. Ifit is really opento 
this objection, a large per cent of the members now holding seats in this |) 
are not entitled toretain the same. The committee themselves entertain 1.0 
doubt of the constitutionality of the provision, but do not deem it advisable 
to prolong this report by giving the arguments in eo of their view 

In view of the matters and things hereinbefore set forth, your committc: in 
conclusion recommend to the House the adoption of the following resolutions 

** Resolved, That Timothy J. Campbell was not elected a Representativ: 
the Fifty-fourth Co: for the Ninth Congressional district of the State 
of New York, and is not entitled to the seat. 

** Resolved, That Henry C. Miner was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
fourth Co’ from the Ninth Congressional district of the State of New 
York, and that he is entitled to his seat.” 


The resolutions were ree to. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid 
on the table, 

SEAL FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries on a resvu- 
tion of inquiry. The report is favorable. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish t! 
House of Representatives wit. aoe of the report of Henry W. Elliott, male 
pursuant to the order of special act approved April 5, 1890, on the conditi” 
of the fur-seal fisheries of Alaska, together with all maps and illustrat! 
accom: said ee, as submitted by the author to the Secretary of t) 
Treasury November 17, 1890. 

The report (by Mr. Payne) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred House resolution No. 110, having duly considered the same, report: 
That the information sought by this resolution will be of great value to t! 
House in its investigation of the line of the seal fisheries; and the committee 
recommend that the resolution pass without amendment. 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


as 


lution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 











On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
’h the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SCHOOLS OF MINES. 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to call up House bill No. 3558 and tosubstitute in lieu thereof 
a bill unanimously passed by the Senate. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill. The Clerk 
will report the bill. B teal ? . 

The bill (8.790) to aid the States of California, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South 
Dakota to support schools of mines was read at length. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that bill reported from the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Idaho to have the authorization of the committee to bring 
up this Senate bill—— 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Ihave, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. This being identical with the House bill re- 
ported from the committee? ; 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I have that authority. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to make a point of order 

the bill. 
"eer. TURNER of Georgia. May we have some explanation 
from the gentleman, subject to the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order can be reserved, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this bill 
was considered by the Committee on Public Lands, when all the 
members of that committee were present; that it was considered 
for upward of an hour, and that committee unanimously in- 
structed me to report the House bill favorably. 

I am informed that a similar bill, in fact an identical bill, was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining erroneously, and 
that committee reported it favorably. I will say that the Senate 
has twice passed upon this billfavorably. The Senate Committee 
on Public Lands recommended it unanimously and the Senate 
passed it Monday. I have consulted the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and he has no objection to the bill, and there is no 
objection from any quarter, so far as I know. 

In explanation of the bill I will say that it is intended to aid in 
the establishment of schools of mines and mining where mining is 
practically conducted. The Philadelphia Public Ledger, an inde- 

yendent journal of high character, has indorsed this bill editorially. 
i will add further that the only place where mineralogy and metal- 
lurgy and kindred sciences can be scientifically and successfully 
taught is where mining is practically carried on. Had schools of 
the character contemplated by this bill been established in the past, 
our mineral resources would have been much more rapidly and 
largely developed than they are up to this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which involves an 
appropriation, and therefore it must be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
appropriation, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly itdoes. It proposes to take one- 
fourth of the receipts from the sale of mineral lands and use the 
money for this purpose. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. The bill simply provides that 25 per 
cent of the receipts from sales of mineral lands shall be given for 
these schools; and also that a like amount shall be appropriated by 
the States in which the schools are located. It provides further 
that students from all the States shall be admitted to these schools 
on equal terms and conditions with students from the mining 
States, although the latter States will pay probably four-fifths of 
the amount required for the support of these schools. 

Mr. AIT Does this bill provide for aid to mining schools 
that are now maintained in States that have no Government min- 
eral lands? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It provides for taking 25 per cent of 
the receipts from the sale of Government mineral lands for the 
“et of these schools. 

r. DINGLEY. The bili pepesee to take 25 ios cent of the 
receipts from the sale of mineral lands, which would otherwise go 
into the Treasury, and devote it to this purpose, and thereforeit is 
a bill which must be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWERS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether the sciences of mineralogy and metallurgy are not taught 
by the agricultural colleges throughout the United States? 

Mr, ILSON of Idaho. It may be that they are taught in 
some of the agricultural colleges, but not intelligently and scien- 
tifically, because they can not be taught in a thorough and prac- 
tical way except where mining is actually conducted, 
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It does not necessarily involve any 
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Mr. POWERS. Is there not an agricultural college in your 
State? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. No. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I will say that in my State we 
have a mining school and also an agricultural college, but they 
are separate institutions. 

Mr. POWERS. Why do you separate them? 

Mr. PICKLER. The mining school is where mining is carried 
on practically. 

Mr. POWERS. The very theory of the agricultural colleges is 
that they shall teach all these branches. 

Mr. PICKLER. It may be that they do teach them in 
States, but not in my State. 

Mr. AITKEN. I wish the gentleman from Idaho would inform 
us what advantage this bill offers to States that have mining 
schools already established and are maintaining them, but that 
have no Government mineral lands for sale. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. We will admit their students on the 
same conditions as students from the mining States. You can 
not teach these sciences practically unless the students have an 
opportunity to go out and examine the mines and shafts and tun- 
nels and all operations of mining. 

Mr. AITKEN. The gentleman does not mean to say that there 
is no mining going on, except in States where there are Govern- 
ment mineral lands for sale? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. There is practically no mining for the 
precious metals, except in the mineral-land States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the con- 
sideration of this bill, provided it shall be considered first in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. AITKEN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan bedone only by unanimous consent. 
Is there unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. AITKEN. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made, 


REPORT OF MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


some 


Mr. STEELE called up for amendment the House concurrent 
resolution in relation to printing and binding the report of the 
managers of Soldiers’ Homes, but at the suggestion of the Speaker 
consented that it should lie over until to-morrow. 


INCLINE RAILWAY, WEST MOUNTAIN, HOT SPRINGS, 


Mr. LITTLE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2175) toextend the time for the completion 
of theincline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of an incline railway 
upon the West Mountain of tiico Hot Springs Reservation as provided by act 
of Congress approved December 21, 1893, is hereby extended for the term of 
three years from and after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That said act is hereby continued in full force and effect. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that the 
President had approved and signed bill and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4241) for improving Aransas Pass; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to extend the time for making the 
assessment of real estate in the District of Columbia. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, as fol- 
lows: 

A bill (8S. 790) to aid the public-land States to support schools 
of mines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 879) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An act to grant to the 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right 
of way through the Indian Territory ”—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New 
Orleans—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 
pending therein on appeal and writ of error from the United 
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States court in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, 

Mr. LORIMER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table for consideration at this time the joint resolution 
(8S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of a skilled architect to 
assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department in 
propecins the designs, plans, ‘neon and other drawings 

or the public building at Chicago, Il, This resolution was 
passed by the Senate on last Monday. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That in addition 
to the amount authorized to be expended for the opepeney employment of 
draftsmen and skilled service in the preparation of plans and s fications 
for the public building at Chicago, Ll, as provided in the sundry civil appro- 
priation act approved March 3, 1895, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to use, out of the appropriation heretofore made, a sum not ex- 
Sing eee RCD cert cece aaaees le 
specifications, and other drawiuge for eaid building. ers 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I trust we shall 
have some ompenetee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. LORIMER] will be permitted to explain. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Speaker, a short time ago I called, with 
other members of this House, upon the powens a of the Treasury 
and asked him to take up ro work of constructing 
the new public building at Chicago. He said that he had not yet 
received a sufficient appropriation to employ a skilled architect 
and other skilled labor to do the work of drawing the plans and 
specifications. He es that he draft a resolution to carr 
out that object, and send it to the Senate; which he did on the 9t 
of this month. As I have stated, that resolution was passed by 
the Senate on last ee and I hope there will be no objection 
now to concurrence in it by the House. 

This House passed a year ago a bill authorizing the construction 
of a public building at Chicago, and appropriating $300,000 for the 
purpose of building a temporary post-office. By the same bill 
authority was given that $80,000 be used for architect services. 
When the bill reached the Senate it was so amended that only 
$30,000 was appropriated for such services, and the bill in that 
shape was concurred in by the House. Since that time the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has discovered that it is im ible to have 
the work of drawing the plans for that building done properly for 
$30,000, and he now states that, in his opinion, $25,000 additional 
woe him a sufficient amount of money to proceed with the 
work, 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman’s proposition is toincrease the amount 
for the architect? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman state how much of the increased 
appropriation which he now asks is to be paid to the architect? 

itr. LORIMER. It all comes out of the appropriation already 
made. 

Mr. COX. I understand that; but if this bill should be passed 
how much will be appropriated to pay the architect for drawing 
the plans? 

Mr. LORIMER, Fifty-five thousand dollars to do all the work. 

Mr. COX. And the gentleman stated in his remarks, as we 
understood, that the $300,000 heretofore appropriated is only for a 
temporary post-office in Chicago. 

Mr. LORIMER. This is to pay for the services of the architect. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I observe that this bill refers to an appropria- 
tion made in the sundry civil act of last year. I was not a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee which prepa that bill, and I do not 
now recall the exact amount of the saa for this pur- 

»0se or the terms on which it was made, but as I catch the read- 
ing of this bill, it makes an additional appropriation for a special 
architect. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. LORIMER. This is to be taken out of the appropriation 
already made. 

Mr. SAYERS. This bill proposes merely to give the Secretary 
of the Treasury authority to use for this purpose $25,000 out of 
the appropriation made at the last session of the last Congress for 
the construction of a public building in the city of Chicago. 

Mr. LORIMER. t is the idea, 

Mr. HENDERSON. And it does not increase the appropria- 
tion, as I understand it, one dollar. 

Mr. LORIMER. Nota dollar. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not increase the appropriation because 
there is a limit fixed on the cost of the building, and there was a 
certain amount of the em mae heretofore made which was 
allowed to be used for this yee. 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes, of the $300,000, 
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Mr. SAYERS, That was appropriated for the purpose inii. 


cated. 
Mr. LORIMER. Yes; for the purpose of constructing a ter. 
porary building, and to pay the architect for the preparation o¢ 


“~— 
r. CANNON. IfI understand my colleague’s proposition, jt 
is this: It is believed that the authorization of $25,000 to an out. 
side architect will not only beget haste where a building is so much 
needed, but it will be economy as well. 

Mr. LORIMER. Undoubtedly; and theSecretary of the T; 


iS- 


ury states that he can not go on with the work until this addition) 
amount of the money heretofore appropriated is set aside for t)is 
special pu 


e. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from [j]i- 
nois a question for information. As I understand the matter, an 
appropriation of $300,000 was made as a beginning for the con- 
struction of the post-office building in the city of Chicago 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). But, of course, it is expected that 
the aaa for this —— will go on from time to time, 
and that the building will finally cost between four and five mil- 
lion dollars? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; undoubtedly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And authority was given to use $30,000 of that 
sum for the preparation of plans, etc.? 

Mr. LIVING TON. No; $55,000. 

Mr. COX. There was thirty thousand to start with, I think. 
santas LIVINGSTON, And it is proposed to increase it now to 

A MEMBER. Let us have the bill read; perhaps that will settle 
the matter. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let me proceed fora moment. Thirty thou- 


sand dollars of the appropriation was set aside for the purpose of 
i services of architects, and now it is proposed to in- 
crease this allowance $25,000 more for the same purpose—thiit is, 
for the preparation of plans and specifications and the superin- 
tendence of the building—making a total of $55,000in all to be taken 
from the original appropriation. But, gentlemen, we must not 
lose sight of the fact that whatever increase is made here. the cost 
of the building will be just that much more in the end, and that 


we are, undoubtedly, if we take any portion of this appropriation 
already made for the purpose indicated, simply increasing the total 
cost to that extent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You are right about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the only point that I wish to draw the 
attention of the House to—for Iam in harmony with the const ruc- 
tion of this building—is that it was thought originally that $°0),000 
was a sufficient sum for the preparation of the plans. Itis now 
thought necessary to set aside $25,000 additional—making $55 ,)00 
in all—for the same p se. Now, what I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is this: Is it possible that the mere prepara- 
tion of the plans of the building is to cost $55,000? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the preparation of the plans 


— 
A MEMBER. No; it includes superintendence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the language is the preparation 
of plans only. I have not examined the bill. 

Mr. COX. The amount sought to be appropriated here would 
go to the architect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For the preparation of the plans—— 

Mr. LORIMER. And for the superintendence of the construc- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. If my colleague would allow me—— 

Mr. MILNES. The appropriation is simply to assist the (Govy- 
ernment Architect. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). As I understand it, and my col- 
league can correct me if I am wrong, the $55,000 means something 
more than the bare preparation of the plans. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is exactly what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. CANNON. Am I not correct? 

Mr. LORIMER. Undoubtedly. It means that the assistant 
architect shall follow up the work and supervise the construction 
of the building. 

Mr. MILNES. Let us have the bill read. That is the best way. 

Mr. LORIMER. I desire to say that $55,000 is a very stall 
amount of money to pay for the preparation of plans, investiga 
tion of materials, and the supervision of a building which is to cost 


$4,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment be 
fore proceeding, I would like to read the exact language of the 
sundry civil appropriation act which was approved on the 2 o! 
March, 1895, bearing upon this subject. It provides: 

In pursuance of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the 
e nm of a Government building at Chi Ill.,” approved February ~; 
1895, the sum of 000 is hereby appropriated for the commencement and 
continuation of building, of which amount the sum of $30,000 is here>y 
authorized to be expended by the Secretary of the Treasury to employ teu 
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i aftsmen and skilled service which may be necessary in the prepa- 
porarily dreas and specifications for the said building, this amount to be ex- 
clasive of any moneys that he may be authorized to expend for the services 
of engineers, Graftemen, and other persons employed in the preparation of 


plans and specifications for any other public buildings. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That is only for the preparation of plans? 


Mr. SAYERS. Thatisall. 
Mr. DINGLEY. And this bill is only for the preparation of 


Ptr, LORIMER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says that with the amount of work on hand, and because of 
the size of the building, and the amount of money to be expended 
on this public building in Chicago, it will be meena to employ 
an assistant architect, and that with the money which he has on 
hand, $30,000, he can not proceed with the work. 

I was about to say that $55,000 is a very small amount of money 
to employ an architect to do the work that an architect is supposed 
to do in the construction of a building the cost of which will be 
$4,000,000. There is not a concern in this country that would un- 
dertake the construction of a building of that magnitude for less 
than 5 per cent, which would amount in all to about $200,000. The 
doing of this work for $55,000 means that the work of supervising 
and drawing the plans of this building will cost the Government 
about 1g per cent. . 

Mr. LOUD. But I should like to suggest to the gentleman that 
the architect would also supervise the construction of the build- 
ing, which in this case the Gyvevument will provide for at an ex- 
pense of several thousand dollars. 

Mr. LORIMER. The architect who is to be employed under 
this resolution will supervise the construction of the building. 

Mr. LOUD. But, as I understand, he will be paid an additional 
salary. There will be two inspectors. 

Mr. LORIMER. We have a Supervising Architect, and the 
architect that this money will employ will look exclusively after 
the construction of the Chicago building. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit me a question? Is 
it true that the new building is to be erected upon the same ground 
upon which the old building stands? 

Mr. LORIMER. On the same ground; yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. oe poe I will say that from the ex- 
perience the Government has had with reference to the construc- 
tion of the old building upon this particular piece of ground I do 
not believe that this House could do a wiser thing than to pass this 
bill or to so amend it that the Supervising Architect shall have the 
very best assistance that can be obtained in order to personally 
superintend the beginning of the construction of this building. 
There is very great danger that if the foundation of the building 
is not properly constructed there will be a sinking at one part of 
the building, so as to bring about in the course of time a necessity 
for large expenditures for repairs, which will cost the Government 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. Now, this is to be a very large 
building. The Government will expend $4,000,000 or more for its 
oe and I meee it as of the very greatest importance that 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury shall have the very best 
assistance in superintending the construction of the foundation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to add right 
there that I concur with every statement that has been made by 
the sr ame gp from Texas [Mr. Sayers] as to the necessity of 
employing acompetent architect? ButaslIunderstand the original 
bill and supplemental bill which is now pending, with the point 
S — reserved, this provides $55,000 for the simple preparation 
of plans. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And specifications. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Plans only, and I should like the gentleman 
to give us the items of that estimate, because this House can not 
act intelligently until we have the items of that estimate of $55,- 
000. What amount of the $55,000 is to go to the payment of the 
salary of an architect? 

_I want to say further that Iam in sympathy with the proposi- 
tion to secure outside skilled service for the preparation of these 
plans, and while that is true, it is not necessary to absolutely 
ravish this $4,000,000 appropriation for the benefit of some archi- 
tect who may be employed in thisconnection. As I remember it, 
with the enormous expenditures which were made for the con- 
struction of _— buildings at the World’s Fair, we only paid 
$10,000 for the plan of any building submitted by an architect. 
The association employed some of the most skillful architects in 
the United States, but the highest price ever paid to any of them 
for the preparation of plans for any of these buildings was $10,- 
000. In all, I think, we paid $100,000 perhaps for the pians for ten 
buildings. Now, I think the House is agreed that we want to ex- 
28-2 the preparation of these plans and the construction of this 

uilding, but we do not want concealed in this a of 
$55,000 a magnificent bonus to some architect, which is not neces- 
sary to secure the safety of the building or its architectural ap- 
pearance. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me, upon the line 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri, I would suggest 
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tothe gentleman from Illinois thatafter the word “ Illinois,” in line 
6, he insert the words ‘“‘and for the supervision of its construc- 
tion.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be content to compromise on that, 
if we can get the plans and supervision of the building for that 
sum of money; but I apprehend that the gentlemen representing 
the city of Chicago would not consent to that, or somewhere along 
the line there will be an objection. 

Mr. LORIMER. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that we can not hear a word of what is being said. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair to hear. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has consent been given to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

TheSPEAKER. Unanimous consent hasnot beengiven. This 
debate has been proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desired to hear what my distinguished 
and economical friend said on this matter. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. You want to hear from me? {Laughter.] 

Mr.SAYERS. Afterawhile. Ihavethefloor. Mr.Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor: but 
the Chair is not quite sure that anybody has the floor. The ques- 
tion is, Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. We would like to hear something about it. I 
would like to ask the gentleman if this bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House? 

Mr. LORIMER. This resolution has not. 

Mr. CRISP. This seems to be a very important measure to be 
considered without a report. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
I have some little knowledge touching this matter. This joint 
resolution has passed the Senate, and its importance is such that 
my colleague is justified in asking the House to consider this 
Senate resolution; and I feel quite sure, with the amendment which 
my colleague stands ready to accept, to be offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas, who is entirely familiar with this matter, that 
the Government will be amply protected; and I want to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia, with that statement, if he can not see 
his way clear to let the matter be considered by the House at this 
time, with such an amendment to be offered? 

Mr. CRISP. Ionly want to understand what itis. I have not 
heard one single suggestion that has been made over there. It 
has been a private conversation between the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERy], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], 
and gentlemen on that side, and I could not hear it, except to know 
that it is a proposition (I gathered that much) to pay $50,000 or 
$60,000 to an architect in Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. If the House would consent to be in order 
something better might be done. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to its consideration if we can 
go into Committee of the Whole, where it ought to go, and where 
we can have some explanation. 

Mr. HENDERSON and other members. That is right. 

Mr. CRISP. That would not delay it more than a moment. 

Mr. LORIMER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of a 
skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury Department in perfecting designs, plans, and specifications 
for a public building at Chicago, Il. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking 
should not this have first gone to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. By unanimous consent the House can do 
almost anything. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider joint resolution S. R. 
50, which has been reported to the House. The first thing in 
order will be to report the resolution. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. LORIMER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with all 
general debate, and that the bill be taken up by sections under the 
five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I[linois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be considered as closed, and that 
the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwant to have some explanation ofthe bill. That 
is what we went into committee for. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. CRISP. The Hall is very large, and gentlemen will have 
to elevate their voices so as to be heard. 

Mr. LOUD. We ought to have some copies of this resolution 
go as to know what we are passing upon. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman, some time ago certain of the 
members of this House called upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
and asked him if the work of drafting the plans and specifica- 
tions for the public building at Chicago had been begun. He 
made the statement to the members who waited upon him that 
he had not yet money enough to do that work, and he would not 
begin the work until a sufficient sum of money had been set aside 
from the appropriation already made to complete the work. He 
agreed to draw a resolution, which he did. He sent it to the 
Senate on the 9th of January, and this resolution that we are now 
considering was drafted by the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
passed the Senate on Monday last. 

Now, I want to say that $30,000 has been already set aside out 
of the $300,000 appropriated last year, and the Secretary says that 
that amount is just sufficient to do the work of preparing the 
plans for the building, and that he will not have enough left 
out of the $30,000 to do any other work on the building. He 
stated further that the Supervising Architect had so much work 
to do that it would be im ble for him to look after the con- 
struction of so large a building and give it the time and attention 
that would be required during the three or four years that would 
be occupied in ques building; and for that reason he 
said he wanted about $25,000 more set apart out of the appropria- 
tion for the purpose of employing an architect to assist in making 
the plans and specifications and to supervise the construction. 

Mr, PICK As I understand, this appropriation is for the 
purpose of ing an assistant supervising architect? 

r. LOR R. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, will this appropriation — the serv- 

ices of this assistant architect as long as they needed to 


complete the a 

Mr. LORIMER. The Sey of the Treasury said he thought 
that $25,000 would be the limit of the amount he would require 
for that purpose in order to complete the building—$25,000 in ad- 
dition to the $30,000 already set aside. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mlinois 
what is the special necessity of bringing this matter before the 
House at this time, when there are many similar cases through- 
out the country, notably one in my own city, where a post-office 
building was provided for Spencers four yearsago. In 
the city of Philadelphia, also, a mint building was provided for 
five or six years , and provision was likewise made for other 
public buildings in other places; all of which buildings are in 

ractically the same situation as this proposed public building in 
Bhicago. The same story is told to gentlemen who urge the con- 
struction of those buildings that is told to the gentleman from 
Chicago, namely, that there is not sufficient force in the 
ment to prepare the plans. Now, if this subjectis to be dealt with 
here at this time, why should not all the other buildings be in- 
cluded in the proposition as well as the Chicago buil ? Iknow 
that I have been urged for several years to give way to Chicago, and 
have been assured that Chicago would help us in return, but when 
it comes to helping us, Chicago does notrespond. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LORIMER Mr. Chairman, when the appropriation of 
$300,000 was made the construction of a smneeey post-office in 
Chicago was immediately . That ding is completed, 
but I want tocall attention to the fact that the Government build- 
ing proposed to be erected at Chi is intended not alone for 
post-office p s. The offices of the collector of internal reve- 
nue, of the collector of the port, of the subtreasurer of the United 
States, and of the local pension bureau are all to be located in 
that building. At present the Government is at an expense for 
the rent of quarters to accommodate these different Government 
offices amounting each year to more money than what is asked 
for here by the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for the services of 
an assistant architect. 

Mr. MILES. As I understand the statement of the gentleman 
from Dlinois, the total a which it is proposed to make 
<< designing for this building is $55,000, Is that 
right 

r. LORIMER. That is right. 
: a MILES. What percentage is that of the total cost of the 
uilding? 

Mr. LORIMER. One and three-eighths per cent. 

Mr. MILES. That is for designing alone,I understand. . 

Mr. LORIMER. For designing, forpreparing the i ns, 
— me ening the eo of the b be 

r. cs. at amount is for the oe © plans, 
Pe - gene not include any money for { actual supervision 
e building. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
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the gentleman from Illinois has agreed that I shall offer an ameni- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. MILES. Very well. 

Mr. LORIMER. r. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treasury 
states that he can not proceed with the work on the Chicago bui! 
ing until a sufficient amount of money has been set aside for t} 
particular purpose provided for in this resolution. AsTI have ; 
ready said, the Governmentis now at an expenseof at least $25. 

a year for the rent of offices in different office buildings in (| 
cago, and one year’s delay in the construction of this public buili- 
ing will cost more than the amount now asked for by the Sec 
tary. Another disadvantage of the present situation is that t 
ama of Chicago who desire to do business with the Treasury 

partment, with the collector of internal revenue, and with t)), 
Post-Office Department are compelled now to go to three differe 
sections of the city, whereas they could just as well and as easi|, 
do their business in one place if this building were completed. 
is clear, therefore, that there is no economy in delaying the 
pletion of this work. On the other hand, it will cost the Goy. 
ment every year that the work is delayed at least $25,000 for | 
hire of offices. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If tie gentleman from Illinois will permit 
me, I desire to say that I went to the Supervising Architect myself, 
near the close of the last session of the last Congress, and ask: 
him why the buildings that had been appropriated for during t\e 
Fifty-tirst Congress had not yet been constructed, or even tho 
plans for them prepared. In reply he stated that he had not sut- 
ficient force in his office to make the plans or to begin the con 
struction of those buildings. Now, the complaint which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois makes in regard to the Chicago building is thio 
general complaint in regard to all the buildings that were appro- 
priated for in that Congress. The appropriations were nearly a! 
made at that time. No appropriations for public buildings have 
since been made, except four or five at the close of the last Con- 
gress. Now, Mr. Chairman, in one way or another, either as the 
gentleman from Illinois is proceeding or in some other way, 
there must be some change made in that Department, so that tle 
work already provided for shall goon. The money must be 3) 

ropriated in some way, so that when a building has been authvr- 
1 by Congress and the appropriation for it has been made the 
work of construction shall at least begin. Now, I do not think it 
right that when money has been appropriated for public buili- 
ings so far back as the Fifty-first Congress, not even a plan has, 
in some cases, yet been made. Such was not the design of these 
appropriations. The pw was that the work on these build- 
ings should be comme: and their constructioncompleted within 
a reasonable time. 

Now, in this way or in someother way, appropriations of money 
for the making of these plans will have to be provided for. For 
my I think it necessary that there should be a thorough over- 
hauling of the office of the Supervising Architect. Gentlemen 
know how that office has grown up. There never was any law 
originally creating it as it now exists. It grew up as the result 
merely of a custom or practice. I believe the fact to be as claimed 
here—for such is the best information I can get from the Super- 
vising Architect—that either he must have money for making 
these or he can not start this building. 

Mr. KERY. Iwish to ask the gentleman from [linois { Mr. 
LORIMER] whether he has a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ae the Su a Aone approving this proposition? 

. LORIMER. The letter for which the gentleman inquires 
went to Senator CULLOM, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there a letter indorsing this bill? 

Mr. LORIMER. * There is not only a letter in existence indors- 
ing this bill, but this bill was drawn by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the letter in the Recorp this morning? 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not know that it is. 

Mr. CANNON. When did the bill pass the Senate? 

Mr. LORIMER. On last Monday. I repeat that this resolution 
was drafted by the Secretary of the Treasury himself. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman from I11i- 
nois is looking for the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
wish to submit one or two remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LORIMER] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKEky |’ 

Mr. KERY. I understand that he does. 

I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that this House desires to appro- 
priate whatever sum may be oumnte and proper for the — 
ration of plans and specifications. I am also persuaded that, 
whether or not it is carried in this bill by way of amendment, 
there will be appropriated now or hereafter a sufficient amount 
for su of the construction of the building. Now, in 
order we may intelligently consider this bill, with the amen4- 
ment which the gentleman from Illinois has agreed to accept, we 
ought to have the items of both estimates. e gentleman from 
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Illinois [Mr Cannon], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
sriations, Who advocates this proposition, knows the practice which 
kee obtained heretofore in considering appropriations, especially 
appropriations that do not come before the House with the sanc- 
tion of any committee, which have not even been considered by a 
committee. He knows that in such cases we ought to have from 
come authoritative official source the items of the estimate. 

~ ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMER| has already agreed 
to accept the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
authorizing the expenditure of this appropriation and the $30,000 
heretofore appropriated, not only for the preparation of plans and 
specifications, but also for the supervision of the construction of 
the building. The gentleman having agreed to accept that amend- 
ment, it goes without saying that in his judgment $55,000 will be 
a sufticient sum for the preparation of plans and specifications 
also to pay for the supervision and construction of the buiid- 


‘ id . ° 
a Now, I do not believe that any gentleman on this floor will 


ing. 


claim that $55,000 is sufficient to cover both the preparation of | 


the plans and specifications and also the supervision of the con- 
struction of the building from start to finish. Yet the gentleman 


in charge of this bill has agreed to accept an amendment which | 


will limit the cost of all this work to the sum of $55,000. Now, 


then, we ought to deal fairly with ourselves and fairly with this | 


great interest at Chicago. We ought to give ene igh money for 


the preparation of the plans and specifications, and there should | 


also be provided hereafter a sufficient sum to pay for the super- 
vision of the construction of the building. But this House ought 
not to be misled on this question by the acceptance of the amend- 
ment to which I have referred. I apprehend that the result of the 
matter will be that the $55,000 will all be expended for the prepa- 
ration of the plans and specifications. 

The question now becomes material, what is the correct and 
necessary amount to be appropriated for the preparation of plans 
and specifications? So far asit appearsfrom any evidence yet sub- 


mitted on this floor during the course of the debate, there is not | 


a line or a word or a syllable or a figure tending to enlighten this 
Committee of the Whole on that question. Now, this bill ought 
not to be rushed pellmell through this House before such informa- 
tion has been furnished. 
spect to this matter; but these able advocates of the interests of 
the city of Chicago—not any more zealous than some of the rest 
of us—ought at least to give us the items of the estimates of this 
appropriation. So far as I am concerned, I shall not be misled by 
the acceptance of the amendment providing that the $55,000 shall 
also cover the expense of the supervision of the construction. No 
one, I imagine, believes that this sum will be safficient for both 
purposes. At all events, Mr. Chairman, that is not the issue here. 
The question is, what is necessary to prepare the plans and speci- 
fications; and in determining that question I ask gentlemen who 
represent Chicago to state to the Seam frankly what sum it is 
proposed to give to the architect and assistant architects who 
are to prepare these plans. If those estimates aggregate $55,000, 
and if they are reasonable estimates, I shall cheerfully support 
the bill now pending. But until such information is secured, I 
do not believe this House ought to be asked either to approve or 
to disapprove the pending proposition. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Missouri, before taking 
his seat, permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If Ican have the consent of the gentleman 
from Illinois, who is entitled to the floor, I will do so. 

Mr. COX. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to the 
language of the bill. It is as follows: 

That in addition to the amount authorized to be expended for the tempo- 


rary employment of draftsmen and skilled service in the preparation of plans 
and specifications for the public building at Chicago, Il., as provided in the 


sundry civil appropriation act approved March 3, 189, the Secretary of the | 
Treasury is hereby authorized to use, out of the mpynepeiiin heretofore | 
a skilled architect | 


made, a sum not exceeding $25,000 for the employment o ‘ 
to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury aeereaare in 


the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawings for said building. 


Now, an ate of $30,000 was made for that purpose | 


heretofore. is bill is to permit the employment of another 
man, a8 an assistant, at $25,000 more. I want to know what the 
original supervising architect is going to do when we supplement 
him, as we pe now to do, with an assistant? 

Mr. DOC Y. Well, [have no further information than that 
I will say to the gentleman that I 


which is carried in the bill. 
have aan a diligent inquirer after the truth, but have not secured 
any yet. 

Mr, LORIMER. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has said, $55,000 is a very small amount of money to prepare 


the plans and to supervise the construction of this building, 
which is to cost ultimately $4,000,000 or over. I agree that it 
18 @ very small amount. I know something of building, and 
have had some experience in that line myself, and I know that 
there is not a firm in the city of Chicago who would undertake the 
construction of this building at less than perhaps 5 per cent. 
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We all want to do what is right in re- | 





reparing | 


Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there favorable to the proposition? 

Mr. LORIMER, Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. Is there not in this country an association which 
includes all of the reputable architects? 

Mr. LORIMER. There is. 

Mr. MILES. Have they not a fixed rate of percentage upon the 
cost of buildings? 

Mr. LORIMER. 

Mr. MILES. 
vision? 

Mr. LORIMER. Iam not so sure. 
5 per cent was the amount. 

Mr. MILES. I mean including the supervision. 
amount to 3} per cent on the total cost? 

Mr. LORIMER. I can not state the exact amount. 

Mr. MILES. You have said that the cost of preparing the plans 
and supervising this building is less than 2 per cent? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes; 18 per cent. 

Mr. MILES. And does the gentleman hope to have the designs 
prepared, and the specifications, and the supervision of this build- 
ing done at such a rate per cent upon the whole cost? I do not 
think you can. 

Mr. LORIMER. I was about to say that I considered it a very 
small amount for the work; but the Secretary of the Treasury 
stated to me that he thought $30,000 would pay for the drawing 
of the plans. 

Mr. COX. Just at that point let me ask the gentleman if he has 
a letter or written statement of any kind from the Secretary of 
the Treasury to that effect? : 

Mr. LORIMER. No; I have not. But I will state now what 
the Secretary of the Treasury stated tome. He said that $30,000 
would pay for the drawing of the plans, and that he thought 
$25,000 would pay, or about that sum, for the services of the assist- 
ant architect. Now, if $30,000 will pay for the drawing of the 


I think so. 


Is that not 3} per cent when it includes also super- 


I had the impression that 


Does it not 


| plans, and it takes three or four years to construct the building, 


then this assistant will be paid at the rate of about five or six thou- 
sand dollars a year for assisting in the work, and probably you 
can find a competentarchitect in this country who would be willing 
to work for that sum. If that be true, then preparing the plans 
and superintending the structure can be done, according to the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the amount of 
$55,000, which is asked. 

In addition to that, if the architect is not employed. and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is not authorized to employ an architect, 
then they can not begin the construction of the buildinz, and every 
year that the construction of that building is delayed will cost this 
Government $25,000, or perhaps more than that, in money; sothat 
just one year of delay is throwing away $25,000 or more in Chi- 
cago. 

I can see no objection to taking up the resolution and passing 
it, and giving to the people of Chicago that which they so much 
need at the present time. 

Mr. ATWOOD. Will the gentleman inform me how much this 
building is to cost in all? 

Mr. LORIMER. Four millions of dollars. 

Mr. ATWOOD. Is that the amount fixed by law? 

Mr. LORIMER. It is. 

Mr. ATWOOD. And it can not be exceeded? 

Mr. LORIMER. Not unless the law is changed 

Mr. ATWOOD. Then, in my judgment, $55,000 will not be 
enough, nor more than a quarter enough. You will have to come 
back to Congress three or four times for the same amount of money 
that is appropriated in this resolution. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is the person who is in charge of the affair. He is the man to 
whom we have to look for the construction of this building. If 
he says that $55,000 is sufficient for this purpose, then we ought 
to be satisfied with that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentlen 

Mr. LORIMER. I yield to the 
SAYERS |. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
committee, I desire to submit a few remarks in reference to the 
pending: resolution. My judgment is, from the experience of 
the office of the Supervising Architect in employing superintend- 
ents of buildings during their constructi at $25,000 addi- 
tional will be sufficient for architectural supervision. Allowing 
the building to be completed within four years, $25,000 will make 
a salary of something over $6,000 a year, and I venture the asser- 
tion that the Secretary of the Treasury can advertise or send out 
notices that he desires to employ a competent person for the archi- 
tectural supergision of this building for four years and that he 
will get fully one thousand letters from competent architects who 
will be willing to undertake it for $25,000, provided its completion 
is not delayed longer than four years, I think the appropriation 


an from Illinois to yield to me. 
gentleman from Texas {Mr 
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is large enough, and I also think the expenditure upon this build- 
ing for plans and specifications and for architectural supervision 
should cs limited to $55,000. I do not think it ought to exceed 
that amount. At the same time the party employed in giving 
this architectural supervision should be amply paid—about $6,000 
@ year. 

fore I sit down I will say further that there is a prime neces- 
sity for the immediate construction of this building. As I under- 
stand, the old building has been torn down or is about to be torn 
down, and the Government has been compelled to construct tem- 
porary buildings upon some vacant lots in thecity. The buildings 
constructed upon these vacant lots will not be sufficient to meet 
the demands of the courts that sit month after month in the city 
of Chicago, not to speak of other branches of the Government 
service. It will cost the Government $28,000 a year, if I remember 
correctly, to rent rooms for judicial purposes in that city, and 
unless this building is undertaken at once and brought to com- 
pletion as rapidly as practicable, considering the size and char- 
acter of the building, we shall spend five times or ten times this 
amount in rent that we could avoid if we proceeded with its im- 
mediate construction. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, does not the gentleman from Texas 
know that it would be im ible, in advance of the performance 
of at least two-thirds of the work of the architect, to give to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] the categorical infor- 
mation that he requires before he will support this bill? I should 
like the judgment of the gentleman from Texas on that point. 
The gentleman from Missouri insists on a lot of information which 
he ought to know, as a practical man, could not possibly be given 
to him at this time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that all the committee 
desires to know is what will be the reasonable length of time within 
which this building will be completed. If it shall be completed 
within four years, then if this bill shall become a law, we shall 
have $25,000 with which to pay for architectural supervision. I 
understand from the gentleman from [Illinois who has this reso- 
luticn in charge that the $30,000 heretofore appropriated has been 
sufficient for the preparation of plans and specifications? 

Mr. LORIMER. That is the statement of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. And all that is necessary now is to have an ad- 
ditional appropriation for the architectural supervision? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is what I understood the gentleman from 
Illinois to +4 
oun LORIMER, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

ANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if Ican have the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas, I will say that as I understand, the 
experience of the United States in the construction of a great 
public building in Chicago has not been an agreeable one. Some- 
where from $5,000,000 to $6,000,000 in the last twenty-odd years 
has been expended for a post-office and custom-house in — 
upon the square fronting the Grand Pacific Hotel. Most gentle- 
men here know the location. 

That building was a flat failure. It is dangerous to life. It is 
not suited to the purposes for which it was erected; and although 
it has been occupied during these years, for repairs and otherwise 
it has been wonderfully expensive, and it is a burden now, because 
it costs something to get rid of it. Now, then, with the great in- 
crease in —- in the city of Chicago, which we can not pro- 
mote much, and which nothing seems to be able to stop, with its 
2,000,000 of people-—— 

Mr. QUIC G. How many? 

Mr. CANNON. Sitting in the gateway of the commerce of the 
great West, the whole Northwest, as well as the East, are inter- 
ested in sufficient quarters in the city of Chicago to enable the 
officials of the Government to properly transact the public busi- 
ness; and it has become an absolute necessity that this building 
should be removed and something put in its place. Gentlemen 
understand something about the ground and its formation at 
Chicago; the great difficulty in getting foundations; how these 
difficulties have been overcome, practically, by that enterprising 
people; how the architects and builders have been equal to the 
occasion; and in the light of their experience how these great 
a 20 stories high, have been constructed, and safely con- 
structed. 

This building is authorized to cost $4,000,000, to be completed 
in four years. We have put i tempo building on the Lake 
Front to house the post-office. e courts of the United States are 
in the Monadnock uilding; the other Federal offices are moving 
over into the McNally Building—just moving in. We made an 
appropriation on yesterday, practically, of $35,000 for the furni- 
ture and authorizing its movement out of the public building 
and temporarily having it adjusted to the McN ally Building. She 
rents are simply enormous, It is desirable to do this building 
rapidly, and to do it well. Now, then, for the plans and speci- 
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fications—that is, where it is done upon the scale down her 
the Supervising Architect’s Office, working by the day and 
month, and where the draftsmen are upon salaries—for the 1 
terial alone in drafting these specifications and making t} 
plans, like unto those made for the building to be torn down, » 
under the same system, $30,000 is an exceedingly low estimat; 
cover the cost. 

Now, then, public sentiment in Chicago and throughout 
Northwest, if not the whole country, demands that in thisinsta),..0 
at least—and I believe it would be a wise precedent to make as ¢) 
all public buildings—that there be a new departure, namely, ¢};,; 
the local talent, that the best skill, under the plans of which tho 
city has been builded, and safely builded, should be utilized oy 
the plans for this four-million-dollar public building. This $25.9 
that is proposed to be made available out of money already ayj)r- 
priated will enable the Secretary of the Treasury to go into the 
— market and get the best talent and best skill, that has beoy 
educated through the years that have passed in the construction 
of great buildings in Chicago, to bring their plans; and, with t})s 
appropriation, secure those plans; and so at a total of $55.0 
to make complete specifications to build this building from tho 
foundation to the cupola, if there is to be a cupola. That is, ajl 
the architectural work, including the plans, specifications, and 
drawings, is to be paid for out of this $55,000 omar m. 


n 


Gentlemen may ask, doI understand $55,000 will be sufficient to 
pay the man who draws the plans and specifications, who creates 
this building, if you choose, upon paper, to stand over this }uild- 
ing for the four years while it is being constructed, and to see that 


the material is inspected and the contract complied with in tl, 
construction? Ianswerno;I donot so understand. Public build- 
ings are not erectedinthat way. There are superintendents of the 
building, men sufficiently skilled in plans and specifications, who 
inspect the materials and see from hour to hour and from day to 
day, from foundation to cupola, that the construction com 


with the creation that is first made in the brain of the architect 
and wrought out with the aid of the draftsmen. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hii a 
question? Is it not true that Chicago is the great distributing 


post-office for the whole Northwest? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. The crying necessity for this work, 
and at once, is very great. I want to be frank with the House. 
As I understand it, $25,000 will utilize the best talent in Chicago 
and throughout the country that is skilled in putting up build- 
ings in that locality, and for the want of the u* lization of which 
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000 was worse than thrown away in the great 
pile that is now to be torn down before we can commence this 
construction. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How long does the gentleman think it would 
have taken the Government of the United States, proceeding by 
its usual processes, to have erected the buildings that were erected 
by the Chicago people for the World’s Fair? 

Mr.CANNON. Ask mesomething easy, my friend. 


ter. 

tr. MILLIKEN. Well, I asked the same question of my col- 
league, Mr. BouUTELLE, when I met him there, and he said he 
thought that if the Government had begun at the time Columbus 
discovered America and had been diligent, it would have got about 
two-thirds through by the time of the World’s Fair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois to admit frankly, as is his usual habit, that $55,'))) 
would not be sufficient to prepare the plans and specifications aud 
also to supervise the construction? 

Mr. CANNON. I think it would not. 

Mr. MILES. When the gentleman speaks of ‘supervision ” he 
limits it to what is called architectural supervision, and does 1) 
include such supervision as a superintendent of buildings wou! 1 


ve 
waar: CANNON. That is correct. I think this bill covers the 
ground. The Secretary of the Treasury has control of the °x- 
penditure of the money. If the expenditure of this $25,()())) 1s 
authorized, the Secretary goes out into the open market and «m- 
ploys the best skill in the country to make a plan and prepare 
specifications for this great building, In my judgment that 1s 
necessary, and therefore I am for the appropriation. 
In conclusion, let me call attention to what I understand to )e 
perhaps the most magnificent public building on earth, the one 
that is just approaching completion here, our great Library buil|- 
ing. That was not planned under the ordinary rules which 0 
trol the designing of public libraries. The design was paid for )y 
appropriation, and, while age the building is not constructed 
entirely in accordance with the first plan, I am sure there 1s 110 
one of us that has seen it grow month by month and year by yr" 
who is not glad that Congress took that departure in procuri's 
the plan for that great building. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that t!° 
Senate joint resolution without amendment may pass, because the 
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sooner it passes the sooner we shall get at this work and get at it 
properly, and the sooner we shall get rid of the burden we are 
yearing in the form of rent paid in imperfect quarters in the great 
city of Chicago for housing the Government officers in inconvenient 
quarters there. Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “‘Vote!”] _ 

Mr. CRISP. r. Chairman, before the vote is taken I wish to 
say a few words about this method of considering a proposition 
of this kind. I may premise by saying that Iam not opposed to 
the erection of this public building at Chicago. I favored it at 
the last session of Congress because I had looked into the question 
and knew the necessity for it. Of course, I might have prevented 
the consideration of this joint resolution at this time 7 making 
an objection, but I was willing that the House should go into 
Committee of the Whole to have it explained, so that members 
might understand the case fully. 

There has been some explanation, but I submit that it has not 
peen that character of explanation upon which this committee or 
the House ought to act on an important business proposition of 
this kind. In the first place, we spend about $200,000 a year to 
maintain the Supervising Architect with his assistants and sur- 
roundings, and I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. CANNON] who has been here for a long time and has been a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, what is the business 
of the office of the Architect of the Treasury, for which we pay 
$200,000 a year? What is the Architect’s occupation? 

Mr. CANNON. His occupation is to superintend a number of 
assistants, draftsmen, copyists, etc., in the making of plans and 
specifications for public buildings; but, if my friend will allow 
me, I will say that most gentlemen who have had much to do with 
that office believe that it does not promptly perform, and some- 
times does not well perform, its functions. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know about that, but I suppose that we 
keep this officer and pay $200,000 a year to maintain his office to 
do this very work of preparing plans of public buildings. But, 
Mr. Chairman, from the pending proposition it would appear that 
he does not engage in that work, or that he is considered incom- 

tent to make plans for this Chicago building, or else that there 
is some other reason, I do not know what, which actuates gentle- 
men in this case and causes them to propose to go outside of the 
Supervising Architect’s Office and employ an architect not con- 
nected with the Government. Now, there ought not to be any 
necessity for this, and if there is necessity, we ought to know the 
reason, and why this special appropriation is necessary. If this 
bill had gone to a committee of the House, as it ought to have 
done, we would have had a report from that committee explain- 
ing the situation. Asit is, we have not a line from the Treasury 
Department as to the necessity of this bill; we have not a line as 
to the desirability of this bill. Of course the gentleman from 
Illinois states the substance of an interview between himself and 
the Secretary, and of course we all know that he states it cor- 
rectly. Ido not question that at all; but it has been usual in the 
House of Representatives, as well as in the Senate, when it was 
proposed to deal with a measure like this, to send it to the De- 
partment and invoke the judgment of the officer in charge of 
that Department. If there is any reason why this money ought 
to be appropriated the Secretary ought to have an opportunity of 
saying so. If the Supervising Architect is incompetent, let us 
know that. If he is overworked so that he can not attend to this 
business, let us know that. If this is a proposition to give some 
architect in Chicago or elsewhere, not connected with the Gov- 
ernment, a job, let us know that. Let us know what the purpose 
of the proposition is. That, I submit, is only right and fair. 

Now, we have already appropriated $30,000 for the plans; and, 
as I understand, the proposition of this bill is to appropriate 
$25,000 more for the plans. I confess my ignorance as to what 
plans of this sort are worth, or rather what the services of gen- 
tlemen who produce such plans are worth. I know that of course 
services of that kind are sometimes very valuable; but I think the 
House ought to have some information to go upon the record 
showing what the services to be paid for in this case are worth. 

My friend from Texas proposes to add to the bill an amend- 
ment so as to cover by this appropriation the supervision of the 
construction of the building. That is well enough; but it will 
not amount to anything; it will probably be struck out in confer- 
ence, or, if not, it can be changed in the next appropriation bill. 

Practically, as I understand, this proposition is to add $25,000 
to the appropriation already made for the purpose of obtaining 
plans for the Chicago publi 
Architect, I presume, is not required to do anything in this mat- 
ter until the contract is made; so that if my friend from Texas is 


sage of this resolution. I do not know whether the contract is 
yet let. Will the gentleman from Illinois state whether they have 
the plans yet? 
r. LORIMER. The plans are not yet made. 
Mr. CRISP. This is to complete the payment for the plans? 
Mr. LORIMER. No; this is to employ an architect to assist in 


c building. Now, the Supervising | 





SS5 


drawing the plans and to assist in supervising the construction of 
the building. 

Mr. CRISP. What is the $30,000 for? 

Mr. LORIMER. It is to be used for the same purpose. That 
amount not being enough, the Secretary of the Treasury asks for 
$25,000 more. 

Mr. CRISP. But he does not ask it in any report to Congress. 

Mr. LORIMER. Does the gentleman suggest that we send this 
proposition back to the Secretary of the Treasury to get a report 
from him? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no; what I suggest is that the bill go to a 
committee of the House, so that they will let us know in due time 
all about the matter. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds should consider this proposition before the House acts 
upon it. 

Mr. LORIMER. I want to say to the gentleman that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury himself drew this bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Then he ought to have sent a communication te 
Congress om the subject. 

Mr. LORIMER. The resolution was sent to the Senate and 
was passed there; and I think that very probably the Secretary 
of the Treasury sent a communication to the Senate. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course that would meet my suggestion, if we 
knew that to be a fact. 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not know it to be a fact. 

Mr. CRISP. We would like to know it; we would like to know 
the necessity for the passage of this resolution. We would like, 
in other words, to have it stated, if it be true, that notwithstand- 
ing we pay $200,000 for services in connection with the drawing 
of plans for public buildings, the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommends an expenditure of $55,000 additional for the prepara- 
tion of plans for this building in Chicago; that he proposes to 
appoint an architect to supervise the Supervising Architect in 
the drawing of plans for that building. If that is the fact, we 
ought to know it. 

Mr. LORIMER. Did the gentleman understand my statement 
that I called with other gentlemen on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and asked him to begin the work for the plans of the Chicago 
building 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, I caught that statement. 

Mr. LORIMER. And thatthe Secretary of the Treasury stated 
in reply that there had not been a sufficient amount of money set 
aside to complete the work of drawing the plans and of looking 
after the construction of the building? 

Mr. CRISP. What is the difficulty in having the work done by 
the present force? ; 

Mr. LORIMER. He said that the Supervising Architect had 
so much to do that he feared he could not properly look after this 
work; that he wanted to employ an assistant architect to aid in 
supervising the drawing of the plans and specifications for the 
building and in looking after its construction. That is the state- 
ment the Secretary of the Treasury made to me; and he suggested 
that he would draw a resolution (if Senator CULLOM would look 
after it in the Senate and I take care of it in the House) providing 
that a sufficient amount of money be set aside from the money 
already appropriated, to complete the work of drawing the plans, 
so as to begin the construction of the building. 

Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman know for what purpose the 
Secretary of the Treasury has set down in his estimates now be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations an estimate of $50,000 in- 
crease for this building? Does that cover the same matter as the 
bill now proposed, or is it for something else? 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not know. 

Mr. CRISP. That is one of the facts that we ought to know; 
and if this bill should go to a committee we would know all those 
facts. There is no better system on earth for accomplishing leg- 
islation intelligently than our system of first referring a bill to a 
committee and having the committee investigate the matter. 
Our committees are composed of gentlemen of each party; and in 
their investigations they send for witnesses, they examine docu- 
ments, they finally make report, and then when we need infor- 
mation on any point we can get it from the committee. I repeat 
what I have learned from the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
DocKERY }, that the Secretary of the Treasury has sent in his esti- 
mate increasing by $50,000 this very fund—an estimate of an ap- 
propriation to go into the regular appropriation bill of this year. 
We do not know whether that is intended to cover this $25,000 or 
something else. 


Mr. LORIMER. I do not think the Secretary of the Treasury 


e til tl | would say that $25,000 would be sufficient in addition to what he 
right in his amendment there is no urgent necessity for the pas- | 


has to begin and complete the work, and at the same time ask an 
additional appropriation of $50,000 for the same purpose. It does 
not seem likely that the Secretary of the Treasury would make 
such a statement and demand at the same time. 

Mr. CRISP. The trouble is that hehas not made one statement 
in reference to it. 

The gentleman must remember that the Executive Departments 
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of the Government only communicate to the House of Represent- 
atives through the Speaker. No private conversation could be 
considered a report from the Secretary of the Treasury upon any 

roposition. The rules of the House require that whenever the 
Beove taries desire to communicate to the House they can do so 
only by committing the communication to the Speaker of the 
House, by whom it is referred to the appropriate committee. 
But what took place between the gentleman himself and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is 7 a private conversation, and can 
have no more effect than any other private conversation. 

Mr. LORIMER. Then it must be taken for what it is worth. 

Mr. CRISP. — but it is merely a second-hand statement, and 
not sent officiall a4 by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LORIME Then the second-hand statement is to be taken 
for what it is worth. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman, of course, understands that this 
statement or such a statement in the courts would not pass at 
all. It is a mere expression of opinion. 

Mr. CANNON. [If my friend from Georgia will allow me, I 
think I can make an explanation that will reconcile the difference 
that seems to exist. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON. This proposition says: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use, out of the appro- 
priation heretofore made, a sum not exe $25,000 Fehitect of the ‘reas | of 


a skilled architect to asnint the Supervising ry De- 
rtment in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and 
‘or said building. 


Now, I call the attention of my friend from Georgia to the fact 
that that indicates the demand of legislation—not the demand of 
SS. 

CRISP Peeing). Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Illinois and myself have been too long together here for him to 
+. ame to intimate that you do not legislate on appropriation 

8 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me,I am not 
speaking of that. I say that it is legislation. Under the law as 
it now stands, if the Secretary had in the vaults of the Treasury 
for this building four ibe or forty million dollars, he could 
not utilize it for the employment = this su ing architect 
without the power that we eongene 2 give him her». He could 


not do anything that would e him fo utilize the people who 
have skill in C building for this p 

Mr. POWERS. il thes gentleman w me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, if my friend from Georgia will permit 
me to occupy the floor; I am holding it in his time. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. If Suiedantond the matter —_. a in the orig- 


inal ae $30,000 was set a to pay gee of an 
architect to the or and specifications of this building? 
Mr. CAN Ol No; the of plans and specifica- 


tions; and under the law he would utilize the Treasury Depart- 
ment, through the Supervising Architect’s Office, only. 

Mr. POWERS. Ve _— good; then $30,000 of the total appropri- 
ation was to be allowed for that purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, the Supervising Architect and the assist- 
ants are paid officers of the Government, are they not? 

Mr. CANNON. They are. 

Mr. POWERS. Then, for what purpose was the $30,000 set 
—_ to be used? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, for paying salaries—— 

Mr. POWERS. Salaries in the Supervising Architect's Office? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no, 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Oh, yes. 

Mr. CRISP. No; the gentleman is mistalen. Two hundred 
thousand dollars is appropriated for that purpose. No part of the 
$30,000 goes to keep up the annual expenses of the Supervising 
Architect's Office. The gentleman certainly knows that. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend wiil allow me, the employment of 
draftsmen and the clerical assistance necessary must be paid from 
the appropriation for the public buildings, and there is a limita- 
tion + upon it that it shall not exceed the sum of $200,000 
yearly, and this is drawn from these various eae for 
— buildings throughout the country. So that this $30,000 

does go exactly in the payment of salaries for clerical services. I 
will say to my friend that it is peculiar in that respect. He has 
probably not examined it. 

Mr. POWERS. My point is this: Does not the $25,000 now 

proposed to be appropriated go to the same service that has al- 

y been a for? 
Mr. CANNON. In addition thereto; and the object of the ad- 


ditional twenty-five-thousand-dollar authorization is to utilize the 

best skill and talent that is not in the public service for these _—. 
Mr. POWERS. The object of the tr a 

appropriation is to employ an outside architect? 
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Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
ina ooo To do the work that it was supposed the 
Architect himself would do, or his office? 
oe CA C NNON. To assist him in doing it, just as we did with 
the Congressional Library. 
r. POWERS. Now, does the gentleman say that the Super- 
vising Architect pays out that $30,000 origimally appropriated to 


any ow 

Mr. C ANON To draftsmen and other employees. 

Mr. POWERS. Then it comes to this, does it not, that we are 
Ss $55,000 to pay outside parties? 

CANNON. Oh, no; $25, 

Mr. POWERS. I wish the gentleman would make that clear, 
I do not think it is understood here. 

Mr. CANNON. I will read it: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use, out of the ap 
propriation heretofore made, a sum not exceeding $25,000 for the employment 
of a skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De 

rtment in the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawines 


Mr. POWERS. What I want to get at is this, because I know 
the gentleman can give me the information if he understands the 
inquiry: I want the gentleman to explain to the House how the 
$30,000 heretofore appropriated is to be paid out, and also how 
this $25,000 is to be paid out. I understand that the $25,000 is to 
go to outside — 

Mr. CANN Precisely. 

Mr. POWERS. To assist the Supervising Architect? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, I wish to know how the Supervising 
Architect is goin g to utilize, in addition to this outside service, the 
$30,000 that heretofore been appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely as he now would if he would go on. 

Mr. POWERS, How is that? 

Mr. CANNON. Im the payment of copyists, draftsmen, and 
~ whole clerical 1 meneame ee — - Office, which 
orce is paid from the appropriations for public buildings through- 
out the country, now limited to $200,000. That is, that there can 
not be more than $200,000 taken from the appropriations for pul)- 

lic buildi one the force in the Supervising Architect's Oftice 

Mr. PO Then the $30,000, in short, will go to pay the 
salary of officials in his office? 

Mr CANNON. Draftsmen and so on. 

Mr. POWERS. For the work done in preparing these plans? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. “ee ema Then what becomes of the suggestion that the 
$25,000 is to — supervision? 

Mr. CANNO In my judgment it is only such supervision as 
architects ordinarily give. The supervision of the actual con- 
struction of a — building comes from the superintendents 01 
inspectors, and it would be just as well to look this squarely in 
the face. This is a proposition to appropriate $25,000 to bring in 
outside talent to assist in the preparation of these plans, so that 
we may, as we hope, avoid having another four or six million dol- 
lar failure in the construction of a public building in Chicago. 

Mr. POWERS. Then the $25,000 does not go to pay some official 
for supervision of construction? 

Mr. CANNON. Only as architects always supervise construc- 
tions? 

Mr. POWERS. Now, what is the occasion for paying for any 
supervision of that building before you have got your plans made? 

"i, CANNON. Thereisnosupervision until the plans aremaie. 

Mr. POWERS. Thesu ime is as the work progresses along 
from month to month and year to year? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and can notcommence until the plans are 


Mr. POWERS. Is there any occasion to appropriate money for 
that purpose until the work is commenced? 

Mr. CANNON. Weare not appropriating for it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The money is appropriated now. 

Mr. POWERS. The architectural supervision can not take 

until the construction begins, can it? 

Mr. CANNON. We have to have the plans first. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr.CANNON. Iam talking in the time of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp 


The CHAIR Does the gentleman yield to the other gen- 
tleman from [Mr. Livinaston ]? 
Mr. CANNON. By the permission of his colleague only. 


Mr. CRISP. I will yield the floor in a moment or two. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Mlinois 
if he thinks this is a safe, sound precedent to set in Congress—— 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (continuing). To employ outside skill, at a 
cost of $25,000, to prepare plans for a public buildmg? Do you 
Unk to follow it up with all the other public buildings of the 

nited States for all time to come? 

Mr. CANNON. If I could have my way about it, I would utilize 
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the best architectural skill in this country in the construction of 
public puildings; and believe I could save 10 or 20 per cent by it. 
| Applause. 
a rT VINGSTON. Then you would have to reorganize the 
division in the Treasury Department? 
Mr. CANNON. I donot desire to make an unnecessary attack 
jon that division. ; 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is what it amounts to. 
Mr. CANNON. : | 
and in many respects to the profit of the Government, without 
abusing it at all. : sign 

Mr. CRISP. My friend from Illinois I think practically stated— 


uj 


I was going to say “ admitted,” but perhaps that would not be the | 
right word—* stated,” T will say, a fact I intended to try to elicit | 


by a question. He said we should deal frankly with each other; 
and | will agree to that; and I understood him to say that this was 
an appropriation of $25,000 to provide plans for a Chicago build- 
ing. Now, is not that all there is in it—to employ additional 
architects, With an opportunity to get $25,000 to erect a building 
for Chicago? Is not that all there is of it? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend that is the kernel of 
this proposition, as I understand it. It may have some additions. 

Mr. CRISP. Some trimmings. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. No;it may have some additional things, but 
that is the kernel of the proposition; and I am clearly of the 
opinion, from the standpoint of economy, that it is a wise expend- 
jture. 

: Mr. CRISP. I did not expect the gentleman, in view of the pe- 
culiar surroundings, to oppose this proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. I am for it, as I was for the Library building 

ver here. 
7 Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir; but the Library building was erected in 
a different manner from that in which this building is to be 
erected. It was erected by a gentleman who—no man knows bet- 
ter than my friend—has never had a superior in the supervision 
and management of the erection of great buildings. I mean Gen- 
eral Casey. 

Mr. CANNON. But the plan was made outside of the Super- 
vising Architect’s Office, and we paid for it. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know that I shall oppose this resolution, 
but I want the House to understand it. 
authorizing the construction of a building at Chicago. 
understand when gentlemen come in asking for a public build- 
ing they are then very anxious to conform to all the usages in 
this respect, and reduce as far as possible all the expenses inci- 
dent to it. They came in and asked for the erection of a public 
building at Chicago at a limit of $4,000,000. 
are ordinarily constructed under the supervision of the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury, they asked that $30,000 be given 
to that officer to make plans of the building. In that condition 
the billis passed. Now these gentlemen are here appealing to 
this House and asking for $25,000 more; and for what? to employ 
an assistant architect—an assistant architect! to devise plans for 
this building. That simply means that it will take this building 
out of the office of the Architect of the Treasury and give it to 
some gentleman of some city, somewhere, to make the plans for 
that building. 

Now, that is all there is init. If itis necessary to do that in 
this case, why not abolish the office of the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury? Why spend $200,000 a year to keep up that 


paraphernalia, and then, when important work is to be done, to | 


~ 


come here and ask for $25,000, not for the supervision—do not 
confuse this thing—not to do a thing but furnish plans; and when 
he furnishes the plans he gets $25,000 and his work is ended. 
Now, then, if it is necessary to do this we ought to abolish this 
Supervising Architect; and Iam not sure but that it would be a 


I believe it could be changed or reorganized, | 


Here is a proposed bill | 
We | 


As public buildings | 
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good plan to let out all plans for public buildings to the architects | 


generally of the country; it certainly would be economical, if we | 


have to keep up a Supervising Architect’s Office at $200,000 a year 


and at the same time pay $25,000 for the plans of a single building | 
That is exactly what you are doing; and if this | 


in a single city. 
committee votes to report this resolution favorably, it simply 
means that, in addition to what has been done in respect to this 
very appropriation, 


ury. That is all. 

Mr. SAYERS. There isno estimate at all to this session of Con- 
gress for the continuance of the construction of the building at 
Chicago, the reason being, I suppose, that the Supervising Archi- 
tect’s Office has not been able and will not be able to complete the 
plans and specifications in time to enter into acontract during the 
next fiscal year involving a greater sum than the amount appro- 
priated by the last Congress. 

Mr. CRISP. I will ask my friend from Texas, because he knows 
and the matter has passed from my memory, how many public 
buildings are there the construction of which is now authorized 
by law, but which have not been built?’ 


‘0 n, $25,000 is to be paid for suggestions from | 
some outside architect to the Supervising Architect of the Treas- | 


SS7 








Mr. SAYERS. Ican not answer definitely; but I should say 
from forty to seventy-five. : 

Mr. CRISP. From forty to seventy-five cities of the United 
States have secured legislation authorizing the construction of 
public buildings within their limits? 

Mr. SAYERS. You mean cases where the buildings 
been completed? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; and the larger portion of them perhaps not 
begun, though I am not sure about that. I do know, however, 
that there are some of them, at least, on which no progress has 
been made. Now, all those public buildings stand exactly on the 
same footing with the Chicago building. They are all necessary, 
and they ought to be constructed, but here we have a proposition 
to take this case out of the general rule and pay $25,000 for the 
privilege. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct as to the purpose of 
this proposition, but I will say to him that the case of Chicago is 
entirely different from that of any other city. Take Philadel- 
phia, for instance. The construction of a mint building there 
was authorized by the Fifty-first Congress, and that building has 
not been commenced, although $1,000,000 or thereabouts has been 
appropriated for the purpose of constructing it. But the present 
mint building in Philadelphia is being used, whereas in Chicago 
the building which this new public building is intended to super- 
sede has been or is being torn down, and the United States courts 
are being held in rented premises at a cost of $25,000 or $30,000 a 
year. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman knows that we are paying five 
times that amount of rent in this city. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Then whyisthe construction of the Chicago build- 
ing more important on that account than the construction of other 
buildings here and elsewhere? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is important to save the rent we are paying 
there. 

Mr. CRISP. But is it not important to construct the other 
public buildings in other places that have been authorized, so as 
to avoid paying rent? Is it not important to construct additional 
buildings here? 

Mr. SAYERS. They are being constructed. The new post- 
office building here, which will be completed next year, will ac- 
commodate 2,500 clerks. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; but it will not more than half supply the de- 
ficiency of accommodation for Government offices. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; I think it will supply more than half. 


1 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I think one of two things ought to be done; 
either the Supervising Architect's Office ought to be increased to 
such an extent as will expedite the preparation of plans and spec- 
ifications and the construction of this building, or outside help 
ought to be obtained. It would, in my opinion, be false economy 
to delay the construction of this building, the old one being pulled 
down and the Government being compelied to pay a large yearly 
sum for rent of other buildings for the courts and other branches 
of the public service. It would, I think, be inexcusable extray- 
agance to do otherwise. 

Mr. Chairman, if the Secretary of the Treasury says that he 
ought to have this amount of money, and that if he does not get 
it the plans and specifications for the building can not be com- 


have 


not 


pleted soon enough to begin its construction during the next fiscal 
year, then, under the circumstances, he ought to have the money. 
The gentleman from Illinois assures us that the resolut 


ion under 
consideration was actually prepared by the Secretary, and his as- 
surance should be sufficient. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And he ought to have the money also for all 
the other public buildings which have been authorized. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is not the same necessity for the other 
buildings that there is for this building. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman knows that we are paying 
rent in nearly every place where there is no public building, and 
the smaller the place the larger the rent in proportion to the cost 
of a suitable building. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, if this matter were m\ 


wh 

would probably have followed the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and would have come here armed with 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury; or I might have asked 


first to have the bill sent to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. I agree with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] that that is the wiser and safer course to pursue as a gen- 
eral rule, and if this were a new proposition being considered for 
the first time in Congress I would insist upon that course now. 
But this measure comes here from the other end of the Capitol 
indorsed by that branch of Congress, and the situation is practi- 
cally this: This joint resolution does not increase the limit of the 
appropriation for this building. That is fixed at $4,000,000. 
When the Representative from the district [Mr. Lorimer}, who 
went with his Senator—Senator CuLLom, if 1 may be permitted to 
mention his name—to the Treasury Department to see if he could 
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not get things in motion for the construction of this building, 
knowing how much it was needed, the Secretary said to him in 
effect: ‘‘Ican not go ahead with your building unless I have a 
supervising architect. Thirty thousand dollars is already segre- 
gated from the $300,000 appropriated, but I must have $25,000 
more before I can move, and if you and your Senator will put a 
proposition through Congress, by joint resolution or otherwise, 
which will give me that amount, I will go ahead with the work.” 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois is serving his first term here. 
He did not know the technicalities which would come up, but in ac- 
cordance with an understanding between him and Senator CULLOM 
a joint resolution has been passed by the Senate, and the gentle- 
man from Illinois now calls it up here—a joint resolution based 
upon a suggestion emanating from the brain of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and upon conditions which justify this proposed 
legislation. 

Now, one word about the suggestion that there may be in this 
some scheme for the benefit of some pet architect. I wish to call 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the fact that when 
a committee of this House investigated the World’s Fair we had 
before us Mr. Burnham, the chief architect engaged in the con- 
struction of the Fair buildings, and we learned from him, when 
we were pressing him as to the value of architectural services, 
that under no circumstances would he make a contract which 
would give him a less salary than $50,000 a year. It was in evi- 
dence before us that $10,000 was paid to several leading architects 
simply to consult as to the construction of an individual building. 
That evidence appears in the record of that investigation. 

Now, we have before us the fact that this is a pressing matter. 
This discussion has enlightened us as tothe situation. This reso- 
lution has already passed the Senate. The sum of $28,000 is now 
being paid in that city by the Government for rent. Under these 
circumstances, I waive the feeling which ordinarily I would share 
with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] that these things 
should go to a committee. We see that no mistake can be made; 
that the aggregate of appropriation is not increased; that these 
skilled services are needed; and with the experience before us of 
a building being torn down because of want of architectural skill 
in its construction, I say let us not hesitate at this initial point, 
but let us lay the foundations broad and deep. Let usin construct- 
ing this building avail ourselves of the highest architectural skill, 
so that this four-million-dollar building may not have to be torn 
down a few years hence on account of inefficient work. Let us act 
wisely; and I hope we shall act now. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me express at the outset 
my regret that this bill did not in the first place go to the appro- 
priate committee; because I think it is always wise to have mat- 
ters of this kind considered by a standing committee before they 
are brought up here for action. Yet, unanimous consent having 
been given for the consideration of the bill, we have it now be- 
fore us, and I desire simply to explain as briefly as possible the 
situation in which we are placed. 

As has been already said, the Office of Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury Department rests upon a simple act of legislation 
creating the Office of Supervising Architect, while all the ma- 
chinery of that office rests on appropriation bills. For example, 
here is the provision in the last legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act: 

Office of the Supervising Architect: In the construction branch of the 
aT sea For Supervising Architect, $4,500; and one assistant messenger; in 
All, Bo, . 

Then there comes in this provision under which all this machin- 
ery in the Office of the Supervising Architect depends: 

And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, computers, account- 
ants, assistants to the photographer, copyists, and such other services as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary and specially order, may be 
employed in the Office of the Supervising Architect exclusively to carry Into 
effect the various appropriations for public buildings, to be paid for from and 
equitably charged against such appropriations: Provided, That the expendi- 


Soa = this account for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, shall not exceed 
At 


Now, that is the whole legislation on which the Supervising 
Architect's Office rests. That sum of $200,000 which is to be equi- 
tably assessed on the various appropriations for public buildings 
is the fund which the Supervising Architect uses to employ, at 
whatever compensation he sees fit, architects, draftsmen, clerks, 
copyists, and all other officials employed in his office. Contrary 
to the principle carried for years in our legislative appropriation 
bills, by which this House in general controls every official and 
his salary in a distinct item, we give the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, for the purposes of the ne Architect’s Office, $200,000 
to be assessed upon appropriations for public buildings, from 
which fund are paid the expenses of preparing plans and specifi- 
cations and of employing superintendents of construction in the 
erection of all our public buildin, 

Now, how comes about the slow 


rocesses by which public 
buildings are now being constructed 


The difficulty is simply 


this: First, that in the machinery of that office, as in most Gov- 
ernment offices, there is so much red tape that often the regular 


office force is not able to do the work as efficiently as an out 
force controlled by ordinary business methods would do it. T),.; 
is incident to whatever work the Government does. Wheney, : 
undertakes to do a ee piece of work it does it more slo. 
and more expensively than a private establishment would do si) 
lar work. 

But there is another special difficulty that comes up. \V». 
authorized for a number of years the construction of an unpi 
edented number of public ey Aa We have not done 1 
in that direction during the last four years. I believe that hard 
a single = building has been authorized during the last { 

years. But it appears from the report of the Secretary of the 

reasury that there are to-day a large number of public buildines 
authorized the construction of which has not yet been commenced 
besides a great many buildings whichare proceeding by the slow 
creeping process, which is always very expensive. ; 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury and the Supervising Arc}j- 
tect say the difficulty is that Congress is not sufficiently libera) jy 
its appropriations for the Supervising Architect’s Office. They 
claim that they can not procure the services of draftsmen, clerics, 


Qh 


—, etc., in sufficient numbers, under the appropriations made 
(although we give them $200,000), to keep up the work, and that 
on account of that fact slow progress is made with reference to 
these buildings. 

Now, to get outside of that slow process in the construction of 
the building at Chicago, which ought to be expedited, I agree en- 
tirely with what has been said upon that subject to-day—in order 


to get outside of that process in the last sundry civil bill we pro- 
vided for an expenditure of $30,000, to be taken from the appro- 
priation for the building itself, to prepare the plans and specitica- 
tions. That, of course, gave the Supervising Architect's Office not 
only the $200,000 of the general appropriation, but $30,000 addi- 
tional to be devoted exclusively to this building. 


I understand from what has been said on the floor during this 
discussion that the Secretary of the Treasury says that $30,000) is 
not enough to prepare the plans and specifications, and that §25,- 
000 more must be had, making $55,000 in all, to prepare the plans 
and specifications. I do not have sufficient information to know 
whether this is a larger sum than ought to be appropriated for 


that purpose or not; but I call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury is simply given author- 
ity to expend not exceeding this amount for the purpose named, 
I take it for granted that he will expend the sum properly in or- 
der to secure a more rapid completion of the building. I think 
this building ought to be expedited; there is no doubt about that. 
It is not only a public building in one of the greatest cities of tho 
land, but in one of those cities which is growing most rapidly, and 
I believe that it is a matter of economy, as well as justice to the 
people of that city and to the country, to expedite its construc- 
tion. I do not know that there is any better way to do it than 
that proposed here, whichis tospecifically set apart the sum nained 
for the purpose contemplated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that there has been no expression on this floor by any gentleman 
in this discussion in opposition to expediting the work on that 
building. The only question is as to the proper compensation 
that should be awarded to the architecé. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that. 

This should be exclusively under the control of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and I must say, Mr. Chairman, that I feel we can 
rest safely in his discretion in the circumstances. I wish the mat- 
ter had been considered first by the proper committee of the House, 
for we should have had more definite information; but unanimous 
consent was given to take it up in this way without the prior con- 
sideration of the proper committee, and we must base our action 
on such information as has been produced in the discussion. | 
myself, after an examination of the matter with some care, it 
seems to me that the plan proposed here is, on the whole, perhaps 
the only practical solution of the matter now. Hence I shall give 
my vote for the resolution. 

r. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman from Maine, my col- 
league, will permit me to say that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds have been ready and are ready now to consi(er 
any bill which may be sent to them. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. I do not mean to say that it isany 
fault of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COX. Why not consent that it shall gothere now? | 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commitice 
rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable recommcn- 


dation. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman must not forget that I have an 
understanding with him as to an amendment. 

Mr. LORIMER. I supposed that that amendment was alreav'y 
in. I had already given consent to it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “Illinois,” in line 6, insert: “And for the architectural su 
pervision of its construction.” 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that perhaps it would be better to insert the amendment at the 
close of the paragraph. That is where reference is made to the 
designs, plans, and specifications of the building. 

Mr. SAYERS. That, I think, would be proper, Mr. Chairman, 
and I ask that the amendment be added at the close of the bill in 
line 18, after the word ‘ building.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. S,.yYERrs, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. LORIMER. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill as amended back to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill back with the recommendation that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that motion made by way of amendment, or 
does it take precedence of the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it takes precedence of the 
other. : 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

The motion of Mr. CRISP was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


and report the joint resolution to the House with the amendment, 
and recommend to the House that as amended it do pass. 

The motion of Mr. LORIMER was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the joint resolution (S. R. 


50) authorizing the employment of a skilled architect to assist the | 


Supervising Architect of the Treasury in preparing the designs, 
plans, specifi ‘ations, and other drawings for the public building 
at Chicago, Ill., and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with an amendment, and with the recommendation 
that as amended it do pass. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LORIMER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

THE PUBLIC LANDS AND THEIR WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a con- 
current resolution, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, under the direction of the Department of the Interior, 6,000 copies 
of a paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, entitled ‘‘ The public lands and their water 
supply,’ together with the accompanying maps and illustrations, of which 
number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 3,000 for 
the use of members of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of 
the Geological Survey. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to report back to the House 
two bills (H. R. 328 and H. R. 347) both having for their object the 
disposition and sale of lands known as the Vashon Island Military 
Reserve, in the State of Washington. Those bills were sent to 
the Committee on Public Lands, but they relate to lands still 
under the control of the Secretary of War, and they should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Iask for that change 
of reference. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction in the refer- 
ence will be made. 


CHAPLAIN AT WEST POINT, ETC. 


Mr. HULL. I desire to submit a report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of section 1309 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as provides for the appointment at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point of ‘‘one Chaplain, who shall also be professor 
s istory, geography, and ethics, and one assistant. professor of the same,” 
eee repealed, and instruction in said branches of history, geography, and 
ethics 8 all hereafter be given by such other professors and instructors as 
7 be designated by the Secretary of War; and the duties of chaplain shall 

performed by a chaplain detailed from the Army. 


_ Tae SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


The question is on the motion of the gentleman from | attention that the duties of chaplain have been neglected 


The question now is on the motion of the | 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMER}], that the committee rise | 
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| careful attention to the moral and re 
| young men, removed as they are from their homes and family influences, 
l 


SS9 


Mr. CANNON. I have no objection, if it is to go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, where it should go. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read, and 
I think my friend will not ask for the consideration of the bill in 
Committee of the Whole after he hears the reading of the report. 
The result of it will be a cutting down of expense. 

TheSPEAKER. The report can be read if there is no objection. 

The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4145) to amend section 1309 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the appoint 
ment of chaplain at West Point, have had the same under co leration, and 
have instructed me to report the same back with the recommendation that 
it be amended by striking out all after the word “ repealed,” in the eighth 
line, and inserting the following: 

‘** Provided, That the duties of chaplain at the Military Academy shall here- 
after be performed bya clergyman from civil life, to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of War for a term of four years, and the said chaplain shall be eligible 
for reappointment for an additional term or terms, and shall, while so serving, 
receive the same pay and allowances as are now allowed toacaptain mounted 

The duties of chaplain have heretofore been performed by the professor 
of history. geography, and ethics. These duties have so largely occupied his 











The recent death of the professor, who was also the chaplain, has made a 
vacancy, and it is the unanimous opinion of the academic board at West 
Point that the law should be amended so that whoever shall be appointed 
chaplain can devote his entire time to such duties, and the instruction in 
branches heretofore taught by the chaplain can be taken up by other pro- 
fessors now in the Academy. 

It will be a saving in the expenses of the Academy, and result in an im- 
proved condition so far as the moral instruction is concerned 

The committee recommend the pay of captain mounted, which is $500 ad- 
ditional pay to Regular Army chaplains, but regard this post of sufficient 
importance to justify this slight increase 

A letter from the Superintendent of the Military Academy is also submit- 
ted, and made part of this report 


Mr. HULL. Iask that the letter of the Superintendent of the 
Academy be read. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Ja 


Srr: Referring to the bill now before your committee for amending section 
1309, Revised Statutes United States, I beg leave to submit the following 
statement of the needs of the Military Academy, which call for some legisla- 


Luary 22, 1898. 


| tion upon the subject of the chaplaincy. 


most 


These 


It is hardly necessary, | presume, to — out the importance of th: 
igious training of the cadets 


should be given every advantage that it is possible to give them for the eu 
tivation of those elements of character without which the high training 
which their minds and bodies receive can bring but secondary results rhe 
degree of success which has attended the efforts of their religious advisers 
heretofore is shown by the fact that more than one-third of them are com 
municants, over 80 being of the Protestant and over 30 of the Roman Catholic 
faith. It may be doubted whether so large a percentage of church communi- 
cants can be found in any other lay institution 

t is the opinion, however, of the academic board that these good results 
have been obtained in spite of certain dificulties which can be removed, and 
that but for those difficulties the results would have been still greater. The 
duties of a professor are to some degree those of a disciplinarian. There can 
be but little doubt that many young men are deterred from seeking the ad 
vice of the chaplain if they see in him a master rather than a friend, and if 
they fear the imputation that their visits to him are for the purpose of gain 
ing his favor as a professor rather than due to religious interest. It is the 
opinion of the board that the chaplain will have a better opportunity if he be 
relieved of all academic duties. 

The instruction now given in the department of history, geography, and 
ethics, the head of which is, under the present law, also the chaplain, can 
very well be given in the department of law without overloading that 
department. tinder the latest allotment of time the department of law 
will have the first class for two hours on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fri- 
days, while the department of history, if continued, will have the same class 
for two hours on Tuesdays and Thursdays of each week. Neither depart 
ment will be fully employed, which is at variance with the usually compact 
organization of the academy. If the two be consolidated, the head of the de- 
partment will still have but ten hours a week in the class room, which is less 
than the time employed by a majority of the professors 

Having abolished the separate department of history, etec., it remains to 
provide for the duties of chaplain, and here lies macey rtunity to doa great 
good or a great harm to the country. There is probably no place in this 
country where the wrong man can have so far-reaching an influence for evil. 
He is to come in contact with and profoundly influence the characters of a 
body of young men every one of whem is to be placed in a position of grave 
responsibility under the Government. The man fitted to occupy the posi- 
tion of chaplain must be young, active, highly educated, talented, manly, 
sympathetic, and broad in his religious views; one who can command the 
respect and affection of the cadet, and at the same time share his feelings; 
one whose own convictions are deep and strong, and who can at the 


same 


time teach the Christian religion to persons of every shade of feeling and 
sentiment, without too much insistence upon dogma or church etiquette. 
Such a man being not easy to find, it is important that the field of selection 


should be the widest possible. The whole body of clergy of the United Stat 

is not too wide a field. To provide that an Army chaplain be detailed, as has 
been proposed, is to restrict the choice toa very narrow field, and is,in my 
judgment, full of dangers. Having made the field as wide as possible, the 
social standing and the compensation offered should be such as to attract the 
best material in it. 

It is the opinion of the academic board that the chaplain should, in these 
respects, be on a footing of equality with themselves that is, that when first 
appointed he should receive the pay and allowances of lieutenant-colonel. 
Aside from the expense of living at West Point, which is greater than at less 
isolated places, and the importance of giving the chaplain abundant means 
for entertaining the cadets at his table, it is not to be expected that the person 
possessing the rare combination of qualities enumerated above will consent 
to enter a community in which he is not to receive a consideration equal to 
the highest. 

The advantages of the proposed legislation are, in brief: 

1. Greater efficiency of the chaplain in his special work. 

2. Fulicr employment of the department of law 

3. Economy in reducing by one the number of assistant professors. 
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4. Greater simplicity of pietnteretion, - be 
structors officers who shall be satisfactor 
instead of to two, as at present. 
Yours, respectfully, 


necessary to detail as in- 
oy one head of department 


O. H. ERNST, 
Colonel of Engineers, Superintendent United States Military Academy. 


Hon. Joun A. T. Huns, 
Chairman Committee on Military A 8, 
House of leis 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

wa DINGLEY. I understand the chairman of the committee 

that this reduces the number of employees in the Military 
hems emy and reduces the expenditure? 

Mr. HULL. It does. It dispenses with the employment of one 
professor, who is now, because of length of service pay, getting 
$4,500 a year, and it cuts off an assistant professor. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the pay of the chaplain? 

Mr. HULL. Two thousand dollars a year and his allowance of 
quarters as captain of cavalry. 

Mr. PIC . What does that amount to? 

Mr. HULL. It amounts to quarters and the privilege of pur- 
—_ his supplies at the Government stores. 

ICKL Do you expect to obtain the services of the 
. slain described there for $2,000 a year? 

Mr. HULL. He rk gem a length of service, which makes 
it $500 a year more than a chaplain of the Army. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is this that is laid down? 

Mr. HULL. That is the theology of Superintendent of the 
ae. —— board does not prescribe what a man’s religious 
view sha re. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why were the services of the chaplain abso- 
lutely unsatisfactory? 

Mr.HULL. They were absolutely unsatisfactory on the ground 
that he was a teacher more than a chaplain. 

Mr. PICKLER. I mean the office of chaplain heretofore. 

I ask if it has been unsatisfactory in its results upon the army 
Officers? 

Mr. HULL. Itis unsatisfactory to the academic board at West 
Point, on the ground they set out there that he was more of a 
teacher than a chaplain, 

Mr. PICKLER. PT noticed, Mr. Speaker, that there is quite a 
platform of principles or doctrine to be ta 
and I only inquired as to whether that is bindi 

The bill was ordered aaeetaienat for a 
being engrossed, it was read the iedtieas and cm 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was was laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imove that the Housedonowadjourn. [After 
a pause.} I withdraw the motion for a moment to allow my col- 
league to ask a cha of reference. 


e SPEAKER. e gentleman from Maine must withdraw 
his motion entirely. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ido. 


FIRING ON SCHOONER HENRY CROSBY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, in compliance with the resolution of the House of Re 
resentatives of December 28, 1895, a report the Secretary of State, wit 
copies of all the eee of record in the Department of State,in re- 
lation to the aminenen. eaey Crete , fired upon while at anchorat Azua, Santo 


Domingo, December 10, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Washington, January 22, 1896. 


EXECUTIVE MANSTON, 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask a change of reference of 
the bill (H. R. 3202) to pay for improving the streets in front of 
the post-office site in the city of Sacramento, State of California, 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. It was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I 
also ask change of reference in the bill (8.427) to provide for a 
municipal bui ding and court-house in the District of Columbia, 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
_ 7 should go to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
(rounds. 

The SPEAKER. Without aie Se changes of reference 
will be made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

HOWARD ELLIS. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. S 
sent the 
ask the Clerk to read it, and I also ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent for the resdiing of a memorial. Is there objection? 


, I desire to pre- 


stition of Howard Ellis, late consul at Rotterdam. I 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the request. 

The SPEAKER. Therequestisforthe reading of the memorial. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. [t is simply the petition of 
Howard Ellis. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
the REcorpD? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
morial in the Recorp. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is very unusual to print memorials in 
the REcorp, and I dislike to have to make objection. 

Mr. STEWART of New J ersey. Then I ask thatit be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to its being read, sim- 
ply for information. Do I understand that the object of the me- 
morial is to make an inquiry? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Simply as to the injustice done 
Mr. Ellis when he was consul at Rotterdam. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It ought not to be printed in the Recorp; 
but I do not object io its being read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the memorial will be 
read. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The memorial was read. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. LIask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair submits a re- 
quest of a member. 


Was the request to print the memorial in 


It was also to print the me- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Mars#, indefinitel ely, on account of sickness in his family. 
The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and acco: 

3 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of that De- 
partment eqns the printing of a compilation of trade returns 
of the United States from 1790 to 1895—to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, together with a copy of a report of a sur- 
vey for a bri across the Eastern Branch of the Pototmac River 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


ingly (at 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 878) to reduce the 
cases in which the penalty of death may be inflicted, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 108); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3827) 
to reconvene the delegates of the United States to the Interna 
tional Conference of 1889, reported the same without 
amendment, accom ied by a report (No. 110); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, ad- 
versely reported (Report No. 109) the bill (H. R.14) for the relief 
of purchasers of timber and stone lands under the act of June 3, 
1878; and the same was, under the rule, laid on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- oe following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

WS: 
Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H.R. 4561) to amend section 628 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 4562) to amend an act entitled 
“an act for the sale of timber lands in the States of California, 
Oregon, Nevada, and Washington Territory "—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
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sy Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 4563) providing for a survey and | to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes”—to tho 
estimates for a new lock at Spottsville, Ky., on Green River, and | Committee on the Judiciary. 
for other parposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. _ By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4588) to provide for the erec- 
"Bs Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 4564) to extend the pro-| tion of a statue of Gen. U.S. Grant—to the Committee on the 
visions of an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain | Library. t 
officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces—to the Commit- By Mr. CRAIN: <A bill (H. R. 4589) toextend to the port of Eagle 
tee on Military Affairs. é be i Pass and other ports in Texas the privileges of immediate trans- 
Br. Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4565) to amend the Revised portation of dutiable goods—to the Committee on interstate and 
Statutes with reference to the compensation of _the United States Foreign Commerce. = 
district attorney for the eastern district of New York—to the| By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 4590) making an appro- 
Committee on the Judiciary. priation for the construction of United States prisons—to the 
By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4566) to amend the postal laws re- | Committee on Appropriations. 
lating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- By Mr. AV ERY : A bill (H. R. 4591) granting pension of $8 
Office and Post-Roads. : f | per month to Union soldiers of the war of the rebellion who served 
By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 4567) to carry out section 61 of | sixty days and are now 60 years of age—to the Committee on In- 
the act of Congress of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce | valid Pensions. ae 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other $y Mr. DE ARMOND: A joint resolution (H. Res. 95) pro- 
purposes "—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : posing an amendment to the Constitution to enable the President 
By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 4568) to appropriate $40,000 | to veto items in appropriation bills, and to enable the Congress to 
to continue the improvement of the Gasconade River from its | pass bills over the veto by a majority vote—to the Committee on 
mouth to Arlington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 4569) providing an appro-|_ By Mr. BISHOP: A resolution (House Res. No. 126) requesting 
priation for the construction of a reservoir and dam at Gull | information from the Secretary of War relative to the deepening 





Lake, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. of the harbor at Frankfort, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers 
By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 4570) to appropriate $2,000,- | and Harbors. 

000 to permanently improve the Osage River by locks and dams— Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 127) requesting information 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. from the Secretary of War relative to the deepening of the harbor 


By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 4571) to create a national re- | at Ludington, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
serve—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3y Mr. SOUTHWICK: A resolution (House Res. No. 128) re- 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4572) amending | questing the President to furnish copies of the correspondence 
section 6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the | with the German Government in relation to exclusion of American 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on | life-insurance companies—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes”—to the Committee By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A resolution (House Res. No. 130) au- 
on Rivers and Harbors. thorizing and directing the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 

Also, a bili (H. R. 4573) authorizing the United StatesCommis- | uralization to visit Ellis Island, in New York Harbor—to the 
sion of Fish and Fisheries to purchase certain real estate in Vir- | Committee on lnmigration and Naturalization. 
ginia, and authorizing the use of an appropriation for the pur- 
chase and establishment of a fish-cultural station in Tennessee— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. , CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 4574) to relieve Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
vessels from seizure in admiralty—to the Committee on the Ju-| the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 





diciary. ; follows: 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 4575) toamend chapter 67, vol- The bill (H. R. 4290) to place on the pension roll the name of 
ume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States—totheCom- | Isaac Bloss—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
mittee on Military Affairs. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 4576) toamend an act entitled | The bill (H. R. 4316) granting a pension to Margaret Meyer— 
“An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of | Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, | on Invalid Pensions. p 
Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, camels 
1892—-to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 4577) to provide for the con- PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
struction of aharbor of refuge on Lake Pepin, Mississippi River— Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following titles 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4578) to provide for the adjust- By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Susie 
ment and payment of certain claims against the District of Co- | Margarite Landrum, of Warsaw, Ky.—to the Committee on Pen- 
lumbia by drawback certificates, and for other purposes—to the | sions. 


Committee on the District of Columbia. By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 4593) granting a pension to 
By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 4579) to fix the time for delivery | Mary E. Hamill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of mail by carriers at fifty-six hours per week—to the Committee | Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension to James H. Willis— 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | to the Committee on Pensions. 
sy Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) for the relief of James C. Finn—to the 
3449 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Means. By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4596) to carry out 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4581) granting an appro- | the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Timothy W. 
riation toward the construction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth | Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 


avy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 4597) granting a pension to John 
By Mr. BLACK of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 4582) | Gough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to remove charges of desertion against certain veterans of the By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (1. R. 4598) granting apension to 
late civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Mary Cray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 4583) regulating the conduct of cer-| By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4599) to grant an 
tain executive officers of the Government of the United States, | honorable discharge to Claus Maxtield—to the Committee on Mili- 
and providing for the adjudication of constitutional questions | tary Affairs. 
arising in the Executive Departments—to the Committee on the Also, a bill (H. R. 4600) to restore a pension to Sarah T. Bailey— 
Judiciary. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4584) for the relief of By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 4601) for the relief of Juan S. 
certain volunteer officers and soldiers of the civil war, and for | Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, deceased—to the Committee 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. on Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4585) to regulate passenger rates Also, abill (H. R. 4602) for the relief of Calvin R. Rutherford— 
on railroads in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

fairs. Also a bill (H. R. 4603) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 

_By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4586) to amend an act en- | Private Land Claims to try and determine a title—to the Com- 
titled “An act makin appropriations for sundry civil expenses of | mittee on the Judiciary. 


the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 3y Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension to Jane 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on | Fisher (colored), of Madisonville, Ky.—to the Committee on In- 
Public Buildings and Grounds. valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 4587) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension to John 
tect the birds and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, and | W. Alyea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pen- 
gion to Mary B. Houk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 4607) for the relief 
of George T. Dudley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4608) granting a pension to 
Lydia Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of William R. 
Steinmetz—to the Commitjtee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4610) for the relief of Mary E. 
Bradford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. — for the relief of Antoinette Acken—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 4612) tocarry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Thomas V. Atch- 
ley, deceased-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Jehu Robinson—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4614) granting a pension to R. M. Blanken- 
ship—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) for the relief of George Barron—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 4616) for the re- 
lief of B. F. Myres—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R.4617) to pay W. C. Gilbert 
$150—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 4618) for relief of owners or legal 
representatives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 4619) to continue the pension of 
Alice E. Rodgers, the helpless child of Henry Rodgers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICKE: A bill (H. R. 4620) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel McKinsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to Mrs. J. J. 
Woods—to the Committee on fnvalid ensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 4623) for the relief of the 
Selma and Meridian Railroad Company—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 4624) to correct the military 
record of Leverett Bradley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4625) for the relief 
of Charles Hurrle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McoCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4626) for the re- 
lief of R. H. Crider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4627) for the 
relief of McHenry Robinson, executor of the estate of Elizabeth 
§. Cushing—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 4628) to carry out the find- 
ing of the Court of Claims in the case of William A. Carr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4629) aes pension to William R. Har- 
less—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) to carry out the finding of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Mangram E. Langston—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension 
to Ellen D. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frederick 
B. Betts, surviving partner of the firm of Betts, Nichols & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 4638) for the relief of Joseph 
Fields-—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 4634) for the relief of Thomas 
N. Molloy, United States consul at St. Johns, Newfoundland—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 4635) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Moyer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4636) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of George A. Carlisle, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4687) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of John T. Lynch—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. or Hy carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of David Lynch, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4639) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of John W. Hancock—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 4640) oe an increase of 

nsion to Ellis P. Phipps, late lieutenant of Company A, Twelfth 
nel Jersey Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 4641) for the 
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relief of Waterman Clift, Robert May, and James M. Sha 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4642) to remove the charge of desertion acs) c+ 
William W. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4643) granting a pension to Hannah §. ( 

stock-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Annie C, Collicy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4645) granting a pension to Abby J. Hyije 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 4646) for the relicg 
of Thomas Bevington and Delilah Bevington—to the Commiit+, 
on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4647) for relieg 
of Howard Ellis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to 
Cyrus 8S. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4649) for the relict of 
John J. Waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to Charles E. Lewis 
a dependent father—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

so, a bill (H.R. 4651) for the relief of A. E. Tower, late cap- 
tain Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, now of Ionia, Mich,— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) granting a pension to Dolly Burger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R. 4658) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs, Cornelia I. Skiles—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) granting a pension to Harriett Johnson, 
formerly Harriett Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R.4655) granting a pension to Frederick A, 
Driscol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) granting a pension to Henry M. Behy- 
mer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) granting a pension to Josephine Sulli- 
van—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) granting to Charles F. Leimer the sum 
of $400—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4659) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) directing the Secretary of War to place 
the name of William Slater on the muster roll—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Reece, of Golden, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4662) granting a pension to Stanley M. Cas- 
per, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) granting a pension to Charles H. (ior- 
ham, of Golden, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) granting an increase of pension to [d- 


ward P. Wright, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
Also, abill (H. R. 4665) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


H. Geiger, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 4666) awarding a medal 
to John Betchen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) for the relief of Thomas S. McCul- 
lough—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4668) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hollis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Manly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pension to Mrs. Thomas B. 
Kent—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) granting an increase of pension to Joln 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4672) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Joseph L. Walls—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4673) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of H. M. Withers, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Thadeus Collard—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4675) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of Reuben Claypool, decease— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4676) to correct the mi 
itary record of John H. Finfrock—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4677) for the relief of Benjamin F. Fortney, ° 
Belper, Washington County, Ohio—to the Committee on Militiry 
Affai 


airs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 4678) to remove the charge 
of desertion against and complete the military record of Richard 
P, Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


orl 
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By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4679) allowing a pen- 
sion to Thomas Clifton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4680) for the relief of Ira 
Seeley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) for the relief of Henry H. Wright—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ay 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4682) for the relief of Benjamin F. Hershe— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) for the relief of Michael Houps—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) for the relief of George E. Butin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of Joseph M. Clark—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of F. B. Matthews—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4687) for the relief of Austin A. Scott—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4688) for the relief of Miles 
Holton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of Abram Treadwell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of J. C. Mitchell 
and others, of Mahaffey, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Memorial of A. J. Frame and 88 others, of 
Waukesha, Wis., in favor of an appropriation to establish and 
maintain a 21-foot channel in the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of American seamen of the port 
of Philadelphia, Pa., discountenancing the repeal of the act of 
Congress of February 18, 1895—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Two memorials of the Saginaw Board of 
Trade and the Saginaw Lumber Dealers’ Association, relative to 
the deepening of the harbor at Ludington, Mich.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of the Historical Society of 
Jefferson County, N. Y., in relation to settlement of Indian res- 
ervations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Memorial of N. Simon and 100 
other citizens of Neenah, Wis., favoring an adequate appropria- 
tion to establish and maintain a 21-foot channel in the harbor of 
Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., favor- 
ing the passage of an act to commission pilots in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial of the National Board 
of Trade,in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of Senate bill No. 2523 of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, for the improvement of the postal service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also (by hp ype memorial of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the appointment of a permanent nonpartisan tariff 
commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the National Board of Trade, 
favoring aid in the work of uniting the railway systems of North 
and South America—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of Rev. Henry M. Bowden, of 
Braddock, Pa., relative to the troubles in Armenia-—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Equal Rights Association, of Kentucky, for 
— protection of woman’s rights—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr, DOVENER: Petition of M. F. Randolph and 17 others, 
of Harrison County, W. Va., against the Sunday-observance bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of Fred S. Goodrich and 28 ex-sol- 
diers of Grant Post, No. 1, together with 8 citizens of Oklahoma 
City, for the e of a bill granting a pension to J. A. Court- 
~~ the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of Company H, Lytle Post, 
No. 47, Grand Army of the Republic, Cincinnati, Ohio, and Buell 
Post, No. 178, Department of Ohio, protesting against the passage 
of any more legislation relieving soldiers from the penalty of 
desertion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of T. P. Andrews, Thomas Zinn, 
and 20 others, of Farina, Fayette County, Il., against the Sunday- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


893 








observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Fifteen petitions, respec- 
tively, as follows: Three of citizens of Brookville; two of citizens 
of Westmoreland County; one each of Jefferson and Indiana coun- 
ties; one each of Platt, Deanville, Cokeville, Reynoldsville, Men- 
don, Hillsdale, and Cherrytree, Pa., together with resolutions of 
Irwin Council, No. 44, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
praying for the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of citizens of Stamford, Conn., concern- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition to accompany bill (H. R. 4503) to ap- 
point Commodore Edward E. Potter, United States Navy, now on 
the retired list, to the rank and pay of rear-admiral, retired—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD (by request): Petition of Thomas W. Shel- 
ton, R. H. Stewart, and 20 ex soldiers and sailors of the late war, 
favoring the passage of a bill granting $8 per month to those who 
have served not less than ninety days in the Army or Navy during 
the rebellion and were honorably discharged—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Two resolutions, respec- 
tively, of the First Baptist Church and the Broadway Baptist 
Church, of Cambridge, Mass., favoring the discontinuance of In- 
dian contract schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Mo., 
asking that a bill be passed placing William R. Harless on the 
pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of C. S. Noyes, 
W.E. Adams, and 31 others, citizens of Roane County, W. Va., 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Memorial of 60 resident electors 
of the Eighth Congressional district of Wisconsin, asking for fur- 
ther improvement of the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of R. C. McClelland and 58 
other soldiers of Ashtabula County, Ohio, praying that a pension 
graded on length of service be granted to all soldiers of the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens of New- 
castle, Cal., and vicinity, for the passage of the act designed to 
secure a better grade of immigrants, introduced by Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of Delmore Daulton and 87 others, cit- 
izens of Mason County, Ky., praying for the adoption of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of voters of Lincklaen, Chenango County, 
N. Y., against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Memorial of L. Breese and 27 citi- 
zens of Portage, Wis., in favor of an adequate appropriation to 
establish and maintain a 21-foot channel in the harbor of Manito- 
woc—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of Howard Ellis, 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Two petitions, respectively, 
of C. D. Finilon and 85 others, of Phillips, and E. B. Thayer and 
58 others, of Wausau, Wis., asking for the further improvement 
of the Manitowoc Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Seven petitions, respectively, 
as follows: Two of citizens of Allegheny County, two of Jefferson 
County, one each of Butler and Montgomery counties, and one of 
Lansdale and vicinity. all of the State of Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Letter of J. B. Douglass, superintendent of 
agricultural college lands, Columbia, Mo., relating to bill H.R. 
1892—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
3527, granting increase of pension to Col. J. B. Meriweather—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3528, granting a 
pension to Thomas Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Benjamin F. Fortney, of 
Companies A and G, First West Virginia Cavalry, to remove the 
charge of desertion from his military record—-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Perry, Wyoming County, N. Y.,in regard 
to the sale of beer to immigrants—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Dr. John B. Read—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 23, 1896, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mipurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Auditor for the State and other Departments, of 
the 22d instant, submitting certain items of deficiencies in appro- 
priations for expenses of United States courts, and recommending 
that the same be included in the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying statement, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of 
a paper contained in the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director 
of the Geological Survey, entitled ‘‘ The public lands and their 
water supply,” together with the accompanying maps and illus- 
trations. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (A. R. “= to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made for the 
completion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Ba. praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to 
remove discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged 
in the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He algo presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bills 
1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing amendments to the navigation 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, 
licensing masters and chief mates of sail vessels over 700 tons; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Brightwood Avenue 
Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, praying for an 
increase in the police force of the District of Columbia, and also 
that additional protection against fire be given the citizens of the 
District of Columbia; which was ref to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Brightwood Avenue Citi- 
zens’ Association of the District of Columbia, praying for the com- 

letion of the contemplated extension of the Piney Branch sewer, 
n the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Charles A. Beadle and sun- 
dry other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., members of the Order of 
United American Mechanics, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, 

Mr. IRBY presented a petition of sundry citizens of George- 
town, 8. C., praying that an appropriation be made for deepening 
Winyah Bay bar, South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. WHITE presented petitions of the board of supervisors of 
Placer County, Cal.; of the board of supervisors of Ventura 
County, Cal.; of the board of supervisors of Contra Costa Ny 
Cal., and of the board of supervisors of Nevada County, Cal., 

raying for the enactment of legislation providing for the further 
Seaslaianend of the mining industries of the country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of C. J. McCollom, of Hal- 
lock, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
option dealing in wheat, etc.; which was referred to the Comiuit- 
tee on Agriculture and Fo ‘ 

a, E ae, pocente® the petition “s : : B. J aioe pee 453 
other citizens of West Virginia, praying for the of the so- 
called Stone immigration bill; <aieh wae referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of Maynard Post, No. 49, De- 
—- of Minnesota, Grand Army of the oe of Elysian 

.» praying that the pension law of June 27,1890, beso amended 
as to grant an increase of pension to the widows of soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. HILL presented sundry petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of East Randolph and Brooklyn, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of beer + 
Bedloes Island and at Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island, N, y - 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Brooklyn, Silver Creek, and East Randolp)), 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sa\; 
of beer and all fermented and spirituous liquors at Ellis Islan ; 
New York; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Southampt. 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigrati 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Ph, 
delphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made for the com) 
tion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was refer| 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Ph 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, tv 
move discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged in 
the coasting trad; which was referred to the Committee on Co1- 
merce. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchangs 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of Ho 
bills 1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing amendments to the nay 
tion laws; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phi!.- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, lic: 
ing masters and chief mates of sail vessels over 700 tons; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Edward Silverthorne 
and sundry other citizens of Lyons Farms, N. J., praying for t! 
enactment of legislation granting protection to the American 
missions in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suffering 
Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of George H. Kupfrian and 
269 other citizens of Jersey City, N. J., of James G. Porch and 
52 other citizens of Ocean City, N. J.,and of S. W. Warner and 2!) 
other citizens of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Frank P. Blair Post, 
No. 1, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 111), 
giving relief to soldiers and sailors formerly pensioned under the 
act of June 27, 1890, and who have been dropped from the pension 
roll, or who have been rerated thereon at a lower figure, and es 
tablishing a standard rating under that act; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the construction and control by the Government of 
the Nicaragua Canal; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of the so-call McRae bill, providing for tho 
protection of forests from fires; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was 
refe ‘to the Gonsities on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trae, 
praying for the enactment of legislation uniting the railway s\>+- 
tems North and South America; which was referred to tlic 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; whic!) 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition, in the form of a series of 
resolutions adopted x the citizens of Oak Park, Il., which 
practically a part of Chicago, praying for an enactment grantin- 
protection to the American missions in Turkey and extendiny 
sympathy to the suffering Armenians. The petitioners are v~! 
earnest in their call upon the Government to take proper acti. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition, in the form of resolutions, of 
sundry citizens of Springfield, I., praying for the speedy reco: 
nition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle {vr 
freedom; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela 
tions. 

Mr. PLATT presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
New London, Conn., in the nature of a petition praying for the 
establishment of a harbor of refuge at Block Island, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. _ i 

Mr. GORMAN ted a petition of the Presbyterian Minis- 
ters’ Association of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 
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legislation raising the age of consent in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories from 16 to 18 years, and also for the enact- 
ment of improved Territorial divorce laws; which was referred to 

the Committee on the District of Columbia. | , 

“He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Baltimore, 
Brunswick, Knoxville, Sandy Hook, Point of Rocks, Millstone, 
and Weverton, all in the State of Maryland, praying for the pas- 
save of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
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was referred the bill (S. 1409) providing for the construction and | 
| for the bill (S. 1461) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cut- 


equipment of two steam revenue cutters for service on the Great 
Lakes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1478) providing for the construction and equipment of a 
steam revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic Coast of the 
United States, with headquarters at the port of New York, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1243) for the construc- 
tion of a dry dock at Key West, Fla., to submit an adverse report 
thereon. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- | 
| State or Territory into another State or Territory, reported it 


dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 541) for the relief of Orin R. Mc- 
Daniel, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 
Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 


tion of bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth and 


the mouth of the Dakota or James River; and across the Missis- | 


sippi River between the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the 
State of Minnesota, and South Port, in the State of Louisiana; and 
across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the 
linois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to pre- 
scribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same, to re- 
port it with amendments. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1419) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Chamberlain, S. 
Dak., to report it adversely, with the recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed, as a similar bill, in fact the identical bill, 
has already been reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 176) to provide for the construction of a memo- 
rial bridge across the Potomac River, reported it with amend- 
ments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
approved March 2, 1891, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 295) making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the road to the national cemetery near Pensa- 
. la, Fla., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

l1ereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 256) to establish a military post at or near the city of Grand 
Forks, in Grand Forks County, in the State of North Dakota, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 89) to provide for the construction of a military and com- 
mercial telegraphic line along the coast between Yaquina, on Ya- 
quina Bay, and Port Orford, to connect with Newport, on Yaquina 
Bay; Alsea Bay; Florence, on Siuslaw Bay; Gardiner, on the Ump- 
qua River; Empire City and Marshfield, on Coos Bay, in the State 
of ( regan, submitted an adverse report thereon; which wasagreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 174) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Dover, Tenn., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same comimittee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 840) to amend the military record of John H. Skinner, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence 
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National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1445) to authorize the St. Louis and 
Oklahoma City Railroad Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 167) for the relief of John O’ Keane, of the State of Washington, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam unanimously instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to report favorably a bill to promote the efficiency of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, with a written report, as a substitute 





ter Service. I ask that Senate bill 1461 be indefinitely postponed, 
and that the substitute be treated as an original bill as placed on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 1461) to promote the 
efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service will be postponed indef- 
initely, and the original bill will be read by title and placed on the 
Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1701) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene litera- 
ture and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 


without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 556) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and arti- 


| cles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or Ter- 
| ritory into another State or Territory, reported adversely thereon; 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 213) to authorize the construc- | 


and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 253) for the relief of Charles H. Wilson, 
reportedadversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 252) for the relief of Stalnaker Marteney, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

ADMISSION TO SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 46) entitling veterans 
of Indian wars to admission to soldiers’ homes in the United States 
on the same terms as veterans of the late war of the rebellion, to 
report it adversely. I beg leave to read an extract from the pres- 
ent law on this subject in explanation of the adverse report: 

Src. 2. That all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors whoserved inthe 
regular and volunteer forces of the United States who are disabled by di 
ease, wounds, or otherwise, and who have noadequate means of support, and 
by reason of such disability are incapable of earning their living, shall be en- 
titled to be admitted to said Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, subject 
to like regulations, as they are now admitted to existing branches of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

So there is no occasion for the proposed law; and the committee 
directed me to report the bill adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will beindefinitely postponed. 

SANTEE SIOUX INDIANS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to ask that the papers I present relating to the bill (S. 1284) 
making appropriation to pay the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska 
and South Dakota for lands, unpaid annuities, and for other pur- 
poses, be printed as a public document, and that the original 
papers be returned to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, 
ordered. 


it is so 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1702) to provide for doing 
away with certain grade crossings on the lines of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad in the city of Washington, D. C., and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1703) to amend section 416 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin 
ne mo se, an Indian; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bil! (8.1705) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William Murphy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred co the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1706) granting a pension to Julia 
A. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1707) defining the qualifica- 
tions of chief inspector and deputy inspectors of plumbing in the 
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District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. “~~ removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of Benjamin Walker, of Ottawa, Kans.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. 
Henry Rives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1710) to authorize a survey of the 
Western Branch of the Elizabeth River, Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1711) for the relief of Theodore 
Teed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1712) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Mount Olivet Methodist Protestant Church, Alexandria 
County, Va., near Balls Cross Roads; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1713) for relief of the estate of 
Charles N. Gregory, late of Alexandria, Va.; which was reed 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLS. I introduce a bill, which I ask be read the first 
time to-day and laid on the table for a second reading to-morrow, 
when I want to get a vote of the Senate on the bill if I can do so. 

The bill (S. 1714) to repeal ‘An act to authorize the refunding 
of the national debt,” approved July 14, 1870, and ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 
14, 1875, was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill willlieon the table until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1715) for the relief of E. B. 
Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Fer- 
guson, administrator of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (8S. 1717) to grant to the city 
of Charleston, 8. C., the old post-office lot and building for the use 
of the commercial bodies of the Siam was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Commi on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1718) for the relief of Gen. Francis 
L. Hagadorn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1719) to provide a 
temporary government for that portion of the Indian Territory 
heretofore occupied by the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and 
to be hereafter known as the Territory of Indianola; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1720) for the relief of 
John W. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1721) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from John Lyons; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1722) to approve and 
ratify the construction of a bridge across the Sulphur River, in 
the State of Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1723) to approve and ratify the con- 
struction of a bridge over and across Caddo Lake, at Mooringsport, 
La., by the Kansas City, Shreveport and Gulf Railway Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1724) authorizing the Kansas City, 
Watkins and Gulf Railway Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Black River,in Louisiana; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1725) authorizing the Kansas City, 
Watkins and Gulf Railway Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Red River at the city of Alexandria, La.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. ro) © approve and ratify the con- 
struction of a bridge across the River, between the States of 
Arkansas and Texas, at a point above the town of Fulton, in 
Arkansas, on said river, built by the Texarkana Northern Railway 
Company, but now owned and operated by the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company, and to authorize the latter com- 
pay to maintain said bridge over said waterway, ee to cer- 

in stipulations and conditions; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (8.1727) to ro. 
organize the Pay Corps of the United States Navy; whic!: w.. 
mead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Nay,} 

airs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8.1728) granting a pe ' 
to W.F. Randolph; which was read twice by its title, and referye,| 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1729) to prevent the oppressive 
exercise of judicial power in the courts of the United States; w jj.) 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ¢). 
Pulideny. - 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1730) for the relict of 
Thomas F. Tobey; which was read twice by its title, and referreq 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1731) for the relief of Maj 
William M. Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army. 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comiittie 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1732) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate of John 


Holroyd, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1783) for the relief of 
Capt. W. J. Kountz; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1734) for the relief of Mrs, 
Sarah H. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
comes papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1735) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to issue arms to National Guards; which was 
—- by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1736) to grant a tract of land 
in the District of Alaska to the Woman’s Home Missionary Society 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church; which was read twice ly its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to James 
G. Hartzell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Cornmittee on Pensions. 

(He also introduced a bill (S. 1788) to regulate interstate traffic 
n wild game; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1739) granting an increase 
of — to Elijah N. Wines; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1740) to amend section 524 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to the power 
of the Secre of the Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, }enal- 
ties, and forfeitures, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1741) to authorize 
the Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operate a line of railway through Oklahoma and the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 62) for the sur- 
vey of the route of a ship canal across the Peninsula of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 812) to provide for appointment by brevet 
of active or retired officers of the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, in making the inquiry °02- 


cerning the prices of armor for naval vessels under the resolution «! ‘1° 
Senate of December 31, 1895, be authorized to employ stenographers «(' to 
send for persons and papers, and that the expenses of the inquiry sh«'! be 
paid upon proper vouchers from the appropriation for the contingent 
expenses of the Senate. 


ZEBULUM PARKER. 


Mr. GEAR. I submita resolution and ask for its present con 
sideration. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, requested to inform 
Mrs. Albert Hurn, sole surviving heir of Zebulum Parker, as to what use, if 
any, wasmade by the Government of the plans and patents of Zebulum Parker 
in the construction of the canal around the Des Moines Rapids, Iowa. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 

solution. 
: Mr. PLATT. I do not think the resolution is in proper form. 
In the first place—— ; j 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘‘ Mrs. Albert Hurn,’ 
etc., and insert—— ; , 

Mr. PLATT. That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
he Senate. 
‘Mr. COCKRELL. That he be “ directed to inform the Senate 
as to what use, if any, was made by the Government of the plans 
and patents of Zebulum Parker.” 

Mr. GEAR. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate as to what use, if any, was made by the Government of the plans 
and patents of Zebulum Parker in the construction of the canal around the 
Des Moines Rapids, Iowa. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN ALASKA. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer a resolution. 
hend that it will incite any opposition. 
at this time. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas, notwithstanding the laws of the United States prohibiting the im- 


I do not appre- 
I ask for its consideration 


portation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquor in the Territory of | 


Alaska, complaints are made that intoxicating liquor is imported, manufac- 
tured, and sold within the limits of the Territory; and 

Whereas the collector of customs and the presence of arevenue cutter have 
not been able to put a stop to the aforesaid illicit traffic; and 

Whereas the facility with which intoxicating liquor is introduced and sold 
within the Territory begets a disregard for law, fosters smuggling, and en- 
ables the illicit traffic to become so well organized as to render it almost impos- 
sible of detection; and 

Whereas the liquor traffic in Alaska, carried on as it is in violation of exist- 
ing law, has a demoralizing effect upon the people, both white and native: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the 
Senate such information as he may possess of the ways in which the existing 
laws are violated, the extent of such violations, the defects, if any, in exist- 
ing laws which enable such violations to occur, and to suggest such changes in 
the laws now in force as will enable the United States to regulate or prohibit 
the apertatiem, manufacture, or sale of intoxicating liquors in the Territory 
of Alaska. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I fully concur with the views expressed in 
the resolution offered by the Senator from California, and have 
introduced a bill that is now before the Committee on Territories 
covering the question embodied in the resolution. I sincerely 
hope that as soon as the information is obtained from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the Committee on Territories will act upon 
that bill and report something to relieve that section of the coun- 
try from the misfortunes that follow the illicit selling of liquor all 
through the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read once more. 

The resolution was again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

FLORIDA SHIP CANAL, 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to examine into 
the subject of a ship canal across the peninsula of Florida, and report to the 
Senate as to its advantages to the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico, and to 
report to the Senate in regard to it. 

_Mr. PUGH. I wish to inquire what has become of the resolu- 
tion which I introduced and which was partially considered yes- 
wow morning. I desire to call it up when the morning business 
is closed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Alabama that the Senate is still under the order of morning 
business. Are there further concurrent or other resolutions? 


IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 


Mr. CALL. I have been requested to offer a resolution, which 
I ask may be read and lie over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over, as follows: 


Resolved, That a cial committee of seven Senators shall be appointed 
who shall be charged with the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of 

ugene V. Debs for an alleged contempt of court, who shall report to the 
Senate and recommend such legislation as may be necessary for the just 
enforcement of the law and the protection of citizens from arbitrary and 
offensive exercise of judicial power. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 2175) to extend the time for the completion of 
the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation, 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
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The bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes, 





| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 





tary Affairs. 
RIGHTS OF CITIZENS OF ARMENIAN BIRTH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read and, on motion of Mr. CuLLOM, referred, with the accom- 
panying papers, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary o* answer to a 
resolution of ihe Senate of the 16th instant requesting information in regard 
to the treatment of naturalized citizens of the United States of Armenian 
origin and their families by the Turkish Government 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


State, in 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 23, 1896. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (8. R. 50) authorizing the employment of a 
skilled architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury Department in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, 
and other drawings for the public building at Chicago, Ill., with 
an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

PUBLIC BUILDING ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the joint resolution which has just 
come from the other House be laid before the Senate. I should 
like to have the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair) laid be- 


AT CHICAGO, 


| fore the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives 


to the joint resolution (S. R.50) authorizing the employment of 
a skilled architect toassist the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury Department in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, 
and other drawings for the public building at Chicago, Il. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 2, 
line 14, after the word “building,” to insert ‘‘and for the archi- 
tectural supervision of its construction.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRESERVATION OF HERDS AND FLOCKS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Wyoming |Mr. WARREN] coming 
over froma previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WARREN 
on the 20th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That in view of the late unprecedented shrinkage in numbers and 
values of farm animals throughout the United States, as shown by the last 
published reports of the Department of Agriculture, the attention of the 
Committee on Agriculture is hereby especially directed to this subject, with 
the request to consider and report to the Senate, or to invite the Finance 
Committee to consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if 
any, is necessary to preserve our horde and flocks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to submit some remarks upon the resolution under 
a notice which I have heretofore given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Wyoming has a right to address 
the Senate on his resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. I understand the resolution which I have charge 
of has precedence of the resolution of the Senator from Wyoming. 
I should like to inquire as to the status of my resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that, under the rule of the Senate, his resolution went to the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PUGH. That was not my understanding. Precisely the 
same action, as I understood, was taken on the resolution yester- 
day morning as had been taken on the two or three mornings pre- 
vious—that it retained its place, and was to be presented to the 
Senate-in its order by the President of the Senate. I certainly did 
not understand that it went to the Calendar, or I should have ob- 
jected and asked that the resolution retain its place and go over, 
as it had done on three or four different days previously, without 
prejudice. If that is the position of the resolution, I ask that by 
unanimous consent it be restored to its former place and that it 
be in order to be presented, as it has been heretofore, during the 
morning hour. Of course I shall give way to the Senator from 
Wyoming to address the Senate on his resolution, as he has given 
notice of a desire to do so; we always yield to such requests, and 
I have done so uniformiy. I ask unanimous consent that my reso- 
lution be restored to the position it had and that I thought it re- 
tained and had not been displaced from by the action taken yes- 
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fater morning. That was certainly the understanding of the 
Ss 


friends of the resolution on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will look at page 976 of the Recorp, 
the Chair will see that it must have been the understanding of 
the Senate that this resolution merely went over without losing 
its place. The request was that it should be laidaside. Then the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hii] said: 


We can bring up this question again after the Senator from Colorado has 
concluded his speech. 


The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] then said: 


Ishall be obliged if the Senator from Alabama will let the resolution lie 
over temporarily. 


The Vice-President then announced: 
The resolution will go over for the present. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have not forgotten the circum- 
stances under which the resolution of the Senator from Alabama 
was before the Senate yesterday. The REcorD shows that the 
predicament in which the resolution would find itself was fore- 
shadowed, and the Senator was warned of the very difficulty 
which he now encounters. 

Mr. PUGH. I deny that statement. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator’s denial can be put in the Recorp, 
but the fact remains nevertheless. 

Mr. PUGH. If such a statement was made it was not heard 
by me. I certainly would not have consented. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty was that the distinguished Senator 
did not give the attention to my opening remarks to which they 
were entitled. I distinctly stated that 1 regretted that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama should press the resolution at that time. We 
tried to have an agreement so that the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HansprouGH] could make his speech. We could not 
agree. Therefore, the resolution was pressed about ten minutes 
before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from New York asked me distinctly 
to allow the resolution to go on the Calendar. He made that dis- 
tinct request of me, and I refused it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will please not interrupt me without 
my permission. TheSenator would make no ment whatever. 
He pressed the resolution for consideration, and forced me to speak. 
I stated in my remarks substantially that I should only be enabled 
to speak a few moments and then [ should have to discontinue, 
that that was the predicament unless the Senate displaced the reg- 
ular order of business which was to come up at 2 o'clock. With 
that situation —— understood, the ution was then before 
the Senate, although I protested that I did not wish to speak then 
and have my remarks cut in two, but I was forced to speak, and 
in about five minutes “y remarks were cut off by the announce- 
ment that it was 2 o’clock by the Senator from West a [Mr. 
FAULKNER] who was then in the chair. Therefore, the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama has gone where all such reso- 
lutions go, to the Calendar, to be called up at some future time by 
motion of a Senator. The resolution of the Senator from Wyo- 
ming is properly before the Senate. He gave notice that he desired 
to speak this morning, and he has a right to proceed. That is the 
exact parliamentary situation. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I have no idea that the Senator will 
ever finish his speech on my resolution, whenever he can delay ac- 
tion upon it an t time to make his remarks some other day. 

I am very much embarrassed by the statement which the Sena- 
tor makes, that the status of my resolution and the destiny of my 
resolution was full =aieuieek I am constrained to say that in 
my belief he was the only Senator who did understand that the 
fate of the resolution would be what he insists upon now it was 
when 2 o'clock arrived for the unfinished business. I think he is 
the only Senator who understood that that would be the effect of 
the action taken on my resolution, or of anything that was said 
about it, or that occurred about it. 

Mr. HILL. Itrust the Senator does not mean to make that 
question. I think there are several Senators who understand it 
precisely as Ido. The clerksso understand it, the Presiding Offi- 
cer so understands 1t, and I think the Presiding Officer yesterday 
so understood the effect of it. The Senator then walked right into 
the place which had been left open for him. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. PUGH. Ican easily be ——- by such a skillful parlia- 
mentarian as the Senator New York. 

Mr. HILL. I tried to avoid it and to have an agreement so that 
when we did take up the resolution we could finish it. I do not 
like to discuss the resolution for a short time and then to be cut 
off. Whenever the resolution shall be taken up let the discussion 
—— until it is finally acted on. It is a very important 

ution. 


Mr. PUGH. So I understand, and so I have frequently sti... 
Ever since it has been in order during the morning hour fo; 
resolution to be laid before the Senate it has been laid befor, 
Senate, and I never imagined that anything which oceurred 
terday morning placed the resolution in a different position { 
what it occupied when the hour of 2 o’clock was reached pr:  j 
ously, when the resolution had been laid before the Senate. | 
have been misled if that is the decision of the Chair, and I do 
believe that many Senators understood that that was to |) 
position that the resolution occupied on account of the a 
taken yesterday morning. I ask the Vice-President to d 
what is the status of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Se 
from Alabama that this is a matter over which the Chair h ) 
control. The rule of the Senate must be enforced. The r 
tion was considered up to the hour of 2 o’clock, when, unde: 
rule, it went to the Calendar. The Senator from Alabama 1 
asks unanimous consent-— 

Mr. PUGH. Inow move that the resolution be taken from 
Calendar and placed upon—— 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Alabama can not take the + 
tor from Wyoming off his feet. The Senator from Wyoming has 
a right to address the Senate on his resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 
Chair will state to the Senator from Alabama that the Senati; 
from Wyoming was recognized, and yielded to the Senator froin 
Alabama to ask unanimous consent. Does the Senator from A 
bama desire to ask unanimous consent that his resolution be a 
placed before the Senate? 

Mr. PUGH. Iask that it may occupy the status it did yester- 
day morning, and then that it go over, without prejudice, to «| 
the Senator from Wyoming to address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question to 
the Senate, and then will recognize the Senator from Wyoming. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. Lobject to the speech of the Senator from Wyoming 
being interrupted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Sen- 


ate-—— 
Mr. PUGH. I understand the Senator from New York objects 


to my uest. 

Mr. HILL. I object to it being made at this time. The Sena- 
tor from Wyoming is entitled to the floor, and he has not yielded, 
as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Alabama that the resolution 
taken from the Calendar and lie on the table subject to call. Is 


there oars 

Mr. HILL. To that I respectfully object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the Chair 
will Te the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. PUGH. I give notice that I shall renew my motion to- 
morrow morning in the morning hour and call for the yeas an 
nays onit. The Senator from New York can not escape going on 
record on the resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. What has }e- 
come of the resolution reported from the Committee on Forvign 
Relations yesterday by the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. CuLLow |? 

Mr. CULLOM. That resolution has not been called up for the 
reason that the Senator from Wyoming had given notice that /ie 
desired to speak this morning. I determined, therefore, to wait 
until he had concluded his remarks, when I shall attempt to call 
up the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to know if the resolution does not como 
up a of right after the Senator from Wyoming shall have cou- 

uded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine that qucs- 
tion when it arises. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope, whether the resolution comes up it 
that time of right or not, that the Senate will allow me to call it 
up for disposition. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to renew | 
notice given yesterday that I shall ask the Senate, immediat«'s 
after the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, to ©”! 
sider the joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary © 
Agriculture to into effect the provisions of the act maki 
appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valu:' 
seeds, and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bullets. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The resolution submitted by the 5” 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] is before the Senate, on whi) 
that Senator is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it has occurred to me durin 
the late very interesting debatesin this body upon foreign relation. 
gold and silver, bonds and loans, popular and otherwise—mos''y 

to inquire, are there not other interests equally im- 
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portant that should be kept fully abreast in the public mind with 
these acknowledged burning subjects? For instance, how fares | 
thefarmer and stockgrower? What efforts are we making to sus- 
tain the greatest of all our interests, that of agriculture? 

The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the senior Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELl], and the junior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEsT] have in late speeches touched upon certain 
of the products of agriculture, and to some of the contentions of 
the Senator from Missouri I intend briefly replying before I am 
through. Comparisons disclose that the returns from all other 
avocations and industries combined are insignificant when meas- 
ured by the fabulous total of our farm production. I need only 
mention the one product of hay, little thought of and rarely ever 
discussed, to illustrate my proposition. The annual hay crop of 
the United States is worth over $450,000,000—more than four times 
as much as our annual product of both gold and silver at its coin- 
age value, or over six times its presént market value, and about 
one and one-fifth times as much as the total annual product of 
eold and silver of all the world. Yet hay is seldom mentioned in 
the halls of Congress, while gold and silver engage us at times for 
days, Imight almost say months, together. I desire notto detract 
one iota from the importance of our precious metals, and I wish 
to be distinctly so understood, but I use this comparison to fortify 
my position, that I am justified in inviting your attention at this 
time to grave questions of public policy respecting certain lan- 
guishing industries. _ 

I desire, in proceeding with the discussion of live stock this 
morning, not to attack any political party as such, but I propose to 
follow the official figures in this investigation, casting the respon- 
sibility where I believe it rests, and let the chips fall where they 
may. 





AGRICULTURE SUFFERING. 

I contend that agricultural interests, along with others, are in 
a bad condition, and that there is a remedy; that the present bad 
condition is the direct consequence of the application of one theory 
or policy, and its remedy lies in adopting an opposite policy; that 
free trade or insufficient tariff is the bad policy; that a sufficient 


tariff, with incidental or even intended protection, is the remedy. | 


The former is the policy of the Democratic party, the latter of the 
Republican party. 
A CONDITION, NOT A THEORY, NOW CONFRONTS US. 

I do not propose at this time to elaborate on theories and poli- 
cies: “it is a condition, not a theory, that now confronts us”; 
and I offer, Mr. President, the official books and figures of the 
Democratic Administration to demonstrate that condition. 
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The Agricultural Department in its report No. 123, Division of 
Statistics, gives a table showing the numbers and values of farm 
animals in the United States from 1868 to 1895. An examination 
of that document can not fail to fill our hearts and minds with 
apprehension, as well as with a desire, if we be patriotic citizens, 
to overcome or improve the appalling conditions made there so 
painfully apparent. To be fair, and brief as well, I will date my 
comparisons no further back than the year 1879. It was in that 


year—because of resumption of specie payment—that values be- 


















came stable, and gold, silver, and paper reached a parity, which 
has been since maintained. Dividing the time between 1879 and 
the present in cycles representing Republican and Democratic 
Administrations, the result is the following: 
LIVE STOCK TABLI 
A comparison betaween Republican and Democratic Ad f ” 
by the values of domestic animals, horses, mi 
When we resumed specie payment in 1879 our d ic an ‘ 
horses, mules, cattle, sheep, and swit Ww la 1, 445, 423, 063 
During the ensuing six years, until the « t ( 1 
in iss4, the values increased to » 467, S68, 924 
A gain during six years of Republican rule of ™, 445, 863 
During the ensuing four years, until the election of Mr. Harr 
son in 1888, values decreased from shih 2, 467, 808, 924 
To ioe ictal pate ai 2 409, 043, 418 
A loss during four years of Democratic rule of 58, 825, 506 
D the ensuing four years, until the second election of Mr 
( land in 1892, values again increased from 2 100, 043, 418 
To 4 » 41, 755, G98 
A gain during four years of Republican rule of 52, 712, 280 
During the last two years, under the second Administration 
Mr. Cleveland, and under proposed and accof™plished f 
trade and sweeping tariff reductions, values again decreased 
trom 183, 506, 681 
To the comparatively insignificant total of... — 1, 810, 446, 306 
Showing the enormous loss in two years of Democratic 
rule of = J 64. 060, 375 


Mr. President, over $664,000.000 loss in two years in live stock! 
Do the American people comprehend this? That their losses in 
live stock alone have been $1,100,000 for every working day during 
the past two years? And this, too, in these piping times of boasted 
plenty, prosperity, and pugnacity—toward England! 

That there may be no misunderstanding the facts, I ask that 
the official table of the Department of Agriculture be printed as 
' a part of my remarks: 


Number and value of farm animals in the United States for the years 18 

























Horses Mules Milch cows 
January 1— - 
Number Value. Number Value Number Value 

en ati erkinn beim aus Wile w wemeaehmuuden eeunins weston e 5, TH, M0 $66, 415, 769 8. AOL, FAS $919, 681, 153 

ee eomuenee aobm = 6, 332, 743 98, 386, 359 9.247.714 1, 752, O76 

1870 ce ecuuucedwd Cwreuece 8 P48 SO) 128, 584. 706 10, 005, 600 BOL, 40. 745 

ee ewubbeeeekwndeeseceamecsaes 8, 702, 000 126, 127, 736 10,023,000 O74, 179. 008 

a ces cnetiwecuceedemakes owes 8, 990, 900 121, 027,316 10, 308, 500 320, 408, 983 

A a a a ial ei tla elie daeeae 9, 222 470 124, 658, ORS 10. 575, 900 +14, 358, 931 

ee cud wubéuueebuseuee« 9, 338, 800 119, 501, 859 10, 706, 300 “6090. 308 

ep aweuede doewedeuwece eweuewe 9, 504, 200 1! j 10, 906, 800 311. O80, RB4 

i tn teeaeen 9, 735, 300 l 10, 085, 400 MO. 346. 728 

ec winturewhtwt wethensiG@eneue cawee | 10, 155, 400 11, 260, 800 wT, 743, 211 

i ctcaeidbeiadoe a ee ee 10, 329, 700 11, 300, 10# Os 400. 868 
EES SNS a rns a a 10, 988, TOO 11, 826, 400 
cumin emia eeceeeweeeu 11, 201, 800 12 7.000 

1881 ee numnnnns woutieeteminie 11, 429, 626 > 268 
De es ce wudeue abuccmoeracmmunses 10, 521, 54 lv ? 
Ne scweuuuwccneewduccwbecbensedbs 10, 838, 111 | ) 
EE ES SN ELL ae ee ee 11. 169 683 ) ” 
a Tee cekccumnmntwuihiinatemin 11, 564, 572 13, 904, 722 
| Senn soalftfons 7 he Si a ll i aaa 12. 077. 657 i 8 
EE  eouwececuc cbuces eigen eweweeosun 12, 496, 744 14, 522, O83 
eg esewne Uilede bonweudiewwioeeenn 13, 172, 986 +. 856,414 
Da kiictid tds wate a eR A eae: ahs 15, 668, 294 15, 208, 625 
ee 5 a a RR RR en a 14. 213, 837 15. 952.8 

Neen eee ne ee uc wmradbebadus sues edition come cbauus 14, 056, 750 16, 019, 591 

ER es cennnbewtenbvnduntibenetetadhidcechkmensoinis 15,498, 140 1, 16,416, 351 1:32 

1898 Pete ss . aceleet é 16, 206, 802 16, 424, 087 0, 78 

i Lt ea 16, O81, 139 16, 487, 400 OS. 661 

en en inwbbcansaevneubbedeeie scouts cn. 15, 893, 318 16, 504. 629 462, 601, 729 

Oxen and other cattle. Sheep. Swine r alu 

January 1 : a ~ 

| Number. | Value. Number Value. Number Va 

EE scnistivteutg: eisai 11, 942, 484 | $249, 141,590 38,991,912 | $98, 407,809 24,317,258 | $110, 766,266 $1,277,111, 822 

1869 12,185,385 | 306,211,473 | ¢ 279 | 82,139,979 | 28,316,476 | 146,188,755 | 1 704, 029 

‘ 15, 388,500 | 346,926,440 | . 000 93,364,433 | 26,751, 400 187, 1 pi 1 77 

16, 212, 200 869. 940.056 | 31, 851,000 74, 085, 837 | 20, 457, 500 1&2 2)1 g 

16,389,800 | 321,562,693 | 31,679,300) &8,771,197 31, 796, 300 138,723, 828 | 1,650, 211, 938 

Nee nr ewerwueiwnmedetimsbuetanniereh indie 16, 413,800 | 320,208,755 33,002,400 | 97,922,350 | 32, 632, 050 133, 720.615 | 1,684, 431, 698 

Nn ek. chine senctad wwidiew beet 16, 218, 100 ; 33,928,200 | 88, 30, 860, 900 134, 565,526 | 1,619,944, 472 

ee esivwmibyeneneenndibemmniaell 16, 313, 400 , 858, 33, 783, 600 94, 28, 062, 200 149, 860,234 | 1,6 271 

RR eee a en aweseneteeie suidnidnul 16, 785, 300 819, 623, 509 35, 985, 300 98, 666, 25, 726, 800 175,070,484 | 1,64 1138 

cia dll, Srniee een genioetin onitnembadinnintnied 17,956,100 | 307, 105, 386 35, 804, 200 80, 892, 683 28,077,100 | 171,077,196 | 1 1, 506, ORS 

sew ceccuseccunedwecenieiiniee 19, 223,300 | 829,541, 703 35, 740, 500 80, 608, 062 82, 262, 00 160, 838,532 | 1,574, 620, 753 

PUN on caccvecdnaccesce suliaia ottibihdadinsl , 408, 820,543,327 | 38,123,800 | 79,023,984] 34,766,100 | 110,613,044 | 1,445, 423,062 






















29, 866, 573 
81, 275, 242 
83, 511, 750 
34, 378, 363 
35, OB2, 417 
36, 849, 024 
36, 875, 648 
87, 651, 239 
35, 954, 196 
36, 608, 168 
34, 364, 216 
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Number and value of farm animals in the United States for the years 1868-1895—Continued. 








Swine | Total val 

January 1— peenrhnereteiatrty aera earn Ene arEne DE neEE ees TREE an " fo ane of farm a 

Number. Value. Number. Value. Number. Value. mals 

21, 231,000 | $341, 761, 154 40, 765,900 | $90, 230, 537 34,034,100 | $145, 781,515 |g 

20,987,702 | 362,861,509 43,576,899 | 104, 070,759 36, 247, 608 170, 535, 435 

23,280,238 | 463,069, 499 45, 016, 224 106, 594, 954 44,122,200 | 263,543,195 

28,046,077 | 611,549, 100 49, 237, 291 124, 365, 835 48,270,086 | 291,951, 221 

20,046,101 | 683, 229,054 50, 626, 626 | 119, 902, 706 44, 200,893 | 246,301, 139 


694, 382, 913 


50, 360,248 | 107,960, 650 45, 142, 657 
661, 956, 274 


226, 401, 683 
48, 322, 331 92, 443, 867 46, 092, 043 


196, 569, 894 
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CLASSIFIED TABLE. 


Mr. President, I will give the classified shrinkages for the last 
4a one year quoted as to both numbers and values, All classes shrank 
except milch cows. 
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i | Number. Value. 
: : Milch cows alone gained...................-.-.-.--.--- 17, 229 3, 603, 068 
a a ST «sinc cctnatn® Gniunttinimanennieeaniimmmanenn 187, 821 192, 494, 219 
ee EIN, « «nifainiicnakiie nse Cae vuty hairs eeiinedeie 19, 123 35, 804, 977 
Oxen and other cattle shrank...................-.--.-- 2, 243, 952 53, 790, 618 
i : RD Ge nh ccteudiedccccbitacedad siesubiatdmadecet 1, 040, 782 50, 883, 359 
ii srssnsine seston teeta iter sittin lili ion 
; ee But it remained for sheep to show the most disastrous shrink- 
A age in both numbers and value and to mark most plainly the 
: poisonous effect of an un-Republican policy. 
i i SHEEP TABLE. 
; In 1884, under Republican policy, our sheep were 50,626,626 in 
: SI Gs GE GR WED GE. 6 cncnb atin kn 64d ents desceesccncdsacccece $119, 902, 706 
: Under influences of the threatened Mills bill they shrank to 42,- 
B ii 599,079 in numbers and to the value of ............---..--------+-- 90, 640, é 
ae A shrinkage of 8,027,547 head and in value...............--.-------- 29, 262, 337 
i if From the lowest point recorded under the Mills bill fright up to 
i 1893, under Republican guardianship, sheep increased to 47,273,- 
ye : 553 in numbers and to the value of ...........-.--.-- ---2-----+--+« 125, 909, 264 
I 3 An increase of 4,674,474 head and an increase in value of-......... 35, 268, 895 
; * But again upon Mr. Cleveland's second election we turn backward 
: and downward as usual under the blighting, withering influence 
| of a wrong policy, and in two years sheep decreased to 42,204,064 
: head, of the FRG Gi eka veviccngeebanccreauqvesecinscntntesbastavee 66, 685, 767 
; A loss of 4,979,489 head and a loss in values of ............--.-..--.. 59, 223, 497 
bis A shrinkage in two short years of nearly one-half! 
eu ‘ THE OTHER SIDE OF THE LEDGER. 
; Now, to exhibit the other side of the ledger. Here is a statistical 
table (I ask to have it incorporated in my remarks) which shows 
i our importation of wool has increased to nearly triple, not in 
two years nor three years, but in the first ten months of this 
present year, ended October 31, 1895. 
Imports of wool (in pounds), 
Ten months ending 
October— 
1894. 1895. 
| nat ci «alcislanas silane aanaeisnadasinalla 25,807, 462 | 113, 672, 700 
ee ES IE ERIS. BOI 2,841,422 | 16,731,985 
: EIS concn ceccnebdcses cnnctcdnaieeeeeeosoneennns etecense 54,574,386 | 80, 652, 544 
: BRBED . .nnnesviossivwschdedaainaneeaiameioniall 83, 223, 270 | 211,057,238 
1,081,441 | 17, 824, 008 


RIE WEG 0.5 «an cin a cccctvccvtensesedendestoteneesess 


Imports of wool goods (values in dollars). 





Ten months ending 
October— 









1895. 
ik DIOR... uv covettinumduaudaeweuene $1, 356, 307 
ue i ie pees paeine mimes 1, 296, 210 
e? TN: disc. senveukicDenkaen oul 21, 807, 899 
; ED anes cule uckunnl 19, 528, 051 
DE REED. cnaccincckenenstcnane 1, 988, 349 
Rt Me be B70, 264 
iin beamebicnunbeaenetnes 20, 327 107, 186 1, 632, 852 
EE Seickonccnseascncadhanck 73, 020 171, 156 1, 919, 785 
a deiniiinnsplb eeebnins onder 1,029,868 | 4,017,400 49, 899, 717 





663, 137, 926 44, 759, 314 89, 872, 839 44,612,836 | 200,043, 291 

611, 750, 520 43, 544, 755 89, 279, 926 44,346,525 | 220,811, 082 

597, 236, 812 42,599, 079 90, 640, 369 50,301,592 | 291,307,193 

560, 625, 137 44, 336,072 | 100,659, 761 51,602,780 | 243, 418, 336 

544, 127, 908 43, 431,136 | 108, 307, 447 50, 625,106 | 210, 198, 923 : 70 
570, 749, 155 44, 938,365 | 116, 121, 290 52,398,019 | 241,081,415 | 2,461,755, 108 
547, 882, 204 47, 273, 558 25, 909, 264 46,094,807 | 295, 426, 492 483, 506, 681 
53¢, 789, 747 45, 048, O17 89, 186, 110 45, 206,498 | 270,384,626 | 2,170,816, 754 
482, 999, 129 42, 294, 064 66, 685, 767 44,165,716 | 219,501,267 | 1,819, 446 

SHODDY. 


And in the meantime our importations cf wool goods have nearly 
quadrupled, the last month quoted (last October) showing increas- 
ing importations, while shoddy—that abomination which cheats 
alike the woolgrower, by displacing his product, and the consumer, 
by affording but insignificant wearing service—increased 1.700 per 
cent in number of pounds imported—from 1,081,441 to 17,824 ,00s— 
and this, too, in ten months. 

With absolutely no benefit therefrom, we depreciate our wool- 
growing property nearly one-half and wool-manufacturing assets 
also, while we pour out to England, China, and other foreign coun- 
tries a stream of gold increasing from 300 per cent to 1,700 per cent 
per annum for wool and wool commodities that we could as well 
produce ourselves if we but return to the sane common-sense prin- 
ciples of collecting smart revenue tariffs from wools and woolens 
inaugurated nearly eighty years ago and never overturned until 
by the notorious Fifty-third Congress, which the American pe yple 
so signally repudiated at the polls in November, 1894. 

Can a plainer story than this be told? Or can figures be pro- 
duced from nearer the throne than those I offer? 

These figures are taken from the ledgers of a Department pre- 
sided over by that Cabinet officer who essays to speak oftener and 
plainer of the policies of the Executive and his Administration 
than anyone, and whose utterances are usually accepted as in- 
spired by the present head of the Democratic party. 


DESPERATION. 


And yet, Mr. President, the able Senator from Missouri, with 
Spartanlike valor and desperation, throws himself into the breach 
and attempts to maintain the Administration, the Wilson bill, 
and the utterly false and untenable position that woolgrowers are 
more prosperous under free wool than ever before. Prosperous? 
How? Because the value of their flocks is nearly cut in half and 
numbers greatly reduced? 


NOT DUE TO PANIC. 


Mr. President, it will not do in this connection to lay the blame 
to a panic, and then assert that Republican wrongdoing broug)it 
on the panic and consequent dissipation of both numbers and 
values of live stock, because, sir, we have endured panics before 
with no such results. We had apanicin 1873, but the fluctuation 
in values and numbers of live stock was, according to the Azri- 
cultural Reports herewith submitted, scarcely noticeable. The 
shrinkage after 1873 is just clearly enough shown in these tables 
to indicate that there was some disturbance and that live stock 
took notice thereof; but the change was so unimportant and in- 
finitesimal that when quoted it only serves by comparison to show 
the enormity of our late losses. t would make comparisons but 
for want of time. 

It is not alone to panic values, so called, that I call your atten- 
tion, but to the fact made absolutely manifest in these tables that 
numbers increase and values appreciate invariably under Repul- 
lican Administrations, while with corresponding regularity and 
— emphasis they decrease and depreciate under Democratic 
rule. 


NOT DUE TO RISE AND FALL OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


And it will not do to attribute all of this remarkable shrinkage 
to the rise of gold and fall of silver, because neither one of the 
metals has gone up or down in the scale correspondingly with live 
stock in the changes of Administration. 

Mr. President, the shrinkage in values in live stock, always at- 
tendant upon a Democratic Administration of this Government, 
has become so marked in the past few years, so tremendous, so 
appalling, as to seem to point, unless soon corrected, to almost an- 
nihilation of the flocks and herds of the United States, obliging 
us to soon depend upon otler nations for even our meat as well as 
our wool product. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 





POLITICAL FUNERALS. 


The Senator from Missouri taunts the Republican party upon 
the political effect of the McKinley bill, and he says: 


t was the result of that legislation? The Republican party came back 
eran thal appeal to the people utterly discomfited and defeated. They gath- 
ered into this hall a funeral procession, stamped with the disapproval of the 
people of this country. The McKinley law was repudiated distinctly and 


emphatically. 

Well, Mr. President, it is a tender subject, this of political fu- 
neral processions. Theyare always sad and sometimes expensive, 
put the one mentioned by the Senator is now ancient history—: 
chestnut, so to speak. Why didn’t my friend allude to something 
more recent? For instance, the very marked obsequies accorded 
the late and lamented Fifty-third Congress? 

The McKinley bill was passed by a House of ree eneeates 
consisting of 173 Republicans, 156 Democrats, and 1 Independent. 
A not large Republican majority, in truth. 

The Wilson bill was passed by a House consisting of 127 Re- 
publicans, 219 Democrats, and 10 Farmers’ Alliance or Populists. 
A pretty decided Democratic majority, it is admitted. 

he Democrats thus gained from 156 in the Fifty-first to 219 in 
the Fifty-third Congress. The Republicans lost from 176 in the 
Fifty-first to 127 in the Fifty-third Congress. A Democratic gain 
of 53 and a Republican loss of 54. 


In the present Fifty-fourth Congress the Republicans gained | 


from 127 in the Fifty-third to 244. The Democrats lost from 219 
to 105. A Republican gain of 117 and a Democratic loss of 114. 
Nothing to brag of from a Democratic standpoint, it seems to me. 
HOODOO VS. JONAH, 
And judging by the “‘ off-year” elections of 1895, the election of 


1896 will leave scarcely a ‘‘corporal’s guard” of the faithful to | 


mark the spot where once stood an imperious, triumphant, ram- 
pant Democracy fighting under the unpatriotic black flag of Wil- 


sonism—emblem of protection to foreign industries and distress | 


to our own. Gentlemen on the other side are welcome to all the 
satisfaction they can get from the a of results of the 
McKinley bill displaced by the Wilson bill. If the McKinley bill 
of Republican fame was a ‘‘ hoodoo,” your own Wilson bill has 


certainly been a ‘‘ Jonah,” and it seems to me a most conspicuous, | 


indigestible, and soul-stirring Jonah at that. If I may be per- 
mitted to make comparisons, I believe that the Jonah of Biblical 
times was a sweet morsel in the bosom of that ancient and respect- 


able whale when compared with the nauseating, rantankerous | 


Wilson bill in the distended stomach of the corpus delicti of 
Democracy. After the next November election, when my friend 
from Missouriand the remnant of the Democratic party shall have 
taken to the woods and are anxiously inquiring if indeed there is 
still ‘a God in Israel,” and pleading that if so His face may be 


again shown them, they will never utter the name Wilson as a | 


talismanic persuader nor present the flagrant Wilson bill as their 
testimonial of character and their evidence of good faith. 
FREE WOOL NOT A BOON. 

Mr. President, I listened to the able and eloquent Senator from 
Missouri, as I always do, with pleasure, whether agreeing with 
him or not, willing and anxious to be convinced that free wool is 
a boon and a deficit in revenues a blessing. But, alas! he did not, 


to my mind, produce one tittle of responsible proof beyond his own | 


dogmatic declaration that such was true. 
I have not the time now nor the disposition to enter into an ex- 


tended wool speech—I may do so at some future time—but I desire | 


in passing to notice some of the contentions of the Senator from 
Missouri on this subject. His first proposition is as follows: 

I believed then and can prove now that free wool has done more for the 
woolgrowers of the country and for the woolen mills of the country than any 
legislation that the Republican party has ever enacted. 

Where is his proof? I search the printed copy of his speech in 
vain, Beyond showing the reaction—and it was disappointingly 
slight in this case—always following a complete demoralization of 
prices and which is so well understood, nothing is in evidence to 
substantiate the claim. What would be the best evidence to prove 
this proposition? Why, the testimony of the woolgrowers them- 
selves, and the testimony of the wool manufacturers themselves, 
to be sure. Has he introduced such? No! Who are the best 
judges of the prosperity of woolgrowing? The woolgrowers them- 
selves, or men not interested in the business and who have no par- 
ticular knowledge of its ramifications? Who are the best judges 
of woolen manufacturing? Have the growers petitioned Congress 
for free wool, or the manufacturers for lower tariff? On the con- 
trary, they are on record, in the archives of this Capitol, through 
petitions, memorials, and resolutions innumerable. Individuals 
and associations unanimously claiming distress under free wool 
and asking for relief for an industry almost annihilated as to wool- 
growing and severely crippled as to manufacturing. 

_ Mr. President, the evidence is on the other side. Iam unwill- 
ing to discredit or impeach the testimony of witnesses who know 
the facts and who tell the truth, having certainly no incentive for 
tying. for if they are making more money now than before they 
would as a matter of course desire present conditions to continue. 


FALLING PRICES OF WOOL. 


Now, as to figures, I deem those most correct that are obtained 
from direct financial transactions in business. I have here in my 
hand the actual statements, accounts current, bills of sale, and 
memorandum covering the shipment and sale of all the wool 
grown by one firm covering the nine years from 1887 to 1895, 
inclusive, (the period covering threatened Mills, actual McKinley 
and Wilson bills). The papers are too voluminous to printin full, 
and as they are the private papers of a business office I will not 
ask that they be incorporated in my remarks, but submit an ab- 
stract, showing concretely the transactions. These papers are 
originals, not copies, can be verified by affidavits of both vendors 
and vendees, and I will hold them at my desk subject to the in- 
spection of any interested party. 

I offer this as a fair criterion, because it is from not only a 
large but an old holding, founded over twenty years ago, using 
the same ranges ever since, and one methodically conducted. 
Furthermore, I know personally both sellers and buyers and all 
| particulars about the flocks and their clip. 

Under the baneful influence of the threatened Mills bill this 


wool in 1888 brought but a trifle over 14 cents per pound. It 
rose regularly through a Republican Administration to 18} cents 
per pound, and when a Democratic Administration came it as 


regularly and more rapidly fell to 9 cents per pound. 
Can anything be more conclusive than such evidence as this, 
drawn from the actual daily or yearly transactions in wool? 











COMPARATIVE PRICES OF WOOL 
| Table showing annual shipments and returns from the total clip for nine years 
| of a Western sheep grower toa Boston commission house, the wool t yall 
that was grown from their flocks and their increase, and handled and shipped 
and sold in the same way every year ; 
x 1 Net per Date ac | 
ran» | Number | poundat| .~-. —~. a 
Year of pounds. ne mene ae — xe Remarks. 
} point. closed. 
| | i 
| | Cents. 
1887 262, 773 | 14.06 | Nov.29, 1887 
1888 229, 646 14.06 | Nov.14, 1888 
1889 B04, 961 15.9 | Dec. 5,1889|} Administration changed this 
| j year from Democrat to Re 
| publican 
1890... . 869, 387 17.8 | Nov.21,1890 | McKi y bill passes, but after 
portion of clip was sold 
1891 390, 701 18.5 | Feb. 27,1892 | McKinley bill in full for 
| 1892 318, 630 17 Apr. 4,1893 Large part of clip yet unsold 
|} when Democratic party won 
| at polls 
1893 308, 174 13.4 Jan. 1,1894| Free wool threatened and Wil- 
| _ son billintroduced last of year, 
| 1894 218, 388 9 Apr. 17,1895 | Wilson bill passes. 
1895 (intanitgialen dee te etpitiiie handsets Aicioasiodindiapnlagn Clip not yet all sold, but that 
| | oe sold indicates no 
| 1igher prices than for L804. 


But I present further evidence. 

It has been the custom of wool merchants and commission men 
to issue for the use of their clients and customers circulars from 
time to time, quoting market rates—prices actually given and 
taken in daily commerce. I have here in this bundle a full set of 
such circulars covering the past ten years. I have selected those 
| showing prices of Wyoming, Utah, and vicinity wool at and near 
important dates in the consideration of tariff bills, and I have 
marked off from the circulars I present all extraneous matter and 
the quotations of other sorts, so that the RecoRD may not be un- 
duly encumbered. But the entire collection is subject to the in- 
spection of any Senator. 

MILLS BILL 


WOOL FLUCTUATIONS 


January 5, 1888, before the Mills bill was introduced, prices were: 


Territory (including Wyoming, Montana, and Utah) wools: The principal 
sales now are on a scoured basis of 62 to 65 cents for fine; 58 to 60 cents for fine 
medium, and 55 cents for medium. Prices of wool in the grease have ranged 
from 15 to 24 cents; but the bulk of the transactions were at 17 to cents per 

| pound. 

| Mills bill reported in the House April 2, 1888, 

| April 18, 1888, prices had fallen: 

' 

| Colorado, Wyoming, and Utah wool Cents. 

ie incr engaeeaetaadniee lariat dicta l4 to 16 
Fine medium, average ........-.....-..-.. - lb told 
Sains ar iipcksnires dlpindiet mannan wn eedidiinsiniiidaasidlie mares 17 to A 
NN inricntesicctinies ct eet sicutctaiigeh ce ian aired idee nimnenla enaneit l4tol7 


| to Senate Finance Committee, and July 27 prices were: 
| 


| Utah and Wyoming wool Cents 
Fine, average 
Fine, heavy PA EEE ; Ketisiiad ! 
CI acres miiicsiiiyedirin dikmartins titans pd cececscnsecensss MP1 
l 


11 cents to 20 cents per pound April 13. The introduction of the 
| bill had done this, whereas when the bill actually passed the 
House wool did not drop, but reacted to 12 cents to 21 cents, 
effects having been overdiscounted. 
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The Mills bill was repowted to the Senate October 3, 1888, with 
free wool eliminated, and October 5 prices showed: 


Utab and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
I ai wie crnie duit iaereatemat niin anitntnntann ettiddctimmiail Lb tol7 
i. +. conauhuamhien phebnneenhentnmenaadhsinabamaemteaineial 18 to 15 
MND inuitinstctigdhniAdectenedtaaictndubandniaaedtd 16 to 19 
ae SRODIIINTN’ ins nchsin bic cuccedesheighlien csnithesipes dniahdthshinldh cideliedies adbbeeadaichdtseedidi sale l4to 4 
Si anineminnnqibidiiicdennadeienaneteeteceeemibdaninnienniaanmess 18 to 21 


A slight increase. 
In November, 1888, occurred the election of a Republican Presi- 
dent and Congress, and November 23 wool is quoted at: 


Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
I i eli 16 to 17 
i a aarti iinet leet Mtl ne deinen secieaimiiel l4tol5 
Neen a em eee 18 to 21 
TTT . .acnaccnvesnmoadenhabdanbbanekniddhbaceialadiell 16 to 17 

iis the indittel sci ind sateen stadia i Ren Mia iin win ta ls ti 20 to 2% 


An increase to just the prices prevailing before the Mills fiasco 
‘was precipitated upon us. 
M'KINLEY BILL. WOOL FLUCTUATIONS. 


In April, when the bill was introduced, prices were: 


Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
ai a taille aaa ane ain etal 16 to 17 
Ms hadild dd pssih dieses nbdbnok bibadatatnbacwdttumidintian db’ 18 to 15 
EL vs nicctdnwnisconidbuenpiiitninchnacninantibncsbeaenanots Ktol? 
Fine medium, DP tai nindaadepaicintintieaghditidiepaniinidinamtbinene 16 to 17 

STI cistnetin eteaiintieee Dcienshitetiiadt tibia taetatin telah baeinineiiiel iain eantanaaeaintacaint 2 to 2 
In October, after the bill passed, the quotations were: 

Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
cats ineneh euler woundwaneblenaeonusiemmdabnantnenecacnee 16 to 17 
IIIT tira. eennedenaistanpincideitnbpebibintnndnibenntiianmaiaseinaial 14 to 16 
Fine medium, yo Genbaiuinidiisiaenabiialiiaipiliiiiipnindanmaeenitinniineaeiaied 19 to 21 
Fine medium, OP « scunsnuisigdesignianbiceadiadiibiasduneiiidinmimiinssamedemein 16 to 17 
I hcinadibinshdmansane dv kudiyarinn aeuiiiiediaaibeenninnontimniiatd 2 toB 

In April, 1391, the quotations show: 
Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents, 


Fine, go« 
Fine, heavy... 
Fine medium, ‘ 
Fine medium, oeiiinithiee one. 
Neen ee TTT eee en asin 22 


October, 1891, values have remained the same for nearly eighteen 
months last past: 








Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
SR aos einige 16 to 17 
Fine, heavy ...... 14 to 15 
Fine medium, . 19 to 21 
Fine medium, 16 to 17 





April, 1892, showed a slight average fall from six months before, 
but the same average as two years before, as follows: 





Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
Fine, goss aad --- to l7 
Fine, heavy. ...... 14 to 15 
Fine medium, good. 18 to 20 


Fine medium, ae 

isch cncnningncctnninerageciedinmitninnsinieilissiniiammaa naan leanne 20 to 21 

And now, after six quotations each, showing effects of Mills 

pill threatening, and McKinley bill accomplishments, we turn to 
WILSON TARIFF BILL, FLUCTUATIONS, 

The bill was introduced in the House December 19, 1893, and 
December 29, ten days afterwards, we find the prices of wool 
have slumped away to but two-thirds the price last before quoted 
and before a free-wool bill was drawn; thus yo showing how 
the effect of threatened changes are discounted before their pas- 





sage: 

Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. | 
Ps COGN onntnd cnsind snsbdedees dees cb scccntvetotsobncuntenn sncdebawss Rtol 
7s PORES cntardc ogninmencecgnedsdeerenseyenss ocutinsintiiicainksishilgseciaicsbhdptitalahpittl to ll 
Fine medium, gost lait liana aed enin pis e thie 18 to 14 
ne RG, HOICE iaksgn Subsaseatandn cnascs Santee edacks sncnesenaein ll to 12 
Medium. ........ contiihiemietaiaiiid inci Loihishin aibiceluaiamaatiniasss alidiiihilbtiiinginng Ee ae 


One month more of Wilson bill scare and up to January 26, 
1894, wool has slumped another cent per pound: 


Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
Fine, gO EF iituban onus ddbdecdeaeehesd dakehaantinnanaacedansabaenh sioteiek 10 to 11 
NTs a0 csc gntsantanuen maak . 9told 
Fine medium, good .......... ..- llto— 
Fine medium, heavy ... toll 





cimie calekdeimnieaae chine Seanad sasmaaonaieckininaes ll to 12 
Wilson bill passed the House February 1, 1894, and February 
28 wool had risen a little, as follows, showing again the paradoxi- 


cal reaction process; but, aside from this, there existed a sus- | 


picion that the bill could not pass the Senate: 


Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
BERND, CODIIEE <c.cxcinicintecitdtsaigie Siknmrcuith saben inde ctasitbitaraniibeiital i iainintinilitil ees aia cial toll 
RR ay SO inibibitalbpeaige btieatalbeht Cinibelebivenbia 9 to 10 
I GROEN, SIROE 0 nvns0docdsinemicdunticiaiee masieieiniadiisiad tise lito 
nD SAGOER, DIED -a\: scuninacitn saltinbdininiiaiiniadiaaeadianmmniiatas W to ll 
NIE ans cidade vocabecebeinabinmnaneaannnsiinibiaisesde ee ll to 13 
June 22, 1804, the Senate having in the meantime to the 
free-wool provision of the bill, another fall is recorded: 
Utah and Wyoming wool— Cents. 
IEEE i.ichncte wns nincasitin occassnenicieepdeinustinanbidiiinniiieaarsdabiaineiad aaa 
TT ccna macin sntenin oneniie qipahitinatrendininthnniensainmmeignas ee 
OLE RABEL EA LLL RANE ISLES 10 toll 
EE, SEY di nuisn case cnebsinenancsniahhmanthaasinn Guetiekabnes 9 





to 10 | Mr. President, it is said 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 23, 


September 28, 1894, one month after the passage of the bill, the 
Siew quotations, slightly higher, still again show that alway, 
) 


present, but difficult to explain, ‘‘ reaction ”: 
Utah and Wyoming wool— Cent 
IEEE sinvipintdntnnubscinmiens cnuecesdsnnsgnteemesserecenstnnces aces 10 to | 
Sit iotiinitediitabpdemtdintiaretienannneeraineneninneimereresrs 8 ti 
TE neetnab mab ntngn wonton dcentmecaniooinnaconesonnnseee lit 
I cones cicnedacccsdokenashespaenese acs sccswvcensse 20 40 } 
PEL ccaghivtasncongsoubinennsens see Heaeenene>opocenesonadetoncces 13 


AS TO 1895. 
The following is the market quotation for January 1, 1895, and 


is lower than the last quotation (September, 1894): 

Utah and Wyoming— Cent 
at nesbabddbdnesesicecenceess 8 t0 10 
a cmpe eres seababnucbueoasmance Tto 9 
Unwashed, fine medium ........... patenneine heckingetnnsneeisaseeese 10 to 
nine a sitionpeendecsianetcekvedthenarcace 11 to 13 
Ne en a anhiedeannendneasenecce 10 to ll 

April 1, 1895, finds prices unchanged, as follows: 

Utah and Wyoming— Cent 
a ck aebage anemenancna 8 to 10 
i a os nkieeeeeiesaasencnbadannace Tto 9 
i i, knee aninncanebennienenassbsanencen 1 tO 11 
Unwashed, selected medium...............-...-----.----- ihbiitenee ll to 13 
a ecitmnmnenee 10 to 1! 


The ist of April having passed, elections in many small cities 
and nearly all country towns showed the overwhelming drift 0/ 
public sentiment in favor of Republicanism and protection, and 
| confidence returned. Also the belief grew that 1896 election woul 
emphasize those of 1894 and 1895 in this regard. Thus, the short 
ness of time remaining to the present Administration and the pros- 
pect of change, added to the unprecedented short stocks of woolen 
merchandise, have stimulated production and trade, and the con 
| vening of the Fifty-fourth Congress, with avowed intentions of 
imposing a tariff on wool, has also improved prices. 

ut the fact remains that fine staple Wyoming wool was selling 
in Boston at the beginning of 1893 at 60 cents the scoured pound, 
{t is worth to-day barely 37 cents—other wools in proportion. 
These prices can be verified from the market reports of any reputa- 
ble Boston journal or from the books of any reputable dealer. 

Mr. President, I quote from the speech of the Senator from Mis- 
souri: 


Fine, unmerehantable, was worth in September, 1894,13tolicents. Decem 
ber 19, 1806, it was worth 14 to 15 cents, a gradual improvement in 


during one year under the Wilson law. hese figures are taken from 
American Wool and Cottoa Reporter for December 19, 1896, which I have 
and can produce if necessary. 


This is the nearest to proof of anything the Senator offered as to 
improving wool prices, but expected tariff relief is whaé stimu- 
lated this rise, as shown by the following, published just after the 
date mentioned. I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


{From the Boston Commercial Bulletin, December 28, 1895. ] 

The sifuation shows a decided change. There is more confidence among 
holders and more interest on the partof the buyers. The prompt movement 
in Congress to restore a —— wool and to give greater protection to manu- 
facturers is responsible for the changed condition of the market. * * * 

Holders in some cases have virtually withdrawn their wools from the mar 
ket; others in some instances have Slaced limits on their stocks anywhere 
| from 1 to 4 cents per pound above the level of early December sales, and 
all are indifferent about accepting business on the termsat which they would 
have taken it a fortnight ago. The advances asked, however, have not been 
established by actual sales,and the market is largely nominal pending dev! 
| opments. * * * The situation isa novel one,as the wool trade never befor 
| faced the bility of legislation to take wool off the free list, although 

had abun ce of aeperranee of the disturbing effect of the movement to ))u 
it there and its results. 

But whether the protective policy shall prevail in this instance or be halted 
by Executive disapproval, wool men generally feel that the vital chang: 
not far off, and are therefore less disposed to part with stocks at recent low 
prices. 

WHO KILLED COCK ROBIN? 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri as- 
serts that sheep have been butchered by the thousands, and that 
the shepherd kings, Mr. Lawrence and others, have caused it. 
True, the sheep have been, necessarily, butchered by thousands 

es, even by millions—to pay debts and expenses and provide food 

or the poverty-stricken sheep husbandman; in poverty because 0! 
the hostile or ‘‘ incompetent Democrats”—to borrow the Senator's 
words—but not because of the advice of shepherd kings. 

I send to the desk and ask to have read, first, a quotation from 
| the Senator’s Lay 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will beread in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

We have heard from interested protective sources that sheep have been 
butchered by the thousand. Itistrnue. Whocausedit? Theshepherd kings 
of Ohio, Mr. Lawrence and his col es, who, when we passed the Wilson 


bill, went among their people and said, *‘ These incompetent Democrats hav» 
rendered your sheep worthless; cut their throats and pile them on the 





market.” 


Mr. WARREN. My esteemed friend from Missouri does him- 
self —_ injustice in this declaration. He has been misinformed, 
and his statement is wholly without foundation in fact. 
will not lie. They will not if 


honestly given and not j with, but so-called statistics aud 





a 





1896. 





figures under prejudiced and unfair arrangement are sometimes, 
indeed, the blackest of liars. I am reminded of this whenever 
called upon to scan the humbuggery of wool figures offered by 
free traders and self-appointed guardians of sheep growers and 
wool manufacturers, who assume to know more of these indus- 
tries and what is good for them than the men who have devoted 
a lifetime to their upbuilding and improvement. It is asinine for 
those who repealed the McKinley bill to protest that they did it in 
the interest of the woolgrowers and wool manufacturers and to 
claim credit for self-imposed services, patronizing hospitality, and 
chaperonage. 

Now let Mr. Lawrence speak. I send to the desk and ask to 
have read a quotation from a speech delivered by him before the 
Association of Woolgrowers of Ohio, copies of which were sent to 
thousands of sheep growers. Mr. Lawrence has in all his private 
and public utterances and letters, widely distributed, given simi- 
ar advice. 

; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WHAT SHALL WE DO WITH OUR SHEEP? 


Woolgrowing can not be made fairly remunerative under free wool. Our 

licy is to fatten and sell the wethers and old ewes, but keep all suitable for 

yreeding and increase the number as rapidly as possible. The year 1896 will 
toa moral certainty, reverse the free-wool — then, even in advance o 
a new protective tariff law, sheep will rapidly go up in value. 

We naturally ask, will not conditions improve before 1896, even under free 
wool? Itis safe to say prices of wool will, like all other commodities, fluctu- 
ate, sometimes advance somewhat, and it is scarcely possible that prices can 
decline below the level of the free-wool prices of the last year. 

In view of all this, woolgrowers are advised to keep and enlarge their flocks 
of breeding sheep. 


Mr. WARREN. Now I ask to have read from the desk the 
marked paragraph in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 77, 
which I send up, showing what the woolgrowers say, through 
their national association, in an address directed to every wool- 
grower in the land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whatever may be the result, this association urges all engaged in sheep 
husbandry— 

(1) To maintain State and county woolgrowers’ associations. 

(2) To cooperate with the national association. 

(3) To maimtain their flocks of sheep and especially to keep and increase the 
number of ewes, at whatever sacrifice. Wesoadvise because, first, until the 
President's message of December 6, 1887, there never had been any political 
party which ventured to favor free wool; second, because only a portion of any 

olitical party now is committed to any such policy; and third, because, 
udging by apparent public sentiment manifested in many forms, and by the 
ustice of the policy of protection, it is believed there never will be in any 
fesuve Congress any danger to sheep husbandry by hostile legislation. 


The Secretary will read as re- 


INKY BLACKNESS. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this only serves to show the 
density, the enormous breadth, width, and depth, and the inky 
blackness of the Senator’s misinformation regarding this whole 
subject. 

NO SUCH MONOPOLY. 


It is idle to say that the wool men and woolgrowers are in con- 
nivance against consumers and that they propose ‘‘ to exclude for- 
eign wools, and to shut out the foreign manufacturer and give 
them the monopoly.” It has not been so during the eighty years 
of tariff. There has never been a year, perhaps never a month, 
that wool and woolen cloths have not come into this country from 
foreign shores. The Senator himself disproves this part of his 
speech by another portion when he says: ‘‘ We imported of woolen 
fabrics $36,987,904 ”—referring to 1893 under the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri says, and I quote 
him: 

I see from the returns of protection papers, which never breathe a senti- 
ment in favor of my opinions upon the tariff question, that the price of do- 
mestic wool has gone up in the United States; and, in addition to that, I can 


prove from the same sources that the woolen mills were never so prosperous 
as they are to-day and have been during the year 1895. 


Protection papers, indeed. The Senator then offers as his only 
evidence from such quarters two items from the Wool and Cot- 
ton Reporter, one relating to wool, the other to manufacturers, 
neither one of which proves the Senator’s assertion. But before 
disposing of the items let us accord due examination to their 
source. 

Is this pan a protection sheet, and is its editor prominent in 
the ranks rotection? Byno means. It was this very journal, 
the Wool and Cotton Reporter, that circulated the free wool peti- 
tion in 1890 and presented it to Congress. Its proprietor, F. P. 
Bennett, appeared before the House Ways and Means Committee 
and, though not favoring ‘‘radical changes,” as he said, fought 
the protectionist sumoiale and personally advocated free wool, 
or, what is much the same, a greatly reduced and ad valorem 
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duty. The attitude of this very paper, later on, is shown by the 
article I send to the desk to have read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[From American Wool and Cotton Reporter of August 24, 1893. ] 
[Editorial.] A SIGNIFICANT APPOINTMENT. 

* * * But with Mr. Wilson at the head of the committee, ably seconded 
with reference to the woolen interests by the Hon. M. T. Stevens, woolen 
goods manufacturers may rest assured that their interests will not be unduly 
discriminated against. They may congratulate themselves that after the un- 
satisfactory experience which we have had under an excessively high pro- 
tection, the new Administration gives evidence that it is not its intention to 
go to the other extreme. With free wools, which will enable our manufac- 
turers to purchase their raw materials on the same terms with their foreign 
competitors, and an average duty on goods of about 40 per cent, which may 
be increased or decreased as the class of goods made may demand, there is 
abundant reason for the manufacturer to look forward with confidence to the 
future, which, when our currency laws are placed on a sound and business- 
like basis, will bring, we believe, a good measure of prosperity. 

{At this point the honorable Senator from Wyoming yielded 
the floor to Mr. Puau to offer a resolution. } 

Mr. WARREN. I have sent to the table and there has been 
read an editorial, which shows that that paper was for free wool. 
I desire to present to the Senate another article from that paper, 
and ask, Do the wool manufacturers indorse the paper quoted 
and its editor? 

I send to the desk a few lines and ask that they be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The National Association of Wool Manufacturers has thought it necessary 
to adopt by unanimous vote a statement that 

In the judgment of this association Mr. F. P. Bennett, editor of the Wool 
Reporter, is not in accord with the views of the great body of the wool man- 
ufacturers of the United States, and his advocacy of tariff legislation preju- 
dicial to the manufacturer, from the ee of membership in this asso- 
ciation, is damaging to the best interests of the industry. 

Mr. WARREN. After this — from the manufacturers we 
next find the proprietor of this “‘ high protection paper” affiliating 
with the woolgrowers’ association, and the American Sheep 
Breeder and Woolgrower of December, 1895, reporting the same, 
comments as follows. I send the item to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The trend of the convention was generally harmonious, and good humor 
and fellowship prevailed. The proceedings, however, took a ludicrous turn 
when Frank Bennett, of the Wool and Cotton Reporter, complacently came 
forward to offer himself for membership in the association and the intluence 
of his free-wool paper in the cause of protection. 

Mr. WARREN. Somuch for the “ protection” standing of the 
Wool and Cotton Reporter and its editor and proprietor among 
wool manufacturers and woolgrowers. 


WHAT ABOUT WOOLEN MILisS? 

Referring to the statement in that uncertain sheet—the Wool 
and Cotton Reporter—that there were 45 woolen mills or parts of 
mills or improvements erected in 1894, against 61 in 1895, and ad- 
mitting it true, if you please, it does not prove prosperity in the 
woolen manufacturing business of 1895, but in the hght of com- 
mon sense and precedent and well-known established principles, 
it proves in a way exactly the reverse. ‘‘Coming events cast their 
shadows before.” And this never becomes truer than when ap- 
plied to commercial business. Look, for instance, at the resump- 
tion of specie payment. The knowledge promulgated long before- 
hand that specie payment was to occur served to reduce the price 
of gold, aol long before resumption was an established fact, we 
were near a parity with gold, silver, and paper. The Sherman Act 


| of 1890, for the purchase of silver, sent silver up in price during 


its consideration and before its passage to nearly the highest point 
it ever reached, while the reaction and lower prices followed soon 
after the law itself had actually passed. 

Thesame with wool. When the Mills bill threatened, wool went 
down, low down; with the Wilson iniquity measure pending in 
1894 and before the repeal of the McKinley law, wool went down, 
lower than ever before in the history of the world, and reaction, 
either slight or marked, follows as a matter of course. But, Mr. 
President, aside from this well-known principle, other factors 
entered into mill building in the years mentioned. 

It was known during all of 1894 that sweeping changes and re- 
ductions would be made in the woolen schedule, and added to 
this was the uncertainty as to just how the changes would affect 
the woolen manufacturing; consequently every mill halted its 
building operations and waited to know what should be the final 
result. Needed extensions and repairs were left undone. The 
Wilson bill passed; the tension over, the worst known, and a cer- 
tainty—even though a sad one—established, the mill men then 
knew what they had to meet. In many cases repairs, extensions, 
or additional buildings for existing manufacturing plants were 
made absolutely necessary, in order to change the malls of manu- 
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facturing to meet conditions imposed by the new tariff in com- 
peting with foreign manufactures. They had to invest more 
money to save that already invested in the business. This ac- 
counts, in part, for the building exhibit, but, Mr. President, what 
counts for still more is the fact that in the elections of 1894 the 
American people rose in their might and declared at the polls they 
would not rest under the Wilson bill and they stamped the indeli- 
ble seal of their disapprobation upon this un-American measure. 
Thereupon the mill men and the sheep men once again took 
heart, firmly believing, as they do now believe, and as I believe, 
that they must only await the next Presidential election and the 
action of the Fifty-fifth Congress to again see reasonable pros- 
perity through judicious Republican legislation. 

Now, as to what the wedi manutactarers say. Note their an- 
nual report for 1895, from which the Clerk will please read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(From the annual report of the National Association of Wool Manufac- 
turers, January 8, 1896. ] 


The American mills have partaken of none of the prosperity which has 
blessed Bradford and Batley, England. In some lines of manufacture they 
have been fairly busy; but in others, and notably in the cloth manufacture, 
which employs the looms of the great bulk of our mills, the year has been 
one of severest trial; some of these mills have not been in operation; others 
have run only portions of their machinery; the most have n obliged to 
market their production at prices which render it hardly worth while to 
manufacture, if not at actual loss. 

In summarizing the effects of the tariff it may be said that the cloth manu- 
facture has suffered more seriously than any other branch, and the woolen- 
cloth maker more than the worsted; that some features of the schedule have 
not worked as disastrously as was anticipated, although sufficient time has 
not yet elapsed to permit a fair test of their bearing meen the industry, and, 
generally, that the schedule is found in operation to be unequal and ill bal- 
anced, weak at vital spots, and a failure as a revenue-getting measure. Ex- 
yerience completely sustains the assertion made at the time of its passage, 
That this industry was dealt with more harshly than —— manufacture, 
and that it must necessarily stagger under the blow. his fact is now thor- 
oughly understood by the public and appreciated in legislative halls. 

he reason why the existing tariff is working so disastrously to the Ameri- 

can wool manufacturer may stated in onesentence: [tis due to the substi- 

tution of purely ad valorem duties for the compound duties of previous laws. 
4 + ae * * a a 

It was argued that, by reason of the advantage of free raw materials, the 
American manufacturer would find himself not only in full control of the 
domestic market, but actively competing for the markets of the world. We 
have seen the havoc played with the domestic market. As for the foreign 
market, it has been practically confined, as nearly as can be ascertained, to 
two cases of woolens shipped to Bradford early in the year, and there dis- 
covered by the American consul, who eee rane to the Sec- 
retary of State in Washington that the conquest of the foreign markets had 
been accomplished! That episode has been the one amusing feature of the 


whole business. 
MANUFACTURERS LOSE 55 PER CENT. 


Mr. WARREN. As to the manufacturers generally, Dun’s 
Review at the close of 1895 records the mournful fact that ‘ there 
has been an increase of 55 per cent in manufacturing failures in 
1895 as compared with 1894.” 

PRICE OF CLOTHING. 


As to the price of woolen clothing, it has been growing gradu- 
ally lower for years, but no consumer can tell the dates or per- 
centages of the great shrinkages in wool prices by his bills paid 
for clothing, because prices have grown lower, tariff or no tariff, 
just the same. 

WAGES ARE LOWER. 

The assumption that wages are higher now than before the 
assageof the Wilson Act isa fallacy. Late advances in wages 
1ave simply been to the extent of restoring part or all, as the case 

may be, of the reductions made since 1892. 

I quote again from the speech of the Senator from Missouri: 

T have here a list of the advances in wages by woolen mills. Twice during 
the last year, in some instances, and three times in other, the wages of em- 
ployees were advanced by the woolen mills. 

I, too, have here a very complete list of over 450 establishments 
giving lists of wages, number of hands employed, etc., and the 
reverse is shown. In 1895 there were 13 per cent less hands em- 

loyed than in 1892 at average wages of 14 per cent less than in 
890 and 17 per cent less than in 1892. Here are figures on a lot 

of 82 wool manufacturing establishments, taken as they come, 
being all in a given locality: 


SUMMING UP. 

Now, in summing up, Mr. President, I have shown by evidence 
of irrefutable character— 

First. That our live-stock interests had always thrived under 
Republican administration, the numbers and values together in- 
oe thus showing that it is not a matter of inflated inyen- 
ory. 

nine. That under Democratic administration both numbers 
and values of farm animals decrease, thus showing that it is not 
a change of bookkeeping, but is a contraction such as the state of 
business and the markets of the day alone enforce. 

Third. That this variation in pricesapplies to all classes of farm 
animals with the single exception of the comparatively unimpor- 
tant item of milch cows. 

Fourth. That while many causes growing out of a wrong ad- 
ministration of our national affairs conduce to this shrinkage, yet 
in taking up the item of sheep and wool—the only one permitted 
me to review to-day—it is clearly demonstrated that in the free 
list and the lower-revenue tariffs imposed by the Democratic 
party occurs the assassination of the sheep and woolgrowing in- 

ustry. 

Fifth. That the shrinkage shown in other farm-animal values 
is as surely, if not as directly, traceable to free-trade ideas and 
practices. 

Sixth. That corresponding with our own great national shrink- 
age is an immense increase in the business of foreign countries in 
crowding our markets with products which our own wanton leg- 
islation has crowded its citizens out of producing. 

Seventh. That while sheep of the United States are worth but 
slightly more than one-half what they were two years ago, the 
wool exportation from England to America in 1895 was nearly 
triple that of 1894, the importations of woolens nearly quadrupled, 
and shoddy, that iniquitous adulterant and counterfeit, which de 
frauds the wearer of cheap and medium-priced clothing, increased 
by about 1,700 per cent. 

Eighth. That the sheep growers, merchants, and woolen manu- 
facturers alike protested against the changes proposed by the 
Wilson bill, and they have likewise all appeared before Congress 
since its passage with memorials, resolutions, and petitions asking 
immediate relief. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Missouri held 
awe-stricken in their seats the members of this body by his scath- 
ing, drastic excoriation, or bastinado rather, of the members, indi- 
vidually and collectively, of the highest tribunal in the greatest 
and most illustrious Government on earth. Senators sat hushed 
and with bated breath listening to his brilliant, eloquent phrases, 
to his earnest pathos, as he fearlessly denounced the wearers of 
judicial ermine—who, from long-established custom and environ- 
ment, are debarred from “ talking back ”—for unworthiness and un- 
fairness. And for what? Because, forsooth, law, or ordinance, or 
precedent, or rule, of nearly one hundred years standing had been 
reversed by that court. And yet this same Senator glories in the 
fact accomplished, that the economic law, rule, and precedent of 
wool tariff—established and continuing for nearly eighty years— 
has been overturned by that anomalous absurdity, the Wilson bill, 
that crowning infamy that the Senate first pitied, then endured, 
and then embraced. 

Will the Congress of the United States duly weigh and consider 
the deplorable conditions of our live-stock interests? Shall we 
not ‘‘ about face” and change our un-American, unpatriotic pol- 
icy of especial protection to foreign stock growers and manutfac- 
turers to that time-honored American policy of protecting the 
interests of our own citizens and institutions? 

Shall we stop this drain of our gold for foreign wools and 
woolens, and turn the tide again in our favor by the collection of 
gold for imports on such as we do not produce? 

Why, sir, the birds of the air, the beasts of the field, the very 
reptiles beneath our feet, protect their own! Is itthen too much 
to ask the great American people, including the Democratic 
party, to do likewise? Shall we do less? 


PAYMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS, 


During the delivery of Mr. WARREN’s speech, 
Mr. PUGH said: Will the Senator from Wyoming give way a 
moment? 


PARR OMe bw Pak + 


FEWER LABORERS EMPLOYED. 


Number of establishments in which— 
Wages are now as high as they were in 1891-02__........................ 10 


Mr. WARREN. I will yield to the Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. PUGH. I offer a concurrent resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask that it lie over under the rule. 


re 


a 
> iw. ive ¢ 
8 Wages are now lower than they were in 1891-92......................... 2 : ! I give notice that I 
; ae aa ord os ee — a now “ ane oe 7 owe etiewes a shall call it up to-morrow morning. 
; 16 number of hands employed are now fewer than in Pee cuussse | Os i i infor- 
Production and demand are now as good ag in 1891-92. ................. 9 Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resolution read for info 
Production and demand are less than they were in 1891-92. ............ 23 | mation. 


The Wilson bill has compelled a resort to lower grade production.... 17 


So that 10 are paying the same wages as in 1892, 22 are paying 
less; 17 are employing as many men as in 1892, 15 are employing 
less; 9 have as — a demand for goods as in 1892, 23 have less de- 
— 17 ag en compelled to lower their grade of production, 

ave not. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hate in the chair). The 
concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Whereas by the act entitled ‘An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
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equivalent of all interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in 
cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency 
than gold and silver; and en, : ‘ 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authovize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 

sroved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and , 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” 
approved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of 
the United States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the a of the national debt’; and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the 14th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, declared 
by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the 
act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the 
United States,’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to the nominal 
yalue, for any sums whatever: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represen tatives concurring therein), That 
all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued under 
the said acts ot Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver dol- 
lars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of stand- 
ard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coi1s as a legal tender 
in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of the 
public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama of- 
fers a resolution and asks that under the rules it lie over for one 
day. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire tomake a parliamentary in- 

uiry. What is the order of business we are now on? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming was 
addressing the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. Iwill inform the Senator that I vielded to the 
introduction of a resolution, presuming that it would not even be 
read, and that it would lie over. 

Mr. HILL. LIasked to have it read, so as to know what it is. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not yield the floor for the purpose of the 
consideration of the resolution, but merely that it might be offered 
under the rule. : 

Mr. HILL. The inquiry I rose to make was whether at this 
time it does not require unanimous consent to introduce a reso- 
lution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York object? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
dent. 

Mr. HILL. The morning business had been concluded, and we 
had taken up the unfinished business of the preceding day. There- 
fore I raise the point of order, and object to the presentation of 
the resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the reso- 
lution can not be received if the Senator objects to its reception. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


After the conclusion of Mr. WARREN’s speech, 

Mr. DUBOIS said: Mr. President 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Idaho yield a moment 
for a formal matter? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PLATT. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next, upon which motion the Senator from Connecticut 
asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the yeas and nays are ordered, as the 
Senator has put himself upon record by that announcement, I de- 
sire to inquire if he knows of any important matter to come up 
between now and Monday? If he has any remarks to make, or 
knows of anything important to be done, I shall be very glad to 
withdraw my motion. I supposed I was expressing the view of 
nearly every Senator when I submitted the motion: but if the 
yeas and nays are called I might be put in the position of one 
who desires to pass over important business. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to state that I should like the oppor- 
tunity to submit some remarks to-morrow. 

_ Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I withdraw the motion, Mr. President, 
in order to allow the Senator that opportunity. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps I ought to make an explanation. The 
Senator from North Dakota bap HANSBROUGH], who is not now in 
his seat, has been exceedingly anxious to get consideration, yester- 
day, to-day, and this week, and is especially anxious to secure 
consideration to-morrow of a matter which is very near to him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from Connecticut had made 
that statement before, he knows, as does the Senator from North 
Dakota, that I would never for a moment have thought of offering 
the motion. 

Mr. PLATT. The only parliamentary thing I could do was to 
call for the yeas and nays. 


This is the morning hour, Mr. Presi- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado is withdrawn. The Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Idaho ts Dvusols}. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I gave notice that I would ad- 
dress the Senate to-day, and it is according to the custom of the 
Senate when a Senator has given notice to speak at a particular 
hour that he is usually recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
knew nothing whatever of the notice that had been given by the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is of record, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DuBois] rose in his place, and the Chair recognized him. If the 
Senator from Idaho will yield the floor to the Senator from. Vir- 


ginia—— 
Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I do not wish to seem to be dis- 
courteous. The Senator gave notice that on Thursday, January 


23, he would submit some remarks on Senate resolution No. 70, 
relating to the Monroe doctrine. I desire to submit some remarks 
on the matter that is pending before the Senate, which Lam anxious 
to get a vote on. I desire to discussit. Yesterday it seemed that 
no one was prepared to speak except myself. I was then ready 
to proceed, but other outside, extraneous matters took up the time, 
and I was unable to speak. So [ announced to the Senator in 
charge of the bill and to various other Senators that I should speak 
to-day in the morning hour. I shall only speak a short time, say 
about thirty-five or forty minutes. I can finish to-day and so can 
the distinguished Senator from Virginia. If he speaks first | can 
not finish, because his speech will be much longer than mine. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow me, I will state the 
case to the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to say that I gave the formal notice, 
which is customary among Senators, that I would submit some 
remarks on the Monroe doctrine to-day, immediately after the 
conclusion of the speech of the Senator who has just yielded the 
floor; that I saw the Senator [Mr. Jones of Arkansas| who has 
charge of the bond bill, who stated that if I were speaking at 2 
o'clock he would be willing to extend the time, and that it would 
Having 
acted in conformity to the invariable rule and courtesy of the Sen- 
ate, and after consultation with those who have the matter spe- 
cifically in charge, I shall of course bow to whatever any other 
Senator or to whatever the Senate may decide. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thehour of 2o0’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. BuTLER tothe 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. Hit and Mr. JoNEs of Arkansas addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], who is in charge of the pending 
bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iregret exceedingly that there should 
be a misunderstanding as to the order of debate here. The Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] states correctly that he spoke to 
me several days ago about his desire to give notice that he would 
address the Senate on the subject mentioned by him, and asked 
me if he should be on the floor at 2 o’clock if I would not permit 
him to conclude his remarks. I told him there would be no dis- 
position to cut him off and there would be no disposition on the 
part of anyone to limit himin time. Yesterday the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DuBots] also mentioned to me that he would be glad 
to occupy the floor on this bill at 2 o'clock to-day. Of course, it isa 
very unpleasant thing to me that two Senators should desire to 
occupy the floor at the same time, but I can not undertake to do 
anything to control the rights of either Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the unfinished business has now 
been laid before the Senate, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that when 
the hour of 2 o’clock arrived the unfinished business was laid be- 
fore the Senate. That took from the floor any Senator who had 
been upon it before upon any other subject. 

Mr. HILL. Therefore, I am entitled to the floor now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] in charge of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Now I desire to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I yield the floor to the Senator from Virginia if he 
desires to speak at this time. [Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. DANIEL. I render my profound thanks to the Senator 
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from New York for that characteristic courtesy which becomes 
his position and which is always shown a him to his colleagues; 
but I beg leave to say that I prefer, under the circumstances which 
have existed, not to interfere with the recent arrangements made 
by the Senator from Idaho. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has the 
floor. 

Mr. HILL. Then I will reserve my remarks, Mr. President. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I think the Senator from Virginia and all Sen- 
ators will understand that I have not any desire to be discourteous 
in the slightest degree. I should regret very much that such a 
thought should enter the mind of any Senator. What I have to 
say will not take long. I understand the speech of the Senator 
from a will be quite lengthy, and I have risen to say the 
few words I desire to utter to-day. If I thought for a moment, 
or could conceive that I would be discourteous to the Senator from 
ne I would not goon. I can not think so, therefore I shall 

roceed, 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I presume the real question which 
is directly before the Senate at the present moment is whether by 
a vote of this body we will give our authority and sanction for 
the issuance of interest-bearing bonds, or whether we will declare 
that in the judgment of the Senate the unlimited coinage of silver 
is the first step which should be taken in any further financial 
legislation by this country. 

o one here,I take it, expects or believes that anything will be 
accomplished at this session of Congress, so far as financial or tariff 
legislation is concerned. There is more politics than anything else 
in the seeming attempt to enact legislation on either of these sub- 
jects. The Presidentand Secretary of the Treasury haveinformed 
the Congress and country in written communications what their 
views are and what should be done in the way of legislation relat- 

he House of Mepresentatl largely Republican, in part 

1e House o resentatives, ve gely ublican, in par 
answer, has passed a bond bill, which in no sense fully meets the 
monetary suggestions of the President. The House of Represent- 
atives has also a tariff bill in order to raise sufficient money 
to carry on the affairs of the Government and pay its current 
expenses. The Presidentand Secretary of the Treasury insist that 
a new tariff bill is not needed; that there is an abundance of money 
with which to pay the everyday expenses of conducting our affairs. 
The Senate committee, which has these bills in charge, has sub- 
stituted a bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver for the 
bond bill of the House and has not yet passed upon the tariff bill. 

The views entertained by the erent branches of the law- 
making power of the Government are so antagonistic and radical 
on the questions of finance and tariff as to preclude any reason- 
able hope of legislation on either subject at this time. e Pres- 
ident insists on maintaining the single gold standard, and is for 
the nearest possible appr to free trade. He has no tolerance 
for any revenue legislation which goes further than providing suf- 
ficient funds to pay the running expenses of the Government. In 
addition to that he is a firm ver and most earnest advocate of 
free ‘‘raw material,” especially wool. 

The House of Representatives believes with the President in 
maintaining the single standard of gold, but there parts company 
with him. The House is committed to, and fully indorses, the 
doctrine of protection to American industries, not for the sake of 
ets — on ecouman <t lewinatio that —— industries es 
be uately protec y legislation against foreign competitors. 

The Senate does not with the President on either question, 
nor does it agree with the House on either. 

lt is patent to anyone who has given the matter any careful in- 
vestigation that the Senate is opposed to the maintenance of the 
single gold standard. There are a number of Senators who are 
not in favor of the single gold standard, and who will vote against 
a bond issue, who will not vote for the unlimited coinage of silver. 
They favor some medium course. It is reasonably safe to say, 
however, that the Senate will the bill before us for unlimited 
coinage as soon as a vote can be reached. This body neither in- 
dorses the President's radical views for “free raw material” and 
the lowest possible duties, nor does it indorse the policy of high 
protection. It is not certain that any tariff bill can receive a 
majority of the votes in the Senate, as now constituted. It is 
quite certain that no bill can pass which does not place a duty on 
“raw materials,” 

I have called attention to the itical condition which the 
country finds itself in regarding the attitude of the President, 
Senate, and House on financial and revenue legislation in order 
to demonstrate the inutility of our votes and speeches, so far as 
enacting legislation is concerned, on the two great subjects which 
confront us, owing to the action of the House of tatives. 

I believe in discussion, especially of the financial question, and 
wish those Senators who always vote to maintain the single gold 
standard would give their reasons for their votes. They content 
themselves, for the most part, in decrying the unlimited 
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of silver, but fail to support their sneers with arguments, 10; 
attempt to demonstrate the advantage of gold monometallism { 
this country. 

I wish, Mr. President, we could pass laws at this session of 
Congress for the unlimited coinage of gold and silver and for suc}; 
protection to “‘ raw materials” and the manufactured products of 
the United States as would prevent the ruinous competition of 
the rly paid labor of foreign countries. I believe emphatical]y 
in silver and protection, and think one is indispensable to ¢)), 
other, and that both are absolutely essential to the prosperity and 
_ of our people. ; 

e Populist Senators have had considerable to say during thi; 
session on financial and other subjects, and I heartily subscribe to 
many of their utterances. There seems to be, however, a con- 
certed movement on their part to place Senators in the Democrat;, 
and Republican parties who are, and have always been, able and 
fearless advocates of the full and complete restoration of silver jn 
the position of being untrue to silver unless they blindly indors: 
Populistic doctrines and methods. For the time being they aro 
keeping the real aims and policies of their party in the background, 
so far as they can, and are posing here as the especial friends and 
advocatesof silver. The junior Senator from North Carolina { Mr. 
BUTLER] called attention to a circular letter addressed to the ad- 
vocates of silver coinage which was issued at the beginning of this 
Congress, and argued from the fact that the Democratic and ke- 
publican silver believers in free coinage did not attend this meeting, 
that they were not genuine silver advocates. I will quote from 
the CONGRESSIONAL Record of December 30, 1895, page 428: 

Mr. BuTtueER. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HArtis} 
if he did not receive an invitation as follows: 

“ Hon. L. G. HARRTS. 

‘DEAR Str: There will be a meeting of Senators friendly to silver in the 
Marble Room of the Capitol, on Monday morning, December 2, at 11 a. m., 
with a view of organizing the Senate on silver lines. You are respectfully 
invited to attend.” 

8 by W. M. Stewart, W. V. ALLEN, W. A. Perrer, and MARION Bur 
a KYLE and JONES were not present, but came in that night aud 


The distinguished Senator from Tennessee replied that he had 
received the invitation, but did not accept it. 

I was the recipient of a similar invitation, as were all real and 
supposed silver ators. I am informed that two or three silver 
advocates responded to the call, merely to protest against the 
policy s in the circular. Nothing in the interest of silver 
could have been accomplished ifthe programme of the Populists had 
been carried out. Silver interests, so far as the Senate committees 
are concerned, are in the Finance Committee. Under the organi- 
zation which has been consummated, or under any organization 
which would have been allowed, the silver sentiment predominates 
in that committee in the ratio of 8 to 5. We could not have done 
better under any other plan of reorganization of the committees, 
so far as silver interests are concerned. 

Had the attempt been made and carried out to reorganize the 
Senate on silver lines, and thus form in the Senate a distinct sil- 
ver party, our weakness would have been displayed just so soon 
as we attempted legislative action on any other subject than 
finance. It would be as hard for our gold friends in the Senate 
to unite on all matters as it would be for us. LIagreefully, for in- 
stance, with the distinguished Senators from Missouri | Messrs. 
CocKRELL and VEsT]| and the distinguished Senators from 
Alabama [Messrs. MorGan and Pues] and the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] on the money question, but 
aside from that we differ on almost everything, more especially 
the tariff. The Senate has been copeninnl on silver lines, plainly 
and distinctly, and it could not have been organized on any other 
lines, because a majority of the Senate, outside of the Populist 
vote, is clearly and distinctly in favor of silver. 

The Senate does not depend, fortunately, on the Populist vote 
for its silver strength. It is not necessary, luckily, in order to 
votes for silver, that we indorse Populistic ideas in general. 

he Populists in the Senate will vote for the bill under considera 
tion, and for any free coinage bill, and true silver men, regard- 
less of party, are pleased to receive their votes. They do not vote 
for the unlimited coinage of silver, however, because they believe 
that silver should be basic money. 

They want more money. They do not believe in basic moncy 
of ultimate redemption. Their theory is that the Government ly 
its fiat can make money, and that it should do so, the amount of 
the money thus created to depend on the will of the people as ex- 
pressed by its representatives inCongress. The hard-money men, 
who cumalitels a majorityin this Chamber—this majority made up 
of Democrats and Republicans—believe that gold and silver shoul 
form the basis of our currency and that all forms of money shoul’ 
rest on those two metals, and that they should be the money 
of ultimate redemption. 

Our argument is that there is not enough of gold to form asafe 
and adequate basis, and that the basis should be broadened by re- 
storing silver. Our Populist friends care for neither gold nor 








896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 907 








silver, and would discard both and have the Government issue 
aper money, Which is redeemable in itself. _ 

I call attention to a debate in the Senate during the debate on 
the repeal of the Sherman Act, which clearly defines their posi- 
tion. It will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD of October 


98, 1893, page 2923: 

Mr. Perrer. I move an amendment to be inserted immediately after the 

aN eali lause. 

"a ae ie PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add after the word “ repealed,” in line 13 of the amend- 
ment of the committee already agreed to: 7 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be repared immediately Treasury notes to the amount of 
$250,000,000, said notes bo be in form, dimensions, and general appearance simi- 
lar to those which have been prepared under the provisions of the act of Jul y 
14, 1890. They shall be of the denominations $1, $2, $5, $10, and $20, one-fifth 

‘rt in value of the total issue to be in each of said denominations ; they shall 

» made payable in lawful money ; they shall be received by the Government 
of the United States, and the officers thereof, for taxes and all public dues, 
and they shall be lawful money and legal tender, at their face value, in pay- 
ment of debts to any amount whatever.” 

* * * * * * 

“Spc. 4. That when any of the said notes are received in the Treasury in 
the course of business they shall be reissued, and thus kept in circulation. 

“Spo. 5. That this act shall take effect immediately after its passage.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 

ad by the Senator from Kansas. 4 

Mr. Perrer. Mr. President, the Senate will see from the language of the 
amendment that it simply mesgcese the issue of $250,000,000 of Treasury notes 

yable in lawful money, and that the notesshall be receivable for taxes and 
all public dues, and sha be legal tender in payment of all debts to any amount 
whatever. ae 

Mr. Bats. We can not hear a word on this side. 

Mr. Perrer. The amendment provides for the issuance of $250,000,000 of 
Treasury notes in the denominations mentioned in the amendment, payable 
in lawful money, and it provides that they shall be receivable for taxes and 
all public dues, and be legal tender in the payment of debts to any amount 
whatever. Whenever they are received in the Treasury in the regular 
course of business the amendment provides that they be reissued and 
kept in circulation; in other words, that Cor ae be placed as nearly as pos- 
sible upon the plane of the greenbacks which are now in circulation. 

Mr. Hoar. y I ask the Senator a question? DoI understand him to say 
that when these notes are issued they will themselves be lawful money? 

Mr. Perrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hoar. Then, if one of these notes, say a twenty-dollar note, be pre- 
sented to the Srey it will be redeemable in other notes of the same kind? 

Mr. Perrer. In lawful money. 

Mr. Hoar. A twenty-dollar note issued under this amendment would be re- 
deemable in the Treasury in ten-dollar notes or five-dollar notes of the same 
issue? 

Mr. Perrer. Or anything that is lawful ag 

Mr. Hoar. The Senator understands, then, that these notes, being a legal 
tender—- 

Mr. CocKRELL. I ask the Senator to as louder; we can not hear him. 

Mr. Hoar. I want to understand the financial theories of the Senator from 
Kansas. The Senator understands, then, that these notes aro to be lawful 
money, as be has said, and therefore if one of them is presented to the Treas- 
ury, say a twenty-dollar note, it may be redeemed by the Treasury in ten- 
dollar, or five-d , or one-dollar notes of the same issue, as lawful money. 
Is that the Senator's purpose? ‘ 

Mr. Perrer. It may be paid in lawful money, whatever kind of lawful 
money the Treasury has on hand, which can be used for any purpose, no 
matter whether it be gold, silver, or notes. 

Mr. Hoar. Or paper? 

Mr. Perrer. Or paper. c f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CocKRELL. Let it be read again. 

* x ok * * 7” + 

Mr. Hoar. Ido not desire to prolong the debate, and I do not intend to 
do so; but I think it is im ant, after the part the Senator from Kansas 
has taken in the various discussions, that we should understand and the 
cquniry anes understand the financial theory which he represents. 

This is a proposition to issue $250,000,000 of currency, to be legal tender for 
all debts, past and future, which is to be redeemable in itself. The Govern. 
ment is to be under no obligation, if a twenty-dollar bill of this currency so 
issued be taken to the Treasury for redemption, to redeem it in anything 
except two ten-dollar bills, or four five-dollar bills, or twenty one-dollar bills 
of the same issue—the same kind of money. . 

So it is irredeemable money, pure and simple. It differs from the green- 
backs of the war (which it was intended to redeem when the Government 
had =e ee) by declaring on its face, in substance, that it is never to be 
redeemed—that is, unless the Government please—that there shall never be 
any obligation to redeem it. I think it important (as I have put the question 
to the Senator whether that is his meaning, and he has answered that it is) 
that his views should be understood. 


Mr. President, a vote was had on the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas, and on the roll call the amendment received 7 votes, 
the other Senators, 58 in number, voting against it. Every Pop- 
ulist Senator voted for it. If you can issue $250,000,000 of irre- 
deemable paper money to-day, you can issue $250,000,000 more 
to-morrow, and so on without limit. 

_Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Idaho permit me? I de- 
sire to correct the Senator, and I shall occupy his time but a mo 
ment. The Senator from Idaho ought not to put in a speech 
delivered in this Chamber the remarks of the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as defining the Populist position. Let 
me say that the statement that the Populist party here or else- 
Msi ever favored an irredeemable currency is not correct, and 

0 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator will have ample opportunity to 
make that plain, if he can. I am reading their record. I am en- 


deavoring to give their record. 
Mr. ALLEN. But you are giving the Republican record and 
not the Populist feound. . 


Mr. DUBOIS. {i have quoted the amendment which the Sena 
tor from Kansas | Mr. PEFFER] offered and for which the Senator 
from Nebraska voted. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, he puts in as part 
of that the definition which the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
gives of Populist doctrine. The Populist party does not recognize 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts as a Populist, nor does it 
recognize his authority to define the Populistic position. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Massachusetts asked the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, and got areply in the affirmative. The Senator 
from Massachusetts said, as I just read, in closing the colloguy— 
I quote his language— 

I think it important, as Ihave put the question to the Senator whether 
that is his meaning,and he answered that it is, that his views should be 
understood. 

There was no objection to that interpretation by the Senator 
from Kansas or on the part of any other Senator here, and the 
vote given is on record. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will permit me to interrupt him 
one moment longer, I will not do so again. The Senator from 
Kansas all the way through insisted that the $250,000,000 which 
it was proposed to issue was to be in the same form and the same 
substance as the greenback: that it was to have the same legal 
construction and effect as the greenback. The Senator from 
Idaho understands well, and so does the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that the greenback is a redeemable money. What the 
Senator from Kansas was insisting on was that the volume of 
money such as we have now should be enlarged, and he sought 
to enlarge it in that way. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Nothing could more clearly demonstrate the 
views of the Populist party on the money question than this amend- 
ment, debate, and vote. it is strictly in accord with their national 
platform. It may be that some day both gold and silver will of 
necessity be discarded as basic money, because there will not be 
sufficient of both metals to meet the demands of business and 
population, and that the Governments will furnish paper money, 
for money uses, such money based solely on the credit of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I do not think it wise, safe, or expedient to inaugurate that con- 
test now, however, and, for one, object to being committed in the 
slightest degree, even by indirection, to such a policy. Our fight 
is for gold and silver as basic money, as against gold alone. That 
contest we can and will win if we can keep the issue clear and 
distinct. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] was not here 
when this position was taken by his party on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]; but, no doubt, he would 
subscribe to the doctrine of his party as then announced. Within 
the last few days the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who 
is, without doubt, the best exponent of the principles of his party 
in this Chamber, stated his belief that the Government should 
own and operate the Pacific railroads, if not all railroads. That 
doctrine also is incorporated in their national platform. 

I do not subscribe to it, and will not support it. 

It would not be to the advantage of the people in any portion of 
the country, it seems to me, and in our own far Western section 
sucha policy would be ruinous. The States of Colorado, Utah, 
Nevada, Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming, for instance, are very 
large in area, and, in proportion to their area, sparsely settled. In 
many counties in these States the railroad companies pay from 50 
to 75 per cent of the taxes, and they pay from 10 to 25 per cent of 
the State taxes. You can not tax Government property; so that 
the moment the Government became the owner of these roads 
this additional burden of taxation would fall upon the few people 
in these counties. 

It would be an unbearable burden to them, and there would be 
no advantages to compensate. The Government could not confis- 
cate these roads. Even the Populists do not advocate that, for 
widowsand minors and innocent people own their bonds and stocks 
in many instances, who could not be ruthlessly robbed of their prop- 
erty. It would require vast sums of money to buy them, which 
the people would have to pay. There are so many objections, in 
my mind, to the proposition, which could easily be enumerated, 
that I am utterly opposed to it. 

Then, again, the Populists are free traders if they are anything 
on the question of the tariff. Every member of their party in the 
House voted for the Wilson bill, which was as nearly a free-trade 
measure as could be passed. The Senator from Kansas, Mr. 
PEFFER, voted against the amended Wilson bill in the Senate, but 
their party record and party platform are favorable to free trade. 
At any rate, they are not advocates of protection. I am, and es- 
pecially to the so-called raw materials of wool, lumber, and lead 
ore. I could not properly represent the people of my State or do 
justice to my convictions if I were not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Idaho permit mea mo- 
ment? In so far as my tariff views are ponennal they are strictly 
in accord with the Republican platform of 1860, wpon which Mr. 
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Lincoln was elected to the Presidency, and which is found re- 
vampe, I think, in the Democratic platform of 1884. The two 
platforms, if the Senator will examine and analyze them, are in 
almost the same language. They are both to the effect that the 
primary purpose of the tax is to raise revenue, and that incident- 
ally it may be so adjusted as to protect industries. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ido not understand the Senator from Nebraska 
to say that the ——- party are in favor of protection. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I state my tariff views. The Populist party 
platform of 1892 makes no definite declaration on the subject of 
the tariff. So far as my views are concerned, I say I entertain 
the same views that are declared in the platform of 1860, upon 
which Mr. Lincoln was elected, and which, if the Senator will 
examine carefully, he will find to be a revenue platform, and which 
the Democratic party declared in 1884 in almost identically the 
same language. I want to say to the Senator that if he will take 
the two planks out of those two different platforms and mix them 
up he can not tell to which platform either belongs. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator will have ample time to define his 
position. I make only one positive statement here. I am very 
guarded in my language. I state that at any rate they are not 
advocates of protection. Does the Senator from Nebraska say 
that they are? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam, as I said. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will excuse me just a‘moment, I 
will state that the Republican party as it now exists, I understand, 
declares in favor of protection in the first instance, with revenue 
as the incident of protection. I do not believe in that doctrine. 
The Republican party of 1860 declared in favor of revenue as the 
primary purpose of all taxation and protection as an incident to 
the levying of that revenue. I believe in and subscribe to that 
doctrine. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The reasons given are sufficient to explain why 
the silver Republicans did not join with the Populists. There is 
no sympathy between us. The silver Republicans are in favor of 
hard money, while the Populists are in favor of irredeemable paper 
money. They vote for unlimited coinage of silver, not because 
they believe in silver as basic money; not because it is the money 
of the Constitution, but because the coinage of silver will make 
more money and will increase the volume of money per capita. 

Unlimited coinage to them is but a stepping stone, a preliminary 
to irredeemable paper money. Unlimited coinage to us means a 
safe and adequate basis of money of ultimate redemption. Unlim- 
ited coinage will receive the vote of the Populists in this Chamber, 
andIam glad of it; but I object very seriously to being committed 
myself or of allowing the cause of silver to be committed to Pop- 
ulist doctrines in general. 

Mr. President, on the 30th day of October, 1893, when the 
measure to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was 
before us, 1 had the honor of addressing the Senate, and made use 
of the following expression: 


I can be a Republican and a consistent advocate of free coinage. I prefer 
to hold to my convictions on the other great questions while maintaining my 
convictions on the money question, relying on the g sense, judgment, an 
independence of the American people. So long as [am honored with a seat 
in this Chamber I shall continue this fight. shall not cease the struggle 
here until free coinage shall prevail or lam no longer a member of this y. 


There is nothing in present conditions to induce me to change 
the position announced at that time. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the report of the Finance Com- 
mittee, which is before us and which declares for the unlimited coin- 
age of silver, and regret that the vote of the Senate will not avail 
to secure its enactment. 

There is plainly something wrong in this country, so fruitful 
in resources and opportunities, and so filled with intelligent, law- 
abiding, and industrious people. Business is slack, employment 
at fair wages, or at any wages at all, hard to get. Factories and 
mines are either idle or working at much less than their full 
capacity, while the oe agricultural classes receive scarcely 
enough for their produce to pay the running expenses of their 
farms and plantations. There is no prosperity among the toilers, 
notwithstanding the statement made now and then that this or 
that factory or eer has commenced operations with an in- 
creased number of employees and increased wages. 

An investigation of each isolated case reported, will show, in 
nearly every instance, that the increase has been from no em- 
parses to a few, and from very low wages to an amount which 

1ardly affords a living. Since silver was demonetized, the condi- 
tion of affairs has been growing steadily worse, and thé prices of 
everything steadily falling. Various devices have been resorted 
to to stop this persistently declining market, but to no avail. We 
have passed the Bland-Allison and the Sherman silver laws, which, 
while only making a commodity of silver, and adding to the 
burdens of gold, still did some good and afforded some temporary 
relief, because they increased the volume of money; and we have 


repealed those acts, which made matters worse. We have passed 
the McKinley Tariff Act, a high protective measure, and we haye 
repealed it. We have passed the Wilson-Gorman Act, and now 
desire and intend to repeal it. 

The people have alternately defeated the Republican and Dem. 
ocratic parties in national elections since 1876, hoping, in their rest- 
lessness and hard condition, to find relief in a change. 

The prophecies of those who object to unlimited silver coinage 
that the repeal of the Sherman Act, or the enactment of the McKin. 
ley law, or the enactment of the Wilson Act, or the repeal of the 

cKinley law, or anything else they have tried, have been proven 
to be idle vaporings. They certainly must know that the evil lies 
somewhere else; they must know that the trouble has come through 
the demonetization of silver, and that it will remain so long as we 
adhere to the single gold standard. 

I assume that they recognize this because nearly every one of 
them, if not quite all, declare that they would gladly restore sil- 
ver, provided England would join with us in doing so. It does 
not occur to me that they can reasonably hope that England wil] 
take this step. 

England adopted the gold standard in 1816 and has been striy- 
ing ever since to induce the other great nations to do the same, 
She succeeded practically in accomplirhing her object in 1873, 
when Germany and the United States demonetized silver. Eng- 
land is the great creditor nation, and the scarcer and dearer money 
is the greater is her gain and power. With our debts, and with 
the constantly increasing demand for money to develop our im- 
mense resources, we can not compete with England and the other 
European countries in the scramble for gold. When we get the 
gold we can not keep it, and about the only way we can get it at 
all, apparently, is to borrow it. 

We owe Great Britain and her citizens two thousand millions 
of dollars; whenever she needs money she dumps as many of our 
securities as may be necessary upon our market and takes our gold, 
She has done that on a large scale several times within the last 
few years, withthe result that business on this side has each time 
been paralyzed. Still, wise business men and great financiers, to 
say nothing of the metropolitan press, insist that the way to choke 
Great Britain into subjection is to send over another $200,000 ,)00 
worth of bonds and draw that much gold from her. England 
holds our indebtedness precisely as a banker holds a man’s paper 
to whom he has loaned money on call, What must English finan- 
ciers think of men who pursue such an argument as that? 

But, Mr. President, there is much more to this business. 

England purchases of us annually food products, cotton, and 
other raw materialsin vastamounts. I suppose that last year those 
purchases amounte 1 to $400,000,000; that represented only 60 per 
cent of what the same articles would have brought had silver 
never been demonetized. Thus she gets cheap material for her 
factories to work upon, cheap food for her operatives, and over all 
clears directly probably $160,000,000 in the purchase. Moreover, 
we have to pay England annually in interest and dividends $150,- 
000,000 in gold, or its equivalent, and we are going to force her to 
adopt bimetallism! Weare going to force her to give up annually 
asum equal to 5 per cent interest on all the gold in the world; and 
at the same time force her to raise the price of the materials she 
uses in the factory and the food she feeds to her operatives! 

We are going to do this, too, when her commissioners directly 
snubbed us in an international conference called for the special 

urpose of trying to give silver an international status as money. 

y this I do not mean to say that a majority of the —— of 
Great Britain do not favor bimetallism—I believe they do; but it 
is over there as it is here, those in power are determined to destroy 
silver as eae despite the demand of the people. And now, 
Mr. President, let us, at the risk of repeating some things which 
have already been better said, look the real situation in the face, 
and try to reach a conclusion which will meet the approbation of 
millions of our countrymen who have imposed this great trust 
upon us, 

There is business congestion, almost business prostration, in 
meee foreign lands—in Australia, in Argentina, in England 
herself—-every where, indeed, except in bimetallic France and where 
the mines in South Africa are being worked. In our own country 
production has ceased to be profitable. The strength of our coun- 
try, the men’who give laborers employment in the field, factory, 
and mine, and who produce the articles the exchange of which 
makes commerce, have worked without reward for years. Though 
the _— are increasing, agricultural lands are declining in value 
and a host of strong men, enough to make a mighty army, are 
unemployed. In the words of Mr. Balfour— 

We are undergoing that appreciation in the standard of value which is 
probably the most deadening and benumbing influence that can touch the 
springs of enterprise in a nation. 

Because of new motors and labor-saving machines the working 
forces of the world have within a few years been doubled. 1n 
such a situation we are called upon to continue the gold stand- 
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ard and to increase our stock of money only as we can borrow 
vold by issuing bonds. This policy persisted in will still further 
reduce the value of every staple, the value of all agricultural 
lands, and make worthless the railroad securities throughout the 
sountry. 

7 it will still further close the doors to labor; it will cripple capi- 
tal by making all investments worthless, and all men who are in 
debt bankrupt. I believe the strain will put the very life of our 
Republic in jeopardy. I know it will greatly reduce the number 
of children in our schools and greatly increase the number of 
inmates in our prisons. On the other hand, Mr. President, I be- 
lieve there was no mistake made when the motors and the labor- 
saving machines were invented; I believe there was no error on 
the part of the Infinite when the silver was planted in the hills 
and the deserts of the West. 

I believe it was intended to be the lubricating fluid of commerce 
as the peaceful conquest of this continent by the Anglo-Saxon 
should progress, until every needed road, bridge, city, and school- 
house should be built, till the land should be subdued, and the 
mines worked to the extremes of both British and Spanish 
America. All admit that more money is an absolute necessity. 
Not paper evidences of indebtedness to pass as money, but real 
money. There is but one place from which it can be obtained; 
that is from the silver mines of the West. The money would 
cost the Government nothing but the recognition it gave it prior 
to 1873. 

The withdrawal of that recognition has already cost the Govern- 
ment and the people more than the money cost of the great war, 
while through it the shrinkage in property values has been beyond 
estimate. There must be renewed prosperity given the people; 
there must be work supplied to the unemployed to avoid danger 
toour Republic. There must be more money—not purchased gold, 
not paper promises to pay, but the money of the Constitution—and 
itmust come in a way that will not cost the Government anything 
to receiveit. The men of the United States, man for man, need 
two dollars where any other people need one. We have a con- 
tinent yet to subdue. 

Let us cease to worry so much over the 8 per cent of our trade 
which is foreign, and try to quicken and make profitable the 97 
per cent which is domestic. The internal purchases last year 
would have been a thousand millions of dollars more had the 
people been reasonably prosperous. The trade of the Eastern 
cities would have doubled and would have been conducted on 
fair margins of profit; the banks would have been more pros- 
perous, and this policy would, in twenty-five years, cause the 
commercial center of the world to gravitate to New York. 

Let us get Spanish America in accord financially with a common 
currency, and we will get its trade. Tis there the children of the 
next generation will have to seek their homes. It is in that field 
where the resistless 2nergies of the Anglo-Saxon race on this side 
of the Atlantic must be exerted. Thisis our great national oppor- 
tunity, and we shall be recreant to the mighty trust which has 
been placed in our hands if we do not improve it. 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to make a long-drawn-out argu- 
ment in favor of restoring silver. The subject has been treated 
exhaustively many times, much more ably than I could hope to 
present it, and no answers have been made to the arguments pre- 
sented by bimetallists which attempt to prove our contention is 
not correct in principle. In fact, our opponents seem to rely 
chiefly on personal abuse of silver advocates in the Senate, and 
of ridicule of the States which they represent. There is nothing 
= mendacious or vicious for those advocates of the gold standard 

say. 

They deplore constantly the fact that the Western silver States 
have two Senators here, while New York State has but two, and 
point out the difference in population with an air of triumph, as 
if this disparity in population were ample reasons why the repre- 
sentatives of the smaller States should surrender their convictions 
to the keeping of the larger. They seem to forget that New York 
State has thirty-six members of the House, while Idaho, for in- 
stance, has but one, and that this proportion extends to all the 
States, and that the people are represented fully in respect to 
their numbers in the respective States in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the electoral college. 

This matter of representation in the Senate and House was 
fought out when our Constitution was framed. It would be profit- 
able for these critics to read the debates which occurred on this 
subject at that time. The conclusion reached finally was that 
each State should have two Senators, and the prime reason was 
that the great and small States might meet on equal terms here; 
that the brutality of mighty majorities might checked and 





justice done to the minorities; that the States might meet on 
common 
for all. 


Notwithstanding this, I read in the press of the East almost 


ground in this body, and from each other obtain justice 
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every day that the region I represent is but a ‘‘ pocket borough,” 
not entitled to consideration at your hands, and the inference is 
that it is peopled by a class of men who are a perpetual shock to 
the refined and virtuous East. California, Montana, Colorado, 
and all the mining States represented by silver advocates here are 
similarly attacke’® and the personal and private characters of Sen- 
ators representing those States are most wantonly and viciously 
assailed. No one escapes. 

I could read extracts by the hour, embracing direct attacks on 
the private character of every silver advocate on this floor. but 
they are so vile that I do not care to dignify them by reproduction 
in the Recorp. The meanest and most vindictive of these news- 
papers are published in New York City, where for fourscore years 
the worst elements of our foreign immigration have found a lodg- 
ment and where there have been more scandals in connection 
with their city government and elections than in any other spot 
in our country. 

Idaho and the West need no defense at my hands, much less is 
there any need for its representatives to explain their actions to 
the obsequious press of New York City. If our States are proper 
subjects for abuse, however, because they have two Senators each, 
with but a small population, as compared with New York or 
Pennsylvania, why should not some of the Eastern States, repre- 
sented by gold advocates, be proper objects for attack also. Our 
mining States, these ‘‘rotten borough” States, have immense 
areas, are boundless in their resources, and are increasing in pop- 
ulation in a marvelous manner. 

They are the haven now, as they have been in the past, for the 
energetic and industrious and law-abiding people of our own and 
foreign countries. I do not wish to nor intend to disparage the 
smaller States of the East, for I have the greatest respect for them 
and their representatives, past and present; but they are small in 
area, as well as population, and their resources are well-nigh ex- 
hausted. 

The increase in their population must, of necessity, be limited, 
and confined chiefly to the cities. Washington State, for instance, 
has an area of 66,880 square miles, while New Hampshire has 9,005 
square miles. Washington Territory had 24,000 people in 1870, 
and New Hampshire State 318,300 in the same year. Washington 
State had 349,390 in 1890 and New Hampshire 376,530. Washing- 
ton State is five years old, New Hampshire more than a century. 
Colorado is little more than twenty years old, yet has more popu- 
lation than either New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, or 
Delaware, and more resources and area than allof them combined. 
California has more resources and area and nearly as great a 
population as all of them combined. Utah, the new State, almost 
equals them in population, and I have no doubt that the next cen- 
sus will show that all of the new States of the West surpass these 
smaller States of the East in population. 

The census for 1880-1890 shows that the percentage of increase in 
population during these ten years was: Washington, 350 per cent; 
Montana, 238 per cent; Idaho, 158 per cent; Colorado, 117 per 
cent; Rhode Island, 24 per cent; Delaware, 14 per cent; New Hamp- 
shire, 8 per cent; Vermont, 0.004 per cent. 

While there are no great fortunes owned by families or indi- 
viduals in our section, the facts are, as shown by the last census, 
that these mining camps, these ‘‘rotten borough” States of the 
New York press, rank first in wealth per capita, surpassing any 
other States of the Union. Massachusetts and Pennsylvania are 
old established and rich States, yet the people of Idaho are worth 
$2 each, as against $1 for each citizen of these great Common- 
wealths. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that these States nor their representatives 
deserve the slurs and anathemas of an insolent,if not a pur- 
chased, press. It is no criterion because a State is small in popu- 
lation that its Senators will not be able and conscientious. In 
reviewing in your mind the long list of American statesmen who 
have occupied positions here, it will come to your recollection that 
the smaller States are not afraid of or ashamed to compare their 
list of illustrious Senators with the greater States. I believe that 
the smaller States select their Senators with more care than the 
larger. 

The States of the East and South which are small in population 
have every reason to be proud of their Senators, past and present, 
and so far as the Senators from the mining States of the West are 
concerned, they will account to their constituents, and not to the 
New York press, and will not fear the judgment of their colleagues 
or of the country at large as to their ability, patriotism, or 
honor. 

I desire to say distinctly, in order that I can not be misunder- 
stood, that none of these vicious attacks of the metropolitan press 
on the advocates of silver have been countenanced by the Senators 
here who disagree with us on this great question, It would be 
well for these papers to follow the example of the Senators who 
support their side of the questionat issue. They will not frighten 
anyone, nor will they make converts by their personal abuse. 
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Mr. President, I say, and challenge truthful denial, that there 
is scarcely anything recorded in histor “one with the work 
performed and the transformation produced by themen whoduring 
the past generation have dedicated the western half of this conti- 
nent to civilization. Iamnot boasting, Mr. President; {am speak- 
ing in this strain only because I am tired of the sneers and the ar- 
rogance of the ignorant or willfully perverse. In this same con- 
nection, I beg further to say that until this West, which is my 
home, began to turn its streams of silver and gold upon the East, 
this —— was but a second-rate power in the opinion of the 
world; but a fourth or fifth rate power in financial standing, on a 
level merely with Egypt and Turke ‘ 

While the men of the West have been blazing the trails for and 
uprearing the temples to civilization they have at the same time 
supplied the men of the East with their vitalizing agent called 
real money, which has enabled them to transport and realize on 
their common, coarse commodities until they now have reached a 
point where their poor memories and their absence of common 
gratitude and their overwhelming egotism cry out, ‘‘ Not unto 
you, but unto ourselves, all the glory is due.” 

The reason why the mining States of the West are for silver is 
not to be found in the statement that they have silver to sell. 
They have the gold also, and probably in as great abundance as sil- 
ver. As silver depreciates gold appreciates, so that so far as the 
mere dollars and cents are concerned in the purchasing values of 
the metals it is practically immaterial to us whether we have 
gold monometallism, silver monometallism, or the double standard 
of gold and silver. 

In addition to that, the value of the silver which is now being 
dug out or which can be produced in our States under any condi- 
tions amounts to but very little in comparison with our other 
resources. 

It is and has been one of our industries, however, the same as 
gold production, and it has been, and should now be, treated as 
money of the Constitution. Whenthe money function was taken 
away from silver by unjust and uncalled-for legislation, and the 
industry of silver mining crippled, our people and their represent- 
atives in Congress naturally inquired the reason, and this led them 
to study the question of money. The attention of our people has 
been especially and directly called tothe subject of silver, no doubt, 
because we are producers of both gold and silver, and the results 
of investigation have united them firmly in favor of the restora- 
tion of silver. 

As a fact, we suffer less absolutely than any other portion of the 
country on account of the demonetization of silver, and can en- 
dure the single standard of gold with less personal hardship than 
any other section. Taken all in all, as communities we are to-day, 
I think, better off than the Eastern States, and will continue to be. 
It is of little importance to us as compared with the farmers of the 
South, middle West, and East, and the wage earners generally, 
— silver is restored or we maintain the single standard of 

old. 

"‘Gpeides for my State alone, which is not so well known and 
not so well equipped, perhaps, as some of her mountain neighbors, 
Idaho has more agricultural land than all of New England com- 
bined, and its soil ranks with the most fertile and productive to be 
found within the boundaries of our country. most every da 
there is filled with sunshine. In mountain and river and Set 
scape there is an ever-changing and a never-dying charm. The 
ratio of deaths there, notwithstanding her bad people, is less than 
any other spot on earth. In mineral and agricultural and fruit- 
raising resources the State is so equipped that were it set apart 
and made an island of the sea she would be an empire within 
herself, without one needed attribute wanting. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iask that the pending business be informally 
laid aside, and that the resolution offe a few days since by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] may be laid before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKnNERinthechair). The 
Senator from Virginia asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be informally laid aside, not losing its piace, that he may 
call up the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not yield to anyone. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Virginia must ask for unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that unanimous consent was 
asked for something, and I simply desired to call the attention of 
the Senator in charge of the bill to the strong desire there is, cer- 
tainly on this side of the Chamber, to have some time fixed for 
taking a vote upon the unfinished business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I intended toask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to agree to take the vote on a day next week, 
but I did not want to interfere with the Senator from Virginia. 
He desires to proceed, and I preferred not to interrupt him, even 
60 much as for a moment. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It will take only a single moment to do +) 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not like to interfere wit} ; 
Senator from Virginia, but I am very anxious to secure an ac 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia is asking 
unanimous consent, and I do not understand that it will inti 
with him at all. I do not intend to make a suggestion that 
lead to discussion. 

Mr. DANTEL. Ihave taken the floorin pursuance of the for),,,) 
notice given several days ago to the Senate, after, for th: 
time in the history of the Senate within my knowledge, hia 
been taken from the floor by one who had not given notice, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly had no intention of inter{ 
with the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r 
of the Senator from Virginia, that the unfinished business 
formally laid aside and that the resolution of the Senator | 
New Jersey be laid before the Senate? The Chair hears no) 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the resolution submitted by th: 
ator from New Jersey be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution called up 
Senator from Virginia will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Sew: 
the 16th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Monroe doctrine, as originally propounded, was d 
to the special prevention of the threatened action of the Allied Power: 
erence to the revolted colonies of Spain, and the occupation, by way « 
nization, of any sup derelict territory on this hemisphere. 

2. That tho question of resisting any acquisition of territory by co: 
was limited, as stated by Mr. Webster, to cases in which, by reason 
imity, such acquisition would be dangerous to our safety and the integ: : 
our institutions. 

3. That the true ground upon which the Monroe announcement wa ed 
and upon which any similar position has been taken rests for its justif t 
upon what may be our interests, and our interests only; and that neith 
the Monroe doctrine nor any other official declaration have we eve 
under any pledge to any power or State on this continent that binds us | 
merely for their protection against invasion or encroachment by any r 
power. 

4. That when a case arises in which a Euro power proposes to acquire 
territory by invasion or conquest, it is then for us to determine wheth 
safety and the integrity of our institutions demand that we shall resi 
action by armed force if necessary. 

5. That the Executive has pressed the Monroe doctrine beyond what was 
contemplated at the time of its announcement, and that the resu 
quence of the positions thus taken seems to be a committal of this G 
ment toa protectorate over Mexico and the Central and South Am 
States; that this would be most unwise and dangerous, and would violat 
sound and well-established policy that we should avoid all entang!i: 
ances with foreign rowers, whether they be European or American. 

6. That this action was premature, looking to the history of the contro- 
— and inopportune in view of the business and financial condition . @ 
country. 

7. That neither Congress nor the country can be, or has been, comn 
py the action or position of the executive department, in reference t 

enezuelan boundary controversy, as to the course to be pursued when 
time shall have arrived fora final determination. It will then be our )1 
ince and our duty to adopt such a line of policy and to take such act 
may be then demanded by our sense of duty to the country and bya d . 
gard for its honor and dignity, the welfare and safety of our people, ani the 
integrity of our institutions. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, resolutions of the general assem- 
bly of Virginia indorsing the message of the President upon ile 
Venezuelan complication with Great Britain were some days since 
laid by me before the Senate, and in venturing to-day to addr 
the Senate upon that subject I have the gratifying assurance that 
I shall speak not only my own earnest personal convictions 
those as well of the honored constituency which I in part repr 

Least of all the nations of the earth can Great Britain fit!) 
object to the assertion of the Monroe doctrine by the United States 
for, in the language of Edward Everett, it was announced | 
merely with the approval of the British minister of foreign aii 
but had his earnest and oft-repeated solicitation. 

Least of all nations does it become her to contend that it is not 
recognized as international law because it is not founded on | 

neral consent of nations, for Great Britain herself invoked | 

Jnited States to its utterance, not only without the consent 
as well against the strong menaces of France, Austria, Russia, «11! 
Prussia. 

Least of all nations can Great Britain fairly controvert that : 
ernmental policy which underliesthe Monroe doctrine, for she, ! 
most and most conspicuously of all nations, has intervened in | 
affairs of the world at large, not only whenever her peace and saiv\y 
were even remotely involved, but also wherever and whenever ! 
capital could be invested, her commerce expanded, or terrt. 
aggrandizement be exercised. 

ven as to the existing dispute with Venezuela we perceive | 
outcropping of her own Monroe doctrine, so to speak, by her de- 
mand in a cession to Venezuela, at one time proffered, that 0 
portion of the territory proposed to be ceded should be alienated 
at any time to a foreign power. ee 

Yes, Mr. President, even the term “jingoes,” now derisively 
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applied to Americans who would resist foreign encroachments on 
American soil, is borrowed from the nomenclature of our British 
kin across the sea, they using it specially to designate the followers 
of Lord Beaconsfield, who favored a vigorous foreign policy. 
The expression was caught up from a popular song which ran: 
We don't want to fight, but, by jingo, if we do 
We've got the ships, we’ve got the men, we've got the money, too. 

The American jingoes are only chips of the old block—and very 
mild, moderate, abbreviated, and conservative chips at that, con- 
sidering the block, 

Least of all can the great nation from whom we derived ‘the 
language of Milton, the code of Blackstone, and the creed of 
Christ” flout the policy of arbitration. The main reason assigned 
by her prime minister for not accepting it—that is that many thou- 
sand British subjects have settled upon the disputed territory— 
begs the question. If they are there lawfully, an honest arbit- 
rament would so ascertain and end the controversy. If they are 
put squatter sovereigns and land grabbers, or within Venezuela’s 
rightful borders, neither they nor their sovereign can take advan- 
tage of their own wrong;—then they are a colony within the recog- 
nized denunciation of the Monroe doctrine, and even within the 
pale of the diluted resolutions of the Senator from New Jersey and 
the attenuated Americanism of the opposition. 

Arbitration is the modern and the rightful method of settling 
differences between nations. It is the substitute for war. It 
appeals to humanity. It is necessary to civilization. It is Chris- 
tianity. 

The refusal of Great Britain to arbitrate a question, nominally 
one of boundary between British Guiana and the Republic of 
Venezuela, involving many thousand square miles of territory, 
has led to controversial correspondence between the British Govy- 
ernment and the United States. In this correspondence our Gov- 
ernment has stood for and recommended arbitration, but Great 
Britain has stood out against it and repelled it. 

The circumstances of this controversy peculiarly impressed the 
policy of arbitration. 

1. Boundary lines must rest on historic evidences and are read- 
ily capable of demarcation. Every civilized nation has a system 
of jurisprudence under which such a subject is easily explored and 
adjudicated. 

2. Venezuela is in possession of much of the disputed territory, 
and has been longin possession. The loss to her would be greater 
than the gain to Great Britain, for it would be accompanied with 
all the humiliation and distress which are associated with the 
bereavement of national territory and the degradation of the na- 
tional name. 

8. Venezuela is the weaker nation. Would Great Britain treat 
Russia, Germany, France, or America as it treats her? 

Oh, it is excellent 


To have a giant's strength; but it is tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 


This is a free translation into our language of the French phrase 
“noblesse oblige.” 

The anxiety of the United States for a peaceful solution of the 
issue and their great concern in the interests involved have been 
continuously manifested, and, in every form of dignified diplo- 
macy, have been communicated to the British nation. 

Presidents have written messages, Secretaries of State have ten- 
dered the good offices of the United States, and Congress has 
passed resolutions—all in the spirit of conciliation, andall in vain. 

In his message to Congress of December, 1891, Benjamin Harri- 
son, then President, expressed his regret that the dispute between 
Great Britain and Venezuela, touching the boundary of British 
Guiana, had not been disposed of, and that the friendly efforts of 
the United States in that direction had thus far been unavailing. 
This Government, he said, will continue to express its concern at 
any appearance of encroachment on territories under the admin- 
istrative control of the American States, and he well added: 

The determination of the disputed boundary is easily attainable by an ami- 


cable arbitration where the rights of the parties rest, as here, on historical 
facts readily ascertained. 


President Cleveland, in his message to Congress of December, 
1894, said: 


The boundary of British Guiana still remains in dispute between Great 
Britain. and Venezuela. Believing that its early settlement, on some just 
basis alike honorable to both parties, is in the line of our established policy to 
remove from this hemisphere all causes of difference with powers beyond the 
sea, I shall renew the efforts heretofore made to bring about a restoration of 
fiplomatic relations between the disputants and to induce a reference to ar- 

itration, a resort which Great Britain so conspicuously favors in principle 


— in practice, and which is earnestly sought by her weaker adver- 


In February, 1894, the Congress of the United States resolved: 
That the President’s su 


body, 
bene that Great 


tion made in his last annual message to this 
ritain and Venezuela refer their dispute as to 


ries to i » 
able couside oe arbitration, be earnestly recommended to the favor 
* 


the parties in interest. 











To all of those appeals—and to the appeals of the present Ad- 
ministration, of which I shall more specifically speak—and well 
knowing the American policy and the American interests in the 
question involved, Great Britain has turned a deaf ear. We fix 
the responsibility of the first wrong on Great Britain and we 
range both Congress and the Administration in their appropriate 
attitude as friends of justice and friends of peace. 

Both the United States and Great Britain have been professed 
friends of arbitration between nations. They have both time and 
again added example to precept by so settling differences between 
themselves and by commending such plan of settlement to other 
nations. Twice has Great Britain arbitrated the question of her 
colonial possessions with the United States, twice with Portugal, 
and once with Germany. When the Franco-German war was 


| brewing, Great Britain urged upon the two great nations a confer- 


France refused 
It is within recent memory that 


ence with each other to settle by arbitration. 
Sedan was her awful penalty. 


| the Alabama claims preferred by the United States against Great 


Britain were settled by arbitration, the United States winning 
the case and Great Britain honorably paying the penalty. The 
controversies over the fisheries and the Bering Sea were both 
settled between them by arbitration, and in this century the 
United States has settled over forty international questions in this 
manner and over three-score and ten have been so settled among 
the various nations. 

Just in proportion as mankind progresses and the arts of peace 
surround him with the comforts and luxuries of life, so increase 
the interdependence of man upon man, state upon state, and 
nation upon nation. As civilization advances, the complexity of 
its mechanism grows greater, and war in the like degree becomes 
the more destructive and the more horrible. Sweep commerce 
from the seas, break up the raitroad and telegraph line, sever the 
electric line, cut the water pipe or gas pipe, and instantly hunger 
and thirst and darkness assail the city, while crops rot in uncul- 
tured fields and goods rot on deserted counters; while idle and 
famished throngs, demoralized and maddened, are ready to be 
come a despot’s tools. To bring upon the world the curse of war 
or to provoke it is a crime against God and man, a deed ‘‘ to make 
all heaven weep, all earth amazed.” 

If so horrible a thing shall come to pass, be it remembered that 
the first step toward it was taken by Great Britain, when, being 
solemnly invoked for years to arbitrate a chronic question in 
which this Government felt deep concern, she refused to do it. 

Some minor points should be eliminated from this-discussion. 
The contention that the dispute covers but a narrow strip of ter- 
ritory, which is derided as ‘‘the mud flats of the Orinoco,” is 
answered by the fact that between the extreme lines of boundary 
claimed by Great Britain and Venezuela are some 90,000 square 
miles of land, an area greater than any one of the thirteen origi- 
nal States of this Union as now bounded, and nearly twice as 
great as the Empire State of New York. Lord Salisbury de- 
scribes the subject-matter as— 

Large tracts of territory which, from their auriferous nature, are known 
to be of almost untold value. 

We are told in one breath that the President has gone a bow 
shot beyond Monroe, and that he has adopted a jingo policy. In 
the next breath we are told that he has given the whole matter 
away by saying that— 

Any adjustment of the boundary which Venezuela may deem to her ad 
vantage and may enter into with her own free will can not, of course, be ob 
jected to by the United States. 

This is specific language applied to a specific condition of things. 
It was not destined to commit the United States to the doctrine 
that a foreign nation might be permitted to acquire American ter- 
ritory by any arrangement satisfactory to the grantor, and it is not 
fair to convert into the declaration of a general principle the mere 
utterance of a specific phrase containing a suggestion of adjust- 
ment, for as much was implied in the recommendations of both 
President Harrison and President Cleveland and in the resolutions 
of Congress recommending arbitration. The major proposition 
is ‘‘arbitrate by reference to a third party.” It contains the 
minor proposition ‘‘agree with free will and in good faith without 
reference.” 

Two sets of resolutions are pending in the Senate. Those pro- 
posed by the Committee on Foreign Relations are now on the 
Calendar, and I shall not discuss them in advance of their due 
consideration, further than to say that I regard them as simply 
embodying a detailed statement of the Monroe doctrine as em- 
braced in the more general language in which it was uttered, and 
as according with the view given by Mr. Jefferson to Monroe that— 

We will oppose with all our means the forcible interposition of any other 
power as auxiliary, stipendiary, or under any other form or pretext, and most 
especially their transfer [that is, of any of our American territories} to any 
power by conquest, cession, or acquisition in any other way. 

I heard yesterday, Mr. President, a most eloquent and engaging 
speech from the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.cortr]. I im- 
agined at one period of his speech,so high was his eulogy upon 
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the British Empire and its heroes, and so severe some of his stric- 
tures upon the present Administration, that he was in fact oppos- 
ing the doctrine of Monroe, or anything like it, but when I came 
to read it in cold type, I perceived that, instead of being the sub- 
jects of his strictures, those who advocate this doctrine are in 
reality the subjects of his praise, for he says, as to the Davis reso- 
lutions, which are so much misrepresented: 

The phraseology of the resolutions reported by the committee, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is as unobjectionable as any language could be which endeavored to 
assert in binding and final terms a policy to which this Government desired 
to commit itself in dealing with the relations of foreign countries to this 
hemisphere. It is moderate, it is clear, and it is comprehensive. The objec- 
tion to it, in my opinion, is that Congress is not called upon to give its sanc- 
tion to any policy to be pursued toward the Governments to the south of us; 
and that at this particular juncture any legislation is unwise and can only 
accentuate existing difficulties. 

So between the two Senators who have spoken to these resolutions 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey there is this difference, 
that the Senator from New Jersey thinks that his resolutions go 
far enough, while the Senator from Colorado characterizes those 
of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations as moderate, clear, 
and comprehensive, his only objection being not to what they con- 
tain, but as to the methods of dealing with the subject. The res- 
olutions offered ‘by the Senator from New Jersey seem to me to 
misinterpret the history and to pervert the plain language of the 
doctrine of Monroe; and if they be a correct reading of the last 
seventy years of our history, then I can readily believe with the 
Senator from Colorado that this doctrine has been greatly misun- 
derstood. 

That it was directed especially to the prevention of the threat- 
ened action of the Allied Powers in reference to the revolted colo- 
nies of -— and the occupation, by way of colonization, of any 
supposed derelict territory on this hemisphere may be true, but 
it is only a half truth, for the language of Monroe covers— 
any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them or controlling in any 
other manner their destiny by any European power. 

Why do Senators attempt to quote history, and quote but half 
of a sentiment or a sentence? 

To their statement that the acquisition of territory by conquest 
was limited, as stated by Mr. Webster, to cases in which, by rea- 
son of proximity, such acquisition would be dangerous to our 
safety and the integrity of our institutions, the answer is com- 
plete that Mr. Webster himself applied the doctrine to the South 
American Republics, and that instead of being farther away from 
us now than they were at that time, they have practically grown 
closer by those bonds of civilization produced by rapid transit and 
communication. 

It is admitted that the Monroe doctrine rests solely upon our 
interests, and that we have come tinder no pledge to any power 
or state that binds us to act for their protection. No one now 
desires to promulgate or to apply the doctrine with any other 
view than to act as an independent nation should act in further- 
ance of its own interests. But what resolution upon this floor or 
what Senator has suggested another idea; and why should the 
Senate resolve upon a question as to which there is no controversy? 

The view of the resolutions offered by the Senator from New 
Jersey, which limits the doctrine to cases of invasion and con- 
quest, is controverted by its own language, and as he has invoked 

fr. Webster’s name, let me reply to that resolution from Mr. 
Webster's speech in the Senate touching the transfer of Cuba by 
Spain to another European monarchy: 

An honorable member from Kentucky [Mr. Wickliffe] argues that, although 


we might rightfully prevent another power from taking Cuba from Spain by 


force, yet if Spain should choose to make the voluntary transfer, we should 
have no right whatever to interfere. Sir, this is a distinction without a dif- 
erence. If we are likely to have contention about Cuba, let us first well con- 
sider what our rights are, and not commit ourselves. And, sir, if we have 
any right to interfere at all, it applies as well to the case of a peaceable as to 
that of a forcible transfer. 

Mr. President, I could range a constellation of distinguished 
American names around the doctrine thus stated by Daniel Web- 
ster, but as it is lit up by a star of the first magnitude, I leave it 
alone in its glory. 

That the President's action was premature and imprudent in 
view of our business and financial condition, it seems to me as 
but superficial criticism. The financial crisis came on five or six 
years ago—it may last five orten years more. Meantime are the 
United States to take no cognizance of great affairs, but sit down 
supinely and let the wide world wag as it will? ‘‘ Unsettled ques- 
tions have no regard for the repose of nations”; we had to meet 
the question when it was presented, nor did it lie within our power 
or province to dictate to Great Britain and Venezuela when they 
should present it. 

That the Executive could not commit Congress or the country 
by his action is readily admitted. But it may as well be stated 
at the same time that the country has never refused yet, in all its 
history, to stand by a President who was guarding its rights and 
interests, and that the masses of the ple, as well as their 
representatives in Congress, will support ian is too manifest to 
need argumentation. 
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The declaration of the resolutions that the Executive has i 
the doctrine beyond what was contemplated at the time of jt 
nouncement, and that it commits us to a protectorate over M 
and the Central and South American States, is farfetched. \),4 
now [ shall attempt to show this by analyzing the doctrine a ; 
history. But let me say I am not for the doctrine because Mo y)7,, 
uttered it or anybody else has supported it. Iam for it be 
it is sound American doctrine and embodies an American 
which is necessary to our tranquillity and safety. 

And let me say, Mr. President, that while I am a believer jn ; 
doctrine of Monroe, I do not rest my advocacy of the princiy)|os 
embodied in the President’s message upon that doctrine alon:,  [¢ 
there had never been a Monroe doctrine, I should be in fayor of 
making an American doctrine now, not resting it upon tradition. 
but upon the obvious interest and policy of the people 0: 
United States. 


Rufus Choate was once addressing a court and made a leva] 
proposition. ‘Can you refer me, Mr. Choate,” said the presiding 
judge, ‘“‘to any precedent?” ‘I hope, sir, that none can be 
found,” answered Mr. Choate, ‘‘for then your court would haye 
the honor of making one to be respected hereafter.” That is the 
way I feel as to the American doctrine embodied in the languay 
of Monroe. 

I shall, however, note before I go fully into the discussion, the 
declaration of the Senator from New Jersey, that Monroeism is a 
dead letter, and I shall have regard to his consignment of it to the 
tomb of the Capulets. 

I can not better describe the effect of the Monroe doctrine than 


by adopting the language of Hamilton Fish, Secretary of State, in 
his report to President Grant of July 14, 1870, in which he said 


This declaration resolves the solution of the immediate question of th: 
dependence of the Spanish-American colonies, and is supposed to hay 
cised some influence upon the course of the British Government in 1 ) 
the Absolutists’ claims in Europe as well asin America. It hasalso exercised 
a permanent influence on this continent; it was at once invoked in « 
quence of the peppered peril of Yucatan on the side of Europe; it was ap 
plied to a similar danger threatening Yucatan; it was embodied in the treaty 
of the United States and Great Britain as to Central America; it produced the 
successful opposition of the United States to an attempt of Great B: 
exercise dominion in Nicaragua under the cover of the Mesquite Indians, 
and it operated in like manner to prevent the establishment of a European 
dynasty in the United States. 


In extension or furtherance of the doctrine, Mr. Frelinghuysen, 
as Secretary of State, wrote on January 4, 1883, that, on the ground 
that the decision of American questions pertains to America itself, 
the Department will not sanction any arbitration by European 
States of South American difficulties, even with the consent of 
the parties. Mr. Blaine, in 1881, informed Mr. Noyes, our resident 
minister at Paris, that this Government would regard with erave 
anxiety an attempt on the part of France to force by hostile 
pressure the payment by Venezuela of her debt to French citizens, 
and the same year advised Mr. Morton, then our minister at the 


same court, that it was inexpedient for the United States to join 
with France and Great Britain in intervening to terminate hos- 
tilities between Chile and Peru. 

For a dead letter and for a corpse in the tomb of the Capulets 


=o has indeed played a great figure in the affairs of the 
world, 

President Cleveland’s message of December 17, 1895, with re- 

ect to the differences between Great Britain and Venezuela, was 
the most notable political event of that year. Its reception by 
Congress was worthy the dignity of the subject and the occasion. 
Controversies of party instantly subsided and in the hush of all 
personal, sectional, and political contentions both Houses in- 
stantly responded by voting the hundred thousand dollars asked 
for the constitution of a commission to investigate the subject. 
It was a sublime spectacle to behold how the call of patriotism 
made the people one. The commission of five eminent citizens 
has now been organized to give careful and impartial investiga- 
tion of the matter, and pending that investigation I do not see fit 
to discuss the merits of the question. Butif Congress has been 
unanimous, there have been dissenting voices from different parts 
of the country, mostly from the stock exchanges and centers of 
trade, which have found rumors of war disturbing to their busi- 
ness. 

I am glad to say, however, that in the great State of New York 
he who once presided as Vice-President over this Chamber, and 
who is now the governor of New York, has not lost the equanimity 
of his American sentiments. Governor Morton says, in a message 
to the legislature of that State: 

The doctrine formulated by President Monroe, and which has since | 


his name, become so well established in American national policy th®% 
there is no room for doubt as to the opinion of our people concerning It. 


He well adds: 


Arbitration affords a simple, humane, and peaceful method of determining 
the ute, and it is scarcely conceivable, at this period of the world’s his- 
tory, t any t nation is will to take the responsibility of the sacri 
fice of human life and the wanton destruction of property which would be 
the inevitable result of an armed conflict. ° 
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1896. 


Since 1814, when Great Britain acquired Demerara, Essequibo, 
and Berbice by treat with the Netherlands, the dividing line be- 
tween these establishments, now known as British Guiana and 
Venezuela, has been asubject of difference between Great Britain 
and that country. ab , 

It is observable in the British Blue Book and the Colonial List 
that this line between 1885 and 1886 leaped forward so as to em- 
prace 33,000 square miles of territory never claimed ostensibly in 
the official publications of the British Government before. 

In 1840 Great Britain sent Sir Robert Schomburgk to ascertain 
and lay down the western boundaries of British Guiana. He pro- 
ceeded to fix the line since known as the Schomburgk line, outlined 
it on maps, and marked it by posts and other indicia of boundary. 
Venezuela protested against this line, and the boundary marks set 
up by Schomburgk were removed by order of Lord Aberdeen. 
From time to time since 1840 various lines have been proposed by 
Great Britain. 

Lord Aberdeen proposed a line in 1844 beginning at the River 

{oroco. 
, Lord Granville in 1801 indicated another line placing the start- 
ing point at a distance of 20 miles from the Moroco, in the direc- 
tion of Punta Barima. 


Lord Rosebery in 1886 placed the boundary west of the Guaima | 


River. 

Lord Salisbury in 1890 fixed the starting point of the line in the 
mouth of the Amacuro River, west of Punta Barima, on the Ori- 
noco. 

Lord Rosebery in 1893 brought forward a line again from a 
point to the west of the Amacuro as far as the source of the 
Cumano River and the mountains of Usupamo. 

In 1876 Venezuela peepee to close the dispute by accepting the 
Moroco line proposed by Lord Aberdeen in 1844. 

Lord Granville rejected this proposal and suggested a new line 
taking in a much larger tract of territory. Venezuela declined 
this proposal in 1882 and suggested arbitration. But before this 
had taken the form of any definite proposal Great Britain sug- 
gesteda treaty which should determine the boundary and other dis- 
puted questions. In 1886 the Gladstone Government, as we are 
told by Mr. Olney, practically agreed upon a treaty containing a 
general arbitration clause, but before it was signed Lord Salisbury 
superseded Mr. Gladstone in office and declined to acceed to the 
arbitration clause unless Venezuela should confine it to such of 
the disputed territory as lies west of the line designated by him 
and abandon claim to the residue. Weary of the dispute, Vene- 
zuela, in 1887, withdrew her minister from the Court of St. James, 
and protesting before Her Majesty’s Government and before all 
civilized nations and before the world in general against the acts 
of spoliation committed to her detriment by the Government of 
Great Britain, which she will at no time and on no account recog- 
nize as capable of altering in the least the rights which she had 
inherited from Spain, and respecting which she will ever be will- 
ing to submit to the decision of a third power. 

On January 20, 1895, Mr. Olney, the American Secretary of 
State, addressed a note to our minister to Great Britain, in which 
he set forth the facts which I have related, with many others per- 
tinent to the controversy, and fully expounding the American pol- 
icy with relation to the aggrandizement of territory in this coun- 
try by the nations of the Old World. His note is a powerful, 
clear, and unanswerable exposition of the subject. He explained 
the Monroe doctrine and cited the instances in which our Govy- 
ernment had applied it. He referred to the British demand that 
her right to a disputed portion of the territory should be acknow- 
ledged before she soeall consent to an arbitration as to the rest, 
which, as he declared, ‘‘in effect deprived Venezuela of her free 
agency and puts her under virtual duress.” 

Territory— 


He said— 
acquired by reason of it will be as much wrested from her by the strong 
hand as if occupied by British troops or covered by British fleets. It seems, 
therefore, quite impossible that this position of Great Britain should be as- 
sented to by the United States, or that, if such position be adhered to with 
the result of enlarging the bounds of British Guiana, it should not be re- 
garded as amounting in substance to an invasion and conquest of Venezuelan 
territory. 

Further he stated: 

Great Britain's assertion of title to the disputed territory, combined with 
her refusal to have that title investigated, being a substantial appropriation 
of the territory to her own use, not to protest and give warning that the trans- 
action will be regarded as injurious to the interests of the people of the 
United States, as well as oppressive in itself, would be to ignore an established 
policy with which the honor and welfare of this country are closely identified. 


Under these circumstances he instructed Ambassador Bayard 
to present these views to Lord Salisbury by reading to him his 
communication and to reenforce them by such pertinent consider- 
ations as would doubtless occur to him. Our Secretary of State 
thus called for a definite decision upon the point whether Great 
Britain would consent or decline to submit the Venezuelan bound- 
ary question in its entirety to impartial arbitration, and he ex- 

in conclusion the earnest hope of the President that the 
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conclusion would be on the side of arbitration and that Great 
Britain would add one more to the conspicuous precedents she has 
already furnished in favor of that wise and just mode of adjusting 
international disputes. 

Lord Salisbury replied to Mr. Olney’s communication in two dis- 
patches, both dated November 26, 1895, in which he disputed the 
applicability of the Monroe doctrine to the question, and declined 
on the part of Great Britain to submit to arbitration the territory 
in question beyond the Schomburgk line. Speedily after the re- 
ceipt of these messages the President sent his message to Congress 
in reply to Lord Salisbury’s contention that the doctrines of Mon- 
roe are generally inapplicable to the state of things in which we 
live. at the present day, and especially inapplicable to the contro- 
versy involving the boundary line between Great Britain and Ven- 
ezuela. He stated that— 

The doctrine upon which we stand is strong and sound, because its enforce- 
ment is important to our peace and safety as a nation and is essential to the 
integrity of our free institutions and the tranquil maintenance of our dis- 
tinctive form of government. It was intended to apply to every stage of our 
national life, and can not become obsolete while our Republic endures. If the 
balance of power is justly a cause for jealous anxiety among the Governments 
of the Old World and a subject for our absolute noninterference, none the 
less is an observance of the Monroe doctrine of vital concern to our people and 
their Government. 

If a European power, by an extension of its boundaries, takes possession 
of the territory of one of our_ neighboring republics against its will and in 
derogation of its rights, it_is difficult to see why to that extent such Euro- 
pean power does not thereby attempt to extend its system of government to 
that portion of this continent which is thus taken. 

In reply to the suggestion that the Monroe doctrine does not 
embody any principle of international law which is founded on 
the general consent of nations, he conclusively answered that 
while it may not have been admitted in so many words to the code of in- 
ternational law, but since in international councils every nation is entitled to 
the rights belonging to it, if the enforcement of the Monroe doctrine is some- 
thing we may justly claim it has its place in the code of international law as 
certainly and as securely as if it were specifically mentioned. 

The President, further summing up his views, recommended the 
appointment of an American commission to investigate the case 
and declared that— 

When such report is made and accepted it will, in my opinion, be the duty 
of the United States to resist by every means in its power as a willful aggres- 
sion upon its rights and interests the appropriation by Great Britain.of any 
lands or the exercise of governmental Jurisdiction over any territory which 
after investigation we have determined of right belong to Venezuela 

In support of these sentiments I speak now with such feelings as 
must have possessed Lewis Cass, of Michigan, when as a member 
of this body he here declared in 1856, with reference to the Mon- 
roe doctrine, that— 

We ought years ago by Congressional interposition to have made this sys- 
tem and policy an American system by a solemn declaration, and if we had 
done so we should have spared ourselves much trouble and no little mortifi- 
cation. 

Indeed, one of the grounds taken by the British prime minister 
in his letter to Mr. Olney is that this Government has never for- 
mally notified the government of any other nation of its claims 
under the Monroe doctrine. Why, sir, if he had turned over the 
archives of his own office and explored the letters of Secretaries 
Blaine and Frelinghuysen he would have found that he was in 
error in that statement. and surely he has access to the Parlia- 
mentary proceedings of his own country, which would abundantly 
enlighten him. For my part I am in favor of clearing the way so 
that he may have no excuse for falling into such an error here- 
after. 

The great names of our history 
trine. 

Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, James Monroe, John Quincy 
Adams, John Tyler, James K. Polk, James Buchanan, Abraham 
Lincoln, U. 8S. Grant, R. B. Hayes, James A. Garfield, Chester A. 
Arthur, and Benjamin Harrison, and now notably Grover Cleve- 
land, have given it their approbation. 

Daniel Webster, Edward Everett, Henry Clay, John M. Clay- 
ton, William H. Seward, Lewis Cass, Hamilton Fish, William M. 
Evarts, Theodore Frelinghuysen, James G. Blaine, Thomas F. 
Bayard, and now Richard Olney are among the distinguished 
Secretaries who have indorsed and advocated it. It is embedded 
in the minds of the people as a necessary principle of American 
policy and is dear to their hearts as a glorious tradition of their 
national life. If it has been a dead letter, the Presidents and Sec- 
retaries of State of the United States and the great statesmen who 
have led their movements and molded their measures have been 
singularly ignorant and misinformed. 

The immortal Farewell Address of Washington gave to this 
country an invaluable legacy in warning us to avoid implication 
in the ordinary vicissitudes of European politics or in the ordinary 
combinations and collisions of its friendships and enmities. The 
felicitous phrase of Jefferson, ‘‘ Friendly relations with all na- 
tions, entangling alliances with none,” became a proverb, and the 
successors of the fathers have often repeated this counsel, which 
was as obvious in its wisdom as it was impressive and cogent in 
its utterance. It was mainly based by Washington upon the fact 
that Europe has a set of interests which to us have none or a very 


are identified with this doc- 
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remote relation, and that hence she must become ane in fre- 
quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to 
our concerns, while our detached and distant situation invited 
and enabled us to preserve a different course. 

At the time when this advice originated the United States was 
the only republic—indeed, the only independent nation—of the 
Western Hemisphere. Its territory consisted of a narrow strip of 
land on the Atlantic coast, its population was thin and scattered, 
it had entered upon the experiment of a federated republic sur- 
rounded north and south by the colonial possessions of the great 
monarchies of Europe, while its boundaries, distant but a few hun- 
dred miles from the seaboard, were yet tenanted by powerful tribes 
of savages. The domestic situation naturally prompted and im- 
pressed the lesson of Washington, while eee the seas the tur- 
moils and perturbations which grew out of the French revolution 
were in themselves warnings to us to abstain as far as possible 
from implicating ourselves in them. 

Beyond these considerations lay the fact that we had many per- 

lexing questions of our own to deal with. We were in the in- 
fantile and formative period of independent existence. There 
was a new heaven and a new earth to the people, who felt the 
quickening pulses of freedom, independence, union, and nation- 
ality. Tothe new conditions our statesmen addressed themselves 
with vigor and skill, and if the —_ of the rapid advance- 
ment through the wilderness of a fresh young people, the rise of 
new States, and the rounding out of our natural empire by diplo- 
matic address and the conquests of arms be an imposing one in 
the physical progress of the race, yet more so must be the rare 
phenomena of intellectual development disclosed in the masterful 
statecraft with which new problems, novel and difficult, which 
pressed upon us, were grasped and solved, 

As time progressed it soon became evident that if Europe had 
her set of primary interests which did not concern us, the eri- 
can continent had a set of primary interests in which our con- 
cern was necessary and paramount to that of Europe. If nonin- 
tervention of America in European affairs was the policy of our 
situation, to preserve our peace and safety, so the noninterference 
of Europe with the affairs of independent American States be- 
came the corollary. As new republics sprung up in America, it 
became as manifestly our duty to assert the counterpart of Wash- 
ington’s advice as it was to him to utter it. Our international 
creed was not complete until we had rounded the declaration that 
we would not interfere in European affairs with the additional 
declaration that we would not regard with friendship European 
interference with those of independent sister American States. 

James Monroe, the first of a line of Presidents who have taught 

ethis creed, was the fifth President of the United States, twice 
chosen to that office. He was one of the band of worthies who are 
regarded as the Conscript Fathers of the Republic. He was a 
profound student of political systems, policies, and movements, 
and he was deeply imbued with the spirit of Democratic faith and 
with the principles of our free Constitution. For over half a cen- 
tury his name was associated with the great events of war and 
peace which marked the rise of the American ple, the exten- 
sion of their empire, and the formation of their institutions. His 
Administration was known as the era of good feeling. John 
Quincy Adams called it ‘‘the golden age.” His teachings have 
left a deep and lasting impression upon our eee 

He was born in Westmoreland County, Va., on the 28th of April, 
1758, and at the outbreak of the Revolutionary war he was a 
student at the dld college of William and Mary. Laying aside 
his studies at the outbreak of hostilities in 1776, he, with of 
its professors and some ore of his fellows, including John 
Marshall, afterwards our first Chief Justice, joined their comrades 
from Harvard, Yale, and Princeton as volunteers in the Continental 
Army. Becoming a lieutenant in the Third Virginia Regiment, 
commanded by Hugh Mercer, he and his captain, William Wash- 
ington, fell wounded side by side in the battle of Princeton, where 
their brave colonel lost his life; and early distinguished by his acts 
of gallantry in the northern campaigns, he arose from one degree 
to another until none surpassed him in public service or in the es- 
teem and confidence of his coun en. 

His intimacy with Thomas Jefferson began in 1780, when he 
studied law under his direction while he was governor of Virginia, 
and he was a lifelong friend of his distinguished compatriots, 
Washington, Jefferson, Marshall, and Madison. His public em- 
yn were various, and his restless activity was always 

irected to the highest tasks. He was singularly wise, discreet, 
courageous, practicai, and successful. He was so perfectly honest 
that Jefferson said of him— 

If his soul were turned inside out, not a spot would be found on it— 

And— 

There was a dori; in his 
character which eae ee i: a — 

No American that ever lived was in closer sympathy with the 
tera of his country or more useful in the steady and able main- 

nce of its just policies. He was a member of the executive 


council of his State, three times a member of its legislature, ay. 
three timesits governor. Hewasamember of the Continental (on- 
gress, aSenator of the United States, a member of the Virginia ey 
vention which ratified the Federal Constitution in 1788, and more 
than forty years afterwards he sat with Marshall and Madison 
the convention that formed the Virginia constitution in 1830, Hp» 
became minister to France under the appointment of Washingt:y 
in 1794, and in that country he was received with great fayor 
while for his part he expressed his own and his country’s s) 
pathy with the French Republic so earnestly that his languy 
was deemed by Washington scarcely in keeping with the neutr,| 
policy which his Administration proclaimed. He was again ¢: 
ployed in the diplomatic service in 1803, in the Administration 
Jefferson, and was associated with Livingston, our resident i) 
ister at Paris, in negotiating the purchase of New Orleans and | 
territory embracing the mouth of the Mississippi, which formed a 
yart of the province of Louisiana recently ceded by Spain to France 

e was Secretary of State and Secretary of War inthe Cabinet of 
Madison, and at one time performed the functions of both offices 

Asa member of the Virginia legislature he was one of th 
who brought forward the bill by which Virginia confirmed the 
Northwest ordinance of 1788 for the colonization by freemen 
alone of the Northwest Territory, which she gave to the Union, ani 
dedicating portions thereof to educational purposes, thus laying 
the foundation of the great free and independent States whi 
now occupy so commanding a position in the Union. He was 
destined to play a conspicuous part in rounding the dimensions 
of the United States to their natural boundaries by the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Pacific Ocean. In the treaty of peace with Great 
Britain it had been stipulated that the Mississippi River from its 
source to its mouth should be open to the subjects of Great Brit- 
ain and the citizens of the United States. Spain, then holding the 
Floridas, which included the territory afterwards known as 
Louisiana, objected, and many were disposed to surrender the 
American claim of right to this highway to the ocean. The Vir- 
ginia delegates in Congress persistently refused to yield, and 
among them was Monroe, who in 1786 wrote a pamphlet asserting 
the right of the inhabitants of the Western country to the free 
navigation of the Mississippi. 

It was due to the persistence of a few strong men, thus led by 
him, that the Spanish closure of the mouth of the Mississippi was 

revented, and that the territory which passed from Spain to 

rance was added to the United States of America, and it was his 
singular good fortune to have been Secretary of War of the United 
States at the time when Jackson won his famous victory over 
Pakenham at New Orleans on the 8th of January, 1815, and | 
will here indulge in the pleasing reflection that the great States of 
the West which now fill this Chamber with the representatives of 
their equality won to us by the policy of Monroeare parts of that 
territory, and that my own State had nosmall part in the far see- 
ing and brave statesmanship which commenced the negotiation 
for its acquisition in the Administration of Washington and con- 
summated it in the Administration of Jefferson. 

Monroe succeeded Madison as President in 1816, and was re- 
elected without opposition in 1820. For his Cabinet officers he 
chose John Quincy Adams, Secretary of State; John C. Calhoun, 
Secretary of War; W. H. Crawford as Secretary of the Treasury, 
and William Wirt as Attorney-General; and with these able offi- 
cers he dealt with consummate ability with the issues that came 
before him. He accomplished in 1819 the acquisition of the Flor- 
idas which, as minister to Spain, he had failed to do in 1+. 
But the act of his Administration by which his name is most (lis- 
tinguished was the promulgation of what is known as the Monroe 
doctrine, an utterance of his seventh annual message, of the 2d of 
December, 1823. 

The occasion for the promulgation of that doctrine, its signifi- 
cance, its utility, and its place among the traditional principles 
of the American people I propose now toconsider. It was brought 
forth by two important complications in our foreign affairs. [n 
1820 the Russian Emperor had issued a ukase declaring that tho 
pursuit of commerce, whaling, fishing, and ali other industries, 
whether on the islandsor in the ports and gulfs of the northwestern 
coast of America from Bering Straits to 51° north latitude, be- 
longed exclusively to Russia and that no foreign vessels shoul 
come within 300 miles of the coast. ; 

About the same time affairs in Europe assumed a threatening 
attitude toward America. Napoleon had been overthrown at 
Waterloo on the 18th of June, 1815. The Bourbons were again 11) 
power, Louis XVIII longing to imitate “the Grand Monarque. 
came once more to the throne of France. The Allied Powers |0 
E found fitting opportunity for undertaking to suppress the 
pop spirit engendered by the American and the French revo- 

utions and to assert the divine rights of kings. : k 

Their treaty was signed at Paris by Alexander of Russia, Franc)s 
of Austria, and Frederick William of Prussia, acting as absolute 
sovereigns, without the intervention of ministers or diplomatic 
agents. To readit in the garish light of these practical times one 
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would suppose that these visionary monarchs imagined that they 
coul€ make the world ‘‘one entire and perfect chrysolite”—that 
the millennium was about to flower out over the lava beds of ex- 
hausted revolution. Led on by Alexander of Russia, who was him- 
self inspired by the Baroness Krudener,a woman of mystic elo- 
quence, they assumed themselves to be the delegates of Providence, 
charged with governing three branches of the human family and 
consecrating themselves to an indissoluble fraternity for the pro- 
tection of religion, peace,and justice. They invoked their peoples 
to glory in the principles which the divine Saviour had taught to 
man, and they invited all sovereigns to join their order of the Holy 
Alliance. The irreverent populace fitly nicknamed their scheme 
“The Conspiracy of Kings.” They were ‘moral agriculturists,” 
after the manner of Captain Wragge. There was never among 
nations amore complete exhibit of the wolf in sheep’s clothing. 
Under this guise of sanctity lay dreams of conquest and a deter- 
mination to suppress all assertions and advancements of the pop- 
ular spirit. Asvicegerents of fate, they proposed a crusade against 
the liberties of mankind. Of a tender disposition by nature, but 
wholly possessed by the doctrine of absolutism, Alexander was not 
unwilling to make concessions to liberal views, but he recognized 
no rights in peoples to move on their own lines of progress, and 
taught that policy and privilege should flow downward to the peo- 
ple from the throne. 

The allied sovereigns of this ailiance held congresses from time 
to time at Aix-la-Chapelle, Troppau, Laybach, and Verona, con- 
certing plans for the propagation of their doctrines. The first 
manifestations of their power a in an effort to strengthen 
the shaky thrones of Europe and to crush out mercilessly every 
appearance of democratic principle and popular institutions. In 
pursuance of this behest an Austrian army exterminated the Nea- 
politan revolution and reestablished the Bourbon house against 
the protest of France and the disapproval of England. Soon 
another moved against the Piedmontese. France now cooperat- 
ing with the alliance, a French army of 100,000 men was sent by 
Louis XVIII in 1823 under the Duc d’Angouleme into Spain to 
support the incapable Bourbon king, Ferdinand VII, who has been 
well described as an indolent sovereign who had neither the cour- 
age which commands respect, the generosity which wins affection, 
nor the wisdom which averts catastrophe. He, by the decree of 
Valencia, had abrogated the democratic constitution of 1812, which 
was ill suited to the Spanish nation, then in the throes of inter- 
necine strife, and he was without either the material resources or 
moral qualities which enabled him efficiently to cope with it and 
with the treasury depieted by the loss of revenues from the revolt- 
ing colonies of America. 

Europe indeed had been left in a most unhappy state by the 
wars whiab preceded the downfall of Napoleon, who in opening the 
career to talent had set aflame the ambitious spirits of the popu- 
lace, which broke out afresh under the slightest relaxation of sd 

tic vigilance. In Naples and Piedmont and in Spain and in 
Franco insurrection time and again sounded its angry note; secret 
societies menaced the Czar and swarmed throughout Russia; a 
regiment of his household troops mutinied in St. Petersburg, and 
all was not quiet even in Warsaw, where the Polish Diet rejected 
laws proposed by Alexander. Greece was in revolution against 
the Turk. The Holy Alliance in religious garb proposed to com- 
bine the kings of the earth together and wipe out all malcontents, 
and held out to Ferdinand of Spain that if he would crush consti- 
tutionalism and democracy in his kingdom they would combine 
and restore to his throne the now revolting South American States. 

It is to be remembered that, while the Spanish Peninsula was 
the theater of the great struggle in the Napoleonic war, the colo- 
nies of Spain in South America had seized the opportunity to 
slip the noose of despotism and to assert their faith that Colum- 
bus had not discovered America to feed the mutineers of La 
Mancha and the cobblers of Castile. 

While Soultand other veteran marshals of France were warring 
upon the Spaniards, the revolt of South America, which broke 
out at Caracas, in Venezuela, in 1810, had spread until now Mexico, 
Guatemala, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, Chile, Bolivia, the Argen- 
tine Republic, and Uruguay had set up their independence and had 
been recognized by the United States. Great Britain had held 
aloof from the Holy Alliance. Lord Castelreigh, representing a 
country which had ‘‘extorted its liberties over its sovereign and 
changed the dynasty on the throne to secure them,” pursued that 
line of conduct which became the representatives of a free people 
and abstained from complication with the conspiracy of kings. 

Now, at last, her silence was changed to mutterings of discontent. 
She was unwilling to see the fruits of the Peninsula war thrown 
away and Spain made at last the prey of France. She saw in 
these new States of South America a fine opportunity to open 
marts for her own commerce free from Spanish restrictions and 
impositions which she was unwilling should be restored, and she 
found in them also a fine field for the operations of her capitalists, 
who had largely invested in South American bonds. Determined, 
if possible, to put a stop to the far-reaching designs of the alliance, 














— 


and prompted by the natural interests of his country and her 
natural rivalry of the great powers, George Canning, the secre- 
tary of state for foreign affairs, arrayed himself against it and 
invoked American cooperation. Shrewdly did he say to Richard 
Rush, the American minister to England: 

Are the great political and commercial interests which hang upon the des- 


tinies of the new world to be canvassed and adjusted in Europe without the 
cooperation or even the knowledge of the United States 


The United States had indeed received a suggestion from the 
Emperor of Russia that they should join the alliance, but John 
Quincy Adams, Monroe’s Secretary of State, had promptly an- 
swered: 

The political system of the United States is essentially extra-European. 
To stand in firm and cautious independence of all entanglements of th« Euro- 
pean system has been the cardinal point of their policy under every Admin- 
istration of their Government from the peace of 1783 to this day. 


And the overtures had been declined. He was still Secretary of 
State when it became necessary for the United States to declare 
the corollary of this doctrine and to warn Europe against inter- 
ference with American affairs. ‘‘America for Americans” was a 
sentiment which had been greatly promulgated among the people, 
and it was for him to take an honorable and noteworthy part in 
its promulgation. 

It was under the circumstances that I have described that Mon- 
roe delivered the message of December 2, 1823. In reference to 
our differences with Russia in respect to the interests involved on 
the northwestern coast of this continent, he indicated his assent 
to the proposal of the Russian Imperial Government to settle 
them by amicable negotiation and declared the disposition of our 
Government to cultivate the best understanding with it, But he 
added this sentence: 


In the discussion to which this interest has given rise and in the arrange- 
ments by which they may terminate, the occasion has been judged proper 
for asserting asa principle in which the rights and interests of the United 
States are invotved. that the American continents by the free and independ- 
ent condition which they have assumed and maintained are henceforth not 
to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European power. 


With reference to the conditions of Europe he then declared as 
follows: 


In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to themselves we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy to doso. It 
is only when our rightsare invaded or seriously menaced that we resent in- 
juries or make preparations for our defense. With the movements in this 
heutaphere, we are, of necessity, more immediately connected, and by causes 
which must be obvious to ail enlightened and impartial observers. The po- 
litical system of the Allied Powers is essentially different in this respect from 
that of America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their 
respective Governments. And to the defense of our own, which has been 
achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure and matured by the wis- 
dom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part 
to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as deneer: yus to our 
peace and safety. 

With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have 
not interfered and shall not interfere. 

But with the Governments who have declared their independence and 
maintained it, and whose independence we have, on great consideration and 
on just principles, acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the 
pare se of oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, 

xy any European power, in any other light than as the manifestation of an 
unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 

Our policy in regard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of the 
wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the globe, nevertheless re- 
mains the same, which is, not tointerfere in the internal concerns of any of its 

owers; to consider the government de facto as the legitimate government 

Mer us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and to preserve those relations 
by a frank, firm, and manly policy, meeting in all instances the just claims 
of every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to these 
continents circumstances are eminently and conspicuously different. It is 
impossible that the Allied Powers should extend their political system to any 
portion of either continent without endangering our peace and happiness; 
nor can anyone believe that our southern brethren, if left to themselves, 
would adopt it of their own accord. Itis equally impossible, therefore, that 
we should behold such interposition, in any forza, with indifference. 


In the quotations which I have made from Monroe’s message is 
found the Monroe doctrine. It will be observed that it is clear 
and comprehensive and that it embraces these propositions: 

1. Noninterference on our part with the internal concerns of 
European powers. 

2. Noninterference with existing colonies in America. 

8. No colonization of free and independent American States for 
the future by any European powers. 

4. No extensions of the political systems of Europe in America. 

5. No interposition of any European power for the purpose of 
opposing or controllingin any other manner the destiny of Ameri- 
can States. 

Mark the words ‘‘ any European power.” 
Holy Alliance there. 

This message was welcomed with joy in Great Britain and South 
America as well as in our own country. The price of South 
American securities leaped upward, much to the joy of English 


No limitation to the 


investors. The assurance of liberty rendered South America 
enthusiastic. The brave and statesmanlike utterances of our 


Chief Magistrate made American hearts leap for joy. 
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Sir James McIntosh declared that— 


The coincidences of the two great English Commonwealths can not be con- 
Sovagiated without the utmost pleasure by every intelligent citizen of the 
earth. 


The Marquis of Lansdowne said in the House of Lords: 


If we had been tardy it was a satisfaction to find that America had on this 
occasion taken that decisive step which so well became its character and its 
interest. As that important decision was of the utmost consequence to every 

0rtion of the world where freedom was valued, he could not grudge to the 

Jnited States the glory of having thus early thrown her shield over those 
struggles for freedom which were so important not only to America herself, 
but to the whole world.—Hansard's Debates, February 3, 1824. 


Mr. Brougham, afterwards Lord Brougham, was cheered in the 
House of Commons when, in language of lofty eloquence, resem- 
bling that of Webster, he referred to Monroe’s message: 

An event had recently happened than which no event had dispersed greater 
joy, exultation, and gratitude over all the powers in Europe—an event in 
which he as an a hman, connected by ties of blood and language with 
America, took peculiar — and satisfaction—an event, he repeated, had 
happened which was decisive on the subject; and that event was the speech 
onl message of the President of the United States to Congress. The ine of 
policy which that speech disclosed became a great, a free, and an independ- 
ent nation; and he hoped that His Majesty's ministers would be prevented 
by no mean pride, no paltry jealousy, from following so noble and illustrious 
anexample. He trusted that as the United States had had the glory of set- 
ting, we would have the good taste to follow, the example of holding fast by 
free institutions and of assisting our brother freemen, in whatever rt of 
the globe they should be found, in placing bounds to that impious alliance 
which, if it ever succeeded in bringing down the Old World to its own de- 
graded level, would not hesitate to attempt to master the New World too. 


And yet, sir, the British prime minister to-day criticises the 
United States because Great Britain was not formally notified in 
writing of a doctrine which both Houses of the British Parlia- 
ment received with enthusiasm and the Commons with cheers, 
and which was decisive of the question then perplexing the Brit- 
ish throne. 

But with all the exultation with which Great Britain welcomed 
her American ally against the machinations of the Holy Alliance, 
there was a sting in it for her as well as for Russia. President 
Monroe had not only put a lion in the path of a particular scheme 
of despotism and aggrandizement, but had declared broad Ameri- 
can principles which were thorns in the side of Great Britain and 
forewarnings to her as well as to the then conspiring monarchs. 
What England wanted was the cooperation of America to prevent 
other European powers from interfering in South America. She 
had no idea of inviting prevention of her own interference, while 


Canning, never assenting to the — declarations of Monroe, 


held that ‘‘ the United States had no right to take umbrage at 
the establishment of new colonies from Europe on any unoccu- 
pied parts of the American Continent.” Indeed, England became 
in time so offended by Monroe’s declaration against further col- 
onization that she refused to cooperate with us in settling the 
Russian question. While great credit is often assumed by Great 
Britain for her stand against the Holy Alliance, and while some is 
deserved, she was not inspired so greatly by the spirit of freedom 
as by the spirit of self-interest in her profitable markets. 

In aletter dated December, 1823, to the British minister to Spain, 
Mr. Canning displayed plainly enough his animus, for he said: 

Monarchy in Mexico and monarchy in Brazil would cure the evils of univer- 
sal democracy and prevent the drawing of demarkation which I most dread— 
America vs. Europe. The United States naturally enough aim at this division 
and cherish the democracy which leads to it, but Ido not much apprehend 
their influence, even if I believe, which I do not altogether, in all the reports 
of their activity in America. Mexicoand they are too neighborly to be friends. 
In the meantime they have aided us materially. 

In other words, he was glad enough to get our aid to thwart a 
rival, but deplored and dissented from the principle on which the 
aid was given. ‘ ‘ 

John Quincy Adams succeeded Monroe as President in 1825. 
No one was better fitted to propagate the policy of his prede- 
cessor. Indeed, the first hint of the Monroe doctrine in official 
documents is found in a communication of John Quincy Adams, 
the Secretary of State, to Richard Rush, our minister to England, 
dated July 2, 1823, in which he said: 

These independent nations (meaning those on the American Continent 
south of us) will possess the rights incident to that condition, and their terri- 
tories will of course be subject to no exclusive right of navigation in their 
vicinity or of any access to them by ony Soreigs nation. The necessary con- 
sequence of this state of things would be that the American colonies hence- 
forth will no longer be subject to colonization. 

In the same month he informed the Russian minister that— 

We should contest the right of Russia to any territorial establishment on 
this continent, and that we should assume distinctly the —- that the 
American Continents are no longer subject to any new European colonial 
establishments. 

And it is unquestioned that it was at his suggestion that Mon- 
roe inserted the anti-European colonization clause in his message. 
To him, therefore, must be given full and unequivocal credit for 
this proposition, to the support of which he brought great abilities, 
indomitable courage, and untiring energy. His voluminous diary 
exhibits the zeal with which he propagated the idea, and his Chief 
as well as his country were greatly indebted for his splendid serv- 
ice. But Monroe added the broader proposition which virtually 
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made this country in a broader sense the protector of South Amer. 
ican independence. 

President Adams in 1826 announced to Congress the expediency 
of accepting an invitation from the Republics of Colombia, Mex. 
ico, and Central America to take part in a congress at Panama. 
Out of this message grew a violent political agitation, and ocen) 
ring at a time when the slavery question was forming into sharp 
issues, it has not yet ceased to be the subject of differences and 
misrepresentation. President Adams nominated as our represent 
atives to the Panama congress Richard C. Anderson, John Sar- 
geant,and W.B. Rochester, and they were confirmed by a decisive 
majority, but the Democratic party in Congress stoutly opposed 
the scheme of Mr. Adams, and it has been repeatedly stated that 
the Southern members joined in this opposition because one of 
the subjects proposed for consideration by the congress was the 
concerting of measures having reference to the more effectua] 
abolition of the African slave trade. This is a very narrow and 
false view of the situation. To assume its correctness is to make 
a catch phrase of political campaigns a landmark of history. No 
doubt the question of slavery has often warped the opinions and 
actions of sections in this country on different questions, as it 
notably did in turning New England against the Mexican war 
and in the annexation of Texas, but the opposition to our partici- 
pation in the Panama congress was based upon principles as old 
as the Government and as deeply rooted in popular conviction ag 
the Monroe doctrine or any other tradition of our people. 

Perusal of Mr. Adams’s message shows that it contemplated not 
only the union of American States for liberal commercial inter- 
course, the adoption of principles of maritime neutrality, the doc- 
trine that free ships make free goods, tue invasion of Cuba and 
aa Rico, the status of Haiti, and lastly, as President Adams 
said: 

The congress of Panama is believed to present a fair occasion for urging 
upon all the new nations of the south the just and liberal principles of re- 
ligious liberty. 

This was a bombshell. The Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
Senate at that time consisted of Macon of North Carolina, Taze- 
well of Virginia, Gaillard of South Carolina, Mills of Massachu- 
setts, and White of Tennessee—men of exceptional ability and 
distinction. The report of that committee, made by Mr. Macon, 
but drawn by Mr. Tazewell, shows that the opposition to our par- 
ticipation in the congress was rested upon considerations as broad 
as the limits of our nation, as patriotic as the spirit of independ- 
ence and liberty, and as conservative and just as was the farewell 
message of Washington. 

The report said: 

If there be any subject more sacred and delicate than another as to which 
the United States ought never to intermeddle, even by obtrusive advice. it 
is that which concerns religious liberty. The most cruel and devastating 
wars have been produced by such interference; the blood of man has been 
poured out in torrents, and from the days of the Crusades to the present hour 
no benefit has resulted to the human family from discussions carried on by 
nations upon such subjects. 

As to interference with Cuba and Puerto Rico, the report de- 
clared that the United States could never regard with indifference 
their actual condition or future destiny, but deprecated any joint 
action with the South American republics in relation with them, 
and it totally discountenanced any joint discussion or action with 
relation to Haiti. 

If— 

It said— 
the United States permit themselves to be associated with these nations in 
any general congress assembled for the discussion of common plans in any 
way affectin ne interests, they will, by such an act, not only deprive 
themselves of the ability they now possess to render useful assistance to the 
other North American States, but also produce other effects prejudicial to 
their own interest. 

In respect to Haiti it set forth the difficulties involved in diplo- 
matic intercourse with her, then recently assuming a position 
which was the result of a successful negro insurrection, and no 
doubt this question intermingled its great force with that of other 
considerations in reaching the conclusion to which the committee 
came. 

At this distance of time it seems to me that the Senate commit- 
tee acted with wisdom, and in the event this appears to have been 
demonstrated, for the congress itself proved a fiasco, although the 
Senate confirmed the ministers appointed by the President and 
the House voted the necessary appropriation. 

After all— 

Says Mr. Benton in his Thirty Years’ View— 


the whole conception of the Panama congress was an abortion. It died out 
of itself without ever having been once held, not even by the States whic! 
had conceived it. It was incongruous and impracticable even to attempt, 
more apt to engender disputes among themselves and utterly foreign to us, 
and dangerous to our peace and institutions. 

Mr. Adams, in his message to Congress on this subject, impress’ d 
the wisdom of the Monroe doctrine, but suggested that if deem d 
advisable to contract any conventional agreement as a means 0! 
resisting interference from abroad with the domestic concerns of 
the American Governments, our views would extend no further 
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than to a mutual pledge of the parties to the compact to maintain 
the principle in application to its own territory and to permit no 
colonial lodgment or establishment of European jurisdiction upon 
its own soil. 

These expressions of Mr. Adams have been by some regarded 
most mistakenly, most unjustly, as limitations by John Quincy 
Adams upon the Monroe doctrine, whereas, according to the plain 
facts, they were extensions. According to the Monroe doctrine, 
we are unwilling to enter into any alliance with foreign nations 
for any purpose not in war, but are willing for ourselves to assert 
the doctrine of non-intervention by any European power. John 
Quincy Adams, while asserting the Monroe doctrine, was willing 
to enter into conventional arrangements with other countries for 
them also to assert it in their proper sphere, and yet Senators upon 
this floor quote his elongation of the Monroe doctrine as but an 
abbreviation thereof. 

To give the abbreviated and tortured construction would refute 
the tenor of President Adams’s repeated declarations and his en- 
tire career. He might well hold back from entering into the stiff 
and peremptory terms of a treaty with other nations binding us to 
interfere to protect them, and yet might reserve and insist on the 
policy of interference by us, our conduct in the premises being 
regulated solely with regard to our own interest and convenience. 
We have his own authority for the statement that he approved 
President Polk’s emphatic indorsation of the doctrine, which is en- 
tirely inconsistent with the narrow interpretation given to his own 
language. 

enry Clay was a stanch friend of the South American Repub- 
lic and availed himself of every opportune occasion to advance 
the republican spirit and to assert the doctrine of Monroe. His 
eloquent appeal in the House of Representatives in 1818 for the 
recognition of the independence of these Republics will never be 
forgotten, and in January, 1824, while Speaker of the House, he 
moved a joint resolution that the people of the United States— 
would not see, without serious inquietude, any forcible intervention by the 
Allied Powers of Europe in behalf of Spain to reduce to their former subjec- 
tion those parts of the continent of America which have claimed and estab 
lished for themselves, respectively, independent governments, and which 
have been solemnly recognized by the United States. 

But he never pressed the resolution, because the question was 
soon abated. hen Secretary of State in the Cabinet of John 
Quincy Adams, he directed Mr. Poinsett, our minister to Mexico, 
to urge upon the Government of that country the expediency of 
asserting the principles laid down in the message of Monroe, and 
emphatically declared against the establishment of new European 
colonies upon this continent. 

On the 14th of April, 1826, Daniel Webster, then a member of 
the House of Representatives, addressed that body on the Panama 
mission and traced the history of the Monroe doctrine. 

In answer to the criticism that it was loose and vague, he gave 
his view that it was— 


sufficiently studied, considered, weighed, and distinctly and decidedly ap- 
proved by every one of the President’s advisers of the time. 


He declared that— 


hem not now be taken back, retracted, or annulled without disgrace. It 
me 


He said— 


with the entire concurrence and the hearty approbation of thecountry. The 
tone which it bore found a corresponding response in the breasts of the free 
people of the United States. The people saw, and were rejoiced to see, that 
on a fit occasion our ey a had been thrown into the right scale, and with- 
out departing from our duty we had done something useful and something 
effectual in the cause of civil liberty. One general glow of exaltation, one 
universal feeling of the gratified love of country, one conscious and proud 
conception of the consideration which the country noes, and of the re- 


spect and honor which belonged to it, pervaded all bosoms. I look— 
He added— 
on the m of December, 1823, as forming a bright page in our history. I 


will help neither to erase it nor tear it out, nor shall it be by any act of mine 
blurred or blotted. It did honor to the sagacity of the Government, and I 
will not diminish that honor. It elevated our hopes and gratified the patriot- 
ism of sae poems over whose hopes I will not bring a mildew, nor will I put 
that gratified patriotism to shame. 
Tyler’s Administration did not have to deal directly with the 
Monroe doctrine, but the President had occasion to enunciate the 
~~ on which it rests in general terms. Lord Brougham and 
rd Aberdeen had animadverted on the proposed annexation of 
Texas in unfavorable terms; and in his Texas message of June, 
1844, he expressed surprise that— 
a Kingdom which was made what it now is by repeated acts of annexation— 
ning with the time of the Heptarchy and concluding with the Kingdoms 
of Ireland and Scotland—should perceive any principle either novel or inju- 
rious in the late proceedings of the American Executive in regard to Texas. 
The Government and people of the United States— 
He said— 


have never evinced nor do they feel any desire to interfere in public ques- 
tions not atvoing the situation existing between the States of the American 
Continent. We leave the European powers exclusive control over matters 


affecting their Continent. The United States claim a similar exemption from 
any such interference on their part. a 

What is this but the doctrines of Washington and Monroe in 
two instances? 
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President James K. Polk expressed his cordial concurrence in 
the wisdom and sound policy of the Monroe doctrine in his mes- 
sage of December 2, 1845, and frequently reiterated it. He de- 
clared in that message that it should be distinctly— 
announced to the world as our settled policy that no future European colony 
or dominion shall, with our consent, be planted or established on any part of 
the North American Continent. 

The insertion of the word ‘“‘ dominion” does not alter the sense 
of the broad doctrine of Monroe, but it distinctly expresses the in- 
terpretation that President Polk gave to it. This expression was 
elicited by the differences between the Government of Great Brit- 
ain and the United States as to the northwestern boundary. On 
April 29, 1848, he sent a special message to Congress with relation 
to the Indian insurrection in Yucatan, which Government, through 
its commissioner, elicited the aid of the United States. For this 
aid the dominion and sovereignty of the Peninsula was offered to 
the United States, and similar appeals had been previously made 
to the Spanish and English Governments. This country was then 
at war with Mexico, of which country Yucatan was a State. 
President Polk expressed his willingness to hold military posses- 
sion of Yucatan and to defend the white inhabitants against in- 
cursions of the Indians, and he reaffirmed the doctrine of Monroe, 
declaring that the reassertion of this principle, especially in refer- 
ence to North America, is at this day but the promulgation of the 
policy which i European power should cherish the disposition to 
resist. 

The differences of Yucatan were soon settled by treaty between 
the whites and Indians, and the affair passed off without further 
consequence. (See his message, Wharton, volume 1, page 282.) 

James Buchanan, who served his country in many high places, 
as Representative, Senator, Secretary of State, minister to Eng- 
land, and finally as President, was a constant and undeviating 
upholder of the Monroe doctrine. It is true that he drew the reso- 
lution which was adopted by the House of Representatives in 1826 
by a vote of 99 to 95, in which that body expressed its opinion that 
the United States ought not to be represented at the congress of 
Panama in a diplomatic character, and they ought not to form 
any alliance, offensive or defensive, or negotiate respecting such 
alliance, with all or any of the South American republics; nor 
ought they to be comparted with them, or either of them, in any 
joint declaration for the purpose of preventing interference of any 
of the European powers with their independence or form of gov- 
ernment, or any compact for the purpose of preventing any coloni- 
zation to the colonies of America, but that the people of the United 
States should be left free to act in any crisis in such manner as 
their feelings of friendship toward these republics and as their 
own honor and policy may at the time dictate. 

That resolution for lack, I fancy, of better material, has been 
proffered here as an indication that Congress, when adopting it, 
refused to adopt the Monroe doctrine. But we have from the 
lips of its author that he was careful to say not a word that 
trenched against the Monroe doctrine, and an inspection of its 
face is sufficient to show that he was so successful that there is 
not an intimation in that resolution against it. 

In his resolution it will be seen that he happily combined the 
doctrine of Washington with that of Monroe. He entered into no 
entangling alliance with foreign nations, but preserved his own 
country in that independence of relation which it so long and 
proudly occupied and still occupies. 

As Secretary of State of President Polk, he was his adviser 
when his messages relating to the doctrine were delivered, and he 
well declared in his letter to Mr. Hise of June 3, 1848, that the in- 
dependence as well as the interests of the nations on this con- 
tinent required that they should maintain an American system 
of policy entirely distinct from that which prevailed in Europe. 
To suffer any interference on the part of European governments 
with the domestic concerns of the American Republics and to 
permit them to establish new colonies upon this continent would 
be to jeopard their independence and ruin their interests. In his 
very last annual message to Congress, in 1860, at the time when 
the awful shadow of civil war stretched over us, he did not fail 
to consider the situation of Mexico and to express his hope for 
such a condition as would deprive European governments of all 
pretext to interfere in the territorial and domestic concerns of 
that country, then itself torn with revolution which afterwards 
resulted in the triumph of Juarez. We should thus, he said, have 
been relieved from the obligation of resisting, even by force, 
should this become necessary, any attempt of these governments 
to deprive ‘our neighboring Republic of any portions of her ferri- 
tory, a duty from which we could not shrink without abandoning 
the traditions and established policy of the American people. 

Mr. Cass, Secretary of State, declared in 1858 the United States 
will not consent to the subjugation of any of the independent 
States of this continent to European powers, nor to the exercise of 
a protectorate over them, nor to any other direct political influ- 
ence to control their policy or institutions. 

The civil war, vast and engrossing as it was, caused no inter- 
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ruption in the assertion of the Monroe doctrine by this nation. 
Under most difficult and trying circumstances it still held aloft 
that oriflamme. 

Mr. Seward, as Secretary of State, went to the verge of war with 
France in his correspondence upon the subject with reference to 
the French occupation of Mexico. The United States refused to 
take part in the movement of France, Spain, and Great Britain 
to compel Mexico to the payment of her debts to other nations; 
and from 1861 to the fall of Maximilian and the reembarkment 
of the French army to France our diplomatic history is filled with 
his letters and dispatches containing intimations and declarations 
that this time-honored doctrine would be enforced. 

Even while the civil war was flagrant and the final year-long 
battle between Grant and Lee was imminent, the House of re- 
sentatives of the United States by unanimous voice decla on 
April 4, 1864: 

That the Congress of the United States are unwilling by silence to leave the 
nations of the world under the impression that they are indifferent specta- 
tors of the deplorable events now transpiring in Mexico, and that they think 
fit to declare that it does not accord with the policy of the United States to 
acknowledge any monarchical government erected on the ruins of any repub- 
lican government in America under the auspices of any European power. 

With General Grant facts spake. The appearance of an Amer- 
ican Army on the Rio Grande under Sheridan was his way of giv- 
ing notices to quit to those who would seat the monarchies of 
Europe on American soil. 

The Hon. Thomas F, Bayard is known to be a great admirer of 
the English people and on the most friendly terms with thum, but, 
however much he may honor and respect them, as to this doctrine 
of Monroe he is just as flat-footed and goes just as far as any 
American goes. 1887, as Secretary of State, he communicated 
to President Cleveland a full history of the case of Pelletier, who 
many years before had been arrested in Haiti on the charge of 
attempted enslavement of Haitian citizens. 

It would not be worth while to go into the details of that ques- 
tion further than to say that Pelletier’s conduct was deemed repre- 
hensible, and that the Cleveland Administration refused to press 
the claim against Haiti, and Mr. Bayard, stating the consideration 
which actuated our Government, said: 

The United States has proclaimed herself the protector of this western 
world, in which she is by far the stronger power, from the intrusion of 
European sovereignties. She can point with proud satisfaction to the fact 
that over and over again has she declared effectively that serious indeed 
would be the consequences if Eu: hostile foot without 
tread those States in the New World which have emanci 
from Euro; control. She has announced that she would cherish as it be- 
comes her the territorial rights of the teeblest of those States, regarding them 
not merely as in the eye of the law equal toeven the greatest of nationalities, 
but, in view of her distinctive policy,as entitled to be regarded by her as the 
objects of a peculiarly fn care. I feel bound to say that if we should 
sanction by reprisals in Haiti the ruthless invasion of her territory and insult 


to her sovereignty which the facts now before us disclose, if we approve by 
solemn Executive action and assent that invasion, t will be 





difficult for us hereafter to assert t in the New World, of whose rights we 
- the peculiar guardians, these rights have never been invaded by our- 
BCL Ves. 

We are told, Mr. President, that the time is past for the preach- 


ing of the Monroe doctrine, and that in the present condition of 
things it is inapplicable. The United States are no longer some 
sweet Arcadia, ming the py hours away in the solitudes 
of pastoral life, and, in my humble judgment, every revolving sun 
since 1823 has strengthened the weeny Hr the application of 
this doctrine and for its firm, outspoken, bold, and intrepid main- 
tenance by the American people, for we are not ready to be 
circumvented and bottied up by British empires all around us, on 
land and by sea, and cut off from free and unmenaced access to 
the highways of the world’s commerce. 

The colonial empire of Great Britain comprises forty-two dis- 
tinct and independent governments, with many scattered depend- 
encies and protectorates under the Queen which have no regularly 
formed administrations. It embraces also large territories con- 
trolled by the British North Borneo Company, theImperial British 
East Africa Company, and the Royal Niger wen ay A 

The first reaching out for colonial settlements by Great Britain 
dates as far back as 1588, but beyond the American continents, 
which finally developed into the United States, the close of the 
seventeenth century found Great Britain with no great acquisi- 
tions to her colonial possessions. She had at that time St. Helena, 
two slave-trading stations in Africa, the Bermudas, Jamaica, 
Barbados, and several minor West Indian islands, and New 
Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward Island, north of us. 

As we learn from the British colonial office list, the of 
1815, secured by the downfall of Napoleon, left Great tain— 
with most of 
a the West Indies, South Africa, and a free hand in India, North 

The reign of Queen Victoria has been the period marked by the 
aggressive colonial policy of Great Britain all over the world. 
During that time she has occupied Natal, British Bechuanaland, 
Basutoland, and the Transkei, Zululand, British Colambia, the 
northwestern territories of the A 


Canadian 
New Zealand, Tasmania, New Guinea, and North » an: 
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she has acquired by cession Labuan, Lagos, the greater portion 
of the Gold Coast, Fiji, the Island of Cyprus, and the basin of the 
Niger, besides countless small possessions and nearly all the iso- 
lated rocks and islands of the ocean. 

In 1890 numerous additions were made to the Empire in Afric 
by arrangements with Germany, France, and Portugal for ¢! 
delimitation of their respective possessions and spheres of inf\- 
ence in that continent; and Great Britain claims now the indis- 
putable right to acquire nearly 2,500,000 square miles of a total 0 
11,700,000 square miles included in that continent. Including In 
dia, the Empire now extends over eleven millions of square miles 
or ninety-one times the area of the mother country. The area o 
the colonial empire alone is seventy-seven times that of the United 
Kingdom. 

e British Empire has great power in both hemispheres and iy 
all the continents of the earth, and in America it embraces the 
Bermudas, the Dominion of Canada, British Guiana, British Ho1- 


*duras, Newfoundland, and Labrador, and in the West Indies the 


Bahamas, Barbados, Jamaica, the Leeward Islands, Trinidad 
which is immediately north of the mouth of the Orinoco River. 
and the Windward Islands, which are between Martinique and 
Trinidad. 

In Australasia and Oceanica the Empire embraces Fiji, or the 
Fiji Islands, New Guinea, New South Wales, New Zealand 
Queensland, South Australia, Tasmania, Victoria, Western Ans 
tralia, and many small islands, groups, islets, and reefs lying alon 
Australia and New Zealand and which may be regarded as parts 
of those colonies. 

In Asia it holds the voleanic peninsula of Aden, on the Arabian 
coast, and the Island of Perim, at the entrance tothe Red Sea: the 
Somali coast, which is a British protectorate of an area of 75,()()) 
square miles. The islands of Socotra, off the coast of Africa, and 

uria Muria, off the coast of Arabia, are attached to Aden, which 
is a coaling station. 

The Bahrein Islands, in the Persian Gulf; North Borneo, which 
is part of the Island of Borneo, midway between Hongkong ani 
Port Darwin, in Australia; Brunei and Sarawak, on the north- 
west coast of Borneo; the Island of Ceylon, Cyprus, Hongkong, 
and the great dependency of British India, where about a million 
square miles of territory and 221,000,000 of people are under British 
control. Less than one-fourth of 1 per cent of the present popu 
lation is of the Aryo-European stock, the British born amounting 
to about 100,000. 

Feudatory to India are Baluchistan and Sikkim, Andaman and 
Nicobar, and Laccadive Islands. 

In Africa, Basutoland, Bechuanaland, and the Cape of Good 
Hope, British Central Africa, East Africa, the Western African 
colonies of Gambia, the Gold Coast, and Lagos, Matabeleland 
and Mauritius, Natal, the Niger coast, and the Niger territories, 
British South Africa, or British Zambezia, Zanzibar, and Zululand. 

At Gibraltar Great Britain guards the entrance into the Med- 
iterranean with about 4,000 soldiers. At Malta, some 58 miles 
from Sicily, she holds the Mediterranean with about 10,000 troops. 
She controlsthe Suez Canal, whichisabout 87 miles long and whic) 
connects the Mediterranean withthe Red Sea. Through that cana! 
in 1893 nearly 8,000,000 of gross tonnage passed under the British 
fing, while not a million passed under the flag of any other nation, 
and only 6,528 under the flag of the United States. 

With the immense navies upon the sea, which intercommunicat: 
between those widespread possessions all over the earth, Great 
Britain is evidently a power not to be despised by any nation; but 
it is not for us to sit idle and see her surround us on this conti 
nent with new settlementsand extensions, and enmesh us with her 
fortifications on land and on the islands of the sea. 

I am indebted, Mr. President, and the country is indebted, to 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Loper], yao pointed 
out in an address which he made in this body a y@&r ago how 
Great Britain has belted the globe with her fortifications, with 
her coaling stations, and with her great guns, and his able con- 
tributions to the learning and literature of this subject have don: 
no little to enlighten public sentiment and show the necessity 
a firm and alert American policy on the subject. I will detract 
nothing from what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT| 
said so uently yesterday of the British people. While I may 
concur with him as to the greatness and glory of the land of which 
ourcountry is a scion, and come from aState whose people are one 0! 
the purest, if not the purest, strain of the Anglo-Saxon blood in the 
New World, I make bold to say that we, too, have *‘ names to con- 
jure with” that are just as bright and just as full of patriotic 1n- 
spiration as any that British history discloses. 

If Great Britain has had her Burkeand her Chatham, we have ha‘! 
our Otis and Henry, our Webster and Clay. If she has had her 
Drake, Hawkins, and Nelson, have we not had our John Paul Jones, 
our Bainbridge, Decatur, Hull, Perry, Reed, Barron, Farragut, an 
Semmes? If she has had her Wellington, Havelock, and Wolse- 
ley, have we not had our Washington, Warren, Starke, Putnam, 
and Greene, our Morgan, Clark, and Campbell, and Light-Horse 
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Harry, our Old Hickory Jackson, our Grant, our Lee, and Stone- 
wall Jackson? We admire and honor the —_ heroic figures of 
Old England; but our home heroes are those from whom we 
should catch the flame of American patriotism, policy, and duty. 
As to fighting qualities, let it be remembered that more men have 
fallen in the one county of Spottsylvania, in Virginia, than have 
fallen in the British army in a hundred years. , 

This pending question is inherited from the American Revolu- 
tion of 1776, and is but the sequence of history which has flowed 
in a continuous and connected stream from its source; it is the 
aftermath of 1776 and 1812. From our Revolution France caught 
her inspiration and rose up against the accumulated burdens of 
centuries. Napoleon, the imperial democrat of Europe, was the 
child of that revolution, and the free movements that stirred the 
Continent before and after his fall led to the conspiracy of despots, 
to which our Monroe doctrine was as necessary a response as the 
declaration of 1776 was to the British statutes and to the obdu- 
racy of George III. 

The instinct which led Great Britain to hold aloof from the 
machinations of the alliance was the conjoint product of her com- 
mercial sagacity, her independent spirit, and her inborn love for 
personal freedom. Deep answered unto deep when she called to 


America for cooperation and when Americaso promptly responded, 


The strain now placed upon the relations of the two countries, | 


brought about by the present collision between her colonial policy 
and our natural primacy in the Western world, is but momentary 
and must be relieved by common sense; yea, by that saving com- 
mon sense which is the true solvent of difficulty and is as salt to 
the sea, which preserves its freshness. 

The Englishman has that fine quality which Emerson describes 
as ‘‘animated moderation.” He will not tear a passion to tatters 
foran empty notion. He will check up before he jumps over a 

recipice. Let him display that wisdom now. He has ‘‘a free 

and” on all the oceans. e preserves the balance of power in 
Europe. He has in Asia, Africa, and Oceanica a full and fertile 
field for all his jingo propensities. He has already vast possessions 
on this continent and strongholds in the Atlantic, the Pacific, and 
the Caribbean Sea. Let him leave alone the ewe lambs of the 
great Western Republic, which knows its own sphere of influence 
and will brook no intrusion thereupon. 

The sweet singer whose voice, alas, is now silent, said of Queen 
Victoria, his august sovereign, whose laureate he was: 

Statesmen at her counsel sate 
Who knew the seasons when to take 


Occasion by the hand and make 
The bounds of freedom wider yet. 


The season for such statesmen is now full and shines in the light 
of the harvest moon. 

The Administration and those who believe its course has been 
wise and just are fully aware of the heavy responsibility assumed, 
but are not to be deterred from pursuing a policy impressed upon 
our history by the pens of sages, and now more necessary than ever 
toour tranquillity by gusts of criticism or crimination from within 
or from without. 

With us are the law and the prophets, and behind us are the 
intelligent, patient, and patriotic masses of a great people, whose 
instincts have guided them to appreciate the situation and whose 
approval of the American principles that have been uttered is 
unmistakable. I fully agree with those who caution us against 
inflammatory and irritating speeches. 

If speeches had not been made against the position which our 
country has already taken by the action of its Chief Magistrate, 
speeches which can only tend to divide counsels which should be 
united and stimulate expectations abroad which would be doomed 
to disappointment, for my part, I would have awaited the event 
of negotiations without a word. I still agree that all aggravating 
utterances on both sides are out of place and that the public and 
the vehicles of public opinion should alike await developments in 
confidence that justice has a power of its own that will attract 
men to its standard, and in the further confidence that whoever 
may represent the honor and interests of the American people 
will not allow them to suffer. 

While the sharp joinder of issue in verbal colloquy has excited 
apprehensions of war and the war spirit has been stirred in some 
breasts, neither Great Britain nor the United States has any desire 
to fight the other. They hearken to the great poet’s saying: 


War's a game which were their subjects wise 
Kings would not play at. 


As said by John Randolph of Roanoke, one of my distinguished 
predecessors in this Chamber, these two great nations can do each 
other more harm and more good than any other two nations of the 
earth. They mutually recognize that fact, and the atmospheric 


pressure of public opinion is for peace in both nations; the clergy, 

the metropolitan press, the boards of commerce, and thoughtful 

— of all classes—all 
war, 


declaring against the folly and the crime 
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It can not be doubted under such circumstances that the wa 
can and will be made clear for peace with honor to all concerned. 

But common sense looks at facts as they are, and it is a fact so 
plain that he who runs may read that this nation will not recede 
from the Monroe doctrine, or from the position taken by the 
President, that it applies to this controversy. All critics, all dis- 
senters, all friends of peace should recognize this fact and govern 
themselves anverdinety. And it is not to be expected of us who 
have time-honored principles to vindicate, an obvious and wise 
policy to subserve, and a noble, aspiring nation to uphold in its 
dignity asthe great and paramount power of the Western Hemis- 
phere, to speak in whispers, to startle at shadows, or to mope in 
pusillanimous silence when the corridors of the Capitol are ring- 
ing with denunciations of our course and with ill-conceived belit- 
tlements of our fixed faith. 

I am one of those who regard the doctrine we avouch as the sub- 
jects of the great White Czar regard the legendary will of Peter 
the Great, and as the Germans regard the Watch Upon the Rhine. 
And the time has passed—it has long been overpast—when the 
foot of foreign intrusion could be set wpon American soil either 
to assail us in our homes or to seize and appropriate the territory 
of our neighbors to their uses under any kind of pretext, or to en- 
velop us with armaments of war without arousing the universal 
resentment and resistance on the part of our people. This our 
traditional creed rests in the very nature of things which Can- 
ning discerned when he asked Minister Rush that memorable lead- 
ing question: 

Are the great political and commercial interests of the New World to be can- 
vassed and adjusted in Europe without the cooperation or even the knowledge 
of the United States? 

Since that question was asked in 1823 to 1896—during a period 
of over three-score years and ten—the United States have had but 
one answer. 

That answer it made then, and if those who advise or sympa- 
thize with Great Britain in this generation have the discernment 
and prescience of that British minister, George Canning, who 
boasted as to South America that he had ‘* called the New World 
into existence to redress the balance of the Old,” they must know 
that this Republic will not permit those balances to be disturbed 
by the weight of an iron hand, nor that New World to be made the 
prey of European adventurers; they must know that that answer 
was final — forever; they must know that were all Europe to 
form itself again into a new conspiracy of kings to make spoil of 
any portion of the American Continents, under any kind of cloak 
or pretext, and were to lay hands of violence for that purpose upon 
any, even the weakest, of our neighbors, the United States would 
rise and face embattled Europe as one man—American sailors 
would scourge the seasfrom pole to pole, and six millions of Ameri- 
can soldiers would spring to their guns. ; 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 50) author- 
izing the employment of a skilled architect to assist the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury Department in preparing designs, 
plans, specifications, and other drawings for the public building 
at Chicago, I1l.; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire a brief executive session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask unanimous con- 
sent before the Senator makes that motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that there may be a vote had on the regular order, the pending 
bill, with all amendments, on Thursday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Arkansas will state 
the proposition. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that a vote may be had on the regular order, the pending 
bill, together with all amendments, on Thursday of next week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator had better ask unani- 
mous consent to-morrow morning when the Senate is full. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
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executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 24, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 28, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Hiram A. Seymour, of Florida, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed N. E. Cutchin, promoted. Mr. Seymour is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

This nomination is made to correct error in former nomination 
of Mr. Seymour to be a second lieutenant in said Service, which 
nomination is withdrawn. 

William L. Maxwell, of California, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Charles F'. Nash, promoted. Mr. Maxwell is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

This nomination is made to correct error in former nomination 
of Mr. Maxwell to be a second lieutenant in said service, which 
nomination is withdrawn. 


POSTMASTERS. 


J. F. Banning, to be postmaster at Monrovia, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of Californ‘a, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1896 

Joseph. P, Briare, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California, in the place of Ellen D. 
Bailhache, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

John E. Carr, to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California, in the place of Leonard 8. 
Calkins, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

J. Allen Butler, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles H. 
Edwards, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

William J. Hunter, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of Robert C. 
Gordon, whose commission expired January 18, 1896. 

William Heeb, to be postmaster at Newman, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Illinois, in the place of T. W. Sidenstricker, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Marcus H. Ogden, to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Illinois, in the place of J. T. Evans, 
resigned. 

Joseph J. Cannon, to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1896. 

Laora M. Rowe, to be postmaster at oye in the county 
of Lagrange and State of Indiana, in the place of David A. 
Fawcett, resigned. 

John N. Leithold, to be tmaster at Postville, in the county 
of Allamakee and State of Iowa, in the place of James Perry, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

J. R. Lynch, to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county of 
McPherson and State of Kansas, in the place of Sarah E. Henry, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

T. J. Glenn, to be postmaster at Carlisle,in the county of Nich- 
olas and State of Kentucky, in the place of Homer B. Bryson, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Chandler C. Harvey, to be postmaster at Fort Fairfield, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine, in the place of Asa C. 
Cary, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Harlan M. Raymond, to be postmaster at Cumberland Mills, in 
the county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of 
Joseph Dunnell, whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Albert L. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Togus, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1894, 

George L. Swett, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of John C. Small, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Martin McCabe, to be postmaster at Winchenden, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
A. Merrill, whose commission will expire February 9, 1896. 

Thomas J. Dougherty, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the 
county of Rice and State of Minnesota, in the place of Arthur W. 
Dampier, whose commission expired January 6, 1° 5. 

Miles A. Hanchett, to be tmaster at Orange, in the count 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Augustus W. 
Condit, whose commission expired February 14, 1895. 

Nathan Robins, to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 23, 


Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Charles Ayres 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. — 
Douglas C. Adams, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of Odell [/ 
Dean, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Edward C. Bersie, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county . 
Jefferson and State of New York, in the place of N. M. Wardwell. 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Lester B. Colwell, to be postmaster at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York, in the place of Frank R. U; 
ter, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Milo B. Gregory, to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the county o; 
Otsego and State of New York, in the place of Alanson H. Meekey. 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Frank J. Kearney, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York, in the place of James A, 
Webster, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Peter J. Kiernan, to be postmaster at Rosebank, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of William |i 
Ludlow, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Lewis W. Y. McCroskery, to be postmaster at Newburg, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Joseph 
A. Sneed, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

James McLean, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 
Steuben and State of New York, in the place of Andrew J. Hyland, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

James M. McQueen, to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the 
per nee hg Queens and State of New York, in the place of Annie 
Larrabee, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Frank Pickard, to be postmaster at St. Johnsville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in the place of John J. 
Reardon, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Francis Riley, to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York, in the place of Cassius A, 
Johnson, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

William K. Roy, to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of Jolin 
W. Bartram, whose commission expired December 22, 1895. 

John 8. Tighe, to be postmaster at Avon, in the county of Liy- 
ingston and State of New York, in the place of Orange Sackett, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

W. D. Gaster, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of North Carolina, in the place of Ben- 
jamin H. Henderson, whose commission expired January 21, 18!)\), 

W.N. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, in the county 
of Orange and State of North Carolina, in the place of Thomas M. 
Kirkland, whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

S. Gibson Barr, to be postmaster at Hollidaysburg, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank J. Over, 
whosé commission expired January 20, 1896. 

John Casey, to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Joseph K. 
Moore, whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Joseph M. Fronefield, jr., to be postmaster at Wayne, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George P. Fallon, resigned. 

Lewis W. Reed, to be postmaster at Beaver, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Andrew G. 
White, whose commission expired December 22, 1895. 

Edwin 8. Ames, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the county 
of Fall River and State of South Dakota, in the place of William 
R. Morgan, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Knudt Schyan, to be postmaster at Flandreau, in the count) 
Moody and State of South Dakota, in the place of William P. Hess 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Adolph J. Burg, to be postmaster at Kenosha, in the county of 
Kenosha and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles Frantz, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

E. H. Ellis, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the county of 
Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Gustave Kuster 
mann, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

O. T. Wicker, to be postmaster at Farmville, in the county of 
Prince Edward and State of Virginia, in the place of George Rich- 
ardson, whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1596. 
CONSUL. 

John T. Barron, of New York, to be consul of the United States 

at St. Johns, Newfoundland. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Asst. Engineer Horatio N. Wood, of New York, to be 
a first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. William Trent Rossell, to be major. 
Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. Clough Overton, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
nant. 
7 Second Lieut. William Jefferson Davis Horne, Ninth Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant. 
Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Edmund Molyneux Blake, Fifth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 
Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. Robert Lee Howze, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 


lieutenant. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Elmer E. Halsey, of Marquette, Mich., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Marquette, Mich. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James E. Otis, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey. 


POSTMASTERS, 


George W. Ford, to be postmaster at Pullman, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington. 

Fletcher A. Jones, to Py reer sag at Millersburg, in the county 
of Bourbon and State of Kentucky. 

Abner V. C. Grant, to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county 
of Kenton and State of Kentucky. 

Harriet S. Coffeen, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois. 

Eben 8. Clemens, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Randolph and State of linois. 


Edward W. Weathers, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county | 


of Todd and State of Kentucky. 

William B. Fleming, to be postmaster at Bement, in the county 
of Platt and State of Illinois. 

Nettie Flack, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois. 

John A. Dufield, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 


of McHenry and State of Illinois. 
Lyde A. Keagy, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Henry and State of [llinois. 


John D. Martin, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of 
White and State of Illinois. 

Michael Maloney, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois. 

Howard H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Polo, in the county of 
Ogle and State of Illinois. 

Nathaniel R. Davis, to be postmaster at Barry, in the county of 
Pike and State of Dlinois. 

Fred. K. Bastian, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois. 

James Fielding, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
McLean and State of [linois. 

Henry F. Day, to be postmaster at Moweaqua, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Illinois. 

Gerettus Clover, to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 
Grundy and State of [linois. 

Thomas M. Moran, to be postmaster at Coal City, in the county 
of Grundy and State of Illinois. 

John M. Mills, to be postmaster at Tiskilwa, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Hattie Holliday, to be postmaster at Blandisville, in the county 
of McDonough and State of Illinois. 

Charles M. Wright, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Ilinois. 

Lewis K. Thompson, to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Fred J. Nirider, to be postmaster at Kinmundy, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois. 

Joseph E. Carrier, to be postmaster at Ridgeville, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana. 

Enoch E. Black, to be postmaster at Summitville, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana. 

lysses M. Baughman, to be postmaster at Monon, in the county 

of White and State of Indiana. 

Anderson H. Lilly, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Henry and State of Indiana. 

Thomas 8. Spencer, to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana. 

Charles Egg, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of Dubois 
and State of Indiana. : 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Nappanee, in the county 
of Elkhart and State of Indiana. 
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William T. Wright, to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana. 

John E. Talbott, to be postmaster at Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana. 

Watkins L. Moorman, to be postmaster at Lynchburg, in the 
county of Campbell and State of Virginia. 

Thomas C. Humphries, to be postmaster at Berkley, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Virginia. 

James Norton, to be postmaster at Ewen, in the county of 
Ontonagon and State of Michigan. 

J. H. Watson, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa. 

Henry A. Pike, to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county of 
Bonhomme and State of South Dakota. 

Marvin L. Bishop, to be postmaster at Casper, in the county of 
Natrona and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, January 23, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY M. CoupDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is submit- 
ted I call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the Friday 
night session provided by the rule. I understood that the chair- 
man on Invalid Pensions desired that we should have a Friday 
night session this week. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was told that there was no objection to 
the adjournment over until Monday; but. of course, if they desire 
to havea Friday night session, [ withhold the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the adjournment is had on the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa, can not it be so arranged as not to inter- 
fere with the Friday night session? 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the adjournment is had on the motion, 
that will be the result. 

The SPEAKER. It would require unanimous consent to hold 
the session on Friday night in the event that the House should 
agree to the motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Friday 
night session may be had, notwithstanding the motion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the Chair will submit a request for 
unanimous consent, I will withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask unanimous consent, then, 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next, with the understanding that the Friday night session will 
be had under the rule; that is to say, that the House will meet at 
8 o'clock on Friday night and adjourn, in pursuance of the rule, 
thereafter until Monday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks. an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House waa 
requested: 

A bill (8S. 227) to permit the withdrawal of certain papers and 
the signing of certain receipts by John Flinn or his attorney; 

A bill (S. 1344) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the Stateof North 
Dakota; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 


1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English; 
249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones; 

54) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

56) for the relief of John M. Davis: 

57) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 

58) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

59) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 

A bill (S. 60) for the relief of George A. Orr; 

A bill (8.565) providing for the establishment and enforcement 
of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of the United 
States canals and similar works of navigation, and for other pur- 

,08eS8; 

A bill (8.564) providing for the collection of fees for furnishing 
certificates of title to vessels; 

A bill (S. 153) authorizing the persons herein named to accept 
certain decorations and testimonials from the late Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment; 

A bill (8S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade; 
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A bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late United 
States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and 
expenses; 

K bill (S. 180) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.; 

A bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain Rail- 
way Company aright of way through the Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8.147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

A bill (8. 186} granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send; 

A bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; 

A bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise; 

A bill (S. 836) for the relief of William J. Murray; 

A bill (S. 944) granting a pension to Robert Gamble; 

A bill (8, 619) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. 
Buskirk; , 

A bill (8. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob; 

A bill (8S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Frederick Schwatka; 

A bill (8. 145) granting an increase of pension to Maude Ardelle 
Bliss; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahue; 
»“ bill (S. 1811) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 

own; 

A bill (S. 585) granting an increase of pension to Martha R. 
Hitchcock; 

A bill (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Breedlove; 

A bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon; 

A bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher; 

A bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan; 

Jont resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery association, at Oak- 
land, Cal., certain cannon, etc.; 

A bill (S. 466) granting a sion to William Brown; 

A bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall; 
nit bill (S. 1308) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

olly; 

A bill (S. 748) granting an increase of yunion to Helen L. Dent; 

A bill (8S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 

t road:” 

A bill (S. 214) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north lineof St. Clair County, 
Tll., and the southwest line of said county; 

A bill (S. 686) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Chamberlain, in Brule 
County and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota; 

A bill (5. 25) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi River 
Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River 
in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster; 

A bill (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
©. Howe, deceased; 

A bill (S. 271) for the relief of Newberry College, Newberry, 

C 


A bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants, made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United States 
to the International Marine Conference of 1889; 

A bill (S. 1428) to protect the wages of seamen; 

A bill (S. 248) granting a pension to Martha Allen; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census; 

A - (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased; 
nA bill (S. 535) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 

regon; 

A bill (S. 529) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon; 

A bill (8. 709) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, ae and Gulf Railroad y to con- 


struct and operatea telegraph, and telephone line through 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 23, 











the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved Februar, 


27, 1893. 
THE RULES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, when we had the subject 
the rules up for consideration at an earlier date in the ses 
Rule XV was temporarily laid aside. 

There seems to be some confusion or misapprehension in t))o 
minds of members as to the status of the rules. It will be rem.) 
bered that we adopted the rules of the Fifty-first Congress ear) y 
in the session, and the report that the Committee on Rules maids 
was simply a report as to certain amendments to these rules }); 
viously adopted at the beginning of the session. The Committee 
on Rules have had a session and have taken up Rule XV, which was 
laid aside, and recommend a substitute for it, and also two other 
verbal corrections which are embraced in the report which I sey 
to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Henperson, from the Committee on Rules, reported the followin. 
amendments to the rules: . 

In section 1 of Rule X amend paragraph 8 by inserting after the 
“on” the words “ Interstate and Foreign’; so that the paragraph as ani 
will read, ‘*on Interstate and Foreign Commerce—to consist of thirteen ; 


l 


In section 2, Rule XIII, strike out the words “clause 51 of Rule XI." a id 
insert “ clause 57 of Rule XI.” 
Amend Rule XV, paragraph 4, as follows: e 


‘*4. Whenever a quorum fails to vote onany question, and a quorum i t 
present and objection is made for that cause, unless the House shall ad jour 
there shall be a call of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall f.; 
with proceed to bring inabsent members, and the yeas and nays on the pe: 
ing question shall at the same time be considered as ordered. The Clerk 
shall call the roll, and each member as he answers to his name may vo 
the pending question, and, after the roll call is completed, each member ar 
rested shall be brought by the Sergeant-at-Afms before the House, where- 
upon he shall be noted as present, discharged from arrest, and given an 
opportunity to vote and his vote shall be recorded. If those voting on th 
question and those who are present and decline to vote shall together make a 
majority of the House, the Speaker shall declare that a quorum is constituted, 
and the a 2 ll be decided as the ay of those voting 
shall appear. And thereupon further proceedings under the call shall be con- 
sidered as dispensed with. 

“At any timeafter the roll call has been completed, the Speaker may enter 
tain a motion to adjourn, if seconded by a ay of those present, t 
ascertained by actual count by the Speaker; and if the House adjourns, «|! 
proceedings under this section shall be vacated. But this section of the rule 
shall not apply to the sessions of Friday night, until further order of the 
House.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment is the 
amendment to Rule X, and I will state to the House the effect of 
it. In the Fifty-first Congress this committee referred to therein 
was known as the Committee on Commerce, but in the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress it was known as the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. This is to adopt the name ‘‘ Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce,” and I assume that there will be no objection 
to the change. I ask a vote upon it. 

The question being taken on the first amendment submitted by 
the Committee on Rules, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The next amendment grows out of the 
fact that in Rule XI we increased the number of committees, and 
this amendment simply changes the figures so as to refer to clause 
57 instead of to clause 51 of Rule XI. It in no way changes the 
rule. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 2 of Rule XIII, strike out the words “clause 51 of Rule XI" and 
insert “clause 57 of Rule XI.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, that brings us to the substi- 
tute for Rule XV. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment as it 
will stand if adopted. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. Before it is read I will simply state that 
this is a substitute for amendment 4 contained in the report 
the committee, the one that was laid aside for the time being. 

The Clerk —_ read the amendment as above. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this substitute differs in only 
three particulars from the amendment which was formerly re- 
ported by the committee. First, it exempts Friday night sessions 
from the operation of this clause. Second, it provides for an 
adjournment. One motion to adjourn may be entertained, so that 
if a majority desire to adjourn they will have the power to do s». 
Third, inasmuch as there — be doubts as to what the effect of 
such an adjournment would be, it is expressly providedin the su 
stitute here presented that the effect of an adjournment will be \v 
dispense with all proceedings then pending, including an or:r 
for the yeas and nays. This brings us to the only question which 
seems to have troubled some members of the House, the questi! 
whether a majority of those vo’ ,aconstitutional quorum being 
present, can transact business. I would remind the House tha‘ 
the Constitution of the United States puts no restriction upon \s 
in this particular. It treats of the subject, and, so far as restric: 
ing the House in this particular is concerned, it is silent. Tho 
provision of the Constitution is: 

A majority shall constitute a quorum to do business. 
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This rule provides for securing a quorum—a majority of the 
House. It establishes a by-law providing how that business shall 
be transacted, and there is nothing in the Constitution which 
clashes with the provision contained in this rule. 

To-day, with present total membership of the House, 179 
members are required to makea constitutional quorum. We will 
suppose that when the 179 are present, 100 members vote on a 
proposition and the remainder of thequorun: remainsilent. Those 
not voting are present. ‘The Journal will show their presence. A 
lawful constitutional quorum is in the House. The contention in 
favor of the rule is that 100 members having voted for the propo- 
sition, if no more than that number vote against it the business 
will be transacted. 3 

This rule has another great purpose which must not be lost | 
sight of. In times of great excitement and of isan conflicts, 
the minority, in order to prevent legislation, will often leave the | 
Chamber, so that they can not be counted, leaving the House with- 
out a quorum to do business. This rule lays down a well-defined | 
rethoal by which a lawful constitutional quorum can be brought | 
into this House and held here until the business before the House | 
is disposed of. 

A lengthy argument was made by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. MCMILLIN] against the Sergeant-at-Arms going forth and 
laying hands upon members without a special order of this body. 
He seemed to think that that would be a hardship to the members. 
Mr. Speaker, can it be less severe on the members of this House to 
have a special order made on a special occasion to bring them into 
the House than to have a general law laid down by the vote of the 
ma‘ority of this House apprising each and every member thereof 
that he must be here to transact business, and that if his action 
prevents the presence of a quorum, so that business can not be 
done, the officer of this House shall go forth and bring him into 
this body? I see no hardship to any member in this proposed rule. 
If this amendment is adopted it will be a standing rule of this | 
House, warning each member that he must be here to help make 





a lawful quorum for the transaction of business. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have heretofore made some observations 
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on the merits of this subject, I intend to reserve the remainder of | 


doctrine that only a majority of those voting can transact the 
business of this House; reminding them, however, that this propo- 
sition first came from the distinguished John Randolph Tucker, 
at one time chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House, 
and recognized by all who know him as an able lawyer. In the 
Forty-sixth Congress he first brought this proposed rule forward. 
In the Fifty-second Congress, Mr. REED, then a member of the 
House, again brought it forward. He had been a member of the 
Judiciary Conamittee; and has been, I believe, recognized gener- 
ally as a high authority in parliamentary law. 

With these suggestions, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder 
of my time until — from those who are 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, there is no provision what- 


Friday evening sessions? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; the rule does not apply to Friday 
evening sessions. 

Mr.SWANSON. As I understand, under this rule, if 180 mem- 
bers are present and if two members should vote for a proposition 
and one against it, the proposition will be considered as carried. 

Mr. DERSON. That is exactly the operation of the pro- 
posed rule, 


Mr. Dz ARMOND addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- | 


| sions do sustain it. 


SON] yield the floor? 


opposed to this rule. | 


| 
my time until I hear from those who contend for the opposing | 
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erence to the size of that quorum—whether the exact constitu- 
tional quorum or a number in excess of the smallest number that 
can constitute a quorum—there must be at least a majority of the 
constitutional quorum voting for a proposition in order to carry it. 

Now, then, the question snamesel by these conflicting and vary- 
ing views, as well as the question raised by the amendment to the 
rules now pending before the House, is, first, as to whether any- 
thing less than a majority of a constitutional quorum, voting in 
favor of a proposition, can under the Constitution be sufficient to 
carry that proposition; next, whether—a quorum being present— 
anything less than a majority of that quorum voting for the prop- 
osition will suffice to carry it; and third, whether—a quorum be- 
ing present—a majority of those voting shall be sufficient to carry 
the proposition. 

Fora long time, as we all know, it was accepted as parliamentary 
law that when a yea-and-nay vote was taken in either House of 
Congress the presence of a quorum was to be ascertained solely 
and exclusively by the responses of the members when thus called. 
Afterwards, by a rule of this House, sustained by the Supreme 
Court, it was determined that the presence of a quorum could be 
ascertained and established by means other than or additional to 
the responses of the several members to their names as called upon 
a yea-and-nay vote. The question, I think, remains open yet as 
a constitutional question whether—the presence of a quorum being 
authoritatively ascertained by whatever method may be adopted 
for that purpose and sanctioned by the Constitution—a majority 








| of those voting may or may not suffice to pass a bill or other 


measure. 

Now, it has been the general doctrine, I think, of the law in 
some jurisdictions that the majority of a quorum must vote for 
a proposition, no matter how many are present constituting the 
quorum—whether more than a sufficient number or not; and in 
other jurisdictions it has been held that a majority of those con- 
stituting that particular quorum, if in excess of the smallest num- 
ber that will make a quorum, must vote for a proposition in order 


| to carry it. 


If we proceed now upon the theory that the only way of ascer- 
taining the presence of a quorum is by the responses of the members 
upon a yea-and-nay vote, I believe it would follow logically that 
a proposition could not be carried except by a majority of those 
thus responding, and of course that would be the majority of that 
particular quorum as well as a majority of the absolute constitu- 
tional quorum. 

But it having been clearly established, and I think rightfully, 
too, that the presence of a quorum may be ascertained in some 
other way, in part, than by exclusive dependence upon the simple 
responses of the members upon a yea-and-nay vote, may not those 
voting, the quorum of course being present, decide the question 
voted upon? In this House of 357 members, where the smallest 
constitutional quorum is 179, must at least 90 members, a major- 
ity of such quorum, vote for a bill in order to pass it? Or, if the 


| actual quorum present when the vote is taken exceeds in numbers 
ever made in this rule for securing the attendance of a quorum at | 


the constitutional quorum, must a majority of the quorum pres- 


| ent vote for a measure in order’to carry it? 


Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; I reserve the residue of my time. | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp], a member of the Committee on Rules, if he 
desires to occupy any time. 

Mr. CRISP. Let the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND] go on. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, there is one feature of the 
pending proposition to which I desire to address myself. It is one 
which was diseussed by the gentieman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] this morning and discussed some days ago by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BarLey] and the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Carcunias]. It is the question of the constitutional power 
of this House, by a rule such as that suggested, to provide that, a 
quorum aay present, a number less than a majority of that 
quorum or of a quorum voting in the affirmative, and being a 
majority of those voting, shall be sufficient to carry a proposition. 
+he contention of the gentleman from Texas, who is an exceed- 
ingly good lawyer and who presented his view in a most clear and 
adle manner, is that a quorum being present, it is necessary in 
order tocarry a proposition that a majority of that quorum, what- 
ever its size, shall yote in the affirmative. The gentleman from 


dassisaipal. equally clear and happy in fhe statement of his posi- 


the ground that a quorum being present, without ref- 





Now, Mr. Speaker, this, it seems to’me, is a nice question for 
gentlemen who have given any consideration to the question in- 
volved or to the current of discussion as to the methods of ascer- 
taining the presence of aquorum. I can easily see how gentlemen 
maintain the position taken by the gentleman from Mississippi 
and no one in this House is better able to sustain his position than 
that gentleman, who is exceedingly clear and felicitous always in 
the expression of his ideas as well as clear in those ideas—I can 
see how he can well sustain that position by authorities, for deci- 
I see, too, how the very able gentleman from 
Texas, who is also always strikingly clear in thought and in the 
presentation of his views, can maintain himself in his position by 
respectable authority. The question, however, recurs, notwith- 
standing all that, whether it be not true, in view of the fact estab- 
lished by the decision of the Supreme Court that the presence of 
a quorum may be ascertained otherwise than by the exclusive 
method of determining it by the responses of members upon a yea- 
and-nay vote—whether or not, that being true, it is not also within 
the constitutional power of the House to provide by rule that a 
majority of those voting, a quorum being present, shall determine 
the result upon the pending proposition. 

Without very much examination into the question so far as au- 
thorities go, but conceding that there are authorities sustaining 
the position of the gentleman from Mississippi and the position of 
the gentleman from Texas, I am yet inclined to the belief (and the 
more I reflect upon it the more that belief becomes strengthened ) 
that it is within the constitutional power of the House to provide 
by rule that, the presence of a quorum having been ascertained, a 
majority of those voting shall decide the matter submitted to vote. 

It seems to me, as between the other two positions, if choice were 
+o be taken between them, that the better reasoning is to be found 
upon principle in favor of the position taken by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BaiLey]. First, there must be a quorum, or no 
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business can be done. Waiving the question of how its presence 
shall be ascertained, there must be aquorum. The decision, how- 
ever you ascertain it, or whatever may be competent or constitu- 
tional in that way, must be a decision of that Pea quorum, 
not a decision of 179 members of this House, if upon the particu- 
lar question there be, say, 200 present, but a decision of that quo- 
rum, consisting then of 200. According to the contention of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 101 affirmative votes would 
be required. 

According to the other contention, it would be sufficient for 90 
men to vote aye if less than that number vote nay. If this view 
be correct, 200 members might be present, their presence ascer- 
tained, and the 200 listed and computed in making up the quo- 
rum; 90 voting for a measure, 89 votin ainst it, and 21 not vot- 
ing at all, and yet the measure wou a be carried. Now, how 
could that be, as a matter of correct reasoning? Let me say that 
instead of 89, 88 or 87 or 85 vote nay, and 90 vote yea, less than a 
quorum voting. Now, according to the contention of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CATcHINGS], as I understand it, in 
that case, a quorum not having voted, there must be a placing in 
some way—in order to have a quorum to transact business—of a 
portion of those present constituting the quorum, but not express- 
ing by direct vote their judgment upon the pending proposition. 
Why a portion and not all of the quorum actually present and 
shown to be present? 

One of the two distinguished gentlemen to whom I have alluded 
wouldsay, ‘‘ You must take theentirequorum present into account; 
you must have a majority of all of those present and constituting 
that quorum, noted and counted in constituting it, voting aye in 
order to anything.” The other would say, ‘‘ Having a quorum 
present, having taken cognizance of the presence of a certain defi- 
nitenumber, say 200, if you have the votes of 90 of those in favor 
of the proposition and a lesser number than 90 against it, it is 
only necessary at that particular moment, when ascertaining the 
result upon that particular proposition, to include with those 
voting enough to make up the necessary 179, being utterly indiffer- 
ent as to the other members present and constituting a part of the 
actual quorum present.” Now, there must be some sort of pre- 
sumption, it seems to me, indulged in as to how those gentlemen 
who did not vote shall be counted or rated. It will not do to say 
that a man not voting is present merely for use in determining 
whether = have a quorum; he is here because without him 
you would not have a quorum, but that which he thinks, where he 
stands, is a matter of absolute and utter indifference. 

If members are present, authoritatively, constitutionally, ascer- 
tained to be present and to constitute part of the then present 
quorum, it will not do, it seems to me, so long as you are deter- 
mining the very matter that that quorum is constituted to de- 
termine, to ignore any member included in that quorum. Since 
you can not at one and the same moment count or estimate and 
ignore a member or any number of members included in the 
quorum and not voting, where shall they be placed? Where 
are they? Are they with the majority or are they with the 
minority? 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, it would be entirely competent by arule, 
in so many words, to say that those present, not disqualified or ex- 
cused from voting, constituting a part of the quorum, taken into 
account in the make-up of the quorum, who, if they have not 
answered, are listed an Been and constituting a part of the 

uorum, shall be counted as voting with the prevailing side. I 
do aot see why that would not be constitutional and within 
the power of this House, Of courss I understand how there 
may be present in the House, we will say, 250 members. One 
hundred and seventy-nine only are needed to make a quorum. 
I can see how, upon a vote, less than 179 respond to their names, 
and how, in order to constitute a quorum, to declare definitely 
and authoritatively upon the Journal that a quorum is present 
and to say what individuals com it, you might not list and 
make mention of the entire 250; but say the presence of 200 sev- 
eral individuals of them would be shown by the Journal, but as 
” the other 50 actually present there would be no record and no 
showing. 

As to that particular fifty, those not making manifest their own 
presence by responding to a call of their names, not noted as pres- 
ent in any authoritative way, y and actually, as to that 
journal, they would be treated as not t; they would not be 
taken into account; they simply would be left out. I can see that 
those silent, unnoted fifty should not be considered in determin- 
ing the result of a yea-and-nay vote. But if you have counted, 
listed them, and ascertained by an —— and authorized rule, 
in an authoritative way, that there are present, and show by 
the journal who the 200 are, then it seems to me logical that one 
of two conclusions must follow. Either that a majority of the 
200 shall be necessary to carry a proposition, or that those of the 200 
not voting shall be taken as concurring in the decision of the ma- 
jority of those voting. If not in effect joining the majority, they 


could and would readily express their dissent and reverse thy 
cision. 

Is not this view clearly in harmony with the course of legis] ,; 
of this House and in this Congress and in legislative bodies al] 
the country this year and in all the years since the formation 0: 
Government? 

Mr. MILES. I want to ask you if it is not the rule of nearly 
every legislative body in nearly all the States of this country {),a¢ 
there shall be a majority of a quorum in order to pass a bill’ 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think so, but by their respective eoys}j. 
tutions; and a very good rule, I think, too. There is such a 
stitutional provision in my own State, and a good one. There 
and in many other States, it is provided in the constitution that 
no bill can pass without receiving the votes of a majority of |] 
the members in each house, taken by yeas and nays. But | am 
talking about the Federal Constitution, which contains no sich 
provision. I am talking about whether or not itis within tho 
constitutional power of this House to provide that, a quorum be- 
ing present, a majority of those voting may determine the fate of 
that upon which they vote. I am addressing myself to that con- 
stitutional question. I believe it would be well, well indeod, jg 
the Federal Constitution contained such a provision as is to be 
found in many of the State constitutions requiring in all cases a 
yea-and-nay vote and a majority of each house voting for a il! 
= ena to pass it. But we must take the Constitution as we 

nd it. 

What would the result be if a bilf were on its passage in this 
House and the Speaker, having said, ‘‘The ayes neal to have 
it,” some gentleman in the House should demand a division? The 
House divides, the Speaker counting the ayes and noes. He an- 
nounces the result of the count, ‘‘ The ayes are 40, the noes are 30 
(let us suppose); the ayes have it; the bill is passed.” There are 
70 members voting, yet it is presumed that this occurs in a con- 
stitutional House. Everyone familiar with legislative bodies 
knows this has been the procedure here and in all legislative 
bodies except where, in the constitution, there is such a provision 
as that referred to by the gentleman from Maryland, requiring a 
on of all elected to the body to vote in favor of a bill in order 

ass it. 
ow, then, unless it will be presumed, unless it must be pre- 
sumed, that in the case I have supposed—and a most familiar 
one it is—those not voting in fact do vote in effect with the ma- 
jority of those formally voting, not only would that bill, with 40 
votes for it and 50 against it, fail to pass, but three-fourths, four- 
fifths, and nine-tenths of the bills passed in Congress or in the 
State legislatures (except where the constitutional provisions re- 
uire a definite number of votes) would be absolutely destroyed. 
ut a small fraction of what people and courts regard as law 
would have the least particle of law init. Isit, then, within the 
power of the House to provide by rule for the occurrence of pre- 
cisely that which does occur almost daily, often many times a 
day? If this power is lacking, then for years and years, more 


a 


— 


“— 


ir 


than a hun years, in both branches of Congress, in State legis- 
tures, nine-tenths of all the legislation of all those bodies is and has 
been all along absolutely void if called in question; is and has 
been law only on account of the forbearance of those who do not 
question it. 


Mr. HALL. I wish to ask my colleague if he has examined the 
uestion as to whether or not the courts, the Supreme Court and 

the courts of ail the States, have not decided in express terms that 
whenever a bill is signed os Speaker, by the presiding officer 
of the Senate, and by the President or the governor, as the case 
may be, and filed with the Secretary of State, that the question 
of the method of passing that law can not be inquired into; 
and I would ask him if that is not conclusive of the whole 
matter? 

Mr.DE ARMOND. Why,I think not. Iam not aware of sucli 
a line of decisions at all. 

I take it that the presumption lies in favor of that which is 
offered as a law, with these evidences of its authentication and of 
its being alaw. Does the gentleman contend that it would not 
be competent to show by the very Journal itself, by the REcorD, 
which contains in detail the proceedings had in all the stages o! 
the enactment of the so-called law, that there was no quorum 
present to it, and that no quorum = it? If, to suppose 
an impossible case, the Speaker of this House were to affix !1's 
name to something which never had been acted upon by t!i!s 
House as to a law duly passed, and if the presiding officer at the 
other end of the Capitol were to affix his name to it as to a bill 

by the other branch of Congress, though not passed by 1, 
if the President of the United States were to sign it, and if then 
this extraordinary and utterly void measure, this thing purpor' 
ing to be a law and having all the marks of a law upon it, were 
1 with the Secretary of State, would it be pretended that the 
tors officers of the two Houses of Congress and the President 

actually made a law, and that you could not get rid of that 
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which had been, in the way I have suggested, foisted into the 
archives of this Government as a law? i 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say I 
think that the court has ecided that question, and has declared 
that the very presumption which the gentleman from Missouri 
uses by way of illustration can not be indulged. But he will per- 
mit me to say, further, that the court has never decided, and, I 
apprehend, will never decide, that it can not examine the Journals 
of the House which the Constitution requires to be kept to ascer- 
tain whether a majority voted for or against a measure. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think that is correct. The Journals, I 
think, are always open to be resorted to, not merely for the naked 
purpose of determining whether a majority voted for or against a 
measure, but also for the purpose of examining all the other re- 
citals of the Journals, kept in the ordinary course and within the 
constitutional provision, to ascertain who was present and whether 
there was actually a House present at all, as well as other facts 
rightfully recorded there. The Journal can properly be resorted 
to for authentic information on all the points upon which it does 
speak and ought to speak. 

But, Mr. Speaker, recurring to what I suggested a moment ago, 
if upon a division being taken in this House it is shown that 40 
members vote for a bill and 30 against it, and that bill passes the 
other branch of Congress by, say, 20 votes for it and 15 against it, 
less than a quorum voting for it, andit is signed by the President, 
then if you can not absolutely overthrow that measure which pur- 
ports to be a law, it must be only because it is conclusively pre- 
sumed or satisfactorily shown that a quorum was present in each 
body when the vote was taken, and, further, because the presump- 
tion natural among reasonable men must be indulged and is in- 
dulged that those who were present and did not individually say 
“aye” or ‘“‘no” agreed with the prevailing side and ratified in a 
less formal manner, but so as to actually do what they did who 
said “aye” when called upon to vote or when rising from their 
seats they were counted in favor of the bill. 

If that be true, and I believe it is incontestable, the only ques- 
tion that would seem to remain on this point is as to the policy— 
whether it would be better to require by our rules that a majority 
of aquorum or a majority of the quorum present should vote for 
a proposition in order to pass it, or that the method should be 
adopted which is provided for in this rule. That is a question 
of judgment, of expediency, not a question of constitutionality. 
I believe that cases might arise when it would be better to have 
a rule requiring the votes of a majority of the quorum present to 

sameasure. I believe such a rule would be safer and better 
than that proposed; but, as I have already said, it is purely a 
question of method, of expediency, and not at all a question of 
power. There certainly is no occasion in the present House to 
adopt this rule, and the gentlemen on the other side are hardly 
tempted by any consideration of the relative strength of parties 
here to make the rule as they propose to make it upon this point. 

The question whether less than a majority of a quorum voting 
for a bill can pass it could not arise under the yea-and-nay method 
of ascertaining the presence of a quorum. In such case it is ab- 
solutely ascertained that a quorum has voted; and, of course, no- 
body ever contends that any proposition is carried except by a 
majority of those who do vote. 

There is now presented, it seems to me, a new question of par- 
liamentary law, and the authorities cited by gentlemen have ref- 
erence to another condition of things. Theauthorities relied upon 
to sustain the contention that it is only constitutional upon a yea- 
and-nay vote to declare a measure carried when a majority of a 
quorum has voted for it, or the other contention that a measure 
is only constitutionally carried when a majority of the actual 
quorum present at the time has voted affirmatively—supported 
it—I say the authorities relied upon to sustain those positions are 
megely authorities with reference to proceedings of minor bodies— 
oo boards, town trustees, andthe managing boards of corpora- 
ions. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. Has not the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided in terms that in the case of those private corporations and 
minor legislative bodies of which the gentleman speaks the prin- 
— is the same as in this case? Has not the court so decided? 

tr. DE ARMOND. I do not know that it has. I was coming 
to re Sore 
ti — ES. Will the gentleman allow me a further interrup- 
ion 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Very well. 

Mr. MILES. The Supreme Court of the United States in decid- 
ing the Ballin case used these words: 


It is true that most of the decisions touching this question have been in 
respect to the action of trustees and directors of a private corporation or of 
minor itive bodies which represent and act for cities and other munici- 
pal corporations. But the principle is the same. 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. Very well. I was coming right to that 
question. I lay down another proposition. In the organization 
of a corporation it is competent to provide that any definite 
number may constitute a quorum, and that the vote of any por- 
tion of that quorum in favor of a measure (a quorum itself bein 
constituted) shall be sufficient to carry it. Then bear in al 
that for years and years the presence of a quorum of this House was 
ascertained solely by and through the responses of members upon 
a yea-and-nay vote. The practice was for those present to vote yea 
or nay; and so until comparatively recent years the question of 
whether others present as members of the body, but not actually 
voting, should be or could be computed in the make-up of a 
quorum did notarise. Thatisa question of comparatively modern 
origin. I venture to say that in the early days of the Republic 
the presence of persons as members of this body, or of the one at 
the other end of the Capitol, who were not excused from voting, 
and not under disability, and who failed to vote, was rare. 

Now, that being true—and I thinkit is trune—I think history will 
bear me out in the statement that in the early days of the Repub- 
lic when a roll call took place those present voted yea or nay. If 
that is true, then the question whether there could be a decision of 
a pending question in such a way as suggested by this rule did not 
really arise. 

It is another fact, I think, Mr. Speaker, that the provision of 
the Constitution (I have it not at hand and will not undertake to 
quote it literally) as to the entering of the yeas and nays upon the 
Journal does not necessarily imply that the — way of determin- 
ing the presence of a quorum shall be through the responses of the 
members. It seems to mean, more than anything else, that the 
actual position of those who do vote shall be made manifest by a 
permanent record of their votes. That method of voting seems 
to be primarily designed to disclose for all time how A, B, and C 
voted, and not to change or to make rules as to the passing or the 
defeating of a pending bill. 

Now, I have said that it is competent to provide in the organ- 
ization of a corporation that something less than a majority of 
its members shall constitute a quorum to do business. Such a 
provision is not unconstitutional unless there be a clause in the 
constitution to the contrary. And it is competent to provide that 
any definite vote of those constituting a quorum of that body 
shall be sufficient to pass a measure. For instance, it is compe- 
tent as a matter of constitutional law, there being no inhibition 
in the constitution, to provide that the quorum of a corporate 
body, whether governing a municipal corporation or a private 
corporation, copsisting, we will say, of 18 members, shall be re- 
garded as constituted if 6 of them be present. It is equally com- 
petent to provide that of those 6 members present, only 3 of them 
voting, the votes of 2 shall carry against the vote of 1. There is 
no constitutional law invaded in that kind of legislation or in that 
sort of a provision. 

Now, then, we come back to the original proposition. Unless 
the Constitution clearly contemplates and means, with reference 
to this yea-and-nay vote, that the yea-and-nay vote shall determine 
the presence of a quorum as well as determine the vote on the 
pending proposition, it appears to me there is nothing in the con- 
tention that, having gone beyond that, beyond that yea-and-nay 
vote, to ascertain the presence of your quorum—to make your 
quorum, without which you can do nothing—having gone beyond 
that for that purpose, you can not go beyond it for any other 
purpose. 

If I am part and parcel of a quorum on a particular occasion, I 
am here charged with all the duty and all the responsibility of a 
member of this House, however my presence here may be ascer- 
tained or whatever I may do or choose not to do. I can not be ig- 
nored by a body which in constituting itselftakes mein. If I am 
essential to the make-up of the quorum, or if in declaring what 
constitutes the quorum I am enumerated as part and parcel of 
the body, I am here for all purposes so far as the pending’ propo- 
sition is concerned. It will not do to say that I am here simply 
to make—to constitute—a part of a quorum, and that I can be and 
must be put in one place against a bill upon its passage, though 
I say nothing, and that I can not be put, as members are placed 
every day, in favor of it when I do not vote against it. 

What, after all, constitutes a quorum? It consists of the indi- 
vidual members. They have their names on the records of this 
House. Now,some members vote, some do not, some say ‘‘ yea,” 
and some say ‘‘nay.” What right have you to say that the man 
who does not vote at all is with those voting ‘‘nay” in case the 
nays are a minority, or “ yea” if the yeas are not sufficient to pass 
a measure? You assume to count those who are silent as voting 
with the weaker party. Isitnot more in accordance with common 
sense, more in accordance with the common judgment of man- 
kind, is it not absolutely without a break, in fact, in legislative 
bodies, when not restrained by constitutional provision, and the 
unbroken history of the country for over a hundred years, to count 
the man who does not vote, viva voce or in a division of the House, 
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as being in sentiment, in spirit, in everything but the mere verbal 
declaration of his intention with the prevailing side rather than 
with the minority, whether that larger number vote ‘“‘ aye” or 
“nay”? The proposed amendment is to extend this practice, so 
universal, to the yea-and-nay vote, and I think the Constitution 
does not forbid it. 

I thank the House for its courtesy. [gpioes3 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I objected to this rule when it was 
first under consideration, because it permits a question to be decided 
by a majority of those voting, although a majority of those voting 
might not constitute a majority of those present or even a ma- 
jority of a quorum. I contended that it is not competent for the 
Tie to establish such a rule, and asserted that no bill can legally 

8 this body unless a majority of the members present, or at 
aoe a majority of a quorum, has voted for its passage, 

The best and the safest doctrine requires a majority of those 
present voting affirmatively to decide a question, and I think that 
the Supreme Court has clearly sanctioned that doctrine in the case 
of The United States vs. Ballin. I shall not now review that de- 
cision, or attempt to point out the distinction between “‘a quorum” 
and ‘‘ the quorum,” which, it seems to me, the court clearly intended 
tomake. I dwelt vo upon thatseveral days ago, and I assume 
that the gentlemen who heard me then will remember what I said, 
if indeed anything I say is worth remembering. In any event, I 
feel that I can best employ my time on this occasion in ae 
to the House what has been said by great authors and by great 
judges when this subject was directly under consideration. Per- 

aps it is not accurate to say ‘‘ when it was directly under consider- 
ation,” because it is true, as my distinguished friend from Missouri 
[Mr. De ArMonD] has said, that the decisions reported have gener- 
ally been rendered in cases involving the validity of the acts of pri- 
vate and municipal corporations. But, as my friend from Maryland 
has properly suggested, the principle of law is the same, and that 
it is the same has been expressly declared by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which in the Ballin case says: 

It is true that most of the decisions touching this question have been in re- 

ct to the action of trustees and directors of a private corporation, or of 
the minor legislative bodies which represent and act for cities and other mu- 
nicipal corporations—but the principle is the same. 

The court here affirms that the law which governs Congress in 
this respect is the same as the law which governs municipal and 
private oes and, therefore, if I can show that all of the 
great text-books and al! of the courts—except only the supreme 
court of Minnesota—have held either that it requires a majority 
of those present or a majority of a quorum to decide a municipal 
or corporate question, then I feel confident that the House will be 
convinced that this rule ought to be amended. 

In the beginning we must fix in our mind the difference in the 
law as applicable to indefinite and to definite bodies. Asto indef- 
inite Sollee, the rule is that a majority of those who appear may 
act, and a majority of those who vote may decide; while as to 
definite bodies, the rule is that a majority of all who compose the 
body must be present, and a ee of those present, or at least 
@ majority of a quorum, may de. This is the doctrine an- 
nounced by all of the great authorities in this country, from Kent's 
Commentaries down to the latest work upon the subject. Chan- 
cellor Kent lays down the rule in these words: 

The same principle prevails in these incorporated societies as in the com- 
munity at large, and the acts of a majority, in cases within the charter, bind 
the whole. © majority here means the or those who are pres- 
ent at a regular corporate meeting. There isa distinction to be taken be- 
tween a corporate act to be done by a select and definite body, as by a board 
of directors, and one to be performed by constituent members. In the latter 
case—that is, when it is to be performed by the constituent members—a ma- 
jority of those who appear may act, butin the former case—that 

be determined by a select and definite body—a majority of t 
body must be present, and then a ority of the quorum may decide. This 
is the general rule on the omniech, ons if an has a different mod- 
ification of the expression of ng of corporation, it arises from 
the special provisions of the act or charter of any corporation. 

The doctrine, then, as announced by Chancellor Kent, is that ex- 
cept where there is a special provision in the r of a cor- 
poration—which corresponds to the Constitution under which we 

oceed—it requires a — to act and a majority of a quorum 
to decide. Not only is that the doctrine of the greatest of American 
commentators, but Judge Cooley, in his great work on Constitu- 
tional Limitations considers that doctrine so well settled that he 
does not deem it necessary to discuss it at length, and in his chapter 
on the enactment of laws dismisses the subject with this comment: 

For the vote required in the of any  perioinn law the reader is re- 
ferred to the constitution of State. A ple majority of a quorum is 
sufficient unless the constitution establishes some other rule, and where by 
the constitution two-thirds or three-fourths is made essential to the 
~ : yartenler class of bills, two-thirds or three-fourths of a quorum will 

I have here the most excellent work on the law of private cor- 
porations that has ever been written; certainly the best ever 
written up to the time it was published, and the now, unless 
it is excelled by the work, not yet completed, of Mr. Thompson. 
Judge Dillon, the author of this work, was for years a member of 
the supreme court of Iowa, and I take it that my friend from 
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Iowa (Mr. HENDERSON] will attach great weight to his opinion. 
J udge Dillon first and properly distinguishes between definite 1 j 
indefinite bodies and declares that in an indefinite body a major. 
ity of those who appear may act, but where the action is to be taken 
by a definite body it takes a quorum to act and a majority of \\5 
quorum to decide. His language is this: 

The common-law rules as to quorums and majorities, established wit} 
erence to corporate bodies consisting of a definite number of corpora 
have also in general been applied to the common council, or select goye. 
body of our municipal corporations, where the matter is not specially 
lated by the charter or statute. Thus, to use Mr. Dane’s illustration’ 
body consists of 12 common councilmen, 7 is the least number that can 
stitute a valid meeting, though 4 of the 7 (the 7 being duly assembled a), 
present) may act. 


In section 279, Judge Dillon says: 


So, if a board of village trustees, consisting of 5 members, and all, or 4, 
are present, 2 can do no valid act, even though the others are disqualifi 
interest from voting, and therefore omit or decline to vote; their asse) 
to the measure voted for by 2 will not make it valid. 


Mr. DALZELL. May I interrupt my friend? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is that Judge Dillon’s proposition, or is there 
a case cited? 

Mr. BAILEY. Thatis Judge Dillon’s proposition, for which he 
cites goes! 

Mr. DALZELL. Has my friend examined authorities in sup- 
port of the proposition? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have. 

Mr. MILES. The case of Cole vs. Williamsburg, reported in 
10th Wendall (New York), is an identical case. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is not this a case where the quorum is not 
present because some members of the body are disqualified to act 
on account of interest? 

Mr. BAILEY. No. The opinion in one of the cases cited to 
support the text was delivered by Judge Dillon himself, and holds 
that the presence of a man interested in the result does not (is- 
qualify him from being counted to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; but is it not a fact that these did not 
vote because disqualified? 

Mr. BAILEY. In this particular case that is true, but it is im- 
material in this connection, for I am replying now to the suyves- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri that a quorum was not 


present. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is to say, the proposition is that a body 
may be constituted lawfully, or may be constituted a legal body 
to act, made up by a disqualified from acting. 

Mr. BAILEY. inly. I think I can find a decision from 


e fientatitied % own State which holds that while members may 


th 
be ualified by interest from voting, they can still be counted 
for the Fry of creating a quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to see it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman does not really doubt that? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know the gentleman is a good lawyer, but I 
also know that “even great Homer sometimes nods.” 

In section 282 Dillon says: 

In the absence of cial provision the major part of those present at a meet- 
ing of a select Dolly mene pt in order rt do aay whi ook 

And he italicizes the words ‘‘the major part of those present” 
and the words “must concur.” 

Again, in section 283, Judge Dillon says: 

And, as a general rule, it may be stated that not only where the corporate 
power resides in a select body, as a city council, but where it has been dvle- 
gated to a committee or to agents, then, in the absence of special provisions 
otherwise, a minority of the select body, or of the committee or agents, are 
——- to bind the majority or do any valid act. If all the members of 

he select body or committee, or if all the agents are assembled, or if all have 
been duly notified, and the minority refuse or neglect to meet with the 
others, a ority of those present may act, provided those present consti 
tute a majority of the whole number. In other words, in such case, a major 
part of the whole is n to constitute a quorum, and a majority of the 
quorum may act. If the major part withdraw so as to leave no quorum, the 
power of the minority to act is, in general, considered to cease. 

Mr. MILES. Right there I desire to interrupt the gentleman, 
to say that this quotation that you have made from Dillon is pre- 
cisely cited in the Ballin case. at 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not only approvingly cited in the Ballin 
case, but also in the case of Brown vs. The District of Columbia, 

ted in 127 United States. 
n section 292 Judge Dillon declares— 
[that acts done when less than a | quorum is present, or which were not 
concurred in by the requisite number, are void. 

In the very latest work upon this subject—the work of Judi: 
Thompson, which I believe is to comprise six volumes, and is st!!! 
ee oe doctrine announced by Chancellor Kent ani 
Judge Dillon is unreservedly approved. In paragraph 728 he com: 
bats the position that a majority of those voting can decide, and 
says: 

Authority is found for the proposition that where the poree J is duly con- 
vened and aquorum is present a majority of those who actually vote is sub 
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‘ont to a valid choice; but it is apprehended that this can be affirmed only 
fick: = ‘ases of municipal corporations or any other cases where the elective 
in a ‘ndefinite and where @ quorum consists of those who actually assem- 
= A the proper place and time in pursuance of a valid notice. 

In other words, Judge eangeen teaches that a majority of 
those who actually vote can only decide the action of indefinite 
— now, Mr. Speaker, proceeding one step farther, I assert 
that, with the single exception of the Minnesota case—which was 
not reasoned at all and which, as I remember, did not even cite 
an authority—the only cases which can be found to contradict my 
assertion that a majority of all those present are required are cases 
which affirm my alternative proposition, that at least a majority 
of aquorum must vote affirmatively to decide. One of the best 
© iced cases in the books is that of Green vs. The State in the 
Ohio Reports. It was there held that a majority of a quorum 
could elect the clerk of a city council; but even in that case the 
learned judge who delivered the opinion recognized that the cases 
had distinguished between the election of an officer, which they 

rmitted by a bare majority of a quorum, and the transaction 
of more important business, which required a majority of those 
present. J udge Johnson, referring to an English case, said: 

In all the opinions in that justly celebrated case the doctrine announced 
by Lord Mansfield was a proved when limited to election; but it was held 
that if the question was the levying of a tax or the transaction of a corporate 
business a majority of those present must vote for it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let me ask the gentleman whether that 
is the case where there were 18 voting—9 voting for and 9 against 
the proposition? . 

Mr. BAILEY. It is the case where 9 voted for and 9 refused 
to vote atall. Of the 18, 10 was a quorum, and the 9 who voted 
constituted a large majority of a quorum, 

Mr. HENDERSON. But there were only 9 voting for and 9 
against, so that there was no majority. 

Mr. BAILEY. But a quorum was present and a majority of a 

uorum voted affirmatively. It is precisely on all fours with the 
tow Hampshire case, where there were 3 voting and 3 silent, and 
the court declared that 4.was a quorum of the body, and 3 being a 
majority of a quorum, the clerk was lawfully chosen. 

In the case of the Rushville Gas Company vs. City of Rushville 
the court says: 

It is not a majority of the whole number present that is required. All that 
is requisite is a majority of the number of members required to constitute a 
quorum. 

In that decision the court to sustain its position that a majority 
of all those present was not required, but that a majority of a 
quorum sufficed, undertook to combat the contention of counsel 
who had cited the quotation from Judge Dillon. The learned 
court declared that the counsel had misapprehended the meaning 
of Judge Dillon, and that he did not intend to assert that it re- 

uired a majority of all those present to decide a question. 

nen Judge Dillon published the fourth edition of his excellent 
work he had read that opinion, and he adds a note in which he 
calls attention to it and concludes his note with a query, whether 
the decision does not contravene the rule as to the majority re- 
quired to decide in bodies of a definite number. 

Mr, Speaker, I have no disposition to detain the House on this 
question, nor have I any inclination to charge that my friends 
here who hold a different view from myself are influenced by their 
pride of opinion. I am willing to believe that they judge this 
rule to be within the law, but I confess my inability to understand 
how lawyers of their attainments and capacity in the face of these 
authorities can entertain that view. 


POWER OF HOUSE TO MAKE RULES. 


Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question for information to remove a difficulty that is on my 
mind? The gentleman has stated his proposition very clearly, and 
now I want to ask this question: As I understand it, the Consti- 
tution of the United States gives the House the right to make rules 
to govern its own proceedings. As I understand the rale here 
eee by the Committee on Rules, it provides a method of pro- 
ceeding for ascertaining or securing the attendance of a quorum 
in this House, and provides that those members not voting either 
in the affirmative or in the negative shall be considered simply as 
acquiescing in what a majority of those voting do. Now, I ask 
the gentleman whether he thinks that is a part of the constitu- 
tional power given to the House to make rules for its own pro- 
ceedings? Suppose that a corporation had in its charter a pro- 
vision that a majority should be empowered to do business, and 
another provision that the corporation or its stockholders should 
have the right to make rules to regulate the proceedings of the 
board, does the gentleman think that the power thus given would 
include the power to say how those not voting should be counted, 
= understand this rule does provide with reference to the pro- 


p of this House? 
Mr. BAILEY. I have made no objection to that part of the rule 
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which provides for ascertaining the presence of a quorum or to 
its method of taking the vote. My objection is that when a quo- 
rum is ascertained, and the vote is taken, the question may be 
decided by less than a majority of a quorum. I do not think that 
this can be done, because, there being no constitutional provision 
on the subject, the power of the House is limited by the common 
law. In one of the earlier cases decided by the supreme court of 
South Carolina it was distinctly stated that as neither the consti- 
tution of that State nor the Constitution of the United States 
contained any special provision touching this matter, the common 
law prevailed, and it required a majority of the body to act anda 
majority of a quorum todecide. TheSupreme Court of the United 
States, in the Ballin case, lays down the same doctrine in so many 
words, and as the language is so plain and leaves so little room for 
doubt as to its meaning, I will venture to read it in full. 

The other branch of the question is, whether a quorum being present, the 
bill received a sufficient number of votes; and here the general rule of all 
parliamentary bodies is that, when a quorum is present, the act of a majority 
of a quorum is the act of the body. 1is has been the rule for all time, ex- 
cept so far asin any given case the terms of the organic act under which the 
body is assembled have prescribed specific limitations. As, for instance, 
in those States where the constitution provides that a majority of all the 
members elected to either house shall be necessary to the passage of any bill. 
No such limitation is found in the Federal Constitution, and therefore the 
general law of such bodies obtains. 

What can be plainer than this? The court declares that it re- 
quires a majority of a quorum to act— 
except in so far asin any given case the terms of the organi 


1 ‘ act under which 
the body is assembled have prescribed specific limitations 


And then expressly declares that— 
no such limitation is found in the Federal Constitution, and therefore the 
general law of such bodies obtains. 

The court does not say that the general rule prevails unless a 
different one is established by the House, but expressly says that 
the general law obtains unless the ‘‘ organic act” prescribes a dif- 
ferent one. It will not do to say that this question was not before 
the court, and that consequently their language can not be con- 
It is true that this precise question— 
the power of a minority of a quorum to decide—was not presented, 
but it was necessarily involved in the question which was pre- 
sented. In other words, the validity of the law was assailed upon 
the ground that it had not received a sufficient number of votes. 
The court decided that as it had received the votes of a majority 
of those present it had regularly passed the House; and it was in 
passing upon this very branch of the case that the court declared 
that, except where the Constitution ordained otherwise, that a 
majority of a quorum only was required by the common law. 
I submit to the candor of gentlemen on the other side that when 
the court declared that in the absence of a special provision in the 
Constitution no more than a majority of a quorum could be re- 
quired to decide, it follows as a corollary that no less than a quo- 
rum can be permitted to decide, for it is a poor rule that will not 
work both ways. If this House can change the general law by its 
rule, the Supreme Court, in the passage which I have quoted, was 
inexcusably unfortunate in its choice of words; and as itis not the 
habit of that great tribunal to speak loosely and inaccurately, I am 
unwilling to believe that it did so in this case. They had consid- 
ered the question well in all its phases, and we are safe in believing 
that their language expresses their opinion as to the law. 

Not only does the Ballin case seem to settle the question upon 
authority, but it is supported by the best of reasons. The ques- 
tion of my friend from Virginia [Mr. SwWANson} practically ad- 
mits that what I have said is now the law, but implies that it is 
within the power of the House, by a simple rule, to change that 
law. To my mind this is a startling proposition. Does he mean 
to assert that either House of Congress can change the law of the 
land by its rule? I hazard nothing in saying that there is not a 
gentleman on this floor who will insist that this House can repeal 
or amend a statute of the United States by its mere rule; and yet, 
sir, I defy the ingenuity of the most skillful debater to show any 
substantial difference in this respect between statutory and com- 
mon law. The common law is as valid and as binding upon the 
consciences of courts and legislators as the statutes are, and a 
power admitted over the one can not be successfully denied over 
the other. If the House can change the common law in this pur- 
ticular by a rule, no part of that splendid system of justice is ex- 
empt from its impatience or its caprice; and it can, by its single 
will, destroy what Lord Coke has aptly described as ‘*‘ the perfec- 
tion of reason.” 

Upon what, sir, is this extraordinary power predicated? Upon 
the simple and necessary power of the House to ‘‘ determine its 
own rules of proceeding.” 

This rule involves much more than a method of proceeding. It 
involves what, according to the Supreme Court, has been for all 
time the law of the land. I do not doubt the power of the Honse 


to adopt any reasonable rule for ascertaining its will, but that 
does not free us from this difficulty, for with that power conceded 
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we are still confronted with the question as to what is its will. 
To be sure, the will of the House is the will of the majority. But 
of what majority? A majority of those present, or a majority of 
a quorum, or a majority of those voting? The courts all hold that 
within the meaning of the law the action of the majority is the 
action of the body itself, but just as it requires a majority of the 
body to act for the body, so it requires a majority of that majority 
to act for the majority. If the House can permit the decision of a 
question by a minority of those present, it can go further and per- 
mit it to be decided by a minority of those voting. If the author- 
ity to determine the rules of its own proceeding confers upon the 
House the unlimited power for which gentlemen contend, then it 
would be permissible for the House to adopt a rule providing that 
every bill which had received 100 votes should become a law, not- 
withstanding the fact that 200 votes might be recorded against it. 
This must be true, unless, indeed, the courts would hold such a 
rule void as a violation of fundamental right, but this would be 
fleeing from one danger to another, for if the rules of this House 
are within its own discretion, then that discretion ought not to be 
controlled by the courts. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say frankly that I have had some diffi- 
culty in disposing of the members who are present and who for 
any reason refuse to vote. I once thought with my distinguished 
friend from Missouri oe DE ARMOND] that they ought to be 
counted on the prevailing side. ‘If a majority want it done,” 
he says, ‘‘the silent members ought to be counted with them; 
if a majority do not want it done, the silent members ought to 
be counted with them.” I know that there are many timeserv- 
ing politicians who are extremely anxious to be always on the win- 
ning side, but this is carrying it a little too far. [Laughter.] 
We ought to assume that the gentlemen who decline to vote do so 
fora sufficient reason. The earlier cases, under the sanction of the 
great name of Lord Mansfield, declared that silent members ought 
to be considered as consenting, but the later cases have rejected 
that doctrine. A distinguished judge who for years adorned the 
bench of Pennsylvania, and a greater than whom never illustrated 
the jurisprudence of that or any other State, has declared that the 
legal intendment is that the silent member votes neither one way 
nor the other. 

Mr. DALZELL. But my friend will admit that Judge Shars- 
wood based his decision in that case upon the precise language of 
the statute governing it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. The case was this: There were 
112 members of a certain school board. The man whose election 
had been certified to the proper authorities received 56 of those 
votes; the other candidate received 55 votes, and one member re- 
fused to vote. But Judge Sharswood said that the legal intend- 
ment was that he voted for neither the one nor the other. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the statute in that case required that a 
person to be elected must receive a majority of the votes of all the 
members of the body. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that perfectly well, and I am not 
citing this case as authority on that particular point. Iam merely 
citing the declaration of Judge Sharswood that the silent member 
should not be counted either way. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is citing the case as if Judge 
Sharswood had laid down a general proposition on this subject, 
whereas in point of fact he undertook to decide nothing except 
what was involved in that particular case, and he put the decision 
upon the — ground I have stated. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman’s familiarity with the case mis- 
leads him as to the purpose of my citation. I did not cite the 
remark to show that the court decided that it required a majority 
of all present. If I had done so, I would have used the citation in 
another branch of my argument. I simply referred to Judge 
Sharswood’s opinion in that case in answer to the declaration of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] that the members 
present and not voting should be counted as acquiescing in the 
result. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, not only I do think it a matter of 
doubtful wisdom to count the whole number of silent members 
as consenting, but the mature judgment of your constituents is 
that it is unwise. For thirty years all of the new States which 
have adopted constitutions and all of the old States which have 
adopted new constitutions have, with rare exceptions, expressly 
written in their fundamental law the provision that no question 
shall be decided except upon the affirmative vote of a majority of 
all the men elected to the legislature. 

Shall Congress, in the face of this well-defined 7 on the 
part of the various States, proceed contrariwise? Shail we pro- 
vide that fewer men may make laws, while the States are requir- 
ing more men todo so? The adoption of this rule proclaims to 
the world that the House of Representatives can decide questions 
deeply affecting the honor, the welfare, and even the liberties of 
this Republic under circumstances which would disable the direc- 
tors of a private corporation from deciding a question of profit. 


Sir, it is not lawful for us to do so, even if it were wise: yj it 
would not be wise for us to do so, even if it were lawful. - 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the change proposed by the (>) 
mittee on Rules, now under consideration, is but one more sto» ; 
that evolution of parliamentary law that was so successfully «, 
afloat in the Fifty-first Congress by the present eminent §)).. 
of this House. 
The practical question of law we are called upon to dete, 
is to be answered by an examination of those provisions of +) 
Federal Constitution that govern the action of this body. 1; 


IS 


rovided, in one clause of the Constitution, that the House of 
epresentatives shall be competent to do business when a majurity 
ofitsmembersare present. In other words, thelanguage of the Con. 
stitution is that the majority of the House shall constitute a quorum: 
and the instrument goes a step farther and declares the purpose 
for which the quorum is constituted, namely, to do business. 
Now, furthermore, the Constitution has left us in the dark as 
to how the quorum is to be ascertained and as to the manner jn 
which the House will do business. But in another paragray) of 
that instrument it is provided that the House of Representatives 
may frame rules and regulations for its government and _ proc 
dure. I do not undertake to quote the exact language of that in- 
strument, but only give the einen of it. Now, we are to take 
these provisions of the Constitution and read them together in order 
toobtaina clearinterpretation of the purposes of theframers of that 
instrument. Itisa familiar principle of law, that applies not only 
to the organic law but to the statutory law as well, that provisions 
in pari materia relating to the same subject-matter are to he con- 
strued together in order to ascertain the exact scope and meaning 
of each. These two provisions of the Constitution, therefore, are 
tobeconsideredtogether. First, we musthave179 members present 


in the Hall of the House before we can do business. Then the 
Constitution says that this House shall have the power to provide, 
by rules, how it shall proceed to transact business; and that is pre- 
cisely what the Committee on Rules attempts to doin this report— 


that is, to exercise that power given to the House by the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution—to make rules and regulations as to 
how, when, and the manner in which that business which thie quo- 
rum is qualified to do may be performed. 

Now, sir, we are not to resort to the text-books, as my friend 
from Texas has done,and examine decisions relating to the goy- 
ernment of private corporations to find a light on the subject of 


these rules. Weareto resort to the provisions of the Constitution 
itself, and having found what they are, apply them in a common 
sense way to the problem before us, in order to carry out the pur- 


poses of the founders of the Government. What was the object 
of the framers of the Constitution in providing that a majority of 
the House should be present before it assumed to do business’? 
What was the purpose and spirit that actuated the incorporation 
of that language into thatinstrument? Why, it seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that in analogy to the law in all other branches it means 
that a majority of the House shall be present, not necessarily for 
the purpose of acting, but for the primary purpose of deliberating. 


The object in having a quorum present is that a stated number, 
to wit, a majority of the House, shall be present to deliberate 
upon pending matters oflegislation. Irepeat this proposition, be- 
cause I think it goes to the very root of this question, that the 
sole object and purpose of requiring a majority of the House to 
be present when matters of legislation are taken up is that there 
shall be a majority here who can deliberate. In other words, de- 
liberation is the sole purpose and aim that actuated the framers 
of the Constitution in requiring the presence of a majority of tle 
members in the House. They purposely left the language general. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. If he will read the debates, he will find it was 
not for the sake of deliberation, but it was expressly upon the 


ound that the people ought not to be bound by a law passed by 
ess than a majority. 

Mr. POWERS. I have always noticed, Mr. Speaker, that when 
gentlemen are troubled with the plain, common-sense explanation 
of the meaning of the Constitution they always go behind it and 
quote Elliott’s Debates, or some of the debates of the constitut nal 
convention which framed the instrument, to obtain light as to the 
meaning of its text. I agree that in proper cases that is a propet 
method of ascertaining its meaning; but my friend from 1:xas 
[Mr. BartLEy] is too gooda lawyer not to know thatall this matter 
of debate that took place in the Federal convention was crystil!!12 ed 
and ended in the text of the instrument itself. He might just 4 
well quote the debates in this House upon the passage of 4 |W 
that we enact, and say that you can get from his speech or ‘rom 
mine, or from the speech of somebody else, some light as to ‘6 
meaning of that law. But did he ever hear of a court going '4 k 
of the text of a law to inquire what the gentlemen who partir 


tedin framing it understood it to mean, or what they said about 
it in the legislature when it was enacted? 
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Mr. BAILEY. If the gentlemanfrom Vermont will permit me, 
1 will say to him that I can find many cases where the Supreme 
Court of the United States have gone to Elliott’s Debates to dis- 
cover the purpose with which that convention adopted a particu- 
lar provision of the Constitution. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend is no doubt correct in his statement. 
I myself said that in proper cases that was a proper method of as- 
certaining the meaning of the Constitution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought you said the courts did not do that. 

Mr. POWERS. [Isay the courts do not do it when it comes to 
the consideration of statutory law. If we pass an act of Congress 
here the courts never come in and take up the CONGRESSIONAL 
RecorD and read what you and I said about it. They take the 
text of the law itself, and make that carry its own meaning on 
the face of it, and that is the only sensible way in which they 
could treat the subject. 

Now, I have said, Mr. Speaker, that the purpose and object of 
requiring a quorum to be present is that a fixed number, to wit, 
a majority of the House, shall participate in the deliberations 
that go on here, and it is left to the other power that is given in 
the Constitution to ascertain how the will of that majority shall 
find its expression. As a matter of common practice we all know 
that hardly any bill passes this body, unless the yeas and nays 
are called, upon which 20 men vote; but the other i60 men who 
sit here, by er no dissent to the action of those who do 
vote, practically accede to it, and they have participated in the 
deliberations. Now, when you come to the question of acting, 
they do as they a about it. They can sit still and allow 
those who have louder voices or better lungs to respond to the 
demands of the Chair, or they can give their votes if they please; 
but if they sit silent in their seats they practically accede to what 
is done by those who do act, and this is in accord with the analo- 
gies of the law, too. Why, every lawyer knows perfectly well 
that if any man makes a statement in the presence of another that 
concerns his interest and he makes no reply to it, if he does not 
dispute it or qualify it, he is bound by it on the ground of an 
estoppel. He is bound by the statement that is made concerning 
his interest, unless he sees fit to make objection. Sohere. Every 
member who deliberates participates in the deliberations of the 
House. When the question is put to a vote and he fails to respond 
one way or the other, but the others respond for him, he accedes 
to what they say the action of the majority shall be. He is 
estopped from saying that he voted against that bill, because by 
sitting silent when he is called upon to act he allows others to act 
for him, to assume to represent him, and impliedly he gives them 
the authority to represent him. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I was saying that this practice has 
grown up here, and this construction of the language of the Con- 
stitution is in strict accord with all the analogies of law. We 
have in my State a statute which requires the grand jury to be 
composed of 23 men, and that a bill of indictment or presentment 
must be agreed to by 12, which, as you observe, is a majority. 
In many States the grand jury is lawfully constituted with 18 
men, but 12 must concur. The question arose a few years ago in 
respect to the validity of a presentment that was made by the 
grand jury where it was made to appear that only 20 grand 
jurors were present when the case was under investigation; and 
the court said that that indictment was bad, because the require- 
ment that there should be 23 members of the grand jury was 
a requirement that called for the deliberation of 23 men; and un- 
less 23 men had actaally participated in the deliberation, although 
12 concurred in the indictment, it was invalid. 

Now, the same principle applies in the election of our minor 
officers. In my State that is undoubtedly true; in all States it is 
provided that town representatives, representatives of the mu- 
nicipality, shall be elected by a majority of votes. We go to our 
several voting places and nine-tenths, perhaps, of the legal voters 
in that municipality sit on their seats and do not act, and 10 men 
go forward and deposit their ballots and elect the representative 
to the State legislature. Has any man ever questioned the pro- 
priety of that action? 

Mr. BAILEY. And I do not. That is an indefinite constitu- 
ency, and that action is entirely valid. I do not question it. 

r. POWERS. Many of these provisions, Mr. Speaker, result, 
as I agree, in the action of the minority. The whole theory of our 
Government is that our laws shall be enacted by a majority. 
That is true, but oftentimes, possibly in a majority of instances, 
our laws are passed by a very small minority; but if a majority 
ls present, participating in the deliberations of the legislative 

y, the requirements of the Constitution that a quorum shall 
be present has been answered. 

ow, then, this rule, as I have insisted, simply provides a way 
of ascertaining the voice of the majority. They must be here. 
There must be 179 gentlemen present. The next step in the pro- 
cedure is to ascertain the voice and the act in the vote of that 179 
members. I think it is perfectly competent to pass a rule that un- 
less a majority of the 179 members expressly dissent from the 
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proceeding or the act it shall be valid. It is perfectly competent 
for the House to say that a majority of voices that the Speaker 
shall hear, when they are called upon to act, shall govern the de- 
cision of the body, although that is a minority. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it would not interrupt the gentleman, the 
suggestion the gentleman makes as to the power of the House to 
adopt rules is only one of the difficulties that I discover. I desire 
to submit this view, and to have his answer. I think that power 
of adopting rules means, perhaps, the parliamentary procedure. 
If it means more than that, and authorizes the House to reverse 
the doctrine that it takes a majority to pass a bill, then would it 
not follow that the House can absolutely declare that a minority 
can pass a bill, however foolish it may be to suppose that the 
House would do that—the House would have that power unless 
there is a restriction of its power to adopt a rule? 

Mr. POWERS. I would not insist, Mr. Speaker, that the House 
by a minority vote in the affirmative could pass a law. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it had a rule to that effect, why not? 

Mr. POWERS. Why, the gentleman can suppose a case that 
makes anything absurd, but the proposition that we should adopt 
a rule that the vote of a minority should enact legislation is giv- 
ing it a pretty wide range. 

Mr. TOWNE. Let me make this suggestion: Is it not in effect 
only a proposition to enact a rule of procedure which shall enable 
the quorum to ascertain what the will of the majority is? 

Mr. POWERS. Precisely that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit that it is not the will of the majority 
of those present; and if it is competent to say that a minority of 
those present can decide a question, then it is competent to goa 
step further, and say a minority of those voting may decide. 

Mr. TOWNE. Ido not see that at all. 

Mr. POWERS. I think, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman had 
given attention to the suggestions I have made, there would be no 
particular trouble with the argument I was undertaking to offer. 
| insist, first, that the House must have a quorum present to do 
business; second, that it is entirely competent for the House to 
prescribe the manner in which that quorum shallact. Now, that 
quorum is a majority, not a minority, of the House, and the House 
prescribes a rule for ascertaining what the pleasure of that ma- 
jority 1s. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I would like to ask my friend, either 
at this point or before he concludes, to give us his view as to the 
wisdom of adopting such a rule, waiving the question of the con- 
stitutional power of the House to do it. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, the wisdom of adopting 
the rule is founded in the way that we are made up as men. We 
know perfectly well—and it is characteristic not only of this body, 
but of all legislative bodies—that generally three-fourths of the 
members do not actively participate in the business of the House. 
When a vote is called for, perhaps 20 men will respond and 120 
will remain silent. Now, you can not change the nature of those 
men and compel them tosay yeaor nay. They sit here silent, 
and the usage which has grown up has made it the law of the 
House that the will of those who speak shall bind the majority, 
unless they choose to express their dissent. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. If this ruleshall be adopted and there 
is a very small minority vote in favor of a given proposition, will 
it be competent to call the attention of the House to that fact and 
to ask for an expression of the will of the majority? 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from Georgia is very well aware 
that if only half a dozen respond tothe call for a vote, and he, 
being one of the silent members, desires a fuller vote, he can ask 
for a division or for the yeas and nays. He is not precluded by 
anything in this rule from interposing an objection to this mode 
of pre wedure. 

Mr. SWANSON. But thisrule, as I understand, does not apply 
except in cases where there is a call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. POWERS. This rule provides the manner in which the 
presence of a quorum may be ascertained if anybody disputes it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] I will say that the rule provides 
that absent members shall be brought before the House by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and shall then be discharged from arrest and 
given an opportunity to vote. Before that is done the roll will be 
called twice, as it is now, and then members will be brought in, 
discharged from arrest, and given an opportunity to vote, so that 
there is nothing in this rule to interfere with the fullest expression 
of their will that members can desire. 

Mr. POWERS. The rule, as I understand it, is framed for the 
government of practical men engaged in the transaction of prac- 
tical business, and we have to deal with those men as they are, 
not as if all of them were always ready to answer yea or nay upon 
any particular proposition. The condition of things which this 
rule contemplates is not peculiar to this body. It runs through 


all the legislative bodies in the Union; it runs through all our 
municipal bodies at our homes. When any proposition is sub- 
mitted to a large body of voters, a few respond and the rest keep 
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silent. Now, I hold that the silent man here who, having a duty 
to perform, sees fit to remain silent, thereby impliedly authorizes 
those who do speak to represent his choice, and he is estopped from 
denying this on the ground that, having a duty to perform him- 
self, and somebody else assuming to perform it in his presence 
without objection on his part, he can not question the result. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Does the gentleman think that the doc- 
trine of estoppel applies in legislative matters? 

Mr. POWERS. E think it applies to the individual member. 

I say that he can not dispute the action of the majority who have 
undertaken to act. Whether the result would stand the test of 
the court upon a question as to the validity of the action taken 
is quite another question. The point I make is that if I vote, and 
you, being present, do not dissent, I represent you as well as 
myself in giving that vote. 
a sing this question were brought before the court on a test 
case, I ask my friend from Texas [Mr. See ee has evidently 
given much study to this problem, whether he thinks that, the 
Speaker of this House having affixed his signature to an enact- 
ment certifying that it had passed the House on a certain day, and 
the President of the Senate having affixed his signature attesting 
the fact that it had passed the Senate on a certain day, and the 
enactment thus certified being sent to the President of the United 
States—I ask my friend whether he thinks that the President of 
the United States could say that the measure had not been prop- 
erly presented to him for his signature? Is not the certification of 
the very officers who have been appointed to do that work a cer- 
tification by a public officer which admits of no contradiction? 
Most clearly so; and I think the gentleman from Texas himself 
concedes that if a law is properly certified by all the officials 
through whose hands it must pass, you can not go back of that 
certification and look at the Journal or prove by a majority of 
the members that they did not vote for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman is quite right in saying that you 
can not prove by the members that they did not vote for it, and it 
has been held that you could not go to the Journal to prove that 
the measure had passed in a different form from that in which it 
was signed and sent to the President; but the court expressly de- 
clined to say that you could not goto the Journal to ascertain 
whether the bill had passed on a yea-and-nay vote, and in the 
Ballin case the court intimate that you can go to the Journal, and 
in fact in that case they did go to it. 

Mr. POWERS. I think the gentleman’s statement supports my 
proposition that you can not go to the Journal, because he says 
the court did not decide that you could go there. 

Mr. BAILEY. In one case; but in the Ballin case the court did 
go to the Journal. 

Mr. POWERS. In what State did that case arise. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was a case involving the question of the 
constitutionality of what is known as the McKinley Act. In that 
case the court did go to the Journal, the court being the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. POWERS. There are some State constitutions which pro- 
vide that legislative acts to be valid must be passed by a majority 
of all the members of the legislative body. 

The State of Missouri, I am told, has such a provision in its 
constitution, and that majority must be ascertained by a yea-and- 
nay vote. Now, under such a restriction, where the constitution 

prescribes a rule for the passage of a bill, it is very evident that 
it must be followed. But the Federal Constitution is entirely 
silent on that question; it does not touch the question of what 
number is necessary to pass a bill. It simply provides that a ma- 
jority shall be present to do business. The method of doing that 

usiness is left to be regulated by the Houseitself. If a majority 
of the House are here for the purposes of deliberation, the require- 
ment of the Constitution is answered. If a majority of this House 
chooses to adopt a rule, for instance, that the will of a majority 
of those voting or the majority of those whose voices the Speaker 
hears shall be taken as the action of the majority, that is the end 
of it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I simply want, in a very brief 
manner, to enter my protest against this proposed rule, as bein 
an improper and unwise method of procedure for this House. 
have listened to the gentleman from Texas and the gentlemen on 
the other side. It seems to me that there might be authority for 
this House to adopt this as a ruleof procedure. TheConstitution 
gives the House authority to make its ownrules. Ithink possibly 
the Constitution gives the House of Representatives ample au- 
thority to ascertain whether those voting or not voting shall be 
counted in the affirmative or negative. This rule says they shall 
not be counted either way, but shall be regarded as smaeenns in 
what the majority of those voting may do. Now, this House may 
have authority under the Constitution for establishing such a 
rule. But that does not diminish the importance of the question 
which we are to consider, whether this is a wise rule for the con- 
trol of legislation in this body. It is upon that view of the ques- 


tion that I desire to submit a few remarks for the consideration of 
this House. 

I believe that no rule established at this session—none at least 
that I can conceive of—would be more unwise and result in m.) 
pernicious effects than to say that legislation should be passed 
the method proposedin this rule. As appears by the answer 
the acting chairman of the Committee on Rules [Mr. Hen») 
son], if 180 members are present, 2 of whom vote for a propo 
tion and 1 against it, that proposition under this rule would 
enacted into law. Now, Isay, in a great body like Congress, \ 
zreat jobs seeking legislative sanction, with great claims cla 
ing to get through this House, it is unwise to adopt a rule to 
facilitate legislation so far as this will do. 

We have adopted at this session a rule which says that ey, 
member shall vote unless excused. We thus make it imperat 
upon a member to vote on every proposition propounded he 
Yet here we have presented to-day a proposed rule which enablvs 
members to ‘‘ trim,” enables them to sit silent and vote neither fur 
nor against a proposition, thus enabling legislation to be enacti| 
by the few who may vote. Now, every man who has had any | 
perience in Congress knows how often a member is approached 
another member who says, ‘‘if you can not vote for my proj. 
tion don’t vote at all, or be absent.” Now, I say we should 1. 
have a rule that will enable members to “‘ trim” more than they 
can do at present, which will enable them, by being absent, or ly 
sitting silent in their seats, to aid in the enactment of pernicious 
legislation. 

know that gentlemen who favor this rule say that members 
who are present and do not like the proposition presented have an 
opportunity to defeat it by participating in the action of the Ho 
uponit. ow, I take this ground: Legislation changes present ¢on- 
ditions, and present conditions should not be changed except 
the acquiescence of a conan © I say it is bad policy for any 
party to inaugurate a system which will enable 177 members to sit 
silent, letting 2 members vote for a proposition and 1 against 
it, and then have that proposition enacted into law. I micht 
go further. Under this proposition 179 men may sit silent in their 
seats or answer present and be counted to make a quorum, and 
then when it comes to a vote on the proposition a single mem)bcr 
may vote for it, and if there be no vote against it that proposition 
can be enacted into law. 

In view of the temptation for the enactment of different kinds 
of jobs, in view of the personal favors which are exchanged }.- 
tween member and member, in view of the personal popularity of 
members who may be anxious to do something for their districts, 
anxious to get through private bills, anxious to get through some- 
thing beneficial to themselves and their special sections, it is poor 
policy to facilitate the enactment of such legislation by the adoption 
of sucha rule as this. Isay nomeasure should be placed upon the 
statute book unless a majority of those present who are deliber- 
ating upon it agree that it is necessary and beneficial to the coun- 
try. is proposed rule reverses that policy. As has been well 
saidin this discussion, there is scarcely a State legislature in the 
Union, whether Democratic or Republican, which has not a rule 
providing that those members not voting shall be counted in the 
negative. Such rules proceed upon the idea that no legislation 
should be enacted, no change made in present conditions, unless 
the majority of those who are giving the matter deliberation and 
consideration think the change is beneficial and will subserve 
some great public interest. 

This occasion marks the first departure from what has hitherto 
been the wise, conservative, and sensible method of procedure, aud 
it marks the entrance upon a new policy, which this House will 
surely rue if it adopts it as a method of procedure. I have 1 
Seana any member who has advocated this rule give any reason- 
able, sensible excuse for reversing the pelicy of one hundred years 
and allowing a small minority to put legislation upon the statute 
books. 

I will go so far as to say that I would vote for a rule of this 
House providing that every member who is present and not voting 
shall be considered as voting in the negative upon the pending 
proposition. I think the House has ample authority to pass suc! 
a rule, and it would be conducive to better legislation, would | 
conducive to economy, would be conducive to the prevention 0! 
all kinds of jobs and schemes which clamor for passage through 
this body. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the wiser course. Why? Because 
the experience of every State, the experience of every legislative 
body, shows that it is much wiser to count those not participating 
in legislation in that manner rather than to count them in the 
affirmative, or acquiescing in what was done. 

But I simply wish to put myself on record as opposed to the 
adoption of such a rule, because I believe that its effect will be 
pernicious, and that this Congress, or any other Congress that 
will adopt such a rule, will rue it when they see its effects upoD 
legislation in this country. 
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Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the pending rule. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 14and 15 of section 4, Rule XV, strike out the words “ which shall be 
decided as the majority of those voting shall appear ; and insert in heu of 
said words ‘shall decided as shall appear by the votes of a majority of a 
quorum of the House. ; J 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire, being a young mem- 
ber of this body in two senses of that word, to occupy much of 
the time of the House in the discussion of this important consti- 
tutional question. I do desire, however, in a very few words to 
go on rect wd, according to my lights as a lawyer, in favor of the 
view which was expressed in reference to this matter, when it was 
up a few days ago, by that distinguished lawyer, General CatTcH- 
nas, of Mississippi. I do not entertain the view which I think 
has been very plausibly put before the House by the distinguished 
lawyer from Texas [Mr. BarLey]. I do not entertain the view, 
sir, that it was ever contemplated by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion or that it was ever contemplated by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the decision which it rendered in Ballin’s 
case that there should be a majority of those present, or, to use 
the language of the distinguished gentleman, a majority of the 
quorum. What I apprehend the Supreme Court in Ballin’s case 
meant by the term ‘the quorum” was a constitutional quorum. 
It meant to recognize the fact that in this matter there was a con- 
stitutional limitation upon Congress, and, as a lawyer, according 
to the lights I have and the decisions which have been so numer- 
ously cited by the gentleman from Texas, agreeing to the conclu- 
sions which have been reached by every English lawyer from the 
time of Lord Mansfield to the present time, | assert that it has 
never been determined that any body similar to this can pass a 
law by a less vote than a majority of the quorum of the whole 
body. But the words ‘‘a quorum” and ‘‘the quorum,” I appre- 
hend, mean exactly the same thing. 

When my friend from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] in his very 
interesting remarks made the point seriously (and I know that 
he is a lawyer and an able one and must have read the decision in 
the Ballin case) that all the decisions on this point had been ren- 
dered with reference to private corporations and minor municipal 
bodies, I humbly called his attention, and I beg here to call the 
attention of this House again to the fact that the distinguished 
jurist of the Supreme Court of the United States, in rendering his 
decision in this case, starts that very able opinion with this im- 
portant language: 

It is true that most of the decisions touching this question have been in re- 
spect to the action of trustees and directors of a private corporation, or of 
the minor legislative bodies which represent and act for cities and other mu- 
nicipal corporations—but the sohaeinia is the same. 

This is, Mr. Speaker, the gist and very kernel of the decision, 
and I want to say here, sir, that I have entertained no view con- 
trary to that expressed in the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon this subject. I have always believed that 
it was within the power of Congress to pass a rule requiring the 
members of this body to be present to perform their acts and 
duties. I have always believed in the policy and wisdom of the 
rule passed upon in the Ballin case, and I think it is a monument 
to the distinguished ability of the present Speaker of this House 
that he was the author of the rule determined by the Supreme 
Court in its decision in that case to be a sound one. I have never 
differed with that rule, but it seems to me that the Supreme Court 
in passing upon it passed upon the question now before the House. 

After stating that the principle is the same in a case of this kind 
as in the case of private corporations and minor municipal bodies, 
the court goes on to cite approvingly these various cases which 
lay down the rule invariably that the majority of a quorum, and 
only the majority of a quorum, shall passa bill. Every decision 
which the court quotes is a decision based upon a case of a private 
corporation or of a minor municipal body. So that it seems to 
me, Mr. Speaker, that this very question which my friend [Mr. 
Dr ARMOND] raised has been passed upon by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] quoted from Judge Dillon, 
and the decision before me in the very outset ratifies and approves 
what Judge Dillon says by quoting it verbatim et literatim as it 
has already been quoted by my friend from Texas. 

It also _— the case of State against Green, the Ohio case, 
eh y, which my friend from Texas {Mr. BAILEy] also 
quoted, 

It quotes from Chancellor Kent and it also quotes from 1 McCoid, 
which is a celebrated case, and I desire especially to call the at- 
tention of gentlemen on the other side to that case. I will not 
consume the time of this House, Mr. Speaker, in any effort to 
make a constitutional argument. My sphere as a lawyer has been 
an humble one, but being a lawyer, I take it, sir, that it is my 
duty to go according to my lights as a professional man as well 
as Iny lights on any question of fact before this House. Ican not 
conscientiously vote for this rule, because, as it seems to me, it is 
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in direct conflict not only with the spirit but with the letter of the 
Ballin case. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, every bill which shall have passed 
the House and the Senate must, before it becomes a law, be pre- 
sented to the President. How must it be passed? That is the 
whole question. Passed under such rules as the House and Sen- 
ate may determine for their proceedings. Those proceedings are 
controlled by three conditions in the Constitution, and there are 
no others. 

First, if the President disapproves a bill and returns it to either 
House, two-thirds of the House on a yea-and-nay vote must vote 
for it or it fails to become alaw. And in impeachment trials in 
the Senate, in order to secure conviction two-thirds of those 
present must vote for it. 

One other provision in relation to how the proceedings of either 
House shall be conducted. One-fifth of those present can have 
the yeas and nays recorded on any question. Where is there any 
provision in the Constitution limiting or controlling the discre- 
tionary powers given to each House to determine its rules of pro- 
cedure? The fixed rule of the Supreme Court, that I do not think 
is ever departed from, is that where there is a grant of discretion- 
ary power to anything or anybody in the Constitution of the 
United States, the Supreme Court of the United States will not 
sit in judgment on the exercise of that discretion, no matter what 
itis. It was upon that doctrine that the constitutionality of the 
legal-tender quality of the United States notes was sustained in 
the first decision by the court. The Constitution gave to Con- 
gress the power to declare war, and the Supreme Court held the 
power to declare war carried with it, in the discretion of Congress, 
the doing of anything that the war-making power might think 
necessary to bring the war to a successful close. 

In the making of rules to conduct the proceedings of the House 
there is one other condition fixed by the Constitution. I have re- 
ferred to those that relate to voting. There is only one other. 
There must be a majority of the members chosen to constitute a 
quorum to do business. What is a quorum wasraised in this Hall 
on the 4th of July, 1861. The then occupant of the chair decided 
that a quorum consisted of a majority of the members chosen from 
the Congressional districts. What is the evidence of a quorum, if 
that quesiton had been raised, the then occupant of the chair would 
have decided that the evidence of the choosing is the number of 
members who take the oath of office. That Congress might have 
been blocked in its proceedings if the strict construction that I 
hear gentlemen placing upon the constitutional power of the House 
to make its rules had prevailed. 

The quorum consists of a majoritychosen. The choosing is not 
completed or determined except by the oath of office taken by those 
who are chosen. A Congressional district is not obliged to send 
a member, and there is no power to compel it to. No Statein the 
Union is obliged to send a Senator to the United States Senate, 
and there is no power to compel it to do so. If a Congressional 
district had elected a member, and instead of coming and dis- 
charging his duty and taking the oath of office, he had done as a 
good many did in 1861, had gone into another Congress, how could 
a constitutional quorum be determined except by the oath of of- 
fice of the members chosen, for that is necessary to complete the 
choosing, for the House could not send for any others and bring 
them in to make a quorum. A quorum being present, the House 
determines the rules of its proceedings, subject only to the condi- 
tions in the Constitution to which I have referred. What non- 
sense to make a rule which will allow the minority to obstruct all 
business! 


The majority makes rules to facilitate business, and so long as 
its rules do not contravene conditions of the Constitution, they 
can make just such rules as they please. Suppose the record of 


the House should go to the Supreme Court on a question whether 
a law was passed in due form. The Supreme Court, looking 
over that Journal, would see whether the President had vetoed 


a bill and it was attempted to be made a law by less than two- 


thirds of the votes of the two Houses on a yea-and-nay vote. 
If the record showed that, the law would bea nullity. In the 
other case, that of impeachmentinthe Senate. It must show that 
two-thirds of those present in the Senate voted for conviction. 
If two-thirds did vote for conviction, the conviction would be held 
good. 

~ Now, where in the Constitution is there any other condition 


either 


that they are going to examine in restraint of House de- 
termining the rules of its proceedings? There is nothing fixing 
how the House shall vote, nothing about majorities, and nothing 
about yeas and nays besides the cases referred to, except one-fifth 
of those present may have the yeas and nays entered on the Jour- 
nal on any question. With the exceptions referred to, the House 
can make what rules it pleasesto facilitate the transaction of busi- 
ness. Take an extreme case. Make the rule as proposed, that a 
majority of those voting, a quorum being present, will pass any 
bill in the House, no matter what the others do—say there were 
but two voting. What would the court do in examining, to see 
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first whether there was a quorum present? How could they de- 
termine that? They take the record of the House and find 357 
men have taken the oath of office. A quorum is a majority of 
that number. The House has passed a rule that if members sit 
in their seats they are to be counted as present with those who 
vote whether they vote or not. Has the House the power to do 
that? The court has already declared they have. A quorum be- 
ing present for business—the positive requirement of the Constitu- 
tion—and the House having determined in its rules how a bill shall 
be passed, what could there be for the Supreme Court to inquire 
into if the record showed the bill passed as required by the rules 
of the House? 

The power to make the rules is conferred absolutely upon the 
House, to be exercised in their own discretion. How is the Su- 

yreme Court, under their own rule of construction, to limit that 
Hiscretion? The rules of the House as passed provide that every 
member, when his name is called, shall vote, except in certain 
specified cases. He refuses to doit. There is no power that can 
compel him to vote if he resolutely refuses. It is a plain violation 
of the rules of the House, and prevents the transaction of its busi- 
ness. Can it be possible that the Supreme Court of the United 
States would hold that the discretionary power conferred on the 
House to determine its rules of proceedings would not have the 
power to neutralize this violation of its rules by providing that 
those members who comply with such rules shall not carry on the 
business of the House? The rule as proposed neutralizes the re- 
fusal of a member to comply with the rules determined by the 
House for its proceedings. The rule neutralizes his refusal to do 
what the rules require by saying he is to be counted in constituting 
aquorum, Then, whoever votes on the question, if the rule so 
provides, concludes him and the whole House. Where is there 
anything in the Constitution that says a bill shall pass the two 
Houses in any particular way unless it is returned from the Presi- 
dent without hisapproval? There is nothing about a majority in 
the Constitution; nothing about how many votes shall be required 
to pass a bill, except in case of a veto. It simply says that a bill 
which shall have passed the House and the Senate, before it be- 
comes a law, shall, so and so, be submitted to the President. 

Now, the House determines its own rules of procedure, and like 
any other discretionary power granted by the Constitution is to be 
exercised in its own discretion, not subject to review by any court 
as to the wisdom of the exercise of that discretion. I need not 
take the time of the House except for one instance—— 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Will you permit me to ask you a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. While I expect to vote for this rule, I 
would like the ex-Speaker, who ruled in 1861, to be logical in his 
statement. Can you explain why there would be any prejudice 
to legislation by counting a portion of a quorum silent against a 
bill and having that same number of silent men counted against 
it the same as if they had voted no? 

Mr. GROW. You undertake to grant the same power to a 
member who refuses to obey our rules as to one who does. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. T ask the question, if there were, for 
instance, 50 men on the floor who declined to vote, but who are 
counted for the purpose of making a quorum, wherein is the leg- 
islative effect more disastrous by their refusing to vote than if 
they had actually voted no? 

Mr. GROW. The House undoubtedly has the power to make 
such a rule, but why should the negative side of the question be 
strengthened by all refusing to vote any more than the affirma- 
tive? I should oppose the adoption of any rule that required the 
recording of any member for or against any question except by 
himself. My own conscience and judgment must make that rec- 
ord, and nobody else has the right to make it for me. But the 
House can neutralize my refusal to vote, so far as practical legis- 
lative results are concerned. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 1am not certain that I have made my 
question clear to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. As I under- 
stand him, his proposition is that a majority of those who vote—— 

Mr. GROW. A quorum being present. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes; that a majority of those who vote, 
a quorum being present, shall have power to enact alaw. Now, 
why should there not be a majority of the quorum voting when 
a em of those present are silent any more than if that portion 
voted **no”’? 

Mr. GROW. I do not require a majority of the quorum. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 0; but if those who remain silent had 
voted ‘‘no,” then it would have taken a majority of the quorum 
to pass the measure. Now, if they do not vote, how can there be 
~, prejudice to them by counting them as voting ‘‘no”? 

r.GROW. Because in that case you put me on record, to be 
read in the future, as having voted for or against a measure that 
I might be unwilling to be responsible for to the public opinion of 
the world. You undertake to put my convictions on that ques- 
tion on the records of the House. But if I sit silent, withholding 
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my vote, the House can nullify my refusal to vote, so far as ); 
lation is concerned, and that is all they would have a right t. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Do you, as one of the ablest and o 
members here, think it would be policy for the Congress of ; 
— States to enact laws by less than half of a quorum o{ 

dy? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
passed are passed in that way. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, it is just as good policy and j) 
wise for one man to vote on a bill in this House with 356 gs; 
silent as it is for 200 to vote and the balance sit silent. If +) 
who are present sit silent and refuse to vote, that, under this 
would not prevent one man or any number of men from repr: 
ing the House by their action. If members desire to defort a 
measure, they must put themselves on record in opposition ¢ 
and not, by a mere failure to comply with their duty under the 
law, nullify the action of those who do their duty. The gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. SwANsoNn] spoke about members | 
enabled, under this rule, to skulk and avoid proper responsi! 

Why, sir, any member can dodge to-day or any other tim: 
wants to, and this rule only provides that dodgers shall not 
complish any practical results, so that they might as well yo; 
It is a rule against dodgers. The dodger is the man who will ; 
vote, and you have no power to compel him to vote; above all, 

ou have no right to put him on record in favor of a measure t! 

e is opposed to in conscience, or to put him on record exce)t in 
his own way. You have no right to do that whether he is silent 
or not; but you havea right to neutralize his violation of the 
rules in attempts to defeat legislation, and you do that by making 
a rule that those who do discharge their duty under the rules of 
the House shall, by their action, bind those who refuse to by re- 
maining silent, just as the voters who go to the polls and cast 
their votes, even though they be an infinitesimal portion « 
voters of the election precinct, can by their action bind those who 
stay away. [Applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to occupy so much of the time of 
the House, and I would not have done so but for the questions 
that have been put to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL], if he is about to proceed now, permit me to 
call his attention to a question which I should like him to consider? 
I wish to bring it to his attention now because I shall not have an 
opportunity to reply to him. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] 
is recognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the greatest (ues- 
tions that can possibly call forth the ability, wisdom, and patriot 
ism of this House; and I believe it is a question that is now being 
discussed for the last time in this generation, and that when this 
House shall have adopted the pending rule it will have clinched 
the proper construction of the Constitution of the United States 
on this matter and will have made the rule of the Fifty-! 


Nine-tenths of the mea 


Congress on the quorum question an absolute finality. Referring 
to the court decisions that have been cited against this rule, | 
will say that it is one of the easiest things in the world for a man 
who is skilled in the practice of the law to go into the digests and 


find decisions of the courts that will support almost any conten 
tion. Iremember that when I was at the law school at Albany, 
and a question was presented by one of the professors of the 1 
court, a student, in giving a judicial opinion in the case, as he 
was required by the rules to do, having examined every authority 
that he could find pro and con in the various digests, disco 
that there were forty-five decisions on one side of the question an 
forty-three on the other, and thereupon gave his opinion on 
side of the majority. [Laughter. | 

There is no trouble in finding court decisions upon any si‘! 
acontroverted question, just as there is no trouble in finding } 
texts to support almost any denominational vagary. We are t 
that even the devil himself can cite Scripture for his purpos 

There is one strange thing that must have attracted the att 
tion of every patriot, and that is that the Constitution of | 
United States isconstantly invoked to defeat the will of the Ai 


ican a, to obstruct the progress of legislation, and even to 
overthrow the country itself; but it is very seldom invoked 1 


der to effectuate the will of the people, or in order to perpetuate 
liberty, or in order to carry out the spirit of patriotism that some 
men fail to discover within the Constitution. ‘‘The letter killeth, 
but the spirit maketh alive.” 

Now, then, what are both the letter and the spirit of the Co: 
tution on this subject? The Constitution says: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States; * * and a majo! i 
each House shall constitute a quorum to do business. 

Now, what is this thing called “the House”? This being (- 
nominated the House is the assembly under the Constitution | 
those members who have been chosen; and so, during the wi! 
the rebellion, it was decided that a quorum was constituted of 4 
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majority of the members chosen in the loyal States; and, as to 
those States that were entitled to membership but did not choose 
members, their membership was not to be counted in constituting 
a quorum. So, then, a quorum is a majority of the members 
chosen. Now, how is that majority to be ascertained? How is 
the Speaker to ascertain whether a majority is present or not? 
The only way we can perceive a physical fact is by the senses— 
ordinarily by the sight or by the hearing. 

Let us look at this thing from a common-sense standpoint— 
not from any standpoint of hypercriticism, not from any stand- 
point of a purpose ‘‘ how not to do it,” but from a standpoint of 
common reason and common sense, aided by a broad patriotism. 
How does the Speaker ascertain whether a majority is here pres- 
ent or not? By the sight or by the sound. Now, is it any better 
test of a man’s presence to hear his voice than it is to see his per- 
son? We are told that ‘‘ hearing is knowing, but seeing is the very 
truth.” So the Speaker can ascertain whether a quorum is pres- 
ent or not either by sight or by sound, or by both concurring, if 
there be a concurrence. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution says that ‘‘a smaller 
number” than a quorum may ‘‘ compel the attendance of absent 
members.” Suppose every member chosen in this House is pres- 
ent and yet only one member votes, and the question of quorum 
or no quorum is raised. In the case I am supposing there are no 
absent members whose attendance is to be compelled; all the 
members are here in their seats. It is said that there ought to be 
arule compelling men to vote, and that under the rule now pro- 
posed a few men may passa law. Why, sir, it is the experience 
of every man who has ever served in a deliberative assembly, who 
has ever been a member of a State legislature, or who has served 
in this body during even the present session, that a very large 
proportion of all the bills and resoluiions passed are passed by a 
comparatively few votes. And since I have been here at this 
session of Congress there have been no less than two resolutions 
passed without a solitary human being voting either one way or 
the other. That is common experience. 

A majority of those voting is sufficient to pass any measure, if 
a quorum is actually present, even though a majority of the 
quorum do not vote. Those who are present are presumed to 
acquiesce in what is done. ‘‘Silence gives consent.” That is a 
maxim as old as the English language, and it has its counterpart 
in the language of every civilized nation under the sun. It ex- 
presses the common and universal judgment of mankind. Itisa 
maxim practiced upon every day in the courts that when a man 
keeps silent when it is his duty to speak he shall not be allowed 
to speak when it is his duty to keep silent. That is known as 
the dooteine of estoppel, and members here who fail to vote on a 
given measure when a quorum is actually present are estopped 
in law from contending that that measure has not received the 
approbation of a constitutional majority, when, in fact, it has re- 
ceived a majority of those actually voting. In such a case the 
majority of those voting is all sufficient. 

Mr. Speaker, constitutions grow. I know that there was an old 
construction of the Constitution and an old construction of par- 
liamentary law under which it was held that a member of this 
House was to be regarded as absent if he did not vote, even when 
he was present in fact. But ‘‘old things have passed away and 
all things have become new.” The Constitution which was estab- 
lished for 6,000,000 people is not the Constitution for 70,000,000 
people. The Constitution which was invoked by George Wash- 
ington to put down a rebellion in a part of a State is not the Con- 
stitution which was invoked by Abraham Lincoln to put down a 
rebellion in eleven whole States and in parts of three other States. 
Constitutions are evolved; they expand; they grow to suit the 
times. Whenever we have a Constitution that becomes as cast 





iron and will not expand to suit the expansiveness of our national | 


growth and the development of our jurisprudence, then there will 
come a time when it will be necessary either to reorganize our 
form of government or to break the Constitution itself. 

The American people have now got to the time when the pres- 
ence of a member in his seat is to be noted and he is to be deemed 
as constituting one of the quorum to do business in the American 
House of Representatives. And the other branch of the Congress 
of the United States will be compelled by the American people to 
subordinate their views to this doctrine. So that it may be laid 
down as a part of the permanent policy of the American Congress, 
in both of its branches, that the Speaker can use both his sight 
= his hearing in determining whether a quorum is present or 
not. 

If “those voting on the question, and those who are present and 
decline to vote, shall, together, make a majority of the House, the 
Speaker shall declare that a quorum is constituted.” That is the 
language of the proposed rule. The only objection I have to it is 
the use of the word “constituted.” He should declare that a 
quorum of the House is present. When a man is in his seat he is 
here, and, as has been well said by the venerable Representative 
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from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], there is no power under heayen 


to compel a man to vote. There ought not to be any such power; 
but a man who sits silent in his seat is deemed by all the experi- 
ence of the past and by common consent of mankind as agree- 
ing to what is being done. He doesnot dissent; therefore he gives 
his acquiescence, Those who were silent when they should have 
objected shall not be allowed toobject when the act of which they 
complain is brought in question. 

So [am of opinion that this rule is not only in accordance with 
the provisions of the Constitution itself, but that this construe- 
tion of the Constitution by the Fifty-first Congress has been in- 
dorsed by the American people themselves. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the pending proposition has re- 
ceived such very elaborate debate and consideration during the 
time it has been before the House that I have no inclination or 
desire to detain this body at any great length. 

Prior to the Fifty-first Congress there were three potent methods 
of filibustering in this body. The first was by dilatory motions, 
the second was by a silent or nonvoting quorum, and the third 
was by what has been called the ‘‘vanishing” quorum. In the 
Fiftieth Congress—those gentlemen present who were members of 
that body will no doubt recall the fact and will sustain me in my 
recollection—we spent some seven or eight days, without an ad- 
journment, as a result of repeated dilatory motions, such as the 
motion to take a recess, to adjourn to a certain day, to adjourn, 
and other motions of that character that were then admissible 
under the rule. That practice was made an end to in the Fifty- 
first Congress by the adoption of a rule which prevented the 
Speaker from entertaining dilatory motions, and the adoption of 
that rule has practically done away with that species of filibuster- 
ing from that time to the present. 

With respect to the second method of filibustering, where gen- 
tlemen sat in their seats and refused to be recorded, that practice 
has been abolished by the method introduced by the Speaker of 
this House, who was also the Speaker of that House, of counting a 
quorum; a method that has been sustained by the judgment of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. But there still remains 
a method of filibustering unprovided for, that is to say, by mem- 
bers again retiring from the hall after having been brought in 
on a call of the House and answering to their names, so that when 
a quorum has been had and further proceedings under the call of 
the House been dispensed with, a quorum is again wanting. To 
illustrate, a proposition is pending on which the yeas and nays 
are being taken. It is ascertained that no quorum is present. A 
call of the House is ordered. The Sergeant-at-Arms brings in 
members from time to time who answer to their names, and it is 
then ascertained by the report of*the Clerk that a quorum is 
present. A motionisthen made to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call, and the House returns to the consideration of 
the business that it had in hand when the call was ordered, which 
was the calling of the yeas and nays. It then again appears that 
no quorum is present. Those gentlemen who were brought in, 
but who are unfavorable to the legislation pending, have exercised 
their privilege and have again gone from the House. 

The purpose of the pending rule is to meet that emergency. 
Under the pending rule when there is a call of the House there is 
also a yea-and-nay vote pending, and as members are brought in 
and recorded as present they are offered an opportunity to vote, 
with the result that all present arerecorded, and when those mem- 
bers who voted and those members who refused to vote are counted, 
legal action is had upon the pending measure, and the Journal 
shows that that action has been had in a legally constituted House, 
a quorum being present. 

Now, let me call the attention of the House to this circum- 
stance in conection with the proposed rule. There is no neces- 
sity, so far as this side of the Chamber is concerned, to insist upon 
the adoption of this rule, because our large majority renders it 
almost impossible that any contingency should arise when the 
rulewould become necessary. It is because of that very fact, and 
because under the circumstances our motives could not be im- 
pugned, that the Committee on Rules thought that it was desirable 
now to introduce into the body of rules a rule which would round 
out the system, and would do away for all time with the possi- 
bility of filibustering in this House and with the wasting in this 
manner of the public time. 

Now, against the adoption of this rule it is claimed that the law 
is that a voting majority of a quorum is necessary to pass a law, 


| and that this rule therefore infringes the law, because it proposes 


that a majority merely of those voting shall pass a bill. Now, if 
I should concede—as I do not—that the question as to existing law 
upon the subject of a voting majority of a quorum had anything 
at all to do with the question now before the House, I should still 
say that, so far as there are any decisions at all, they are against 
the propositions asserted by our friends upon the other side. I 
call attention particularly to two cases. ‘The first is a case re- 
ported in 34 Minnesota, the case of the State of Minnesota ex rel. 
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John Martin and others vs. Samuel H. Chute and others, in which 
this proposition is laid down by the court: 

At a valid stockholders’ meeting, the charter and by-laws being silent on 
the subject, a majority of the votes cast, though but a minority of the stock 
represented, prevails, Those having an opportunity to vote and not voting 
are held to acquiesce in the votes actually cast. 

The court, in its opinion, says: 

At a valid meeting of stockholders, if no contrary rule is established by the 
charter or by-laws, a majority of those voting prevails. Those who have an 
opportunity to vote and refrain, though they have a majority of the stock, 
must be held to acquiesce in the result of the votes actually cast. A stock- 
holder not voting can not get relief from the courts if he voluntarily re- 
frained from voting if he had an opportunity and his claim of right to vote 
was not excluded. 

This is one positive decision upon a proposition, corresponding 
exactly with and in all respects analogous to the proposition now 
before the House. 

Conceding, as I do not, that the question before the House is as to 
existing law with respect to counting the majority of a quorum, 
the other case to which I desire to call attention is a case that was 
cited by my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and which he will 
pardon me for saying does not seem to me to sustain his conten- 
tion. That is the case of the State ex rel. William M. Shinnich, 
jr., vs. John A. Green, reported in 37 Ohio State Reports. The 
——, if he had examined that case carefully, would have 

ound that it only decided that a majority of those present is not 
necessary. It does not decide thata majority of a quorum should 
vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will examine the case he will 
find that 10 was a quorum, and that the clerk received a majority 
of that number. ; ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. I will read from the case what my friend did 
not read. In the opinion of the court I find the following: 


The body was duly constituted to hold an election of clerk; only one can- 
didate was before it for the votes of members; no question entitled to prece- 
dence was before the body; the election was being held, and those dec ——- 
to vote must be deemed to uiesce in the choice of those who do, thoug 

rotesting against the mode of voting, the decision of the mayor being that 
eee was a quorum and that the relator was elected. This is the settled 
rule of the common law as to elections in corporate bodies. Willcock on Cor- 
porations, section 546, says: “After an election has been properly oa 
whoever has a majority of those who vote, the assembly being sufiicient, is 
elected, although a majority of the entire assembly altogether abstain from 
voting, because their presence suffices to constitute the elective body, and if 
they neglect to vote it is their own fault and shall not invalidate the act of 
the others, but be construed an assent to the determination of the majority 
of those who do vote. And such an election is valid, though the majority of 
those whose presence is necessary to the assembly protest against any elec- 
tion at that t or even the election of the individual who has the majority 
of votes.” 

I contend, therefore —— 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not in- 
tend to intimate that I intended to mislead the House? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAILEY. In that case 10 was a quorum and the clerk re- 
ceived 9 votes, which was a clear majority of a quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand; but the point I make is that the 
report of the case does not show how many voted. 

fr. BAILEY. It does. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have not so found it. But we will pass 
that. So far, then, as the decisions are concerned, it certainly 
can not be contended that the law has been decided to be that 
there must bea majority of a quorum voting in favor of a measure 
to make that measure law. 

But I submit to the House that the question as to what the law 
is with respect to the number that is necessary to pass the meas- 
ure is not the question that is now before this House at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, on the point between us a moment ago. I have examined 
the case in 37 Ohio, and it does show the number present and the 
number voting. s 

Mr. DALZELL. I will look at the case further, but I believe, 
from my examination of it, that my statement is correct; and as 
I read it the case decides that a majority of those present is not 
necessary, but it does not show that a majority of a quorum /lid 
vote. 

Now, leaving all that I come back to the proposition that I ad- 
vanced a moment ago. The question before this House is not 
what is the existing law in respect to the vote necessary to a 
law, but the question is with respect to the power of this House 
to pass this rale—-to make a law for itself; and the only question 
involved, the question involved here, is precisely the same ques- 
tion that was involved in the Ballin case, which was passed upon 
by the Supreme Court, and with which we are all familiar. 

The Constitution of the United States says: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 

contet constitu 


of its own members, and a rity of each shall te a quorum to do 
business. 


But the Constitution of the United States also says, in the same 
section: 
eae at House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
rs, etc. 
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There is, then, this constitutional provision with respect to the 
existence of the kind of a House competent to do business, Now 
then, there is a constitutional provision that clothes this House 
with power, that clothes it with exclusive and unlimited power to 
make rules for the conduct of its proceedings, and so the Supreme 
Court of the United States substantially settled in its decision 
the Ballin case. 

Now, let me call your attention to that case. The question in- 
volved there, as you will recollect, was the validity of a rule that 
authorized the Speaker to count present and nonvoting members. 
and record them as present upon the Journal. The Supre: 
Court of the United States, in passing upon that question, said 
this: 

The action was taken in direct compliance with this rule. The questi 
therefore, is as to the validity of this rule, and not what methods the Spea 
may of his own motion resort to for determining the presence of a quo: 
nor what matters the Speaker or Clerk may of their own volition place 1 1 
the Journal. Neither do the advantages or disadvantages, the wisdom «+ 
folly of such arule present any matters for judicial consideration. \\ 
the courts the question is only one of power. The Constitution empoy 
each House to determine its rules of proceedings. It may not by its r 

nore constitutional restraints or violate fundamental — and th: 
should be a reasonable relation between the mode or method of proceed 
established by the rule and the result which is sought to be attained. 

The House will observe that the result sought to be attained 
the pending rule is precisely the result sought to be attained in tlie 
rule that was in question in the case cited. 

But within these limitations all matters of method are open to the deter- 
mination of the House, and it is no impeachment of the rule to say that a 
other way would be better, more accurate, or even more just. It is no o! 
tion to the validity of a rule that a different one has been prescribed ani in 
force for a length of time. The power to make rules is not one which once 
exercised is exhausted. It is a continuous power, always subject to be exer. 


cised by the House and within the limitations suggested, absolute and beyond 
the challenge of any other body or tribunal. 


If, then, it be true that all that is demanded of this House hy 
the Constitution in order to pass a valid law is that there shall be a 
quorum present, and if beyond that there is no limit to the power 
of the House, except that no constitutional provision shall be yio- 
lated, to make rules for its own proceedings, there is in this d 
sion not only nothing to stand in the way of making this rule, }ut 
a judicial sanction of the power to make it. It matters not how 
many cases my friend may cite holding that a majority of a « 
rum is sufficient to pass alaw. There is no necessity for res 
ing to judicial decisions to support that proposition. The question 
to which he should have directed his attention is whether there is 
any authority which holds that less than a quorum under the con- 
ditions proposed is not sufficient to pass a law. 

Now, let us recur again to this Ballin case. The method of fili- 
bustering prior to the institution of the rule to count a quorum 
was for a sufficient number of gentlemen in this House to remain 
silent in order to break a quorum. It is now proposed, bec: 
that is the logical result of the doctrine of my friends on the other 
side—it is now proposed to provide a method to continue the sys- 
tem of filibustering by the very easy device of having a sufficient 
number of members remain silent not only to break a quorum, !)ut 
also to prevent a majority vote of a quorum upon any pending 
measure. Therefore, if that proposition be correct, it must be 
affirmed that it is not in the power of this House to adopt a rule 
that shall compel members to act in accordance with their duty, 
in accordance with what must be held to be their duty, accordi: 
to the decision in that case. 

Now, what did that case decide? It decided that what the Con- 
stitution required was a present and not a voting quorum. It 
decided further that the presence of that quorum aight be ascer- 
tained in any way that the House might fix by rule. ButI 
you to observe that it went further than that, it decided implic ly 
that it was not possible to prevent legislation by nonaction. ! 
cause the real question involved in that case, although on the s 
face it was a question of the validity of a rule and of a method of 
count—the real question, the underlying question, involved was 
whether it was possible by nonaction to prevent legislation, ani! 
the court evidently had that in mind when it used the langu 
which I shall now read to the House. In its opinion in the Ballin 
ease the Supreme Court cites the case of Attorney-General 
Shepherd, 62 New Hampshire, 383: 

There the question was whether an amendment to a city charter had lx 
properly adopted by the board of aldermen. All the members of the ! 
were present but one. The ordinance was duly read and put to a vote and 
declared by the chair to be passed. The yeas and nays were then cal! 
Three voted in the affirmative, three refused to vote, and the chair d 
the ordinance . The court held, Chief Justice Doe delivering 
em that the amendment to the charter was legally adopted by the board 
of aldermen. He said—- 

And this is what I desire to call special attention to— 


The exercise of the lawma’:ing power is not stopped by the mere sil«! 
and inaction of some of the lawmakers whoare present. An arbitrary, 
nical, and exclusive method of ascertaining whether a quorum is pre 
operating to prevent the performance of official duty and obstruct the bus» 
ness of government, is no part of our common law. 


Mr. BAILEY. Has the gentleman read that case himself—\l° 
New Hampshire case? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Then the gentleman will remember that the 
courtexpressly says that 4 isa quorum of the body and that 3 is a 
majority of that quorum. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam not addressing myself to that question 
now. I am addressing myself to the proposition that there was 
impliedly decided in this case—necessarily so because of its facts— 
the proposition that nonaction in a legislative body is ineffectual 
to prevent that body from performing its lawful functions, and 
that it is within the power of the body to make a rule to render 
such inaction fruitless. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say further to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he misjudges my object. He remarked a mo- 
ment ago that we on this side were proposing to continue filibus- 
tering. Iam not. I will vote for the rule if it is amended as I 
have suggested. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I impute no such motive to 
the gentleman. I was simply trying to point ont the logical con- 
sequences of the position taken by him. I acquit my friend from 
Texas of that imputation, and of everything but a desire to do his 
duty, as I believe he does, according to his conscience, to the fullest 
extent on all occasions in this House. 

Now, one word more by way of summing up, and I conclude. 
The only questions before the House are two: First, as to the power 
of the House to make this rule, and second, as to the expediency 
of makingtherule. As to the first question, I think I have demon- 
strated that there is an absolute and unqualified power in the 
House to adopt the rule. As to the question of expediency, I can 
only appeal, and I think I can appeal with confidence, to gentle- 
men who were members of this House in the days when filibuster- 
ing prevailed, before the introduction of the rules of the Fifty- 
first Congress, which rules were adopted in order that the House 
might do business in preference to the rules of preceding Con- 
gresses, which at times had the effect, whether adopted for that 
purpose or not, of preventing the House from doing business. 
[Applause. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I will now ask for the pre- 
vious question on the pending amendment reported from the com- 


mittee, and the amendment to it which has been offered by the | 


gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILEs}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question upon the section and the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maryland. 


Mr. MILES. Before the question is put, Mr. Speaker, I desire | 


to have the word ‘‘a” in my amendment stricken out and the 
word ‘‘the” substituted, so that it will read ‘* the quorum.” 
Mr. BAILEY. If that is adopted I will not offer my amend- 
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ment, because the one offered by the gentleman from Maryland | 


seems to cover the ground. 
The amendment proposed by Mr. MILEs in the amendment 
offered by him was agreed to. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MILEs as | 


amended, the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILES. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 120; so the 
amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is now upon the adoption of the 
pending clause. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman will allow me a moment. 
The impression seems to have obtained among some gentlemen 
that all these amendments would have to be goneover again. In 
my view the action taken the last time when these rules were up 
and the action to-day disposes of all these amendments. As I 
stated in my opening remarks, the rules of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress were adopted early in the session; and there was no further 
action needed except upon the amendments—that is, upon new 
matter which might be brought up. 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose not, after the vote on the substitute. 
I prontas merely to offer as a substitute for these rules the rules 
of the Fifty-third Congress. Without reading them, I move to 
substitute the rules of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The SMEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the 
rules of the Fifty-third Congress be substituted for the rules 
agreed to by this House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Before that motion is ad- 
mitted, if thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will withdraw 
his pteesiticn for amoment, I would like to offer an amendment 
to Rule XXXII, which I believe is not included in the report of 
the Committee on Rules. 
read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 

ssachusetts offers as an amendment-to the rules the proposition 
which will be read. 


I ask to have the proposed amendment 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Before the amendment is 
read I wish to say that this proposition becomes necessary because 
of the prejudice that exists in the mind of the present Speaker 
{Mr. REED], and which also existed in the mind of the Speaker 
who preceded him [Mr.Crisp]|—a prejudice which prevents the 
appointment of new members as chairmen of committees. In 
view of this practice, which has always been followed from the 
beginning, of appointing old members to such positions. it seems 
to me there should be a little change in the rule as to the choosing 
of seats. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of Rule XXXII and insert the following: 

“DRAWING OF SEATS. 
“1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the 


Mem- 





bers and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall number the names on the 
roll of the House in order. He shall divide the names on the roll into classes, 
according to the number of times each person has been elected to the House. 
Each class shall include all the names of those who have been elected the same 
number of times. The drawing of numbers and the choosing of seats shall 
be by classes The class composed of those persons who have been elected the 


largest number of times shall first choose their seats. The class composed of 
those who have been elected for the next highest number of times shall then 
choose their seats, and so on until all the remaining classes of members have 
chosen seats in the order of length of service in the House. The Clerk shall 
place in a box, prepared for that purpose, a number of small balls of marble 
or other material equal to the number of Members and Delegates in that class 
that is then to choose seats, which balls shall have on them the numbers cor- 
aes to the numbers on the roll op site the names of the persons who 
make up that class. The balls shall be thoroughly intermingled, and at such 
hour as shall be fixed by the House for that purpose, by the hands of a page, 
said balls shall be drawn one by one from the box. The Clerk shall announce 
the number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or Dele- 
gate whose name on the numbered alphabetical list shall correspond with the 
number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which 
he is elected 

“2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so 
remain until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall 
be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished, 
and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no 
proposition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congr: : 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I take it that 
the effect of this proposed rule is obvious to the House. Of course 
our present Speaker is the most unprejudiced and fair-minded man 
that was ever chosen to the position he occupies, unless [ except 






ss 


| the preceding Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia, who occupied 


the chair in the last Congress. [Laughter.] And for the purposes 
of this case, as the lawyers say, I would be willing to say that 
these two gentlemen are the most unprejudiced, fair-minded men 
who have ever been elected by the House to the Speaker's chair. 
Yet both these gentlemen have failed to see that members elected 
here to supplant old members must be far superior to those old 
members; else they would not have been chosen in place of them, 
in spite of all the advantages which the sitting member has for 
retaining his position. Yet these prejudices are so keen and all 
pervading in the minds of Speakers of the House that new mem- 
bers have great difficulty in securing chairmanships of com- 
mittees. 

The practice of appointing old members to such positions hay- 
ing become so embedded in the customs of the House, it becomes 
necessary that these older members should have the preference in 
choosing their seats, in order that the business of the House may 
be properly conducted; that the discharge of their duties may be 
facilitated by the conspicuous places which they will thus be en- 
abled to occupy on the floor; that all the members of the House 
may have knowledge of what is goingon. It seems a little singu- 
lar, for instance, that the gentleman from Maine [{ Mr. DinGLey], 
the gentleman from Texas | Mr. SAYERS], or the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. DANIELS], who are in charge of some of the most 
important business of the House and whose voices seem to be in 
inverse ratio to their information and ability, which is not the 
case with all of us, as gentlemen well know [laughter], should 
have drawn seats on the extreme wings of the House, positions 
from which we could not hear them. The Speaker needs the assist- 
ance of such gentlemen in conducting properly and expeditiously 
the business of the House; and it is important that they should 
occupy on the floor places from which we can all hear them. 

Now, this proposed rule simply divides the members into classes, 
Those members who have been reelected the greatest number of 
times will have the first choice; then those who rank next as to 
the number of times they have been elected will make their 
selections, and so on. I would not suggest for a moment that 
we who may be here in the next Congress will then be old members 
and that those who may then come in for the first time will be 
new members and not fare as well. I so fully appreciate the 
fairness of this House that I would not for a moment ask it to 
adopt any such rule for any selfish motive; I have too much re- 
spect for those who will be the incoming members in the next 
Congress. This proposed rule does not affect the present Congress. 
It is proposed wholly because of the prejudice existing in the 
minds of that class of gentlemen who are always elected to the 
office of Speaker and who insist upon selecting as chairmen of 
committees members who have served here many years. For this 
reason I think we need a change in the rule for seating members; 








and I feel confident that no member present will vote against this 
roposition, although it may seem to be in favor of us who will 
eld members in thenext Congress if we succeed in getting back 
and may seem, and it is only in the seeming, to operate to the 
prejudice of the newer members. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Why not make it apply to this session? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No; Ido not think any such 
Pa as that would be unanimously agreed to. 

r. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Tassoehenciie, and es- 
pecially on the grounds of self-interest. I am, as you all know, 
a new member, and in drawing seats it happened that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts himself drew a seat immediately opposite 
to mine, in what is known as the ‘‘ Cherokee Strip.” Now, I do 
not want him to get any advantage of me and have a seat over on 
this side of the House, because by so doing I would miss those 
continual rehearsals of speeches on banking and currency and 
thus lose much valuable information. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, would an amendment to the 
amendment be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to move to amend the amend- 
ment by providing that in arranging these classes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be included in neither one of them. [Laugh- 
ter.| We all know he is entirely sui generis, and I would not have 
him classed, by the mere accident of election, with the other mem- 
bers. With that amendment, I have no objection to his proposi- 
tion. ve.) 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move a sub- 
stitute for the proposition; and that is, in selecting the seats, that 
the members be catied in their alphabetical order. [Laughter. | 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. I second that motion. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas, That is a favor I would extend to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, a special favor. [Laughter. ] 

I would also retain the ‘‘Cherokee Strip.” I think that should 
not be abolished; so that we can keep him perpetually there. 

Laughter. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer, as a substitute for the 
rules adopted, the rules of the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to inquire whether the gentle- 
man from Georgia means the rules of the Fifty-third Congress as 
originally adopted or the rules of that Congress after they had sub- 
stituted the rules of the Fifty-first Congress? aa) 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I have been faithfully present, 
as I always try ‘9 be when constitutional debate is on in this 
body. I always ‘‘ke these constitutional discussions. It is a 
great luxury, to those of us who are not recognized as ‘‘ constitu- 
tional authorities,” to hear distinguished representatives of that 
branch of jurisprudence ree to one another’s skill and judg- 
ment as doctors of the law. [Laughter.] But as a very humble 
survivor of the Democratic riots of 1890 on this floor [laughter], 
I have felt it would not be entirely out of place to avail myself of 
the opportunity to utter a word of are not especially 
directed to my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], but a word of 
congratulation to all sides of the House, that after the prejudices 
of a political and constitutional character of six years have passed 
away we have finally come to the orderly reign of common sense 
in the management of this House. [Laughter.] 

If anybody had predicted six years ago that, by general consent, 
in 1896, the despised and rejected principles embodied in the rules 
of the Fifty-first Congress would be offered for indorsement here 
on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, he would have been 
discredited as the author of a most improbable fiction. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] And yet to-day not only by what has been 
done, but by what has been said, that very thing came to pass be- 
fore our eyes; and in my judgment it presents asituation of more 
than transitory interest, for it shows that even the Democratic 
pote can recognize a good thing when it sees it for a sufficient 

ength of time. [Laughter and applause. ] 

hile the virtues that grow out of necessity are not very high 
in the scale of moral beauty, they are nevertheless virtues, and 
are entitled to be recognized as such, and to command respect to 
that extent. The present attitude of my friend from Georgia and 
his colleagues on this floor make their conduct in the Fifty-first 
Congress appear like the noise of bedlam; and the noise of bedlam 
it veritably was. a. For bedlam itself was outdone in 
that notorious madhouse of 1890, when the whole Democratic party 
were railing against our benign and amiable ‘‘ Czar,” now every- 
where aoneptel as the reformer of old, absurd, and worthless par- 
liamentary usages. [Applause.] We on this side have never 
expected the Democratic party to make any apology, either to us 
or to the American people, for their behavior in the early winter 
of 1890. In fact, no apology was adequate for the offenses that 
were committed against the offices and dignities of this House. 
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The only possible apology has been made. And while it comes to 
us whimpering and complaining, under the lash of necessity 
nevertheless we ought to accept it at its true value. o 
The reform has come up slowly, through great trials and triby- 
lations. Its progress has seen the invention of more morbid spo- 
cies of parliamentary law than were ever before witnessed outsiio 
of a village debating society. In the last Congress we saw the ex- 
altation of the Committee on Rules, to which my friend frojy 
Georgia om Crisp] adverted the other day, an exaltation tha: 
actually beat the Clerk out of his right to read the Journal of | 
House, that refused to entertain an appeal from the judgment of 
the Chair, that declined to hear a point of order, that silenced a 
question of privilege involving the dignity and the rights of tho 
House itself, and, in my judgment, if the political exigency had 


arisen, would have driven the Chaplain of this House from his 
sacred office and substituted a report of that committee for tho 
daily invocation of the Divine mercy, never so much needed in 


this country as during that Congress. 
on the Republican side. ] 
Nevertheless, all that was said and all that was done was not 
enough to save the Fifty-third Congress from the derision of wnan- 
kind. I think I intrepret the feelings of both sides of this House 
taking into consideration what has been said here, and what tho 
Democratic managers are about to vote for now, when I say that 


{Laughter and applause 


these proceedings will be recalled in the future by the student and 
the antiquarian only as interesting reminiscences of the memoral)le 
session of 1890, when this and all kindred questions were settled 
by new precedents, for all time to come, by the historic leadership 


of THomas B. REED. 
side. } 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I had been content, in view of the 
majority of 150 on that side, to permit these rules to be adopted 
without any special resistance here, because resistance was use- 
less, the determination on that side was fixed and we felt that we 
could as well enter our protest by simply voting against the rules. 
But my friend from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], always anxious to 
score a point, as he thinks, against the Democratic party, has sub- 
mitted remarks which have been applauded on that side of the 
House, and which remarks are wholly and entirely unjustified by 
anything that has gone before. Under these circumstances a 
few words are necessary. 

There is great misconception, even in the minds of some mem- 
bers of the House, it seems, as to what were the rules of the Fifty- 
first Congress and what has taken place since in respect thereto, 
The body of the rules which have just been adopted have been the 
rules of this House, Mr. Speaker, for more than fifty years. The 
radical changes made in the Fifty-first Congress were two in num- 
ber; first, the ascertainment of a quorum outside of the responses 
to the roll call, and second, the incorporation in the rules of a pro- 
vision that the Speaker should not recognize a dilatory motion. 
Now, the great controversy and contest to which my friend from 
Towa [Mr. DOLLIVER] refers did not arise upon the rules of the 
House. It arose upon what we then considered, and what I may 
be pardoned for saying I still consider, a usurpation of power ou 
the part of the Speaker of the House. There was no rule author- 
izing the Speaker of the House to count a quorum. 

There has never been any authority of any court that has justi- 
fied the action of that Speaker of the House in counting a quorum. 
This great difficulty, or contest, or struggle to which my friend 
from Iowa refers occurred in this wise: That Congress met on 
the first Monday in December, and proceeded without any rules 
until the 29th day of January. At that time there was presented 
for the consideration of the House a contested-election case. 
When it was called up I had the honor myself to raise upon it the 
question of consideration; that is, Shall the House now proceed to 
consider the case? The yeas and nays were ordered. <A vote was 
taken. It appeared from the responses of the members that no 

uorum had responded to their names when called by the Clerk. 
Whereepon the Speaker, without any authority from the House, 
without any authority from parliamentary law, without any au- 
thority from any source, except his own arbitrary desire and pur- 
pose so to do, noted gentlemen who were present in the House, 
and announced from the chair that he noted so many members 
as present, who, in addition to those who had answered to the roll 
call, made a quorum, whereupon I respectfully entered an appeal 
from that decision, and that matter was debated for three days. 

Upon the consideration of that question it was shown that (is- 
guished men of the country, for years and years prior to that time, 
had discussed this question in the House. The Speaker hims 
had been one the distinguished men who had participated in that 
discussion, and it was shown that the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
REED], at a time when he was not Speaker, from his place upon 
the floor of the House, protested against a construction whic) 
afterwards, as Speaker, with no authority from the House, he put 
upon the rules. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Thus were 
overturned the practices of the House of Representatives by av- 
tion which we then characterized as revolutionary, and which I 


[Prolonged applause on the Republican 
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now characterize as revolutionary. [Applause on the Democratic 


sid¢-] NOLLIVER. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand him to say this occurred before 
the rules were adopted? 

Mr. CRISP. It did. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How does my friend account for the fact 
that the entire Democratic party fled from this Chamber in Sep- 
tember following, when the contested-election case of Miller vs. 
Elliott was under debate, long after those rules and methods of 
conducting business had been established? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, Mr. Speaker, we are discussing now a rule of 
the House, and not the action of any members of it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. [alluded to the violation of the rule of the 
House by the whole Democratic party. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, well, that does not at all affect the question. 
The gentleman from Iowa arose here when we were proceeding 
as peaceably and calmly as on a summer sea, and stated that this 
side of the House was now accepting without protest a rule which 
in the Fifty-first Congress we condemned or fought vigorously, 
and I am simply explaining to him that he has taken counsel 
rather of his partisanship than of his fairness and justice, that he 
is commenting upon a condition of affairs that does not exist. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the radical changes that were made in the 
Fifty-first Congress were as I have said. After the Speaker had 
made this ruling, there was areport from the Committee on Rules, 
and his ruling was put substantially into the form of one of the 
rules of the House. Now, it is pretty well known to many of 
those who were here at the time that that ruleof the House never 
would have been adopted but for the condition in which the occu- 
pant of the chair laced his own side of the House by his unau- 
thorized ruling. e on this side learned from the newspapers— 
they are generally pretty accurate chroniclers of what takes 
place—we learned from the newspapers that the Republicans had 
caucuses on the rules; that they were endeavoring to make a rule 
providing for the counting of a quorum, and yet we know that 
there was in fact no action by the caucus up to that time. We 
would see the statement in the newspaper that ‘‘ Mr. So and So”— 
Imight name them if it were proper to do so—and ‘‘ Mr. So and So” 
and ‘‘Mr. So and So” were resisting the proposition to provide for 
counting a quorum outside the roll call when the yeas and nays 
oeenral. And from day to day that conditionexisted. Then, 
when this struggle arose the Speaker made the decision to which 
Ihave referred. An appeal was taken from his decision, and that 
side of the House was put in the position that it must either in- 
dorse the action of the Speaker upon what was considered a par- 
tisan question or they must vote against him and thus leave him 
discredited in the house of his friends. That side did as has 
almost uniformly been done in the House of Representatives— 
they sustained the Speaker in his ruling, and by so sustaining him 
they committed themselves to the rule which was afterwards 
made. 

Now, the Fifty-first Congress a two new rules—that is, 
the present method of ascertaining the presence of a quorum, and 
that the Speaker should not entertain dilatory motions. This side 
contended that the first proposition was unconstitutional; that it 
wasillegal. The question had never been before the courts. Upon 
this rule a case was made. It went to the courts, and the decision 
has been read and referred to to-day. The court held that it was 
competent for the House to make rules for its own government 
under the Constitution. The court never held that it was compe- 
tent for the Speaker tomake rules. Thecourt never held that the 
Speaker had a right to ascertain a quorum outside of the rules 
which were made for his government by the House. The court 
never held that the Speaker was the master of the House. But they 
held that he was simply the organ, the servant, of the House, 
who executes its will as expressed in its rules. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me, right on that 
point, inasmuch as this subject has been introduced? The gentle- 
man has stated that the Speaker madea certain ruling in thus count- 
ing @ quorum before the rules of the House had been adopted. 
Was it not true that an appeal was taken from that and that the 
House on that appeal sustained the decision of the Speaker, thus 
pro tanto from that time making it a rule of the House? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, I have just stated, Mr. Speaker, that gentle- 
men on that side of the House, many of them, I have no doubt, 
were forced against their wills to sustain the decision of the 
Speaker. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam assuming that gentlemen on that side exer- 
cisé some will of their own independently of that which may be 
determined for them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They generally express it by their votes, 
which is the reasonable way to express it. 

Mr.CRISP. I am not assuming that the gentleman from Maine 
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will be courteous, because I have never known him to be so. 
[Applause on the Democratic ae ; 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is about as correct as the gentleman's 
assumptions generally are. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen may as well be 
quiet. This proposition was suggested entirely from that side. 
There was no disposition on this side to recur to this incident, but 
my friend from Iowa could not resist the opportunity to make a 
speech. Now, I have no objection to his speeches; they are gen- 
erally good and sometimes witty, but they ought to be always 
founded on fact, and when not soI respectfully take the liberty 
to correct him. 

A rule was made and the highest court in the land decided that 
a quorum might be ascertained in the way provided by the rule 
of the Fifty-first Congress, as made by the House, not by the 
Speaker. In the Fifty-second Congress we did not incorporate in 
our rules any provision with reference to counting a quorum 
other than the rule which had always prevailed. The Fifty-third 
Congress met and still we adhered to the old rule. We were met 
with obstructive tactics. Dayafter day, on that side of the House, 
on the most insignificant matters, on the approval of the Journal, 
on the reference of a bill, and such matters, we encountered those 
tactics. Day after day the distinguished leader of the minority 
made the point of ‘*no quorum,” so that we could not even ap- 
prove the Journal of our proceedings, owing to the dilatory tactics 
of that side of the House, led by the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine, who had formerly so vigorously denounced filibustering. 

Day after day these tactics were resorted to, so that the House 
could not proceed to dispatch the public business. In that condi- 
tion of affairs what did this side of the House do? They looked 
to the decision of theSupreme Court. They recognized that court 
as the highest tribunal in the land. If that court decided to be 
constitutional a proposition which we had previously considered 
unconstitutional; if, in other words, the question of constitution- 
ality was removed, then the question of expediency arose in that 
particular case. Upon that question we decided—at least a ma- 
jority of us did, for evento that proposition some members on this 
side did not agree—we decided that as we could constitutionally 
ascertain the presence of a quorum, we would incorporate into 
our rules a provision for so doing; but not the provision in the 
rules of the Fifty-first Congress. 

The rules of that Congress provided that the Clerk or the 
Speaker—I believe a clerk under the direction of the Speaker— 
might count a sufficient number of members present and not vot- 
ing who, added to those voting, would make a quorum, and, Mr. 
Speaker, very much of the complaint, very much of the discord, 
very much of the discontent and dissatisfaction that arose from 
the operation of the rule in the Fifty-first Congress was caused by 
the manner and method of itsexecution. Gentlemen werecounted 
as present in this Hall who were really in the cloakroom. There 
was a question as to when a member's presence should be ascer- 
tained, whether it should be when the roll call began or when his 
name was reached. There were several cases (all of which are re- 
ferred to in various places in the RECORD) where gentlemen were 
counted as present although they were down town. I recollect 
one case where a member was perhaps in Ohio at the time he was 
entered as present in this Hall. 

The great complaint was that that rule was not executed in fair- 
ness and justice. In the Fifty-third Congress we decided to make 
a rule to ascertain a quorum, and in doing it we sought to avoid 
the difficulties that had arisen under the rule of the Fifty-first 
Congress, so we provided that where the yeas and nays were or- 
dered the Speaker should appoint a member of the majority and 
a member of the minority, and they should take their places at the 
Clerk’s desk, and should together note the gentlemen who were 
present and not voting. Those two members, one representing the 





| majority and the other the minority, had to concur as to the pres- 


ence of Brown or Jones or Smith before he could be noted as pres- 
ent and not voting. Under that system no man could be counted 
in Ohio, no man could be counted who was really down Pennsyl- 
vania avenue at the time, because the rule required the concur- 
rence of two minds, that of a Republican and that of a Democratic 
member. That was the rule adopted by the Fifty-third Congress, 
and therein was the radical difference between that rule and the 
rule of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, when we meet here before we have an or- 
ganization and when the Clerk of the preceding House cal\is the 
roll in order that we may proceed to the election of a Speaker, 
what does he do? Does he appoint a clerk to count? Not at all. 
He appoints two members, one from the majority and one from 
the minority, to take their seats at that desk to ascertain the pres- 
ence of members and report the result. The rule of the Fifty-first 
Congress left it to a clerk—not the Clerk of the House, mind you, 
but a subordinate clerk at that desk, who was naturally and 
necessarily a partisan of the power that put him there—left it to 


‘ that clerk to decide whether or not I was in my seat when the roll 
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was called. The plan adopted by this side of the House was that 
no man should be noted as present if he had not voted unless one 
Democratic and one Republican member concurred in certifying 
the fact that he was present. 

The Fifty-third Congress never adopted that provision of the 
rule of the Fifty-first Congress relating to dilatory motions. My 
friend from Iowa |Mr. DOLLIVER] has criticised—and I believe 
that is the only provision in the rules of the Fifty-third Congress 
he has criticised—the power given to the Committee on Rules in 
that Congress. And he speaks of their coming in with their re- 

orts before the reading of the Journal and at other times when, 
in his judgment, it was improper to do so. That provision of the 
rules of the Fifty-third Congress excites hisanimadversion. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, it may be a surprise to that gentleman—it will not 
be to the Speaker, but it will be to my friend from Ilowa—to know 
that that odious, that objectionable, that miserable rule of the 
Fifty-third Congress to which he has especially referred has been 
copied, word for word, in the rules just adopted, with the concur- 
rence of the gentleman himself, as the rules of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. The Republican majority have copied that rule from 
the rules of the Fifty-third Congress; and the gentleman from 
Iowa in hisignorance [laughter] has voted for that rule, and then 
in his earnestness and eloquence he gets up here and denounces it. 

aoe) That is merely a suggestion to my friend that be- 
ore he makes a speech again he ought to know a little more of 
the subject on which he proposes to talk. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, there are other provisions in the rules of the Fifty- 
first Congress, some of which I approve, some of which I disap- 
prove; but the radical differences I have pointed out. Now, I 
merely want to say, in conclusion, that this side of the House is 
not, in my judgment, amenable to criticism, certainly not to the 
ridicule which ~ friend from Iowa seeks to heap upon us. We 
avoid no responsibility; we seek toavoid none. € see, ourselves, 
a broad and clear distinction between the rules of the Fifty-third 
Congress and those of the Fifty-first. We believe any man who 
will examine the two systems of rules will recognize these dis- 
tinctive differences; and so believing we are entirely content with 
the record. I was content to let the record be made up without a 
word of debate on the subject; but inasmuch as my friend had 
sought to heap some ridicule on this side, and to make some cheap 
capital for the other side, I thought it well enough to call the at- 
tention of the House and the country to the fact that this is sim- 
ply one more of the efforts so numerous now to make political 
capital on false pretenses. [A plause on the Democratic side. 

fr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend when I took 
the floor a moment ago to say anything that should disturb the 
serenity of the temper and good will of my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. I think there is nobody on this floor 
who takes a more philosophical view of the experiences through 
which we have passed than I do, unless it be my friend from 
Georgia. I recognize the fact that nearly everything which hap- 
pened in 1890 happened in an atmosphere hot with political and 
partisan contention; and I apprehend I ought not to leave the im- 
ression that I have sought to rekindle any of the malice that be- 
onged to that year and the succeeding years. 

I recognize the fact that both parties have grown out of the size 
of that controversy. I recognize the fact that both parties are 
now above the noise of that debate. And it was for the purpose 
of making a cheerful reference to our experience and our growth 
that I took the floor a few moments ago. [Laughter.] I rejoice 
that the leaders of the Democratic party have seen many of the 
errors of their way, or if not the errors at least the difficulties of 
their way. Ido not dispute the fact that they have made a good 
fight; and I will say that they have made a fight to which we who 
are used to political encounters do not at this time of partisan 
calm and repose make special objection. We all appreciate the 
fact that these debates about the rules are now quieted by a com- 
mon agreement; and I am glad for one to testify that the Demo- 
cratic leaders of this House have, in a spirit of fairness and equity, 
entered upon the discharge of the solemn responsibilities that are 
before us. Andif I said a word calculated to hurt the feelings of 
my friend or to stir up evil memories of the blunders of the past, 
I regret that I should have been led into that line of discussion. 
I attribute it altogether to the nervous irritation occasioned by 
spending an afternoon with the Constitution. [Laughter and 
applause. 

ir. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the 
House but amoment. I believe there was just one authenticated 
case in the Fifty-first Congress of a gentleman being recorded as 
resent when he was absent, only one well-authenticated case, and 
in that instance the mistake was not made by the gentleman who 
is now the Speaker of the House, but by a member who was called 
to the chair by the Speaker [Mr. Rep]. So that it may be said 
there is not a single well-authenticated case of an error being made 
by the apeanes with reference to a roll call in the Fifty-first Con- 
, When those present and not voting were noted by the Clerk. 

t in the Fifty-third Congress, over which the gentleman from 


JANUARY 23. 


Georgia [Mr. Crisp] presided, there were at least a dozen erro; 
errors where a quorum had erroneously been made to appear 
counting as present gentlemen who were not present, and by 
members of the House as tellers—and that quorum was su! 
quently made good by gentlemen saying that they had been pr: 
and voted, but were not recorded. This is a matter of pu 
knowledge and of record. 

Again, the difference between the rules of the Fifty-first ¢ 
gress and the rules of the Fifty-third was principally in { 
That in the Fifty-first Congress a sworn officer of the House, 
Clerk, who knew everymember of the House, was the officer 1 
whom was devolved the duty of discovering and revealing { 
presence of members present and not voting, and entering t] 
on the record; while in the Fifty-third Congress the duty of as 
taining the presence of a quorum was committed to two mem] 
who naturally could not know every member of the House. 
whose knowledge of the personality of different members was. i) 
fact, so deficient that these dozen or more errors to which I haye 
alluded occurred. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is admitted on all hands that the Supreme 
Court has decided that the House can make the rules that shall 
ernit. Noman disputes that. The gentleman from Georgia 
made the point not only to-day, but on several other occasions, t!it 
in the Fifty-first Congress this House was without rules, was not 
under parliamentary rule or parliamentary law, until February 
16, 1890, for two and a half months. , 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this could not possibly be. This House do- 
cided, purposely and deliberately, that the rules of this body 
should be the rules of every deliberative body which does not 
have special rules, namely, what is known as general parlia- 
mentary law—not a freak, not a whim, but the common law of 
parliamentary bodies, which is well recognized everywhere, whose 
rules are as fixed and well established as any law governing man. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, until statutes are adopted the common lav is 
as clearly defined, is as controlling, and as well understood, and 
as certainly executed, as the statute law when statutes are enacted, 
wherever the English-speaking people are to be found, and tho 
House was as clearly, according to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, under rules and under parliamentary law before we had 
adopted the House rules drawn up by the members of this body 
and voted for by them in a formal vote as we were afterwards; 


just as clearly and distinctly. Therefore, when the assertion is 
made that the House went forward without rules and not under 
any law for two and a half months, there is no man familiar with 
the transaction of business in public assemblies in this land who 


does not know that to be an entirely mistaken statement. 
It is well known that all the great business of this country, in- 
volving millions upon millions and billions of dollars, is trans- 


acted under the precise law that the House acted under until the 
16th day of February, and there is not a shade or shadow of (if- 
ferénce, so far as the rules of the House go, between those rules 


deliberately adopted for the guidance of the House before ['eb- 
ruary 16 and the special rules which were adopted afterwards, 
far as that question of being under rules is concerned. That is 
all I desired to say. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, that the rules of the Fifty-third Congre: 
substituted for those which the House has just had under cousid- 
eration, and has agreed to. 

The question was taken and the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the rules have 
now been adopted by the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that { 
moment and permit me to offer a resolution in reference to the 
printing of the Digest. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well; I will do so. 


PRINTING THE DIGEST. 


Mr. PERKINS. I offer the resolution I sent to the desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before that, the suggestion has been made 
that we have omitted to adopt the rules as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. That is a mistake. The rules have been 
adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. When was this last rule adopted? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Some time ago, by the vote of the House, 
thus completing the whole body of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The rules have been adopted as a whole. 

The Clerk will report the resolution presented by the gentlema: 
from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be ae 2,600 copies of the Digest and Manual of the 
Rules and Practice of the House of Representatives, for the first session of tho 


2 


@ 


~ 


Fifty-fourth Congress, the same to be bound and distributed under the dir 
tion of the Speaker and Clerk of the House, 100 copies thereof to be bound in 
paper covers. 
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The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration | you need more assistants now than were needed prior to the 


of the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Iowa? | passage of the act of June 27, 1890. Since that time there has 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and | been a great increase in the allowance of claims under general 

agreed to. | laws. 

. CHANGE OF REFERENCE. Mr. PICKLER. My judgment is that we have more cases 


“ arising out of the act of June 27, 1890, than out of any other law 
INT r © Qnaak ack ani 20 0) . % 1c , : “fa os + Pon . : : 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman yield to me? 


correction of the reference of the bill (H. R. 2440) for thenecessary | Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
and better protection of American labor, ete., from the Committee Mires]. a member of the committ = 
on Labor to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this was referred to the Mr. MILES. The gentleman from South Dakota has vielded 
proper committee. Has the committee requested this change? | to me. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It has been done at the request of the Commit- Mr. COX. 
tee on pet - — I was requested by a member of that com- | three clerks? 

ittee to ask the change. Mr. MILES. > gentlem: as vielded to me. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would require unanimous a ae i. SS — : th Jakota is not en- 


consent in that form. Is there objection to the change of refer- | titled to the floor. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRacEY], 


Does not this give your committee substantially 


ence? § re ns | in charge of the resolution, has the floor at present. 
There being no objection, the change of reference was made as | Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman | Mr. Tracey] yield to me for 
requested. one moment? 
| . » I +R ig r eollenc > en ; » 
ADDITIONAL CLERICAL SERVICE, COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. Mr. PICKLER. I yield to my colleague on the committee. 


| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Tracey] 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts de- | has the floor unless he vields. 


sire to submit a report at this time for consideration. Mr. TRACEY. I believe I am entitled to the floor. I desire to 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. say, in corroboration of what has just been said, that being myself 
The Clerk read as follows: a member of the subcommittee which made this examination, this 


- A a iain ‘ ath ; report that is now before the House is in exact accordance to what 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- , ava ; . » fan Tow if ‘a desirahie tointr . 
lution of December 23, 1895, introduced by Mr. PICKLER, providing that three | W® have found to be the fact. Now, if it is ce irable to introduce 
assistant clerks be allowed the Committee on Invalid’ Pensions during the | these pension bills into the House it certainly must be desirable 
sessions of the ee ak an pre - sé — oe day, | to have them considered by the committee. The Subcommittee 
to be paid from December 23, 15%, out of the contingent fund of the House, ym Accor s ic ‘ » the j stigati _ . . all 
respectfully report that they have carefully investigated the matter and beg on \¢ counts whic h m ude the inve stigation be can thoroughly 
leave to submit and recommend the passage of the following substitute: cony inced after a very cal eful examination ol the matter that it 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be, and they are hereby, | Would be impossible for the committee, as it has been impossible 
authorized to employ one person who is an experienced typewriter and | for past Committees on Invalid Pensions, without assistance, to 
stenographer and one additional person who is experienced in pone Work | 2. the ae ern ‘derati all thes ills : : d 
and competent to examine pension laws, papers, and reports, and intelligently give the necessary consi eration to allt 1ese bi S and the report- 
report on the same to the committee, with the compensation of $6 per day | ing of them to the House, and because of the additional fact that 
each from the date of employment to the close of the session. we believe the bills sent to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the report, I sent ——_ _~ eae yar Senne House, we have reported 
to the desk a communication from the chairman of the Committee Pras a Neti ae eee a oe ee 
. . . . . . . : s e : zi rree . 
on Invalid Pensions, which I think sufficiently explains the reason Se ee ae ee 








: : - that it be re: On motion of Mr. TRACEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
Orne Clock read alice: ib be read. vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 22, 1896. 


GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to call the attention of your committee to FRIDAY EVENING SESSION. 
the absolute necessity for more clerical force for the Committee on Invalid . ae ea . . , 
Pensions. The SPEAKER. While that motion is pending, the Chair de- 


There are now before the committee for consideration about 922 bills. | sires to announce as Speaker pro tempore at the Friday evening 
During the three sessions of the Fifty-third Congress there were 1,236 bills | ° : a oa oe Mae Wik fe D “aie = 
introduced and referred to same committee. Of this numper there were | 5€5S10n the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. The Chair 
favorable reports in 111 casesand adverse reports in 14 cases, leaving, appar- | desires also to obtain unanimous consent that appropriation bills 
ently, 1,08 bills which were not acted upon. may be reported to the House on that evening. This is merely a 

The number of bills considered and acted upon necessarily depends largely formal acti alow ti bills } eae 1 ~ i om bi oii nas® 
upon the amount of clerical force allowed us. Members of Congress are con- | }Ormal action to allow the bills to be printed. 1s there objection? 


stantly requesting that their cases be considered. It is impossible to give There was no objection. 
their bills the consideration which they merit without at least two more as- 
sistant clerks, ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 
This committee is in immediate need of one clerk who is educated in 
shencgreemy and typewriting, and another 7 is experienced in ss Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
work, who is competent to examine pension laws, papers, reports, etc., anc a ae Std ° a Sao ‘ eae wl 
who has a general knowledge of public business. 3 that the committee had examine d and foun 1 truly € nroll la ih int 


I inclose herewith copy of resolution unanimously adopted by this com- | resolution (H. Res.50) authorizing the employment of a skilled 
ey December 23, 1895, and which is the basis upon which I offer the reso- | architect to assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 
thon now Bessse your committes for consideration. yvartment in preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and other 

Very respectfully ] pre] g I I 
s A. PICK hairman. drawings for the public building at Chicago, I1l.; when the Speaker 
° IC R, C I g I 


The COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS, _ signed the same. 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I should like to ask the gentleman if this es nib secmnent. leave of aboouce was granted as follows: 
makes an increase in the force over what it has been in past Con- ee ee eS ere eee ee ee ee 
gresses? To Mr. MAHANY, for five days, on account of sickness, 


eu ‘ ‘ TT: , 1 NG,i finitely account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. TRACEY. I understand it is the same as it has been in - : a WeL, ae oF an ae . f vk e on 
past Congresses. oO MY. ELLINGTON, for ten Gays, on account Of sickness. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. HENDERSON. With these additions? oh meg ra ns ag ten days from January 26, on account of 
Mr. TRACEY. Yes. ; O'To BM cen Gene Mie Wikies anteiiens Sas 
Mr. HENDERSON. Exactly the same number? a 9 peo - _ - ny 1 emai f ilines in his famil 
Mr. PICKLER. There is one additional assistant during the Sn ee ey en ae ee woe Se 
session a , aiden 
: RECESS UNTIL FRIDAY EVENING. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Why should he be needed now any more ; 
than in past Congresses? The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest to the gentleman 
Mr. PICKLER. Simply because there is a great deal more | from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that he should move that the House 
work than there has been in the past. take a recess until Friday evening at 8 o'clock, in accordance with 
Mr. GIBSON. And the work is going to be done this time. the understanding heretofore arrived at. 


Mr. PICKLER. This matter has been delayed for some time. Mr. HENDERSON. I supposed that was covered by the orig- 
The Committee on Accounts appointed a subcommittee to come | inal agreement, but I will make the request, if there is no objec- 
in and review our work. The subcommittee have reported to | tion. 
the full committee, and this report, which is presented, is the The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the House will now 
unanimous report of the Committee on Accounts, after a thorough | be in recess until Friday evening at 8 o'clock. 
investigation. We can not do that work unless we have the There was no objection. 
proper facilities. Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the House took 

- HENDERSON. I should like to have it explained why | a recess until Friday evening at 8 o’clock. 
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[Continuation of proceedings of the legislative day of January 28.] ANNIE M. GREENE, 


EVENING SESSION. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 149 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 omeee a —— M. Greene. 
o'clock p.m., January 24, by Mr. PAYNE, as Speaker pro tempore. © DEE WES TOR, A8 SOLOWS: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report clause 2 of | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
Rule XXVI. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of A: 

The Clerk read as foll : Greene, dependent and invalid daughter of Jeremiah Greene, late a c 

1€ Tr ad a8 TOLLOWS: in Company A, First Regiment New Hampshire Artillery Volunteers. 4; ; 

3 The House shall on each Wriday at 5 o'clock p. m, jake a recess until 8 rate of $12 per month. 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, for the remova 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shail | The CHAIRMAN. 
be considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 | report? 


minutes. r. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read, } 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | Chairman. 

itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering | The report (by Mr. SULLOWay) was read, as follows: 

bills on the Private Calendar, under the special rule. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced grantinga pension to Annie M. Greene, have examined the game, and. 

that the ayes seemed to have it. ing the accompanying Senate report as their own, respectfully recom 
Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division on that question, so as to | its passage. 

see how many are present. 


Is there a demand for the reading 


oe [Senate Report No. 3, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 
The House divided, and there were—a 75, noes none, 
: sdrathia nar _ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 142) ~ 


So the motion was agreed to. : ; : : a pension to Annie M. Greene, have examined the same, and report: 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | A bill in behalf of this claimant passed the Senate during the Fifty 


Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. Congress at the rate of $15 per month. In the last Congress the rat: 


‘ = : duced to $10. The bill passed both Houses, but so near the close of t} 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole gress as to remain unacted upon by the Executive. The present bill}: 


for the purpose of considering bills under the special rule as read, | to grant a pension at the rate of $i2 per month, which the committe. 
of clause 2 of Rule XXVI. wil he a fair rating for claimants of this class. The report in the « 
> ‘ ¥ . } | @8 LOLLOWS: 
‘ = : ICKLER, Lask the Clerk to report the first bill on the Annie M. Greene is the dependentand invalid daughter of Jeremiah (Cireene 
Calendar. late a private in Company A, First Regiment New Hampshire Art 
JAMES H. OSGOOD, a The ie Sa rong oennty ows ee Sree eeeey claim 
. . ‘ — suffered from an affection of the eyes, which has resulted in almo:: 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 188) | blindness, the sight of one eye being entirely gone and the other bei: 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Osgood. tically of BO use. She is in, destitate circumstances, unable to lal 
» bi vas re : appeals to Congress for relief. Many similar cases have been ena 
The bill was read, as follows law, and this case seems to be specially meritorious. Affidavits area 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Showing the condition of the claimant, both physically and financially. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James H. 
Osgood, late a seaman on the U.S. 8. Circassian, and pay him a pension at — 
the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





: To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Mr. PICKLER. Let the report be read. I will ask that in United States of America in Congress assembled: 


reading the report the reading of the certificates of the physicians, Respectfully represents Annie M. Greene, of Franklin, Merrimac Cow 
on page 2, be omitted. N;, H., 49 years of age. ; ; ia ei 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: That she is a daughter of Jeremiah Greene, late of said Franklin, de 


who enlisted on the 4th day of July, 1863, and was mustered into th: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wag referred the bill (8.138) | Of the United States asa private in Company A, First Regiment Art 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Osgood, have examined the 


New ee Volunteers, on the 18th day of July, 1863, and was hono: 
same, and, adopting the accompanying Senate report as their own, respect- | ischarged for disability at Fort Constitution, Portsmouth, N. H., July» 
fully recommend its passage. 


That she is in need of assistance, and is unable to obtain a suitab 
STE. 2 chose tes wes ei iptaah she hen been afflicted with th 
: : 1at since she was an infant she has bee c 6 partial 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 138) eaee her on being aie to Gisténgreiah a alae wi ie pest u 
an increase of pension to James H. Osgood, have examined the same, an having but a weak and partial use of the right eye. 
report: | So : That the said Jeremiah Greene was not a pensioner at the time of hi 

This bill has already passed the Senate twice, to wit, in the Fifty-second | though entitled from his disabilities to enely for such aid. 
and Fifty-third Congresses, the report in the Fifty-third Congress being as | ‘That she desires a special appropriation to be made by the United States 
follows: : for her benefit, as she is wholly dependent upon her own resources a1 

Claimant was a seaman in the United States Navy, and during the war of | able to properly support herself. 
the rebellion received a severe injury to his left leg, which resulted in vari- ANNIE M. GREENE 
cose veins and ulcers, for which he is pensioned at the rate of $30 per month. 

Not only is soldier in such condition from this injury as to incapacitate him 5 DECEMBER 2, 180 
Sroms 1 wy wus Be . also — pans Sore ape a See dis- | SrATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, Merrimack, ss: 

abilities, which, it is claimed, are the result o' poisoning and constitu- e rs e i E , nat the stat 
tional debility due to the original injury. The last examination of claimant me SS pteeee fame Renn, Oe a sath 0 

was made by the pension examining board at Concord, N. H., composed of Before me. 

surgeons of long experience, and they reported as follows: [SEAL] JAMES E. BARNARD, Notary P 

‘Upon examination we find the following objective symptoms: Pulse, 92; : c ; 
respiration, 19; temperature, 99}; skin sallow, conjunctiva jaundiced, tongue I, E. Thayer Drake, of Franklin, in the county of Merrimack and S 
furred, abdomen flat and tympanitic over colon; area of hepatic dullness in- | New Hampshire, on oath depose and say asfollows: | j 
creased; splenic dullness normal; sphincter not relaxed; one indurated pile That I am a practicing physician and surgeon in said Franklin, an 
one-half inch in diameter; area of cardiac dullness increased about one-third; | been acquainted with Annie M. Greene for the past seven years. 
valvular sounds roughened, with action irregular and intermittent. Hop- That I have made a careful examination of said Annie M. Greene, a1 1 
ping on one leg across the room raises the pulse to 120, and action of heart is | her suffering from the results of a corneitis, which developed during inf 
very tumultuous and the valvular sounds can scarcely be made out. Lungs | affecting both eyes; there is no vision in left eye, and that of the rig! 
normal. Crepitus in both shoulders and knees, but no enlarged joints; all | slight as to seriously interfere with her work, upon which she depend 
the muscles are flabby, and he is poorly nourished; has varicose veins of left | livelihood. ‘ - se 
leg from top of foot, completely surrounding the ankle and leg, running up There is no prospect of any improvement in the condition of the ey: 
inside of thigh, and the pudendal veins are all varicosed, some of the E. THAYER DRAKE, 
Sencnes = ~ pant Sone oy inch in Pea, —— “ —_ 22, for a 

istance of 8 inches, the leg is a mass of cicatricial tissue, the result of vari- . 5 
cose ulcers, The leg is useless so far as the performance of manual labor is | STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, Merrimack, ss: 
concerned, but is of some use to him in standing or walking, though for these Subscribed and sworn to before me. " 
purposes an artificial limb would be much better. The foot is edematous [SEAL.] ROBT. W. BENNETT, Notary / 
and the ankle almost anchylosed.” 

As a result of the above examination, the pension examining board recom- 
mended a rate of $36 per month for the disability caused by injury to leg, and We, Amos§. Ripley, Edrick 8. Avery,and Charles N. Emerson, all of Frank- 
a third-grade rating ($24 per month) for that caused by rheumatism and re- | in, in the county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, on oatli 
sulting heart disease, making a total of wr month. The Pension Office | and say: 
declined to increase the rating for the inju leg above $30 per month, there That we are the board of selectmen and assessors of said town of Frat 
being no intermediate rating between $30 and $72, and rejected the rating for | and are personally acquainted with Annie M. Greene, daughter of Je 
rheumatism and resulting heart disease. Greene, late private in First Company, New Hampshire Heavy Arti! 

Your committee respectfully submit that a board of distinguished surgeons That said Annie M. Greene is without pecuniary means, and is enti! 
who personally examined the injured limb must necessarily know the extent yndent upon her own labor for support, and by reason of_her in“! 
of the disability, while it is a generally recognized fact among medical men ion and lack of anyone legally eden for her support is liable to | 
that such an injury as this soldier sustained, with open sores covering the | g public charge. 
limb, and_ the veins being diseased and broken down, can not do otherwise AMOS 8. RIPLEY, 
than result in blood poisoning and a consequent undermining of the entire sys- EDRICK 8S. AVERY, 
tem, culminating necessarily in diseases precisely such as claimant is to-day CHARLES N. EMERSON 
suffering from. Selectmen of Fra 

Medical affidavits are herewith appended showing the present deplorable 
condition of the claimant. 5 N H nu . JANUARY 

. : : : TATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, Merrimack, ss: 
a) y - 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | ~ geverally subscribed and sworn to before m 


: e. . 
mendation, [SEAL] ROBT. W. BENNETT, Notary Pullic. 


JANUARY 2% 


EATER 5 AI oeepepre minty ot ne he bah 4 
BA 5 Air's dS BE ai Ap 








1296. CONGRES 





Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions a question. Is it not true 
that if this party were the widow of a soldier of the late war, 
though she might be in the same condition that this applicant is, 
she could only receive $8 per month? Is not that correct? 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the law of June 27, 1890, she would re- 
ceive $8 per month, but if her husband died of disabilities con- 
tracted in the service, under the general law she would receive 
¢12 a month; but if it was shown that the widow was in a helpless 
condition, such a condition as this dependent is in, she might re- 
ceive any sum that this Congress saw fit to grant. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that. Does the fact appear that the 
father died of a wound received in the service? 

Mr. PICKLER. That would not affect the daughter. 

Mr. LOUD. Iasked that in order to get at the facts. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is evidently trying to 
evade answering the question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOUD. I will put the question again. If this party were 
the widow of a soldier in the late war she would only be entitled, 
under the law, to a pension of $8 per month? 

Mr. PICKLER. Under which law does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. LOUD. It must be under either the law of 1890 or some 
preceding law. | ha l 
ceived in the service. The gentleman saidit wasimmaterial. Of 
course, I am assuming that the case comes under the act of 1890, 

Mr. PICKLER. Idonotknow that it makes any differencé so far 
as a dependent daughter is concerned. It is exactly the same in 
both laws. 


Mr. LOUD. The gentleman will understand what I am trying | 


to arrive at. 
to 200,000 or 300,000 widows in this country to-day? 
question I would like to have carefully considered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that is a question open to dis- 
cussion, but the belief of the committee was that this daughter, 
being in this condition, was entitled to this pension, and of course 
the gentleman has well stated the law so far as the widows are 
concerned. But he understands full well that if a widow were 
found to be in this helpless condition we could give her whatever 
we saw proper. 


Why should we make a special exception in respect 
That is the 


Mr. LOUD. I recognize that fact. 
Mr. PICKLER. It is only $12 a month. 
Mr. LOUD. I understand. I would like to suggest to the 


chairman of the committee 
Mr. PICKLER. Let mesuggest one further fact that occurs to 
me. While under the law of June 27 


wis 





cause I know he is a constant attendant at these Friday night 
sessions—— 

Mr. LOUD. No; that is incorrect. 

Mr. PICKLER. You are generally here. 

Mr. LOUD. Sometimes. 

Mr. PICKLER. We never grant a widow less pension than 
$12 by special act—I do not believe we ever do. 
up one of these claims of a widow in a special act I believe we 
always give her at least $12 a month, and on a parity of reasoning 
along that line the committee granted it in this case. 

Mr. LOUD. I donot care to put any serious impediment in the 

yay of this bill, but I think, in the opening night session of this 
Congress that the gentleman misinterprets the temper of the 
American people if he believes that our people are crying for in- 
creased pensions in special cases. 

I do not think the people of this country will uphold the hands 
of any Congress that picks out a person who is not entitled toa 
pension under the law, makes an exception of that case, and in- 
creases the pension above that which the person would be entitled 
to if it were granted under the general law. There are too many 
widows in this country for us to be justified in making an excep- 
tion of any one case. I simply throw out these suggestions, Mr. 
Chairman, at this time, because we are about to start out upon 
pension legislation in this Congress, and as the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is now provided with five clerks, I venture to 


say that we shall have brought before us by that committee a | 
very large volume of this kind of legislation during the present 


session. 
Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman from California permit a 
question? 
Mr. LOUD. I will, though I do not think thatI can answer 
about this case. 


pendent widow who was married to a soldier during or prior to his 
service in the late war of the rebellion ought to be at least $12 per 
month, and that the country would approve of the action of Con- 
gress in fixing it at that rate? 

Mr. LOUD. If you ask me that question personally, I say no. 
I think the people of this country have-about all the pensions on 
their hands that they want at the present time. I believe the 


I asked if the soldier had died of wounds re- | 
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American people are willing and ready at all times to do full jus- 
tice toward those who upheld the flag during the rebellion, or to 
those who were dependent upon them, but | think that we have 
already gone, if possible, to the very extreme verge of legislation 
in that direction. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that the gen- 
tleman from California certainly does not remember the report in 
this case. The bill passed both Houses in the last Congress, so 
that there is nothing in the case to justify him in intimating that 
the present Committee on Invalid Pensions are undertaking to 
raise pensions at this early stage of the session. I ask the gentle- 
man’s attention also to the fact that we are not giving this depend- 
ent daughter a dollar more than she would receive if she were 
able to prove up her case under the general law; but the act of 
1890 does not extend to dependent daughters, and we simply seek 
by the pending bill to bring this case in as if it came under the 
general law, and we fix the pension at the statutory amount. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this Annie M. 
Greene is the only child of an old soldier who served well and fought 
well during the war of the rebellion. He died because he had been 
in the service of his country. He left a daughter who was an in- 
valid and poor in eyesight from her birth, and who now can not 
see at all out of one eye and only dimly out of the other. She has 
no property whatever, and the question stares us squarely in the 
face whether she shall have this little pittance of $12 per month or 
shall go to the poorhouse. This bill passed the Senate at the rate 
of $15a month. It wascut down in the House in the last Congress 
to $10 amonth, and failed to become a law only because it did not 


| receive action by the President. 


Now, it has again passed the Senate and is before the House. 
This lady is fully known to all the people in the vicinity where 
she lives and has the respect and sympathy of all parties and all 
classes. To my mind there never has been a more meritorious 


| case before this House appealing to our sympathy and our justice 


1890, widows are only | 
allowed $8 a month, I believe the gentleman will bear me out, be- | 


| the 


When we take | 


| 
| 





| in addition to what the committee have there set forth. 


ho 
r. WANGER. Do you not think that the pension of every de- | 


than this case of Annie M. Greene. I know of no cause of objec- 
tion on the part of anyone to the granting of this small pension, 
and I hope the bill will be passed unanimously. 

The bill was laid aside,to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNIE J. CORBETT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 925) granting 
a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of Providence, R. I. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to a grosne ms 
and limitations of the act of June 27, 1800,the name of Annie J. Corbett, 
widow of William Corbett, late of Company K, Second Regiment of Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry. This pension to cease in case it be shown that 
soldier is alive. 

The report (by Mr. POOLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
925) to pension Annie J. Corbett, have examined the same, and respectfully 
recommend its passage, with the following report 

The petitioner was married to William Corbett December 21, 1865. He had 
previously served in Company K, Second Rhode Island Volunteers, from 
October 16, 1861, until March 6, 1863, when discharged on surgeon's certificate 
of disability by reason of hypertrophy of the heart, contracted in service. 





He has never applied for pension, and, if living, is about 55 years old. The 
vetitioner alleges that he disappeared in the spring of 1866 and has never 
een heard from since; that their relations were pleasant, and she went to 
live with his mother and sisters, and has lived with them ever since, and 


they have never heard anything of the soldier to the present time. 

Two witnesses testify that the petitioner has not remarried, was never 
divorced from soldier, and that she is without means of support. The mar 
riage and soldier's service are shown by record evidence 

The claim is rejected by the Pension Bureau, because 
show clearly the fact of soldier's death. 

This bill was favorably reported in the last Congress. Y 
regard the presumption of death as conclusive from th 
specifically provided in the bill that the pension shall cease 
that the soldier is alive. 


it is impossible to 


ir committee 
‘ but it is 
in case it be shown 


Mr. ERDMAN. 
charge of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was introduced by the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, Mr. But. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the gentleman is here, or if some one can 
speak for him, I should like to hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. POOLE. If the gentleman from Rhode Island is present I 
would like to have him give the explanation. If he is not, I will 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire who has 


| speak for him. 


Mr. BULL. Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee states 
this case very clearly, and I do not know that I can say anything 
The evi- 
dence as presented to the committee shows that this soldier en- 
tered the service in 1861, and was discharged in 1863. Atthetime 
of his discharge he was suffering from heart disease. In the 


| spring of 1866 he disappeared and has not been heard of since. 


The relations between the husband and the wife were always 
pleasant, and at the present time the widow is living with his 
family, his nfother and sisters. The testimony before the com- 
mittee shows that the petitioner was never remarried and was 
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never divorced and that she has no means of support. Her appli- 
cation was rejected by the Pension Bureau because it was impos- 
sible to show clearly the fact of the soldier’s death. A bill for the 
relief of this lady was reported in the last Congress, but was 
crowded out at the end of the session owing to the pressure of 
business. The case is a very meritorious one and I hope the bill 
will pass. ae of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”} 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, what is the rate of pension pro- 
vided in this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill simply provides for placing the ap- 
plicant ‘‘on the pension roll subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act of June 27, 1890.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have some 
further information upon which to act in this case. I should like 
to know the facts and circumstances of the case, so as to judge 
whether the presumption of death arises in this case or not. We 
are presuming here tooverrule the Pension Bureau, which has all 
the facts and circumstances before it—— 

Mr. HARDY. That is exactly what we propose to do. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I suppose so; but I do not think the House pro- 

,08es to do it without proper consideration. The Pension Bureau 

as adopted the rule which governs in all the courts of the country, 
and if we intend here, without a knowledge of facts and circum- 
stances, to overrule the Department and grant pensions indiscrim- 
inately, it would be well to have that understood. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let me ask the gentleman 
what length of absence should be required, in his opinion, to raise 
the presumption of death? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Ifthe circumstances under which the soldier 
left his home were such that it was to be presumed he would re- 
turn if alive, seven years is the length of absence that I would re- 
quire; that being the common-law rule. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understand that, and in 
this case the soldier has been absent thirty years. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But we do not know the circumstances under 
which he left home, and I should like to know more about them. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I personally have examined all 
the facts and circumstances in this case. I find that the soldier 
was discharged for hypertrophy of the heart 

Mr. MILES (interrupting). Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from New York will permit me to interrupt him for a moment, I 
think the point of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that there is 
nothing in this report to show that the man did not leave home 
for some reason of a criminal character. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I think I understand the position 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The fact that this soldier 
lived in amicable relations with his wife is established. There is 
nothing in the testimony to show that they had ever had a quarrel. 
Since his leaving home in 1866, the widow has been and is now 
living with his relatives. They have given their testimony in the 
case and there is nothing in it to show that there was any reason 
for his leaving home or for not returning. He was simply a sick 
man, unable to support himself and his family, and he left home 
undoubtedly to die soon after. He has been gone now thirty 
years. The testimony shows also that the widow during all this 
period has been practically a pauper. 

She is now 52 years of age and he would be 55 if alive, and I ap- 
peal to any old soldier to say whether it is likely that a man who 
was discharged from the service thirty years ago on account of 
heart disease is still alive. The circumstances of the case al! 
oy to his death, and yet this woman’s application was rejected 

»y the Pension Bureau solely because she was unable to prove his 
death. It is time, Mr. Chairman, that the law of the United States 
in this respect should be changed and that we should adopt in 
such cases the common-law rule, which is that seven years’ ab- 
sence raises the presumption of death, provided everything else 
in the case is right. The testimony in this case is very clear. The 
service of the soldier is shown, the disease is shown, the poverty 
is shown, the physical condition of the soldier and all the facts 
and circumstances point to the conclusion that he undoubtedly 
died many years ago. ‘I believe the committee have been thor- 
oughly conscientious in examining the case and in reporting the 
bill granting this widow the small amount of $8 a month, and I 
— that it will meet the approval of this Committee of the 

role. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When was the application rejected? 

Mr. POOLE. Within two years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 

SS? 

Mr, HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word before the 
vote is taken. This is the first time in this session of Congress that 
we have met to consider pension legislation, and it would be well 
for us to come to an understanding as to the principle upon which 
we are to act incases of this kind, for undoubtedly there are many 
such before the Pension Committee, and I know I have some my- 
ioner of Pensions, 
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I would allow the pension, and I will vote for this bill; but I wou 
like to know what the rule is, and I now appeal to the chairn 
cf the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ask him what he unc; 
stands to be the rule of the Pension Office on the question of ; 
sumptive evidence of death in cases like this? Has the Bu 
adopted a rule by which we can be guided in these cases? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gentle 
has asked that question. I will refer him to the rule of th 
partment, a rule which makes such bills as this necessary, I «1 
rom volume 9, Decisions of the Department of the Interior, in 
case of Melinda L. Crider, found on page 462. Tosave time, | 
read only the closing paragraph of the decision: 

In view of these findings, I therefore feel it incumbent upon me to la, 
the rule that, independent of absence for any period of time, it must |) 
in pension cases that the facts attending the absence must show bey 
reasonable doubt that the party is dead. 

That is the criminal-law rule. This decision was rendered }y 
Assistant Secretary John M. Reynolds. . 

A MemBer. When was the decision rendered? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is in volume 7 of Decisions of the Dey 
ment of the Interior in Appealed Pension and Bounty Land C: 
The date is March 6, 1895. 

I desire, for the information of the gentleman, to read fur 
from this decision: 

Iam fully convinced— 


This gentleman is not satisfied with reliance upon the decisions 
of the courts, it seems— 
Tam fully convinced that more urgent reasons exist for the modificat f 


this rule in the consideration of pension claims than any shown in th 
sions of the courts, and I conceive the requirements herein indicated a 
sary in this class of cases to be eminently desirable for the protection 18 
Government as well as the soldier who may be entitled to the bounty 

Mr. HULICK. That is the holding of the Commissioner. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it went up on appeal from the decision ot 
the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Reynolds—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. In the Interior Department? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. It was the decision of the Assisiant 
Secretary on an appeal. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What do you mean by an 
appeal? Do you mean an appeal in the courts or in the Dejurt- 
ment? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ireferredtoanappealinthe Department. Ap 
peals are taken from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensiciis 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and that is the law that governs 
in pension cases. This, however, is the decision of the Secretary 
of the Interior upon an appeal. 

Mr. MILES. r. Chairman, it is simply impossible to hear 
anything of the debate on this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is difficult even for the Chair to hear it, 
and he hopes that there will be order. The Chair will endea 
to maintain order. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The question I asked t 
gentleman from South Dakota was whether the appeal wis 
appeal to the courts or from the Commissioner of Pensions to 
another man in the Interior Department. In other words, then, 
as I understood his answer, this is a ruling upon a ruling in the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Thatis, that every presump- 
tion of law and fact is to be against the soldier, and still more in 
that Department than in any court of justice in the land. 

Mr. MAHON. Do they not presume everything against 
soldier up there? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I do not like to say exactly that. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania heard the testimony, and he 
heard part of the decision that I started to read. For mys 
know of no rule that a lawyer can cite in any court of justi: 
this country in a civil case where you must prove a fact be) 

a reasonable doubt, or where the presumption of death do: 
exist after the party has been absent for a reasonable lengt!: ‘ 
time. If there is such a rule I do not know it. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think it is the intention 
Congress and the lawmaking power generally that the const! 
tion shall be in favor of the soldier in every case. If that is 
the rule it certainly ought to be, because it was the intentio! 
the lawmaking power. It has been the case in every insta 
where these laws have been enacted, and in all special legisla‘ 
on this subject Congress has indicated very clearly its intent 
The more or less taxation required to meet these expenditu! 
amounts to nothing in the view of our people in comparison \ 
doing justice to the soldiers and their widows, and ninety-1 
men out of a hundred would desire that to be the intention. 

Mr. HICKS. The hundredth man is against it; that is the on'y 
difference. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, further replying to the g«! 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Hutick], the committee thinks that t 
common-law presumption to which reference has been mace 
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1896. 
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ought to apply in all such cases as this. Of course he understands 
the rule of the common law better than I do, and it is not neces- 
cary for me to cite it im this connection. But when a soldier is 
absent for the time fixed in the law, the presumption is of his 
jeath, and especially in a case like this, where he never applied 
for a pension himself. , 

Mr. PITNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from South 
Dakota a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have not the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. HULICK. I yielded to the gentleman fr« mm South Dakota 
to ask a question, and now wish to claim the fl or In My own right. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a practical issue which we must now meet, 
on the very threshold of this session, and I raised the question at 
this time in order to obtain an expression of sentiment on the part 
of the House. We are going to do justice to the soldiers and their 
widows and children; but we must have some guide, and we want 
to act in unison with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Now, on this question of presumption, if it is a question that 
the House is to act upon—that is, the legal presumption after 
seven years of the death of the party—if that is to be the rule, then 
we ought to understand it, and if it is to be the rule, why not have 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions report a bill fixing by express 
statute that rule of presumption in favor of the death of the 
soldier in the absence of any contrary proof? That is to say, an 
absence of seven years without proof to the contrary to be pre- 
sumptive evidence of his death. 

Now, I understand the theory of the Department is that it must 
be proven beyond a reasonable doubt that the man is dead or that 
he will never return toclaim his pension. If that is the ruling of 
the Department I respectfully dissent from it. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. I hope the gentleman will bear in mind that the 
House has two sides to it, and that the committee has a part of its 
membership on this side. 

Mr. HULICK. If that suggestion is because the gentleman can 
not hear me, I will divide my time, and if necessary to convince 
that side of the House as to the justice of the position I take, I will 
myself pay my respects to it, so that there can be no question of 
hearing me. 

Mr. MILES. I wish to remind the gentleman that Iam a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I am interested in 
his very instructive remarks. 

Mr. HULICK. I thank the gentleman. I want to know on 
what basis the committee is to report bills of this character, so 
that hereafter we shall have no controversy, and when a bill of 
this kind comes up we shall be ready to vote upon it, so that you 
will not be interrupted by remarks from me or any other gentle- 
man 

I favor the passage of this bill; but I have some bills of the same 
kind, and I want to know if it is a mere question of fact that I have 
got to prove to the committee. Inow address myself to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and other members of 
that committee, and I ask, if we present a case of this kind, shall 
we be required to introduce evidence to satisfy the committee of 
facts sufficient to sustain the common-law presumption of death 
after an absence for seven years, or shall we have to introduce evi- 
dence to prove the death beyond a reasonable doubt? 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, sufficient unto the day is the | 
This committee takes up questions as they come | 
If a case shall appear where the circumstances show a | 


evil thereof. 
before it. 
presumption that the soldier is not dead, if he has been heard 
from, or something of that kind, then I do not suppose the com- 
mittee would report favorably; and it would be impossible for me 
to say to the gentleman from Ohio in advance what we should 
do in a particular case until we know the facts of that case. 
is the province of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to do jus- 
tice to these soldiers and their widows and dependent children, 
and we shall endeavor to do justice in each case as it comes up. 
We can not decide a case until it comes before us. 

Mr. HULICK. I thank the gentleman for his expression. I 
have no doubt the committee will do that, and I think from what 
the gentleman has said we can reach an understanding. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 


question. Does he think that the House or the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions ought to overrule the Pension Department with- 
out any evidence whatever before it? 

Mr. HULICK. Not at all; and that is the reason I propounded 
the question to the chairman of the committee. 
whether, when we present cases of this kind, we shall introduce 
evidence to establish the facts beyond a reasonable doubt, or 
Whether we shall simply establish facts to raise the common-law 
presumption of death after an absence of seven years. That is 
What I wished to find ont. 

_ Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I think we are on the safe side 
in this matter, at allevents. 1t has been clearly proven that some- 





I wish to know | 
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body connected with this household is entitled to a pension. The 
man if living would be entitled to it according to the laws which 
have been passed by Congress, and if the man is dead the woman 
is entitled to it. It has been clearly proven that she is an invalid, 
andin needofthismoney. Whyshould we wastesomuch timeover 
a saving of $96 a year, at the risk of breaking a human heart and 
sending a woman in distress to the grave. [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ANNA KELLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it € nacted, ete . 





That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 















authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 1¢ provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna K« ,of Manchester, 
H., widow of Charles T. Kelley, alias Charles J. Kelley, who served in 


Company C, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers 
U.S. ships Ohio and Macedonia in the United States Navy, 
pension of $12 per month 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to who the bill (7. R. 
considered the 


and on the 
and pay her a 


1was referred 


same, respectfully report: 








The claimant was married to Charles T. Kelley, alias Charles J. Kelley, on 
April 21, 1860 Sopenner 18, 1861, her husband enlisted in Company C, Fourth 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. He was discharged for disability De 
cember 1, 1862, at Washington, D.C. On March 4, 1863, he enlisted as ordinary 
seaman in the United States Navy, and served on the Ohio and Macedonia, 
from which service he was honorably discharged 

After the war Kelley returned to his home in Manchester, N. H., and lived 
with his wife, the claimant, until 1871, when he went abroad to seek employ- 
ment. <A short time afterwards Kelley's brother, now deceased, received a 
letter from him, stating that he was at some point in New Jersey, sick, and 
in need of relief. That was the last ever heard of the soldier 

In July, 1890, the claimant filed a claim (No. 477 s widow, under the act 
of June 27, 1800, which was, in October, 1593, transfert >the Navy files of 
the Bureau of Pensions and thereafter known as No. 13751 On April 20, 
1895, the claim was rejected on the ground that the ilor’s death is not 
shown nor presumable.”” This seems to be the only point in the case on 


which direct evidence is lacking. 

We think that, after the lapse of twenty-five years, taken in connection 
with the fact that when last heard of the soldier was many miles from -his 
home, sick, and in need of relief, the claimant is surely entitled to the benefit 
of the doubt, and your committee, therefore, respectfully report the bill 
to the House, with the recommendation that it do pass 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
Is there objection? 





There was no objection. 

GILMAN WILLIAMS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to increase the — of Gilman Williams (insane Com- 
pany H, Third Ohio Infantry Volunteers, to $72 a month, subject to the limi- 
tations of the pension laws; said pension to be in lieuof that which he is now 
receiving 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, in lines 5 and 6, striking out the words ‘“‘ seventy-two” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ thirty.” 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 






1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman Williams, having carefully 
considered the same, respectfully report: 

The soldier is hopelessly insane and very poor, and dependent upon t! D- 
port of his sister, who is a woman of small means 

The evidence of service—origin of the disability—is not regarded by the 
Pension Bureau as sufficient to justify the allowance of the claim und he 
general law, but there is considerable evidence upon the subject, the case 
having been examined specially in the field by officers of the Pension Office. 

The guardian of the imsane soldier is drawir sion ya th 
under the act of June 27, 1890, under certificate Th n 
Company H, Third Ohio Infantry, from August * o », 1863, 
when he was discharged on account of fracture of right pat I n 
Office rejected the claim of the guardian under the gen : he 
ground that the alleged insanity did not originate in the but wa 





contracted after discharge therefrom, as shown by testimony taken on special 
examination as well as the record of the inquest upon which he was adjudged 
insane in 1872.” 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier was captured at 
Rome, Ga., May 3, 1863, and was confined at Richmond, Va., May 9, 1°65. ar is 
paroled at City Point May 14, 1863,and reported at Camp Parole, Md., May 15, 
1863, and sent to Camp Chase, Ohio, May 19, 1863. The records show fracture 
of right patella from a runaway horse and discharge on that ac 

The injury to patella occurred when he was on furlough durin 


g his parole 








The evidence is not sufficiently clear to justify the Pension Bureau in allow- 
ing a claim based upon insanity, and the action of the Pension Bureau was 
a} +d by Secretary Bussey on appeal. 

our committee think that there is considerable evidence to justify the be- 
lief that the soldier’s insanity is due to his army service. The evidence is 
very voluminous, and we do not therefore set it out in this report. Special 





what relied upon in the appeal as a ground for rejecting the claim. In view 
of the mental condition of the soldier we do not think that evidence should 
have been considered against him. 

He would be entitled to $72 a month under the general law, and is drawing 
$12 under the disability act of 1890. We are not prepared to say that tl v 
dence of service origin of his insanity is such as to require the allowat 
the claim on that ground. Atall events there is considerable evidence 
fying the claim that it was of such origin. 


? 
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it appears that the soldier, who lives in Iowa, was at one time in the State 
hospital for the insane, but was discharged therefrom because, as stated, he 
was too unmanageable and too great a charge. 

A similar bill, allowing $30, was favorably popewted by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions of the last Congress, but it died on the Calendar. 

It is a case appealing strongly to the sympathy of Congress, and one in 
which we think some of the doubts should be resolved in favor of the soldier. 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strikin 
out the words “seventy-two” in lines 5 and 6, and inserting in lieu thereo 

the word “ thirty,”’ and that as so amended the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and insert ‘ thirty.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I think this House is performing 
an act of injustice to this worthy soldier. Surely if he is entitled 
to more than $12 a month he is entitled to $72. I do not see on 
what ground the Committee on Invalid Pensions can say that his 
present disability is not traceable to his service, but that they think 
it is traceable $30 worth. It is either traceable to his service or it 
is not. If it is traceable to his service to the extent of $30, why it 
is traceable to his service to the extent of $72. If you are going 
to do an act of justice in a worthy case, why not give him the pen- 
sion that he would be entitled to under the general law? Can the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions enlighten us upon 
that point? 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will offer an amendment 
if he thinks this is not high enough. 

Mr. LOUD. The bill is all right in its original form. 

Mr. PICKLER, I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], who made the report in 
this case. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, your committee, after 
an investigation of this case, felt that we had a rather peculiar 
one to deal with. There was some evidence that went to show 
that this insanity was the result of his service in the Army. 
There was one witness who testified that he had been a physical 
wreck ever since he left the Army. There was not enough to 
fully satisfy your committee in believing that it was wholly owing 
to the fact that he rendered service in the Army. From the time 
that he left the Army until the present time he has been an in- 
valid. He has been gradually growing worse since he had the 
injury which is spoken of here. A sister of his has taken care of 
him until she is no longer able to provide for his wants. They 
refuse, as I understand, to continue him longer in the asylum in 
that State where he now is, and some provision, we felt, should 
be made for him. 

Mr. LOUD. On what ground do they refuse to continue him? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. It raised a very strong presumption 
in our minds that his insanity was due to his service in the Army. 

Mr. LOUD. You say that the asylum refused to retain him. 
On what ground? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] told me because he was so filthy and so incorrigible that 
they would not continue him. ‘ 

Mr. LOUD. Is that the way the insane asylums are managed 
in the State of Iowa? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. They claimed also that he was nota 
citizen of the State of Iowa. e appears to have been removed 
from the State of Ohio when he was insane. He had been in the 
State of Iowa for a considerable length of time. He was very 
hard to control and care for, and they refused to continue to keep 
him. A sister had taken care of him and had provided for him 
so far as she was able, until she has exhausted her resources. And 
we have evidence that she will, in all probability, lose her home, 
having mortgaged it to enable her to give proper care to this in- 
sane brother; and we felt bound, under the laws of humanity, to 
do something for him, and thought we could not do less than to 
make some provision by which he could be better cared for in the 
future than he had been in the past. While we did not feel war- 
ranted in grantng an increase to $72, as we thought that proper 
care could be taken of him for less, we thought it would be right 
to grant him $30 a month, learning as we did that in a private 
asylum he could be provided for for that sum. Remember, this 
is in lieu of $12 a month he is now receiving, so that it is only an 
increase of $18 a month, which will provide for him and relieve 
the sister of his care. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Theguestion is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANDREW B. KEITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. Keith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew B. 
th, late private in Company F, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Ohio 
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Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him $30 per month, the same to be pa 
lieu of the pension now paid him of $12 per month, upon pension ec.) ‘a 
No. 222783, the same to be subject to the provisions and ” 
pension laws. 

Sxo. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and aft: 


sage. 4g 
The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the } 
994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. Keith. respectfu| ote 

The soldier is now on the pension roll at $12 per month for chroni: 
and resulting piles and rheumatism. In November, 1888, he filed a; , 
tion for an increase, alleging as the ground therefor disease of the , 
result of rheumatism. His application was rejected upon the gr a 
the form of disease with which his eyes were afflicted was not ordi: 
result of rheumatism or that when the disease resulted from rhey; 
appeared in a different form from that found in this case. 

The rejection was based wholly upon the opinion of the medica] ; 

This decision was carried up on appeal and was affirmed by the . 
Secretary of the Interior, and this affirmance rested solely upon t! ; 
of the medical referee. —— 

There seems to have been no ueeiee but that the soldier was affi 
a disease of the eyes. The whole inquiry was directed to finding it 
and the decision was based wholly upon the determination of that qu nh. 

The evidence of Dr. Irwin, an eye specialist, is very clear as to th ise of 
the disease. His evidence is not simply expert, but is based upor 
treatment of the soldier for the trouble for which the increase wa 
This doctor began treating the soldier in 1884 and it has continue 
tervals ever since. The doctor’s evidence as to his present condit 
follows. After describing the treatment and condition, he says: 

“Causing failure of sight and increase of his myopia, and finally « 
both eyes. His sight is now so bad that he can barely go about wit 
assistant.” 

He further testifies that the disease is sclera choroiditis, and was ey ideytiy 
rheumatic. 

The evidence of this witness should be given great weight. He was for 
years the eye expert of the examining board at Mansfield, Ohi 
noted specialist in eye diseases. 

This evidence is strongly corroborated by the examination of two 
boards and an examination by a medical expert, to whom this ca 
ferred. These examinations are as follows: In March, 1887, a board 
‘Eyeballs prominent and quite tender to the touch; large posterior sta 
loma, more extensive in right.”’ In July, 1889, a board reported: *)\ 
cloudy; eyeballs prominent; myopia of high degree; accommodatio: 

* * * Balls tender to pressure. * * * Posterior staphyloma 
eyes; the whitish crescentric feature notable; sclerotic; probably rly 
ically affected in some degree.”’ 

Expert Clark, of Columbus, Ohio, to whom the pension authoriti: | 
the soldier for examination, reported that his condition was not t f 
simple myopia or shortsightedness, but probably the result of rheumat 

These boards and this expert made personal and physical exar 
while the medical referee who patented the claim only examined th 
inations, and for that reason their conclusions should be received as t 
satisfactory. 

As stated at the beginning, there was but one question—a medical 
about this the doctors disagreed. The medical referee admits that 
of this kind results from rheumatism, but when it does, as he aflirms. its 
presence ‘is anterior instead of posterior.” 

The other medical evidence says that it appears in both forms, but 1 
frequently in the anterior. 

A large number of citations from medical authorities treating the 
subject of diseases of the eye have been examined, and they seem t tain 
the theory and evidence of soldier’s witnesses and examinations, that 8 
disease resulted from rheumatism. 

The of the bill is therefore recommended with an amend: 
ing the rate at $30 per month, as follows: 

n line 7 strike out “fifty and insert “thirty.” 


During the reading of the report, 


imitati 


hn 


Mr. PICKLER said: I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the report be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? [After apause.| The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I hope some gentleman will ex- 


plain this bill. I have listened as attentively as I could to the 
reading of the report. Of course, it is a very funny business; I 


understand that; but I have listened to the reading of the report 
as attentively as I could, and have failed to discover one word, 
from the report, in the testimony of these physicians that inii- 
cates that the present disease of this applicant is due to his serv- 
ice. Of course, they all go on and describe his present condition 


Now, as the report has not all been read, if some gentleman can 
explain what these doctors have said and show what reference it 
had to his service, I would be very glad, Simply because a jerson 
is pretty nearly blind to-day, I—— 
r. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Iwould rather that you should wait half a minute, 
until I get through with that sentence; but I will yield to you now. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali 
fornia if he does not get the idea, further, from the reading 1 the 
report that there is something pretty serious the matter wit) this 
man? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think there is any doubt about tha! 

Mr. PAYNE. And the only doubt the gentleman hasas reyar'ls 
the case is as to whether it is attributable to his army serv) ; 

Mr. LOUD. That isthe only cause; and I am addressing 1ys«lf 
to the matter in all seriousness. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman a further questo. 
I do not know how much pension it is eee to give him. 

A MemsBer. The bill was introduced at $50. 

Mr. LOUD. As amended, $30 a month. - 

Mr.PAYNE. But, in either case, if the soldier served reg1r'y 
and had a regular discharge, would he not be entitled to some svt 
of a pension? 
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Mr. BAKEK of New Hampshire. He is getting $12 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. He is getting $12 a month, and that is all he is en- 
titled to under the law. 

Mr. HICKS. He is nearly blind. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, when you talk about blindness, I want to say 
to you that there are at least 10,000 men in this country who served 
well during the late war who are to-day nearly blind, if not totally 

ind. 
oer. HARDY. And entitled to $72 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. Then pension them under a general law. 

Mr. HARDY. This is the place to make the law to pension 

m. 
= LOUD. That is all right; but do not do it by special acts. 
Mr. HICKS. We have not time to make a general law. 
Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. Loup). I understand you are opposed to 
an extension of the pension law? 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILES. This debate is not proceeding in an orderly way. 
Gentlemen are addressing each other without addressing the 
Chair and without addressing the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. LOUD. This seems to be regarded by some gentlemen as a 
very amusing affair, but it seems to me a very serious matter. 
Now, Iam free to say that if the medical testimony in this case 
goes to show that this man’s present disability is the result of his 
service, no man in this House will go further than I to grant him 
the pension asked for; yes, and more than what he would be 
entitled to under the law. But I want to say to members that no 
series of questions addressed to me, no query about my position 
upon pension legislation, can deter me from pursuing such a 
course in this House as I think becoming in a member of it. 

I sit pretty near the Democratic side, but I want the brethren to 
understand thatI am not a Democrat. I want them to under- 
stand, further, that I have as much sympathy for the soldier as any 
man on this floor; but if you are going to pick out special cases 
and go away beyond what the law would allow the applicant if 
his case came under the general law, I can not go with you to that 
extent. Itis very true that Ican not prevent you from passing 
these bills, but I do not believe that this House ought to pursue 
the course they are to-night entering upon so precipitately. I 
think that before this session of Congress is over, gentlemen, you 
may possibly have cause to regret the hasty action that you have 
taken to-night in some of these cases. 

A Memper. That makes no difference. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, perhaps it does not make any difference to 

ou, but it does make some difference tome. I ama Republican. 
desire to see my party as a party pursue a course of justice to- 
ward all the old soldiers, and not to pick out, here and there, the case 
of some soldier and, simply because he has an able advocate upon 
this floor, grant to him, or to his widow, an exceptionally large 
nsion. ow, I say to you again, Mr. Chairman, that I failed to 
near one word in the report just read which goes to show, even in 
the remotest degree, that any of these eye experts claim that the 
disease from which this applicant is now suffering is the result of 
his service. If it be the fact that it is not the result of his service, 
then why should we grant him a pension of $30 a month? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that the expert doctor 
whose testimony is presented in this report says that in his 
opinion, which is based not only on his general skill as a doctor, 
but upon actual care and treatment of this patient, the disease of 
the eyes is the result of rheumatism, resulting from the man’s 
army service? I so understand the report. 

Mr. LOUD. If the report states that, [did notcatchit. If the 
gentleman did, his hearing is much better than mine. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is how I understand it. 

Mr. LOUD. I did not hear that part of the report. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will say to the gentleman from California 
that that part of the report was not read. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam of the opinion that the Clerk did, perhaps, 
skip a portion of the report. If any gentleman will state that the 
report does contain evidence that the disability results from the 
man’s service, that of course alters the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to read it now? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will read that portion of the report. 

Several Mempers. Read the whole report. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I will read the portion of it to which I desire to 
call the attention of the committee. If other gentlemen want to 
read the rest of it they are at liberty todo so. This is the portion 
to which I ask attention: 


Expert Clark, of Columbus, Ohio, to whom the pension authorities referred 
the soldier for examination, reported that his condition was not typical 
myopia or shortsightedness, but probably the result of rheumatism. 1e8e 
boards and this expert made personal and physical examinations, while the 
medical referee who rejected the claim, only y examined their examinations, 
and for that reason their conclusions should be received as the more satis- 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this whole case in a nutshell 
is that three examining boards and one medical expert found 
that this man’s blindness did result from his rheumatism, and the 
medical referee at the Bureau said they were in error, and the 
committee took sides with the three boards and the one medical 
expert against the medical referee. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say for my own 
sake that that portion of the report which the gentleman from 
New York has just read had not been read to the House before. 
I simply rose to my feet for the purpose of seeking further infor- 
mation about this case, which I have finally secured. 

The amendment of the committee striking out ‘‘$50” and in- 
serting ‘‘ $30” was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Eouse 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. HULL. 


Thenext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1141) 
granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of John 
A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Miss 
Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of Vohee A. Hull, deceased, late of Company 
F’, in the Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war 
of the rebellion, and that she be paid a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1141) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Hull, the dependent sister of John A. Hull, de- 
ceased, late a member of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment, Illinois, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

The evidence fully establishes the fact that the beneficiary in said bill was 
the sister of James and John A. Hull; that said James died in the service of 
his country in the war of the rebellion; that said John A. was a member of 
Company F, Eighty-first Mlinois Volur4eers, in the war of the rebellion, and 
also was in the Mexican war; that said Mary E. is now and always has been 
a single woman. 

That her brother, John A., was a widower when he entered the service of 
the United States in the war of the rebellion; that she lived with and was 
keé@ping house for him at said time; that he then had three young, helpless 
children, and the said Mary E. took charge of them during his absence, cared 
for and educated them; that she had no money or property of her own, 
but devoted her energies and life to her said brother, John A., and his chil- 
dren, both during and after the war; that her brother, John A., remained a 
widower till his death. 

That he died about eight years ago, leaving no property or money, and that 
said Mary E. has no property or money, is near 63 years of age, from disabil- 
ity is unable to support herself, and is dependent on her friends for support. 
That said John A. Hull contracted disabilities while in the line of duty in the 
service of his country in the late rebellion from which he never recovered 
and of which he died; that he was at the date of his death drawing a pension 
for such disabilities. That said Mary E. was dependent on her said brother, 
John A., for support during his life, and since his death on the charity of 
friends. That from medical evidence furnished your committee she is now, 
from age and disability, unable to work or labor to support herself 

That she is, and always has been, a lady of good ona irreproachable char- 
acter and reputation, respected by those who know her. That said Mary E., 
by her devotion to the family of her said brother, John A., caring for and 
rearing them from childhood to maturity, lost and abandoned the opportuni- 
ties of young womanhood, and your committee, fully believing that after 
these years of devotion to this soldier of the Union and his children, she 
should in her old days be cared for by a generous Government, recommend 
that said bill do pass, with the following amendment, viz, in line 8 strike out 
the word “fifty,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


. GEORGE W. CASE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
147) granting a pension to George W. Case, late private, Com- 
pany B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States 
the name of George W. Case, late a private of Company B, Twenty-Second 
New York Cavalry, at the rate of $0 per month, in = of the pension now 
received by him under the act of June 27, 1890, the pension hereby granted to 
date from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
147) granting an increase of pension to George W. Case, having fully consid- 
ered the same, together with the evidence submitted, respectfully report: 

From the records of the Pension Bureau it appears that George W. Case 
enlisted December 22, 1863, as a private in Company B, Twenty-second New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and was honorably discharged August 1, 1865; that 
he is now on the pension roll of the United States under the act of June 27, 
1890, and in receipt of a pension of $12:per month; that his application for fur 
ther increase of his pension has been rejected because of failure to produce 
evidence required by the rules of the Pension Bureau. His present certificate 
recites as his disability paralysis of both hands and lower limbs, and the r¢ 
port of the examining surgeons upon which his present rating was established 
shows that his physical condition is such as to require the regular and con 
stant attendance of another person. 

The affidavits, photographs, and other evidence submitted to the commit- 
tee show that Mr. Case is in a most pitiable condition. He is utterly help 
less, can not stand upon his feet or move himself, can not feed himself, and 
has to be lifted onto his bed by a mechanical contrivance constructed for 
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that purpose. He also suffers constant severe pain, sometimes of the most 
excruciating character. Dr. Jonathan Kneeland, his family physician, testi- 
fi . 


es: 

* He (Case) is now and has been for over four years completely crippled in 
hands and feet. The nerves of sensation are keenly alive, and the sense of 
touch and feeling moreacute than ever. He suffers from neuralgia very much, 
and in all changes of the weather, while the nerves of motion are so ailing 
that he can not even brush off a fly. I have never seen a person suffer more 
with no power of relief.” 

It isalso shown by abundant testimony that Mr. Case is now in destitute 
circumstances, his savings have been exhausted, and he has been obliged to 
sell his modest home to defray the expenses attendant upon his jong illness. 
He is now, and for some time past has been, dependent upon his relatives 
and friends and the small pension he receives. 

The death of the surgeon and assistant surgeon of his regiment seems to 
have prevented Mr, Case from supplying evidence sufficient to enable him to 
trace his present disabilities to his army service, so as to bring him within 
the benefit of the general law relating to pensions. Your committee, while 
not questioning the justice of the action of the Bureau of Pensions in this 
case under the existing law and the rules and regulations governing the ad- 
judication of pension claims, are of the opinion, after careful review of all 
the evidence submitted, that the present condition of Mr. Case is fairly at- 
tributable to exposure and injury received by him wpile in the service and 
in the line of his duty. 

The evidence shows Mr. Case to have been, both while in the Army and 
since his discharge therefrom, a man of good habits and of excellent character. 
The evidence as a whole is exceptionally strong and convincing, and the wit- 
nesses are men of character and repute. 

Your committee think this bill ought to pass, and so unanimously report. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


UZZIEL B. CHURCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B, Church. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls Uzsiel B. Church, late 
of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and late of 
Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 
$20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
711) for the relief of Uzziel B. Church, submit the one report: 

The evidence in this case shows without controversy that the claimant was 
a soldier from July 10, 1862, to June 30, 1865, and has an honorable discharge 
and record. He received a gunshot wound, while in line of his duty, in the 
left forearm, for which he was pensiened, first at $2 per month, then $4, and 
in March, 1890, it was increased to $6, which he is now drawing. For this 
wound he is rated at six-eighteenths. He is now suffering from disease of 
lungs, for which he is rated twelve-eighteenths. He is confined to his bed and 
will be very soon a subject of charity. 

For this last disability his application for increase was rejected by the 
Commissioner, whose decision, orf appeal, was affirmed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, on the ground of no ratable disability under act of June 27, 1890, 
and that disease is not shown to have originated in service. 

His first aupieetion made mention of no other disability than nshot 
wound. April 24, 1890, he — that he contracted swamp fever in Septem- 
ber, 1864, in Louisiana, which left a cough. The record shows treatment for 
malarial fever from September to November, 1864, and an attack of erysipelas 
jn the spring of 1865. 

Medical examinations of this claimant began in 1880, and confined them- 
selves to wound of arm until 1890, but at the same time giving weight, respi- 
ration, and pulse. He was heavier in 1883 than in 1880, and in 1 heavier 
than ever before. In 1886 medical certificate states: “No disability other 
than left forearm exists.”” In 1888 it closes with: **‘ Lungs and heart normal.” 
In ane after en on disability of lungs, his disability for that cause 
was rated a 

The ——- of his regiment in 1890 makes no statement, because his books 
and records were turned over, and he can not recollect individual cases. 

The testimony of two soldiers in the same we shows that in Septem- 
ber, 1864, claimant contracted swamp fever in oe na, and was sent to 
camp hospital; as a result, there was an affection of the lungs and a distress- 
ing cough which afflicted him at his discharge. 

testimony is qeemobonesed, Sy Oe record. Thetestimony of five other 
witnesses shows that from his he has suffered from this disease— 
has never been in good health; and all this evidence, presumably given b 
credible witnesses, is now corroborated by the medical examination, showing 
his rating from disease of the lungs to be twelve-eightebnths. 

The only contradiction to this evidence is the circumstance that in the 
numerous examinations made by examining boards of the injury from the 

nshot wound, they made no mention of the lung disease and that claimant 

rst applied only for pension from this wound. 

In view of this evidence, and the further fact that the medical examinations 
disclosed disease of lungs when claimant first alleged it, and that he is now, 
as shown by the reports of examining boards, suffe m disease of lungs 

ur committee believe that this disease was con in the service an 

at he is now incapacitated for labor to the extent of two-thirds. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. AVERY. What is the rate, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. PICKLER. Twenty dollars per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at $12 per month, su 

t to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caro- 

© Parker, of Waverly, Kans., widow of Asbury M. Parker, alias Asbe: 
Parker, who enlisted in the Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry, and was examin 
by Dr, Chenneworth, surgeon of the Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry, was ac- 
cepted, but was killed, with 16 other men who had enlisted, before they were 
mustered into the service; said men being killed in camp at Lawrence, Kans., 
on the 2ist day of August, 1863, by Quantrill. 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker, submit the following report: 

Caroline Parker is the mother of Asbury Parker, alias Asbery Parker, w} 
enlisted in the Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry at Lawrence, Kans., prior to 
2ist day of August, 1863. Asbury Parker, with 22 others who had rerula 
enlisted for the Fourteenth Cavalry in the late war at Lawrence, Kans.. | 
been examined and accepted by the surgeon of said regiment and in ca) 
and under military orders, although not formally mustered in, and while «. 
encamped, and on the 2lst day of August, 1863, Quantrill and his comm 
entered the city of Lawrence, killed about 200 of its citizens, including 17 
the recruits before mentioned, the said Asbury Parker being one. ; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of these 17 recruits was introduced in ¢! 
Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress and was favorably reported and pas 
and was also favorabiy reported for passage in the House. 

Your committee are of the opinion that Asbury Parker lost his life in ¢ 
service of his country prior to being regularly mustered in, and if the ; 
ords had been compieted there would have been no question but that 
mother would be entitled to a pension; but the failure to perfect the pa; 
resulting from an action of war in which this soldier lost his life, gives c/| 
for Congressional action. 

Your committee further report that Asbury Parker at the time of his d 
was a single man, leaving neither wife nor children. 

Thomas Parker, father of the deceased, died March 27, 1874. Caroline Par 
ker, the mother of the deceased soldier, is 72 years of age and in destit 
circumstances. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out the word “‘ widow,” in the seventh line, and inserting in lieu thereof 1 
words *“‘ dependent mother,” and vy, striking out allafter the word “ Cavalr 
in the eighth line, and that the bill be passed as amended. 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report were adopted. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MICHAEL BRICKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1616) to ——_ Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, Ind. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretory of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to inscribe on the pension rollof the United States Michael E. Bric 

of Edgerton, Ind., late a private in Company D, Tenth Regiment Ohio \ 
unteers, at the rate of $12 per month, to date from the taking effect of this 
act. 


The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1616) to pension Michael Bricker, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary, Michael Bricker, of Edgerton, Ind., was a member of Com- 
pany D, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and was pensioned under the act 
of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $6 i month. On June 2, 1894, he made app! 
cation foran increased rating, alleging total incapacity to perform manual 
labor. On the presentation of this claim for increase it was discovered by 
the Pension Bureau that the soldier had never been regularly mustered into 
the service, and he was consequently dropped from the rolls, and has received 
no pension since. The soldier was sick and at the hospital at the time his 
company was mustered, and the fact that he was not mustered seems to | 
been entirely overlooked, and he was regularly discharged by order of (: 
eral Thomas, bearing date August 24, 1864, and was paid for his services sub- 
sequent to his discharge as a private in said company and regiment frum 
August 29, 1863, to the day of his discharge. 

our committee, being satisfied that the soldier is totally incapacitated 
from the performance of manual labor, which would entitle him to a pen 
a that he was not regularly mustered, believe this to be a case for 
special intervention of Congress, and report the bill back to the House \ 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
‘*inscribe” and insert the word ‘‘ place”; so as to make the lan- 
guage of this bill conform to that of pension bills generally. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MRS. JANE DULANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Jane Dulany, widow 
of Col. William Dulany, from $50 to $100 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MiLEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
8698) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane Dulany, having carefully 
examined the same, ully submit the following a’ . 

Jane Dulany is the widow of the late Col. William Dulany, of the United 
States Marine Corps, who died on the 4th of July, 1868. ; 

This officer entered the service of the Corps June 10, 1817, as second lieuten- 
ant. He served continuously on — and at different naval stations to 
July, 1828, having been promoted in the meantime to first lieutenant, captain 
by brevet, captain, and commanded the guard of the United States frigate 
Constitution in December, 1825. s 

He was the first officer of the Marine Corps to volunteer his services for 
field duty at the breaking out of the Florida war, and he served with con 
spicuous gallantry and untiring ae one devotion throughout that war, 
comman the ine and a part of the Army. : 

He was complimented by Major-General Jesup in General Order 102, and 
tendered the thanks of the country therein, and Gen. P. F. Smith also test 
fied in the highest terms to the Navy De ent his appreciation of Du 
lany’s brilliant se and in his honor Fort Dulany was named. | 

During these campai he was prostrated by disease, and advised by 4 
surgeon that to remain longer in that malarious climate would endanger his 
life, but notwithstanding this advice he continued in the field until the close 
of the war, when he returned in command of his force. : 

When in command of Fort Pickens, in 1846, he again tendered his services 
for the Mexican war, and commanded the marines in that war with marked 

try, and was at the storming and capture of the castle of Chapultepec 
and the capture of the Belen Gate and the City of Mexico, and in the mean- 
time was promoted and commissioned major by brevet and major; and for 
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rallant and meritorious conduct received, after the capture of the City of 
Kroxic ». as a high appreciation of his splendid and noble services, the brevet 
of lieutenant-colonel. 2 ; Le 

after the close of the Mexican war he served continuously in command of 
‘. Marine Barracks at New York, Boston, and Portsmouth; and, although a 
native of Virginia, at the firing of the first gun at Fort Sumter he again 
‘Fered his services to his country for duty in the field, and he was at once 
commissioned by the lamented President Lincoln colonel and placed in com- 
van of the marine battalion at Norfolk, Va.,and continued in active service 
+i] after the close of the late civil war. | 
On the 8th of November, 1865, after having served his country faithfully 
for almost half a century, he was retired under the act of Congress retiring 
officers of forty-five years’ service. He died upon the retired list July 4, 
1968, as before stated, leaving no blot upon his name. The physician who 
attended him in his last sickness certified that he died of congestion of the 
brain arising from causes produced while in the service of his country and in 
the line of duty. 


¥ 


\ bill granting Mrs. Dulany $50 per month was enacted during the Forty- 
fourth Congress, and this is the rate of pension which she is now drawing 
ince that time, however, the pensioner has become blind; she is perfectly 


helpless and requires constant aid and attention. 5 

Your committee, therefore, in view of all the facts, respectfully recommend 
that in line 6 of said bill the words “one hundred” be stricken out and the 
words “seventy-two” inserted in lieu thereof, so as to allow the pensioner 
g72 per month, and that as so amended the same do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would likethe gentleman in 
charge of this bill to make some explanation of it. I think the 
report is hardly sufficiently explanatory. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I would say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that the splendid history which has just been 
read of this old veteran, whose widow it is proposed to pension by 
this bill, presents a better explanation of the merits of the propo- 
sition than any which I could hope to give to this House. 

This bill, sir, was introduced by me by chance. My colleague, 
Mr. Rusk, filed a petition with our committee in behalf of this 
old lady, and because of his absence from the House about that 
time, and in consequence of the extreme old age and condition of 
this applicant, I felt compelled to bring the case speedily to the 
attention of the committee; and therefore it was without ever 
having seen this old woman, without knowing anything of her 
antecedents, except asI learned thein from the reports submitted 
to the Forty-third, Forty-fourth, and Forty-seventh Congresses of 
the United States, I filed a bill in her behalf asking an increase 
of pension from that she is now receiving to $100 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions referred this bill to me as a 
subcommittee for consideration and report. I made, as my re- 
port to that committee, the report which was made to the Forty- 
seventh Congress of the United States, so that the language of 
that report in the main is not my own, but it speaks of Chapul- 
tepec and of the Belen Gate. It speaks, Mr. Chairman, of a war 
that this country waged forty years ago. It is all history to me. 
It comes to us hallowed by the memories of a war in which the 
guns of Leeand of Grant were firedin unison. Itcomesto us sanc- 
tified by the recollections of a period in our country’s history when 
all the sections of this common country united to defend it against 
the aggressions of a foreign foe. 

This old woman, sir, is 84 years of age, more than an octoge- 
narian. Can it be possible, under these circumstances, that there 
is any member of this House who will object to this paltry in- 
crease in her pension, since the history which has been recited 
from the desk shows her to be the widow of a soldier who 
served first in the war of 1812, then in the Florida war, later on 
in the Mexican war, and finally who served throughout the war 
for the suppression of the rebellion? 

Mr. Chairman, I think that the history of this case, as written 
in that report, speaks more eloquently and appeals more potently 
in behalf of this old woman to the members of this committee 
than any language that I could use. I submit the case, therefore, 
to the committee for its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to strike out ‘‘ one 
hundred” and insert ‘“‘ seventy-two,” so that the bill will read 
“$72 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. EVA DAVIS COGSWELL. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to the next 
bill on the Calendar, there is another bill very similar to the one 
which we have just passed, which should be on the Calendar 
about at this point, but has been omitted by some error. It has 
been reported by the committee. I refer to the bill to pension the 
widow of General Cogswell, late a member of this House; and I 
ask unanimous consent now that the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. PooLz] may present that bill, it being very similar, as I have 
re to the one just passed. It should be properly upon the 

aiendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? 

here was no objection. 

Mr, BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, before that is done I ask 
unanimous consent that the next bill to the one just passed, Cal- 
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endar No, 23, be passed over without prejudice and retain its place 
on the Calendar. This bill was introduced by myself. It is a bill 
to pension Martha Brooks. Iask that it retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the bill to which 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


the gentleman from South Dakota referred, the bill to pension 
Mrs. Cogswell. I move the passage of Senate bill No. 1. 
The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair, upon 


consideration, is inclined to doubt whether it is competent for the 
committee, under the order by which it meets to-night, to take up 
and pass that bill. It has not been referred, as the Chair under- 
stands, to the Calendar. It has not been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York can explain 
that. It has been reported, however. 

Mr. POOLE. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, but by a mistake of the Clerk it was not 
printed in the regular order on the Calendar. It was passed some 
days ago by the committee, and should have been on the Calendar, 
occupying a place even above the place where it would appear 
under this order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been reported? 

Mr. POOLE. It has been reported favorably by the committee, 
and should be on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a different situation. 
will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The Clerk 


A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, widow 
Gen. William Cogswell 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Eva Davis Cogs- 
well, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell, at the rate of $75 per month 


f Brig. 


The report (by Mr. POOLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1) 
granting a pension to Eva Davis Cogswell, widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogs- 
well, having carefully considered the same, adopt the accompanying Senate 
report (No. 5) as their own and respectfully recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

[Senate Report No. 67, Fifty-fourth Congre 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1) grantin 
a pension to Eva Davis Cogswell, have examined the same, and report and 
refer to the following military record: 

It is shown by the official records that William Cogswell was mustered into 
service as captain of Company C, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, May 25, 1861, to serve three years; was detailed as acting major of 
the regiment September 25, 1862; was mu ‘ed in as lieutenant-colonel Feb- 
ruary 23, 1863, to date October 23, 1862; as colonel, same regiment, July 11, 
1863, to date June 25, 1863. Under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
ose June 3, 1884, and the acts amendatory thereof, he has been recognized 

xy this Department as commissioned to the grade of colonel, Second Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, to take effect from June 6, 1863 


38, first session 





He was appointed 





brevet brigadier-general of volunteers to rank from December 12, 1564, and 
commissioned as such January 12, 1865. 


By direction of the President he was assigned to duty as brevet brigadier- 
general of volunteers January 12, 1865, whereupon he was designated to com- 
mand the Third Brigade, Third Division, Twentieth Army Corps, January 16 
1865. He assumed command of that brigade on the same day, and contir ued 
with the same until June 15, 1865, when the Twentieth Army Corps was discon- 
tinued He was mustered out and honorably discharged the service ascolonel 
Second Regiment Massachusetts Infantry, and brevet brigadier general o 





volunteers, July 24, 1865. During the period of his servi his officer was al- 
most continuously on active duty in the field with his successive commands. 
On May 3, 1863, in the Chancellorsville campaign near United Ford, Va., 


while lieutenant-colonel of the Second Massa« hu setts Infantry, he re« 
a severe wound of the left arm, on account of which he was furl 
thirty days on May 9, 1863. 

Your committee therefore recommend 
amendment. Amend by striking out the words “one hundred” in line 7 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ seventy-five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the Senate bill, and it provides for the 
payment of $75 amonth. We desired to substitute the Senate bill 
for the House bill, and, as I understand it, this report is made on 
the Senate bill. So the question is on the bill itself as passed by 
the Senate at $75 a month. There is no amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the Senate bill? 

Mr. POOLE. We have adopted the Senate report in our report. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no amendment to the Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemaniscorrect. The question is, 
Shall this bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

SUSAN D. WRIGHT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the | sions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan D. Wright, former 


widow of James W. Wells, late a private in Company I, Tenth New York 
Volunteer Cavalry. 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following 
amendment: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 

The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright, have duly considered the same, 
and report as follows: 

It appears from the evidence submitted to the committee that Susan D. 
Wri ht, prior to her marriage toone Artemus Wright,was the widow of James 
Ww. Wells, of Ce mpany I, of the Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 
who died April 27, 1864. As such widow she was placed upon the pension roll 
of the United States and was in receipt of a pension, under certificate No. 
44798, from the date of her first husband's death to the 4th day of March, 1872. 

On the 9th day of March, 1872, said Susan D. Wright (then Wells) was re- 
married to Artemus Wright and has since drawn no pension, and her name 
has been dropped from the pension roll of the United States. 

On the 25th day of May, 1894, said Artemus Wright died at Middlebury, in 
State of Connecticut, and said Susan D. Wright again became and now is the 

vridow. 

c Said Busan D. Wright is in indigent circumstances and in poor health, hav- 
ing no means of support except Cr daily labor. She is now 61 years of age, 
and by reason of age and feeble health is unable to do hard werk. 

Having carefully considered the bill, and in view of the foregoing facts, 
our committee recommend that the words “subject to the provisions and 

imitations of the pension laws,” in lines 5 and 6, be stricken out, and the 
words “at the rate of $12 per month” be inserted in lieu thereof, and that 
as so amended the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If I understand this case cor- 
rectly, this lady became the widow of the soldier, remarried, and 
is again a widow. I should like to inquire if that is the fact? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think we have gone quite 
far enough when we have pensioned soldiers’ widows who have not 
remarried, especially if the marriage to the soldier took place 
long after his service. I am thoroughly of the opinion that no 
woman who marries a soldier at this time, thirty years after the 
soldier’s service in the Army, should ever be pensioned. If she 
takes the man as a husband because she loves him, she does not 
take him because of his service solely, and there is no reason in 
my mind why, after this long period has elapsed, she should re- 
ceive a pension at all. This case goes even beyond that. After 
this woman became the widow of the soldier, and was entitled to 
a pension under the statutes of the United States, she saw fit vol- 
untarily to relinquish that pension and toremarry. Iam opposed 
to the granting of pensions under those circumstances, and I do 
not believe there is a proper justification for them. For one I 
stand here to oppose such pensions, and shall continue to oppose 
them whenever they are presented, unless some better reason can 
be given for their enactment than I believe can possibly be given. 
I think this woman should stand by her own election, and that 
this rule should go out before the country as one upon which all 
must stand. I am opposed to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BAKER] is mistaken in his premises. I understand him 
to say that this woman did not marry the soldier until a number 
of years after the war. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hamsphire. Will the gentleman permit 
me? The gentleman has misunderstood me. I laid that down as 
a principle, but not as one applicable in this case. I said that this 
woman was the widow of the soldier, and as such became entitled 
to a pension, but subsequently by her own option relinquished her 
right to that pension by remarriage, and that now, as I under- 
stand, it is the object of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
pension her after she had voluntarily abandoned all right to a pen- 
sion under the statutes of the United States. 

Mr, POOLE. I misunderstood the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. POOLE. Ihave not yielded the floor. She married this 
soldier before the war. She was his wife until he died, during the 
war. He was killed in battle April 27, 1864, and she received a 
pension as his widow. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is right. 

Mr. POOLE. To that extent we both agree. The point upon 
which we disagree is this: She did voluntarily give up this pension 
and marry anotherman. By sodoingsherelieved the Government 
of the payment of the $8 a month that she was receiving, and would 
have continued to be entitled to receive but for her re-marriage. 
For the length of time that she was remarried the Government 
was relieved from the paymentof that pension. Hersecond husband 
died and she is destitute to-day, an old woman, and she again ap- 
peals to us to place her upon the pension roll. I think it is right 
that under such circumstances, where a woman has voluntarily 
saved the payment of $8 amonth during the time of her remarriage, 
then, after she has again become a widow, she should again be 
placed se the pension roll. Ithinkweought toplaceall widows 
of that class upon the rolls again. I hope this bill will pass. 
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Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I just want to answer tl, 
tleman from New Hampshire on the general proposition, an 
if there is one class of women or class of widows who ought : 
pensioned it is this class. Now, here isa woman who was a \ 
of a soldier killed in battle. She is his widow to-day. Y, 
not blot that out. Ido not mean in a legal sense. But sh: 
same woman who sent this young man into the war, and | 
lost there, as he lost his life. Now,suppose she has remarri: 
has saved this Government $1,820. And I wish the Commit 
Invalid Pensions would bring in a general bill and mak 
law if a woman remarries, that during the continuance « 
marriage her pension shall be suspended, but on the death 
second or third husband, if she has one, she shall be again })),e0q 
on the pension rolls unless the second or third husband s}),)) 
have left her a competency on which tolive. There is no n 
or justice in depriving this woman of a pension. 

In the case of a woman who lost her husband in the ser of 
his country and was placed upon the pension rolls because }\« Jost 
his life, I would keep her there as long as she lived, even 


married a dozen men. [Laughter and applause.] What reason 
or justice is there in this country taking the pension from the 
widow of a soldier who died in actual battle if she does see proper 
in after years to take another partner that she may have a ¢())- 


panion during the remaining days of her life? That is he 
sion, and I say she should not be deprived of her pension on that 
account. Ido “ae that the chairman of the Committee 
valid Pensions will bring in a bill providing that these wom 


remarry shall not lose their pensions, because there are a great 
many who are getting well advanced in years, but there are stij] 
some who are 65 or 70 who do marry other men. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I presume 
the reason why a pension has ever been granted to a widow is 
because in the death of the husband she has lost the natura! pro- 
tector of her life and the one to whom she could naturally look for 


~~ port. When a woman remarries she regains all that. 
r. MAHON. Not always. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And if she does not regain 
it, that is her misfortune; and she is no more liable to 1 a 
mistake in her maturer years than in her younger years. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I understand you are a bach- 
elor, and therefore it is supposed that you do not sympathize with 
those who have married. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I plead guilty to one part of 
the impeachment and not tothe other. [{Laughter.] Iam a bach- 
elor; but I believe that when a woman marries and has a good 
husband that she ought to be content with that without a pension. 
_ But now, coming back to the case, here is an instance: The 
Woman marries; she becomes a widow, and under the circum 
stances of her becoming a widow she is entitled under the laws of 
the United States to a pension. She voluntarily relinquishes that 


pension for the privilege of marrying again. She has chosen her 
own option; she has taken it deliberately; and having made tho 
selection, she should be bound by it. 

Again, even if that were not so, it would be inappropriate to 


ant this pension in the way proposed by the committee, because 


it is not a solitary instance; it is not alone case. There are un 
questionably 50,000 cases just like it, and there is no reason wliy 
the time of this House should be taken up here this evening, or 
any other evening, in considering questions where there is only 
one of a great class like the present one. If this thing is done it 
should be done deliberately, by a general act, and under « law 
which should be made applicable to all. I am opposed to this one 
to-night, as I should oppose the general enactment, and certainly 
it is not appropriate that this case should pass. There are those 


around me who have already stated that they have twenty-five 
bills that they want to put in if this becomes law, and this (om- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions will be swamped by these bills, to the 
utter exclusion of those of greater merit. I therefore oppose the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to detait 
committee a moment. If my memory serves me right, and | am 
— sure it does, the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the ‘ast 

ouse reported a general bill for this particular purpose. |! we 
were to agree with the argument of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, we would do away with all these bills. His argw 
is simply because we have no general law that we should not juss 
single bill. Now, is that any reason why we should not do justice 
to single individuals until a general bill is passed? And. Mr. 
Chairman, it is beyond comprehension that any gentleman «a! 
lead himself up to reason that a widow having married a sec) 
husband and he dies, she should be cut off from her pension wiicd 
she again becomes a widow. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Having been the widow of 
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the soldier during the service, having given him to the service, 
and made the sacrifice necessary when he went into the Army. 

Mr. PICKLER. If you are in favor of that why are you not in 
favor of the soldier, when he remarries, losing his pension? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, I will tell the gentleman why 
if he will permit me. : 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not yield now. The laws of all civilized 
countries encourage marriage. It begets homes. It is a moral 
proceeding. It builds up communities. It is believed to redound 
to the happiness of the people and to their morality and prosperity. 
Now, why should a woman, if her soldier husband goes down to 
the grave, and she has twenty-five or thirty years before her and 
some good man proposes to marry her and care for her and give 
her a good home in her declining years—why should she lose, on 
that account, the advantage of the pension in case her second hus- 
band dies? Thepension is suspended during the second marriage, 
but why should she not have it again when the husband dies? To 
sav that she should not is simply todiscourage marriage. Itissim- 
ply saying to the widows of soldiers: ‘‘ You shall not have a com- 
fortable home, even if some good man offers to provide it for you.” 
Moreover, the economical aspect of this question, stated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, ought to be considered. While the 
widow is married the Government is paying her no pension, and 
I merely wish to add that if gentlemen would consider the age of 
these old veterans, their diseases, their rheumatism, their pains 
and aches, and their general disabilities, I think they would be 
convinced that any woman who lives with one of them now for 
even a year is entitled to a pension for all the rest of her life. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I am exceedingly sorry that any 
pension case coming before this House should, under any circum- 
stances, meet with my disapprobation. I am one of those who 
believe, as I stated on this floor the other day, that the debt of 
gratitude, and not only of gratitude, but the actual business debt, 
if you choose to call it so, which this Government owes to the 
soldier, is one that is incalculable, and no man will charge me 
with being in any way unfavorable to the idea cf pensions, with- 
out regard to the amount, within the scope of our ability to pay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is an element in the pension laws 
that I think it is our duty to remember and try to be consistent 
with. We all know that the Pension Bureau, from some source of 

ower that I stated the other day I did not believe originated in the 

ureau itself, has established the principle that pensionsis a gratu- 
ity, that it is a gift, that the man, the woman, or the child who ob- 
tains a pension obtains it because we, as the representatives of the 
people, feel that we owe them some little favor, or that in the 
goodness of our hearts and in our patriotism we wish to give them 
something. Ifor one, with the Republican members generally, 
and, I believe, with many of our Democratic friends, have stated 
that that is not the proper basis of the pension system, that a pen- 
sion is a right, not a gratuity. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILES. Does not the idea that it is a gift from the Gov- 
ernment ennoble the pension rather than degrade it? 

Mr. BRUMM. No, sir. 

Mr. MILES. I beg leave to differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, you are entitled to youropinion; but my 
opinion is that a pension is a debt, that the obligation of the 
Government to grant it is a matter of right, and that the func- 
tion of the legislative power in the matter is merely to say what 
the amount shall be and to provide for the system under which 
the soldier may demand and receive his pension asa right. Now, 
if the pension is a right, it is a right that is due to the woman, 
whether she be mother, widow, or daughter of the soldier; not 
because she is a mother; not because she is a widow; not because 
she is a daughter, but because her son or her husband or her 
father did service for the country. In other words, it is because 
of her relationship to the soldier that we grant her a pension. It 
is not because the woman happens to be old or poor, but simply 
because of her relationship to the dead soldier. 

Now, if, having been married to a soldier, the woman breaks 
that relation herself, whether the soldier dies or not, if she chooses 
to change her relationship to him, which is the condition pre- 
cedent, which is the very foundation upon which the granting of 
a pension to her is based, why should she not forfeit that pension? 
I repeat, her title to a pension is based, not upon the fact that she 
is old, not upon the fact that she is poor, but upon the fact of her 
relationship to the soldier. The argument was made here the 
other day that the woman who was married to a soldier and who 
has become a widow ought to have a pension, and that the ques- 
tion of poverty should not be raised at all, and we on this side 
maintained that that was the proper doctrine. 

The question of poverty is a mere incident which may exist in 
any given case, but it is not the basis upon which the pension 
should be granted. Proverty being an incident in some cases, it 
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may tend to regulate the amount of the pension, but that is all. 
The essence of the matter is, the principle upon which the widow 
is entitled to a pension is, that she is the widow of a soldier, and 
the moment she relinquishes that position her right to the pension 
dies. It dies upon the very principle that we have argued and 
maintained on our side of the House ever since I have been in 
Congress, the principle that the woman’s relationship to the soldier 
is what entitles her to a pension, that her right to a pension rests 
wholly upon the service of her husband. 

A soldier enters the service, leaving a wife at home; he dies in 
the service, and thereupon his widow becomes entitled toa pension. 
She has aright to say, ‘“My husband is dead, and by virtue of my 
relationship to him I have a right to demand a certain amount of 
pension which is my due.” Now,that woman determines tomarry 
again, and when she does, her right to the pension dies. She re- 
linquishes it of her own free will. She has changed her relation- 
ship to the dead soldier. No one has changed it for her; she has 
changed it herself. It is a voluntary act on her part. and having 
changed that relationship, when she comes and asks for a renewal 
of the pension we ought to be consistent and say to her: ‘* No mat- 
ter how poor you may be, no matter how old you may be, you are 
not entitled to a pension, because we do not give these pensions as 
gratuities; we give them upon the principle that the applicant is 
the widow or other surviving dependent relative of the dead sol- 
dier.” 

Mr. MAHON. I will ask my colleague whether all pensions to 
widows are not based on this principle: That while the Govern- 
ment can not restore what it has taken away, the life of the hus- 
band, it will, as far as possible, repair the injury that has been 
done to the widow by allowing her a certain amount of money in 
the form of pension. Is not that the principle upon which widows’ 
pensions are based? 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, no. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. No. There is nosuch thing as compensating in 
dollars and cents for the blood of the soldiers of the Union. [Ap- 
plause.| It can not be done. 

Mr. MAHON. Ispeak of the widows. 

Mr. BRUMM. Even as to the widows, you can not compensate 
them in dollars andcents. Thereis a principle involved that goes 
beyond dollars and cents, and I stand here in favor of the widows 
and the orphans and the mothers of our soldiers to assert that 
principle, because I am in favor of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
for a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman contend, when the widow 
of the soldier marries a second time, that she reveres any the less 
the memory of her dead husband? Has she less respect for his 
memory because she marries again? 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I would be sorry to be the 
keeper of the consciences and the affections of all the widows 
in this country. I would not undertake anything of that kind. 
The question of the gentleman has no relevancy to the discussion 
of this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman can answer yes or no. 

Mr. BRUMM. The presumption is that when a widow marries 
another man it is because she loves him and that she loves none 
other, and [ am not going to answer any further the question than 
this, for it is not necessary. The soldier’s widow has just as good 
aright to marry as any other widow, and I could only wish that 
every soldier’s widow throughout this broad land could marry and 
be taken care of by her husband very much better than the Gov- 
ernment takes care of them under our present pension system. 

But this question of remarriage is a matter of election with her. 
She marries and takes her chance. If she changes the relation- 
ship which she holds toward the Government, she loses her right 
to demand a pension. That is my view of the case, and gentle- 
men in dealing with this question should be consistent. You can 
not say in the one instance this matter of pension is a right, and 
that they should demand it, and then when that relationship which 
the party holds toward the Government is changed come in and 
declare, as gentlemen do on this side of the House occasionally, 
that the pension is a mere matter of charity. Let it be the one 
orthe other. If it is a matter of right, then that right terminates 
when she changes her relationship. 

3ut there is another thought to which I shall briefly allude. 
There is an effort being made all over the country, north as well 
as south of us—why, we have somein the North not very far from 
us, Republicans as wellas Democrats—few of them, comparatively, 
perhaps—who are finding fault with the immense amount of 
money thatis being paid out to the soldiers in the way of pensions. 
They are poisoning the minds of the people because of the amount 
the number of dollars and cents involved. This sentiment, Mr. 
Chairman, is being nursed and fostered among a certain class of 
people, and it is becoming somewhat dangerous in certain locali- 
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ties, against the pension laws and the pensions to be granted to 
worthy soldiers as well as to the worthy widows, mothers, and 
daughters of soldiers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a motion 
to rise, and let this bill remain until the next evening? We must 
rise in a few moments, in order to succeed in passing the bills 
which have been acted upon by the committee. 

Mr. BRUMM. I will close with a few words. I will occupy 
but a very brief time of the committee. It will save time for me 
to cones now and conclude what I desire to say upon this 
subject. 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the gentleman will yield to the motion 
and let this matter go over, as there is a question I would like to 
ask him before the debatecloses. Let it go over until next week. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ido not care to occupy further time upon this 
particular question, and prefer to conclude now. 

There is such a thing, Mr. Chairman, as riding a pension and a 
good thing to death; and if we want to do the right and proper 
thing for the soldiers of this country, and for their orphans and 
widows, we must be sure to be consistent as we proceed, and the 
American people, with argument properly in our favor, will stand 
with us, and the question of dollars and cents will be but a small 
item in their estimation. 

That is all I desired to say upon this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe committee do 
now rise and report the bills to the House with the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Payng having taken 
the chair as Speaker = tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House, having had under consideration 
the pension bills on the Private Calendar, had directed him to re- 
port sundry bills to the House with variousrecommendations; and 
also that the committee had had under consideration House bill 
No. 952, and had come to no resolution thereon, i 


BILLS PASSED, 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole, 


were severally considered, the House bills ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, and the Senate bills ordered to a third read- 

ing, read the third time, and passed: 

ye = (8. 188) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
sgood; 

A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 925) to pension Annie J. Corbett; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 147) —— a pension to George W. Case, late 
private vat! B, Twenty-seventh New York Cavalry; 

é bill (H. R.711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 
an 

A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were severally considered, the amendments 
agreed to, the House bills ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and the Senate bills ordered to athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; 

S = (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. 
eith; 

A bill (H. R. 1141) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 1616) granting a pension to Michael E. Bricker, 
of Edgerton, Ind.; and 
at bill (H. R. 8698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 

ulany. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PicKLER (at 10 o’clock and 28 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned until Monday, January 27, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock m, 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 

— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, as 
‘ollows: 

A bill (S. 227) to permit the withdrawal of certain papers and 
the signing of certain receipts by John Flinn or his attorney—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. pete gonetiias for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of 
North Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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A bill (5. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore Englis},— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones—to { 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 54) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens—to the Committ 
on War Claims. 

A bill (8.56) for the relief of John M. Davis—to the Commit: 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8.57) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings—to | 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8.58) for the relief of John 8. Neet, jr.—to the Com 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (8.59) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack—to the C 
mittee of War Claims. 

A bill (8.61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm—to the C 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8.60) for the relief of George A. Orr—to the Commit 
on War Claims. 

A bill (8.564) providing for the establishment and enforcement 
of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of the United 
States canals and similar works of navigation, and for other ; 
poses—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

A bill (8. 564) providing for the collection of fees for furnishing 
certificates of title to vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (8S. 153) authorizing the persons herein named to accept 
certain decorations and testimonials from the late Hawaiian Goy- 
ernment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8.661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of 8. W. Marston, late United 
States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and 
expenses—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 130) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain Rail- 
way Company a right of way through the Colville Indian Reserya- 
tion, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 137) granting an increase of pension to William VW. 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 140) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (S. 836) for the relief of William J. Murray—to the © 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 944) granting a pension to Robert Gamble—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Florence \W. 
Buskirk--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob—to tli 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of 
the late Frederick Schwatka—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to Maude Ard 
Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahue—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F’. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 585) granting an increase of pension to Martha 8 
Hitchcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A biil (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 1. 
Breedlove—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. eo for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan—te the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. re 

Joint resolution i. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at_Oa- 
land, Cal., certain cannon, etc.—tothe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 466) granting a pension to William Brown—to to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

A bill (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. | and audit, according to equity, the claim of Grubb & Robinsen, 
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Holly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a firm consisting of Alfred B. Grubb and William H. Robinson, 
A bill (S. 748) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent— | and of Alfred B. Grubb, for building material sold and delivered 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to members of the Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kan- 


A bill (S. 1208) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- | sas, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
day, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday—to the Commit- | report (No. 118); which said bill and report were referred to the 
tee on Invalid Pensions. : : Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.2917) to authorize 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State | the Secretary of the Interior to pay, from their own funds, for 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it_as a | certain legal services rendered the “Old Settlers” or Western 
post road”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | Cherokee Indians, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
merce. rae ; h | panied by a report (No. 114); which said bill, amendment, and 

A bill (S. 214) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, | state of the Union. 
from som suitable point between the north line of St. Clair County, Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
[ll., and the southwest line of said county—to the Committee on | to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 650) to incorporate 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : : | the Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of Columbia, 
A bill (8. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across | reported the same without amendment, ac companied by a report 


the Missouri River at or near the city of Chamberlain, in Brule | (No. 115); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

County and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota—to the | Calendar. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
A bill (S. 25) authorizing the Dyersburg and Mississippi River | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3009) granting to the 

Railway and Improvement Company to bridge the Obion River | Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of 

in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Interstate and | way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa 





Foreign Commerce. Indian Reservation, in Minnesota, reported the same with amend- 
A bill (S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster—to the | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 116); which said bill, amend- 

Committee on War Claims. ment, and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
A bill (S. 32) for the relief of the legal representatives of John | House on the state of the Union. 

C. Howe, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
A bill (8S. 271) for the relief of Newberry College, Newberry, | to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2656) to provide 

§. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. for the incorporation and regulation of medical colleges in the Dis- 


A bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the | trict of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- | nied by a report (No. 117); which said bill, amendment, and r port 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, | were referred to the House Calendar. 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 

A bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United States | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1442) to amend an act 
to the International Marine Conference of 1889—to the Committee | entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Indians in theState of Minnesota,” reported the same with amend- 

A bill (8. 1423) to protect the wages of seamen—to the Com-| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 119) : which said bill, amend- 
mittee on the ao Marine and —oes ao oe ment, and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 

A bill (S. ee ranting a pension to Martha Allen—to the Com- | House on the state of the Union. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. er 

Joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census—to REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
the Committee on Labor, 

A bill (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. metedicnedlt tne ines Clade al tees Wiis Wien on es 

: a eatie alint : says s = 5 ferre s Co tee O he ole ise, as follows: 

Pr ae S eee Cee A. Caciewentner, of | By Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Ahan (Ran ¢ sak ost c he bi 3139) f » relief of M. R. William Grebe - 
A bill (S. 529) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon— an as = - 3139) for the relief of M. R. William Grebe. (Re 

to the Committee on Claims. 1 ae aes . : ; cae = 

. ry : , = 3y Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 

A bill (8. 709) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon—to the bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. (Report 
Committee on Claims. oo ‘No. 121 

A bill (8S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to authorize | “pO 40! a : ZR. fro ie ae lth aaah 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to con- — oa CROW = B, Se m the © ree on Invali Pensi a 

; a : ie bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday, 

structand operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through (Report No. 118.) 

the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 

27, 1893—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. bill (H. R. 222 


t. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Shil- 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


ling. (Report No. 123.) 
By Mr. ‘THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- | The bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer. 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the | (Report No. 122. 

Speaker, as follows: By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of an | bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of John E. Evans. (Report No. 
officer of engineers, with a report of an expert commission, on cer- | 125.) 
tain matters relating to the Washington Aqueduct and the water By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
supply of the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Dis- | bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to Charles A. Foster, late act- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. ing assistant surgeon, United States Army. (Report No. 124.) 

A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, re- By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
sponding to the House resolution of December 12, 1895, relative to | bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, widow 
expense and emolument accounts rendered by United States court | of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell. (Report No. 127.) 
officials—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
printed. The bill (S. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill. (Report No. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 128.) 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of resurvey of Merrimac —— 

River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
and ordered to be printed. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 





Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


; follows: 
RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. ATWOOD: 4 bill (H. R. 4690) for the erection of an ap- 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally | praiser’s warehouse in the city of Boston, Mass., and for other 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to | purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which | 4691) to regulate and advance the salaries of the watch force in 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1265) to authorize the | the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department to examine ' Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) providing for the transfer of a certain 
class of pensioners from one set of rolls to another set of rolls in 
the Pension Department—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s1ons. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 4693) to amend an act es- 
tablishing Atlanta, Ga., a port of delivery, approved February 238, 
1881—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4694) to amend section 1 of the act 
of March 8, 1891, entitled “‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr, OV 7 
building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 4696) to amend section 4504 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to the duties of shipping commis- 
sioners—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 4697) to relieve James M. Busby 
and others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Matteawan—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4699) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of Congaree River, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 4700) to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of the district and circuit courts of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRAIT (by request): A bill (H. R. 4701) to develop 
fourteen water transportation routes to the seaboard, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4702) to enact a general bridge 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4703) providing for a life- 
saving station at the entrance to Rogue River, in Oregon, and for 
life-saving crew—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 4704) pro- 
viding for advertising in the District of Columbia by contract— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4705) making 
an appropriation for the construction of an electrical cruiser and 
to provide electrical equipment for one or more cruisers already 
in service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 4706) to grant land to the 
State of Alabama for the use of the Tuskegee Normal and Indus- 
trial Institute—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4707) for the relief and pro- 
tection of American seamen—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 4708) to make an equitable adjust- 
ment of the grants of land to the several States of the Union for 
seminaries of learning or universities—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4709) for revenue, to favor a 
more equitable distribution of wealth by discouraging vast ac- 
cumulations in a few hands, and as a recompense for its fostering 
protection which has made the accumulation of vast private for- 
tunes possible—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4710) to amend the pen- 
sion laws by increasing the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors, 
and for other yurposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 4773) to amend sections 2527 
and 2529 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 4774) for optional and com- 
er retirement of Government employees of the Executive 

Jepartments in the classification service, and for the creation of a 
fund for the protection of such employees—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4775) to remove navy-yard and 
estimate cost of reclaiming Eastern Branch flats—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A joint resolution (H. Res. 96) pro- 
viding for the disposition of certain property now in the hands of 
the receiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. HOWE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 97) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relating to 
marriage and divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A resolution (House Res. No. 131) pro- 
viding that the laborer, Thomas H. Adams, shall be reinstated as 
an employee in the west cloakroom of the House—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A resolution (House Res. No. 132) of in- 
—_ relating to the appointment of certain officers in the United 

tates Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A memorial of the Arkansas general assembly, 
asking for the permanent improvement of the Ouachita River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 





SNS: A bill (H. R. 4695) for the erection of a public | 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ¢ 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4711) for the relief of Ja 
Mann, of Baltimore City, Md.—to the Committee on War Cla 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pens 
to Margaret A. Luthy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) removing the charge of desertion st, 
ing against Edgar B. Willoughby, deceased—to the Committ; 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4714) granting a: 
crease of pension to Norman C. Webster, of Topeka, Kans. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4715) granting a pension to D. W. Mars! 
of Eldorado, Kans.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4716) for the relief of B: 
min F. Cooper—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4717) for 
relief of Whitner Symmes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4718) to carry out the findi 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of William T) 
ton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 4719) for the relief of S. H. L 
& Co., late of Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isjac 
H. Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pey 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) granting an increase of pension to 
Orleina J. Clark, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 4722) to correct an act entitled 
‘An act to pension George Hunter ”—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 4723) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Kiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4725) for the relief of Jos 
Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 4726) for the relief of Richard A. 
Winscott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to 
Jared 8S. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4728) granting a pension to Nellie L.Grosho. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 4729) for the relief of Benja 
man Weille—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of John W. Peek—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 4731) for the relief of C. 
Carter—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 4782) granting 
a pension to Sarah J. Stewart,of Brookville, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4733) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Enoch W. Smith, of Leechburg, Pa.—to tlie 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) removing charges of desertion from thie 
military record of Theodore H. Weaver—to the Committee on Ml 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4735) granting a pension to Mary J. Adair, : 
Indiana, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.4736) for the relief of James E. Cann, pay- 
master in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Claim- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) to remove the charge of desertion froin 
the military record of William Conner, of Apollo, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) to increase the pension of Frank Dona 
hugh to $50—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4739) to increase the pension of Col. Geor 
C. Anderson, of Latrobe, Pa., to $72—to the Committee on Invalii 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) to correct the military record of Geor: 
W. Warren, of Smicksburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 4741) removing the charge of : 
sertion from the military record of Frederick Castine—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Murphy—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4743) to increase the pension 0! 
Woods W. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Den- 
nis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 4745) to carry out the findings 





ee 





1896. 





of the Court of Claims in the case of Charles L. Pyles—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 4746) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Wilber F. Barr—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 4747) granting a pension to Marian 
J. Kline—to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘By Mr. LEONARD: A bill (H. R. 4748) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to revoke the order dismissing Second 
Lieut. Edwin F. Nixon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3v Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 4749) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of George W. 
Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4750) to carry out the findings of the Court of | 
Claims in the case of Sterling M. Davis, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H.R. 4751) granting a pension to Lydia 
M. Cutshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4752) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost—to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lambert L. Mulford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4754) for the relief of Dollie 
E. Vedder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of Elizabeth 
J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert 








T, Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 4756) granting a pension to Cathe- 
rine R. Jardine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4757) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of James Larkin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H.R.4758) to correct the military 
record of William R. Cox, Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers—-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4759) granting a pension to Eli 
Overhultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 4760) granting a 
pension to Henry Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 4761) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George H. Smallwood—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4762) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of David Gibson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas H. Milsaps—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4764) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary Latham, of Brooksville, Blount County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4765) to increase 
the pension of Capt. D. W. Hamelton—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4766) to refer claim of Thomas 
M. Hobbs tothe Court of Claims—to the Committee on WarClaims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4767) for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Phoenix, Yazoo County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of the estate of Leroy B. 
Wilkins, of Scott County. Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4769) for the 


relief of Edward P. M. Robinson, of Fairfield County, S. C.—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of John S. | 


Appleton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4771) for the relief of John H. 
Neidigh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of the es- 
tates of John Flower and Thomas B. Flower, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of Mary E. 
Layton, administratrix of John M. Layton, deceased—to the Com- 





mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 4777) for the relief of William McDaniel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring appropriations for coast defenses—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, protest of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange against 
the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the abolition of compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor 
ing,the licensing of mastersand chief mates of sail vessels over 700 
tons, as provided in Senate bill No. 180—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of John M. Baker 
and others, of Chester Hill, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of F. Potts Green and 68 other citizens of Belle- 





| fonte, Pa., praying for according belligerent rights to Cuba—to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of L. R. Mortimer and others, of Lawsonham, Pa., 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial relating to a pension to Mary 
Cray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of M. G. Roberts, W. T. Plumb, and 
17 other citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., favoring the passage of 
the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
John C. Gillespie, deceased, late of Hamilton County, Temn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of citizens of Pawtucket, R. I., in 
favor of the recognition of Cuban insurgents—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of New York Typographical 
Union, No. 6, in reference to the recognition of the belligerent 
rights of Cuban patriots—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of voters of Welton, Clinton 
County, Iowa, against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Muscatine (lowa) Commercial Club, pray- 
ing for liberal appropriation for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River and the speedy completion of the Hennepin Canal—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Company A, Fourth Regiment of the Iowa Na- 
tional Guard, indorsing House bill No. 2294—to the Committee 
on the Militia. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Cooper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Three petitions, as follows: From members 
of Company C, Fourth Regiment Iowa National Guard, Webster 
City, Iowa; Company G, Fourth Regiment Iowa National Guard, 
Fort Dodge, Iowa, and Company I, Fourth Regiment Iowa Na- 
tional Guard, Boone, Iowa, indorsing House bill No. 2294, for the 
organizing and disciplining of the militia of the several States— 
to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of the mayor and 
citizens of Darlington, 8. C., for theimprovement of Winyah Bay, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Orlenia J. Clark, of Louisville, 
Ky., for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Meta Coleman and others, asking an increase 
of the pension of Mrs, Orlenia J. Clark, of Louisville, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Urban A. Woodbury, of Burling- 
ton, Vt., and 8 others, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United 
States”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. HARMER: Petition from citizens of Germantown, 
Twenty-second Ward of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an act de- 
signed to secure a better grade of immigrants to this country—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Charles A. Bell, for the removal of charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Memorial of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Butte, Mont... favor- 
ing the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of H.G.Snyder, Levi Wolf, J. M. Mil- 
ler, and 88 other citizens of Rockwood, Pa., for restricted immi- 
gration and enactment of the law known as the Stone bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions adopted at a mass 
meeting held in Anniston, Ala., January 10, 1896, sympathizing 
with the Cuban patriots, and asking that they be accorded belliger- 
ent rights—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the National Live Stock Exchange of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying that Congress will enact such legislation as may 
be deemed expedient looking to a reciprocal exchange of produc 
tions, and thereby affording an opportunity of sending the live- 
stock and meat-food products of the United States to the markets 
of the world, unhampered by any unnecessary and uncalled-for 
restrictions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. HOOKER: Five petitions of the Woman’s Christian By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of citizens of New Cumberland. p 
Temperance Union, of East a Franklinville, and Silver | in favor of pension for Jacob Witmer, of Company E, Ei: 
Creek, N. Y., praying for the prohibition of the sale of beer at | seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to accompany I! 
Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the | bill No. 8319—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. | Also, petition of Integrity Council, No. 197, Order Uy 

Also, petition of 87 voters of Little Genesee, Allegany County, | American Mechanics, of Mechanicsburg, Pa., praying fo 
N. Y., against Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Com- | passage of House bill No, 884, in relation to the improper u 
mittee on the District of Columbia. the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Chautauqua County Pomona Grange, By Mr. STEELE: Petition of A. J. Stakebrake, W. S. D 
against the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Com- | and 60 others, to increase the pension of William Grose, c 
mittee on Ways and Means. Thirty-sixth Indiana Infantry, brigadier and brevet majo: 

By Mr. KULP: Petition in support of joint resolution (H. Res. | eral of volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
90), to revive the grade of Lieutenant-General in the United By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Three petitions, respect 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. of P. Chandler and 74 others, of Fifield; D. F. Tyler and 91 0: 

Also, petition of George P. Emerick and others, of Shamokin, | of Glidden; E. B. Gordon and 76 others, of Morse and other | 
Pa., praying for the passage of an act to secure a better grade of | itiesin the State of Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to { 
immigration, known as the Stone bill—to the Committee on Im- | improve the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committ 
migration and Naturalization. Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of 8. B. Ellsworth, of Logansville, By Mr. SORG: Petition of J. A. Patterson, C. T. Chamber 1 
Ohio, favoring an amendment to section 4 of the act of March 2, | 96 others, of Middletown, Ohio, praying for the passage 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on fh 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Toledo Produce Exchange, favorit 
issue of long-term bonds in sums of $50 and less at a rate of 
est not to exceed 3 per cent, to be offered to the people . 
country and no other—to the Committee on Banking and ( 
rency. 

By Mr. SPENCER: Papers to accompany House bill for t! 
lief of Leon Strauss, of Caddo Parish, La.—to the Committ 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of G. M. Holland, M. L. Too! i 

By Mr. LINTON: Resolution of the board of directors of the | 68 other citizens of Minnesota, for the enactment of Hous | 
Saginaw Board of Trade, asking that certain Michigan docks be | No. 382i—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


perfected—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. By Mr. WASHINGTON: Papers to accompany House bil! for 








1889—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of United States Maimed Soldiers’ League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring House bill No. 851, for increase of 
—— of certain maimed soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of E. E. Perry, secretary of the Winter Wheat 
Millers’ League, Indianapolis, Ind., asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 8212—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. LEONARD: Petition of voters of Shinglehouse, Potter 
County, Pa., against eeanp camerennee bill (H. R. 167)—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany House bill for the | the relief of James J. Wylie, of Humphreys County, Tenn. 
relief of Cephas A. Christian, of Newton County, Ga.—to the | Committee on War Claims. 

Committee on War Claims. Also, petition of Solomon De Brow, of Davidson County, T\ 

By Mr. McOREARY of Kentucky: Petition of the Equal Rights | asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the ( 
Association of Kentucky, in favor of woman suffrage—to the Com- | mittee on War Claims. 
mittee on the Judiciary. By Mr. WHEELER: Papers to accompany House bills for t 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of the Western waterways conven- | relief of the following-named parties of Madison County, Ala 
tion, recommending the permanent improvement of the Ouachita | Senia McClelland, Edward Moore, William Jones, and Corland 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. M. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of voters of North Loup, Valley Also, petition of Mary Abernathy, of Lawrence County, Ala., 
County, Nebr., against Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to | praying that the war claim of R. B. Abernathy, deceased, |at 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. Giles County, Tenn., be referred to the Court of Claims—t 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petition of 365 resident electors | Committee on War Claims. 
of Waupaca, Portage, and Wood counties, Wis., asking for the By Mr. WOOD: Petition of John §. Cochennour, for inc 
improvement of Manitowoc Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Commit- | of pension, to accompany House bill No. 3189—to the Comn 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. on fnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of citizens of Lonoke County, Ark., for 

Sage of a bill for the relief of the publishing house of the Metho- 
Bist Episcopal Church South, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of B. F. Rogers, E. W. Childs, and 22 
others, against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of members of Mathew Gray Post, 
No. 93, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in be- 
half of service-pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of the Hansman Pipe Factory and 
citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., relating to tariff on clay smoking 
pipes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of voters of Brookfield, N. Y., against Sunday- 
observance bill (H.R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of American Authors’ Guild, asking 
that authors’ manuscripts be allowed to pass through the mails 
= eneReeaeN the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, petition of the Atlantic Coast Seamen’s Union, praying 
that laws heretofore passed for the amelioration of the condition 
of American seamen be not repealed—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of John C. Miles, A. B. Personett, and 
26 other veterans of the late war, asking that a pension of $8 a 
month be granted to those who served not less than ninety days 
in the Army or Navy and were honorably discharged—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolutions of New London 
a.) Board of Trade, favoring a harbor of refuge at Block 

nd, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHANNON: Petition and papersof Edith A. A. Merriam, 
relating to letters patent No. 234417—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of voters of the town of Verona, Oneida County, 
N. Y., against Sunday-observance bill (H.R. 167)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 


“ Also, memorial and resolutions of public meeting of citize: 
the city of Olney, Ill., praying action by the United States in 
regard to Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Fo 
Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 24, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a comm 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a con 
nication from the Auditor for the State and other Department 
the 23d instant, submitting additional items of deficiencies in 
propriations for expenses of United States courts, and rec 
mending that the same be included in the urgent defici: 
appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying statement, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered t 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secr 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
December 30, 1895, the correspondence and other papers in 
possession relating to the First National Bank of Orlando, |! 
and the receiver last appointed, and the transactions conn 
with the bank under his administration, together with a re| 
of the Comptroller of the Currency; which, on motion of | 
CALL, was referred to the Select Committee on National Banks, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Si 
retary of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution of the 1)! 
instant, calling for information as to what amount is necessary |” 
be a for payment of the cost of sites for the purpose 
erecting fortifications and coast defenses, a report of W. P. Crais- 
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hill, prigadier-general, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 

on the subject; which, with the accompanying report, was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 

ney-General, in response to a resolution of December 3, 1895, call- 

ing for the number of suits against the United States filed in the 


Court of Claims and not adjudicated at the commencement of | 


the present term thereof, with certain specified details, stating 
that the suits against the Government m that court are separated 
into two distinct classes, the first class including all except suits 
for Indian depredations, and the second including those for In- 
dian depredations; which was referr: i to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, and ordered to be prini: ae | 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Oe 


tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the | 


Auditor for the War Department, submitting an estimate of defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for pay of two and three year volun- 
teers’ certified claims for the current fiscal year, amounting to 





He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to re- 
move discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged 
in the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, licens- 
ing masters and chief mates of sail vessels over 700 tons; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of Phil 
adelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bills Nos. 
1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing amendments to the navigation 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
at the annual meeting of National Council, Order of United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, held in Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 884, making it unlawful for any person to print, 


| stamp, or impress any words, figures, or designs upon the flag of 


75,000, and recommending that the same be included in the urgent | 


deficiency appropriation bill; which, with theaccompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the secretary of the Baltimore and Catonsville Con- 
struction Company, transmitting, in compliance with law, the 


the United States, or any representation thereof; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of H. H. Minnick and 29 other citi- 
zens of Rock, of H. C. McKinley and 73 other citizens of Meyers- 
dale, of Frank Patterson and 22 other citizens of Fayette County, 
of H. C. Lewis and 94 other citizens of Cokeville, and of J. A. 
Warden and 270 other citizens of Allegheny County, all in the 


| State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 


first annual statement of the receipts and disbursements of the | 
Maryland and Washington Railway Company of the District of | 


Columbia; which, with the accompanying statement, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present the petitions of D. C. Zink, of Grand 
Island, Nebr.; of George C. McKay, of North Platte, Nebr., and 
of John H. Blacklock, of Baltimore, Md., in favor of the passage of 
the bill heretofore introduced by me authorizing the creditors 
of insolvent national banks to elect a permanent receiver. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Select Committee on National 
Banks. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Presbyterian 
Ministers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., indorsing the resolution 
upon the Armenian question lately offered by Senator Hoar; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a series of resolutions adopted by the 
First Congregational Church of Manasquan, N. J., relating to 
the Armenian question and calling upon Congress to demand of the 


Turkish Government that it protect our own citizens dwelling or | 


passing through its Empire. As the subject has been reported 
upon, I ask that the petition lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Illinois pardon an interrup- 
tion? 





What has become of the resolutions which were reported | 


from the Committee on Foreign Relations relating to the Arme- | 


nian question? 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolutions are upon the table, and I have 
been waiting for two days since I reported them to call them up. 
As the Senator may remember, I asked to have them taken up for 
consideration at once, but it was suggested that they ought to be 
printed before being considered, and hence they went over. I 
desired to call them up yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT. I Staretood they were to be taken up the next 
day after they were laid over. 


Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for legis- 
lation in relation to Armenian affairs. ‘The petitioners state that 
they represent a membership and following of not fewer than 
1,000 people who believe that the protection of the home is the 
supreme duty of statesmen, and they earnestly and solemnly be- 
seech Congress to take such action as shall put our home-loving 
Republic on record as having used its moral and material influence 
by the expression of its opposition to the Armenian outrages, I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of War- 
ren, Mass., remonstrating against the atrocities in Armenia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Washington, praying that an appropriation be made for 


| the improvement of the Skagit River in that State; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made for the 
completion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179 to re- 
move discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bills 
1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing amendments to (he navigation 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 130, 
licensing masters and chief mates of sail vessels of over 700 tons; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr.CULLOM. They were to have been taken up yesterday, but | 


several Senators were very anxious to address the Senate, and I gave 
way and gave notice that I would call them up this morning. I 
hope that immediately after the morning business, as I believe 


their consideration will take very little time, I may be given the | 


floor for the purpose of calling up those resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois will lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Peace Society of Penn- 


sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation looking to the | 


restoration of peace in Cuba through arbitration; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Peace Society of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation creating a peace fund to 
consist of 1 per cent of all sums appropriated for war purposes; 
such fund to be drawn upon by the President for the purpose of 
settling difficulties by mediation, arbitration, gnd conciliation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Healso presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made for the comple- 


tion of the scheme of coast defenses; which was referred 
to the on Coast Defenses. 








Mr. LINDSAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newport, 
Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Federation of 
Labor of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1247, creating a public circulating library for the 
District of Columbia: which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Falls City, Nebr., ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the Union Army 
and Navy during the war of the rebellion, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting a pension of $8 a month to every man 
who served not less than ninety days in the Army or Navy and was 
honorably discharged, and also that a pension of not less than $12 
a month be granted to the widows of these soldiers or sailors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the managing board of the 
Boston Evangelical Alliance, of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation granting protection to the American mis- 
sions in Turkey, and extending sympatby to the suffering Arme- 
nians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of New 
London, Conn., praying Congress to take such action as is necessary 
to make the Great Salt Pond in Block Island a permanent harbor 
of refuge; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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land, Me., praying for the further improvement of Portland Har- 
bor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present the affidavit of William 
Michael Byrne, of Wilmington, Del., relative to the case of Henry 
A. Du Pont, claiming to have been elected a Senator from that 
State. I move that the affidavit be printed asa document, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this connection I ask for the 
adoption of the order I send to the desk. 

Tne order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to 
sit during the sessions of the Senate, for the purpose of considering the claim 
of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY. On the 22d instant the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McBripk}, on behalf of a majority of the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported with amendments the bill (S. 36) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands, and to provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase 
money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.” I 
desire, on behalf of the Senator from Florida — Pasco], the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and myself, to file the views 
of the minority, and I ask that they be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be 
received and printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 753) for the relief of Margaret Ken- 
many reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 641) to promote Commodore Louis C. 
Sartori, now on the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral 
on said list, in accordance with his original position on the Navy 
+ reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 642) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 716) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 982) to grant medals to survivors 
and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson (La.) forlorn-hope 
storming column, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 


CRIPPLE CREEK DISTRICT, COLORADO, 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate relating to print- 
ing the paper entitled ‘‘Geology and mining industries of the 
Cripple Creek district, Colorado,” to report back the amendment 
of the House of Representatives and move that it be concurred in. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was read and 
concurred in, as follows : 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 20, 1896. 
Resolved, That the foregoing concurrent resolution of the Senate to printa 
pa yer entitled *‘Geology and mining industries of the Cripple Creek district, 
‘olorado,”” do pass with the following amendment: 
Line 2, strike out all after ‘“‘ That,’ down to and including line 16, and insert: 
“There be printed, at the earliest day practicable, 5,000 copies, in separate 
form, with paper covers, of the po entitled ‘Geology and mining industries 
of the Cripple Creek district, Colorado.’ constituting pages 1 to 209 of part 2 
of the Sixteenth Annual Report of the United States Geological Survey, with 
the accompanying illustrations, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 
copies for distribution by the Geological Survey.” 


EULOGIES ON DECEASED REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania; upon the Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, 
late a Representative from the State of Kentucky; and upon the Hon. George 
wy : an iate a Representative from the State of Ohio, be printed as required 

DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing 
the distribution of copies of the Official Records of the Union and 
Confederate Navies in Congressional districts where distribution 
has not been made, to report it without amendment. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

ere being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 





the War of the Rebellion, both of the Union and of the Confed 
navies, to such libraries, organizations, and individuals a: 
be designated before the meeting of the next Congress 
Representatives in the Fifty-fourth Congress of the district 
Representatives in the Fifty-third Congress failed to design 
distributees of their quota of the Official Records or any part t 
as authorized by the act of Congress approved July 31, 1s: 1 
the joint resolution approved March 2, 1895, to the extent 
the manner and form provided in that act. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and ; 


REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con. 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was r 1 
the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 7th insta: 
viding for a select committee to make inquiry whether t] is, 
and for the last two years and a half has been, a republica m 
of government in the State of Alabama, reported it back 
recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on 
ileges and Elections; which was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BLOOMINGTON, ILL. 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] to the bill Iam about to rep I 
am directed by the Committee on Public Buildings and G: 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 89) « 
ing the erection and completion (except heating apparatus 
United States post-office building at Bloomington, IIl., t: 
it favorably, without amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate to put the joint reso 
upon its passage. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to object to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr.CULLOM. The joint resolution comes from the Com 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. It has been considered by that 
committee. It has been passed by the other House. The men 
employed on that work are laid off and are now simply v y 
until this little change in the law shall bemade. It does not incur 
a single cent of additional expense, and delay simply results in 
idleness on the part of the workmen who have been engaged upo1 
that building for the last year or more. I hope the Senator from 
Nebraska will not object to its present consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. The statement the Senator from Illinois makes 


is true with reference to every public building. There seeis to 
have been a little ring in the Senate on the question of obtaining 
public buildings. For instance, Dlinois now has under construc- 
tion in the city of Chicago a building for which an appropriation 


of about $5,000,000 has been made. 

Mr. CULLOM. Only $4,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will cost $8,000,000 before it is completed. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has no right to make that state- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Pennsylvania a few days ago 
got a bill through for the construction of a public building. At 
the last Congress it was quite a common thing for the Kastern 
States and the Middle Western States to procure large appropria- 
tions for the construction of public buildings. We west of the 
Missouri River, with the exception of one or two instances, have 
been unable to get even $25,000 or $30,000 appropriated for tl. 
struction of public buildings at places where the Federal court is 
held at least twice a year. 

It occurs to me that the proper thing to do is for the Committ: 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to take up all such measures 
that are pending before it and consider them all at the same time, 
so that every locality in the Union may have an equal opportunity 
to procure its fair proportion of the public expenditures. 

Mr. CULLOM. If this were an original bill providing f: 
construction of a public building at the city of Bloomington I 
would not seek to put it upon its immediate passage, but for yours 
the law has been passed providing for the construction of the build- 
ing and the work has been going on. A point has been reached 
where it is necessary to change the previous legislation a litt! so 
that there may be changes of plans with reference to the const: 
tion in order to keep the cost of the building within the amount 
already appre riated. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Ilinois permit a quest 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Is any appropriation whatever involved in the 
joint resolution? * 

Mr. CULLOM. Not one penny. 

Mr. WHITE. Then there is nothing to be taken out of ' 


Treasury by it? ¥ 
Mr. CULLOM, Not a penny is asked to be taken out of the 
Treasury. A specific clause in the joint resolution provides t)1t 
the change shall not cost a single additional cent. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nebraska made a vi ry 
sweeping remark. I think he is in the habit of doing that. He 


yr the 








1896. 





cays that in the last Congress a great many bills were passed for 
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at this point, I will state that those were twenty-five-thousand- 


6 ES sublic buildings in the East. I will say to the Senator from Ne- | dollar public buildings at the capital of three of the important 
; 4 praska that not one single bill, as I recollect it, passed the last | Western States; but outside of the appropriations for those three 
. Gt Congress for a public building in any one of the Eastern States. | States there was not an appropriation of any consequence for the 
. ‘ For my own State a bill had passed the Senate, I think twice, pro- | construction of public buildings in the transmissouri country. 
te e viding for a public building, but I could not even get a report Mr. VEST. Ionly know, I will state in reply to the last utter- 
f from the committee in the last Congress. I think I am correct in | ance of the Senator, that that bill was prepared and agreed upon 
d a saying that the Senator entirely misstates the fact when he says | by the Senators representing those new States, and the Committee 
in . that numerous public-building bills passed the last Congress for | on Public Buildings and Grounds sintply acceded to their request. 
/ States east of the Mississippi River. I wish to make one other remark and I am done with the sub- 
1 e Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to return my thanks to | ject. Any committee that undertakes to perform its duty and 
l Fr the Senator from New Hampshire for his kindly remark, wherein | does not take into consideration the condition of the Treasury of 
he says that I am in the habit of being a little bit extravagant in | the United States as to appropriations is absolutely derelict, if 
: my language. I had no idea at the time I made the remark that | not criminal. When the present Secretary of the Treasury took 
1 , the Senator from New Hampshire was any considerable portion | charge of his office, and after the financial difficulties occurred, [ 
d : of the East, nor do I have an opinion of that kind at this time. had an official interview with him, in which he simply made the 


3 Mr. ALLEN. Iwas not referring to New England. Therefore | of the two Houses—it is a joint committee—should not recom- 
7 I think my remark does not come within the jurisdiction of a | mend appropriations unless they were absolutely necessary, on ac- 
e ; Senator from New England. count of the financial uncertainties that hung over the country. 
i : Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? During my administration of the chairmanship of that committee 
Rs Mr. ALLEN. _I was referring to that portion of this country | in this present Administration of Mr. Cleveland, I have endeav- 
> east of the Mississippi River that has constantly received appro- | ored to be as economical as possible in regard to these appropria- 
r a priations amounting to millions of dollars for the construction of tions because we were involved in financial uncertainty, and I 
I a public buildings, and has studiously opposed, with here and there | think I did my duty. 
, 3 a rare and grudging exception, the appropriation of any money If the Senator will reflect a moment he will see that it is impos- 
. q for the construction of needed public buildings in the trans- | sible, speaking for myself, that I could have discriminated against. 
8 Be mississippi States. For instance, in my own State there are two | my own section of the country, if I had any sectional views at all. 
t c — where a re a ae — pr pec om for ao a ag -_ —_ re ca To in the a es 
where it is necessary for the transaction of public business that a | in the city where ive, and while I was urged and pressed by 
n public amet = be constructed. ; We lave asked here from citizens for an 5 appropriation in order that ‘the money 
a time to time for the mere pittance of $25,000 or $50,000 for the pur- | might be expended there during the hard times that were prevail- 
f Pe chase of ground and fon the construction of those Seliiiees. | ing, I stialilly refused to countenance any such sansentintion, 
Ee Those propositions have been studiously met with resistance by | although I was a citizen and interested in the property of that 
5 y the committee from which ee a comes. saa ‘ city anda —e from that — [ think the Senator is mis- 
t he I am not unappreciative o 1e position of the Senator from | taken as to his facts, and he doesinjustice, without, of course 
: Illinois, and yet it occurs to me that if this joint resolution is per- | intending it. : : 
r z mitted to pass here without any objection and without due debate | Mr. GALLINGER. As I am exceedingly anxious that the Sen- 
r ‘ when taken up a = neat its oe order hep ator oe vis shall get _ — resolution through, I will make 
‘ find the Senator from [linois a little bit indifferent as to the re- | a:single observation in reply to the Senator from Nebraska. 
sult of public buildings that may be asked for points a little far- | If the Senator from Meloni will refer to the CONGRESSIONAL 
; E ther west than the State of Illinois. RECORD to-morrow morning—and I assure him that it will not be 
F Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a remark | changed—he will find that in my former remarks I did not allude 
E right there? to New England, but to States east of the Mississippi River. Iso 
) > Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. | distinctly stated, and hence his disagreeable criticism on that point 
; q Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nebraska will never find me | was very unjust. 
' : opposing any legitimate appropriation that can be shown to be The Senator from Nebraska says that a great many public-build- 
Ee in the public interest, either for Nebraska or any other State in ing bills have been passed in the last Congress for States east of 
5 the Union. This is not a new measure, and it doesnot appropriate | the Mississippi River. I wish the Senator would examine the stat- 
any money; it simply proposes to allow the work to go on; 1t has utes and tell the Senate at his convenience precisely the number of 
¥ — meee m mopemres ——— ag Senate, eee, ree bsg na did ee _ een either 
Bs resident of the United States, and I appeal to the Senator that he | east or west of the Mississippi River. feel confident that no 
ie allow the joint resolution to go through so that those men maycon- | such bill became a law. The only appropriations made in that 
; a tinue their work. | Congress were to complete buildings the construction of which was 
3 Mr. ALLEN. It is hard for me to resist the appeal of the Sena- | already commenced. 
‘My tor from Illinois. That is all I care to say about the matter. We want to deal 
pe Mr. CULLOM. I know you can not do it very well. justly with all parts of the country, and I feel sure that we do 
BY Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the joint resolution does | that. If I remember correctly, an appropriation was made during 
2 not involve an appropriation, I will withdraw my objection to its | the last Congress for a public building in the city of Omaha, inthe 
fe bs give —— and now that I shall enter my | State of a oe am —- in that, and I wish the 
F objection to all such bills hereafter. Senator from Nebraska would note the fact. 
B By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, Mr. CULLOM. Now hope the joint resolution will be put on 
Pr 





Mr, GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Nebraska is unjust to the Com- | 
He makes the statement | 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
that there has been some discrimination in favor of States east of 
the Mississippi River. It is true that the enumeration of public 
buildings and the expenditures for their construction show that 


the appropriations were unequal in some of the States, and that | 
one State in New England particularly had received largely more | 


in the shape of public buildings than any other State in the Union, 


population considered; but in later years such discrimination has | 


not existed, and it certainly did not exist during the last Congress. 
As chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
at that time Ican safely appeal tothe record. Itis very wellknown 
toall the members of the committee that we resisted the most pas- 
sionate appeals for appropriations as to new public buildings, and 
we made appropriations only to complete buildings already com- 
menced aniito prevent the decay and deterioration of the material 
by reason of a postponement. 

I think if the Senator will look into the appropriations he will 
find that Congress for the last five years has been unusually liberal 
to the Western States. I call his attention to the fact that at the 
last session almost the only public-building bill we reported— 


there were several—but the bill of most importance was one | 
giving to four of the new States a public building each; a sort of | 











suggestion that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


its passage. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1742) for the relief of Thomas 
Cushing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1743) to establish an additional 
land office in the State of Montana; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1744) for increase of pension to 
George Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1745) for the relief of 
Furneyfold Mercer; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1746) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Pulliam; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1747) for the relief of James L. 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1748) appropriating money to pay 


omnibus bill. 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him | the claim of James C. Wheat for expenses incurred as adjutant 
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of the Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, war of the rebellion; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claiins. 

\ Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1749) to provide for an irriga- 
tion survey of the Great Plains and semiarid lands of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1750) to prevent the abuse of the | 
writ of injunction and other legal process, and for other purposes; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 
sion to Levi Moser; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1752) tocorrect the military record 
of John Glazier; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1753) to correct the military record 
of Joseph A. Coble; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1754) to correct the military record 
of Peter Slusser; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1755) to carry out the findings of 


the Court of Claims in the case of Susannah P.Swoope; which was | 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1756) for the relief of Jacob John- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1757) to amend 
section 1225 of the Revised Statutes so as to further provide for 
the detail of officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military 
instruction in the public schools; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1758) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8.1759) providing for the pur- 
chase and distribution of certain inteataal publications therein 
named; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1760) relating to 
the incorporation and government of cities and towns in the In- 
dian Territory,to authorize free schools therein, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Gonantites on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1761) to incorporate the 
National University; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1762) to promote and 
encourage experiments in irrigation and in reclaiming arid lands 
by the use of water from artesian wells; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1763) to provide for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of two day schools among the Iowa tribe of 
Indians of Kansas and Nebraska, and the per capita distribution 
of the trust funds of said Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1764) to reorganize the cus- 
toms collection district of Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1765) to refer to 
the Court of Claims the claims of the confederated Peoria, Pianke- 
shaw, Wea, and Kaskaskia tribes of Indians against the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1766) for the relief of 
certain employees of the United States mint at New Orleans, La.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1767) to provide for subports of 
entry and delivery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BACON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1768) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Hospital Corps of the Army 
of the United States, to define its duty, and fix its pay,” approved 
March 1, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a Te ee apotheca- 
ries of the United States Navy and naval hospitals the title of na- 
val pharmacists and the rank and pay of warrant officers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Na- 


val Affairs, 





He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1770) providing for } 
appointment of pharmacists in the United States Marine-Hospj| 
Service, and fixing their pay and allowances; which was read t\ 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (8.1771) granting a pensio: 
Richard King; which was read twice by its title, and refer 
the Committee on Pensions. 

MEDAL OF HONOR. 


Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be prop 


by him to the joint resolution (8S. R.55) relative to the med 


_ : : . honor authorized by the acts of July 12,1862, and March 3, | 
51) granting an invalid pen- | : ; y Se A ak pel a E 
f31) g 2 peer | which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany 


papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill for the relief of Robert 7 


"y 
son in the Fifty-third Congress be withdrawn from the files of the 


| under the rules of the Senate. 


PROOF OF LOYALTY IN PENSION CLAIMS. 
On motion of Mr. PRITCHARD, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged fro 
further consideration of the bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the R 
Statutes, and that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. In accordance with the notice given 
yesterday, I desire, with the consent of the Senate, to call up ihe 
joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of Agricult 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriatiin 
for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds and for the 
printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 

Mr. MILLS. Iunderstand that the Senator from North Dakota 
pe HANSBROUGH]| wishes to address the Senate this mor 

herefore I ask that the bill (S. 1714) to repeal ‘‘An act to 
thorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved July 14, 1870 
and ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie paym: 
approved January 14, 1875, introduced seotee tens by me, 
which had its first reading, may lie over until the next me 
of the Senate. I gave notice that I should ask for its second 1 
ing to-day, and that I wish to obtain a vote of the Senate on | 
passage of the bill. 
. Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam much obliged to the Senator from 

exas, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, as requested 
by the Senator from Texas, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from North Dakota if he has : 
objection to allowing the Calendar of resolutions to be called 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that that order 
has not yet been reached. The present order of business is ‘ ¢on- 
current and other resolutions.” The morning business ha 
yet been concluded. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from North Dakota desires to mate 
a speech, he can do so after the Calendar of resolutions has been 
called and the morning business is over. 


PAYMENT OF SUGAR BOUNTY. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iask unanimous consent to change the refer- 
ence of the message of the President of the United States, received 
on the 22d instant, in response to the resolution inquiring what 
action had been taken, if any, in regard to the payment of sugar- 
bounty claims, and, if no payment had been made, to give the 
Senate the reasons therefor. I desire to have the reference of tlie 
message of the President of the United States changed from the 
Committee on Finance to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I would state, Mr. President, that I was not in the Chamber 
when the message was laid before the Senate and the reference 
was made to the Finance Committee. I — it was on the 

uest of some Senator that it was so referred. 

desire to call the attention of the Judiciary Committee to tlie 
very grave matters springing out of this message. In the sundry 
civil appropriation act of March 2, 1895, there was an appropri 
ation of some $5,238,000 for the payment of a bounty on sugar. 

Some time in July, 1895, immediately after the law went into 
effect, the claim of the Oxnard Beet Sugar Company for some 
$11,000 was presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and was by him certified for payment to the Auditor. ‘Tie 
Auditor took the claim and certified it to the Comptroller of t)e 
Treasury. The Comptroller of the Treasury then took it undcr 
advisement, under the authority of the eighth section of tho 
Dockery Act, declined to pay it on the ground of its unconstit'- 
tionality, and referred it to the Court of Claims under the powers 
given in section 1063 of the Revised Statutes. 

Inr mse to the inquiry contained in the Senate resolution 
referred to by me, the President writes thus to the Senate: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


In mse to the resolution adopted by the Senate on December 16, 1*' 
cting what action had been taken in regard tothe payment of the ap)! 


riation for the bounty on sugar, contained in the sun civil bill approved 
March 2, 1895, I herewith transmit a communication received from the Secre 


TOR Ss se 










1896 
tary of the Treasury, which contains all the information I have upon the 
a 0 

} t 


sabje GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 
The communication of the Secretary of the Treasury, which im- 
diately follows, sets out that this bounty appropriation came 
np in the shape of a claim made by the Oxnard Company, was 
anly certified, as I have stated, was taken before the Comptroller, 
oan that the Comptroller referred it to the Court of Claims for 
adi lication under section 1063 of the tevised Statutes referred 
to The report of the Secretary of the Treasury does not 


22, 1896. 


med 


n 
li 


to by me. 


state a ae 
why the C mptroller of the Treasury referred this bounty claim 
or this part of the bounty claim to the Court of Claims. 


Mr. President, the very grave question arises whether or not 
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_perhaps it was not necessary for him to state—the reasons | 


a subordinate official of the Treasury Department, when a claim | 


is prop‘ : ; : 
hi « heen construed so as to include that claim and to authorize that 


rly certified to him, when the law authorizing the claim | 


nayinent, can refuse to pay the appropriation on the ground that | 


he thinks the law authorizing it to be unconstitutional. This sets 
up a new construction, never heretofore adopted by any subor- 
dinate official of the Treasury or any other subordinate official 


that lam aware of, and places in the power of subordinate officials | 


the practical nullification of appropriations made by Congress. 


In asking for the reference of the message to the Judiciary Com- | 


mittee, instead of the Finance Committee, I mean no sort of dis- | 


paragement to the Finance Committee, but I imagine that with 
the volume of work now upon them in the shape of financial legis- 
lation they, although perhaps otherwise qualified, might not be 
able to devote to this subject the attention it deserves. I hope, 
therefore, Mr. President, that the request I make will be adopted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thechange of reference will be made, | 


in the absence of objection. 
ARMENIAN OUTRAGES. 


Mr. CALL. Lhope that theregular order willnow be observed, | 
and that the resolutions which are on the table of the Vice-Presi- | 


dent coming over from previous days will be laid before the 
Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions referred to will be | 


laid before the Senate at the proper time. Concurrent and other 
resolutions are nowin order. If there be none such, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the resolutions reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
LoM], coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the resolutions be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions reported by Mr. CULLOM 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations January 22, 1896, as 
follows. 

Whereas the supplementary treaty of Berlin, July 13, 1878, between the 


Ottoman Empire and Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and 
Russia contains the following provisions: 


“EXIT. 


“The Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out without further delay the | 


ameliorations and reforms demanded by local requirements in the provinces 


inhabited by the Armenians, and to guarantee their security against the | 


Circassians and Kurds. 
“It will periodically make known these steps taken to this effect to the 
powers, and will superintend their application. 
“EXIT. 


“The Sublime Porte having expressed the wish to maintain the principle 
of religious liberty, to give it the widest scope, the contracting parties take 
note of this spontaneous declaration. 

“In no part of the Ottoman Empire shall difference of religion be alleged 
against an individual as a ground for exclusion or incapacity as regards the 
discharge of civil and political rights, admission to the public service, func- 
tions, and honors, and the exercise of the different professions and industries. 

“All persons shall be admitted, without distinction of religion, to give evi- 
dence before the tribunals. 

‘Liberty and the outward exercise of all forms of worship are assured to 
all, and no hindrance shall be offered either to the hierarchial organization 
of the various communions or to their relations with their spiritual chiefs. 

“The right of official protection by the diplomatic and consular agents of 
the powers in Turkey is recognized both as regards the above-mentioned 
= ——_ their religious, charitable,and other establishments in the holy 

aces;” a 

Whereas the extent and object of the above-cited provisions of said treaty 
are to place the Christian subjects of the Porte under the protection of the 
other signatories thereto, and to secure to such Christian subjects full lib- 
erty of religious worship and belief, the equal benefit of the laws, and all the 
privileges and immunities belonging to any subjects of the Turkish Empire; 


Whereas by said treaty the Christian powers parties thereto having es- 
tablished, uni ler the consent of Turkey, their right to accomplish and secure 
the above-recited objects; and 

Whereas the American people, in common with all Christian people every- 
Where, have beheld with horror the recent appalling outrages and massacres 
of which the Christian popeintion of Turkey have been made the victims: 

Kesolved by the Sena of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That it is an im 
express the 
treaty referred to may speedil 
ee as shall stay the hand of fanaticism and lawless violence, and as 
Shall secure to the unoffending Christians of the Turkish Empire all the 
rights belonging to them both as men and Christians and as beneficiaries of 


rative duty, in the interest of humanity, to 


uctleed Phat the Bresiiont be requesesh o communicat these reso 
7 en ues o communica’ ese resolu- 
and Boone Governments of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, 


earnest hope that the European concert brought about by the | 
be given its just effect in such decisive | 
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Resolved further, That the Senate of the United States, the House of Repre- 


sentatives concurring, will support the President in the most vigoro 
he may take for the protection and security of American citizens i 
redress for injuries committed upon the persons or p 





and to obtain 
such citizen 

Mr. CULLOM Mr. President, I hesitate to take up the time of 
the Senate or to occupy its attention even fora moment, but I feel 
that the gravity of the subject requires that I should do so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will allow me to say that I 
shall be glad to have a full explanation of the resolutions before 
voting upon them. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
utes he will see the 
Turkish Armenia. 

Mr. President, Iam amazed—I am astounded and appalled at 
the brief accounts which I have had of the awful carnival of 
havoc, destruction, and blood which has prevailed for a time in a 
country with which the United States maintains amical 


s. 


If the Senator will listen to me for a ft 
seri 1 which at 


ww min- 
+) in 


us condition least 


ble rela- 


tions. The concurrent and accumulated testimony of hundreds 
and thousands of intelligent, humane, honest, and courageous 
Christians and Jews alike, Catholics and Protestants, Europeans 
and Americans, makes it absolutely certain as a dreadful truth 


that a massacre of innocence unparalleled for ages has been per- 
petrated in the Armenian provinces of Turkey. How « we 
believe that in 1894 and 1895, along the very borders of the land 
where scriptural history was made, and where the patriarchs of 
old fed their flocks, almost in sight of Hermon and Lebanon, and 
only a short journey from Bethlehem, the most gigantic and 
brutal enormities have been committed upon a wholly unoffend- 
ing people? 

We believe, without questioning, those words which have long 
been part of our religion, that “ one blood God made all the 
nations of the earth,” but I confess that my faith is somewhat 
shattered in the accepted belief when I see the soldiers of an or- 
ganized and recognized Government, where there is no war and 
no enemy, killing, bayoneting, and outraging an unarmed and 
unoffending people—a Turkish army, under the pay of the Turk- 
ish Government, composed of Circassians, Kurds, and other bar- 
barian soldiers, led through the rural and pastoral districts to 
devastate and destroy every living thing, to rob, to murder, and 
flay alive, old and young, male and female. Destruction and 
rapine have been and now are the orders obeyed in the beautiful 
valleys and on the rugged hills of Armenia. There has been no 
war, no conflict between two contending powers, but a merciless 
pitiless tornado of bloody ruin. 


i? 


of 


Over many square miles of ter- 


ritory, fire and the sword have swept the last vestige of Armenian 
human life. Through hundreds of Eastern villages, towns blessed 
with schools and colleges, with churches and missionaries, the 
demon of damnable and fanatical hate has spread ruin, desolation, 


and death. 

Has it come to this, that in the last days of the nineteenth cen- 
tury humanity itself is placed on trial? There is responsibility 
somewhere. There is to be retribution some time. Who is re- 
sponsible? Not alone the poor, weak, slavish Sultan who sits at 
Constantinople, and has been forced to let Austria manage one 
province and to permit other nations to manage and govern other 
provinces. But there are what we know as the great powers of 
Europe who have practically determined that they will not allow 
Turkey to abdicate her autonomy until they can agree among 
themselves as to how her territory shall be apportioned between 
themselves. In my judgment, if Great Britain had consented that 
Russia should look after Armenia, as Austria has bi mitted 
to control Bosnia for some years, this era of blood would not have 


pel 


stained the history of Europe. But the fear that Russia might 
obtain some greater share of the ‘‘ sick man’s ” estate than herself 
caused England to prevent the establishment of decent govern- 


ment in Armenia. 

But without going into the detail of the disputes between the 
countries of the European alliance, it is not wrong to say that 
upon those great powers rests the responsibility. They have for 
years practically ‘‘held up” the Tarkish Government and allowed 
her to say nothing and do nothing which they did not direct. 
They could have in six days put a perfect and absolute stop to the 
reign of death. They are responsible for the policy which has al- 
lowed this. . The Turkis the puppet in their hands, and his soldiers 
and people are but the toys of their will and pleasure. 

Mr. President, I favor the adoption of the resolutions reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations in reference to the con- 
dition of affairs in the Turkish Empire. It is a matter of some 
embarrassment to this nation that it can not, consistent with its 
declarations in the past, consent to send a fleet and an army to 
that country with orders to use whatever power may be neces- 
sary to put a stop at once to the indiscriminate murder and 
slaughter of all classes of Armenians who have so far offered prac- 
tically no resistance. 

As I have shown, a condition of affairs has for some time past 
existed in the Armenian portion of Turkey so appalling to the 
human heart that it is scarcely fit to be told. The Committee on 


Foreign Relations are not disposed to sit idly by and take no no- 
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tice of such condition. They have, therefore, reported certain 
resolutions, reciting in connection with them certain provisions 
of the treaty made between the Ottoman Empire, Great Britain, 
Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and Russia. which would seem 
almost sufficient to excuse any other nation from having anything 
to say with reference to the conditions existing in Turkey. 

The treaty of 1878, made between the powers as above indicated, 
substantially obligates those powers to see to it that the Ottoman 
Empire shall in no way interfere with any class of its subjects on 
the ground of difference of religion. In that treaty the Ottoman 
Empire bound itself to make no distinctions for any reason what- 
ever between one class of its subjects and another, and the com- 
bined powers in effect obligated themselves to give protection to 
the Armenian portion of that country, guaranteeing the same 
against any imposition by the Porte or any other authority in the 
Turkish Empire. 

The people of the United States are intensely excited over the 
condition of affairs reported to exist in that country. It can not 
be questioned that such condition is well known to the Allied 
Powers, and yet, so far as we are informed, nothing has been 
done, except by diplomatic correspondence, to stop the further 
slaughter of innocent people or to care for the hundreds of thou- 
sands of Armenians who have been left homeless, helpless, and 
starving. The purpose of the resolutions reported and under con- 
sideration is to plead with great earnestness to those Allied 
Powers who have undertaken to care for those people to put a 
stop to such brutality as is practiced upon them by the Circas- 
sians and Kurds; ond net entirely without the help or connivance 
of the Turkish soldiers themselves. 

The sixty-first article of the treaty referred to recites that the 
Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out the ameliorations and re- 
forms demanded by the local requirements in the provinces inhab- 
ited by the Armenians, and to guarantee their security against 
the Circassians and Kurds. 

Mr. President, the Sultan appears to have done nothing to pro- 
tect the Armenians from those savage robbers and murderers, but 
it is believed, and I think correctly, by the Christian world that 
the Sultan is knowingly allowing such slaughter to go on, the 
object being, it is said, to so reduce the Armenian population that 
they will no longer be of sufficient consequence to give him any 
concern. 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary for me to say that it is amazing 
to the people of this country, at least, to witness such a terrible 
slaughter of those innocent people, and at the same time witness 
the apparent indifference manifested by the powers who agreed to 
see that they were protected. 

Mr. Henry Norman, of the London Chronicle, in an article pub- 
lished recently, in the Star of this city, says: 

Yet Abdul Hamid II seems to sit firmly on his throne, secure in the jeal- 
ousies of the great powers unable to agree upon the division of his kingdom. 
One of them will do nothing to introduce stability or further autonomy irtito 
the Balkan Peninsula, preferring to wait until the ripe and rotten fruit shall 
drop into her lap, and the hands of the others are thereby paralyzed. And 
if the Sultan loses heart for a moment in the desperate game he is playing, 
he can find fresh courage by thinking, as Professor Grosvenor in his great 
book has recently reminded us, that the British embassy stands upon land 
presented to England in gratitude for help against France in 1801; that the 
site of the French embassy was given to France in thankfulness for aid 
against England in 1807; that the shaft paca the cypresses of the cemeter 
at Scutari commemorates English and French support against Russia in 185 
and that another column on the Bosphorus tells how Russia saved Mahmoud tl 
his empire in 1833. “ You think us weak,” said a Turkish statesman recently 
to a foreign ambassador, “‘but the truth is we are very strong, for our 
strength is rooted in your divisions.” 

Before the treaty of Berlin was entered into by the great pow- 
ers in 1878, Great Britain announced its own treaty of defense 
with the Porte, which, it is said, caused a great sensation among 
the Allied Powers. This treaty between Turkey and England pro- 
vides that England was to join His Imperial Majesty the Suitan in 
defending certain portions of his territory against any future at- 
tempt on the part of Russia to take possession of the same, and the 
Sultan promised England to introduce the necessary reforms, to be 
agreed upon between the two powers, in his Government, and for the 
protection of the Christian and other subjects ofthe Sultan. Asa 

suarantee of good faith, the Sultan consented to the occupation by 

nglandoftheIslandof Cyprus. Thatcompact wassecretly signed 
at Constantinople on the 4th day of June, 1878, only a few days be- 
fore the congress convened at Berlin to make the treaty of 1878. 

So that, Mr. President, the English Government, making greater 

retensions to the observance of the rights of the people than per- 

1aps any other Government in Europe, has an additional obliga- 
tion resting upon it to protect the Armenians in Turkey, and yet 
nothing has been done c it, notwithstanding this double obliga- 
tion resting upon it, nor by any of.the other, powers looking to 
the enforcement of their treaty obligations beyond a mere diplo- 
matic correspondence between them and the Sultan. 

So, Mr. President, it seemed to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions that we could not do less, that we could not say less by way 
of a recital of the obligations of the Allied Powers to protect those 
people and an appeal to them to carry out their pl than we 

ve done by the resolution which is now under consideration, 
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It may be proper for me to say that yesterday dispatch, 
from that country saying that Turkey and Russia had y).,, 
treaty, by which Russia was to dominate Turkey and ho), ;; , 
vassal, see, however, what I anticipated might be trys 4 
the former dispatches have been substantially denied th a 
ing. Sothecondition prevails that these several allied pow 
ing taken upon themselves practically the special right, ; 
right could be conferred, to protect the Armenians by na 
sisting of over 2,000,000 in European Turkey and mor n 
million and a half in Asiatic Turkey, have, notwithstandin > + 
obligation, permitted the indiscriminate slaughter whi), }, 
been going on there for the last year, to say nothing of what 
curred before that time, almost distancing any descri)) 
slaughter in the history of the world. I do not myself jc) 
that there can be found in all the history of the world such; a eo». 
dition as has existed in that country for the last year and 4 }ya); 

It is not necessary for me to say that apparently the Ajjjqj 
Powers are watching each other, each hoping by its sile) 
nonaction to secure, if the Ottoman Empire should go to pjeves 
a portion of its territory. The heart of all Christendom is stirraj 
to its very depths as it witnesses the piteous pleas of the suff. 
ing Armenians beseeching the Christian world to give they 
protection. 

The Armenians are said to be a harmless, industrious, aid hop. 
est people. They number, in Turkey, 2,500,000 people; in Russia, 
1,300,000; in Persia and other parts of the East, 150,000; scattered 
through Europe, 100,000; outside of the places I have named ang 
in the United States, about 10,000. What is called anciep: 
Armenia is said to.be divided between Russia, Turkey, and 
— The area of Turkish Armenia is about 60,000 square 
miles. 

Mr. President, it would be very interesting, perhaps, to go back 
to the early history of those people. It is said that the Armenian 
nation is one of the oldest in the history of the world; that its be. 
ginning was soon after the flood, in the land of Ararat, and it may 

esaid that that region of the world is the birthplace of the human 
race. History tells us that the glory of the Armenian nat 
reached its height about eighty years before Christ, and that the 
cause of its downfall may be traced back to about the same period: 
that it resulted from a war with the Romans. Since the conquest 
of Armenia by the Romans the Armenians have passed through 
many and various vicissitudes; at times they have been tributary 
to some nation and at times independent. It is also said that the 
downfall of Armenia as an independent nation was the result of 
aid given the Crusaders in their effort to free the Holy City from 
the Arabs and Turks. They have been, as a people, subject to 
the persecutions, outrages, and massacres of what Gladstone 
terms ‘‘the unspeakable Turk” for seven or eight hundred years, 
They have, however, retained their distinctive language ani re- 
ligion to this day, and are said to be the leading class in commerce 
as well as in education in Turkey. 

I said a-vhile ago that nothing had been done by the combined 
powers looking to putting a stop to the murder of the Armenians 
since the treaty of 1878, aside from mere diplomatic protests. 
ought to say that some eight months agoa scheme of reform for 
the Armenian provinces was presented to the Sultan by the En 
lish, French, and Russian Governments, which was sanctioned 
October 17, 1895, by imperial irade for the provinces of Bitli 
Diarbekir, Seevas, Erzerum, Van, and Harpoot. These provinces 
cover the region where the majority of the Armenians resi 
Since the sanction by the Sultan of this proposed reform whol: 
sale slaughter and plunder have been perhaps more frequent than 

fore. 

It is unnecessary, Mr. President, for me to detail the history of 
what has been going on at any greater length, but it would seem, 
from all the information that can be obtained, that there has been 
a determination on the part of the Sultan of Turkey to allow the 
Armenian population to be almost exterminated. It appears to! 
an assault upon the Armenians because of their religion. The re- 
ligious leaders of those engaged in the indiscriminate slaughter 
whieh has been carried on incite the people to action by crying 
from the housetops, ‘‘ Woe to the Mussulman who does not iil! at 
least one Christian and carry away some of their belongings. 1n the 
name of Mohammed and His Imperial Majesty the Sultan. 

This country of ours may be said to be a neutral Government, 
so far as interference with the internal affairs of any Government 
in Europe is concerned. It has no disposition to interfere in the 


affairs of European Governments, except in the cause of humanity 
itself. And we now appeal most earnestly, in the name 0 
humanity, to the Governments which have contracted to protec 
those ple that they shall carry out their obligations. s 
the right of this Government to protect American citizens eveTy 


where we ask no odds from any nation upon earth. 

In earlier days the crusaders from western Europe sw: 
over this very country in their misguided efforts to esta!!'s! ae 
ligion through the agency of the sword. Of late it has sccm 
almost necessary to inaugurate another crusade in the interest ci 
peace and humanity, that possibly a few people might be save 
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from a nation numbering about 4,000,000in all. They are greater 
in number than were the people of the American pn fev. in the 
days of the American Revolution. Is it necessary, in the economy 
of the civilized Governments of Europe, that the blood of 4,000,000 
people -— be spilled, that it shall water the soil of that vast area 
of country: 

The sympathy of America has always gone out to the oppressed 
and misgoverned peoples of other countries. We extended our 
hands and gave of our means to Greece when Turkey, years ago, 
strove to crush her to the earth. We sympathized with Hungary 
and did what we could to relieve the people there when they were 
held in bonds and difficulties. 

Mr. President, I can not refrain from giving here the thrilling 
words of our great Webster, in an address referring to the affairs 
of Hungary. He said: 


Isee that the Emperor of Russia demands of Turkey that the noble Kos- 
suth and his companions shall be given up to be dealt with at his pleasure, 
and I see that this demand is made in derision of the established laws of na- 
tions. s : : 

Gentlemen, there is something on earth greater than arbitrary or despotic 
power. The lightning has its power, the whirlwind has its power, and the 
earthquake has its power, but there issomething among men more capable of 
shaking despotic power than the lightning, the whirlwind, or the earthquake, 
and that is the excited and aroused indignation of the whole civilized world. 

Mr. President, I know of no condition which has existed in this 
world for centuries which has called upon civilized nations and 

oples for interference equaling the necessity for stopping the 
indiscriminate slaughter which has been going on in Turkish Ar- 
menia for a number of years. 

I ask that an article which I find in the Chicago Tribune, which 
is not long, be inserted at the close of my remarks. I also ask 
that a statement of the number of places where this indiscrimi- 


nate slaughter has been going on shall also be inserted, which | 


shows that not less than about 40,000 of these people have been 
killed; and the accounts show that not less than a half million of 
those who have not been killed are houseless, homeless, and starv- 
ing, with no relief being afforded them from any quarter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois will be inserted in the REcorD, in the absence of 
objection. 

The articles referred to are as follows: 


MOSLEM OR DEATH. 


It is another terrible statement of facts which E. J. Dillon sets forthin the 
last Contemporary Review. They are of exactly the same character as 
those presented in previous numbers of that Review by the same trust- 
worthy eye-witness. These later accounts, specific and circumstantial, such 
as are already confirmed by a whole cloud of witnesses, only add horror upon 
horrors. All the world stands aghast at this modern infernalism of the Turk- 
ish ruler. But apparently there is nota power on earth that dares to face 
= horrid monster. Here is astrange spectacle; let history explainitas best 
it can. 

In Asia Minor during the last two months, Dr. Dillon declares, the direct 
victims amount to at least 60,000, with double that number plundered of 
their all and sent forth as fugitives from the ashes of their pillaged and de- 
yastated homes to perish. ‘The occasion of the massacres, he says, was the 
pressure put upon the Sultan to carry out certain reforms; the object of the 
massacres was to nullify those reforms and tocarry out the established pol- 
icy of the present Sultan by reducing the Christian population in this terri- 
tory to an insignificant minority. hat this is the simple fact in the case 
admits of no doubt. 

To all appearances up to date the Governments of all the great civilized 
nations stand looking on as if smitten with insensibility and cowed into ab- 
jectest pusillanimity before this Abdulthe Accurst. Even the culminating in- 
sult in the Sultan's notification to the Society of the Red Cross to keep off 
seems to be tamely submitted to. 

The issue could not be more sharply madeup. Itis the Turk against Chris- 
tendom—‘t Moslem or die!*’ And yet the massacres that have been systemat- 
ically going on now ever since a yearago last August are, in fact, but a minor 
part of all that systematic and comprehensive reign of oppression, torture, 
and terror. The facts presented in detail in the Contemporary Review and 
in a multitude of letters from other witnesses on the ground reveal a diab- 
olism of all cruelties and wickedness such as give the world a new idea of 
the malign possibilities of human nature. 

The writer in the Review referred to speaks of a woman who, having seen 
her husband butchered by a Moslem mob and her daughter tortured to death 
by the devilish indi 
and indignities, in the wildness of her agony felt reason give way and went 


about declaring that God himself had gone mad and left maniacsand demons | 


to rule the world. 

The answer which the English poet, William Watson, gives in the West- 
minster Gazette to the question as to whether Great Britain will, after all, 
do anything about it is put by him in this way: : 

“She will act at last, when there is naught remaining to relieve! At last! 
When the last altar is defiled, when the last mother folds with famished 
arms to her dead bosom her last butchered child! Then shall our England, 
throned beyond alarms, rise in her might! Till this ‘she bides her hour.” 

If such an outcry is not poetic, it is at any rate only too telling and perti- 


nent. 
(The Chicago Tribune, Monday, January 20, 1896.] 
R. J. Suabian, a student at Northwestern University, read several extracts 


from letters showing the hostility the Turks bore to the Armenians. The 
writers said a stretch of 100 miles had been visited by the inhuman Kurds, who 
Swept everything before them. As a result there were 50,000 killed, 500,000 
made destitute, and $3,000,000 worth of pro jorey lost to the owners. Men, 
women, and children had been pursued into the churches and killed there, and 
their blood reddened the steps. er : 

Mr. Mangasarian said the work was done by troops attired in Kurdish cos- 
tumes. Heread a letter from relatives in Armenia in which the terrible tale 
was told in a thrilling manner. He said the Armenians had excited the jeal- 

of the Turks from the fact they represented and were impregnated with 
eas of Western civilization and wanted to be free. The fact they were 
progressive and the Turk represented the civilization of 1,000 years ago; that 
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at every turn they forced the Turk to the wail in trade, literature, and finance 
was enough to make the Turk envious and determined the Armenian should 
not have the liberty he sought. 


, Statement showing the numberof Armenians massacred at different points 
in Turkey, taken from the Armenian, published in London, December { 


, 45M): 
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Mr.CULLOM. [hope the resolutions will be promptly adopted, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam glad, Mr. President, that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations have at last reported resolutions giv- 
ing expression to the abhorrence felt by the American people at 
the atrocities which have been perpetrated upon the Christian in- 
habitants of Turkish Armenia. For more than a year the world 
has been shocked by what has been going on, and is still going on, 
Not only have there been indiscriminate massacres of 
men, women, and children, but, so faras the women are concerned, 


| there have been worse than massacres. 


ities of the ruffians, not to speak of her own tortures | 





These outrages in Turkey began in1894. The world was shocked 
and horrified by the reports that reached us then. An expression 
in protest was sought from this Government then. On Decem- 
ber 3 of that year I offered a resolution in the Senate, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, but never acted on. 
That resolution was as follows: 


| Joint resolution relating to the recent massacre of Christian inhabitants of 


Turkish Armenia. 

Whereas the Christian inhabitants of Armenia, under the dominion of the 
Sultan of Turkey, were recently subjected to inhuman atrocities resulting 
in the indiscriminate massacre of thousands of men, women, and children; 
and 


Whereas such outrages are a blot upon the civilization of the age, meriting 
the severest condemnation of mankind generally, and especially of the Chris 
tian nations of the earth: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the people of the United States view 
with horror and detestation the atrocities aforesaid, and do hereby protest, 
in the name of common humanity, against the same 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States communicate this remon- 


strance to the Government of Turkey. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Louisiana will pardon me, he 
made one statement which I think was perhaps inadvertent, that 
the massacres and outrages began in 1894. Ihave in my hand now 
a statement from very high authority, indeed, describing the con- 
dition of things and what was going on there in the year 1890, and 
had been going on for several years before 1894. Undoubtedly the 
outrages were still more flagrant at the time of which the Senator 
speaks. 

Mr.BLANCHARD. Thatistrue. Theoutrages upon the Chris- 
tian inhabitants of Turkish Armenia have been going on for years, 
but they became bolder and were more flagrant in the fall of 1894 
than they had been previous to that time, so much so that the at- 
tention of mankind generally was called to them. 

Mr. President, it may be true that the United States as a nation 
can do nothing within the dominions of the Sultan of Turkey save 
to protect the lives and property of American citizens who may be 
domiciliated there, but, I take it, it is not out of place for us as 
the representatives of a free people, a great Christian nation, to 
express in some official way our horror and detestation of the con- 
dition of affairs in that unhappy country. 

The resolutions are timely. They perhaps do not go far enough, 
but they are, and will be considered by the world, an expression 
of the American nation and the American people of their repudia- 
tion of and protest against acts of this kind. 
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Mr. President, the people who are the victims of these outrages 
are all Christians. We donot hear that the Kurds and Circas- 
sians are committing robberies and rapes and murders upon the 
Moslem inhabitants of the Sultan of Turkey. They all seem to be 
confined to the Christian inhabitants of the Sultan’s Empire, and 
from that the inference is inevitable that these atrocities are per- 
petrated upon an unoffending people because of their religion. 

The Armenians as a race were the first people to embrace Chris- 
tianity. Itis recorded that they were converted to the religion 
of Christ thirty-six years before the Emperor Constantine even 
issued his Edict of Toleration. They and their descendants have 
remained Christians from that time to this, maintaining their re- 
ligious creed through persecution amounting to martyrdom. 
Within their country is Mount Ararat, upon which, we are told 
in Holy Writ, the ark rested after the deluge. They are a people 
who would be desirable inhabitants of any country. We have 
some five or six thousand of them who have become citizens of our 
country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ten thousand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ten thousand. I have met and talked 
with some of them; one I recollect in particuliar, an Armenian 
merchant from Boston, who is a most cultured and well-informed 
gentleman. Something is due to these Armenian citizens of the 
United States in the way of expression of sympathy for their suf- 
fering countrymen, and certainly it is little enough for us to do 
to pass the resolutions under consideration. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, just one word, 

The Senator from Louisiana {[Mr. BLANCHARD] rather indicates 
by his first remark, in which he says he is glad that the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations has at last evolved something, that there 
has been neglect on the part of the committee and on the part 
of Congress to take notice of the horrible condition of affairs in 
Turkey. From letters which I have received and from remarks 
I have heard made I am inclined to think that the religious people 
= a have looked upon Congress as moving very slowly in 
this affair. 

Mr. President, I desire, in behalf of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to say that at the last session of the last Congress two 
missionaries appeared here from Armenia, both of whum I knew 
personally, one of whom was formerly a resident of my own city, 
and stated the grievances, the troubles, the massacres, their fears. 
They were asked what was the remedy, and they said to the com- 
mittee that in their judgment if a consulate could be established 
at Erzerum and another at Harpoot and consuls appointed, then 
there would be no trouble in that great interior, because the eye 
of America would then be upon it. In less than a week after that 
the Committee on Foreign Relations reported a bill establishing 
two consulates, one at Erzerum and the other at Harpoot, and 
it became a law. The President of the United States appointed 
the consuls. 

Surely the committee and Congress did everything then as ex- 
peditiously as anybody could ask, and did exactly what these mis- 
sionaries desired should be done. Turkey refused exequaturs to 
those two consuls. I do not know what the executive depart- 
ment has done as to that refusal. I donot know what the execu- 
tive department can do as to it; but it seems to me that some 
pressure ought to be brought somehow, that when there can be no 
objection to the persons of the consuls appointed exequaturs shall 
be granted. 

Now, Mr. President, consider this incident. If that consul had 
been received by Turkey, had gone to Harpoot, a consulate build- 
ing had been provided for, and an American flag raised, more than 
20,000 lives would have been saved. One of the most terrible mas- 
sacres perpetrated in Turkey anywhere took place at that point. 

The good people of the United States have planted in Turkey 
over $6,000,000 for a single purpose, to —— and better the 
condition of the people of that —— hey have erected as 
fine colleges as thereare in the world. Theyhave been maintained 
by American money. They have educa thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of Turks, or Armenians, who are subject to 
Turkey. It has been a work of wonderful beneficence, a work 
which has had marvelous success, and yet it is stopped absolutely 
to-day. That American capital now is held up; it can not do an 
ounce of work. At Harpoot the American colleges were burned 
Pe ae the Americans themselves were compelled to flee for 
their lives. 

I do not know how far the United States of America can inter- 
fere in Turkey. I amin favor of these resolutions as an — 
sion of our opinion upon the awful tragedies there; but if I had 
had my way, after the powers of Europe have waited now a solid 
year looking each other in the face with suspicious eyes and 
neither one daring to make a move lest the other shall receive a 
benefit—I say if I had had my way, I would have Congress me- 
morialize Russia and say to her: ‘‘ Take Armenia into your - 
sion. Protect the lives of these Christiansthere. And the United 
States of America will stand behind you with all of its power.” 
That, sir, is the memorial and resolution I would have passed. 
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Sir, American citizens are suffering there. I care not what. 
minister reports to the State Department. I know from bet 
opportunity to learn it than Minister Terrell has or can have: { 
is, from the headquarters of the foreign missions of the Un; 
States of America, where information is received by every mai! 
and where the information is absolutely accurate, but where tho 
informants dare not have their names known because their li, 
wouldimmediately pay the penalty. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to say to my friend that Minister Terre] 
in daily conference with those very people at Constantinople. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not attack Minister Terrell. I do not know 
what his reports have been to the State Department, but I do kn 
that American lives and American property are being interfer. 
with day by day in the interior of Armenia. I know that tho, 
are compelled to flee to protect their lives. I know that they do 
not receive the protection of the Turkish Government there. 

Mr. MILLS. Yet,if my friend will investigate and ask th 
very missionaries, they will teil him that Minister Terrell has d 


~er os oF 


oe @ 


more for them than the minister from any other country. He is 
= universal praise by all the missionaries for what he has done, 
do not know what he has reported to the State Department, |ut 


he is a personal friend of mine, I have letters from him frequently, 
and I have communications that he sends to me from the missi 


aries, who indorse everything that he has done, and say he is doing 
everything in his power. 

Mr. FRYE. If Great Britain owned a college worth $1,000,(\00 
at Harpoot and by Turkish orders that college had been burned 
down, and if the teachers, they being British citizens, had been 
compelled to flee for their lives, does the Senator from Texas }- 
lieve that the voice of Great Britain would have been silent? Doos 
he not believe that the demand would have been made at onc: 
damages for that destruction of property and that those citizens 
should be protected? 


Mr. MILLS. There is some difference between the Governm 
of Great Britain and that of the United States. The Senator f: 
Maine is now speaking in the Congress of the United States, t 
has the sole power to declare war and use the armed power of t 
Government. It isnot so with Great Britain. There the King 
make war whenever he pleases to do so. If my friend would | 
for war,I do not know but that I would go with him; where, 
people of the United States residing in foreign countries are n 
= by foreign Governments I would send the ships of thio 

nited States, and I would batter down their capital, as Jefferson 
did in 1802 with the pirates. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave nodoubt that the Senator would, and I agree 
with him entirely in his theory about the protection of American 
citizens. I do not cite Great Britain because I am fond of her. 

Mr. President, one could not help admiring the glowing eulozy 
of England so eloquently uttered a day or two since by the junior 
Sénator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], but while I was compelled 
to unite in admiration of the speaker, I dissented from almost 
every word of the speech. I donot love Great Britain. I rec 
nize her power on the land, her magnificent dominion on the sea 
but Lassert that in all our life as colony and Republic she has 
never done us a kind act or offered usa helping hand. While we 
were hers, her conduct toward us was antagonistic to all of our 
interests, repressive of our industries, domineering, unjust, and 
despotic, so that we were compelled to rebel. 

As a Republic she was no more friendly. I can not forget that 
for fifty years she taunted us about our “‘ flag of the free,” our Decla- 
ration of Independence, our asserted equality of man, while we 
held black men in bondage, put manacles on ankle and hand, and 
yet when the South rebelled, undertook by arms to establish an- 
other republic whose corner stone should be slavery forever, sie 
was prompt to recognize belligerent rights; aided France to esta!) 
lish a monarchy in Mexico, a perpetual menace to us; built, fitted 
out,and manned ships to destroy our commerce; did all in her 
power to establish the Confederacy, so that she might have a cus- 
tomer. 

Sir, the British rulers are nofriendsof ours. Nowsheis sitting 
quietly by seeing these Armenians for a solid year murdered be 
cause they were Christians, when she was one of the very agencies 
agreeing to protect their lives or compel Turkey to do it, and she 
had the power in her hands any day to do it. So I say, regardless 
of what Great Britain might have thought, if I had had my wa) 
Congress would have memorialized Russia at once to take posses- 
sion of Armenia, and the United States would back her in the doing 
of it. 

Now, so far as American citizens are concerned, I would pro 
tect them there at any cost. We never agreed that the Darda- 
nelles should be closed to us. There can not be found a line in 
the policy of the United States of America which ever permitt«! 
any great navigable water to be closed to our ships; not one. UO” 
the contrary, we have been ready to go to war at any time to keep 
navigable waters open to our ships. We have given no assent [0 
the agreement of the concerting nations over there that the Dar«la- 
nelles shall be closed. If it was necessary to protect our Ameri- 
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can citizens and their property, I would order United States ships 
of war, in spite of foreign agreements, to sail up the Dardanelles 
and plant themselves before Constantinople, and then demand 
that American citizens should have the protection they are en- 
titled to. 

Mr. President, I think one of the grandest things in the history 
of Great Britain, and one thing for which I admire her, is that 
she does protect her citizens everywhere and anywhere, under all 
circumstances. Her mighty power is put forth for their relief 
and protection, and it is admirable. I do not wonder that a Brit- 
ish citizen loves his country. Why that little incident which all 
of you are familiar with is a marvelous illustration of that. The 
King of Abyssinia took a British citizen of the name of Campbell, 
about twenty years ago, carried him up into the fortress of Mag- 
dala, on the heights of a lofty mountain, and put him into a dun- 
geon without cause. It took six months for Great Britain to find 
that out, and then she demanded his immediate release. King 
Theodore refused to release him. In less than ten days after the 
refusal was received, 3,000 British soldiers and 5,000 sepoys were 
on board ships of war sailing for the coast. 


When they arrived | 


they were disembarked, were marched 700 miles over swamp | 
and morass under a burning sun, then up the mountain to the | 


very heights, in front of the frowning dungeon, and then they 
gave battle. They battered down the iron gates, the stone walls. 
King Theodore had killed himself with his own pistol. Then they 
reached down into the dungeon, with that English hand, lifted 
out from it that one British citizen, and carried him down the 
mountain heights, across the same swamps and morass, landed 
him on the white-winged ships and sped him away to his home in 
safety. That cost Great Britain $25,000,000 and made General 
Napier Lord Napier of Magdala. 

Now, sir, that was a great thing for a great country to do. A 
country that has an eye that can see away across an ocean, away 
across the many miles of land up into the mountain heights, 
down into the darksome dungeon one, just one, of her 38,000,000 
people, and then has an arm strong enough and long enough to 
reach across the same ocean, across the same swamps and 
marshes, up the same mountain heights, down into the same dun- 
geon, and pluck him out and carry him home to his own country 
a free man—in God’s name who will not die for a country that 
will do that? 

Well, Mr. President, our country will do it, and our country 
ought to doit. All that I ask of this grand Republic of ours is 
that it shall modelitself after Great Britain, if it pleases, in this 
one thing, that the life of an American citizen shall be protected 


wherever he may be, whether in Great Britain or in Turkey, and | 


in no other thing whatsoever. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Senate. When I started it 

yas for a word or two only. [Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the resolutions of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations are very feeble and emasculated utterances 
compared with the speech of the Senator from Maine. We fight 
our battles here on the Committee on Foreign Relations report 
of a resolution that has no significance in it, that protects no 
American citizens, and the Senator from Maine arises here and 
commends Great Britain for doing that which we refuse and fail 
to do, viz, not only protecting her subjects, but asserting her power 
everywhere. 

l introduced a resolution in the Senate which I will send to the 
desk to be read, which did propose something for the relief of 
the people of Armenia and did support the dignity and power of the 
American Republic. Here we have a tame, insignificant declara- 


tion of opinion and sympathy, giving no protection and no relief | 
Have we not more than that right here upon our | 
very borders, under our eyes, within our hearing, in the Island of 

Cuba? The principles and spirit of the Monroe doctrine, which we | 
seek to enforce and declare, are violated in the wholesale murder of | 


to these people. 


people who have been invited by our example to take action for 
the establishment of institutions like our own. Yet we hear this 
empty declaration of duty of this Government and censure of the 


Executive of the Government, when we are the department upon | 
| to say is my constituent and personal friend, is on her way to 
The President of the United States has no power but that which | 
I agree with the Senator from Maine that the | 


which the responsibility rests, and upon no one else. 


we give to him. 
Armenian people should have the protection of this Government, 
not because they are citizens of the United States, but because the 
people of the United States have a duty to civilization, have a duty 
to the progress of mankind, to perform. It is not because of any 
treaty between Russia and England or any other powers, but be- 
cause it is our duty to maintain the principles upon which this 
Government and our civilization are founded. But when I intro- 
duce resolutions to that effect we find the Committee on Foreign 
Relations holding back, taking no action, and then introducing a 
mere expression of their sympathy, while murder, outrage, and 
ferocity such as beasts of the forest do not possess are pérpe- 
trated upon these Armenian people arid upon the people upon our 
Own immediate borders in the Island of Cuba. 








| 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

TheSkcrRETARY. A bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the 
coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of 
indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. CALL. I ask permission, before the matter 
have the resolution read which I form 
referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. 


gcoes over, to 
rly offered and to which I 


[hope that the Senator from Arkansas inch 


; “eee irze 
of the bill which is the regular order at 2 o’clock will consent to 
its being laid aside temporarily, that this question may be dis- 


po ed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Illinois how long he supposes it will take? There are 
tors who desire to be heard by the Senate on the regular order. 
One is on the floor now and desires to proceed. t 


interfere with the consideration of the resolutions reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and am anxious myself to 
have them di sposed of, if it can be done in a short time. 


Mr. CULLOM, Of course, I am not aware of the number who 
desire to speak on the resolutions, but I have not supposed that it 
would take more than a few minutes longer to dispose of them. I 
desire to say in justification of my own desire to have them fin- 
ished to-day, that I am under promise to leave the city to-morrow 


} 


| night for ten days, or perhaps a little less; and I should be very 
glad indeed to have this question settled before I go away. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, may I be permitted to make one 


suggestion? 

Mr. PEFFER. My colleague [Mr. BAKER] has been for several 
days expecting to address the Senate upon the unfinished business. 
He is now ready to proceed and has addressed the Chair for that 
purpose. [hope the matter referred to by the Senator from Ili- 
nois can be postponed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Chair will submit to the Senate the 
request that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside that 
the resolution may be disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow me to make 
before that is done? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR,. ILintroduced the original resolution « 


tion 


a sucee 


n this sub- 


ject, and have taken great interest in it. I am prepared to speak 
on the question at some little length, for twenty or thirty minutes, 
but in order to have the matter disposed of, instead of going over 


until next week, I will forego my purpose of addressing the Senate. 
I. ask unanimous consent that, at the conclusion of the remarks of 
the Senator from Florida [ Mr. CALL], a vote may be taken on these 
resolutions. I think other gentlemen who might speak will be 
willing to forego that purpose. It will take only four or five 
minutes to reach a vote, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CALL. Iam entirely willing to go on and dispose of the 
resolutions, but the Senator from Kansas {Mr. BAKER] is upon the 
floor and desires to address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer to the resolutions. 
I think the resolutions, as they stand, are discreditable to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. If we are to take action upon the sub- 
ject let us do something that will grant the people who are suffer- 
ing these outrages—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida will please 
suspend. The Chair desires to inquire whether there is objection 
to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair pardon me one observation? The 
Government of the United States (whether right or wrong I will 
not now detain the Senate by discussing) has undertaken to deal 
with this matter diplomatically, and diplomatic negotiations are 
now goingon. Alady,anintimate friend of mine, who Iam proud 


request of 


Turkey with the ministrations of the Red Cross at her command. 
W hatever we may think of the opinion of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL], however much we may sympathize with my honora- 
ble friend from Maine [Mr. Fryer], to whose stirring speech we 
all listened with pleasure, I hold that it is wrong for the Senate to 
thrust these extreme statements, which I sympathize with almost 
altogether, into the diplomacy of the United States. The Sena- 
tor’s indignation will keep for a week. Until we learn from our 
President that the function of diplomacy is over, I hope that we 
may content ourselves to withhold the expression of our natural 
indignation, however difficult for manly spirits like that of my 
friend from Florida it may be. 

Now, I appeal to him. I think Iknow the opinion of the Arme- 


nians; there are more of them in my city than in any other. I 
think I know the opinion of the American Board for Foreign 





g 


n't 
it ‘ 
hs 
i 

} 

i 

i 


WS feo 


RR ea eee de POD wT 


Pacer seh ced stead oa ata Ss 


“ie 








Missions, with whom I have a thousand ties of personal union in 
the past and in the present. We may be obliged to come to what 
the Senator proposes, but let us wait until the diplomatic means 
are exhausted. When the President and the Secretary of State 
of the United States are endeavoring to save the families, the 
wives, of Avnerican missionaries still in‘danger from these lawless 
fanatics, when Clara Barton is on her way with the Red Cross in 
her hand, it is a pretty serious thing to thrust our intemperate 
and angry utterances into that diplomatic condition. 

As to what the Committee on Foreign Relations have done, does 
anyone suppose that my friend from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] is not 
as much stirred to the bottom of his heart with indignation at 
these things as anybody? Yet he, as the organ of that great com- 
mittee, unanimously, as I understand the committee have acted, 
proposes for to-day this temperate and guarded expression. I say 
to the Senator from Florida he is taking great responsibility—and 
great responsibility in regard to the lives and the honor of women, 
which he has so much at heart—when he thrusts himself into that 
situation and breaks it up. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the Chair first 
submit the request for unanimous consent which was suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that first be submitted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can then proceed in a regular 
manner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Florida the vote may be taken on the 
pending resolutions. Is there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object for the present. 


Mr. HOAR (to Mr. PEFFER). It will not take more than five 
minutes. Let us get this matter out of the way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that if objec- 
tion is interposed to the request of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts the regular order is before the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do object for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me state that if the matter can be disposed 
of in five minutes I shall withdraw the objection. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be disposed of at the close of the remarks 
of the Senator from Florida, and he is nearly through, I have no 
doubt. 

Mr, PEFFER. If the Senator from Florida is nearly through 
I will withdraw my objection; otherwise not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn; and the 
Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr.CALL. Iask that the Secretary read the resolution hereto- 
fore introduced by me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CaLL December 10, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That hu- 
manity and religion and the principles on which all civilization rests demand 
that the civilized Governments shall, by peaceful negotiations, or, if neces- 
sary, by force of arms, prevent and suppress the cruelties and massacres 
inflicted on the Armenian subjects of Torker. by the establishment of a 


government of their own people, with such guaranties by the civilized powers 
of its authority and permanence as shall be adequate to that end. 


Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, there was a resolution which 
proposed something that would protect the soldiers of the Red 
Cross, Clara Barton and her associates. There was a declaration 
by the people of the United States that in behalf of our common 
humanity the power of this people should be interposed to pre- 
vent outrages which were shocking to the civilized world. Do 
Senators say that our people can be endangered by a declaration 
that our power shall be exercised to prevent these outrages, when 
diplomacy has failed for half a century to accomplish anything? 
The history of Armenia has been one continued scene of bloodshed 
and outrage of women and murder of children for more than a 
century. We have now a resolution here reciting an agreement 
between the civilized powers connected with that portion of the 
world that these outrages should stop, when, in the very face of 
that agreement, the most terrible outrages the world has ever 
seen have been perpetrated. 

Mr. President, I object to the pending resolutions. I object to 
them because they mean nothing; I object to them because it is 
an insult to the suffering people of Armenia and because the na- 
tions of the civilized weoaia will look upon it as an empty and un- 
meaning declaration of sympathy. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRY] in his 
denunciation of Great Britain or the British people. Whatever 
of courage, spirit, and character we have come from that race of 
people who have made glorious the English name and have car- 
ried civilization and Christianity into every quarter of the globe. 
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Admit that they are aggressive, admit that they have oftentim 
created tyranny and wrong, yet they have been the pillars of ¢; 
lization and the representatives of the virtue of every civilizeg 
people; they have advanced science and art; and what we poss 
we derive from their blood and from their teachings. 

Mr. President, while Iam in favor of maintaining the pri 
les of the Monroe doctrine and protecting these two contin 
rom aggression of any kind, while Iam in favor of preserving; 

liberty and opposing a government of caste and privilege, w) 
was the meaning of the Monroe doctrine and its spirit and ; 
pose, I desire to say that it is not because the Government 
Great Britain will create upon this continent institutions h 
to civil liberty, for the colonies of Great Britain, New Zealand 
and Australia, are to-day more advanced than we are in thx 
tection of the masses of the people in their personal rights; t! 
are more advanced than we are in the progress of that civilization 
which made the Constitution of the United States. Land is { 

to every citizen, homes and labor are provided for the unemployed, 
and no part of the world presents a spectacle where the exercise 
of power is more for the people and for their elevation, happiness 
and prosperity. 

New Zealand, as a British colony, is fifty-five years old, and her 
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| European population is 690,000. She boasts the best temperate 


climate, the richest healing mineral springs, the most variedly 
beautiful and soul-inspiring scenery in the world, a coast line of 
4,330 miles, and a rising generation passionately fond of the sea, 
Her agricultural land yields the largest and finest crops, her pas- 
toral land supports the greatest number of sheep and cattle to the 
acre. Her people rule themselves by means of the most demo- 
cratic central government and 500 local governing bodies. They 
own collectively 1,900 miles of railway, 14,000 miles of telegraph 
wire, all the telephones, 1,300 post-offices, 1,400 schools, and \ 
ship in 1,600 churches. They have the most complete system of 
compulsory, secular, free education, the lowest death rate, tho 
lightest ratio of convictions for drunkenness, the highest standard 
of comfort, the most perfect land and labor laws in the world. It 
is not a vain dream for such a colony! 

And yet, in her dream, in her aspirations, in her determined 
policy to stop the production of penury, New Zealand stands alone, 
and almost outside the pale of the sympathy of Christian England! 
Being alone and far ahead on that which it deems to be the rig! 
road, their small band of men and women get little guidance from 
the superior culture and experience of the mother country, of | 
great republic, or even of aiber colonies. What analogy can th 
be between a policy which starts from the principle that the land 
and all its hidden wealth belongs to the nation now and a policy 
which does not? 

But this is foreign to the purpose. 

We have a duty to perform. We are a great people, the light 
of the world, and we owe it to civilization and humanity that tho 
power which has been given to us shall be exercised. We owe i 
to every principle of civilization that the people of Armenia, and 
by a greater interest and obligation that the people of Cuba, shall 
not be murdered by the brutal military despotism which n 
threatens to extinguish that entire race, and we owe it to the | 
ple of Armenia that we shall pass something more than an empty 
declaration of sympathy. 

I offer the resolution heretofore submitted by me as a substi- 
tute for the resolutions reported by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the substitu 
submitted by the Senator from Florida to the pending resolutior 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the proposed substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
a and religion and the principles on which ail civilization rests de: 
that the civilized governments shall, by peaceful negotiations, or, if 1 
sary, by force of arms, prevent and “Ek the cruelties and massacres 
inflicted on the Armenian subjects of Turkey, by the establishment 
government of their own people, with such guaranties by the civilized } 
of its authority and permanence as shall be adequate to that end. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the substitute offered by 
Senator from Florida be laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of t 
Senator from Illinois, that the substitute be laid on the table. 

Mr. BATE. Before that is done, can we not have the original 
resolutions read so that we may understand precisely what we 
are to vote upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The original resolutions will 
again read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions reported by the Committe: 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those resolutions were unanimously report’ 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, including my distn- 
guished friend on my left [Mr. FryYr]. Bi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the mot.on of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLou] to lay the proposed substitute 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the concurrent resolutions reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. THURSTON. I wish to give notice that, unless interfering 
with some previous announcement, I shall, on Tuesday morning 
next, after the disposition of the routine business, submit some 
prief remarks upon the resolutions which have been pending in 
respect to the Monroe doctrine. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepending question ison theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. BuTLER] 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance, on which 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Kansas pro- 
ceeds, I ask him to allow me just one moment to request the 
unanimousconsent of the Senate that a vote may be had at 4 o'clock 
on Thursday next on the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HILL. I desire to assent to that, with the condition and 
understanding that the bill shall not be set aside for any other 
business, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume there would be no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. HILL. With that understanding, I assent to it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not suppose the Senator from Arkansas 
desires to put a condition of that sort on the procedure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the rule of the Senate now. 
It adds nothing whatever to its force. The regular order can not 
be set aside except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Or by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But the Senator from New York proposes 
that the Senate, no matter what crisis may arise, no matter what 
may happen, shall not act on anything else except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not presume the Senator from 
New York means to limit the Senate in that way. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My suggestion is only to the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume it is the intention of the 
Senator from New York that the regular order shall not be set 
aside for the purpose of taking up any other matter except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HILL. My idea is not, after this consent shall be given, 
that to-morrow or Monday, by a vote of the Senate, some other busi- 
ness shall intervene three or four days and then on Thursday we 
shall take up this bill and a vote be insisted upon. It is for the 
very purpose of guarding against that, and the Senator sees the 
force of it, that Imake the suggestion. With that understanding 
clearly, that the bill isto continue asthe regular order of business 
— from now until Thursday, then it is all right. With that 
understanding I assent to it; otherwise not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to enter my objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will proceed, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to give notice that on Thurs- 
day next I shall ask the Senate to remain in session until the pend- 
ing bill shall be disposed of. 

r. BAKER. I ask to have read the amendment I offered the 
other day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Secretary. At the end of section 1 of the bill it is pro- 
posed to add the following proviso: 

Provided, however, 'That this section shall apply to the coinage of the silver 
mined in the United States of America only. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I have offered as an amendment 
tothe bill under consideration the proviso which has just been read, 
limiting it to the free coinage of American silver only, believing it 
to be a reasonable compromise between the conflicting views of the 
gold monometallist and the silver monometallist. I do not believe 
in either gold or silver monometallism; nor am I in favor of leg- 
islation which will produce the one or continue the other. The 
people are divided in their opinions upon the money question, and 
the politicians, judging from their divergent views, are in a 
hopeless state of ‘innocuous desuetude.” However, I think all 
shades of opinion and belief may be classified as follows: 

First. Gold monometallists. 
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Second. Silver monometallists. 

Third. Bimetallists. 

A gold monometallist believes in gold only as a measure of value 
and the money of final redemption and silver as subsidiary coin. 

A silver monometallist believes in the free and unlimited coinage 
of all the silver of all the world at the ratio of 16 to 1, regardless 
of present conditions or of other nations. 

The extreme views entertained by the gold and silver mono- 
metallists appear to be irreconcilable. 

The gold monometallist claims that the legislation now proposed, 
if enacted into law, would produce disaster, panic, and repudiation. 
The silver monometallist, on the other hand, claims that the same 
bill, if enacted into law, would be immensely beneficial to the 
people and restore immediate prosperity to the country. 

Thus extremes meet in legislation. Both claims can not be true. 
No act of legislation can produce such opposite results at one and 
the same time, and I am of the opinion that the awful calamity 
predicted by one extreme would not follow any more than the 
beneficial and glorious results predicted by the other. 

Mr. President, I am a firm believer in what I understand to be 
bimetallism. Our legislation should be along the line of equality 
and parity between the metals at the ratio of 16 to 1. In the dis- 
charge of our duty we should not lose sight of the great central 
idea in all legislation, to wit, ‘“‘the greatest good to the greatest 
number.” Of course, this beneficial rule should be limited to legis- 
lation for our own people. We are not the guardians or trustees 
of the people of other nations. Nor should we be influenced 
by the charges and countercharges of extremists, nor by unjust 
and unfriendly criticism of the press, which frequently *‘ condemns 
without evidence and executes without trial.” 

Mr. President, it is refreshing as well as instructive to recall 
the history of silver legislation in this country since 1792. The 
first silver dollar was coined in 1794. And from that time until 
1806 less than one and one-half million silver dollars were coined. 
Owing to the ratio of 15 to1 then existing between gold and silver, 
it was believed that our silver dollars went abroad and found a 
market and recomage in France, as the ratio there was 154 to 1. 

President Jefferson, in order to retain, as he believed, our silver 
at home, laid his Democratic hand on the coinage of silver dollars, 
as will appear by the following copy of a letter written by the 
Secretary of State, Mr. Madison, to the Director of the Mint: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, May 1, 1s 

Srr: In consequence of a representation from the director of the Bank of 
the United States that considerable purchases had been made of dollars 
coined at the mint for the purpose of exporting them, and it is probable that 
further purchases and exportations will be made, the President directs that 
all the silver coined at the mint shall be of small denominations, so that the 
value of the largest piece shall not exceed a half dollar 

Iam, ete., 
JAMES MADISON, Secretary of State 

ROBERT PATTERSON, Esq., 

Director of the Mint. 

At that time two half silver dollars were exactly the weight and 
value of asilverdollar. It therefore appears quite incomprehensi- 
ble how such an order could have any material effect on the pur- 
chase and exportation of silver for recoinage and mintage purposes 
abroad. It would appear to most people that the cost and expense 
of exportation of 10,000 silver half dollars of precisely the same 
weight and value of 5,000 silver dollars would be practically the 
same. This evidently was an experiment in silver. The order so 
promulgated at the instance of Mr. Jefferson, although not a law, 
seems to have been obeyed for thirty-four years, and during such 
time and down to 1840 no silver dollars were coined. In 1840 the 
coinage of silver dollars was resumed and was continued ina 
tentative way until 1873. From 1840 to 1873 only about 7,000,000 of 
standard silver dollars were coined. In course of time it became 
quite apparent that the order promulgated at the instance of Mr. 
Jefferson relating to the coinage of silver did not have the desired 
effect, for, notwithstanding such order, silver still went abroad, 
Gradually it dawned upon the minds of statesmen that as two 
half dollars weighed as much as one standard dollar and were of 
the same value the difficulty was not merely in the coinage, but 
must be attributed to some other cause. Finally it was agreed 
that the commercial ratio of 15 to 1 between gold and silver, fixed 
under the act of 1792 upon recommendation of Mr. Hamilton, by 
and with the approval of Mr. Jefferson, was not quite right, as the 
ratio then existing in France was 15} to 1. And this difference in 
value of about 3 per cent was sufficient inducement and profit to 
cause our silver to be exported. And to stop such exportation 
the act of June 28, 1834, was passed reducing the number of 
grains of gold in the eagle, half eagle, and quarter eagle thereto- 
fore prescribed by the original act of 1792. 

It was believed that this change of about 6 per cent in the 
value of gold would keep silver at home. It did so, what little 
there was of it, but gold, being now undervalued, went abroad. 
This was, of course, unsatisfactory, and after nearly three years 
of trial, and on the 18th day of January, 1837, another act of Con- 
gress relating to mintage and coinage was passed. ‘This act re- 

aled the act of 1834 and changed the ratio theretofore existing 
Sebwoen gold and silver and established it at practically 16 tol, 
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It provided that of the silver coined the dollar should be of the 
weight of 4124 grains, nine-tenths fine; the half dollar should be 
of the weight of 206} grains, nine-tenths fine, and other frac- 
tional coins of like proportional grains. It also provided that the 
eagle should contain 258 grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, and 
smaller coinage a like proportional number of grains of gold. 

From 1837 to 1853, a period of sixteen years, we had equal laws 
relating to goldand silver. But the ——— of the two metals 
during this time was not equal, largely because of the discovery of 
gold in California in 1849. The production was so heavily in favor 


of gold during this period that we had no just or practical experi- 


ence with the twc metals at the ratio of 16 to 1 under the act of 
1837. The California gold fields were so vast and extensive, so 
wonderfully productive, that silver in the monetary race was dis- 
tanced for the time being. And those friendly to the gold metal, 
ever alert, aggressive, and active, were not slow in taking advan- 
tage of the situation in fortifying and intrenching themselves be- 
hind legislation. In proof of this allegation I now refer to the act 
of February 21, 1853, entitled “An act amendatory of existing laws 
relative to half dollars, quarter dollars, dimes, and half dimes.” 
So much of the act of 1853 as is pertinent to the discussion is as 
follows: 

That from and after the lst day of June, 1853, the weight of the half dollar 
or piece of 50 cents shall be 192 grains, and the quarter dollar, dime, and half 
dime shall be, respectively, one-half, one-fifth, and one-tenth of the weight of 
eaid half dollar. 

At this time the number of grains in the standard silver dollar, 
as fixed by the act of 1837, was 4124 grains, and the half-dollar con- 
tained 206} grains, and all fractional coins were exact fractional 

arts of the silver dollar. Under the act of 1853 the silver half- 

ollar contained but 192 grains, or 14} less grains of silver than 
under the act of 1837. In other words, it was made an inducement 
to the owners of silver bullion to coin it into fractional currency. 
This act discriminated against the standard silver dollar and in 
favor of fractional currency nearly 7 per cent. The owner of sil- 
ver bullion by coining it into fractional currency instead of stand- 
ard silver dollars would reap aprofitof nearly $70 in every thousand 
dollars coined. The profit was immense. @ necessary result 
standard silver dollars were not coined to any considerable extent 
while the act of 1853 remained in force. 

The reason assigned for this legislation is well stated in the re- 
port of the chairman of the House Committee on Ways and Means, 
as follows: 

We intend to do what the best writers on political economy have sqgnowsd 
what experience, where the experiment has been tried, has demonstrated to 
be necessary and proper, to make but one standard of currency and to make 
all others subservient to it. We mean to make gold the standard coin and to 
make those new silver coins applicable and convenient, not for large, but for 
small transactions. 

Here is a plain declaration of the object sought to be accom- 
plished by the act of 1853: 

We mean to make gold the standard coin and to make the new silver coins 
applicable and convenient not for large, but for small transactions- 

Gold for large transactions; silver for small transactions. The 
advocates of the single gold standard by this act attempted to _ 
he nation on a gold-standard basis, and they were successful in 
their undertaking, in so far as such object could be attained by 
legisiation. A re of nearly $70 to the silver bullion owner 
on every thousand dollars of bullion coined was amply sufficient 
to induce the an of it into fractional currency, especially 
when every two haif dollars thus coined were the equal of a 
standard silver dollar in purchasing and debt-paying power. 
From 1853 to 1861 all largetransactions were in goldand small ones 
in silver. The legislation of 1858 wasDemocratic. Both branches 
of Congress were overwhelmingly Democratic. The President 
was ‘‘l ama Democrat.” And thus the silver dollar was demone- 
tized by Democracy. Not by direct means, because Democrac 
never moves in straight lines, but rather prides itself upon indi- 
rect methods. This act dealt such a fatal blow to the silver dol- 
lar that from 1853 to 1878 less than eight millions were coined. 
This act just as effectually destroyed the ity and equality be- 
tween gold and silver as the much scan act of 1873. if the 
act of 1873, by its direct method in demonetizing the standard sil- 
ver dollar, was ‘‘the greatest crime of the nineteenth century,” 
then, pursuing the same line of declamation, the act of 1853 in its 
indirect method of demonetizing the standard silver dollar was the 
greatest crime of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. 

From 1861 to 1873 we had no o ity of fairly testing the 
equality of the metals. The rebellion of 1861 retired to private life 

old and silver. Both could not maintain the flag in the heavens. 

ey were not sufficient in amount and patriotism. The consti- 
tutional rock of finance was struck by loyal hands and bounteous 
streams of revenue leaped forth. e greenback and bluecoat 
became very much in evidence. This was long before the green- 
back had been wrought into an endless chain by a discredited and 
shortly to be ended Democratic Administration. The unity of the 
States and the integrity of the nation were preserved and main- 
tained. And afew years after the close of that memorable contest 


gold and silver, having finished their period of retirement and ; 
sion abroad, came “swaggering” home to find a dwelling pla 
neath the stars, boasting their loyalty and patriotism. If the) 
pose of the Democratic act of 1853 was to establish a gold stan: 
and to make gold convenient and applicable ‘“‘to large tra) 
tions and silver to smaller ones,” then it is quite apparent 

the act of 1873 was merely supplemental to such act, or me) 
continuation of the Democratic act of 1853. And I presume jt 
was so understood at the time by the Democratic party, as | 
by the Rrecorp that the great leaders of that party in the S 
voted for the act of February 12, 1873, now popularly refer 
as ‘the crime of 1873.” Thurman, Bayard, Salisbury, and 
voted for this ‘‘alleged crime.” 

Very much has been said about the act of 1873 which i 
true. It has been claimed that it was surreptitiously passed 
it went through Congress with “ the stealthy tread of a cat. 

Anyone at all conversant with the record knows that 1! 
imagination pure and simple, originating, perhaps, from tro 
and disordered minds. Few bills were ever more thorough! 
cussed. It was before Congress for nearly three years. It 
gressional career is recorded on more than 140 pages. It is 
that the act of 1873 prescribed that the unit of value shou! 
gold. It was done in direct language, recording the practi 
sult of the Democratic act of 1853. It is also true that th 
was discussed to no considerable extent by the press of the « 
try; but this is not unusual. Everyone knows that imp 
bills are passed at every session of Congress which are not 
cussed by the press generally. The fact that silver as a com 
modity was at a premium at the time is to my mind the principal 
reason why the act of 1873 did not provoke more discussion. 
ver bullion was at that time, largely because of its scarcity and 
because of its demand for other uses, worth from 3 to 4 per 
more than gold in the market. The silver barons of the West 
they thought about it at all, had not the slightest idea but t! 
would continue at a premium, and because thereof some of tl 
present free silver extremists voted for the act of 1873—an a 
which they now refer when a safe distance from the Conc 
SIONAL RECORD as ‘‘ the greatest crime of the nineteenth cen- 
tury.” 

The senior Senator of one of the silver States who now loads | 
air by day and by night with his free-silver lamentations voted 
the act of 1873, and in its advocacy said: 

- [want the standard gold; no paper money not redeemable in gold; no p 
money the value of which is not ascertained; no paper money that will 


ize a gold board tospeculate in. Gold is the universal standard of the 
Everybody knows what a dollar in gold is worth. 


His demand for gold and his championship of the so-called « 
of 1873 was loud, long, aggressive, and most persistent. This 
Senator now leads in the cause of silver with as much vehem 
and energy as he did then in the cause of gold. As champion ; 
excellence he stands preeminently at the head of a party w 
demands that the’ standard silver dollar shall be restored 1 
coinage place, as in the law of 1837—a unit of value, full legal tc 
der, of the weight of 4124 grains—and that upon one side the: 
there shall be an impression emblematical of liberty and upon t! 
other theeagle. And the love for the white metal is now so ardent 
that all the people of all the world, irrespective of race, color 
previous condition, are invited to bring their silver, coined o1 
coined, to our mints, which shall be open to them for the coining 
of their silver, without cost, into standard American dollars, : 
of the value of a gold dollar, which shall have an impression t! 
on of liberty and of the eagle, irrespective of its value as a 
modity or of its quantity. 

The silver monometallist claims that the act of 1873 sti 
down one-half of our constitutional money. This is a serious 
charge, if true. I think I have already shown that if silver has 
ever been stricken down by an act of legislation it was by the 
of 1853. Iwould therefore kindly suggest to the free-silver Di 
crats and Populists, who appear to be joined in wedlock by 
very bonds, the propriety of redating their marriage certifica 
from 1878 to 1853. The truth is that we did not really begin | 
coin silver into money to any considerable extent until after tle 
passage of the so-called demonetizatoin act of 1873. ; is 

From the passage of the act of 1873 up to 1878 the coined silver 
trade dollars amounted to $31,699,460, and from 1878 to 135 
$4,266,460 more were coined, making in all 35,965,924 trade dollars. 
And each of these trade dollars contained 74 grains more of si!\'" 
than the standard silver dollar. And from 1873 to 1878 the m 
were busy coining silver halves, quarters, and dimes, amounting ‘0 
the ——- oy of Sere ane a grand total of silver 
coinage for these five years 0: » 722,322. 

The silver industry was booming, the mints in full blast, no 
withstanding the alleged crime of 1873. The silver extremis's 
strenuously claim that fully one-half of all the silver mined 11 
America is used in the arts and for purposes other than coinas’. 

There is bably much truth in this statement, and for the 
purpose of argument I shall «sume it to be true. It follows 








% 


i 
bs 











1896. 





then that practically all the silver of America from 1873 to 1893 
was coined into money, except that used in the arts and for other 
than mintage purposes. ; aati 

From the passage of the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 until Novem- 
per, 1893, when the Sherman Act was repealed, we coined of stand- 
ard silver dollars $421,175,051. From 1878 to November, 1893, we 
coined of fractional silver currency $23,844,365. The silver ac- 
count from 1873 to November, 1893, when summed up, is as fol- 
lows: Standard dollars, $421,175,051; fractional silver, $70,817,227; 
trade dollars, $35,965,924; total silver coinage, $527,958, 202. 

Practically amounting to one-half of all the silver mined dur- 
ing those twenty years, and all this vast sum has been coined since 
the alleged crime of 1873. Only about eight millions of silver dol- 
lars were coined prior to that time, or during twenty years, practi- 
cally under Republican Administration, we coined nearly seventy 


times as much silver into money as during all the preceding | 
eighty years. Does it not look very much as though the so-called | 
crime of 1873 is largely a Democratic and Populistic nightmare? | 


The United States stock of silver is now estimated at about 
six hundred and twenty-five millions, of which sum about five 
hundred and forty-seven millions is full legal tender for general 
purposes, and some seventy-five millions in fractional coin pos- 
sessing limited legal-tender qualities. 

Notwithstanding the alleged ‘‘ greatest crime of the nineteenth 


century,” we have coined more silver and have more silver money | 


now than Russia, Germany, Austria, and Great Britain all com- 
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bined, and more silver money than France. Does it not appear as | 


though the ‘‘ great and awful crime of 1873,” in so far as silver is 


concerned, was a blessing in disguise tosilver-mine owners? Dur- | ever, should be said in Saul’s favor: He was marching on to no 


ing twenty years time they put upon the Government nearly 
$500,000,000 of silver. While the Government was buying silver 
of the mine owner, was consuming his product, it purchased no 
large quantities of wheat or corn from the farmer, or of iron, or 
lead from mine owners. For twenty years the Treasury of the 
United States has been the dumping ground and market place of 
the silver barons. 

Since 1873 the production of silver has greatly increased. By 
the discovery of new processes the cost of production has been 
greatly facilitated and cheapened. As anatural consequence, the 
increase of the production lessens its price as a commodity, in 
the same manner as like large productions of corn and wheat 
cheapen such commodities. Notwithstanding the extensive use 
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Before answering this question I wish to pay my respects a lit- 
tle more fu)}y to the pretended love of Democracy for the white 
metal. The Democratic party in its national platform of 1892 
demanded in effect the repeal of the Sherman Act of 1890, under 
and in pursuance of which nearly fifty millions of standard silver 
dollars were annually added to the currency. 

If all the silver of all the world is to be coined into standard 
silver dollars, then I fail to see why the coinage of about fifty mil- 
lions of standard silver dollars per annum was not a pretty good 
thing, as it practically consumed the entire annual American 
product of silver, less that used in the arts and for ot 





. . ne ree t ur} SCS. 
It so appears to me, and for fear that I may be misunderstood I 
now quote from a speech delivered in the Senate on February 18, 
1893, by one of the greatest Democrats of the nineteenth century, 
Among other things he said: 

[I would have voted the other day to take up what is known as the S!] in 
Act and for its repeal but for th ict that its p: l al le 
monetize silver and leave it unsupported by word le ation. I 
thought the measure was audaciou I thought it was a trag ask men 
like myself and others to absolutely swe from under the silver currency 
every vestige of law. That is not what we meant at Chicag I is not 
what the people mean. I would not vote for the repeal of t St in Act 
because it is vicious in principle, but it must be conn <d with something 


| better. 


A few months later the repeal came, at the special session of 1893, 
without any reservation or limitation. 

This is not at all strange, for we are told that in those days 
Democratic conversions were very numerous and very rapid, some 
of them in speed almost rivaling that of ‘‘ Saul of Tarsus,” who 
was converted ‘‘in the twinkling of an eye.” This much, how- 


| administrative pie counter. 


of silver as money, it has steadily depreciated as a commodity | 


since 1878. The silver monometallist claims that as a necessary | 


result flowing from the act of 1873 property has been cheapened, 


and, figuratively speaking, cut in two. The gold monomeiallist | 


claims that since the act of 1873 the price of property has held its 
own or advanced in value, and thatthe people have been benefited 
thereby. 

A strange law, indeed, if such contentions are true—that at 
the same time it raises and lowers the values of similar property 
similarly situated. Of course, this can not be true. 

The silver extremist exclaims t)iat 50-cent silver produces 50-cent 
wheat and fifty-dollar horses. The gold extremist exclaims, it 
produces 40-cent corn and seventy-five-dollar steers, and thus the 
contention goes bravely on between the theorists. The bimetal- 
list claims that the act of 1873 has necessarily and logically no 
effect upon cheapening wheat or horses, and at the same time en- 
hancing the price of corn or steers. All such changes in value 
can be accounted for in accordance with facts and a moderate 
application of common sense. 

In some parts of the country farm lands have increased in value 
from $5 to $50 per acre, and in other localities they have depre- 
ciated from $50 to $5 or less peracre. It is not possible that such 
enhanced and depreciated prices are caused at the same time by 
the alleged crime of 1873, but by other causes and conditions. 

One faction exclaims that an increase of our circulating medium 


to $40 per capita would enhance the price of all commodities. | erly administering national affairs. 


; ; | trusted with power by the people it ha 
to easily transact the business of the country an enlarged per | theories, traditions, beliefs, tendencies, and policies are not in 


| harmony with national supremacy. 


The other contendsif there is enough money and credit with which 


capita circulation would not necessarily appreciate the price of 
lands and commodities; that five hundred millions of business 
is easily transacted with ten millions of actual money; that the 
business of this great country is carried on with an actual cash 
eapital of 5 per cent on the dollar of its value. One side refers to 
France with its $40 per capita, and the other to England, Germany, 
and Russia with their $20 and less per capita. And then the in- 
quiry comes, If the circulating medium in France is double that 
in England, Germany, or Russia, why are not like commodities 
twice as high in France as in England, Germany,or Russia? We 
all know they are not, and that there is a common price level 
for all like commodities in those countries, and that the per capita 
— does not accord with actual facts. 

But why follow the line of argument of these extremists further? 
We know that their theories run counter to facts and experience, 
and therefore should not be followed. What, then, should be done 
to restore prosperity to the languishing industries of the country? 





|money. By‘ 


| repeal of the Sherman Act contracted nearly fifty milli 


It is true the repealing act contains something more than was 
necessary for an actual repeal of the Sherman Act; but is this the 
something better intimated? If so, then it logically follows that 
nothing is something better in connection with silver. 

The repealing clause says: 

It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue the 
use of both gold and silver as standard money, etc 

Silver had then been practically demonetized by the Democratic 
act of 1853 for more than forty years. Yet this repealing clause 
says it is the policy to continue the use of both gold and silver as 
standard money. How cana thing not in existence be continued? 
Shall the dead live again without resurrection? 

Silver as a unit of value was eliminated by the act of 1873. It 
no longer went to the mint on an equality with gold. 

For more than twenty years it was treated as a commodity by 
legislation, yet it is declared by this repealing clause to be the 
policy to continue the use of both gold and silver as standard 
standard money ” is meant primary money, redemp- 
tion money, money on an equality and parity in every respect. 

Is this what is meant by the word “ continue” in the repealing 
act, when the equality did not exist and had not existed for forty 
years—certainly not for twenty? Was not the currency by the 





num? And was not this repeal under Democratic Administration? 
And were not both branches of Congress Democratic? ‘Therefore 
the striking down of silver and the contraction of the currency 
nearly $50,000,000 per annum must be charged to the Democratic 
party. I know that some Republicans voted for its repeal, and I 
also know that some alleged Democrats voted against its repeal. 
However, the bill emanated from a Democratic Finance Commit- 
tee; it passed a Democratic House, a Democratic Senate, and was 
approved by the greatest of all living, yet politically dead, Demo- 
crats, and thereby it became a Democratic act. 

It is well known that the President and his followers are gold 
monometallists, and that the present bill, if it should pass both 
branches of Congress, would never become a law. It is also ap- 
parent that the people now believe Democracy incapable of prop- 
Whenever it has been in- 
signally failed. Its 


In 1846 it passed a bill known 
as the *“‘ Walker tariff.” This act was practically in force until 
1861. During those years the balance of trade was against us 
nearly $437,000,000, and this vast sum had to be paid in gold. 
During such time more than four hundred millions in American 
gold went abroad. This balance represented just that amount of 
business which should have been done in this country by Ameri- 
can labor and capital. From a Democratic standpoint this was a 
great tariff bill. Under it our gold went abroad and our labor 
was largely done in foreign lands. Democracy was so enamored 
of this act that in 1848 they resolved at their national convention 

That the fruits of the great political triumphs which elected James K. Polk 
have fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the nobl pulse 
given to the cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1442 and the 
creation of the more equal, honest, and productive tariff of 1846 

The tariff act of 1842 was protective. The tariff act of 1446 was 
practically free trade. The balance of trade under the tariff act 
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of 1842,during the four years of its existence, was in our favor 
$40,092,164. This balance was paid with foreign gold. Democ- 
racy extolled the act of 1846 as productive in revenue. This was 
a misconception. It was productive, not in revenue, but in the ex- 
portation of gold and in the transportation of business and.labor 
abroad. It was truly ‘a noble impulse given to the cause of free 
trade,” froma Democratic standpoint. It built up and stimulated 
industries abroad and destroyed those at home. Mr. Buchanan 
was at last compelled to say the following of this Democratic 
measure: 

With all the elements of natural wealth in abundance, our manufactories 
were =a our useful public and private enterprises were arrested, and 
thousands of laborers were deprived of employment and reduced to want. 

Some amendments were made to the act of 1846, some more ad 
valorem duties were imposed. Yet gold went abroad and labor 
was not done at home, Our revenues for current expenses were 
insufficient. Bonds bearing a high rate of interest were sold at a 
large discount in order to raise money to supply the deficiency. 
The condition of the people was most deplorable. Little money 
in circulation, and Democratic State banks broken and insolvent. 
History repeats itself. In 1892, Democracy, hungry, bold, and de- 
fiant, made an assault upon the business interests of the country. 
It boldly announced that. the method which had been pursued for 
more than a half century in raising revenue, principally by indi- 
rect taxation, was a fraud, and it was intimated that such taxa- 
tion was unconstitutional. Upon this issue Democracy was in- 
trusted with power in the legislative and executive branches of 
the Government. Immediately upon its becoming known that the 
Government had passed under Democratic control, business fal- 
tered and fell by the wayside, manufactories were shut down, and 
large numbers of men and women were thrown out of employ- 
ment; banks failed; railroads went into the hands of receivers; 
consternation and panic stalked throughout the land. Amid all 
this disaster, and to add still more to the misery of the people, the 
industries of ten States and Territories were almost annihilated 
and our currency contracted many millions annually by the re- 
peal of the Sherman Act. In 1893, after having repealed the Sher- 
man Act, Democracy, still bold and defiant, destroyed the tariff 
bill of 1890 and turned to the act of 1846 for inspiration. It con- 
sulted its ‘‘ curios and antiques,” and brought forth, after much 
travail, another act of ‘‘ perfidy and dishonor.” 

It took up again the noble impulse in the cause of free trade 
where it had left off in 1846. The general effect upon our indus- 
tries under the Wilson bill of 1894 was the same as under the act 
of 1846, only more deplorable. Again, ‘‘ with all the elements of 
natural wealth in abundance, our manufactures were suspended, 
our useful public and private enterprises were arrested, and 
thousands of. laborers were deprived of employment and reduced 
to want.” 

We are now informed by Democracy that the Wilson bill is a 
great getter of revenue; even more productive and luxuriant than 
the McKinley bill; that it produces ample revenue to pay current 
ae. Of course this statement is not generally believed to 
ye true. 

Under the McKinley bill, while Republicans were in control, 
ample revenues were collected to pay current expenses, and large 
annual reductions were made in the national debt. Our labor 
was done at home and our gold did not go abroad. The balance 
of trade under this act was in our favor for the year ended June 
80, 1891, $39,564,614; for the year ended June 30, 1892, $202,- 
875,686. The balance of trade from June 30, 1892, up to and until 
the election in November, 1892, was largely in our favor. The 
result of that election immediately paralyzed business, and the 
balance of trade on June 30, 1893, under President Cleveland was 
against us $18,737,728. And it has been ever since enormously 
against us. Since March 4, 1893, more than $350,000,000 in gold 
has gone abroad. The national debt has been increased by the 
sale of over $162,000,000 of bonds and is soon to be increased $100,- 
000,000 more, which vast sums of money have been and will be 
ultimately used in paying the current expenses of the Government. 
It therefore appears from a Democratic standpoint that an empty 
Treasury under a free-trade bill and an annual increase of the na- 
tional debt by the sale of interest-bearing obligations with which 
to raise money to pay current expenses is preferable to a full 
Treasury under a protective bill and the annual reduction of the 
national debt. The severest blows ever dealt American labor and 
American industries were delivered at the election in November, 
1892, and by the subsequent enactment of the Wilson bill in 1894. 
From the wounds thus inflicted labor and capital have not yet re- 
covered and will not for years tocome. The true date of the 
Wilson bill in its destructive effects was November, 1892, and not 
August, 1894. Thedaysof Buchanan overagain. Selling bonds to 
obtain money to fill empty treasuries in time of peace. The gold 
of the country going abroad and the labor of the country being 
done by foreign hands on foreign soil. One declaring that a State 
had no right to secede, yet he could find no constitutional power 
to coerce a sovereign State; the other annulling the Monroe doc- 


trine in one of its most important features. Then, as now, D 
mocracy believed in State rights, State banks, free trade, and a 
gold standard. 

Mr. President, a majority of the people demand two things: 
First, the enactment of a tariff law not quite so prohibitive in 
some respects as the McKinley bill and not quite so luxurian¢ jin 
its free list; second, the coinage of American silver only at tho 
ratio of 16to1. The people believe with a proper tariff law tho 
balance of trade will be speedily restored and foreign gold \ 
flow into the Treasury; and that with the coinage of America 
silver the money of the country will not be so easily cornere: 
and that panics and lockouts will not so frequently occur. \\ 
are told, however, that even the coinage of the American prod 
would greatly inflate prices. I hardly believe this statement to 
be true. In case of free coinage of the American product, our 
mines would probably produce annually from seventy-five to 
eighty million dollars for a few years, when the output would 
undoubtedly decrease, as many mines by that time would be 
worked out and exhausted. 

There must be an end to silver mining in this country whet}.or 
we have free silver coinage or not, because large quantities of silyer 
will be annually required for use in the arts and other purpo 
many millions are now annually shipped abroad. The end, how- 
ever, would come more quickly with free coinage, because of ; 
larger use of silver. It is estimated that from $25,000,000 to $30,- 
000,000 in value of silver per annum is used in the arts and for 
other purposes. If this is true, then with the coinage of the Amer- 
ican product our mintage of silver dollars and fractional curr 
would probably not exceed forty or forty-five million dollars 
perannum. Thus it will be seen that our increase of money per 
capita would be less than 75 cents per annum—an amount harily 
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sufficient to inflate the currency to any appreciable extent, no 
sufficient to cause decadence and decay, nor, if we relied up 
this only, to bring much prosperity. It is quite apparent that free 
coinage of silver will not work miracles nor do all that is claim: 
for it by its advocates. It also ought to be equally apparent 
the gold-standard apostle that an increase of less than $1 per cap- 
ita in our circulating medium per annum would not cause panic 
and disaster. With the free coinage of the silver produced in 
America it would take fully ten years of constant and active min- 
ing and the work of our mints to their fullest capacity to increase 
our circulating medium as much as $5 per capita. And in all 
human probability at the expiration of that time the production 
of silver in this country would gradually decrease instead of in- 
crease, because of the exhaustion of many of the mines. Is it 
not apparent, therefore, that the crimination and recrimination of 
the extremists are without substance or just foundation? 

To most people the battle now being waged between them ap- 
pears harmless, and its resemblance to those of Don Quixote with 
the wind mills very striking. Exaggeration seems to be a potent 
weapon. Facts are not wanted; theories predominate. 

From the loud and persistent assertions of the free-silver Dem- 
ocrats and Populists some are led to believe that since 1875 our 
industries have been paralyzed, and that as a nation we have not 
es ar The truth is, we never had much prosperity or much 

usiness in this country until after the rebellion of 1861; and the 
golden age of American industries was between 1865 and 18:3. 

During that time we constructed and equipped more than 100,- 
000 miles of railroad, and in such business expended more than 
a half million dollars daily. We settled the public domain, or- 
ganized States, and built cities. America stepped to the front as 
the greatest manufacturing nation of the world, and to-day she 
exceeds in power England, France. and Germany combined. In 
the field of iabor one American is the equal of two Englishmen, 
two Frenchmen, ortwo Germans. In agricultural pursuits here 
one American can produce as much as two Englishmen, three 
Frenchmen, four Germans, or five Austrians. In the last thirty 
years the inventive genius of man hastaken new flights. Wehave 
outrun all other nations in intelligence, wealth, and enterprise, 
and to-day 70,000,000 of Americans own one-quarter of all the 
wealth of all the world. During those years our progress was 
marvelous, incomparable. Therefore, Mr. President, does it not 
plainly appear that the silver question has been expanded beyon( 
allreasonable proportions by extremists; its benefit or injury most 
grossly exaggerated? It is not, in my opinion, the greatest an‘ 
mostimportant question of the hour. It is not the sole cause 0! 
hard times by any means. ; 

There are other industries which are now languishing that far 
exceed in value and importance the production of the silver mines. 

Less than 2 per cent of the land of the great State of Colorado 
is under cultivation, yet its annual agricultural productions ex- 
ceed in value its annual silver output. The agricultural products 
of Kansas for the year 1895 exceed in value the entire silver out 
put of the Western States for any one year. The value of the 
products and commodities produced annually in America exceed 
many hundred times the annual output of the American silver 
mines. Thus we see that the silver product per annum is almost 
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infinitesimal when compared with the aggregate value of our other 
roducts and commodities. 

It is but a drop in the great commercial bucket. I 
it not apparent that the effect of the coinage of the American 
silver would not be injuriously felt, and that the danger appre- 
hended by the gold monometallist is largely theoretical and im- 


Therefore is 


aginary? The greatest benefit to be derived from the coinage of 
American silver would be to give employment to a few thousand 
jdle laborers, the investment of some capital, and a slow, gradual, 
and healthful expansion of our primary or redemption money. 
The inflation of the currency caused by the coinage of the Amer- 


ican product, I believe, would be beneficial, not injurious. 


It would stimulate business some, but it alone would not pro- | 
Our misfortune is not wholly due to the | 


duce general prosperity. d s no 
demonetization of silver or a failure to coin it, although it is a 
factor which enters into the situation to some extent. 

In my opinion there is a vastly more important question in- 
volved than the mere coinage of silver. 
pions of Democracy parading around the prostrate form of the 


believe that such great show of grief and sorrow is not from the 
heart, but rather in the nature of an exhibition before a suscepti- 
ble public for political purposes. The majority of the American 
people do not believe in the tenets of Democracy. They have 
overthrown its most sacred principles, State rights, State banks, 
and free trade. And in my opinion they will resent its assumed 
leadership in finance. In the past Democratic théories have been 
unsound, Democratic policies unfortunate. Why will they not 

rove equally so in the future? Whatnew and recent assurances 

1ave the people that they will be safe leaders in the cause of bi- 
metallism? In discussing this question we must not forget the 
glorious history of the Republican party or its fundamental princi- 
ples. Free speech, free schools, free press, free ballot, protection 
to American industries and American labor, and a currency as 
national as the flag and as strong as the Government. All other 
questions are minor and subordinate, and upon such minor ques- 
tions Republicans can not afford to be led into Democratic and 

Populistic camps with the vain and delusive cry of the free and 
unlimited coinage of all the silver of all the world unaided and 
alone at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

In my opinion, the chief cause of our misfortune originated first 
in the great and unfortunate mistake made by the people in the 
election of November, 1892, conferring power upon the Demo- 
cratic party. And this most deplorable mistake was intensified 
by unfortunate laws relating to our revenues which Democracy 
placed upon the statute book. The Wilson billis too near a free- 
trade act to suit the industries of the nation. Its blighting and 
destructiveeffect has been felt in all branches of industry. Nearly 
three years of Democratic administration has proved more expen- 
sive to the people than the national debt incurred because of the 
rebellion of 1861. Thus we learn that some things are more expen- 
sive though not quite so deplorable as war. When we shall have 
placed upon the statute book a proper revenue bill, then Ameri- 
can labor will find full hours of employment at home and good 
compensation. Then the balance of trade will be in our favor and 
not against us. Then gold will come from abroad and remain in 
the Treasury, and the endless chain will be no more. Then the 
mints of the country can be safely opened to the coinage of Ameri- 
can silver only. Then the fears of the gold monometallist as to 
the danger of bimetallism will have disappeared. His disordered 
brain will have assumed its normal condition. Then in the head 
of the silver extremist wheels will cease torevolve. Exaggeration 
will be forgotten. Then prosperity and contentment will be in 
every home, gladness will penetrate every heart, and labor will 
make the nation resound with its joyous acclaim. Then Demo- 
cracy, what little there is of it, will again consult its ‘‘ curios and 
antiques” and arrange its feeble battle lines along State rights, 
State banks, and free trade. The loud clarion voice of Populism 
will be heard no more in the land, sounding the praises of the free 
ee coinage of all the silver of all the world at the ratio 
0 * 

_Its voice will be lower, and in sad and melancholy tones it will 
sing of the beauties of irredeemable paper money based upon 
nothing, and of the inestimable blessing to be derived from free 
subtreasuries, maintained at governmental expense, in which the 
people may store their perishable and nonperishable products. 

_ Mr, President, I do not believe that the issue of all issues at this 
time is the money question. I fully realize that the question is at 
the front, not, however, because of its merit only, but rather be- 
cause of hard times, caused largely, if not wholly, by bad legis- 
lation, and because of its industrious and persistent cultivation 
by ambitious men, aided by the discarded and dissatisfied politi- 
cians of the old parties. 

Mr. President, I am ready and willing at this time to vote for 
the free coinage of the silver produced in the United States only, 
not because money is the paramount issue of the hour, but rather 
use I believe that we are shortly to have more favorable laws 


When I see the cham- | 
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governing our greater and more important industries, when pros- 
perity will return. 

_ And then good,and only good,in my judgment,can come by an 
increase in our redemption or primary money. Iam also ready 
and willing to vote for a bill providing for the coinage of our sil- 
ver at the rate of 16 to 1 as an object lesson. If the law proves 
beneficial we will retain it; if injurious, repeal it. 

Whatever the result, it will stand as a monument on the high- 
way of time as a warning or blessing to those coming hereafter. 
Our country is too wealthy, our resources too great, to be perma- 
nently injured by the experiment. 

Mr. President, the people, as demonstrated by the elections of 
1893, 1894, and 1895, have determined to place the entire control of 
this great Government in the hands of the Republican party as 
speedily as possible. It is ready and willing to accept the great 
trust so to be devolved. It will meet every question and decide it 
properly. It will be equal to every emergency. It will settle the 
questions of tariff and finance unaided and alone. It will estab- 


) he p | lish and maintain the equality and parity between gold and silver 
silver queen, shedding copious floods of briny tears, I am led to | 


at the ratio of 16 to 1 to the entire satisfaction of the people. 
Then we shall have no personal Administration in opposition to 
the will of the people. The people will never forget that whatever 
there is in this Government for the last thirty-five years worthy 
of emulation or preservation is due solely to the wisdom, states- 
manship, and patriotism of the Republican party. In the future, 
as in the past, guided by that power which controlrs the destinie 
of men and of nations, its mission willstill be onwad and upwards. 
Mr. NELSON. Lhad intended to submit some remarks upon 
the pending measure to-day, but it is now rather late in the day 
and I will let it go over until Monday, when I shall ask for a short 
time the privilege of submitting a few remarks upon the bill. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TO MONDAY. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 176) to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across 
the Potomac River, which has been reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments. I will state, if I may, sir, that 
this bill is very heartily recommended by the Secretary of War, 
who regards it as important for military purposes, and it has the 
earnest support in this body of a distinguished gentleman who was 
the Secretary of War under a former Administration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt inthe chair). The 
Senator from Virginia asks unanimous consent that the pending 
measure may be temporarily laid aside for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. PUGH. I understand that the consideration of that bill 
will not interfere with the unfinished business? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notatall. 
is asked. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By unanimous consent it can be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One moment, Mr. President. I was on 
my feet not for the purpose of objecting to the bill, but before 
unanimous consent is given I should like to ask the Senator from 
Virginia if it is anywhere provided in the bill that one-half of the 
expense of this structure shall be paid by the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DANIEL. No. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ihope the Senator will agree to an amend- 
ment to that effect. Otherwise I shall feel constrained to object 
to the bill, much as I dislike to do it. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow the bill to be read I 
think I can appropriately answer his suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair mustinquire whether 
there is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I reserve the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole and will be read. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana to state that he does not object to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have arranged with the Senator from 
Virginia about it. I do not object. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments were, in section 2, line 1, after the word ** That,” 
to strike out ‘the cost of said bridge shall not exceed the sum of 


Unanimous consent 
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$600,000; and”; in line 5, after the word ‘‘of,” to strike out “‘ se- 
curing designs and of commencing the construction of said bridge; 
which,” and insert ‘‘making the necessary surveys, soundings, 
and borings on the line of the proposed bridge, and for securing 
designs and estimates of cost of said bridge, which”; soas to make 
the section read: 

Sno. 2. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof 8s may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, Vor the purpose of making the necessary surveys, soundings, and 
rings on the line of the proposed bridge, and for securing designs and esti- 
mates of cost of said bridge, which shall be used exclusively for foot pas- 
senger and vehicles, and prohibited to all tramways, whether propelled by 
steam, electric, cable, horse, or other power. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, the bill having been perfected, I 
beg leave to say just a few words. 

The report of the Secretary of War is not yet published in the 
form in which we usually have it, but no doubt Senators have 
read it. In that report will be found the considerations set forth 
in favor of the erection of this bridge by the United States Gov- 
ernment, There is an important military post near the capital, 
at Fort Myer, just acrossthe river. In addition to that, the Gov- 
ernment is the owner of the soil. It owns some 1,100 acres of 
land adjacent to the city, the former Arlington estate, in which is 
a large national cemetery, and on which also is an immense flat, 
near the Potomac, which the Secretary of War considers would be 
of desirable use for troops in maneuvering and drilling and for the 
large bodies which often visit the capital to encamp. 

The considerations set forth by the Secretary of War in favor 
of this bridge are that it is to be erected for the purpose of con- 
necting the national capital with the military post which is its 
guard and with the property which is under the control of the Sec- 
retary of War, which holds a great national cemetery and a field 
appropriate for future military uses, both of the Army and the 
militia. These considerations are so weighty that in considering 
them we should lose sight of any view as to the mere government 
of the District of Columbia. I think, sir, that this isa fair charge 
directly upon the Treasury of the United States. It not only has 
the support of the present Secretary of War, but the distinguished 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], who once occupied 
that position during the Administration of President Harrison, is 
now one of the committee which has passed upon and is support- 
ing this bill. 

I hope it may be the pleasure of the Senator from Louisiana to 
recognize the broad national considerations from a military point 
of view which have controlled the advocacy of this bill on the part 
of the War Department, and that he may not offer the amend- 
ment which had occurred to his mind, and which would be very 

ertinent and just if this were a mere local improvement for the 
nefit of the city of Washington. Though incidentally advan- 


tages will undoubtedly accrue both to the District of Columbia, 


and to the State of Virginia, the chief benefit is that to be derived 
by the Government of the United States, which for its conven- 
ience desires this bridge to connect the national capital with the 
military post which defends it, with the military cemetsry which 
is so often visited by citizens of this country from all portions of 
it, and with a military parade ground upon which both regular 
troops and militia and other large bodies may encamp. 

An additional consideration is found in the fact that should the 
Government ever desire to dispose of any portion of this large area 
the accretion in value would be immense. 

Mr. President, access to the national capital ought to be made 
easy to the citizens who approach it from any quarter, and com- 
munication between the Headquarters of the Army and the fortifi- 
cations which concern it should also be made by an easy highway 
always ready to be used. It is ashame, in my humble judgment, 
that we have so long neglected this matter and that communica- 
tion is so poor and imperfect between the capital and the places to 
which I have referred. 

I will now throw myself upon the magnanimity and place myself 
at the mercy of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I did not rise a while ago 
for the ne of preventing the passage of this bill for the con- 
struction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River to con- 
nect the District directly with the military post at Fort Myer and 
with the national cemetery at Arlington. I believe the bridge 
should be built. I agree with the Senator from Virginia that the 
facilities for crossing the Potomac River at the city of Washing- 
ton are inadequate. My purpose chiefly was to suggest the pro- 
priety of the payment of one-half of the expense by the District 
of Columbia, 

The Government of the United States pays now and has been 
paying for many years _—_ certainly as long as I have had any 
connection with either House of Congress, one-half of the public 
expenditures in the District of Columbia. That was all right so 
long as Washington was as ling town, but now when Wash- 
ington has grown to the col roportions of a city of 250,000 
people, it is not just to the peagie of the United States at large 
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that the Federal Treasury should continue to be taxed to pa s 
half of the municipal expenses of the District. This systein }\q 
its origin in the idea that the Government owned one-half . 
area of the city of Washington; hence, should bear one-} 
the expenses of the city. Butin order to debit the Govery 
with the ownership of half of the area of the city, they ch; 
the area occupied by the streets and avenues to the Govern 
This was done when Washington was a small town as con 
with its proportions now. Now, Mr. President, it is not r 
charge to the Government the streets of the city. They a 
mon to everyone and should be excluded from the compn 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
me to correct him there? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly; if Iam in error I desi: be 
corrected. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Fifty-one per cent in area of the entire 
property within the limits of the city of Washington is in ; 
and reservations, not counting at all the property owned | 
Government, on which its public buildings are situated, n 
it include the hundreds of lots owned by the Government 
prietor, and which the Government has the power to sell ani js 
selling at different times, paying no taxes whatever upon it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My remarks had reference not to the 
structures erected by the Government on lands owned by it, jut 
to the area constituting the city of Washington. By the Senator's 
own statement 50 or 51 per cent of this area is in streets and parks, 
This must be according to a survey made a longtime ago. [ yen. 
ture tosay a survey made now would show nosuch results. W ish: 
ington has been built up and spreads out over a large space. 

The time has come, and I hope in the near future it will crys. 
tallize into law, when the amount that the Government \ 
called upon to pay of the municipal expenditures of the 
Washington will be less than one-half. What was fair and 
in this regard twenty-five years ago ceases to be so now. Coniii- 
tions have changed, but the policy complained of has not changed; 
it still exists. 

Inasmuch, then, as we are still contributing one-half out 
public Treasury to the expenses of the District of Columbia, it is 
not an injustice to ask that when structures of this kind are sought 
to be built, connecting the District of Columbia with the adjacent 
Virginia shore, one-half of the expense of such structure should 
be borne by the District. 


If I mistake not, one-half of the expense of the bridge that spans 
the Potomac River at Georgetown was paid by the District. If] 
am in error in this, I trust the Senator from Virginia or the chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia will . t 


me. If that bridge was constructed by the joint expenditure of 
moneys pertaining to the District of Columbia and the Federal 
Treasury, why should not the same rule obtain in regard t 
bridge, which, though it is called a memorial bridge, is not! 
but an additional bridge over the Potomac River for the accommo- 
dation of the District of Columbia and the people who d ) 
cross the river to get into the District? 

Mr. President, I shall not object to the consideration of 1 | 
by the Senate. There was an understanding between the Senator 
from Virginia and myself that, notwithstanding the fact tho Dill 
was laid before the Senate, if I insisted upon urging an objection, 
it would go over. Ido not insist upon its going over, but! do 
hope the Senator from Virginia will accept an amendment which 
I offer to the bill. I send up to be read by the Secretary a | 
to be appended at the end of the second section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Lo na 
moves to further amend the bill by adding to it what will be read 


by the Secretary. E 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill add the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That one-half of the cost of said bridge shall be paid by the District 


of Columbia and one-half by the United States. 


Mr. DANIEL. I can notacquiescein the amendment. I would 
be glad to have it passed upon by the Senate, but it hardly g 
to me to be just. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to object to the bill i 
amendment can be adopted. I will vote for it if we can ha\ 
bill disposed of, so that we can proceed to the considera' 
executive business. If there is to be further debate I must 
to the further consideration of the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreciny '0 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana | \!'. 
BLANCHARD], 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the am 
ments were concurred in, ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, t°\“ 
the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. VEST su uently said: I enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill in regard to the memorial bridge was pass, 


sil. 








account of an amendment which I understand was adopted 


“yhile I was temporarily absent from the Chamber. 


If I had been 
here I should have expressed my opinion about it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Themotion to reconsider will be 


ent red. 
LANDS AT PORT ROYAL, §S. C. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire with- 
draw that motion for a moment? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. Iyieldtothe Senator from South 
Jarolina. 

: Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1297) to po for the purchase of lands adjoining the United 
States naval station, Port Royal, 8S. C., a small bill which the 
Navy Department wishes to have passed, and which has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs favorably. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the’ bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in sec- 
tion 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” 
and insert ‘‘ three”; so as to make the section read: 


That for the ae of the lands hereinbefore described there is hereby 
appropriated the sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by increasing the amount from $3,000 to $5,000. I have 
conferred with the Secretary of the Navy, and this is proposed in 
order to gain time. It is feared that the land will not be sold if 
an amount so small as $3,000 is offered for it. Ihave consulted 
the members of the committee and they have agreed that the 
amendment I propose shall be made. Iask, therefore, that $5,000 
shall be inserted as the amount named. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the appropriate amount which 
should be inserted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORT ASSINNIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.626) providing for disposal of lands on 
abandoned portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation 
in Montana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. There are certain amendments reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands which I ask to have considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were,in section 1, line 10, before the word ‘‘act,” to strike out 
“an” and insert ‘‘any,” and at the end of the section to insert: 


Provided, That if the entire reservation be abandoned for military pur- 
poses this act shall not apply to an area 1 mile square embracing the Gov- 
ernment buildings at Fort Assinniboine. 


So as to make the section read: 


That all lands which have been or may hereafter be excluded from the lim- 
itsof the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation in the State of Montana shall 
be open to the operation of the laws regulating homestead entry, except sec- 
tion 2301 of the Revised Statutes, and to entry under the town-site laws and the 
laws governing the disposal of coal lands, desert lands, and mineral lands, and 
shall not be subject to sale under the provisions of any act relating to the sale 
of abandoned military reservations: Provided, Thatif the entire reservation 
be abandoned for military purposes this act shall not apply to an area 1 
mile square embracing the Government buildings at Fort Assinniboine. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minuttes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 5 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 27, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 24, 1896. 
. UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Patrick S. Nagle, of Oklahoma Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States for the Territory of Oklahoma, vice E. D. Nix, 
removed. 





COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

John A. Mason, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the Second district of New York, to succeed John A. Sullivan, 
resigned. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George H. Cleaves, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Greenport, in the State of New York, to succeed E. S. 
Havens, resigned. Mr. Cleavesisnow serving under 4 temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. This nomina- 
tion to correct error in name of Mr. Cleaves, nominated as George 
S. Cleaves December 17, 1895, which nomination is withdrawn. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 24, 1896, 
POSTMASTERS. 

Francis Riley, to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York. 

William Killefer, to be postmaster at Paw Paw, 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 

Jonathan L. Pettyjohn, to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas. 


in the county 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 27, 1896. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
3ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 

A bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Osgood; and 

A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to George W. Case, late 
private Company B, Twenty-seventh New York Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 925) to pension Annie J. Corbett; 

A bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. 
Keith; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1141) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment of Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 1616) granting a pension to Michael E. Bricker, of 
Edgerton, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker; and 

A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
Dulany. 

SENATORS FROM UTAH. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I take great personal pleasure, 
and a peculiar pleasure, in presenting the credentials of Frank J. 
Cannon, elected a Senator from the State of Utah. I ask that the 
credentials be read and that the Senator-elect be qualified as a 


member of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Secretary read the credentials of Frank J. Cannon, chosen 
by the legislature of Utah a Senator from that State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on file. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Arthur Brown, a Senator-elect from the State of Utah, and ask that 
they may be read and that the oath of office be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Secretary read the credentials of Arthur Brown, chosen 
by the legislature of Utah a Senator from that State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thecredentials will be placed on file. 

Mr. DUBOIS. There being no question about the regularity of 
the proceedings, I ask that the Senators from Utah be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators-elect will come for- 
ward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Cannon and Mr. Brown were escorted to the Vice-Presi- 
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dent’s desk by Mr. DuBois and Mr. Burrows, respectively, and 
the oath prescribed by law having been administered to them, they 
took their seats in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain the classes to which the 
Senators from the State of Utah shall be assigned, in conformity with the 
resolution of May 14, 1789, and as the Constitution requires. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary put into the ballot box two papers of equal 
size, one of which shall be numbered 1, and the other shall be numbered 3. 
Each of the Senators from the State of Utah shall draw out one paper; and 
the Senator who shall draw out the paper numbered 1 shall be assigned to 
the class of Senators whose terms of service will expire the 3d day of March, 
1890; and the Senator who shall draw out the paper numbered 3 shall be as- 
signed to the class of Senators whose terms of service will expire the 3d 
day of March, 1897. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators from Utah will please 
come forward, in accordance with the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. BROowN advanced to the Secretary’s desk 
and drew, respectively, in the order named, a paper from the bal- 
lot box. 
same papers were then handed by the Secretary to the Vice- 

resident. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Mr. Brown has drawn the paper 
numbered 3, and is accordingly assigned to the class of Senators 
whose terms of service will expire March 3, 1897. Mr. CANNON has 
drawn the paper numbered 1, and is ow mnee gt assigned to the 
class of Senators whose terms of service will expire March 38, 
1899. The proper entry will be made upon the Journal of the 
Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of 
a joint resolution a. for the temporary appointment of 
expert money counters in the Treasury Department in order to 
bring up the work of counting and assorting currency sent to the 
Department for redemption, which is now $7,500,000 in arrears, 
and requesting that the resolution be enacted into a law as early 
as practicable; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Auditor for the State and other oo in regard to the 
necessity for an additional clerk of class 4 in his office, and 
recommending that provision be made for such clerk for the re- 
mainder of the current fiscal year in the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, in response to a resolution of the 3d instant call- 
ing for information as to what disposition has been made of the’ 
appropriation made in the act ‘‘ making appropriations for the sup- 
ort of the Army, approved September 22, 1888,” for pneumatic 
Romansite guns, whether any batteries have been established under 
the actat any of the ports of the United States, and whether it would 
be possible to establish such a battery at Fort Warren, Boston Har- 
bor, transmitting reports from the Chief of Ordnance and the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, upon the subject; which, 
with the accompanying reports, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to George W. Case, late 
private Company B, Twenty-seventh New York Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzziel B. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 925) to pension Annie J. Corbett; 
oa bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. 

eith; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1141) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. Frail. deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 1616) granting a pension to Michael E. Bricker, 
of Edgerton, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker; and 

A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany. . 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton » 
associates for the entire work of constructing a canal throu 
Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet deep and 300 feet wid 
sum not exceeding $1,450,000; which was referred to the ( 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ ( 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made { 
plete the defenses of harbors of coastwise cities; which was 1 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented petitions of W. G. Conn and 304 other « 
of Fayette County, of J. A. Hart and 19 other citizens o} 
Lebanon, of Henry Blackwell and 61 other citizens of Mon 
ville, and of W. C. Elder and 76 other citizens of Red Bank 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so 
Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Commit 
Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON. I present the petition of J. S. Pills) 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the adoption of certain « 
ments to the national banking law. I ask that the peti 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Fi 


There being no objection, the petition was referred to the ( 


mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Rr 
follows: 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., January 


My DEAR SENATOR: I have read the text of a bill which you ha 
duced governing our national banks. I most heartily approve of t! 
tions which you propose; they will be very helpful; and Iam glad , 
taken up the subject of national banking. After ten years’ experie: 
rector of national bank, you will permit me to make the followin; 
tions for further alterations in the law, as I did not notice that you 
clude these changes. 

Amend the banking law so as to prohibit, and,in fact,make a pe: 
banks to make rediscounts. Thisis a very important amendment 
fact that almost any national bank would have sufficient liability 
loans its deposits; and the risk is great when any bank goes beyond t 
borrows money Le / rediscounts. 

Second. It should be made a penal offense for the officers of any 
borrow money, directly or indirectly, from the bank of which they 
cers. It has become quite the custom for the officers of banks to 
money which they use 
cers. This has probably had a tendency to wreck more banks than a: 
factor in the management of national banks. More than half of al! ¢! 
ures of national banks have been caused largely by the officers takin: 
from the banks without the directors’ howled 


JANUARY ” 


without permission, from the fact that they a: 


'y 


— 


\\ 


m- 


iil. 


e. 
Third. The officers of all national banks should be prohibited from |oaning 
any of the funds of the bank of which they are officers above the sui. s 


of 3500, except where the limits for loans to customers have been fix: 
discount committee or directors of the bank. And no loans should | 
above the limit of $500 except the applicants shall first have been pass: 
by the discount committee or directors of such bank. 


It is entirely wrong, and should be considered a misdeameanor, for tli 


cers of the bank to make loans on their own judgment without co 
the directors or the discount committee. 


Fourth. National banks should have the advantage of all bills which n 


destroyed or lost; as, for instance, when bank bills are destroyed by 


lost by water, or anything of this kind, banks should have the advant 


these iosses, instead, as now, under the general banking law, the Gov: 


having the benefit of such losses, as the Government has full security, by 


the deposits of bonds, for the issuing of their bills. 
The financial crisis through which this country has recently pa 


given experience to those who are connected with the management of |! ks 
that it is imperatively necessary that the laws should be more stro: 


guarded by making these amendments for the safety of the community 


> “seam institutions should be so managed that safety is the fir 
of a bank. 

Excuse me for calling your attention to this. 
that a teaches me that such amendments as suggested 
make the law more perfect, and would throw around us such guards 
safety of the community as are absolutely necessary. 

Very truly, yours, 
J. 8. Pii 

P. 8.—The officers who should be prohibited from borrowing money 
a, vice-president, cashier, assistant cashier, teller, and assistant 

e prohibition should not embrace the directors. 


J. 8 


Hon. KNUTE NELSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented petitions of the Board of Trade 


vannah, Ga.; of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, > 


I should not do so. « 


FILLSBURY 


of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, of Savannah, Ga.; of the city 
council of Charleston, 8S. C., and of the Manufacturers’ Club of 


Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 


nNroO- 
ro 
pl 


viding for fortifications and other seacoast defenses; which were 


referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 


He also presented a petition of the city council of Ballard, Was!.., 


and a petition of the common council of Hoquiam, Wasb., |)! 
ing for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal | 
the control of the Government; which were referred to the 5: 


Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wha 


ler 
lect 


tcom 


County, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on lmm- 


gration. 


if 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Manufac- 
turers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the protection of the seacoast cities of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Henry Spies and 103 other 
citizens of New York, praying that the Congress will authorize 


He also presented a petition of the University of the State °! 
Washington, and petitions of sundry citizens of Skagit County, 
and of sundry citizens of Snohomish County, in the State o! 
Washington, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to rol 
ganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





Dae ae 


ete 





1896. 





Mr. SQUIRE. I present a series of petitions containing thou- 
sands of signatures of citizens of King County, in the State of 
Washington, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to re- 
organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy. 
{| move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented resolutions adopted by the congre- 
gation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Calumet, 
Mich., favoring the resolutions recently introduced by Senator 
Hoar relating to the Armenian persecutions; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the White Lake Farmers’ Club, 
of Oakland County, Mich., praying for the free delivery of mails 
in rural districts; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of 80 citizens of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the passage of House joint resolution No. 11, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting fur- 
ther appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical control; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry petitions of employees of the 


Baldwin Locomotive Works, of the Franklin Sugar Refinery, of | 
Philadelphia, and of citizens of Buttercup, Mineral Point, and | 
Vinco, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage | 


of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fair- 
field, 8. C., praying that an appropriation be made for the deep- 
ening of Winyah Bay bar, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition,in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation for the protection of the sea- 


coast cities of the United States; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Coast Defenses. _ , ii 
He also presented a petition of the National Association of 


Manufacturers of the United States, praying for the speedy pas- | 


sage of the emergency tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint, Oil and Varnish Club 
of New York, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of 
Commerce and a petition of the Park Street Club, of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which wasreferred tothe Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Board of Trade of Worcester, Mass., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to secure the adoption of the inter- 
national metric system of weights and measures; Which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the First Methodist Church of 
Calumet, Mich., remonstrating against the proposed withdrawal 
of American missionaries and theabandonment of American Chris- 
tian enterprises in Turkey; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting protection to the American missions in Turkey, 
and extending sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Butte County, Cal., and a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Lassen County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation de- 
veloping the mining industries of the country; which were referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to extend 
to the port of Superior the privileges of immediate transportation 
in bond, and remonstrating against the enactment of any and all 
legislation which has in view the attachment of the city of 
Superior to the Duluth district for any customs purposes what- 
ever; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented petitions of the Board of Industries of 
Warren, of the Board of Commerce of Youngstown, and of the 
Board of Trade of Niles, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the construction of a ship 
canal connecting Lake Erie and the Ohio River at Pittsburg, Pa.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

_He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 125, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
restoration of deserters to the military rolls; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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He also presented petitions of the Ministerial Associations of 
Troy, New Philadelphia, and Canal Dover, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation in the interest of moral- 
ity; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 35 citizens of Melrose, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a petition of the common 
council of the city of Junction, Oreg., in which the petitioners 
urgently request that the Fifty-fourth Congress will not fail to 
enact such wise and conservative legislation as will secure the 
speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal under the control of 
the Government, and for the benefit of our whole country, under 
such conditions as will secure low tolls without discrimination, 
safe passage, and free from the abuses which have attended fran- 
chises granted to any transportation companies. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Select Committee on the Construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IMPRISONMENT OF JOHN LEWIS WALLER. 

Mr. BAKER. I present the petition of Mrs. Susan Waller, who 
represents that she is a citizen of the State of Kansas, and that 
her husband in 1891 was appointed a consul at Tamatave, Mada- 
gascar; that on the 5th day of March, 185, he was arrested by a 
French expedition that had no jurisdiction over the island; that 
he was tried by a drumhead court-martial on the 18th day of 
March, 1895, convicted in about three hours afterwards, and sen- 
tenced to twenty years’ imprisonment in France; that he was 
transported from the Island of Madagascar to France in chains; 


| that he has been in prison ever since, and is still in prison; and 


that the authorities of the United States have not yet been able to 
obtain a copy of the record or of the evidence upon which he was 
convicted. I desire to read the last four or five lines of the peti- 
tion, as the relief the petitioner demands is expressed better than 
I could express it. She says: 

That these acts by which France has held my husband, an American citt- 
zen, as an nes felon for the past ten months, are a crime against 
tice, and I believe and am sure that had my husband been a subject of Great 
Britain he would have long since been released. Therefore your petitioner, 
an American woman and an humble citizen of this great Republic, in behalf 
of my husband, the said John Lewis Waller, appeals to the Congress of the 
United States and prays that some suitable and immediate action be taken 
for his release. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE LATE COL, CHARLES A. ZOLLINGER. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a paper from the Military Order of 
the Loyal Legion of the United States, Commandery of the State 
of Indiana, in memoriam of Companion Charles A. Zollinger, 
colonel One hundred and twenty-ninth Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, who died at Fort Wayne December 27,1893. I move that 
the paper be referred to the Committee on Pensions to accompany 
Senate bill No. 1485, granting a pension to Mary Zollinger, here- 
tofore introduced by me. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. VOORHEES, from the Select Committee on Additional 


jus- 


Accommodations for the Library of Congress, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Commiitee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 2175) to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs 

teservation, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1359) for the construction of two steam 
revenue cutters for service on the Pacific Coast, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 656) appropriating $125,000 for the construction of a light- 
house tender for the Gulf coast of Florida, reported it with amend- 


ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Coluinbia, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R.56) extending the 
time for completion of the Washington and Maryland Railway 
Company, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George 
H. Perkins, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an 
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act entitled ‘‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and 
to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1320) to confirm the title to certain lands 
in William Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to require the issue 
of patents therefor, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

DOCUMENTS FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Depart- 
ment of State with documents and submit a report thereon. I 
ask for the consideration of the joint resolution at the present 
time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Public Printer be,and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to print, in addition to the usual number, and furnish the Depart- 


ment of State with 20 copies of each Senate and House of Representatives 
document and report. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for the joint resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Instead of having the report read, I will state for 
the information of the Senate that the State Department, which 
is constantly being called upon for copies of these documents, has 
under the existing law only one copy for the head of the Depart- 
ment and each bureau and division. That number, of course, as 
will be readily seen, does not in any way answer the wants of the 
Department. The committee looked at the matter carefully, and 
concluded that the request for only 20 additional copies is not un- 
reasonable, and therefore directed the House joint resolution to 
bereported favorably. Itisnota matter of large amount, anyway, 
being only 20 additional copies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HALVOR K. OMLIE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 818). for the relief of 
Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N. Dak., to report it without amend- 
ment. It is a very short bill, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, romans to consider the bill. It proposes to grant a 

eriod of one year to Halvor K. Omlie, who May 12, 1893, made 

nal proof on his preemption claim for the northwest quarter of 
section 8, township 163 north, of range 58 west, of the fifth prin- 
cipal meridian of the State of North Dakota, within which to 
make the necessary payment for the lands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1772) to revoke the order of 
dismissal of Capt. Thomas M. Elliott from the service of the 
United States, and to amend his military record; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1773) granting a service pension 
to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the 
war of the rebellion for the period of ninety days; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1774) to provide for the 
acquirement of title to certain land in Colorado to be added to 
Fort Logan Military Reservation; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1775) for the relief of A. J. 
Campbell, son of Scott Campbell, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1776) to regulate in- 
ternal-revenue assessments and to modify the law so as to leave 
the matter in certain cases to a jury; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1777) to increase the pension 
of Calvin McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8.1778) for the relief of the At- 
lantic Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1779) to relieve John Hughes from 
the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and, 
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with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 5 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1780) to provide f 
erection of a wall around the jail of the District of Co! 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1781) making an appropria 
furnish flags for the schoolhouses of the District of Co] 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1782) providing for the a) 
ment by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
trustees of the Industrial Home School, and for other pm 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1783) granting a ; 
to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of Capt. Robert G. He: 
Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1784) granting an ir 
of pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax; which was read tw 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1785) for the correction of ; 
of Adolph von Haake, late major Sixty-eighth Regiment \\ 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and re 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 17 
the relief of the legal representatives of John H. Crane, de 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Con 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1787) granting a pension t: 

T. Duncklee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to W 
R. Lake; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1789) for the relief of | 
Hamlin Gale, alias Henry Hamlin; which was read twic: 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to th 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1790) granting : 
sion to Mrs. Hypolite Huard, of New Orleans, La., wido 
Hypolite Huard, deceased; which was read twice by its tit 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1791) granting 
crease of pension to William H. Bennett; which was read | 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred { 
Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1792) to purchase a painting of 
ham Lincoln; which was read twice by its title, and refe 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (5.1793) to provide for t! 
statement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of du 
army Officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its ‘ 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (8.1794) to establish a military 
post on the Penobscot River near the city of Bangor, in Penolscot 
County, in the State of Maine; which was read twice by its | 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8.1795) to pro- 
vide for a final settlement with the Naalem band of the Tillamook 
tribe of Indians, of Oregon, in accordance with a certain ayree- 
ment between the United States and the said Indians, dated the 
6th day of August, 1851; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1796) making an appropriation fora 
governmental survey of the mouths of the Yukon River, in Alaska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1797) for the relief of C. M. Cu 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanyng 
paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

fr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1798) granting a pensio! 
Thomas B. Hanoum; which was read twice by its title, and, ' 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pension: 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1799) authorizing the 
dent of the United States to place Col. David Stuart Gordon, >1\'4 
United States Cavalry, as a brigadier-general on the retired list o 
the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1800) supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sai’ 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 41 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and depencont 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by 1‘ 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 63) authorizing 
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ee 
employment of a skilled architect to assist the Supervising 
architect of the Treasury in preparing designs, plans, specifica- 
‘ other drawings for the mint building at Philadelphia, 
Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


the 
tions, and 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


ordered, That James M. Miller be permitted to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the petition for relief filed by him in the Fifty-second Congress, 
there having been no adverse report thereon. 
RAILWAY TRAFFIC AGREEMENTS, 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read, 
lie over under the rules, and be printed. 

The resolution was read, ordered to lie over, and to be printed, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate- : 

First. Whether there has been a custom, rule, regulation, or agreement a 
long time existing among railway companies and associations engaged in in- 
terstate traffic whose lines extend to or through Missouri River points, which 
custom, rule, regulation, or agreement establishes and maintains different 
rates of charges for carrying passengers and freight east and west from said 

joints, and whether such difference in charges is reasonable and warranted 

y law. ; . . 

‘Second. Whether such agreement affects alike companies running through 
lines to and beyond said Missouri River points, as well as companies whose 
lines terminate there, giving the names of roads engaged in interstate traffic 
to and through such places. as 

Third. Whether an agreement or traffic arrangement was recently made 
or enteredinto by and between any railway companies or associations, nam- 
ing them, whereby charges for carrying grain and other farm produce from 
points in Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Oklahoma, and Indian Ter- 
ritory to points in Texas and Mexico were advanced: whether such advance 
charges are now in force; what was the reason or purpose of the advance, and 
whether it is reasonable or unreasonable and in violation of the provisions 
of the interstate-commerce law. 

Fourth. Whether, in case these agreements have been made and these pro- 
ceedings had, there is, in the opinion of the commission, any additional legis- 
lation required to better protect the public interests. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PrupEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 23d instant, approved and signed the act (S. 43) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,” approved September 29, 1890, and the several 
acts amendatory thereof. 

IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL],coming over 
from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. CALL, by request, that a 
committee of seven Senators be appointed who shall be charged 
with the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of Eugene V. 
Debs for alleged contempt of court. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senator from Florida if he will 
not kindly permit that resolution to lie over? 

Mr. CALL. I will agree to that to accommodate the Senator, 
provided the resolution shall not lose its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the absence 
of objection. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. LI ask for the reading of the joint resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 48) directing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the 
act making appropriations for the purchase and distribution of 
valuable seeds and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ 
bulletins, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to carry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
for the purchase and distribution of valuable seedsand for the printing, pub- 
lication, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins; and as the public exigency 
requires that the valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants, to be purchased under the authority of the said act and by the said 
appropriation, may be ready for distribution at the earliest possible date, the 

‘retary of Agriculture is hereby directed to procure them by open pur- 
chase or contract at the places and in the manner in which such articles are 
usually bought and sold. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry with an amendment, in line 7, after the word 

seeds,” to insert: 

Provided, That the said Secretary shall not, in said purchase, pay more 
4 Fa reasonable and fair pee for such commodities or for any of them: 

a provided further, That he shall not be required to expend all the appro- 
Pe i oe yarchace, bus only so week thereot as, constiering 

: en ution can made, ma rofitab. expen to pro- 
mote the objects named in said act. ee . ™ - 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, my object in calling up 

€ joint resolution is not that I may have an opportunity to make 
@ speech thereon, because I am willing that we shall take a vote 


mittee on 


at once on the joint resolution if the Senate is ready to vote. 
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Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to know 
whether he is proceeding under the courtesy of the Senate to call 
up the joint resolution so as to make a speech thereon, or whether 
the joint resolution itself is now the order of business before the 
Senate? I should like to know the parliamentary status. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Thatis a matter which rests with the 
Chair under the rules. I was recognized to call up the joint res- 
olution, and desire to address the Senate upon it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator merely desires to address the 
Senate, to appeal t»the courtesy of the Senate upon the joint res- 
olution, of course Ido not object. If, however, he moves to take 
up the joint resolution as a matter for consideration, that is another 
question. I do not know that I should object to that; but I should 
like to know which one of those positions the joint resolution oc- 
cupies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
kindly repeat his request? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to have the consideration of the 
joint resolution. I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate 
in making a speech for home consumption. I want acti the 
resolution. That is my object in calling it up for immediate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand the Senator does not 
propose to displace the regular order, but simply to have the joint 
resolution taken up in the morning hour. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I can not displace the regular order. 
One objection will of course prevent that. 

Mr. PLATT. Taking up the joint resolution now does not dis- 
place the regular order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like the Chair to state whether the 
joint resolution is up for consideration or whether the Senator 
from North Dakota is merely proceeding under the courtesy of 
the Senate to make a speech? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not hear the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from North Dakota. Will the Senator state to the 
Chair whether he makes the request for unanimous consent or 
whether he enters a motion to take up the joint resolution? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was my object to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to consider the joint resolution at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have one question 
before I can respond to that. It used to be the rule 
know whether it is now—that debate during the 
was limited to five minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
VIil, the Chair will state. 

Mr. GEORGE. Andit does not apply, then, to this case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does not apply to this case. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
recognized. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. AsI was saying, my object in calling 
up the joint resolution at this time is not that I may have an op- 
portunity to make a speech on it, or that my constituents shall be 
supplied with garden seeds. I think they can exist without them. 
My purpose is much higher than that. It seems to me that there 
is a great principle involved here. The question at issue is 
whether an executive officer of the Government shall deliberately 
set aside the laws of Congress. I believe that I shall be able to 
show, if I am allowed to proceed, that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has deliberately, willfully, designedly, and premeditatedly 
refused to comply with certain statutes passed by the Congress of 
the United States. It is not a question of the value or the impor- 
tance of distributing seeds and trees to the agriculturists or the 
horticulturists of the country, but it is simply a question of the 
supremacy of the law, as I take it. 

Mr. President, when a Cabinet minister, one who sits at the 
council table of the Executive of the United States, is thus per- 
mitted to violate the law, or rather nullify the law, what may we 
expect of the great mass of the people who move along the path- 
way of private life? I very much doubt whether this particular 
Secretary of Agriculture really comprehends the importance of 
his duty in the position which he occupies. I do not believe that 
he understands the intricacies and the wants of the great industry 
of agriculture and the great industry of horticulture to a sufficient 
extent to direct him in performing his duties as his predecessors 
have performed them. 

It is said that the Secretary was at one time and in some way 
connected with what is known as Arbor Day—a veritable Touch- 
stone in the forest of Arden, except that Shakespeare’s greatest 
jester knew nothing whatever about trees, and was not even con- 
scious of his own wit until he had rubbed his shins againstit. The 
Secretary of Agricultureis, however, every moment of his life con- 
scious of his own wit and never fails of an opportunity to show it. 
It may be that this recalcitrant officer knows something about the 


Will the Senator from North Dakota 
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question of trees; it is barely probable that he can distinguish be- 
tween an oak and an orchid, but I very much doubt whether he 
can discern the line of difference between a night-blooming cereus 
and a Russian thistle. 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the 
law governing the duties of this officer. First, we have the provi- 
sion in the agricultural eeseien act, passed at the last session 
of Congress, which I will read: 

Division of seeds: Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, and for the 
printing, publication, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins: For the pur- 
chase, rae, and distribution, as required by law, of valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, trans- 
portation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary mate- 
rial and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distributed 
in localities adapted to their culture, $180,000. a 

Of that sum, I understand that it is customary to devote about 
$50,000 to the publication of the farmers’ bulletins, which would 
leave $130,000 to be expended in the purchase and distribution of 
seeds, trees, etc. The law referred to in the appropriation act 
will be found as section 527 of the Revised Statutes, an act ap- 
proved in July, 1866. The section referred to is as follows: 

The purchase and distribution of seed by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be made more —_ by frequent changes from one part of 
our country to another; and the purchase or propagation and distribution of 
trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall be confined to such as are 
adapted to peneges cultivation and to promote the general interests of horti- 
culture and agriculture throughout the United States. 

None of the predecessors of the present Secretary of Agriculture 
ever refused to comply with this law. To show thatit was the pur- 
pose of this particular officer not to carry out the will of Congress, 
it will be seen in a publication which is on the desks of Senators 
(Senate Document No, 40, page 5) that the Secretary, on April 20 
of last year, addressed a communication to the honorable Attorney- 
General on this subject in the hope, no doubt, of securing the 
opinion of the Attorney-General that the Secretary of Agriculture 
would be justified in refusing to comply with the law. The first 
question asked by the Secretary is as follows: 

Can the Secretary of Agriculture legally purchase any other seeds than 
those described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, to wit, seeds ‘‘ rare and 
uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profitable by fre- 
quent change from one part of our own country to another,” under authority 
of the act of March 2, 1895? 

To this question the Attorney-General replied as follows: 


1. The seeds purchasable under the act of March 2, 1895, are limited to those 
described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, there being no reasonable 

round for claiming that the act of March 2, 1895, operates, or was intended 
10 operate, as a repeal of the earlier statute. 


The second question asked by the Secretary was: 


Would it be proper and lawful for the Secretary of Agriculture, in view of 
the verbiage of the act of March 2, 1895, and the wording of section 527 of the 
Revised Statutes, to advertise for proposals to furnish the Department of 
Agriculture seeds, bulbs, trees, vines, cuttings, and plants, ‘‘ rare and uncom- 
mon to the country, and for such as can be made more profitable by frequeht 
changes from one part of ourown country to another,” reserving the right to 
reject any and all bids? 


To this the Attorney-General replied as follows: 

2. If not ogotory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase seeds, 
trees, etc., conformably to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, it is cer- 
tainly competent for him to make the purchases conformable to said statute, 
the right to reject any and all bids being reserved. But the form of the ques- 
tion is such that I think it proper to call attention tothe fact that while seeds 
purchased must be such as are ‘rare and uncommon to the country or such 
us can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our own 
country to another,”’ the trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings to be pur- 
chased are such ‘as are adapted to general cultivetion and to promote the 

eneral interests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the United 
States.” 

I submit that the Secretary of Agriculture obtained but very 
little consolation from the reply of the Attorney-General, but he 
saw that it would be necessary for him to proceed, much against 
his will, to advertise for proposals under the law. He did so ad- 
vertise, and there were numerous bids made, numerous propo- 
sitions to supply the Department with seeds, and every one of 
those propositions was rejected. Did the Secretary propose to re- 
advertise, as is common in business transactions in private life, 
and in commercial affairs? Did he even comply with the law 
which requires him to readvertise? No, nothing ofthe kind. He 
seems entirely to have lost sight of the fact that there is a statute 
which requires a second advertisement. I callattention to it. It 
will be found as an amendment to section 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes. Perhaps it will be well to read the statute in order to 
get at the full meaning of the amendment: 

Src. 8709. All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of 
the Departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be 
made by advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals respecting the 
same, when the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
the articles or performance of the service. When immediate delivery or 
performance is required by the public exigency, the articles or service re- 
_—— may be procured by open purchase or contract, at the places and in 
the manner in which such articles are usually bought and sold, or such sery- 
ices engaged between individuals. 

That law was amended in 1894, and the amendment will be found 
in chapter 22, volume 28, of the Statutes at Large. It is quitea 
a amendment, and I shall read only those portions bearing 
upon this question. 
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Mr. GEORGE. What is the page of the statutes? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Page 33, volume 28, Statutes at | 
The amendment is as follows: 

And the advertisement for such proposals shall be made by all + 
tive Departments, including the Department of Labor, the Uni: 
Fish Commission, etc. 

Then the amendment goes on and recites the Departmen; 
areexcepted from itsprovisions, Thelast paragraph of th, 
ment reads: 


And if any or all of such proposals shall be rejected, advertis 
proposals shall again be invited and proceeded with in the same n 


Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator yield to me for a quest 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. The statute from which the Senator ha; 
describes certain gentlemen connected with the Departm,, 
Assistant Secretaries, and so on, who shall form the board t, 
and examine bids. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It does. 

Mr. GEAR. Then, did the Secretary comply with that statutg 
when he appointed a board to receive those bids? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Not at all. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator state whom he appointed? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Before I get through I shall point tha 
out. He appointed a board composed of subordinates in his oy) 
Department. 

desire to be entirely fair with the Secretary, and I think it js 
but charitable to say that I believe that he was in entire ignora; 
of the amendment to the statute. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of Agriculture has been given eyery 
opportunity consistent with the importance of this case ani 
the high position which he occupies to explain to the Sena 
to the country his reason for refusing to comply with the la\ 
the 12th of December I introduced a resolution requiriny ji 
set forth his reasons for failing to carry out thelaw. He «id 
a lengthy document which is printed and in the document 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator’s attention been called 
tion 2 of an act of Congress found on page 62 of the same \ 
which he cites, which repeals the act upon which he relies, ox 
as to proposals for fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscella) 
supplies? I call his attention to that act. 

r. HANSBROUGH. To what section does the Senator refer’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 2 on page 62. It will be seen from that 
that the Senator’s remarks, based on the former statute he cites ou 
page 32, are wholly inapplicable to this case. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Do I understand that the Senator from 
Mississippi holds that the section to which he has referred repeals 
all of the section which I read? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will read it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. It reads: 

Sec. 2. That the act entitled “An act to amend section 3709 of the 
Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at \\ 
ton,”’ approved January 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, so ame) 
the provisions thereof shall apply only to advertisements for pro) 
fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be pur 
Washington for the use of the Executive Departments and other 
ment establishments therein named. 

It does not apply at all to purchases made by the Secr 
Agriculture. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then the Senator holds that und:r that 
section the Secretary of Agriculture was not required to rew 
tise. DoI understand that as the position taken by the 5 

Mr. GEORGE. I hold that the provision to which I called th 
attention of the Senate in the first statute on page 32, which re- 
quires the readvertisement, does not apply to any advertis:ment 
made by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That of course will be a matter that I 
prefer to submit to the Senate. I will ask the Senator from Mis 
sissippiif hethinks, under all the circumstances, that the Secr tary 
of Agriculture was justified in refusing to comply with the stat 
utes of Congress on this subject? 

Mr. GEORGE. To comply with what statutes? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ith all the statutes covering his duties 
as to the purchase of seeds, trees, etc. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer that question by saying that 9 
far as I am advised and informed, and I have given some atten 
tion to this matter, the Secretary has not refused to comply with 
any law of Congress on this subject. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does the Senator hold that the Secte 
tary has spent any portion of the $130,000 for the purchas and 
distribution of seeds and trees? F 4 

Mr. GEORGE. [hold that under section 527, which prescribes 
the kind of seeds, and the explanation made by the Secretary, he 
has not violated section 527 or any other law of Congress. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ishould like to have the Senator answ°t 
a question for the information of theSenate. Has the Secretar) of 
Agriculture purchased any seeds or trees with that appropri" ~ 

Mr. GEORGE. He has not purchased seeds, because no sv 
of the kind required by law were offered or could be had. 
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1896. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is simply the opinion of the Sec- 
retary. I think there is abundant evidence that a great quantity 
of seeds was offered of the kind and quality required. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to argue this question any further. 
It must be clear to all that the Secretary did not comply with the 
laws of Congress. I simply desire action upon the joint resolu- 
tion. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi desires to offer some re- 
marks, as I understand he does, I am perfectly willing that he 
shall proceed with his side of the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not know that I ought to 
participate in the debate on the pending joint resolution, and I 
do not think I will do so to any great extent. I know of no polit- 
ical opinion held by the Secretary of Agriculture with which I 
agree. Weare entirely antipodal in our political beliefs and po- 
litical affiliations. I disagree entirely with the Secretary of Agri- 
culture as to his duty to carry out the provisions of the law which 
have been quoted by the Senator from North Dakota. Section 527 
of the Revised Statutes is in this language: 


he purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our 
own country to another; and the purchase or peopegetion and distribution 
of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall be confined to such as are 
adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general interests of horti- 
culture and agriculture throughout the United States. 

I do not care to examine the law further than it is quoted here 
by the Secretary of Agriculture himself, I think it was his plain 
duty under this language, ‘‘ or such as can be made more profitable 
by frequent changes from one part of our own country to another,” 
to execute the law and purchase the seeds required by the last 
appropriation act. a ; : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield 
tome foramoment? — 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Idesire to state that when the Secretary 
of Agriculture was before the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to give his reasons for refusing to comply with the law, 
he was asked this question by the chairman of the committee: 


How did you look upon the second clause of section 527 of the Revised 
Statutes, the first requiring you to be “confined to such seeds as are rare 
and uncommon to the country ’’; then it says “or such as can be made more 
orofitable by frequent changes from one part of our own country toanother ”’? 
Might not that include the most common seed that could be made more 
profitable? 

To this the Secretary replied: 

I suppose that is true, but it is difficult to say or the Department to know 
just the varieties that have not been exchanged already. 

It will be observed that the two propositions in the law are 
stated disjunctively, not conjunctively. The word “or” is used 
instead of the word ‘‘and,” making altogether a different condi- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from North Dakota is alto- 
gether right. Itis a disjunctive form of conferring power, and 
under the second power conferred in that section I have no doubt 
in my own mind that it was the duty of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to carry out the provisions of the appropriation act and pur- 
chase the seeds. 

I do not agree with my distinguished friend v=. GEORGE] that 
the law to which he referred a moment :.zo has been in any respect 
repealed. The act of the Secretary of Agriculture in advertising 
for bids upon the seeds was perhaps a work of supererogation. 
Perhaps there was no express statute authorizing it, and yet it 
occurs to me that as an incident to his power to purchase he had 
a right to appoint a board, either from employees of the Agricul- 
tural Department or other competent gentlemen, to supervise the 
purchase of the seeds by advertisement or otherwise. 

I did not rise this morning for the purpose of discussing the le- 
gal features of the joint resolution before the Senate. That will 
be amply done, no doubt, by the members of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. I rose, however, for the purpose of 
making a statement, and correcting by that means the distin- 
guished Senator from North Dakota, as to the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture. The Secretary is a distinguished citizen of my State. 
T have no doubt whatever as to his honesty and his competency. 
I believe him to bea thoroughly honest man. I believe him to be 
oroughly competent to discharge the duties imposed upon him 
by his high office. However much I believe him to be mistaken, 
as I do, not only upon this question, but upon other questions, I 
believe that no man who is acquainted in the slightest degree with 
the Secretary of Agriculture wil! doubt his great capacity to dis- 
charge the duties of his office. I believe that he sincerely desires 
to execute the law as he understands it. 

The only fault I have ever found with the Secretary of Agri- 
culture (and I say this with great delicacy) has been that he 
has not always confined himself to agricultural subjects. He has 
undertaken to discuss financial questions quite frequently, and in 
that respect perhaps has usu 4 to some extent the duties of the 
Secretary of the Seneary. ut certainly the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is a man of rare experience as a horticulturist and of rare 
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research and rare knowledge. His great education along those 
lines can not be doubted. He is a man of high character and 
honest purposes. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. I have given some atten- 
tion to this matter, and I believe it to be my duty to make some 
statement to the Senate, so that they may understand what they 
are asked to do. A 

I desire to call the attention of the lawyers and the other mem- 
bers of the Senate to the very extraordinary status which the 
pending joint resolution occupies. Itis not the enactment of a 
law. It does not propose to enact alaw. It proposes to do ex- 
actly what a court of justice would be required to do upon an 
application to that court for a mandamus against an officer re- 
quiring him to perform an official duty. The language of the 
joint resolution is not, ‘‘ Be it enacted, That the law shall be so 
and so.” Thatis notit. The language of the joint resolution is 
that an officer appointed by law shall carry out alaw. It is acom- 
mand to the officer to do what the Senate may regard as his legal 
duty under the law now in question. 

Mr. President, I say that the Senate can not do any such thing. 
We have the power to enact laws, and we have the power to enact 
laws to punish men who violate laws, but we have no power to 
issue a writ of mandamus. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] to what I am saying. We have 
no power to issue a writ of mandamus against an officer requiring 
him to perform what we regard as an official duty. 

In the first place, we are not authorized to construe a statute. 
The very first thing that a constitutional lawyer or any other sort 
of a lawyer learns is that courts construestatutes; thatlegislatures 
make them. Whatis the extraordinary position occupied here be- 
fore the Senate to-day by the prosecutor, my friend from North 
Dakota? He assumes for the Senate to decide what the law is. 
The Senate can not decide that. We can enact what the lawshall 
be, but we can not enact what the law is, and then issue a writ of 
mandamus to an officer compelling him tocarry outthelaw. That 
is the very remarkable attitude in which the Senator from North 
Dakota and (with due respect to the committee of which I am an 
humble member) the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
place themselves in putting this measure before the Senate. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Have you the joint resolution before you? 

Mr. GEORGE. Here it is: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, directed to carry 
into effect 

That is the language of a court, is it not? That is the language 
of a court, and not the language of a legislature— 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations, ete 

I say we have no right to pass any suchlaw. What have we to 
do in order to enact such a law? We have, first, to try the ques- 
tion as to what the lawis. Then, secondly, we have got to try 
the question as to default on the part of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in not carrying the law into effect. Both of these questions 
are denied in every constitution in the United States of America, 
State and national, to the legislative department. That is our at- 
titude here. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Iask himif itis not the custom of the Senate from 
day to day to pass resolutions directing the heads of Departments 
to do certain things—resolutions mandatory upon them? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is always done. 

Mr. VEST. Iask if the point has not been repeatedly made 
here that a resolution which requested the head of a Department 
should be changed by substituting the word ‘‘ directed” for ‘ re- 
quested ”’? 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to that question would be no an 
swer to the argument I have made. We may direct the head ofa 
Department to send us information, because he is our servant, but 
we can not direct him to carry into effect a law, for the reason, 
first, that we are not competent to construe the statute, nor are we 
competent to decide whether he has carried it into effect. That 
is a judicial question. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will permit me, suppose the Secretary 
of Agriculture comes to the conclusion that he ought not to send 
certain papers to the Senate. We have had that identical ques- 
tion before us as to another Department of the Government. He 
says in his opinion the law authorizes him to withhold those pa- 
pers. The Senate of the United States considers that question and 
then passes a resolution directing him to send them. Is his con 
struction of the law to be put against ours? Is he not our servant 
and agent and compelled to obey the resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. If I wereto admitthatthe question propounded 
by the Senator ought to be answered in the affirmative, that does 
not cover this case. That is the performance of an official duty 
only as a servant of this body and not the performance of his duty 
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as an officer of the Government, as to whether he carries out a 
law over which this body has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. President, that is the attitude in which we stand here. We 
are acourt. We have assumed to summon this man before us 
and upon an application for a mandamus hear the case, construe 
the laws, hear the facts, decide that he has not performed his offi- 
cial duty, and then direct him, not to perform an act which he 
owes to the Senate, but an act which he owes under the law to the 
country. It would be just as well to pass a law ordering him to 
deliver to the owner a horse which he has. Then we decide, first, 
who is the owner of the horse, and next, whether the law author- 
ized him to take the horse. That is the attitude of the case now 
before the Senate. We are here trying a mandamus case. 

Now, let us see what sort of a case they have got on their man- 
damus. It isa most miserable case at that. The Senator from 
North Dakota arraigns the Secretary of Agriculture as if he were 
proceeding in the House of Representatives upon articles of im- 
peachment for a violation of duty. Wecan not do thathere. He 
arraigns him for violating the law. Let us see what the law is. 
We are prosecuting attorneys and bring the case before us, and 
then we are to try it. This is the only instance, except as to our 
own officers, in which we are authorized to try a question whether 
a man has complied with the law and punish him for not doing it. 

Now, Mr. President, let us go back in this matter. All this 
trouble about seeds arises out of a section of the Revised Statutes 
which I shall read. Let us see how the Senator from North Da- 
kota has got his foot into it in trying to get the head of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture into his political basket. Nobody disputes 
now that in the purchase of seeds the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to ‘‘ such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the 
country.” Let us stop on that. There is another clause there 
that I will get to directly. Such seeds as are rare and uncommon 
in the country. He is not authorized to keep a seed store for the 

atuitous distribution of seeds for the American people, or to 
Tenntonamnen for the purpose of securing the votes of the Ameri- 
can people. He has no authority for that. He is confined by the 
statute to the purchase of ‘‘ such seeds as are rare and uncommon 
to the country.” What is the object of that? Manifestly to in- 
troduce into our country rare and uncommon and valuable seeds 
for the purpose of being tested. 

As it is but fair to the Secretary of Agriculture, and it is a very 
ably prepared paper, I shall ask the consent of the Senate to incor- 

orate this paper by the Secretary of Agriculture on seed distri- 
ution in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the paper will be incorporated. 

The paper is as follows: 

FREE SEED DISTRIBUTION. 


Statement of Secretary of Agriculture at the joint meeting of the Senate and 
v Boos Committees of Agriculture, January 15, 1896. 


From a special report of the chief of the division of accounts and disburse- 
ments of this Department, received mber 18,1 learn that only a very 
small part of the appropriation for this fiscal year was paid out for the serv- 
ices of employees in the seed division who were until the Ist of Octo- 
ber in sloone up this business. The report shows that there has been used 
from the appropriation the following amounts: 

For the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, fiscal year 1896 ($130,000): 


1895. To whom paid. For what purpose. Amount. 


Enos 8. Harnden etal.| Salaries for July, 1895 - -. 
Salaries for August, 1895. 
— for September, 


July 31 
August 31... 
September 30 


$541. 30 
541.30 
527.40 


1,610.00 


For: the portion thereof permitted to be used for farmers’ bulletins, fiscal 
year 1896 350,000) : 


| To whom paid. For what purpose. Amount. 


July 31..........| John Hyde etal .......| Salaries for July, 1895 -.. 
August 31. _..... nee 1895. 


a 
September 18... The Public Printer... 10,000 7 copies letin 
oO. 4. 
DD. waseksahinane Oe eee Bulletin 
o. . 
September 24...| The Springfield En- | Envelopes 
velope Co. 
September 30...) John Hyde et al Oelagies for September, 
October 21 ...... é 


Easton & Rup 
October 2% ......| The Public Printer-.... ting Bulletin No. 30. 
Do Printing Bulletin No. 31. 


ries for Octobe 
Te White, Corbin & | Envelopes ..... i dinaeewd 
Jo. 
John Hyde et al 


November 15.... 
November 30.... 


J ANUARY 


For printing, etc., fiscal year 1896 ($5,400): 





1895. To whom paid. 


For what purpose. | An 


September 18...| The Public Printer ...| Services and material,| % 
pi 1 to August 14, 


The above statement of expenditures shows but three items c} 
against “that part of the act in question which oerreee $130,000 ¢ 

urchase of seeds for the gratuitous promiscuous distribution ”’ for t) 
Tso. aggregating $1,610. These three items are, as explained above, f. 
performed during the period from July 1 to September 30, 1895. 

From July 1 to November 30. 1895, $7,820.62 was paid on account of th 
aration, printing, and publishing of farmers’ bulletins for the current 
year it will thus be seen that of the $130,000 appropriated for the “ pu 
and distribution of valuable seeds” for the fiscal year 1896 the sum of $) 
remains unexpended. 

Finding that farmers’ bulletins would still have to be prepared, ») 
— , and distributed, ‘as seeds are distributed,” and that t! 

done by the officer provided for on the statutory roll of the “ diy 
seeds’ in the act making perce for the a a of Agri 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, the chief of this division and a /; 
the persons employed therein have been continued upon this roll for t! 
oe of distributing these documents in accordance with the orders of ) 

rs and Delegates in Congress. This was only done after receiving tho ro. 
port of the ‘Committee on the Distribution of Publications” (Exhihit \ 
and certain opinions from the Comptroller of the Treasury (Exhibit | 
thorizing the continuance of the expenditure for this purpose, copies of 
are submitted herewith. 

It only remains to state “ why such seeds have not been purchased und 
said appropriation in accordance with existing statutes relating there 

Boghening in 1839 with an appropriation to the Patent Office of $1.()«) for 
collecting and distributing rare and improved varieties of seeds, prosecuting 
agricultural investigations, and procuring agricultural statistics, the a) 
priations for seed distribution mare grows until the en f 
sreoent fiscal year amounts to $199,120, including the statutory rule { 

ivision of seeds and the expenses of printing for this division. T 
says that the “Secretary of Agriculture may use not to exceed $50,000) 
amounts herein appropriated for the preparation, printing, and pu! 
farmers’ bulletins.”’ Deducting this, the total appropriation for the pur: 
and bution of seeds for the present fiscal year is $149,120. 

Down to the year 1865 the seeds distributed were purchased out 

eneral fund above described, so that we have no accurate informat 

nd with regard to the amount used for this purpose prior to that year. bu 
since 1864 a te appropriation has been e annually for the purposs 
of buying and distributing seed, as shown in the following table. 

No specific appropriation for seeds was made prior to the fiscal year 1s 
The appropriations were for “collection of agricultural statistics, et: 
purchase, etc., of seeds.” 


Appropriation. | Expenditure. 
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2, 505,987.61 | 241, 538.60 
| 


The figures for 1895 include $35,400 supecetioned and $30,567.99 expended for 
farmers’ bulletins and printing, while those for 1896 include $55,400 a; 
— and $12,702.80 expended for the same purposes. The expenditur 
896 are for the period from J uly 1895, to December 31, 1895, inclusive. 
This enormous purchase and ribution of seeds, costing the Govern! 
$2.581,674.81 in twenty years, was made under section 527 of the Revised ‘ 
utes. This section 8 as follows: 7 
“The purchase and distribution of seed by the Department of Agricu:ture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, °T 
such as can be e more profitable by frequent changes from one par 
our country to another; and the purchase or pro’ tion and distributi 
trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall confined to such as are 
ada) to eral cultivation and to promote the general interest of hor! 
cul and agriculture throughout the United States.” : 
Every annual appropriation act has read “For the purchase, propags' 
and distribution, as required 7 law, of valuable s," etc. 
yanet — — the Co 3 a of sesame, 2° Commissioner of a om 
culture, an Department of Agriculture for y-six years soug 
” novels ap are rare uncommon to the country, or such ascan be mad: 


such and 7 
more —- by frequent c from one t of our country to another. 
in all foreign countries and in all parts of country, and have purchased 
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freely almost every seed or plant that offered the slighest appearance of 
“it 


novelty or prospect of value and have distributed them most liberally through 
Members and Delegates in Congress. : 

Through our representatives all foreign countries have been searched and 
through our own seed growers and horticulturists the resources of our own 
country have been completely canvassed. Thelaw has always been construed 
most broadly and the money expended most liberally. ‘ 

When the present Secretary of Agriculture came into office he directed 

that lists be made of all the seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, etc., which had been 
distributed to parts of our country in all the years previous, and that, guided 
by these lists, the seed- surchasing agent should deliberately yreeses to find 
such seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, etc., as had not been previously liberally dis- 
tributed in all partsof ourcountry. Through the aid of the State Department 
and its agents in foreign countries every part of the world has contributed 
its share for the distribution of seeds and plants which promised to be of 
value toour people. Great pains were taken thus to find genuinely new, use- 
ful, and valuable things ‘‘rare and uncommon to the country and adapted to 
eneral cultivation or to promote the general interest of horticulture and 
agriculture throughout the United States,” and they were carefully distrib 
uted to every portion of the country where there was the slightest hope that 
they might prove useful. In this way it became each year more and more 
dificult to get things which came up to the requirement of the law. The 
tremendous pressure for quantity to supply Congress has led to the purchase 
of seeds, etc., on very imperfect evidence as to novelty and value. During 
recent years, therefore, the seeds obtained were of very doubtful value to 
the people of the country. Experience has shown that the vast majority of 
the so-called new seeds and plants offered by seedsmen or horticulturists are 
merely old varieties under new names. T he distribution has, therefore, be- 
come very disappointing and unsatisfactory, growing necessarily more and 
more so as it was continued, extended in area, and increased in volume. 

This was the necessary logical result of such a distribution under this law. 

There are only a certain number of rare and uncommon seeds or useful or 
valuable trees, shrubs, vines, etc., in the world, and their collection and dis- 
tribution can not, therefore, be continued indefinitely. In fact, the more 
carefully and zealously the collection and distribution is made, the earlier 
must it come toa conclusion. For many years the purchases of seed by this 
Department were only possible under the very liberal construction of the 
broad provision for ‘‘such seeds as can be made more profitable by frequent 
changes from one part of our country to another.” During recent years 
almost no rare or uncommon to this country has been found by this De- 
partment anywhere in the world. The distribution during the last three 
vears was kept up. therefore, through great difficulty and with growing 
doubt as to its legality. Every seed that could be found anywhere offering 
a reasonable prospect of usefulness in any portion of the country has been 
purchased and liberally distributed. | s 

The extent and liberality of the distribution which has been made by the 

resent Secretary of Agriculture will be shown by the following figures, 

aken from the reports of the seed division. During the three fiscal years 
July 1, 1889, to July 1, 1892, under his predecessor in office, there were dis- 
tributed the following: 


Tarvin. | Packages to} Total pack- 
= Varie- 

















: Congress- ages dis- 

woes. men. tributed. 
July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1890. ........ 23 520 4,459, 778 5, 605, 246 
July J, 1890, to June 30, 1891... 22 413 4, 157, 981 6,018, 613 
July 1, 1891, to June 30, 1892... 20 426 4,542,177 5, 932, 989 
Total, 1889 to 1892 ............. 65 | 1,355 | 13,150,886 | 17,551, 848 





For the three fiscal years between July 1, 1892, to July 1, 1895: 








|. . | Packages to | Total pack- 
Kinds. Varie- Congress- 

















: ages dis- 

ties. men. ibuted. 
July 1, 1892, to June 30, 1893__......- 18 887 6, 215, 781 7, 704, 943 
July 1, 1893, to June 30, 1894... 2... 25 309 8, 385, 120 9,555, 318 
July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895. .......- B 288 7, 209, 089 9, 528, 653 
Total, 1892 to 1805............-| 68 |  984| 21,809,900 | 26, 788, 914 
Increase for last period. ...... fe: ada + 8,650,104 | 9, 237,066 








In the three years of his term of office the present Secretary had distrib- 
uted to members of Congress 8,450,104 packages more than did his predecessor 
in office. In doing this he believes that he went to the utmost limit of the au- 
thority given him in the statute. 

Under the old plan, which prevailed in this Department before this year, 
the pn oe ip offers of seedsmen and horticulturists were sifted, and 
the most reliable and promising varieties were taken upon the representa- 
tions of their producers as to their rarity and value. The fact is that the 
poome in every portion of this country have, through the instrumentalities 
of this Department and our enterprising seedsmen, already secured nearly 


all the vegetable and field seeds, plants, trees, etc., that are well adapted to 


their peculiar soils and climate. 


After testing the seed purchased in this way in the last three years in the | 


field and in the garden, our correspondents and the experiment stations as- 
= us that very few of them are really rare, uncommon, or specially val- 
8. 

_At least one-half of the so-called new varieties sent to any particular sec- 
tion of the country have proved comparatively unsuitable and often worth- 
less, while the other half proved to be old varieties already well known there. 
Although diligently carried out, the seed distribution of the last three years 
has thus been extremely unsatisfactory to the people of the country a3 well 
as to this Department. “By inducing interested people to spend their labor 
upon things t were represented to be new, but proved either common or 
unsuitable, the Government has imposed upon them, and has been the occa- 
sion of no little loss of the rent of land, money, time, and labor of the ponpte. 

ew varieties of seeds and plants where there are any can be obtained at 
the present much more readi y by skilled, practical botanists and horticul- 
turists than by this Department, and it is a fact that when such commercial 
agencies find anything new, they are not apt to sell it to the Department of 
Agri ure atany price. A single year’s free distribution ends their trade 
init. Onthe other hand, it is generally stated and believed that unscrupulous 


dealers make a business of sellin the Department of Agriculture their old 

seeds and their surplus stock of tatherea. oe = 

ing tos erenent pg om anew a no farm or nF arran ane 9 je - 
value o cd rare and uncommon ts, and could not Go so 

for all sections of the country if it had. e 
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Being thoroughly convinced that the end of the legitimate purchase and 
distribution of seeds under the law, as cited, had been reached, and perhaps 
far passed, and being entirely unable to find any seed which would come up 
to its requirements by the methods which had been pursued in the past, 
namely, by correspondence with seedsmen and inquiries through the repre 
sentatives of the State Department abroad, the Secretary of Agriculture, on 
the 18th of April, 1895, addressed a communication to the honorable Attorney- 
General of the United States, a copy of which, with his reply, is inclosed here- 
with, in which he asks for an opinion as to whether (1 The Secretary of 
Agriculture can legally purchase any other seeds than those described in 
section 527 of the Revised Statutes,’ and whether (2) “it would be proper 
and lawful for the Secretary of Agriculture * * * toadvertise for pro- 


posals to furnish the Department of Agriculture with seeds Ibs, trees, 





: . ’ - -_ ’ 
Vines, cuttings, and plants,” etc., in accordance with section 3700 Re 

vised Statutes, which requires that “All pur hases and contracts f ‘3 
or services in any of the Departments of the Government, except per ul 





services, shall be made by advertising a sufficient time previously for pro- 
posals respecting the same,” etc. 

The reply of the Attorney-General informed the Secretary of Agriculture 
that (1) **The seeds purchasable under the act of March 2, 18%, are limited 
to those described in section 327 of the Revised Statutes—there being no reas- 
onable ground for claiming that the act of March 2, 1895, operates, or was 
intended to operate, as a repeal of the earlier statute’; (2) that “if not ob- 
ligatory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase seeds, trees, ete., 
conformably to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, it is certainly competent 
for him to make the purchases conformably tosaid statute, the right to reject 
any and all bids being reserved,” etc. 

In accordance with this construction, the Secretary of Agriculture imme- 
diately caused an advertisement for seeds, plants, trees, ete., stating the re- 
quirements of the Department of Agriculture in the language of the statute 
itself, to be published in the lawful number of papers, and to be mailed to all 
the seedsmen, horticulturists, and others whose addresses were on file in this 
Department. 

Since the act of Congress requires “that the seeds allotted to the Senators 
and Representatives for distribution in the districts embraced within the 
twenty-fifth and thirty-second parallels of latitude shall be ready for deliv ery 
on the 10th day of January, or at the earliest practicable time thereafter,” 
and since all Representatives expect their seeds to be ready early in February 
in order that they may be forwarded to the people in time for their early 
gardens, it was necessary to stipulate in this advertisement that all seeds 
should be delivered in Washington on or before the Ist of November. Under 
the well-known rule of moving the seed from one section of the country to 
another, those grown in the extreme North are frequently desired for plant- 
ingintheextreme South. This arrangement gave the Department only from 
seventy to one hundred days in which to clean, test, sort, pack, and label the 
seed for distribution to members of Congress, therefore it was not considered 
possible under the law to grant a longer time for delivery of the seed 

In order that the Department might treat their bids intelligently, it was 
required that the “ persons submitting bids should specify the kind and va- 
rieties, with full description of each variety of seeds and plants upon which 
they desire to submit bids and the quantities they are prepared to contract 
for,” ete. The bids were to be received by the Secretary of Agriculture until 
2p. m., July 1, 1895. 

On July 1, the Secretary appointed Messrs. E. S. Harnden, F. L. Evans, and 
J. B. Bennett, of the Department of Agriculture, “a board to openand exam 
ine bids for supplying the United States Department of Agriculture during 
the fiseal year 1006 with ‘seeds,’*’ etc., as required by law, in accordance with 
this advertisement (Exhibit —). This board opened and carefully examined 
the bids which had been received at the appointed time. They found only 
three which, in form, came up to the requirements of the advertisement. 
These bids are submitted herewith, together with the indorsements of the 
board thereon, and the final report of the board. 

Messrs. Peter Henderson & Co., offer roses, cannas, “ flower seed novelties 
and specialties in vegetable seeds,” and two kinds of grass seeds. The board 
found that their bid was deficient in description; that the flower and vege- 
table seeds offered were not rare; and that the only farm or field seeds offered 
were two grasses. These were referred to the Agrostologist of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, who submitted the following opinion with regard to 
them: 

‘Bromus inermis, awnless brome grass, was fully described and its agrieul- 
tural characters and value pointed out in German publications more than a 
hundred years ago. It was frequently mentioned in English agricultural 
works in the early years of the present century. It wasintroduced into this 
country nearly twelve years ago. It has been widely grown in this countrv 
experimentally, and the seed has been offered for sale by our leading seeds- 
men for a number of years. 

** Cynodon dactylon. Bermudaor wire grass. This grass is very widely dis- 
tributed in tropical and subtropical countries throughout the world, and has 
been known since prehistoric times. In the parts of this country where this 
grass is most valuable, it is known to almost every man, woman, and child, 
either as a weed or good hay or pasture grass. The cotton planter the 
South look upon this grass as one of the very worst of weeds. The grass is 
best propagated by root cuttings or sets.” 

The vegetable seeds offered in this bid were all such asthe Department had 
previously distributed, and could not, therefore, be called rare or uncommon 
in the opinion of the board. Nothing was offered that was “adapted to gen 
eral cultivation or to promote the general interests of horticulture and agri- 
culture throughout the United States.” This bid was therefore rejected as 
a whole. 

The next bid was that of J. C. Vaughan, of Chicago. He offers a number of 














‘rare and useful flower seeds” (to quote his language) and three varieties of 
| vegetable seeds. The flower seed include such things as ** Giant Paris Pansy,” 
| at $25 per pound; “ Lobelia Erinus,” $35 per pound; “New Double Morning 
| Glory,” $40 per pound; “ White Branching Aster,” $%6 per pound ( 

Primroses,”’ $60 per pound; *“* Petunia White Star,’ $65 per pound, a 


baud Carnation,” at $128 per pound. The board appears to 
decided that the flower seeds at these prices were not “adapted to 5 
cultivation and to promote the general interests of horticulture and agr 
culture throughout the United States.”" The three varieties of v able 











seeds offered were “New Mangel, Erfurt Model,” “Turnip, New Scariet 
Kashmyr,” and “ New Victoria Spinach.” The board repo-ted tl these 
“are not new, rare, or unique.’ The bid was also deficient in that the quan- 





tity of each that could be supplied was not mentioned. It is likely that a con- 
fession that they had a large quantity of the above flower seed at the 
prices would render it impossible for them to sell any of them 

The bid of Messrs. J. M. Thornburn & Co., of New York, includes a variety 
of vegetable, but only three specimens of field or farm seeds, viz: Havana to- 
bacco seed, Bermuda grass seed, and 25 bushels No. 1 wheat, ** by pat age 
half wheat, half rye, at $3 per bushel.” 

This bid was found deficient in descriptive matter; the varicties are not 
new or rare; every kind and variety of seed mentioned in it, with the excep- 
| tion of 11 items out of 65 offered, have already been distributed by this De 
| partment, and of these 11 items none are stated to be rare or uncommon. It 
| was therefore rejected also. 
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This entire lot of bids, although it includes many high-priced flower seed 
and so-called new varieties of kitchen-garden plants, thus includes only four 
kinds of field or farm seed, viz: Brome grass, Bermuda grass,and Havana to- 
bacco, and one variety of wheat. Two bidders offer the Bermuda grass or 
wire-grass seed. The total amounts of field seed offered were as follows: 


4,000 pounds awnless brome grass seed, at 14 cents per pound 
6500 pounds Bermuda or wire grass seed, at 80 cents per pound 
875 pounds Bermuda or wire grass seed, at 8) cents per pound 


100 pounds Havana tobacco seed, at $1.50 ge GUNG, soccpedeiensnee 
25 bushels or 1,500 pounds Carman, No.1 wheat, “‘ by parenta 
half wheat, half rye,” at 5 cents per pound 
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This would, under the Jaw, have been less than 10 pounds of field and farm 
seed to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress if every 
pound offered had been bought. 

Having received no bids that came up to the requirements of the statutes 
and offered anything worthy of consideration, the board rejected them all 
and submitted the following report: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 6, 1895. 

Sir: The undersigned board, appointed by you on July 1, 1895, to open and 
examine bids for seeds to be furnished this Department for distribution ac- 
cording to law during the fiscal year ending July 1, 1896, have the honor to 
report that we have opened and examined the bids received and find that the 
same do not meet the requirements of the advertisement as printed, and 
therefore, Seren recommend that all bids be rejected. 


Respectfully, yours, 
ENOS 8. HARNDEN. 
F. L. EVANS. 
J. B. BENNETT. 


The Honorable the SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


In accordance with the instructions of the resolution, I have the honor to 
submit herewith, also, copies of all bids or offers of seeds made to this De- 
partment in response to its advertisement dated April 27, 1895, or otherwise 
submitted for its consideration, together with copies of each letter sent to 
this Department relative toor asking any information concerning or modi- 
fication of the proposals issued and its reply thereto (Exhibit E). These in- 
clude all bids which were found deficient in description or otherwise failed 
to come up to the conditions of the advertisement. In the hope of findin 
something that would come up to the requirement of the statute the boar 
informally examined all of these bids and made their indorsements upon those 
which might be “ made profitable by frequent changes from one part of our 
country to another.” ad any rare or uncommon seeds or plants “adapted 
to general cultivation and to promote the general interests of horticulture or 
agriculture throughout the United States’ been found, they would have been 
purchased under the ‘‘emergency”’ plan. 

The indorsements of the board show that in the entire list of informal bids 
and offers no rare or uncommon seeds or plants “adapted to general cultiva- 
tion and to promote the general interests of horticulture and agriculture 
throughout the United States" were to be found. In almostevery case the 
offers were of old and well-known ine at very extravagant prices. The 
bids that were received after the lst of July were alsoinformally examined, 
and nothing was found in them which came within the purport of the statute. 

The offer of Mr. C. F. Carpenter, of Bartow, Fla., to furnish 100 pounds of 
“teosinte,” being of slight novelty, was referred to the agrostologist of the 
Department for his consideration with regard to its character under the 
statutes and its value for general cultivation. The officer reported as follows: 

* Teosinte.—Illustrated and described in the American Agriculturist for 
January, 1880, at which time reports were being received in England from a 
number of its colonies, including the Bahamas and the West Indies, gener- 
ally south and tropical Africa, and Australia, relative to its growth in 
these countries. It was noticed in the Southern Cultivator in 1879, and has 
been repeatedly mentioned in the Southern agricultural journals since that 
date. Seed was distributed from this Department in 1886, and has been ad- 
vertised for sale by our leading seedsmen for a number of years past. 
Teosinte isa subtropical American grass, and has been grown successfully 
in many parts of the extreme South. It does not mature elsewhere.” 

It iv to be specially noted that none of the bids, either formally or inform- 
ally made, in connection with the advertisement of the Department of April 
27, 1895, or the offers made to this Department in correspondence contain any 
proposals to supply trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings “adapted to 
general cultivation and to promote the general interesis of horticulture and 

riculture throughout the United States.’’ Seeds of some such things were 
offered, but no plants or cuttings were offered byanyone. It appears, there- 
fore, that the horticulturists of the country have distributed these things so 
thoroughly through their regular agencies that nothing of this kind remains 
to be done by _ this Department. o plants or cuttings were purchased, 
therefore, for distribution this year. 

As soon as it had been fully ascertained that no seeds, trees, plants, shrubs, 
vines, and cuttings could be obtained for distribution this fiscal year, a brief 
circular announcing the fact was published and mailed to all persons inter- 
ested. This circular contains the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
United States, the advertisement, and the report of the board. It announces 
in conclusion that in consideration of the failure of the Department to get any 
seeds or plants under section 527, Revised Statutes, and by the method laid 
down in section 3709, Revised Statutes, the seed division would be abolished, 
with the exception of as many persons connected therewith as would be 
needed to prepare and distribute farmers’ bulletins. A copy of this circular 
is inclosed herewith, marked Exhibit G. 


ADDENDA. 


As an evidence of the fact that recipients of seeds, whether supplied upon 
the orders of Congressmen or directly from the Department, regarded them 
simply as a free gift, it may be cited that not one in one thousand made any 
repors whatever of the results obtained from the planting of the seed, not- 
withstanding that all seed sent was accompanied with an explicit request by 
the Department for such a report. This experience is not that of the pres- 
ent administration only, for, referring to the reports of chiefs of the seed di- 
vision in former years, complaint is made to the same effect with a statement 
in some cases that special efforts were put forth to secure a fair average of 
reports, but without success, 

nother remarkable feature of these reports is that no one of them, for 
several years at least, pointed out a single instance of benefit accru- 
ing to agriculture from this seed distribution. So patent was this omission 
in the reports furnished during General Rusk’s administration, that while 
the work of every other division is pees. sometimes highly, commended, 
not a single reference is to be found in three out of the four reports he pre- 
sented as to the work of this division or the subject of seed distribution. 

Of the few reports received during the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896, all were 
@o vague and indefinite, in a word, so manifestly perfunctory, as to give no 
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valuable experimental results or information whatever. It may be 
asserted, from all the evidence available in the Department, that | 
$1,100,000 and over expended for seed distribution by the Department 
past ten years no visible practical benefit to general agriculture or })o): 
ture has resulted. 

So well is this understood by those who have had occasion to give att 
to the matter that not one of the hundreds of papers, mostly agricu): 
received at the Department has ever printed a single word commen 
of the distribution, while many of them have persistently ridiculed 
most of them have earnestly condemned it. Grange associations and 
ones and other agricultural bodies have adopted resolutions to th 
effect. 

Should it, however, be deemed wise and expedient to reinstitute tho 
tuituous distribution of seed at the public expense, the Department 
not be made a depot and packing house, but all seed should be pu 
already put up in packets and properly labeled by seedsmen. Th 
required for packing and the skilled labor is not available in the Depart) 
and putting up seed can be made.to cost, by the seedsmen themselves 
cent less than it has heretofore cost the Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. We have been purchasing rare and uncon 
seeds now for thirty years. We have been diligent in th: 
chase of them. We have ransacked the whole world. W. 
called to our aid the consuls and the consular agents o/ 
United States in every country in the world for the purp 
getting rare and uncommon seeds. What is the result? The 
result, as the Secretary says, is that we have heretofore purchased 
about all the rare and uncommon seeds in the world that are 
adapted or might be adapted to our country. 

Does the statute mean that having purchased rare and uneon- 
mon seeds all over the world, and having distributed them to tho 
American people for the purpose of testing their value, he 
go on and repurchase the same seeds every year? Certain]; 
is not the correct interpretation of the statute, because as ; 
we have made the purchase and distributed them our people | 
had the opportunity of testing whether they are of any vali 
not. I want to show you what the Secretary says about that: 

During recent vears— 

Says the Secretary—we are to try the Secretary here as if h 
was an officer acting under oath and in good faith— 

During recent years almost no seed rare or uncommon to this country has 
been found by this Department anywhere in the world. 

Yet he is to go on purchasing that which does not exist! 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator yield a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. Do you know of any rare and un- 
common seeds anywhere in the world that he has not bought? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr.GEORGE. Pleaseanswerthat? Please answer if you know 
of any rare and uncommon seeds anywhere in the world that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has declined to purchase? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I maintain that seeds and trees that are 
common to the State of Michigan might be very rare and ui 
mon in the State of Louisiana, and it is the duty of the Se 
of Agriculture to study that question and see that those seed 
exchanged from one part of the country to the other. 

Mr. GEORGE. Asthe Senator from North Dakota is pros 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture, lask him to name one single 1 
and uncommon seed anywhere on the habitable globe that 
Secretary has failed to purchase. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If I were the Secretary of Agriculture 
it would be my duty to know of the rare and uncommon seeds. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, hold on. I want to ask the Sen- 
ator a question. One of the bidders, in response to the advertise- 
ment of the Secretary of Agriculture, requested the Secretary to 
specify any special seeds and varieties that the Department 1ig 
want. He did not specify any kind of seeds that he wanted. |! 
reply made by Mr. Harding, who had something to do with 1 
board of awards I believe, was that as to the special wants t! 
Department had no special wants other than those conveyed by 
the advertisement itself. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is for rare and uncommon seeds? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Another bidder, in writing to the De- 
partment, said that they were prepared to comply with the law, 
and submit and forward and deliver to the Department s 
that were rare and uncommon. Here is aseed dealer who pro 
poses to submit seeds that are rare and uncommon, but he insist 
that it would be a physical and natural impossibility to hav: 
seeds ready for distribution by November 1, the date stated in 
advertisement of the Secretary. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allright. The Senator can not tell me « 
rare and uncommon seed, and I want to tell him, then, of one. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senator from Mississippi 

Mr. GEORGE. I will tell you of one right here and now. 

io HANSBROUGH. Just a moment. There was some 
thing-—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Here is Bermuda or wire-grass seed. There! 
not a seed of Bermuda grass that ever matures in the United 
States or has ever germinated in the United States if it was eveT 
sowed. It is just like the sugar cane that comes from Cuba; it 's 
a tropical plant and it does not germinate here. Everybody wi0 
knows anything about Bermuda grass (and we know something 
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about it in our part of the country), knows that it is not propagated 
by the seed. Itis propagated by cuttings of the roots of the grass, 
and plauted in that way. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator yield just a moment? 
Of course if the Senator does not desire—— 

Mr. GEORGE. That is one. That is a rare and uncommon 
seed in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ofcourse. I wish he would explain how the 
Secretary of Agriculture could dispose of that rare and uncommon 
seed, the Bermuda grass, which will not germinate here and which 
never did mature in this country. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. TheSenator from Mississippi, of course, 
like most lawyers, seems inclined to be technical on this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, I want to cite one illustration. 
Fifteen years ago, in the State of Minnesota and the State of South 
Dakota, corn was a very rare thing. Five years ago such a thing 


as a crop of corn in the State of North Dakota could not be found | 


anywhere; we did not raise corn at all. But experimentation and 


the exchange of seed from one State to another have made South | 


Dakota and Minnesota two of the leading corn States in this 
country—— 


Mr. GEORGE, Then you do not want corn there. You have | 


got that. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. And in North Dakota it is one of the | 


leading crops that we produce now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That has been brought about by exper- 
imentation, according to the idea which the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture should entertain. 

Mr. GEORGE. We are not talking about that; we are talking 


about what was offered the Agricultural Department as ‘‘ rare and | 


uncommon seed.” Never was oneseed of Bermuda grass matured 


in the United States or anywhere else except ina tropical country, | 


and none ever germinated in the United States. 

Here is ‘‘ Bromus inermis, awnless brome grass,” and I find it 
stated that— 

It was introduced into this country nearly twelve years ago. It has been 
widely grown in this country experimentally and the seed has been offered 
for sale by our leading seedsmen for a number of years. 

T want to show you about some other ‘‘ rare seeds” which were 
offered to the Department, and I want the Senator from North 
Dakota to pay a little attention. He has indicted the Secretary of 
Agriculture here for a high crime and misdemeanor in refusing 
to carry outa statute of Congress. Here are some seeds that were 
offered, and I want to know if the Secretary of Agriculture is to 
blame for not making these purchases? 

Flower seeds— 

I suppose for the belles and nice women of the country— 

Giant Paris pansy— 

At what price? 
At $25 per pound. 

Ought the Secretary of Agriculture to be hung for not making 
a purchase of that sort? Here is another: 

Lobelia erinus, $35 per pound. 

Ought the Secretary of Agriculture to be hung for not making 
such a purchase as that? We have the morning glory everywhere 
over our country, but it seems a new one has been gotten up, a 
‘new double morning glory at $40 per pound” for the seed. 
Would you think an officer under a republican form of govern- 
ment ought to be paying $40 per pound for seed even of the ‘‘ new 
double morning glory”? What that is I do not know, unless it 
blooms twice in the morning instead of once, as the others do. 
{Laughter. } 

White branching aster— 


These are the things that were sent to the Department to be 


bought in answer to its advertisement— 


White branching aster, $36 per pound; Chinese primroses, $60 per pound; 
petunia white star— 


The petunia is found everywhere in our country; everybody | 


has it, and yet the price of the seed was $65 per pound. Then 
there is— 

Chaband carnation, at $128 per pound. 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is to be hung, is to be drawn, 
quartered, and exhibited before the American people as a man 
who has utterly disregarded their rights because he did not make 
such purchases as that. 

Now, let us go on a little about the law, which my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] is so familiar with. 

Mr. SBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I have only a minute or two to speak, and I 
desire to finish. 

This is a proceeding by way of mandamus in the United States 
Senate on the relation of the Senator from North Dakota against 


| the Secretary of Agriculture. There is one thing which I think is 
| settled, and if I am wrong about it the Senator from Kentucky 
can correct me, that in a proceeding by mandamus, where there 
is discretion allowed to an officer, the court does not undertake to 
| decide that discretion for him. Am I right about that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is settled. Now, let us see about the dis- 
cretion where a man is to exercise for himself and for the public 
the right of judgment. Whose right of judgment is provided for 
in this section? 


The purchase and distribution of seed by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the count 


iniry 





Who is to judge about that? I ask the Senator from North 
| Dakota and other Senators who are prosecuting the Secretary of 
Agriculture to answer this question: Who is to decide under the 
law what seeds are rare and uncommon? Is it the Senator from 
North Dakota? Is it the Senate of the United States, or is it the 
sworn officer of the Government of the United States who is 
intrusted with this duty? Everybody knows that it must be the 
| Secretary of Agriculture who is to determine that question, and 
he determined that he could not make these purchases. Here is 
| the fact. The Senator from North Dakota comes here and asks 
the Senate to say that the Secretary was wrong about that; that 
there are plenty of rare and uncommon seeds which are to be had 
| at a reasonable and fair price which he ought to have bought, 
and when I asked the Senator from North Dakota to specify a 
single one of these things what did he say? He said that is for 
the Secretary of Agriculture and not for him. Exactly. That is 
what I say; and it is not for him nor for the Senate of the United 
States. When he wants to prosecute the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, then the Senator assumes that the Senate can judge what is 
rare and uncommon. But when I ask him to tell me where is 
the default of the Secretary of Agriculture in not purchasing 
these things, and toname asingle rare and uncommon seed which 
he has not purchased, the Senator falls back upon the law and 
says that is for the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Istated distinctly to the Senate a while 
ago thata few years ago corn was rare and uncommon in the State 
of North Dakota, and that it has become common simply as « re- 
sult of experimentation. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Secretary did not want to buy corn, then, 
did he, because that had ceased to be rare and uncommon? That 
is exactly what the Secretary of Agriculture says in another part 
of that paper. He says that seeds which had been rare and un- 
common by purchase and cultivation had ceased to be rare and 
uncommon and had become very common. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There are many other States where corn 
| is still rare and uncommon, and if the Secretary of Agriculture 
were to proceed to experiment there, a time would come when 
corn would not be rare and uncommon. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he has a com- 
plaint from people anywhere in the United States that the Secre- 
tary has not purchased corn and sent it to them? Whereis the man 
anywhere in all this broad land who is complaining before the 
| American Senate that the Secretary of Agriculture did not pur- 
chase the rare and uncommon thing called corn? |Laughter.] 

Let us go back to the law. I think it is pretty well settled that 
the Secretary of Agriculture is to judge of what is rare and un- 
common, and not the Senate of the United States. Especially I 
| want to call the attention of the Senate to that proof. When I 
| asked the Senator to point out a rare and uncommon thing, he 
said, ‘‘ That is for the Secretary of Agriculture.” What is the 
next provision of the law? That the Secretary of Agriculture in 
| his purchases— 





Shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
our country to another. 

Does the Senator know of a single seed which has not been pur- 
chased and distributed by the Agricultural Department which 
can ‘* be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our country to another”? I pause forareply. The Secretary 
of Agriculture is indicted as a criminal, as a willful violator of 
the laws of the land, which he has sworn to carry out, because he 
| did not purchase seeds which ‘‘ may be made more profitable by 





frequent changes from one part of our country to another.” 

I understand now that the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD is read by 
| everybody, is the most popular journal published in the United 
States, containing more useful information than any other jour- 
nal, and I should like to have appear in the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD, for the benefit of the people of the United States and for the 
people of the world at large, what particular seeds which have not 
been purchased by the Agricultural Department come under this 
description, which **may be made more profitable by frequent 
changes from one part of our country to another.” 
| lI hope the Senator from North Dakota will answer that ques- 
| tion. I pause forareply. I think mankind everywhere, whose 
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attention has been called to this extraordinary proceeding, is on 
tiptoe to hear the answer to that question. [A pause.] There is 
no answer, and yet we are to condemn the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture for not purchasing a seed which nobody can describe. The 
Secretary of Agriculture does not know of it. He is not bound to 
know all about these seeds. In order to show the Senate how par- 
ticular the Secretary was to get the benefit of everybody’s judg- 
ment in this matter, and not to rely on his own, I want to read the 
advertisement. The Secretary did not sit down in his office and 
evolve out of his inner consciousness—I reckon that was the way 
he would have to get it, if he got it at all—what particular seeds 
were ‘‘rare and uncommon to the country,” or what particular 
seeds could be ‘‘ made more profitable by frequent changes from 
one og of our country to another.” He did not do that. He 
sought the advice of every seedsman inthe United States. Here is 
the publication. Hedid not advertise for Bermuda grass, nor for 
corn seed, nor for any particular kind of seed. Headvertised for 
seeds that are “rare and uncommon to the country or such as 
may be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our country to another.” So he called upon every seedsman in 
the United States to produce his seed, bring it before him, and let 
him try it. 

What did the Secretary of Agriculture get? I read you a list: 

Bermuda grass seed, brome seed, petunias, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 
— suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
ays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much in favor of that bill, and 
while I have a great deal more of interesting matter to bring be- 
fore the Senate at this time, I am perfectly willing, in order to 
save the country and in the interest of the free coinage of silver, 
which I believe is the proposition of the bill, to give way, and let 
the regular business be carried on. At some other time I shall 
finish what remarks I have to make. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to say that to-morrow morning, 
at the conclusion of the routine business, I shall seek to call up 
the joint resolution again. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the congid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. sk ag eer me sae on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON Mr. President, I propose for a few minutes, per- 
haps not over a half hour, to discuss the so-called silver amendment 
to the pending bill, and shall aim to do so in a wholly impersonal 
manner, without lauding one party or aiming to detract anything 
from the other. 

The free and unlimited coinage of silver, at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
by the United States alone, at this time and under existing con- 
ditions, will destroy the last vestige and last hope of genuine bi- 
metallism, and will reduce us to a pure state of silver monometal- 
lism, with Mexico, China, and Japan as our chief metallic money 
associates. 

Complete bimetallism implies not only equal mint privileges, 
but also equal faculties of circulation. Both metals may be freely 
coined a yet not freely circulate. A metal may be freely coined 
and yet be powerless to maintain itself in circulation. Though 
both metals may be freely coined, yet if, for any cause, only one 
of them is in active circulation, then there is a failure of that 
bimetallism which seeks an abundant currency and enhanced 
prices, the chief grounds upon which free coinage is placed. 

In this full and plenary sense we have never had complete bi- 
metallism in this country. We have been subject to that law 
from which no nation is exempt—that where two kinds of metallic 
money of equal coin value, but of unequal commercial value, cir- 
culate side by side, that money which is intrinsically and com- 
mercially cheapest will drive the dearest out of circulation, unless 
the two are, as a matter of law and fact, interconvertible with 
each other. Our own experience and our own financial history 
make this plain and manifest. Atleast three times in our experi- 
ence have we suffered the penalty of this law and sought to over- 
come its effects. 

In 1792, when our mint was established and our first coinage 
law was passed, the commercial ratio of silver to gold was 15.17 
tol. That law, at the suggestion of Hamilton and Jefferson, 
who, unlike some of the statesmen of to-day, were imbued with 
the desire to approximate the commercial ratio, fixed the coin 
ratio at 15 to 1 and provided for the free coinage of the following 
gold coins: 

The eagle, or ten-dollar piece, of 270 grains and 0.916} fineness. 

The f eagle, or five-dollar piece, of 135 grains and “oF fineness. 


anu, quarter eagle, or two-and-a-half-dollar piece, of 67.5 grains and 0.916} 
neness. 


JANUARY 27, 


And also provided for the free coinage of the following silyor 
coins: : 

The dollar, or unit, of 416 grains and 0.8924 fineness. 

The half dollar, of 208 grains and 0.8924 fineness. 

The quarter dollar, of 104 grains and 0.8924 fineness. 

The dime, of 41.6 grains and 0.8924 fineness. 

The half dime, of 20.8 grains and 0.8924 fineness. 

The commercial value of the gold coins coined under this 
being and becoming higher than the coin value, they were w 
drawn from circulation and exported. To remedy this evil 
to retain our gold coin in circulation at home, the act of 1834 \ 
passed, by which the weight and fineness of gold coins was fi 
as follows: 

The le, 258 grains and 0.899225 fineness. 

The half eagle, 129 grains and 0.899225 fineness. 

The quarter eagle, 64.5 grains and 0.899225 fineness. 

And this left the ratio at near 16 to1. What had been tru 
during this period as to gold was also true as to our silver coin: 
The coin value of that was less than the commercial value, an: 

a consequence that, too, was shipped abroad. To remedy this evi! 
the executive department suspended the coinage of silver fron 
1805 till 1836. But finally Congress intervened, and by the act 
1837 established the following weight and finenegs of our sil 
coinage: 

The dollar, of 412} grains and 0.900 fineness. 

The half dollar, of 206} grains and 0.900 fineness. 

The quarter dollar, of 108} grains and 0.900 fineness. 

The a of 41} grains and 0.900 fineness. 

The half dime, of? 

This same act also changed the gold to the same rate of finen 
as silver. During this early period, from 1792 till 1834 and 
our gold and silver coins were both expelled from circulatio: 
the cheaper foreign coins, especially by the so-called Spanish mi 
dollar. The act of 1837 failed to bring back our silver into « 
lation. Its coin value as against gold was still ‘ess than its com- 
mercial value, and so our gold usurped the entire field of circu- 
lation. 

To cure this and to keep some of our silver in circulation, the 
act of 1853 was passed, by which the weight of the silver coinax: 
below the dollar was changed as follows: The half dollar to i92 
grains; the quarter dollar to 96 grains; the dime to 38.4 grains; 
the half dime to 19.2 grains. 

By this act free coinage was suspended as to this subsidiar\ 
ver, and it was only permitted to be a legal tender in sums « 
or less. Prior to this there had been no limitation, either a 
free coinage or legal tender, in respect toeither metal. The st: 
men of those days had no scruples and could see no injustic: 
suspending free coinage in respect to money the coin valu 
which was so much inferior to the commercial or intrinsic vi 
as our subsidiary silver then became. From the time of this | 
lation till 1862, when both gold and silver, through the vicissit 
of war, were withdrawn from circulation, our metallic curr 
consisted of gold and this subsidiary and some foreign sil 
The silver dollar had totally disappeared from circulation 
fact, from 1837 till 1862, so far as circulation was concerned, 
had the single gold standard as completely as any country « 
had it. And by the rules now laid down by the advocates of 
coinage, that low prices, hard times, and financial distress ar 
results of a lack of silver money, surely the prices of commod 
must have been tenfold lower then than now and the distress 1 
than tenfold greater. But we know that this was not so; tha 
country grew and prospered even on a single gold standard. 

During the period of seventy years, from 1792 till 1862, we | 
except as to subsidiary silver, bimetallic free coinage, but 
sense bimetallic circulation. The most important element 0 
metallism was wanting. Free coinage without parity in fa 
of circulation, without a bimetallic circulation, is a snare «1 
delusion, is, in substance,only a form of monometallism. 

Under the law of 1792, by the year 1834 our gold and silver 
cause its commercial value was higher than its coin value. « 
higher than our paper currency and a lot of foreign silver, had 
this inferiorsilver and paper currency, been driven out of cir 
tion; and subsequent to 18340 ur silver, except the subsid 
coins saved by the act of 1853, was driven out of circulation 
our gold more completely than at any other time in our hist 
Did anyone ever see an American silver dollarin circulation in 
fifties, or from thence until we got the Bland dollar?—and thai 
not a free-coinage dollar. During these seventy years we iia 
shifting monometallism as to circulation. Somehow, in one | 
or another, under the operation of the law I have describe 
half of our so-called “primary” money was ‘‘stricken do’ 
most of the time; and part of the time our entire stock of *'| 
mary” money was ‘‘stricken down” and hid below the hor! 
of circulation by cheap foreign silver and cheap paper. Tl 
seventy years of our financial experience demonstrate to all ! 
and candid minds in search of truth, and who are willing to ax 
cept the truth, that free coinage, even at a coin ratio not very °° 
removed from the intrinsic ratio, doesnot of itself lead to bimet- 


20) grains and 0.900 fineness. 
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= | 
allism in circulation, and does not result in an expansion of metal- | 
lie currency or ‘‘ primary money. 

This is still more apparentif we study the coinage of our mints. | 
Up to 1875 there had been coined in our mints a total of $919,212.930 
in gold, $8,031,238 of silver dollars, and $149,132,720 of subsidiary 
silver, Or @ total of $157,163,958 of silver. And as to cireulatix mm, 
the disparaity between silver and gold from 1850 till 1873 was still 
greater. ; : : bata 

Our own experience during the first seventy years of this cen- 
tury was the experience, ina greater or less degree, of the nations 
of Europe. Aside from England nearly all of them had free coin- 
age of both metals, with a shifting monometallism as to circula- 
tion. It was no doubt this fluctuating monometallism, in con- 
nection with the difficulty of maintaining the parity of the two 
metals, that led so many countries in the seventies to adopt the 
single gold standard, or to suspend the free coinage of silver. 

In 1873 our country adopted the single gold standard and de- 
monetized the silver dollar. And this has been called by those 
who now seek the free coinage of silver the great crime of 1873. 
Most of our economic and industrial misfortunes from that day 
to this are ascribed to this cause. I am not here to defend or | 
justify, nor have I ever defended or justified, the act of 1873. In 
my opinion it ought not to have passed. But that act did not ac- | 
complish all the dire results with which it has been charged. It 
did not strike down silver, for the reason that there was none in 
circulation to strike down. Silver had been stricken down—that 
is, expelled from circulation—long before that under the acts of 
1834 and 1837. Under free coinage our silver dollars had been in 
hiding ever since the early fifties, and neither gold nor silver .had 
been in circulation since 1862. We were on an exclusive paper 
basis. We did not commence to retire even our fractional paper 
currency by the substitution of subsidiary silver till 1876, and in 
1878, one year before we resumed specie payment of our green- 
backs, silver was remonetized and made a legal tender with an 
enforced monthly coinage of not less than $2,000,000 nor more 
than $4,000,000 worth of silver bullion. 

The harm that the act of 1873 might have accomplished, had it 
remained in force when we resumed specie payment in 1879, was 
cured by the act of 1878. Under more than seventy years of free 
coinage only 8,000,000 of silver dollars had been coined, while under | 
the act of 1878 there was coined from the time of its passage till it | 
was supplanted by the act of July, 1890, $385,000,000 in standard | 
legal-tender silver dollars; and from the bullion purchased under 
the act of 1890 there has already been coined over $40,000,000 in 
standard silver dollars. And ‘‘the net profit or seigniorage on | 
the coinage of silver during the seventeen years ended June 30, 
1895, including the balance in the coinage mints on July 1, 1878, 
aggregates $75,643,893.” Only a small fraction of this profit would | 
have inured to us had there been free coinage. 

Under free coinage we were unable to keep our silver dollars, 
though comparatively few in numbers, in circulation, while under 
the restricted coinage of the acts of 1878 and 1890 we have been 
able to keep all our coined silver in circulation, either in coin or 
silver paper, and to maintain the whole of it ona parity with 




















gold. On the ist of November, 1895, the status of our metallic | 
currency was as follows: 
General | In Treas- | Amount ir 
stock coined _ A svomie t { . 
or issued. y: |< renuiation. 
a Se j : f z “ater 1 a } 
i et Oe, 188, OD $88, 951, 327 $475, 181,593 | 
Silver: 
Standard dollars _............. od 423, 289,309 | 364,935,217 58, 354, 092 
we | AT , 180 13, 426, 421 | 63, 832, 750 
Treasury notes, act July 14, 1890__...- | 141, 092, 280 26, 565, 611 114, 526, 669 
Certificates: | 
ce | 50,585, 889 168, 230 50, 417, 659 
Silver ....... i | $42, 409, 504 8, 953, 268 | 333, 456, 236 
| 
' 





Onur total gold circulation, including coin and gold paper, was | 
$525,599,243 and our total silver circulation,including silver dollars, ! 
subsidiary silver. and both kinds of silver paper, was $570,169,747. 
And the whole of this silver currency, the silver certificates being 
convertible into silver dollars at will, except the $63,832,750 of 
subsidiary silver, was in law a legal tender on a par with gold, 
and was as much primary redemption money in law as gold. 

We thus had $506,336,997 of legal-tender silver against $525,- 
599,243 of legal-tender gold, thus giving us almost parity in vol- | 
ume as well as parity in value. Here we have more of genuine 
bimetallism and far less of monometallism than we ever had un- 
der the free-coinage laws prior to 1873. We make a better show- 
ing as tosilver than even France, which is the only country whose 
per capita circulation materially exceeds ours. The estimated 
amount of metallic money in France is, gold, $775,000,000; full | 
legal-tender silver (5-franc pieces) , $435,000,000, and limited legal- 
tender silver, $45,000,000. ow, in the face of these figures, can 
it be said that silver has been stricken down, or that one-half of | 
our so-called primary money has been destroyed? Our $8,000,000 | 
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| while our $500,000,000 of silver currency, under restricted « 


| peared from circulation between 1792 and 1834; 


| a state of silver monometallism, n 
| bullion value, which will be a fluctuating vaiue, liable to change 


9S3 


free-coinage silver was unable to maintain itself in circulation 
though intrinsically worth only half of its « 


sh in value, is kept in 
circulation on a parity with ] 


rold. And how is this done: how is 


this parity maintained? Itis maintained by making the cheaper 
metal, silver, interconvertible with the dearer metal. gold. As 
long as the cheaper metal can at will be exchanged, and t) ib- 
lic believe it can at will be exchanged for gold, dolla lar, 
there is no object in retiring the gold from circulation, and it will 
| not be retired. 

It is this principle of interconvertibility in law lin practice 
that has kept, and is keeping, our large volume of silver ey 
in circulation on a parity with gold. It was becanse our cheap 

| foreign silver and our paper could not be converted dollar for dol- 
lar into our dearer gold and silver that both of the latter disap- 


and it was 
our cheaper gold could not be converted at will dollar for dollar 
into our dearer silver that the latter disappeared from circulation 
after 1854. 

Steady, continued bimetallic circulation, at any ratio, can only 
be maintained by making the dollar of one metal alway nter- 
convertible with the dollar of the other metal, for the bullion 
value of the two metals will inevitably, as against each other, 
fluctuate more or less, and this fluctuation is what necessitates 
interconvertibility, or the right of always exchanging the cheaper 
coin for the dearer coin. It is only under this principle—the 


use 


principle of interconvertibility—that bimetallic circulation, in the 
absence of international agreement, can exist or be maintained, 
And even under international agreement there is need of inter- 


convertibility, in order to insure complete and continued bime- 
tallic circulation. For, unless the two metals are at all times 
interconvertible dollar for dollar, there is apt to be more or less 
of a shifting and fluctuating monometallic circulation. 

Our large silver currency, almost equal to our gold currency, 
is kept in circulation, side by side with gold, and on a parity with 
it, though intrinsically worth only half as much, because, by law 





and in practice, we stand ready to make good every silver dollar 
with a gold dollar. The law directs us to maintain the parity, 
and this can only be done by maintaining interconvertibility. 
As long as we have the power and ability to maintain this, real 
bimetallic circulation, which I believe in with all my heart, can 


be maintained. As long as our silver currency under present 


| conditions is kept on a parity in volume with gold and is not 


allowed, materially, to exce: 
value. 


d it, we can maintain a parity in 
But the moment you destroy this parity in volume, the 


| moment you open wide the door and get such an abundance of 
| silver coined that we are powerless to maintain it intere 


nvert- 
ible with gold, gold will go out of circulation and we will be in 
and silver will circulate « 4 


from day to day, as the price of bullion goes up or down, 
none of that fixity of value that silver has when its « 


witn 


in value is 


| kept on a parity with gold. 


Under such a system of silver monometallism no o ‘ould do 
| business unless he took pains to post himself from day lay in 
regard to the bullion price of silver. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand two silver dollars. One the 
American dollar, the dollar of our daddies, the other 1 Mexican 
dollar, the Greaser dollar. There isa little more silv f little 

| more fineness, in the Mexican dollar than in our If | down 
to Texas and cross the Rio Grande into Mexico, I can two Mex- 
| ican dollars for oneof ours. Whyisthis? Itis because in Mexico 
they have silver monometallism, and because silver re cireu- 
lates on its bullion value, while with us it circulates on its coin 
| value on a parity with gold, and our Government stan uly to 
maintain the dignity of the silver dollar on a par with the gold 


dollar, and to make every silver dollar good with a gold dollar. 
Do you want to Mexicanize our currency? If you do, then adopt 
free coinage. If you want genuine bimetallic circulation, then 
you must adhere to the principles of moderate and limited coin- 
age, and have the two metals interconvertible. 

Owing to the fact that in the seventies nearly all the nat of 
Europe either adopted the single gold standard or susp | the 
free coinage of silver, and also owing in part to the fact that there 
has been a large increase in the production of silver, and in spite 
of the efforts of India, and the United States under the act of 1590, 
to maintain and uphold silver, and in spite of the fact that for up- 
ward of three years these two countries consumed nearly two- 


| thirds of the world’s silver, this metal continued to fall in price 
| until in 1894 it had reached a commercial ratio of more than 32 


to 1, and has remained substantially at that ratio ever since. It 


| will do no good to taunt or call to task the nations of Europe for 


demonetizing silver or suspending the coinage thereof. We can 


| no more expect to control them in these matters than in their 


revenue and tariff legislation. But it is a fact that we must take 
into account and can not overlook. : 
The chief use of silver prior to the seventies was for coin pur- 
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poses under free-coinage laws, and under those conditions the coin 
value fixed or kept up the bullion price. But this kind of a market 
for silver has since that time ceased to exist in Europe. 

Europe still uses a large amount of silver for coin purposes, al- 
most as much as before demonetization, but it ouichaate the sil- 
ver bullion at its commercial or market value, and not at an 
arbitrary coin value, as before. These facts and this condition, 
which we did not cause and can not control, have reduced the 
price of silver bullion to its present low level, and it is in the face 
of these facts and this condition, which no one can gainsay, and 
when the commercial ratio of silver is 32 to 1, that the advocates 
of free silver ask us to embark upon the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at the ratio of 16 to1, without the cooperation of even 
a single nation in Europe; and in this request they not only ask 
us to increase the circulation of silver without limit, but re to 
double the price of it, for they are as persistent about the ratio as 
about the fact of coinage. They insist on a ratio that has been 
obsolete for over twenty years. They argue that by free coinage 
we can, by our own might, restore the price of silver to correspond 
with the coin ratio they insist upon. But our experience under 
the act of 1890, when we were purchasing silver at the rate of 
54,000,000 ounces per year, and had the assistance of free coinage 
in India, shows, aside from other considerations, that we can not 
now, shorn of the help of India and with all Europe agailist us, 
hope to restore silver to its former, or near its former, price. By 
free coinage we could perhaps raise the price of it a little above 


the present level, but we would be utterly unable to maintain it | 


on a parity with gold. 

Bimetallism in circulation would cease and vanish, and we 
would be in a state of silver monometallism like Mexico, China, 
and Japan. The American people are in favor of ample and com- 
plete bimetallic circulation, and it is because that they have good 
ground to fear that free and unlimited coinage would destroy such 
bimetallism that — are opposed to such coinage. Our silver 
currency is now nearly equal in volume toour gold currency. It 
could bear expansion to an exact equality of volume, and it ~ 
be kept on that footing, for that would be using both metals to an 
equal degree, and in that proportion we can sustain their inter- 
convertibility and maintain the parity of the two metals. 

The great mass of the American people own neither silver mines 
nor silver bullion, and if they are content to accept and circulate, 
by means of a gold reserve, an inferior and cheaper silver dollar 
on a parity with a gold dollar, it is their business. They are the 
chief parties in interest, and bear the chief burden. But.if there 
isa profit of 50 cents or less on each silver dollar, that profit ought 
to inure to all the people of the United States. It ought to go into 
the Treasury of our common country for the common benefit and 
advantage of all, and not into the pockets of the owners of silver 
mines or silver bullion, as it would under free coinage on the ratio 
of 16 to 1 by the United States alone. 

But it is argued by the advocates of unlimited coinage that sil- 
ver is primary money, and that values are measured and prices 
fixed by the amount of primary money in circulation, and that 

rices rise or fall as the volume of such money rises or falls. It 
is further said that silver, for want of free coinage, has ceased to 
be primary money, and that this has resulted in the destruction 
of one-half, more or less, of our total stock of primary money, and 
a proportionate lowering of prices and values; and finally, that it 
is because there is an insufficiency of currency in circulation, 
especially silver currency, that values and prices are low and 
cheap and business embarrassed and depressed. The fallacy of 
all this argument, though supported by scholastic dissertations 
and quotations from publicists, becomes apparent from a brief 
review and a brief consideration of our own conscious experience 
asa nation. Our own history, if read aright, affords us ample 
means of disproval. 

In one sense, any coin is primary money when it is a legal 
tender, though it may not be freely coined. In this sense it was 
only from 1878 till 1878 that silver was not primary money. But 
at that time we were on an exclusive paper basis, so that practi- 
cally the demonetization was more technical than actual. Except 
during that period of five years, the silver dollar has always been 
a legal tender, and is a legal tender to-day. In another sense— 
that sense which lies at the root and constitutes the very essence 
of bimetallic circulation, either under free or restricted coinage— 
there is but one kind of primary money, and that is the money 
which for the time being maintains the parity of the two metals, 
be it either silver or gold. In brief, there is a primary money of 
law and a primary money of fact. 

From 1854 till 1862, or, if you please, till 1873, silver dollars 
were a legal tender and were freely coined, but there were none of 
them in circulation, and, as a consequence, the people had none of 
that money to tender. Free coinage and legal tender were there, 
but the actual money was wanting. Since 1878 silver, though un- 
der restricted and limited coinage, has been a legal tender, both 
for the individual and the Government. Where the individual 
does not foreclose himself by an agreement to the contrary he can 
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at all times stand on silver as a legal tender, as primary mone 
and make his payments therein, and he can now obtain, what |), 
could not do in that free-coinage period to which I have referr:) 
a reasonable and ample amount of silver dollars with which +, 
make such tender, provided he hassomething in the shape of }) 
erty or labor to exchange for it, and that would be a requi: 
even under free coinage. Technically and as a matter of law. tha 
Government, too, unless by special agreement foreclosed, oy 
stand on silver as legal tender, as primary money. But the (ioy- 
ernment is charged with a duty from which the individual is ¢x- 
empt—that of maintaining the parity of the two metals, that of 
maintaining bimetallic circulation, and on this account the Gov. 
ernment can not afford at all times to stand on its technical rig})t. 
but must always be ready to pay in the dearer metal, the primary 
money of fact rather than the primary money of law. Unless the 
Government does this monometallism will be the inevitable re- 
sult. It is not true that values or prices are fixed by the volume 
of primary money alone. Nor is it true that the volume of }usi- 
ness is measured by any such standard. Neither is it true that 
prices or business is gauged by the volume of silver in circulation, 
Prices and business during the period from 1854 till 1862 we; 
fairly good, and, on the whole, better than during the 
three years, and yet during that period there was no legal-ten 
silver whatsoever in circulation. At no time in our history haye 
we had, either absolutely or relatively, so large a volume of sil- 
ver currency in circulation as during the last three years, and yet 
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prices and values have scarcely ever been so low as during these 
years, nor have we ever before had any greater business depres- 
sion; 

From 1861 till 1878 we had no so-called primary money, either 
silver or gold, in circulation, and yet we carried on with success 
a great war, paid and pensioned a great army, and paid or funded 
a great national debt. And during all this period prices were 
maintained at a much higher level than to-day. And from the 
close of the war till 1878 we enjoyed a period of great and almost 
unequaled progress and prosperity. And all this without any 
primary money whatsoever in circulation. And during all this 
period our per-capita circulation of money was less than it has 
been at any time since 1881, and much less than it is to-day. as 
appears from the following table of circulation from 1860 till 1872, 
and from the table of circulation and prices hereinafter set forth 
from 1872 till 1895: 

Amounts of money in the United States, and in circulation, on July 1 of cach 
year from 1860 to 1871, inclusive. 


Amount of | 
money in 
United 

States. 


| >, a. | ay 
Amount in | Popula- | Money 


onan tion per 
circulation. June 1. | capita. 
| | 


$442, 102,477 | $435, 407,252 | 31,443,321 | $14.06 
452,005, 767 | 448,405, 767 | 32,064,000 | 14.09 
358, 452,079 | 334,697,744 | 32, 704, 000 10.96 | 
674, 867,283 | 595,304,088 | 33,365,000 | 20.28 
705, 588, 067 669, 641,478 | 34,046, 000 20 
770, 129,755 | 714,702,995 | 34,748,000 | 22. 
754, 827,254 | 673,488, 244 | 35, 469, 000 21.3 
728, 200, 612 661, 992,069 | 36,211,000} 2 
716, 553,578 | 680,108,661 | 36,973,000 | 19.38 
715,351,180 | 664, 452, 891 87,756,000 | 18.95 
722, 868, 461 675, 212, 794 | 38,558,371 | 18.73 
741,812,174 | 715,889,005 89, 555, 000 18. 7 


July 1— 


If primary money is the measure of values, of prices, and of 
business, then, by this token, everything ought to have been at 
zero—at a standstill during this period. 

Values and prices are primarily fixed and controlled by the law 
of supply and demand, now and at all times. The abundance or 
scarcity of money may affect them to some extent. 

Whatever effect money may have, it is not silver nor gold alone, 
nor both together, but the entire volume of our circulating me- 
dium—gold, silver, paper, and credit currency combined—thiat 1s 
controlling. In the entire country, as an aggregate, over ‘)() per 
cent of all transfers and exchanges for goods and commodities are 
affected and liquidated by. means of checks, drafts, and bills pass- 
ing, most of them, through the clearing houses. About 8 per 
are in paper currency, 1 per cent in gold coin, and one-half 
per cent in silver coin. In the great commercial centers, in | 
large towns, and among middlemen, wholesalers, and jo) 
transactions are mostly in the commercial paper mentioned, w! 
in the small country towns, among the retailers, producers, «1\" 
middlemen, and in retail business, transactions are, to a large «1c 
preponderating extent, carried on in bank notes and paper « 
rency, and but a mere trifle in gold or silver coin. :; 

The traffic and the commerce of the country is measured an‘ 
carried on, not by the silver and gold coin in circulation, but »y 
the paper money and credit currency circulating. And this fa 
it seems to me, makes it plain that values are not fixed or « 
trolied by the most limited element of our circulating mou, 
but rather by the aggregate.of all the elements combined. AD 
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abundance of currency, if excessive, leads to overspeculation, 
overproduction, and to an unhealthy inflation of business, and 
such a condition is always, sooner or later, succeeded by a great 
reaction, often ruinous in its consequences. The high tide of 1890, 
1891, and 1892 was succeeded by the ebb of 1893, 1894, and 1895. 

It is a grave question, in my mind, whether the great and ab- 
normal reaction of the last three years was not, in part, superin- 
duced and brought about by the forced and artificial money in- 
flation of the three preceding years. But, be this as it may, it is 
certain that a mere abundance of currency does not always, nor 
as a general rule, bring in its wake an enhancement of prices. 
This can be established from our own commercial and statistical 
history in a manner that can not be gainsaid. Our leading agri- 
cultural export crops are wheat and cotton. I have compiled 
from the Annual Statistical Abstract of 1894 and from the Octo- 
ber Statistical Abstract of 1895 the following table, showing the 
total money circulation, the gold circulation, the silver circula- 
tion, and the per capita circulation, and the New York export 
price of wheat and cotton for each year from 1872 till November, 
1895. 

The table is as follows: 




















Per | | | Wheat, | Cotton, 
. Total 1 | Total ’ 

r a cap- |Total gold.t) Oo", er | per 
Yea money.* | tee | 8 | silver.t lbushel.§ scan 5 

} | | Cents 
July 1, 1872.-| $738,309, 549 | $18.19 | $25,000,000 |.............] $1.47 19.3 
July 1, 1878 -- 751,881,800 | 18.04] 25,000,000 |............. 1.31 18.8 
July 1, 1874 - 776, 083, 031 16:13 |} 26,000,000 |...........0- 1.43 15.4 

July 1, 1875 ..] 754,101,947 | 17.16 | 25,000,000 |. 1.12 15 
July 1, 1876 -. 727, 609, 388 f 000 | 5 1.24 12.9 
July 1, 1877..| 722,314, 883 | 000 | 1.17 11.8 
July 1, 1878-.| 720, 132, 634 000 1.34 11.1 
July 1, 1879 -. 818, 631, 793 | | , 182 | 1.07 9.9 
July 1, 1880_.| 973, 382, 228 | 1.25 1.5 
July 1, 1881 ..} 1,114, 288, 119 1.11 11.4 
July 1, 1882 _.| 1, 174, 290, 419 1.19 14 
July 1, 1883 _.| 1,230, 305, 696 1.13 10.8 
July 1, 1884 __| 1, 243, 925, 969 1.0% 10.5 
July 1, 1885 ..| 1,292, 568, 615 86 10.6 
July 1, 1886 ..| 1,252, 700, 525 87 99 
July 1, 1887 _.) 1,817,539, 143 “89 9.5 
July 1, 1888 _.| 1,372,170, 870 & 9.8 
July 1, 1889 _.| 1,380,351, 649 | 90 09 
July 1, 1890 --} 1, 429, 251, 270 | | 407, 867, 83 10.1 

July 1, 1891 “| 1, 497, 440, 707 474, 509, 782 93 10 
July 1, 1892 ._| 1,601,347, 187 | 548,516, 702 1.08 8.7 
July 1, re 1, 506, 701, 245 | 506,413,614 | 80 8.5 
July 1, 1894 _.| 1,660, 808, 708 9 | 590,650, 772 67 78 
July 1, 186 | 1, 598, 859; 316 | 25 | 570,169,756 | 1692 8.6 





* Statistical Abstract, 1894, page 39. Statistical Abstract, October, 1895, page 
489. 

+Statistical Abstract, 1894, page 27. Statistical Abstract, October, 1895, page 

iC 


0. 

t Statistical Abstract, 1894, pages 28 and 29. Statistical Abstract, October, 
1895, page 489. i 

§Statistical Abstract, 1894, page 417. Statistical Abstract, October, 1595, 
pages 481 and 482. 


This table shows that during the period of 1872 to 1878, when 
silver was demonetized, when there was scarcely any gold or silver 
in circulation, and when the per capita circulation never exceeded 
$18.19, and was down to $15.58, the prices of wheat and cotton 
were high, far higher than they have ever been since. This table 
also shows that, as our circulation has increased and as our gold 
and silyer money has increased, prices have, in the main, been 
—T dropping lower and lower, and that they were never so 
ow as in the year 1894, when our aggregate gold and silver cir- 
culation was the highest, and when our per capita circulation 
was within 11 cents of the greatest amount it has ever at- 
tained, that of 1892. How much sophistry and how much in- 
genious and farfetched reasoning the figures in this table dispel. 
They show conclusively that prices have not been lowered through 
a want of currency, or through a want of either gold or silver, 
and, above all, they show how harmless the crime of 1873 was 
during the five years of its existence. 

The level of prices of wheat and cotton during those five years 

ras higher than during any five years since. And during the 
entire period of twenty-four years covered by this table the prices 


of cotton and wheat were never so low during any five-year | 


period as during the five years succeeding the passage of the silver- 
purchasing law of 1890, thus pointing out to us that the silver 


shower, whatever else it may have done, did not rain manna into | 
the hands of :i:e producers of wheatand cotton. The silver coun- 


tries, Mexico, China, and Japan, are not the purchasers of our 


surplus wheat and cotton. We have to look to the gold-standard | 
countries for our customers. But when every other argument | 
fails the advocates of free silver appeal to our prejudices and say | 
that by aiming to keep our money up to the gold standard we are | 


merely knuckling down to England, putting ourselves in her 
grasp and placing ourselves at her mercy. England occupies the 
vantage ground; she does, because hér exchanges are made in the 


universal money of the world. Our form of government, our cli- 





| 
| 





mate and our resources, and, above all, the restless energy and 
vigor of our people entitle us to stand at the head of the indus- 
trial and commercial world. But we can never hope to reach that 
high plane by reducing our currency to the level of Mexico, China, 
and Japan, the mere bullion value of silver. 

If we would win and conquer we must seek the best coign of 
advantage, and, above all, we must equip ourselves with the best 
of weapons. We must adhere to the universal money standard of 
the world. Anything less than that is unworthy of we and will 
place us at great disadvantage now and in times to come. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the discussion of the question 
whether silver shall be restored to the same right of coinage 
which from the foundation of the Government until 1873 it en- 
joyed equally with gold has been for twenty years in the fore- 
front of those agitating the public mind and demanding a final 
determination at the hands of Congress. In spite of this univer- 
sal public interest and the unremitting popular agitation which 
has continued without cessation as a result thereof, the problem 
is yet unsolved and still constitutes, after this long period of con- 
tention, the most important, the most importunate, and the most 
irrepressible question of the day. So long as it remains undeter 
mined it is not only natural but unavoidable that there should 
continue concerning it the deepest public interest and the most 
active political contention. This contention is not confined to the 
state papers of the Chief Executive, and to the debates in Cor 
gress, and to the discussions of the press, but extends to every 
class and condition, from those whose annual incomes are counted 
by millions of dollars to the humblest laborer whose week's toil 
will not earn the smallest gold piece now coined and issued from 
the mint of the Government. 

It not only marks divisions between political parties, but also 
the most pronounced and well-defined divisions between antago- 
nistic factions within these parties. 

In the presence of such widespread and consuming interest it 
is a fact, to which thoughtful and conservative people of whatever 
political faith should not shut their eyes, that unless at an early 
date there is by them a fair and proper adjustment of this mo- 
mentous matter its solution may be accomplished at the hands of 
those who have less concern for the establishment of a sound and 
stable currency. The possibility of such occurrence may seem to 
be very remote. Nevertheless, those who feel most secure in the 
confidence that the question of the restoration of silver has been 
put finally to rest, and who boast that further discussion is but a 
moot debate, the thrashing over of old straw, should not forget 
the fact taught by experience in both political and civil convul- 
sions that the most violent and successful revolutions have fre- 
quently been developed when the power they overthrew seemed 
most impregnably intrenched and girt about with its defenses. 

The question of the restoration of the coinage of silver upon 
terms of exact equality with gold, when reduced to its last analysis, 
is whether the basis of the money of final payment shall be nar- 
rowed to the possible supply of gold coin, or whether it shall be 
broadened so as to include the available supply of both gold and 
silver for coinage as primary standard money. 

The resultant of this last analysis must embrace both the gold 
and the silver coin, each with equal current interchangeable value 
with theother. For otherwise there would necessarily be practic- 
ally either gold monometallism or silver nronometallism. 

Pretermitting for the present the question whether the double 
standard of gold and silver is practically possible, it is apparent 
that the question whether the money of final payment shall in this 
country consist solely of gold, or whether it shall consist of both 
gold and silver, is one most deeply and directly affecting every per- 
son, rich or poor, every interest, great or small, and every occu- 
pation from that of the highest salaried official in the land to that 
of the humblest laborer who eats his crust as the reward of his 
daily toil. 

In considering the importance of the restoration of silver as a 
standard money it is essential to keep clearly in view the distinc- 
tion between real money and other forms of currency. This is 
especially essential because the most dangerous device adopted by 
those who are in truth the friends of the single gold standard is 
to advocate such a plan for the coinage of silver as will only make 
it representative or token money and not real standard money. 
By this cunning device many of the friends of silver coinage are 
deceived, and the line of division is obscured between those who 
are really gold monometallists and those who are in good faith 
bimetallists. 

In common parlance all forms of currency are called money. 
It is nevertheless true that many of these forms of currency are 
not money, but only the representatives of money. Accurately 
speaking, only that is money which is the standard of value and 
which is known as the money of final payment; that form of cur- 
rency which is itself paid or redeemed is nothing else, but which 
in itself pays and selleenen everything else. All other forms of 
currency are but the representatives of money. Only unlimited 
legal-tender coin is strictly money. Even legal-tender green- 
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backs are not money, because while they are under the law legal 
tender in the payment of debts, they are themselves a demand 


upon the Government for redemption in legal-tender coin. All 
forms of paper currency are but the representatives of money. 
Not only so, but it is & fact which can not be too clearly under- 
stood or too strongly ®mphasized that all forms and grades of 
metallic token money, such as our subsidiary coinage, whether 
of silver, nickel, or copper, are but the representatives of money. 
They are not in themselves money, but derive their current value, 
just as the paper currency does, from the fact that they are, 
under certain regulations, redeemable by the Government in that 
which is real money. 

Tocoin silver, in whatever amountor in whatever denominations, 
as subsidiary or token money, is but to make it representative 
money, at last redeemable in gold. If it is to be representative 
money it may as well be of paper asof silver. The important ob- 
ject to be accomplished in the restoration of silver is toenlarge the 
quantity of standard money. To accomplish this silver must be 
coined and used as standard money of final payment in no wise 
dependent on gold. Anything short of this is a delusion anda 
snare, cunningly spread for the feet of the unwary and the unin- 
formed. 

W hatever may be the volume of merely representative currency, 
whether it be of paper or of coin token money, the questions of 
the price of property and of labor are necessarily and materially 
affected by the volume of the standard coin money. Supply and 
demand and also other influences undoubtedly affect prices. The 
question whether there shall or shall not be general and individual 
prosperity, whether prices shall be high or low, whether business 
shall be active or stagnant, whether enterprise shall be productive 
or paralyzed, or whether wages shall be remunerative or insuffi- 
cient for support, are all more or less affected by many influences. 
But be these influences what they may, whether for good or for 
evil, the important potential factor in the decision of these ques- 
tions for good, is the proper supply of primary standard money in 
the country. 

The advocates of the restoration of silver as primary money are 
in favor of silver, not as against gold. They favor the restora- 
tion of silver because the use of both gold and silver as ultimate 
redemption money is necessary to constitute true bimetallism. 
They are now struggling in behalf of silver because silver is the 
metal which is now excluded from equal rights of coinage. 

If the conditions were reversed and silver were by law allowed 
free coinage and the same right of coinage denied to gold, all 
true bimetallists would contend with equal earnestness for the 
restoration of gold. There can be no true bimetallism which 
does not embrace as a constituent part silver as primary standard 
money. 

In the discussion, therefore, of the restoration of silver, the issue 
should be accurately defined and clearly recognized, not as gold 
on the one side and silver on the other side, but as gold monomet- 
allism on one side, opposed on the other side to bimetallism, em- 
bracing both gold and silver as primary standard money. The 
man who favors unlimited gold coinage, and also silver coinage, 
but the latter only in the shape of subsidiary or token money, is 
not a bimetallist. Whatever be the reasons which control him, 
he is in effect a practical gold monometallist. He only is a bimet- 
allist who favors both gold and silver as standard, final redemption 
money. 

The importance of true bimetallism to the prosperity of the 
country is the fundamental controlling fact underlying the demand 
for the restoration of silver. The strength of the argument in 
favor of bimetallism is based on the fact that the use of both 
metals is necessary to supply the amount of money of final pay- 
ment required todo the business of the world, for the reason that 
all the gold in the world available for coinage is, taken by itself, 
insufficient for this purpose; and that all the silver in the world 
available for coinage, taken by itself, is likewise insufficier< sor 
this purpose. 

This is the basic, fundamental proposition in favor of bimetal- 
lism. Is this proposition trne? If it is, then the restoration of 
bimetallism with the use of both gold and silver as the money of 
final paymentcan not be overestimated, and there can be no higher 
obligation on the statesmanship of thecountry than to find a speedy 
way for its accomplishment. If it is not true, but if on the con- 
trary it isa fact that there is enough of gold available for coinage 
to answer all the needs of the world as the money of final pay- 
ment, then for myself I am ready to admit that the question of 
bimetallism, and the question which it involves of the restoration 
of silver as primary money, except so far as they concern debts 

reviously contracted, are comparatively unimportant questions. 

pon the crucial question as to the sufficiency of the gold supply 
thereis little division in the opinions of public men, judging by their 
former utterances, and there is little room for division. Most of 
them have borne direct testimony to the fact of such insufficiency. 
In 1878 the present senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
then Secretary of the Treasury, wrote a letter to William 58. 
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Groesbeck, of Cincinnati, from which I will ask the Secreta; 
read the portion which is marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indica 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I have some delicacy in replying very fully. During the monetary | 
ence in Paris, when silver in our country was excluded from circulat 
being undervalued, I was strongly in favor of the single standard of gol 
wrote a letter which you will find in the proceedings of the conferenc 
ing briefly my view. At that time the wisest among us did not anticipa 


sudden fall of silver or the rise of gold that has occurred. This uncert 
of the relation between the two metals is one of the chief arguments in { 
of a monometallic system, but other arguments, showing the danger 


fect upon industry by dropping one of the precious metals from the sta: 
of value, outweigh in my mind all theoretical objections to the bimet 
system. 

Mr. BACON, In May, 1894, certain Senators sent a cableor 
to the International Bimetallic Conference in London, and | 
that the Secretary read from the report of that conference 
portion which is marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state, in order that the reading of the 
extract may be properly understood, that the statement which 
Secretary is now reading is the preliminary statement of the pro- 
siding officer made to the meeting concerning the cablegram, which 
will immediately follow: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I desire to read the following cablegram from America, addressed to 
lord mayor, to be read to this meeting this morning: 

“We desire to express our cordial sympathy with the movement to pro 
the restoration of silver by international agreement, in aid of which w 
derstand a meeting is to be held to-morrow under your lordship’s preside: 
We believe that the free coin of both gold and silver by internat il 

eement at a fixed ratio would secure to mankind the blessing of a 
cient volume of metallic money, and, what is hardly less important, w 1 
secure to the world of trade immunity from violent exchange fluctuat 

This cablegram is signed by Messrs. JOHN SHERMAN, WILLIAM ALLJIsSoN, 
D. W. Voornees, H. C. Lopes, G. F. Hoar, N. W. AupricH, D. B. Hii, 
E. MurpnHy,C.5S. Brice, O.H. PLatr, A. P.GoRMAN, W.P. Frye, C.K. D vis 
8S. M. Cutiom, J. M. Carey, United States Senators. Having to dis 8 
magisterial duties for the lord mayor, I will ask my esteemed friend. Mr. 
Hucks Gibbs, to take the chair in my place. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. ae Hucks Gibbs: The secretary will read certain letters of apoloyy 
But before his doing so I will mention that the significance of that cable 1 
which has just been read to you is much enhanced by the fact that the naines 
appended to it include those of the leading “gold men” and advocates of the 
repeal of the Sherman Act in the Senate. 


Mr. BACON. Of course it will be recognized that both the !-t- 
ter and the cablegram contemplated international agreement; }ut 
whatever might be the method of relief preferred, both documeuts 
contain the emphatic declaration by these distinguished Senatvors 
of the insufficiency of the supply of gold, to be relieved from 
which, by the addition of silver as standard money, would be 
their language, a ‘‘ blessing to mankind.” Nor, Mr. President 
this testimony confined to these eminent Senators, for ther 
scarcely in the whole country a public man of any political pa 
who has not repeatedly, in public speech and in printed letter, 
avowed his earnest desire for the restoration of bimetallism, and 
expressed his antagonism to the single gold standard, recognizi1 
thereby the insufficiency in the possible supply of gold. Ina 
tion to the testimony of eminent public men in their indivi 
capacities, the great conventions of the great political partie- 
the nation, when they have met to nominate their candidates 
the highest offices, have in their declarations of principles \ 
with each other in the strength and earnestness of the avowa 
their loyalty to both gold and silver as the standard money of | 
payment. 

very such utterance by these great national conventions is an 
emphatic declaration of the insufficiency of the gold supply | 
the needs of the country. But the crowning declaration of 
fact is found in the act of 1893, by which was repealed the | 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act. That act of 1893, after 
forming the legislative function which was designed, went further, 
and in a most unusual manner declared in the most solemn form 
known to lawmakers the policy and duty of the Government ‘0 
coin both gold and silver as standard money, and avowed th 
ligation and intention to find in one way or another the safe \ 
in which to accomplish it. I will ask the Secretary to read 
extract from the act as marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as inc 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And it is hereby declared to be the polic nt 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equalit) 
be secured through international agreement, or by such safeguards of |: 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of | 
two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the mark 
and in the ay Sear of debts. And it is hereby further declared that ' 
efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establishmen 
such asafe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal pow: 
of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the markets and in 
the payment of debts. 


Mr. BACON. This solemn declaration, made in this unusual 
form, could only have been demanded and justified upon the ad- 


of the United States to cont! 
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mitted gross inadequacy of gold to furnish the required amount 
of standard money. 

And thus it is seen that we have the unbroken and concurrent 
testimony of the eminent men of the day, of the great political 
parties of the nation, speaking through their representative con- 
ventions, and of the Government of the United States speaking 
in the solemn utterance of a statute, declaring the vital impor- 
tance of a restoration of bimetallism which shall embrace both 
eold and silver coin as full standard money. These declarations, 
by necessary intendment, avow the inadequacy of the possible 
gold supply to furnish alone the standard money necessary to 
properly carry on the business of the country, in such manner 
that there may be profitable employment of capital in other busi- 
ness than in bi mds and mortgages—in such manner that the great | 
natural resources of the country may be developed, that business | 
may be active, that enterprise shall be eager, and that the labor 
of the country may find abundant employment at remunerative 

ages. 
FE The testimony thus piled up in support of this proposition finds its 
indisputable confirmation in the financial conditions of the lead- | 
ing nations of the world. It can not be said that any one nation 
has more than a sufficiency of gold. If, therefore, any one of the | 
nations has an insufficiency to supply its needs, to procure such 
sufficiency would require that the amount needed for this purpose 
should be taken from some other nation. To do so would neces- 
sarily leave the nation from which it was taken with a correspond- 
ing insufficiency. Thus it would necessarily result that to fill the 
treasury of one nation with needed gold would require that the 
treasury of another should be emptied of gold for the purpose. 

What are the facts as to the supply of gold held by the leading 
nations? The United States and all the leading Governments of 
Europe are trying to hoard gold. The fearful cost at which this | 
Governmentis endeavoring to keep what it considers a safe amount | 
to enable it to maintain the gold basis leaves no room for question 
that our own supply of gold is woefully inadequate for this pur- | 
nose. While this is so, it is furthermore a most remarkable fact | 
that of all the six great powers of Europe only two of them, Eng- | 
landand Germany, are on a gold specie paying basis. It is areason- 
able statement that either one of these Governments, if it could 
command the requisite supply of gold to safely undertake it, would 
certainly make gold specie payments of its obligations; and yet 
in spite of great hoards of gold in their treasuries, their knowl- 
edge of the undoubted fact that there is not sufficient of it to go 
around if payments are undertaken in it, keeps every leading 
power of Europe, excepting only England and Germany, in a con- | 
dition of suspended gold payments, and practically upon a paper | 
or silver basis. 

In Russia there is a paper currency at about 33 per cent discount. 
I know that Russia is classed among those using the silver stand- 
ard, but she has a great hoard of gold which she is constantly 
struggling to increase, and there can be no doubt that her inability 
to maintain gold payments is the only reason why she is not on | 
the gold basis. So that upon the question of the sufficiency of the 
gold supply it is practically the same thing in her case as if she 
had the gold standard. 

In Austria there is a depreciated paper currency which is not 
even upon its face convertible into coin of any kind. In Italy, so 
far from gold, one doesnot even see silver, but only bills and shin- 
plasters for amounts as small as 1 franc (less than 20 cents). 

France, with the largest per capita gold and silver coinage of any 
other nation in the world, recognizing the insufficiency of the gold 
supply of the world, and knowing that she would be speedily | 
drained of her supply if she paid it out on the demands against | 
her, keeps her own gold supply, by arbitrarily refusing to pay it 
out on any demand, except in cases when it suits her convenience | 
todoso. No government can be said to be on a gold-paying basis | 
which does not pay gold coin to everyone demanding it. This, | 
then, is the situation. Including the United States, there are | 
seven great powers in the world. Of them Russia, Austria, Italy, 
and France are each confessedly not on a gold specie-paying basis, | 
and Russia, Austria, and Italy not on a specie basis of any kind. | 

i 
} 





The Government of the United States, while paying gold, does 
80 only by continually borrowing, at a ruinous cost, gold which 
she would otherwise not have—gold which belongs to others and 
which must be returned. And even with this continual borrow- | 
ing, if one-fourth of her demand obligations were presented for 
payment she would be compelled tosuspend gold payments. She, 
too, then, must be put down in the class which has not enough of 
gold to maintain gold specie payments. 

_And thus it is that among the seven great powers of the earth, 
viz, the United St<tes, Great Britain, France, Germany, Austria, 
Russia, and Italy, there are only two, Great Britain and Germany, 
which each has the sufficiency of gold, in her own right, to enable 
her to maintain gold payments. This remarkable fact is not due | 
to the poverty of either of these great powers, but solely to the | 
insufficiency of the gold supply in thé world, for each of these 
powerful nations is rich in resources and in products. 
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Another most remarkable fact in this connection is that while 








| of these seven great powers only two of them have a sufficiency 


of gold, it is at the same time nevertheless true that these seven 
nations have in the aggregate more than three-fourths of all the 
gold in the whole world. The remainder, of less than one-fourth 
of the gold of the world, is held in small amounts by a number of 


lesser powers, such as Portugal, Belgium, Sweden, ete. No one 
of them, with few exceptions, has exceeding $40,000,000, and most 
of them have much less than this amount. It isafact of momen- 
tous significance that these seven great powers, rich in every ma- 


terial resource and controlling the business and commerce of the 
world, after twenty years in which they have gathered within 
their borders more than three-fourths of all the gold of all the 
world, find it utterly inadequate to maintain one-third of t 
upon a gold specie-paying basis. 

Nor is the insufficiency of gold in these conntries only shown in 
the inability of their Governments to maintain gold specie pay- 
It 1s equally seen in a like inability of their citizens. No 
more startling evidence of this insufficiency in this country is 
needed than the spectacle recently witnessed of Wall street thrown 
into a perfect spasm of a panic the first day that England de- 
manded gold of America for one-hundredth part of the debt which 


hem 


| this country owes her—a foreign indebtedness which has been un- 


necessarily contracted and increased to enormous pri portions, by 
reason of the suicidal policy of this Government in refusing to 
furnish her own people, out of the abundant resources of the 
country, with a sufficient supply of sound standard money. 

The insufficiency of the world’s supply of gold does not end with 
the deficiency in the case of these seven great nations taken in the 
aggregate. These nations embrace less than one-fourth of the 
population of the earth. 

How is gold, the supply of which is shown to be inadequate for 
tie needs of one-fourth, to be so spread among all the nations as 
to be sufficient for the business needs of the whole world as the 
money of final payment? For it is not to be forgotten that the 


| argument of the gold-standard advocate is that steam and elec- 


tricity and modern methods have so converted the whole world 
into one business community that there must be for all countries 
alike a uniform standard of money of final payment. 

The insufficiency of the supply of gold, even for the needs of 


| those nations striving for the gold standard, is so abundantly 


proven by indisputable facts that there can be no reasonable con- 
troversy as to the truth of the proposition. It is a fact which 
stands avery lion in the path that leads to gold monometallism. 
This fact necessarily compels one of two conclusions: Either the 
business world and political economists have heretofore been in er- 


| ror. and there is no need of a due proportion of metallic standard 


money, as has heretofore been believed and recognized through all 


| thecenturies, or thisrequired sufficiency of metallic standard money 


must be secured by the use of both goldand silver. Thereisno log- 
ical escape from the latter proposition, except by taking refuge in the 
former. In consequence of this dilemma, there have arisen among 
the advocates of the gold standard those who, unable to dispute 
the fact of the insufficiency of gold, boldly advocate the proposi- 
tion that the bulk of business being transacted on credit, the ques- 
tion of the quantity of standard coin is unimportant, and that, the 
chief function of the money metal being that of a measure of value, 
its office can be as well performed by asmall quantity as by a large 
quantity. I have personally heard one of the largest and most 
influential capitalists of New York seriously argue the soundness 
of this position; and I have read ina respectable gold-standard 
newspaper an argument to the effect that if the Government kept 
a few gold coins as the standard of value in the same way that it 
keeps standards of weights and measures, it was unimportant how 
small might be the volume of gold coins in the country; and the 
President, in his last annual message to Congress, in advocating 
the gold standard, uses this language: 

f a fixed and stable standard is maintainea. as the magnitude 
of our commercial transactions require, the use of money itself 
iently minimized. 


and safety 
is conven- 


This may be to the interest of the money powers in the money 


| centers, where, with clearing houses, these great financial asso- 


ciations arbitrarily suspend money payments when money is 


| most needed by their creditors, and in violation of law issue cer- 


tificates to pass as currency between themselves in the place of 
money which they either have not or with which, if they have 
it, they will not part. But to ninety-nine one-hundredths of the 
people there can be no substitute for money in business transac- 
tions. They have no clearing-house certificates or other credit 
devices which will be accepted when the demand for money is 
made upon them. The suggestions that we should only have a 
limited quantity of coin to serve as a standard of value, and th 
then all business should be done through credit, is utterly unten- 
able. Itisona par with that other plan which proposes to dispense 
with all metallic money, and establish in lieu thereof an ideal 
money, fixed by the average value of certain products. 


All human experience is against such propositions. From the 
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earliest ages gold and silver coins have been the standards of 
value, and either themselves the mediums of exchange or the basis 
for such mediums, and all the devices of men to substitute other 
forms of standard money and to dispense with the use of actual 
standard coin have signally failed. History teaches that the un- 
due contraction in the volume of standard coin money retards the 
progress of nations, stagnates business,and destroys public and 
private prosperity. 

The inevitable result from the contraction of the volume of 
standard money is falling prices sooner or later. Whenever in 
the presence of such contraction liquidation sets in prices must 
g0 down, 

There can be no greater evil to the business prosperity of a 
country than falling prices caused by the contraction of the vol- 
ume of standard money. It stagnates the current of all business. 
One can not afford to buy a house when he knows that prices are 
falling and that the house will be worth less in a month than it is 
the day he buys it. He can not afford to buy material and employ 
labor and build a house when he knows that with falling prices 
the house within a short time after its completion will be worth 
less than the cost of the labor and the material. What is irue of 
one man is true of all others in the community. The building of 
houses stops, and in consequence the man who makes material 
stops making material and his laborers go unemployed. The 
laborers and mechanics, having no employment, have no wages to 
spend with the merchants. The merchant, having fewer custo- 
mers, have less goods to buy, fewer goods to ship by the railroads, 
and fewer clerks to employ. The railroads, having less freight to 
transport for the merchants, run fewer trains, employ fewer men 
and at less wages in the shops and on the roads, and they in turn 
have less money to spend with the merchants. And so it can be 
traced through every industry and branch of business, the depres- 
sion of each one acting upon the other and paraiyzing it. The 
business disasters of the past three years furnish all details of the 
picture. 

In the general stagnation caused by falling prices during the 
past three years the merchant has been idle behind his counter, 
the hammer of the mechanic has been still, the wheels of the fac- 
tory have ceased to go round, and the farmer no longer has had re- 
munerative prices for his products, and, except where supply has 
fallen below the normal demand, has had to sell them at less than 
the cost of production. Out of such conditions it is not to be 
wondered at that the merchants and farmers have become bank- 
rupt, that railroads and almost all other business enterprises have 
gone into the hands of receivers, that valuable real estate has be- 
come a drug, that all business languishes, and that the land is 
filled with idle men who can find no work. And the end is not 
yet, for the commercial agencies report an increasing number of 
failures. This distress and disaster will in greater or less degree 
continue so long as the single gold standard is practically main- 
tained, for the annual coinage of gold will not keep pace with the 
increasing population and business development. 

And so it is that in this country, with undeveloped resources 
practically without limit, with a le resolute, industrious, and 
enterprising, a people with the will and the capacity to develop these 
resources and convert them into untold wealth, we stand likea pov- 
erty-stricken nation begging the world to lend us gold, refusin 
to utilize our own resources for the sufficient mety of a soun 
standard coinage. The London News expressed the truth when 
in a recent issue it spoke of the United States as ‘‘ both potentially 
and actually the richest country in the world.” And yet,in dis- 
regard of all these elements of wealth, we are sacrificing our own 
interest that other nations may prosper. We are fast becoming 
the financial vassals of England, and every year of the mainte- 
nance of the single gold standard by this country will strengthen 
and more closely knit the cords of our bondage. Each year the 
lessening price which our exports to her will command will rep- 
resent a corresponding lessening payment by them upon our in- 
debtedness to her, and the necessity will be the borrowing of more 
gold from her. Her domination in foreign lands is largely the 
power of her gold, and the people will not forget that but yes- 
terday, when the whole country, without regard to political party 
divisions, rang with seo for the President in his bold asser- 
tion of the intention of this Government to maintain and enforce 
the Monroe doctrine at all cost, he was unsparingly denounced 
by those whose indebtedness made them the dependents of the 
British money power. 

But sentiment and national pride aside the enormous price that 
the American ple are now paying for the privilege of retaining 
the single qohd chanberd should cause it to be unhesitatingly con- 
demned and discarded, and a return to the bimetallic standard 
accomplished by the speediest practicable route. 

For the purpose of procuring gold there have already been three 
bond issues made by the Secretary of the Treasury, aggregating 
$162,000,000. In February, 1894, United States bonds to the 
amount of $50,000,000 were sold. In Novomber, 1894, $50,000,000 
more were sold, and in February, 1895, $62,000,000 more, On the 
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authority of the President of the United States, I assert that theca 
bonds were not issued for the purpose of raising revenue for +). 
Government or for the purpose of extinguishing the indebted) .« 


of the Government, but solely for the purpose of maintain; the 
gold standard. This enormous amount of indebtedness, whic}, the 
people of this country must ultimately pay, and the interes} = 
which they must pay annually, has been incurred for no 0: )or 


purpose. 
The President in his last annual message to Congress ; of 
these three bond issues as follows. I will ask the Secretary to 
read the portion of the President’s annual message whic) 
marked. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicate 
The Secretary read as follows: 
At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consi 


of the question of paying the expenses of Government with their | ie 
There was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of ea nd 
issue we had a safe surplus in the Treasury for ordinary operatio: ‘ 
sive of the gold in our reserve. In February, 1894, when the first if 


bonds was made, such surplus amounted to over $18,000,000; in N 
when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than $42,000,004), » 
February, 1895, when bonds for the third time were issued, such 
amounted to more than $100,000,000. It now amounts to $98,072,420.30 

Besides all this, the Secretary of the Treasury had no authority w er 
to issue bonds to increase the ordinary revenues or pay current ¢x} 


Mr. BACON. Within a few days $100,000,000 more of bonds 
is to be issued, not for the purpose of revenue and not for the 
purpose of extinguishing the public debt, but solely for the pur- 
pose of maintaining the single gold standard. This $100,000). 
of bonds is to be issued now when there is in the Treasury iy 
round numbers $180,000,000, and when, according to the Treasury 
reports, the public revenue is flowing into the Treasury at the rate 
of nearly $1,000,000 a day. This makes, with the previous bond 
issues, the enormous amount of $262,000,000 of indebtedness in- 
curred in two years for this purpose alone. 

Here is an object lesson for the people at which they shou 
fail to look with care. Here is, in tangible form, a presentation 
of a part of the bill they must pay for the privilege and honor of 
maintaining the gold standard. In addition to this enormous 
issue of bonds, the President plainly says in his annual m 
that more bonds are to be issued if required for this purpose. Li 
no man be deceived as to the question whether he must contribute 
his part to the payment of these bonds and of the annual int: 
thereon. From the richest to the poorest, the people of every 
State and section must pay their proportion, and under our system 
of secnonngs the poor will pay almost if not quite as much as the 
rich. 

What benefit has the single gald standard been to the plain 
people of this country, those who make up the great masses of 
the people engaged in the ordinary avocations of the country? 
How much more of cotton and wheat and other agricultural 


L 


LS 


products has it enabled our farmers to make each year, ani how 
much increased —_ has it brought them for such products? 
How has it benefited the man who stands behind the counter, 


or in the office, or those who toil in the workshops and in the 
fields? How has it been such a great blessing to the country that 
the sweat of an unborn generation should be mortgaged to pay 
for the privilege of its enjoyment? 

Conceding these bond issues to be in accordance with law and 


in obedience to law, how long a time must be required )before 
Congress will, in the performance of a duty, sweep such a law 
from the statute book? 

Respecting most profoundly the opinions of the distinguished 


men who think otherwise, for myself I am most unhesitating!y of 
the opinion that there is no authority in the present law for the 
issuance of these bonds. However this may be, if the law author- 
izes the continuous and enormous increase of the public debt sim- 

ly to maintain the gold standard it ought to berepealed. If the 
oe does not authorize it, but is susceptible of a construction by 
which the power is claimed under it, there is none the less reason 
why it should be repealed. 

I do not forget that it is urged by many that these bonds have 
been in fact issued to make good the deficiency in the revenue. 
will not stop to discuss what disposition has been made of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the one hundred and sixty-two millions of 
bonds, or the legality of such disposition. Be this as it may, the 
fact can not be successfully controverted that but for the purpose 
of maintaining gold payments these bonds would not have 'wen 
issued, nor would this additional one hundred millions be issued 
next month. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? ; 

Mr. BACON. Certainly; Ihave noobjection to an interruption. 

Mr. HILL. I am very much interested in the Senator's v''y 
able speech, and wish to ask him a question for information si1)\)'). 

Mr, BACON, [shall be glad to give any information I can 0 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I ask whether it is quite fair to charge to the ma'n- 
tenance of the gold standard the whole amount of the bond issus. 
For instance, the greenbacks will have to be redeemed in some 
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thing—either gold or silver—unless they are wholly irredeemable, 
and therefore is there not to be charged to the maintenance of the 
gold standard simply the difference between the gold and silver, 
whatever that difference may be? 

Mr. BACON. I think not, and for the simple reason I shall 
state. There isin the Treasury now, and there was in the Treas- 
ury at the time of each of these successive issues, more than 
suificient of that which the law in plain terms says is the legal- 
tender coin of this country to pay the amount of the greenbacks 
when presented, if it had been in accordance with the view of the 
Administration to use the money for that purpose. 

Mr. PEFFER. Even more than enough of the gold. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I wish simply to say 
that the bullion not used still belongs to the Government. | 
thought the — you were making was that it would make an 
additional debt. If you simply have a fund on hand and do not 
use it, it is merely substituting one fund for another, is it not? 

Mr. BACON. Itis true, as the Senator from New York says, 
that the money is still on hand; but it is the same as if a man had 
his money locked in a safe and allowed it to remain locked up 
while he went out and contracted an interest-bearing debt instead 
of using the money that was in his safe. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, that, of course, is one 
way of stating it. Therefore it would be a mere question of 
interest. 

Mr. BACON. That may be the ultimate result, but if the Sena- 
tor from New York will follow his argument to its legitimate con- 
clusion Ishall be most happy. The present construction of the 
law is that the money which is still in the Treasury, and which I 
say respectfully, differing of course from those who think other- 
wise, ought to be devoted to that purpose 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BACON. Let me complete the sentence, when I shall be 
most happy to hear the Senator from Kentucky. Isay that money 
is still there. According to the present construction it will remain 
there. If it remains there it is the same as if it were not there at 
all; itis dead. The effect is to increase the debt and place that 
upon the people, when its creation could have been avoided by the 
use of this money. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Kentucky has asked leave to 





interrupt me, but I shall be most happy to hear the Senator from | 


New York. 


Mr. HILL. We are not so far apart possibly upon that ques- | 


tion; but would it not be a more accurate statement to say that 
this indebtedness is incurred to maintain a paper currency, namely, 
a greenback currency? 

Mr. BACON. I think not, Mr. President. There is no doubt 
that the greenback currency is a charge upon the Treasury, a de- 
mand charge. There is lawful money, money made lawful by the 


statute of the United States, in the Treasury sufficient for the | 
payment of this demand debt when presented. Therefore,if that | 


were used it would not necessitate the contraction of an additional 
debt. It is, however, not used for that purpose, but, on the con- 
trary, it is held to be a necessity to pay the greenbacks in acertain 
coin, to wit, the gold coin, and if it were not for that necessity 
the debt would not be contracted. Now Ishall be most happy to 
do what I can to answer the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the gold that has been bought has been bought for the 
purpose of meeting demands made upon the Treasury by the hold- 
ers either of greenbacks or of notes issued in payment of bullion 
under the Sherman Act. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Those greenbacks are payable in either gold 
or silver. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, under the law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And not resolvable in other greenbacks. 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The resumption act provides that the money 
to be used for resumption shall be acquired by the sale of bonds 
or else be taken out of the surplus revenues of the Treasury. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, during the last two years, the present 





Administration taking the Treasury with over $3,000,000 of defi- | 


cit, has there been any free silver in the Treasury that could have 
been used for the redemption of the greenbacks? 

Mr. BACON. I will answer the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky in the words of the President of the United States, which 
have been read at the desk, that the purpose of the issuing of the 


it is with the greatest reluctance that I express any difference. 
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who in the issuance of bonds are but the agency of Congress, have 
within their control legal funds for the payment of the demand 
obligations, it is beyond the authority of law to create additional 
obligations for the purpose of raising additional money. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The question I desire to ask the Senator from 
Georgia is, whether there has been at any time since the present 
Administration commenced free silverin the Treasury which could 
have been utilized for the redemption of greenbacks? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
answer that question? 

Mr. BACON. I shall be most happy to hear the Senator from 
Nevada. Go ahead, 

Mr. STEWART. Ever since the present Administration came 
in there has been over $50,000,000 of silver bullion, which the Law 
made it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to coin, over 
and above all that is pledged for paper issue, whether silver cer- 
tificates or Treasury notes. That $50,000,000 would have been suf- 
ficient for all the redemption which would have been required for 
the next fifty years, because there is no object in asking for the 
redemption of greenbacks except for gold for speculative pur- 
poses. The people have never asked for one dollar. It has been 
the duty of the Administration to have $50,000,000there. Further- 
more, that having been made the duty of the President by law, 
the last Congress undertook to impress that duty on him,and both 
Houses passed an actmaking it mandatory for him to coinit. The 
President vetoed the bill. So he is not laboring very assiduously 
to get silver coined for the purpose of redeeming Treasury notes 
and greenbacks. Itis because the gold gamblers do not want 
that, but they want gold. He says in his message that the whole 
object of selling bonds is to buy gold to sustain the gold standard, 
and for no other purpose; that we have revenue enough. 

Mr. BACON. There is still another answer which is entirely 
sufficient to my mind—it may be an illogical one—which I submit 
to the distinguished Senator from Kentucky. It is the duty of 
the Executive as far as possible to discharge the indebtedness of 
the Government without contracting an interest-bearing debt. 
Am I not correct in that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Suppose there is $100,000,000 of greenbacks in 
the Treasury and no silver, I agree with the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that those greenbacks can not be used to re- 
deem other greenbacks when they are presented; but does any 
man question the ability of the Executive to take that $100,000,000 
of Treasury notes and any day he wants, if that much silver is on 
the market, buy it and use that which is the legal coin for the pur- 
pose of redeeming the demand obligations of the Government? 
If there were $50,000,000, say, of greenbavks in the Treasury, and 
$50,000,000 of greenbacks were presented for payment, would it be 
proper for the Executive to decline to take the $50,000,000 of green- 
backs and go on the street and get $50,000,000 of silver, which he 
knows he can get upon the mere intimation of a desire for it, and 
to issue an interest-bearing bond for the purpose of raising money 
which could be gotten without the contraction of any such interest- 
bearing debt? 

Mr. LINDSAY. lLIask the Senator in reply if there has been 
any time when silver dollars could have been bought on the mar- 
ket during the present Administration cheaper than gold dollars 
could have been bought? 

Mr. BACON. I think possibly that could not have been done; 
but Ido think the Senator will say that there has never been a time, 
except in 1893, when there was such a severe stringency, when 
anybody could fail to get silver in exchange for greenbacks, if he 
desired to do so. Certainly the power of this great Government 
could accomplish it; and if so, | respectfully submit in all defer- 
ence—— 

Mr. TELLER. 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Kentucky will look at the 
reports that come every day to our tables, he will find that there 
has been no time when the Government did not have enough sil- 
ver to make a tender if it had designed to use silver. On the 24th 
instant the Government had $12,000,000 of silver certificates lying 
in the Treasury. Of course that means that the Government has 
$12,000,000 of silver at its disposal if it chooses to use them. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator from Colorado if that repre- 
sented surplus revenue, and if any other money can be used for 
redemption except surplus revenue? 

Mr. TELLER. It represented nothing of the kind. It simply 
represented so much silver in the Treasury independent of the 


Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 


| silver that is held to redeem the Treasury notes, for which it is 
bonds was for the maintenance of the gold standard. I do not de- | 
sire to say anything which shall be disrespectful to the Adminis- | 
tration. Likethe distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], | 


But I do say that my conviction is very strong that so long as the | 


President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, 


never used. 

Mr. BACON. Whatever might be true of the former bond is- 
sues, it is certainly not true that there is now any lack of 'Treas- 
ury notes and greenbacks in the Treasury for the purpose of mak- 
ing the exchange which I suggest. There are now, according to 
the report which the distinguished Senator from Colorado has al- 
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luded to, about $100,000,000 of greenbacks and Treasury notes in 
the Treasury, besides the money to which the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Nevada has made allusion, and which it was within the 
power of the Administration to have put into coin under the law 
now existing. 

We not only have the authority of the President in the extract 
which I had read for the statement that the bonds already issued 
were issued solely for the purpose of maintaining gold payments, 
but the additional statement by him that ‘‘ the Secretary of the 
Treasury had no authority whatever to issue bonds to increase the 
ordinary revenues or pay current expenses.” There can be no 
possible contention that the $100,000,000 of bonds to be issued next 
month are to supply any deficiency, because we now have $180,- 
006,000 surplus in the Treasury. So that I repeat, this $162,000,000 
of bonds already issued and the additional $100,000,000 to be issued 
within a few days constitute a direct money payment of $262,000,- 
000 for the privilege of maintaining the single gold standard, not 
one dollar of which would have been paid if we were in practice, 
as well as in law, on a bimetallic basis, paying out at the option 
of the Government either gold or silver upon all demands pre- 
sented. It is the money payment the people of the whole country 
are forced to make to prevent a return to bimetallism and to 
maintain the single gold standard, whetherthey wish it or no. It 
is well for Senators to count the cost to the people of their several 
States of this debt which has been incurred in order that silver 
shall remain demonetized. 

The proportion of this indebtedness which falls upon the people 
of Georgia is not less than $8,000,000, and the annual interest 
which must be paid by the people of that State on this portion of 
the debt is more than $300,000. While this principal and inter- 
est are to be paid by them through indirect taxation, it is none 
the less to be actually paid by their money. The miasma which 
floats in the air is none the less poisonous use unseen, and 
this principal of $8,000,000 and this annual interest thereon of over 
$300,000 are just as certain to be wy in money by the ple of 
my State as if the taxgatherer called at the door of each citizen 
and demanded and received from him his part of this immense 
payment as the price for the privilege of remaining for two years 
on the gold basis. We can not close our eyes to the fact that 
under existing law, if the same construction shall continue to be 
put upon it, the experience of the past two years is to be repeated 
again and again, and bond issue after bond issue is to be made, 
piling up debt upon debt to maintain the gold standard. 

True the advocates of increased tariff rates contend that when 
such increased tariff shall bring a greater revenue into the Treas- 
ury the flow of gold from the Treasury will cease. However 
full our Treasury may be, the demand for gold to go to England 
will not cease so long as we are due her each year $150,000,000 in 
interest on debts and in dividends on investments her people have 
in America, and so long as the greenbacks and Treasury notes are 
outstanding and are recognized as payable at the Treasury in gold 
at the option of the holders, so long will those desiring gold go to 
the Treasury of the United States as the most convenient place to 
get it. Increased revenue can prevent it in one way only, and 
that way is found in such an abundance of revenue as will enable 
the Soran, by continuing to issue bonds, to lock up all the 
greenbacks and Treasury notes in the Treasury. 

If it can accomplish that, which is practical contraction of the 
currency to the extent of $500,000,000, it can stop the use of green- 
backs and Treasury notes for the purpose of drawing gold out of 
the Treasury. 

I presume there are very few Senators on either side of the Cham- 
ber who would favor any system which would result in such vio- 
lent contraction of the currency of the country. 

There is another way, and in my opinion the proper way, to stop 
the flow of yold from the Treasury and to entirely destroy the 
necessity or excuse for the issue of bonds. That way is for the 
Government, in reply to everyone who presents a demand for pay- 
ment at the Treasury, to say as follows: 


The law makes both gold and silver a legal tender in the payment of debts, 
both public and private. This Government, under the 
gold or silver from its debtors, at the option of its debtors, and this Govern- 
ment will pay to you as its creditor either gold or silver as may be most con- 
venient for it to do. 


That such position is strictly in accordance with the laws of 
the United States I have no doubt. Iam equally assured in my 
convictions that if this ition had been m by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in 1898 the troubles which have afflicted the Treas- 
ury would have been averted. Theissue of $262,000,000 of bonds 
in two years would have been made ae by simply recog- 
nizing silver as lawful money in the payment of the demand obli- 
gations of the Government. And I confidently predict that, with 
existing laws, unless silver legal-tender coin is recognized, and 
used as well as gold, at the option of the Government, as lawful 
money in the payment of obligations, there will necessarily be an 
annual issuance of over $100,000,000 of bonds to procure gold with 
which to maintain gold payments, and that such will be the re- 
sult whether the revenues of the Government be great or small, 


law, receives either ; 
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Mr. President, I can not doubt that the people will compc) 
remedy whenever they fully understand and realize the eno; 
of the cost at which the gold standard is maintained. | , 
believe their eyes will be opened to the truth when they 
that in a State of the population and business of Georgia, | 
the Government does not use silver as standard money, the 
be added each year the amount of four millions or more 0; 
lars as the proportion of the increasing debt to be paid | 
people of that State, and amounts in like proportion by the 
of other States, according to their population and consm 
of articles upon which revenue is raised. This issue may 
clouded, the people may be deceived and misled to their 
hurt; nevertheless, the truth will ultimately be known t 
that to maintain a gold standard there is not only loss of | 
wealth in the paralysis of enterprise and in the stagna 
business, but that hundreds of millions of indebtedness m . 
directly incurred, every dollar of which they must ultiin«tuly 
pay in money. 

Mr. President, there is another effect in the practical operatj 
of this effort to maintain the single gold standard w} 
entitled to the serious consideration of Senators and of the « 
at large. There is now in the Treasury in round numbers § 
000,000 surplus. Of course that includes the $100,000,000 | 
redemption, but there is in the Treasury to-day, I shon 
$180,000,000, or, speaking with more accuracy, about $177,0()), () 
of money of all kinds; and recognizing that $100,000,000 of : 
is held as redemption money, there is an absolute surplus 
Treasury to-day of $77,000,000. When the $100,000,000 bo: 
sold next month there will be in the Treasury $280,000 
more, of which amount about one hundred millions wil! be ex 
backs and Treasury notes; and if the revenues are hereafter 
to the expenditures, as is anticipated by the Secretary the 
Treasury, this amount of $280,000,000 will remain locked 
the Treasury. There will be nothing for which to pay it out, the 
revenues being equal to the expenses of the Government. 

The only possibility of any device, so far as I know, by whic) it 
can be oak out is by the purchase of bonds, which woul, of 
course, necessitate their purchase at a very high premium ani at 
a very rapidly increasing premium. This would result in the 
bonds sold at a low premium being exchanged for bonds pur- 
chased at a very high premium, and there would be an unneces 
sary increase of debt upon the people. The difference betwen 
the two rates would be but a temporary relief, because as soon 
as the Treasury notes were out of the Treasury these persons 
would again have an opportunity of presenting them for payment, 
and the same process would be gone through with again. 

The only change in the $280,000,000 thus locked up in the Treas- 
ury will be that a large part of so much of it as is gold, say 
$100,000,000, will, in the course of a year, be drawn out ani 
its place taken by an equal amount of greenbacks or Treasury 
notes. As soon as this occurs, $100,000,000 more of bonds are to 
be sold and the proceeds in gold again put into the Treasm 
This will increase the amount locked up in the Treasury to 
$380,000,000, of which about two hundred millions or more will 
be in greenbacks or Treasury notes. 

Mr, HILL. Assuming, as I think the Senator does, that here- 
after the receipts of the Government will be equal to the expend- 
itures, would not the one hundred extra millions still be in the 
Treasury subject to be me ag ag for gold? 

Mr. BACON. Greenbacks for gold? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. If it is possible to exchange greenbacks for gold 
why is it that bonds are issued? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will understand that if we have plenty 
of money we can to some extent do that very thing now, can \\ 


not? 

Mr. BACON. Itseemsnot. Thereisin the Treasury $177. 

000 of money. Itis notingold. Asthe Senator says, if you |) 
the money you can make some arrangement. If that is true. i 
bonds ought not to be issued, and this $177,000,000, $100,000,000) 
which is set apart for the redemption fund, ought to be use! {1 
the purpose, if it can be done, of getting gold without the issuing 
of bonds bearing interest for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. e Senator comes right back to the question 
deficiency. Then assume that there had been no deficiency 0! | 
ceipts over expenditures for the last year and a half, and 
would then be in the Treasury something like one hundred 
some odd million dollars more than now, wouldthere not? Wo 
not that money still be on hand? And if the parity of gold «0 
silver is maintained, would it not maintain the gold? To tu 
extent is not the argument of the Senator something like thi- 

Mr. BACON. The situation which the Senator supposes 1s ' 
exact present situation. There is in the Treasury, accordine | 
the Treasury reports, over $177,000,000 of money, made up of « 
and silver and greenbacks. 

Mr. HILL. And so long as that remains unused for the cur 
rent of the Government the present situation will D 
mainteined, 
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Mr. BACON. That money is there, and it is not being used. 
Each day shows practically a maintenance, in spite of the ex- 
nditures, of about the same amount of money in the Treasury, 
and so far from what the Senator from New York says being 
true, in the presence of the fact that there is $177,000,000 in the 
Treasury, we are about to have another issue of $100,000,000 of 
ponds. It seems to me, Mr. President, that the hypothetical case 
of the Senator from New York is answered by the present situation. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BACON. Ihave not got through. I only deferred to the 
Senator because he had sought to interrupt me and I was willing 
to be interrupted. — 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the Senator, assuming now that the re- 
ceipts are going to meet the expenditures, and assuming that gold 
and silver are to remain substantially at a parity for the next six 
months, has the Government lost anything or will it lose any- 
thing? Will there be any occasion for any further borrowing of 

oney? 
ier. BACON. As long as the greenbacks are out and as long as 
the Executive takes the position that he must pay gold whenever 
they are presented, it only depends on whether these gentlemen 
will present greenbacks or not. 

Mr. HILL. We shall have nearly half of the first lot of green- 
backs in the Treasury locked up. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. That is what I am saying. 

Mr. HILL. And there will be no occasion to get them out of 
the Treasury unless for some purpose of expenditure, or to ex- 
change them for coin. 

Mr. BACON. There will be not only no occasion, but no pos- 
sibility of getting them out of the Treasury. That is exactly the 
point! amon. Iam speaking of the fact that the natural, neces- 
gary consequence of the enforcement of the present law as it is at 
present construed, if we have a sufficiency of revenue, is to lock 
up in the Treasury all the greenbacks, all the Treasury notes, and 
all the paper currency issued by the Government. The distin- 
guished Senator from New York asks me whether or not, if there is 
a deficiency of revenue, this willoccur. I say that that is the only 
condition under which it will occur. If there is a deficiency of 
revenue, of course money will be paid out; but if there is a 
sufficiency of revenue which meets all demands, and the money 
is in the Treasury, there is no way to get it out, no way to unlock 
it. Do we not agree on that? 

Mr. HILL. I think we do; not entirely, but substantially. 

Mr. BACON. That is the point I am on. 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator hardly understood the point of 
my suggestion. 

Mr. BACON. I think the distinguished Senator from New 
York certainly did not understand the proposition I made at the 
time he first interrupted me, because that was the exact proposi- 
tion. I certainly could not have made any mistake in the ex- 
pression of it. The exact proposition I made was, if the future 
revenues of the Government equaled the expenditures, that the 
necessary consequence of the issuing of bonds for the purpose of 
getting gold every time the gold reserve was depleted, and taking 
that gold and redeeming Treasury notes with it, would be to put 
that much additional in the Treasury, to remain there, and which 
could not possibly be gotten out unless the Government used it for 
the purpose of purchasing bonds, and if it were used for the pur- 
pose of purchasing bonds, that much of greenbacks would be again 
se upon the market, and those greenbacks would again be brought 

ck to the Treasury and the same process gone through with 
again. So the result would be that the greenbacks and Treasury 
notes would be locked up in the Treasury under this system. 

Mr, HiLL. We come back to the point where we started, and 
that is, that all the Government loses in the matter is the interest. 

Mr. BACON. It may be, Mr. President, that the Government 
books will balance, but does the distinguished Senator from New 
York dispute the fact that with the $500,000,000 of greenbacks and 
Treasury notes we lock up in the Treasury there would not be a 
contraction of the circulating medium of the country to the extent 
of $500,000,000? That is the point I am on now. 

Mr. HILL. Did the Senator state that? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. I have stated it, and I am sure the 
distinguished Senator from New York was not listening, or he 
would certainly have understood it. I was speaking of the effect, 
not of increasing the indebtedness, but the effect of locking up the 
Sureney in the Treasury. That was the point I was on at the 

@. 

The same process will be repeated the succeeding year, and the 
amount of greenbacks and Treasury notes locked up then will be 
threehundred millions. It may be that the locking up of the green- 
backs and Treasury notes may not proceed as rapidly as I have 
suggested. But, although it may proceed more slowly, therecan be 
nosuccessful answer to the proposition that with receipts from reve- 
nues equal to expenditures, if the Government persists in ignoring 
silver as lawful money for the payment of its demand obligations, 
and continues to redeem such obligations only in gold, the con- 
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tinued issuance of bonds to replenish the gold thus paid out will 
necessarily at each succeeding operation lock into the Treasury 
an amount of greenbacks and Treasury notes equal to the amount 
of gold thus withdrawn. I understand that to be the proposition 
of the Senator from New York, and I am glad we agree on it. 

If the law remains as at present and is acted on as at present 
by this and succeeding Administrations, it is but a question of 
time when the entire outstanding issue of greenbacks and Treasury 
notes, aggregating about $500,000,000, will be finally locked up in 
the Treasury, contracting the currency to that amount. While 
it may not proceed so rapidly, it is nevertheless possible for it to 
proceed morerapidly. If the Secretary of the Treasury continues 
to pay gold alone on the demand obligations of the Government, 
and will each time promptly issue bonds to restore the gold in the 
Treasury as often as the gold reserve is reduced to alow limit, it is 
entirely within the power of the great financial syndicates of the 
day to lock up in the Treasury in one year the entire five hundred 
millions of greenbacks and Treasury notes. One hundred millions 
is all the capital which would be required to accomplish it. It is 
not to be anticipated that such a drastic measure will be under- 
taken, but it is beyond successful dispute that with, as there 








should and probably will be, a revenue equal to expenditures the 


process of locking up the greenbacks and Treasury notes will 
steadily go on, and the currency be contracted in the same propor- 
tion. 

The contention that the gold will not be drawn from the Treas- 
ury when the revenues are adequate and there is no deficiency is 
not sustained by experience. In 1892, when there wasasurplus of 
revenue, there was drawn from the Treasury in gold $36,250,560, and 
over $32,000.00C°of this amount was drawn out in the last six 
months of that year. Other influences evidently induce the with- 
drawal of gold from the Treasury, influences which will continue 
after the deficiency in the revenue shall have disappeared. One 
of these continuing influences is readily found in the $150,000,000 
which must be remitted every year to Europe in payment of inter- 
est and dividends; and still another influence in the constant 
struggle of the European governments to increase their stock of 
gold. The withdrawal of over $100,000,000 in gold from the Treas- 
ury in the year 1895 was not to equalize the balance in trade, for 
in that year our merchandise exports exceeded our merchandise 
imports by more than $23,000,000. 

Mr. President, in the year 1894, when there was a very large 
withdrawal of gold from the Treasury—I am not prepared to say 
how much, because I failed to get the exact figures, but certainly 
there was a very large withdrawal of gold from the Treasury that 
year—the excess of exports from this country over imports to it 
was $237,145,194. That plainly shows that the withdrawal of gold 
from the Treasury is not to be attributed solely to the failure of 
our country to export as much as it imports, because when it ex- 
ports in greater quantity the gold is still withdrawn from the 
Treasury. 

With good reason, then, to anticipate continued withdrawals of 
gold from the Treasury, the locking up of the greenbacks and the 
Treasury notes must necessarily follow under existing laws and 
practices. 

Neither of the great political parties favors the retirement of 
the greenbacks without other currency substituted in lieu thereof, 
Neither of the parties would dare go before the country on such 
an issue. But in what manner will they be less responsible if 
they refuse to enact the only legislation which can prevent the 
greenbacks from being either in whole or in part locked up in 
the Treasury and practicaliy retired from circulation? If in the 
course of a few years and in the regular progression of events as 
they are now occurring the greenbacks are thus finally locked 
up, the result will be the increased bonded debt of $500,000,v00 
and the retirement of that amount of currency from circulation— 
another practical presentation to the people in tangible shape of 
the fearful cost to which they will have been subjected, solely to 
insure the continued demonetization of silver and to maintain 
the gold standard. This great disaster can certainly be averted 
by simply restoring silver as standard money and making it the 
duty of officers of the Government to recognize it as such and to 
pay to the holders of demand obligations either gold or silver, at 
the option of the Government, as may be most convenient. No 
one can doubt that the effect would be instantaneous in stopping 
the withdrawal of gold from the Treasury and in putting an end 
to this piling up of debt on the people by the continued issuance 
of bonds to maintain the single gold standard. 

It is said by those who favor gold monometaliism that to do so 
would drive all gold out of the country, would put us upon a sil- 
ver monometallic basis, and cause us to part company with all the 
enlightened and progressive nations of the world. However plausi- 
ble these objections may bein theory, they are all completely over- 
thrown by the fact that France pursues exactly this plan, and in 
years of its practical operation there have been none of these re- 
sults. As Ihave previously stated, France pays out to her creditors 
at her option either gold or silver, and in the exercise of that op- 
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tion she pays out little or no gold. Anyone who wishes any large 
amount of gold can only get it from the Bank of France by pay- 
ing a premium for it as he would buy exchange. This refusal to 
pay gold at the option of the creditors has not debarred France 
from the company of all the enlightened and progressive nations 
of the world. On the contrary, she continues to be herself one of 
the recognized leaders among the enlightened and progressive na- 
tions of the world. Nor does such refusal to pay gold have any 
influence to drive gold out of the country. This is shown by the 
fact that in addition to more than $300,000,000 of gold held by the 
Bank of France there is about four hundred millions of oahe in 
France outside of the Bank of France. I am speaking herein dol- 
lars, not in francs. 

With this large amount of gold, France hasin active circula- 
tion $700,000,000 of silver, $650,000,000 of which is, in practice as 
well as in name, full legal-tender standard money. This $650,- 
000,000 of legal-tender coin is full standard money in the fact that 
it isa standard of value by and through its own strength. It in 
no manner depends upon gold payments to sustain it. Itisneither 
directly nor indiseotty, by law or practice, redeemable in gold. 
On the contrary, it stands on an exact equality with gold, in the 
hands of either the Government or of the citizen, in the payment 
of all debts, public or private. I have seen it stated in the gold- 
standard publications in this country that France has $800,000,000 
of primary gold coin and $700,000,000 of secondary silvercoin. This 
isnotcorrect. Onthe eer: $650,000,000 of her silver isin every 
sense as strictly primary standard money as is her goldcoin. The 
consequence is that, with a population of 39,000,000, she has $1,450,- 
060,000 of standard coin, all of Which is money of ultimate redemp- 
tion. The $650,000,000 of silver is no burden upon the gold. On 
the contrary, to its full amount it assists the gold in bearing the 
burden of money of final redemption, and actually protects the gold 
from being drained from the country. 

The wide difference between this and the situation in the United 
States is this: With a population of 70,000,000, we have nomi- 
nally, say, $650,000,000 in gold and $500,000,000 of silver. This sil- 
ver, although by law a legal tender, and intended as standard 
money, is by the practice of the Government not standard money. 
By the Government refusing to exercise the option to pay silver as 
well as gold to its creditors, the silver coinage is discredited, and 
becomes in effect only representative or token money. It does not 
to the extent of its amount assist the gold in bearing the burden of 
money of final payment. On the contrary, it adds to the burden 
in this regard resting upon the gold supply, for by the act of dis- 
crediting the silver coin we are practically upon the single gold 
standard, and that in effect bears alone allthe burden. Being thus 
discredited and its assistance refused and discarded, the silver 
coinage of the country to the immense extent of $500,000,000 is no 
more protection to the — in preventing its being drained from 
the Treasury than are the notes of the national banks. ’ 

From this simple difference between the two countries, that in 
France the Government exercises the option whether, according 
to its convenience, it will pay gold or silver to its creditors, anc 
that on the contrary in the United States the Government permits 
its creditors to exercise their option whether they will demand 
and receive either gold or silver, follow the widely differing results 
and conditions in the two countries. France, with $800,000,000 of 
gold and $650,000,000 of standard silver, has $1,450,000,000 of coin 
which is standard money of final redemption. The United States, 
with nearly double the population, having $650,000,000 of gold 
and $500,000,000 of silver, has only $650,000,000 of coin which is 
full standard money of final redemption. France has about $40 
per capita of coin standard money. The United States, by practi- 
cally limiting it to gold, in effect has about $9 Ped capita of coin 
which is standard money of final payment. France has ample 
money for the industries of her people, and keeps all of her gold coin 
at home without piling up debt to enable her todoso. The United 
States is, by a contracted and still further contracting volume 
of standard money of final payment, strangling the industries of 
the country, and loading the people with an ever-increasing debt 
in the vain effort to keep gold in the country. 

It isa most interesting and instructive fact that the French 
5-franc piece is in current business on an absolute parity with gold, 
auhoueh its bullion value is only 50 per centof its coin value, and 
although there is no law in France and no practice in France by 
which the silver coin is either djrectly or indirectly redeemable in 
ms and although the Government in no manner undertakes to 

eep the silver coin on a parity with the gold coin. Ask a French 
financier the explanation of this remarkable fact and he will tell 
you that it is because thesilver coin is good for the payment of all 
debts, public and private, and the further fact that the option 
to use it equally with gold is constantly exercised by the Govern- 
ment and by the citizens in the payment of all debts due by either to 
the other. Sayto him in reply that that is quite simple as regards 
debts due within the territory of France, but ask him further how 
it is that the interest coupon on a French rente (or bond) will 
command par in gold in single gold standard England, when that 
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same interest coupon when presented for payment will on] 
mand silver in France. He will answer that it is becay 
holder of that interest coupon, while it probably will be on! 
in silver, can convert that silver into goods which, at th 
price, are worth gold in England. What is true of the i, 
coupon which can only command silver when carried to | 
would be equally true of the silver 5-franc piece, less only t! 
of transportation and ordinary exchange, if it should be . 
to England. 

Mr. President, time will not pee me to pursue this bray 
the argument. But the fact of the parity of silver coins wit 
coins in France under the circumstances mentioned are « 
ingly suggestive of the ability of this growing country, wit) i; 
immense products more than twice as great as that of either Frayeo 
or Germany, and 25 per cent greater than that of Great Brit:iy 
safely use a corresponding per capita volume of silver coin, 1101 as 
secondary or token money, but as standard money of final yay. 
ment. The essential thing to accomplish it is that the Goyer; 
ment as well as the pects should ridgidly exercise the opt 
uge either gold or silver in the payment of all debts, pub! 
private, and that the option to the public or private credit 
demand and receive gold should be denied to him. 

The reply will be made by the opponents of free coinage t}; 
France has stopped free coinage and that this remarkable sily; 
and gold parity is under limited coinage. This is true, | 
fact can give no possible support to the gold monometallists o 
to those who regard the question of bimetallism as settled in thi 
country, who refuse to consent to any remedy proposed by 
and fail themselves to propose any. As I have said, the ere 
object to be attained is the restoration of bimetallism—not th; 
pretended bimetallism where, while there are coins of both metals, 
the gold coin is the standard and the silver coin only a secondary, 
representative token, but real bimetallism, where the silver and 
the gold coins are each primary standard money. The French 
system proves incontestibly that in the hands of those who 
really friendly to silver such real bimetallism can exist with 
limited coinage. But the essential element of true bimetallism 
under limited coinage, and without which it can not exist, is that 
the coin of the metal thus limited shall be an unlimited legal 
tender, which the Government and the citizen must fully 1 
nize as such in exercising, at its will and convenience, the option 
of _— in the settlement of all debts. 

ood faith and sound finance will always require the exercise 
of such option in favor of either metal to prevent the undue y 
drawal of the other. The French system of limited coinaye gives 
to the people of France about $18 per capita of legal-tender stand- 
ard silver money. If our legal-tender silver coinage were author- 
ized to the same per capita amount it would be about $1,260,000 000, 
a larger amount than would be coined at the mints by free « 
age in the next ten years, even allowing for the $500,000,000 already 
coined. But neither this amount of silver coinage nor any other 
amount would bring the needed relief which can alone be found 
in true bimetallism, unless it wis in practice as well as in name 
standard money. There is no b-nefit in coining token money ex- 
cept for small change. Token money had just as well be 1: 
the printing office as at the mint, and is just as potential, and just 
as powerless, for the accomplishment of good in the one ca: 
in the other. 

Personally I am in favor ¢f unlimited coinage of silver, no! 
sentiment and not in defervnce to a popular cry. Upon w! 
think to be sound reason I believe in unlimited coinage as t! 
means to an end, viz, true bimetallism. There are many argu- 
ments in favor of it, but the controlling reason is this: T! 
form of bimetallism will undoubtedly be found where the |ullion 
value is the same as the coin value. It is the only safe ani per- 
manent basis for bimetallism. This equality of bullion and com 
value will never exist under limited coinage. That portion ol 
silver which is denied coinage will, as the surplus, always {ix the 
bullion price. As that surpluscan only be used for the baser pur- 

»ses of the arts, its price will always be less than the coin vilue. 

esides this, a money metal which is denied right of coinage « 
not hold its proper place in the public estimate as the materia! for 
standard coin, clothed with the power of final payment. 

I do not favor a depreciated silver dollar, nor does any other true 
bimetallist, and I believe the surest way to secure the parity 0! tie 
silver dollar with the gold dollar is to give it the franchise of un- 
limited coinage. ; 

The basis of the argument against unlimited coinage is the «l- 
leged danger that with our mints open we would be flooded wit! 
the silver of the world. How could this occur? Whenever (1° 
value of silver rose here because of unlimited coinage, If wo" 
rise correspondingly in every market in the world. The wort 
has no silver to spare to us. On the contrary, the remain«er | 
the world needs more than is made outside of the United States. 
The remainder of the world would not leave us all of our own prod- 
uct for our own mints. The proof of this is incontestibly show? 
in the fact that there has never been a single year since 1864 wien 
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our exports of silver did not largely exceed our imports, showing 
that the product of silver outside of the United States is not suffi- 
cient for the remainder of the world’s requirements. In one year 
the excess of exports of silver over imports exceeded $37,000,000, 
and even when the coinage under the Bland-Allison Act was in 
full blast there was one year when the excess of exports of silver 
over imports was more than $18,000,000 and another year when 
such excess of exports was more than $17,000,000. 

There is great misapprehension as to the world’s supply of silver 
and as to the world’s annual product of silver. There has been 
such an outcry about the great production of silver that many 
suppose that the supply is practically limitless. This is very far 
from the truth. Ican not lay my hand at this moment on the 
statements of the product for 1893 and 1894, which I assume was 
some greater than in previous years. But, taking the report end- 
ing with 1892, we have tke following significant statements of the 
product of silver and of the relative products of silver and of gold: 

According to official reports, in the one hundred years ended in 
the year 1892 there was nearly twice as much gold produced in 
America as there was of silver. The gold produced was $1,937,881,- 
769, and the silver produced was $1,146,869,000. 

In the same period. from 1792 to 1892, taking the production of 
the whole world, there was produced $550,000,000 more of gold 
than of silver. The figures are: Gold, $5,633,908,000, and silver, 
$5,077,961,000. j 

According to the official reports of the United States Govern- 
ment of the product of silver in 1892, if every ounce of silver pro- 
duced in the United States in that year were coined, leaving none 
for the arts or for export, it wou only make a very small frac- 
tion more than $1 per capita to the people of the United States. 
And yet the product of that year was greater than it had ever 
been in any previous year excepting one. 

According to the same report of the product of silver in the 
whole oon for that year, if every ounce produced that year in 
the whole world were brought to Americaand coined, leaving not 
an ounce for the arts or for coinage by other nations, such entire 
product of silver of the whole world for that year, would, when 
coined, make considerably less than $3 per capita to the people 
of the United States. The total amount produced in the world 
in 1892, was $196,605,000, and that was a larger annual world’s 
product of silver than there had ever been in the hundred preced- 
ing years. 

Although somewhat out of its order in this place, I can not for- 

bear, before leaving the question of free coinage, to notice briefly 
one argument against it, which is drawn from the comparison be- 
tween the Mexican silver dollar and the American silver dollar. 
The same argument was repeated by the distinguished Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] who preceded me. It is a stock 
argument with many, based on the fact that an American silver 
dollar bearing the stamp of a government which prohibits free 
coinage is worth two Mexican silver dollars stamped by a govern- 
ment where there is free coinage, although the latter has more sil- 
ver in it than the former. Well, what does that prove? What is 
true of the American silver dollar is true of the American paper 
dollar. The American paper dollar is also worth two Mexican 
silver dollars, and the fact simply proves that neither the Amer- 
ican silver dollar nor the American paper dollar is in fact a stand- 
ard dollar, but that each is only a token dollar, a representative of 
the American gold dollar, which is so artificially appreciated in 
value that American products must be sold in it at half their for- 
mer value, 
_ Mr, President, as a contribution to the history of this struggle 
in this country between gold monometallism and bimetallism, I 
will attach as an appendix to my remarks a copy of a circular 
which I have here for the inspection of Senators who wish to see 
it, or to be read if anybody desires it. It is a copy of a circular 
recently issued by the so-called ‘‘ committee on sound currency” 
of the Reform Club of New York. 

I regret that time will not permit me to comment on this effort 
of the single gold standard advocates to blind the plain people of 
the country to their true interest and induce them to place the 
fetters on theirown limbs. It may be interesting to them to note 
how patent outsides and plate matter have been furnished, in 
the language of this committee, to ‘“‘papers the subscribers of 
which are in the main readers of no other periodicals.” It may 
open the eyes of these people as to the motives of these advocates 
of the single gold standard when they read in this report that this 
single committee distributed among them through newspapers 
and otherwise 9,700,000 documents, and has expended in that time 
$54,403.74 in the disinterested work of trying to convert them to 
a financial system which will make them poor while it enriches 
their benefactors. 

Nor, Mr. President, are some of the advocates of the gold stand- 
ard, who disguise themselves under the name of sound-money 
men, content to resort to only argument and persuasion. In the 
arrogance of their power and in their impatience that any should 
oppose them, they openly announce their purpose to control the 
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elections of Senators in other States, so that those chosen may be in 
accord with their interests. In arecentissue of one of the leading 
newspapers in New York there appeared a publication looking 
to the overthrow of 24 United States Senators by the exercise of 
the power and influence of the gold-standard advocates in other 
States. Among those named who are destined to the sacrifice is 
my humble self. Iwill ask the Secretary to read the extract from 
this article which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HILL. From what paper is the extract taken? 

Mr. BACON. §Itis stated at the head of the paper that it is from 
the New York Sun, published on the 28th day of December last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Extract from the New York Sun, December 28, 1895.] 


The bankers and merchants of New York City having extensive business 
relations with the bankers and merchants of other States believe that the 
time has come when at least 24 United States Senators should be called to 
account by their constituents for misrepresenting them in matters of finan- 
cial legislation at Washington. Of these 24 Senators, 16 were elected as Dem- 
ocrats and 8 as Republicans, 

The New York business men said they believed that the constituents of the 
24 Senators who have joined hands with the silver men should, either through 
the legislatures of the States they represent, or through the boards of trade 
and the chambers of commerce in the cities of these States, demand of these 
24 that they cease misrepresenting them in matters of financial legislation at 
Washington and come out hearty and strong forsound money. Itis declared 
that some such line of action should be adopted at once in order to bring 
these 24 Senators to their senses, and it is even said that this must be done if 
the merchants and others represented by these 24 men are to be considered 
in the matter of credits with New York and Eastern merchants generally. 
The false light in which these 24 Senators have put the business men of their 
States has deterred Eastern seamafacturore and eusiness men from extending 
lines of credit, even though they are convinced that these Senators do not 
rightly represent their constituents. 


Mr. BACON. I will say, in justice to the newspaper from 
which that article is copied, that it does not appear on the edito- 
rial page, nor does it appear as a dispatch, but is simply published 
without headline or signature. It covers a column and a half, and, 
of course, it is therefore impracticable for me to burden the 
RECORD with the insertion of the article in its full extent; but I 
have given the date of it, and any Senator can see the full article 
in which the names of the 24 Senators are given who are to 
be controlled by the withholding of credit by New York mer- 
chants. I present this remarkable utterance without further 
comment than that it is a most significant indication of the abso- 
lute domination of the entire Government in all of its branches to 
which the gold power evidently aspires. 

Mr. President, the gravity of the situation is not to be put aside 
with the suggestion, as recently made in this Chamber, that this is 
a moot question and an idle academic discussion. Itis asituation 
which, if the law remains unchanged, involves the prospect of a 
continually increasing bonded debt, the steady decrease in the per 
capita standard coin, and the practical retirement of the green- 
backs and Treasury notes. Are Senators who oppose the measure 
reported by the Finance Committee prepared in view of this situa- 
tion to say they are content for the law to remain as it is, and that 
they have no remedy which they favor? 

In the presence of the insufficiency of gold the scramble among 
the nations for gold willcontinue. Withthisasa fact, our financial 
troubles must continue so long as we remain on a gold basis and 
have outstanding the greenbacks and the Treasury notes. I be- 
lieve the remedy is in getting entirely off the gold basis, and on 
the true bimetallic basis, and at the same time retiring all paper 
eurrency of the Government. I say, at the same time, because all 
idea of retiring the greenbacks and Treasury notes may as well, in 
my opinion, be dismissed, unless in the same law there is provi- 
sion for a return to true bimetallism, involving as a necessary fea- 
ture the unlimited coinage of silver. 

As an original proposition I would be opposed to greenbacks or 
any other form of Government paper currency, but as such cur- 
rency now exists to the amount of $500,000,000, I am opposed to 
any retirement of the same by any means, direct or indirect, until 
by the same law provision is made for a return to a hard money, 
bimetallic currency. I believe in hard money and in a sufficient 
supply of it—a supply which it is impossible for gold alone to 
furnish. I do not believe that the Government. should issue any 
form of currency excepting only the coin which is stamped at the 
mints. I regard Government paper currency as a foe to true bi- 
metallism; and an adequate supply of standard coin is none the 
less the enemy of such paper currency. Whenever those who 
wish to retire greenbacks and Treasury notes will meet us on this 
basis, it is probable that a plan can be devised which will relieve 
the Government and the people from the present financial ills. 
There is no reason in sound finance why the entire proper per 
capita supply of currency in the country should not consist in 
standard coin of both gold and silver, and there is no reason to an- 
ticipate that the unlimited coinage of silver would, when added 
to the gold coinage, swell the supply beyond this amount. The 
effort to restrict standard money of final redemption to gold alone, 
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ont also to retire the Government paper currency, must certainly 
ail. 

The danger is that the single gold-standard advocates, who boast- 
fully call themselves ‘‘sound money” men, in their efforts to re- 
strict the coinage of standard money to gold, may place in power 
those who will sweep away all standard coin money and put the 
country on the basis of irredeemable paper currency. 

The effort to unreasonably control the great political and social 
forces is frequently attended by the same results as are the efforts 
to control great physical forces. The higher the dam is built to 
stay the stream, the more certain is the mighty power of the gather- 
ing waters to finally sweep away the barrier and carry destruction, 
mayhap, to those who seek to turn back the course of nature, 
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To the Reform Club: 
Your committee on sound currency submits the following report: 
November 22, 1894, the committee adopted plans for workin 1895. Wecom- 
menced at once acanvass for funds. Subscriptions have been liberal, and in 
large measure from those who had not hitherto contributed to the club's 


work. 

Early in the year our expenditure increased at such a rate that we were 
compelled to confine ourselves to the few more promising of the lines along 
done, and to decline even to somes 


which work could be economical! 
sound-money propaganda in more than one direction where the field seem 


inviting. In accord with our rule, we have accepted funds only for expendi- 
ture the details of which we could direct; and have declined to supe the 
work or audit the accounts of outside individuals, committees, or o - 
tions. Weare thus able to cooperate to the fullest extent with local friends 


and organizations, while keeping free from embarrassing relations or un- 
pleasant responsibilities. 

The following isa summary of the work of the committee for the year 
ended November 30, 1896: 


I.—Mectings and speakers, 

In the way of local meetings for discussion: 

(1) On the occasion of the annual dinner of the club, December 8 last, after 
an introductory address by Mr. Fairchild, an address on the problem of cur- 
rency reform was delivered by Mr. C. C. Jackson, of Boston, followed by Mr. 
Henry W. Cannon, Hon. A. B. Hepburn, and others. 

(2) At a club dinner on December 29 the principal address was delivered by 
Mr. William C. Cornwell, president of the New York State Bankers’ Associ- 
=. =. aan, Mr Mitred 8. Heidelbach, Mr. Henry Hentz, and others 

» spoke briefly. 

(3) On the evening of March 2 Mr. Horace White delivered an address at 
the clubhouse on the “ Relations of public opinion to banking.” 

The general interest in sound-currency questions had by this time so in- 
epensed an to make it unn to incur the trouble and expense of con- 
tinuing the seriesof meetings at the Reform Club, the invitat'ons from various 
quarters of organizations way A to the expense and trouble of meetings 
being so numerousas to make the question simply one of providing speakers; 
and in a score of instances speakers were furnished from the committee to 
meetings—political, business, and economic—that offered appreciative audi- 
ences. 

With the advancing season, however, the engrossment of our funds in other 
urgent work made it —— for us to meet uliarly inviting oppor- 
tunities that were offe for sound-currenc snselinen, especially in several 
of the Western States. In one, however, ioltene. the expense involved was 
so moderate and easily limited, and the call so urgent, that it was decided to 
cooperate with friends there. ‘Under this menta series of some forty 
meetings was all addressed by Hon, William D. 7. to whom 
the cause and the committee is thus peculiarly indebted. The programme 
as a whole proved such a success that nothing but the lack of funds prevented 
its extension into other States. 


Il.—‘‘Sound-currency” periodicals. 
Tho following table summarily indicates the progress of our “ Sound-cur- 
rency " series and the extent and distribution of its several numbers: 


Number printed. 


National and State Banks, Horace White, 16 pages .............. a 
Canadian Bank-Note Currency, L. Carrell Root, 16 pages 


Bimetallism in History, He . Nelson. Byes a 
. The World's Curren P. Roth , 2k pagwes.......... 
. New York Bank Saveenee L. Carroli Roos, Sees dines alike 
The Currency f 08, John De W arner, 2) pages .-. 
The People’s Money, W. L. mholm, 32 pages... 
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. Our Paper ae . Dodsw 16 pages .... 
. States as Bankers, L. a hanccacneus ices 
pages 
. A Financial Catechism, Fred. 
New England Bank Currency, L. 
A Stable Monetary Standard, He: Farquhar, 
% Free Coinage Dissected, John De Witt Sreeea , 16 pages 
18. 
19. Qualit of Money and Wages, Frank L. 
> xecutive Committee Report, August 29, 
22. 
23. 
24. 
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Scotch k Currency, Adam Smith, ig pages .. 
Carroll 
. Coin’s Financial Fool, Horace Whi' as 
The Bullion Report, Paras committee (1510, 
. United States Coin: and eo Laws, 48 pages....... 
Bimetallism in ne W. A. Shaw, 12 pages......... slic 
Sound Currency Illustrated, 3 
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. Gold Movements in 1894 and 
Silver Monome m 
United States Currency 
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The extent to which these pamphlets have been favorably noticed }); 
sound-money press and the orders received for single copies are proof | ' 
of the general interest in the questions mooted and the effective way in 
they have been treated. ° 

A subscription list of some 15,000 has Pies our securing second 
postal rates, which has greatly cheapene distribution. 

Ill.—General newspaper cooperation. 

(a) From the beginning we have adopted the plan of sending out ad) , 
copies of “ Sound Currency,” together with a tersely written syno ° 
each number, to the principal newspapers of the country. This pls 
proved peculiarly effective. 

(b) Encouraged by the favorable notice of the press, we suggested to | 
ing newspapers toadvertise their offices as supply points for sound-curr . 
literature, we ss them a limited supply for distribution 2 
charge. Over 100 papersin different parts of the country accepted this : 
and we thus secured that number of most effective distributing cente) 

IV.—Broadside supplements. 


In April last we commenced supplying broadside supplements suffi: 
ee the full editions of cooperating local papers in every part 
eountry. In this way sound-currency literature was carried direct to +), 
homes of rural voters. 

This branch of our work has steadily po in extent and importanc: i 
in the opinion of your committee is, perhaps, of all the branches of our 
aganda work, the one by which the greatest permanent effect is secur: - 
the least expense, in just those quarters where educational propaga: 3 
most needed. Itisan unrivaled means of putting into the hands of rip) 
voters—in the most sparsely settled counties of the most critical Stat 1 
just the shape in which it will be welcomed and read by them—a full su 
of sound-currency ar; ent and illustration. How effective is this ma 
somewhat apprec when it is remembered that it eo these paper 
subscribers of each of which are in the main readers of no other peri: 

Finding that the broadsides were in general better adapted to pa; 
smaller circuiation, a constant effort has been made to extend this » 
among the smaller local papers in the South, the West, and Southwest 


The newspapers thus — by us have been as follows: In New E: a 
21, with a circulation of 26,600; the Middle States 88, circulation 83,100; + , 
ern States 215, circulation 169,900; North Central States 78, circulation 


116,800; Northwestern States 67, circulation 55,200; Southwest 187, circula- 
tion 94,300; Pacific States 15, circulation 17,900—making a total of 621 papers, 
with aggregate circulation of 563,800. Through these papers some 2,()i(),(1\) 
printed sheets have been distributed. 


V.—'Plate” matter. 


In March last we arranged to compile and edit sheets of sound-currency 
literature, to be circulated by so-called ‘‘plate-matter” agencies. In this 
line the expense to us was not great, the main item being the expert . 
torial service and tact necessary to collect and adapt available matter for 
the purpose indicated. 

This matter goes out, a full newspaper page at atime, to papers in the main 
of from 1,000 to 10,000 circulation, which, though ready to do all possi or 
sound currency, wish to have more latitude as to the amount of space which 
can be given to this matter and the time at which it shall be publish ad that 
is possible on the “ broadside” system. We have been surprised to note, hi w- 
ever, the extent to which papers receiving our“ plate” matter have in ven- 
eral promptly utilized either the whole or nearly all that was sent them 

The following indicates the field covered, which could have been mor 
doubled had our funds Pay wemang New England States 22 papers, 
circulation of 54,925; Middle States 101 peuers, circulation 208,316; Sout 
States 139 pers, circulation 165,768; North Central States 78, circula 
156,368; Southwestern States 138, circulation 192,990; Northwestern States 15), 
circulation 136,600; Pacific Coast 11, circulation 10,050—making a total of 643 
papers, with an aggregate circulation of 925,017. 

or some two months prior to election the engrossment of paper 
their readers in the issues of local elections was such as to make less freci 
supply of this matter advisable, and the former biweekly issues of both | 
and broadside matter were supplanted by a monthly issue. Arrangen 
are now being made to offer a more — supply whenever popular in 
est in currency questions shall justify it. 


Vi.—Special bureau, 


Another branch of work developed during the year is what might be called 
a “special bureau,” by which a corps of contributors wasorganized, fur 
ing special series of articles for the propaganda work of papers of the v: 
highest grade, and s articles to — of papers. In this field, howe 
we were glad some time since to report a total cessation of work. The ex 
to which the as need of the articles supplied was being met by dev: 
ing research and writings of independent editors and writers in all p arts 
the coun was such that we did not feel justified in further expending 
energics of this committee in work which was, on the whole, becoming 
welldone by others. Under this head should also be mentioned the issue or r 
print of monographs, ches, or special discussions, which, though not ap- 
ropriate for either of the series noted under II, IV, or V above, was of use 
fn our Y eee work, and handled through the supply bureau below re- 
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VII.—Sketch and cartoon bureau. 


In accordance with plans outlined in April last, the committee established a 
sketch or cartoon bureau, the object of which was to furnish designs for 
cuts, sketches, cartoons, posters, etc., both for our own publications (es)-- 
cially plate and supplement matter) as wellas for use by othersin every shu) 
in which they might be found effective. From every available sour: - 
mainly from members of the committee and club—we secured designs and 
suggestions, upon the basis of which were supplied by our corps of artis‘s, 
Perea by Mr. Dan Beard, more than a hundred cuts and sketches. Exten- 
sively used in our “broadside” and “plate’’ matters, these have been per- 
haps the chief factor—outside of the strong general interest in currency mit 
ters—in producing the great and increasing demand for our literature. 
Those who have seen even the preliminary catalogue do not need to have cx- 
lained the extent to which the Bible, Shakespeare, Mother Goose, Pilgrii s 
and a score of other sources have been liberally drawn upon. {he 


continually increasing d for ‘‘ more” from every direction in which 
our illustrations have n so far supplied leaves no question as to their pop- 
ularity. 


VIII.—Sound-currency supply bureau. 


Our supply bureau, organized in June last, was promptly perfected until 
our semimonthly catalogue of sound-currency publications, forwarded on re: 
ceipt of price, included not only those regularly issued by _ourseives, but 

ractically overzthing worth seriously considering under each of the f« sLlo - 
je heads: (a) Standard works, such as those of Laughlin, McLeod, Ne!so 
Trenholm, w, White, and others; (b) Popular monographs and special 
diseussions, such as the various replies to “Coin’s Financial School”; ‘) 
Speeches, leaflets, . ae such as it has been found necessary to re- 

t—in'all, some ninety different titles. For purposes of convenience, not 
merely to ourselves, but to our friends, a du te stock, with clerk in at- 








tendanee, was kept during the summer at the Reform Club's office at Wash- 


ton. : 
in ¢ should be understood that this bureau had no connection with gratui- 


tous supply of literature, but was established simply for the convenience of 
friends in all parts of the country, who were thus enabled to secure any as- 
sortment of sound-currency literature without the delay and trouble other- 
wise necessary. - 

IX. 


Two items of work now practically closed deserve special mention. 

First. The late political conventions in the different States caused calls to 
be made upon us for qocel work in supplying literature to delegates and 
local committeemen. Kentucky, Georgia, and Ohio were the States most 
thoroughly and systematically covered by this work. f 

Second. The circumstances attending the Memphis, Springfield, and Louis- 
ville conventions, and the speeches of Mr. Carlisle in Kentucky and of Mr 
Hoke Smith in Georgia, caused such a demand for these speeches that we 
promptly went as far as possible in meeting it, though we felt this particular 
work to be one the expense and labor of which should ultimately be other- 
wise arranged for, as in fact has already been done. Before this, however, 
the club had expended some $2,000, mainly in printing and forwarding in bulk 
for local distribution by others some 280,000 copies of the speeches referred to. 





x.—¢ ‘urrency Red Book. 


In view of the success of the Tariff Reform Red Book, issued bythe club 
in each of the years 1890, 1891, and 1892, we early commenced the compilation 
of a Currency Red Book. This is now in press and will contain as fulla 
collection as possible of statistics and argument, digested and indexed for 
handy use by writers, speakers, and others, on every phase of the currency 
questions now pending or likely to be mooted in the near future. 


XI.—Extent literature distribution. 


Counting “plate” matter supply (for which some, though, as explained 
above, very little, deduction should be made from the gross figures given be- 
low). the number of documents issued, either as pamphiets or “* broadsides,” 
or otherwise printed to an equal extent, to which the committee has given 
circulation since the beginning of its work for the year is approximately as 
follows: 


I MRIIIGRS, . 5... . 20a noncncccccercancence cecnevecece « 1,637,000 
Broadside newspaper pages . 2,650, 000 


Plate matter, newspaper pages ..............----~+--.----+------------- 5, 000, 000 
Reprints and Seabees documents through supply bureau..... 125, 000 
Speeches, Carlisle, ete., (not including the much greater number x 

ately furnished at expense of others) .-............--------------++- 300, 000 


Making a total of over 9,700,000, the current average, on the above basis, of 
documents issued being about 950,000per month. The majority of these have 
been illustrated; and less than one-fourth of them have been those of statis- 
tical and literary character, which our friends have too frequently assumed 
te be the only ones issued by us. Taken as a whole, indeed, there could 
scarcely be amore thoroughiy “ popular ” assortment of literature. 


XII.—Cooperation. 


Cooperation has not developed as fast as we had hoped, though this is par- 
tially due to the fact that the extraordinary success of and demand for our 
“nlave” and * broadside” supply has too much engrossed our means to per- 
mit of exploiting promising fields for cooperation in other items of work 

We note, however, that at Fremont, Neb., at Corsicana, Tex., at St. Louis, 
at Boston, and at Philadelphia associations have been doing important and 
extensive work to such an extent as in large measure to relieve us from 
responsibility and permit us to offer instead of ask assistance. From the com- 
mittee and members of the Boston Merchants’ Association alone the direct 
contributions te our work have aggregated some $16,000. The expense of our 
cartoon bureau has been lessened some $400 by sharing with the Chamber of 
Commerce committee the expense of the preliminary work, and the expense 
of our plate and broadside supply in Pennsylvania has been met by the Sound 
Money League of Pennsylvania. 

Our total expenditures, including unsettled liabilities, to date are $52,779.05, 
as shown in statement appended. 

The rate of expenditure has varied from $700 per month to $10,000 per month, 
the highest rate being reached in June, 1895. In spite of the at first rapidly 
increased rate and scope of expenditure, and the later necessity for scarcely 
less rapid retrenchment, and the fact that our force has varied from 3 to 35, 
our office arrangements have workéd without friction and our business, as 
weil in expenditure and full accounting therefor as in the prosecution of our 
propaganda work, has been constantly kept well up to date, a full accounting, 
with vouchers, having been filed by the executive committee each week for 
the criticism of auditors appointed by the full committee from its general 


membership. 
XII.—Progress and plans. 


In March last, after a full discussion both in the executive committee and 
the general committee, the following platform was adopted as that upon 
which the Reform Club’s sound-currency committee should ask for support 
and plan its work: 

“Pledged to oppose all fiat money, we recognize in the legal-tender green 
back the worst form of such currency, and urge the payment by Government 
of its demand notes and their final withdrawal from circulation as the finan 
cial reform first in importance. 

“We appreciate that attempts to secure forced currency for depreciated 
silver, or to regulate by law the value of silver as compared with gold, are 
most virulent phases of flat-money agitation; and we consider provisions for 
asafe and elastic bank-note currency as not merely a desirable adjunct of 
greenback retirement, but a proper means to obviate any fear that our cur- 
rency may become too restricted.” 

Even at the time when this was adopted it was apparent that the issue of 
free coinage at 16 to 1 was being forced to the front in many parts of the coun- 
try. It was appreciated, however, that this issue was but incidental to the 
main one—that of fiat money; and hence it was not thought best in any way 
= Seerew what it was unanimously agreed must be the ultimate scope of our 

ork, 

Events have justified this decision. During the six months last past the 
free-silver issue has been aggressively pressed as never before, but has been 
80 successfully met through this organization and other sound-money Agen 
cies, political and otherwise, as not merely to have roused and rallied the 
hitherto timid opposition to free silver, but to have so defeated the free 
silver movement at ee important point as to have given it the first gen- 
eral setback which its friends have appreciated as such. The way has been 
cleared for an aggressive movement upon our part in favor of sound finance, 
the withdrawal of our Government from the tonbine business, and the re 
nuneciation by the United States of the fiat money heresies by which for a 
generation our politics and finances have been cursed. 

This committee pro to agitate for the prompt poymest and final re- 
tirement of our legal-tender notes. It proposes to do this without reference 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


995 








to what, if any, new plan of bank-note currency shall be adopted. We 














ire 
confident that, with our present banking and credit facilities, any possible 
unfavorable result from the retir ent of our legal-tender paper as fast as 
it could be withdrawn by red mption w d be more than compensated by 
the accession of business confidence which such a programme would assure 
The committee recognizes tl ur bank-note system is rigid, inadequate, 
and fatally vicious in its entanglement of political with financial nsidera- 
tions, and it therefore hopes and expects that a safe and adequate sy m will 
be promptiy developed; but it considers the adoption of some dk te plan 
for the retirement of our iegai-tender notes as the aim first and remost to 
be kept in mind; and to this work invites the cooperation of every friend of 
sound « urrency ' 

Che outiook is most encouraging Yever in so short a per have w n 
1O great a revulsion of feeling as that which ha \ i wit last 
few months upon currency questions, though we fully appa \ ® 
present setting of the tide toward sound currency i ; f 

| great change in popular conviction as was the k 
great part of the country to the silver crazea s ‘ was t a 
epidemic. 

rhere can be no question, however, of the deep interest now i : 
all classes of people in all parts of the country un ther any qu 
tion as to the ability of the American people to honestly and inte ntly 
settle the problems involved, prov i the facts are } i bet them 
Cash statement sound currency co t? from I mber 1, I to N ber 

_—_— . Disb 3Q- 
eocoips ment 
mas a 7 - — a — 
Total subscriptions (paid) } $52, 598. 89 ° 
Sundry receipts for literature furnished ~ 1,809.85 
Office organization, clerical expenses, and expense of 7 

canvassing - : $4, 455. 60 
Wages of employees engaged in distribution of docu } 

ments .... é : i | 6. 28 
Editorial services 619. 08 
Postage . : 6, 446, 238 
Delivery of pamphlets, etc., in city ‘ £41.83 
Broadsides ; iicheahitlicsahiiacne i 7, 692. 53 
Plate matter ; at ae 3, O87. 10 
General printing 12, 614. 36 


Expenses of Washington office, including speci 





isup- | 
ply of document ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ial 1,915.31 
Rent of New York off ce, paid in advance to May |, | 
1806 . : ; oe e 1, 888. 64 
Janitor’s fees, electric lighting, ete | 115.55 
Omee stationery . HG. 96 
Manila envelopes . | O50. 15 
ae 006. 33 
Cartage 4. 4 
Supply bureau (books 7 noe. 60 
‘Telephone, telegrams, and messenger service ; sl 250. 98 
Drawings and sxetches for cartoons, cuts, etc ei 1,109. 
Engraving for cartoons, etc . ; L3. 68 
Expenses of sound money meetings in other State 700. 00 
Advanced for petty cash ; 25.00 
Office furniture, carpentry, and incidentals... pera 1,377.97 
Total a ; 54, 403. 74 52, 029. 06 
Balance, cash on hand in New York Security and 
Trust Company : 2, 374. 69 
M4, 408. 74 54, 403. 74 
Nore.—Unpaid subscriptions not included in above statement, $825; unpaid 
printing bills, $750. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 


SOUND CURRENCY COMMITTEE 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, as there seems to bea desire for 
an executive session this evening, I shall now take the floor, but 
will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to give notice of an amendment 
which I propose to move at the proper time to the bill now pend- 
ing before the Senate. I ask thatthe amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


at 
at 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Lona to the bill (H. R. 2004) to 
maintainand protect the coin redemption fund and to authoriz 


» the issue 
of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiences of revenu 
The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby anthorized and directed to issue 

bonds to a total amount of $100,000,000 at such times and in such amounts as 

may be required to carry out the purposes of this section as ! ialter 





described, Said bonds shall be payable in coin twenty years from t! 
of theirissue. ‘They shall be offered at par to the people of the Unit 
in denominations ranging from fifty to one thousand dollars and shall bear 
interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum. The subscriptions to the 
loan, or to such portion of it as may then be required, shall be opened on July 
1, 1896, and at such subsequent dates as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
determine at all subtreasuri if the United States and at all national banks, 
and the subscribers shall have the right to pay for the bonds in lawful money 
of the United States. 

The sum of $3,000,000 shall be annually set aside from the revenue of the 
Government for a sinking fund to pay the bonds issued under this act at 
maturity, and the $3,000,000 thus annually appropriated shall take precedence 
of all other appropriations except those for the sinking fund, now estab 
lished by law, and for the payment of the principal and interest of the public 
debt. 





» date 


d States 





The bonds authorized by this act shall constitute a loan, to be known as 
the * coast defense loan,” and the proceeds of said bonds shall be k« i the 
Treasury as a fund apart, and shall be used only for providing for the d 


fense of the seacoasts and lakes of the United States and for the manufae- 


ture of guns, the purchase of sites, and the erection of forts and batteries 
for that purpose, in accordance with plans prepared by the War Department, 
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as authorized by existing law or by laws hereafter passed by Congress to pro- 
vide for coast defenses. 





Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire merely to say in regard 
to the amendment that it has no reference to the gold reserve, 
nor to the question of currency, nor to the question of gold and 
silver. It is simply to provide a method for placing in the Treas- 
ury a fund immediately for the construction of coast defenses, 
instead of leaving the coast defenses to be provided for from year 
to year, which renders a comprehensive and efficient plan impos- 
sible. The sensible thing to do is, by a loan, to place in the Treas- 
ury from time to time sums of money sufficient to carry out a 
comprehensive plan, and to carry it out at once. It is the most 
economical way; it is the proper way. I believe that it is the 
wish of all the people of this country, whatever their differences 
may be on other subjects, to have their coasts, both on the lakes 
and on the ocean, properly defended. As I say, it does not inter- 
fere in any wise with any currency question; it is simply intro- 
duced by me in the hope that we may take this step toward the 
protection of our coasts, and at the proper time I shall move the 
amendment. 

Mr, STEWART. 
he takes his seat-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
amendment is offered to the pending bill? 

Mr. LODGE, It is intended to be moved to the bill now pend- 


I should like to inquire of the Senator before 


ing. 

Nir. STEWART. Iam in sympathy with the objects proposed 
by the amendment. I believe that we need coast defenses and 
that ample provision should be made for them; but if we provide 
for them in this way, I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts by what means we are going to get the $200,000,000 
whichis putin the Treasury by the bonds which are now proposed— 
$100,000,000 immediately and another $100,000,000 later? If we 
do not have some way of getting the money out again, what will 
the people do for money during the current ae Why not use 
the money which is accumulated by the selling of bonds? Are 
there not bonds enough being sold, with the $100,000,000 now being 
negotiated and another $100,000,000 proposed to be negotiated? 
That will tie up pretty much all the circulation we have, and if 
we do not have some way of getting it out what are we going to 
do for money? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senator understands exactly 
the way in which the amendment is framed. It provides that the 
bonds shall be issued from time to time in orderto meet from year 
to year the amounts required for the expenditures in coast de- 
fenses for each particular year; so that the money as soon as it is 
taken into the Treasury will immediately go out to meet the cost 
of the defenses. It is made large enough to cover the estimates 
now before the Senate for a comprehensive scheme of coast de- 
fenses. My desire is simply to put the amendment on that plane 
where it can be dealt with at once. It is not to get money into 
the Treasury and to hold it, but to give the Treasury a means of 
getting money without being dependent on the varying needs of 
the revenues from year to year. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state 4 point. The Senator does not 
quite comprehend me. We have the Treasury full to overflowing 
now, and it is liable to create great distress. The money that the 
people need for surplus is to be bought up with bonds and kept in 
the Treasury, unless we have some means of getting it out. This 
is a very worthy object, and it being also a worthy object to get 
that money out of the Treasury so that the people can have some- 
thing to do business with, why not utilize the conditions that are 
upon us? It is not a theory at all; it isa condition that confronts 
us now, a condition of universal distress and contraction from the 
buying up of the circulating medium and piling it in the Treasury 
by the sale of bonds. It seems to me that it becomes rather a 
duty to avail ourselves of this opportunity to provide for coast 
defenses. There is an abundance of money to be out of the Treas- 
a 4 that the es 9 need. 

r. LODGE. I still think the Senator does not understand the 
purport of the amendment. It has nothing to do with the question 
of money in the Treasury. Iam not undertaking to deal with the 
gold or silver question. ere is adeficitin revenue at this moment, 
as we all know. We need money for coastdefenses. We can not 
take it out of the revenue, for our revenues are now overdrawn. 
The object is, instead of by taxes,to supply the Treasury by loan 
with sufficient money to deal with the coast defenses in a quick and 
comprehensive manner. I do not desire to detain the Senate at 
this late hour by trying to get a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Itis not revenue thatis injuring us now. It 
is an accumulation of money brought about by the sale of bonds 
that we want to get at; and we want tomake use of the necessity 
for coast defenses as a means of getting some of that money out of 
the Ser 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| was referred the resolution submitte 





nr 
mt, 


J ANUARY 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to ; 
for a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from Soni) 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have intended from the first to say so 
thing on the pending financial question, but I did not desire to 
trude on the dignity of the Senate by pressing forward too ea 
in the debate. I wish to give notice that if the Senator from 
kansas expects to get a vote on the bill upon Thursday I shal! 
cupy the floor, with the consent of the Senate, at the expirat 


X n 
of the morning hour on Wednesday. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARING. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. Will the Senator from Arkansas por 
mit me to submit a report from a committee? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
by the Senator from Florida 
— CALL] on the 22d instant, to report it without amendmeut, 

ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Woman Suffrage be ant hor- 
ized to employ a stenographer to report the proceedings at the hearing of the 
delegates of the woman’s suffrage convention. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is there a request for immediate con- 
sideration? 

Mr. CALL. This resolution was introduced by me in pursu- 
ance of a request from the delegates to the woman’s convention 


here that they may have a hearing. A hearing has been accor(:d 
to them for many years at their annual conventions here by the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage, and ithas been accorded to them 


on the present occasion. The resolution was referred tothe Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate and is reported back favorably. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I could have information as to 
whether present consideration is asked for the resolution I should 
be obliged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which has just been reported. 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas that tho 
hearing is to be had to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 28, 1506 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 27, 186. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Adam Uhl, to be postmaster at Montowese, in the county o! 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of George H. 
Cooper, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. i, 

Franz F. Metschan, to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, in the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in tlie 
place of Edward Colbert, whose commission expired January ~!, 
1896. 

John R. Andrews, to be postmaster at Redlodge, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Montana, in the place of Alice Shannon, 
whose commission will expire January 27, 1896. 





CONFIRMATION. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 


Lewis W. Reed, to be postmaster at Beaver, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 








Poe Sees 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 27, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. ’ 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry M. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the legislative day of Thurs- 
day, January 23, was read and approved. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union the bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled 
«An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota,” as reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and that it may have immediate consideration. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted etc., That the fifth section of the act of Congress passed Jan 
uary 14,1889, providing for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians 
in the State of Minnesota, be, and the same is, amended, so far as the same 
relates to the White Earth and Red Lake reservations, and as to the other 
reservations mentioned in said act whenever all the allotments of land in 
severalty shall have been made to the Indians of each reservation, respect- 
ively, therein provided, so as to read as follows: ; , 
« So. 5. That whenever, and as often as the survey, examination, and ap- 
raisal of 100,000 acres of said pine lands, or of a less quantity, in the discre- 
ion of the Secretary of the Interior, have been made, the portion so surveyed, 
examined, and appraised shall be proclaimed as in market and offered for 
sale in the following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land Oflice, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall cause notices to be 
inserted once in each week, for four consecutive weeks, in one newspaper of 

eneral circulation published in Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, Stillwater, 
Faylors Falis, St. Cloud, Brainerd, Crookston, and Thief River Falls, Minn.; 
Chicago, Ill.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Detroit, Mich.; Philadelphia, Pa.; and Boston, 
Mass., of the sale of said land at public auction to the highest bidder for cash 
at the local land office of the district within which said lands are located, said 
notice to state the time and place and terms of such sale. At such sale said 
lands shall be offered in 40-acre parcels, except in case of fractions containing 
either more or less than 40 acres, which shall be sold entire. In noevent shall 
any parcel be sold for a less sum than its appraised value. The residue of such 
lands remaining unsold after such public offering shall thereafter be subject 
to private sale for cash at the appraised value of the same, upon application 
at the local land office: Provided, That no timber upon sections numbered 16 
and 36 in each township so surveyed shall be sold until the claim of the State 
of Minnesota to the ownership of said sections, as part of the school lands of 
said State, shall have been determined.” 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota to make an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNE. Mr.Speaker, [would suggest that the Clerk read 
the report of the committee. It is brief, and explains the bill 
as fully as could be done in any other way. 

Mr. CRISP. As far as I am concerned, Ido not ask to have the 
report read. I understand this is substantially the bill that was 
passed at the last session. 

Mr. TOWNE. It is exactly the bill that was passed at the last 
session, with two exceptions, one comparatively slight and the 
other to meet an objection that was made in the Senate. 

The first change merely enables the Secretary of the Interior, 
in his discretion, to sell the pine-timber lands in lots of less than 
100,000 acres, instead of limiting the disposition to exactly 100,000 
acres, as in the original bill. The advantage of that is obvious, 
because not allof the salable timber is contiguous, and for various 
reasons he might find it more advantageous to dispose of some of 
the timber in smaller blocks. That change was made at the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The other change from the bill of the last session is in the pro- 
viso at the end of the bill, which was placed there for the purpose 
of obviating the objection that was raised in the Senate, namely, 
that the State of Minnesota had certain interests in the school 
lands in sections 16 and 86 in each township, which it was not 
clear were taken care of in the other bill. Accordingly, the bill 
as now drawn adds a proviso that before the sale shall take place 
of any of the lands in the school sections, the rights of the State 
of Minnesota, if any, to those lands shall be determined. 

Mr. CRISP. The bill, as { understand, is recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior? 

Mr. TOWNE. The bill is recommended by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
Indian Commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask whether this bill is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and also the Indian Office? 

Mr. TOWNE. It is. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Haveyouthe lettersof the Department recom- 
mending this bill with you, so that they can be put into the REcorD 
and e the case complete? 

Mr. TOWNE. My associnte fram Minnesota has the letters. 

Mr. EDDY. I visited the Secretary of the Interior, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and also the Commissioner 
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of Indian Affairs, and they informed me personally that where 
they had recommended a similar bill the previous year they did 
not make a formal recommendation again. They assured me that 
they concurred in the recommendation of the bill last year, and 
that they even nore strongly approved it now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then these recommendations accompanied 
the bill last year, and it was substantially the same. 

Mr. EDDY... Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can not you put themin the Recorp, so that 
they may be a part of the case? 

Mr. TOWNE, There can be no objection to that. 
ily be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that this is a change in the act 
of 1889, so that the pine lands may be sold in smaller lots than were 
provided for by the act of 1889, and that in other respects, as to 
notice of sale and other conditions, it is the same as the act of 1889. 

Mr. TOWNE. Exactly so; and I will say that the act of 1889, 
as construed by the Department, compels the examination and 
appraisement of all these lands before any of them can be disposed 
of. Now, anybody who knows anything about the sale of timber 
land knows that an appraisement more than two years old is value- 
less as a basis for the disposal of the land. This bill is simply for 
the purpose of enabling the land to be sold in blocks of 100,000 
acres or less upon an appraisal that is of subsisting value at the 
time of the sale. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will put the letters of the 
Secretary of the Interior and of the Commissioner of the Land 
Office and also of the Indian Office in the Recor, then we shall 
have the whole case completed. 

Mr. TOWNE. Thatcan be done. The report accompanying 
the bill of the last Congress can be put in. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the present condition of the title of 
these lands? 

Mr. TOWNE. The lands covered by this bill have been ceded, 
under the act of 1889, to the General Government. 

Mr. LACEY. Why ought not this bill to have gone to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, instead of to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. TOWNE. The gentleman will see that this matter comes 
up under the act of 1889, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and civiliza- 
tion of the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota.” 

Mr. LACEY. It is a part of the public domain, is it not? 
not an Indian reservation at the present time. 
is it not? 

Mr. TOWNE. Yes; it is public land, under the condition pro- 
vided for by the act of 1889, for the civilization of the Chippewas. 
The proceeds of the sales of these lands go to a fund for the benefit 
of the Indians. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The lands sold belong to the Indians, 
and are sold for their benefit. 

Mr. TOWNE. Yes; the lands are sold for their benefit. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand the gentleman to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that this land has already been ceded to the Government, and is 
therefore a part of the public domain; and if so, the Committes 
on Indian Affairs would not have jurisdiction over it, so that the 
matter could not be properly before the House 

Mr. TOWNE. It is ceded only for the purpose of the act of 
1889, Mr. Speaker, and the disposition of the land is for the benefit 
of the Indians. The proceeds of the sale of these lands go to the 
General Government, in trust for the Indians, upon which they 
are paid interest. 

The following is the report accompanying H. R. 5103, second 
session Fifty-third Congress: 

Mr. Hall of Minnesota, from the Committee on the 
mitted the following: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
5108) entitled “A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnescta het report the same bac 


ebony I KK 
to the House of Representatives with the recommendation that the said bill 
be amended as follows, to wit: 


It can read- 


It is 
It is public land, 


Public Lands, sub- 


First. Insert after the word “amended” and before the word *‘ so,” in line 
6 of the printed bill, the words, viz, ‘‘so far as the same relates to the White 
Earth and Red Lake reservations, and as tothe other rese tions mentioned 






in said act whenever all the allotments of land in sever: 


made to the Indians of each reservation, respectively, as therein provided.” 
Second. After the word “ Duluth,” in line 16 of the printed bill, insert the 


words, viz, ‘Stillwater, Taylors Falls, St. Cloud, and Brainerd.”’ 

And that as thus amended the bill do pass 

The act of January 14, 1889 (chapter 24, page 642, volume 25, U. 8S. Stat. L.), 
entitled ‘An act for the civilization and relief of the Chippewa Indians of 
Minnesota,” provides, among other things, for the cession of the Indian title 
to lands occupied by the different bands of Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, 
the survey thereof, the separation of the same into “ pine lands” and “agri 


cultural lands,” and the appraisal and sale of such * pine lands." 

Under said act such sale can not be made until the entire area of h 
lands, some 4,000,000 acres, shall have been thus surveyed, designated, and 
appraised. 

The pending bill amends the original act to the extent of allowing such 
sales to be made as fast as tracts of not less than 100,000 acres have en sur- 
veyed and appraised. 

he amendments proposed to the bill limit its application to the Red Lake 


and White Earth reservations only, for the reasons set forth in the letter of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, hereto attached, and also provide for 
the publication of notices of sale at four additional lumber centers tributary 
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to the said reservations, as recommended in the letter of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, hereto attached. 
The propriety of selling these pine lands as rapidly as they are in condition 


to be sold, instead of keeping them unsold for many years until all are ready 
for the market, can not be reasonably questioned. The growing timber is 
subject to deterioration and destruction by fire and trespassers, and it is 
velieved also that better prices can be obtained from these sales if they are 
made at different times and in smaller quantities than the entire area. 

The letters of the Commissioner of Public Lands, the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and the Secretary of the Interior, all approving of the passage of 
this bill with the amendments proposed, are hereto attached as part of this 
report. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 2%, 189%. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of 12th instant and accom ying H. R. 5103, ‘* To amend an act entitled ‘An 
act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 

innesota.’” 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copy of a communication of 16th 
instant from the Commissioner of the General d Office, and of 22d instant 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom your letter was referred. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs expresses the opinion that the pro- 
visions of the amendment should be limited to the Red Lake and White Earth 
reservations, or that the appraisals with a view to sale on the other reser- 
vations should not be commenced until all the allotments on that particular 
reservation shall have been made, and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office recommends that for greater publicity there should be inserted among 
the cities in which public notice is to be published the names of Stillwater, 
Taylor Falls, St. Cloud, and Brainerd. 

Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON THE PuBLIC LANDs, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THD INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 189k. 

Srr: Lam in receipt, by your reference of the 18th instant for report, of a 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office upen a communica- 
tion from Hon. TaHomas C. MoRAB, chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands, House of Representatives, dated the 12th instant, inclosing a copy of 
House bill 5103, Fifty-third Congress, second session, entitled “A b to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians 
in the State of Minnesota,’ with the request that the committee be furnished 
with She opinion of the Department as to the necessity and propriety of pass- 

the same. 

n reporting on this matter I have the honor to say that, so far as I can seo, 
the bill in question amends the original act (the act of January 14, 1889, 25 
Stats., 642) only so far as to permit the sale of the pine lands embraced in 
said act in 100,000-acre lots, as fast as the surveys, examinations, and ap- 
praisals of areas of this size shall have been completed, while the original act 

ovided for such sale only after all the lands embraced within the act shall 
Save been surveyed, ex and ap 

The Commissioner of the General Land Officereports in favor of the pamege 
of the bill, for reasons stated by him. In this recommendation this office fully 
concurs. 

I desire to invite pene attention to the fact, however, that as the bill now 
reads the pine lands on any of the reservations embraced the original act 
may be sold as fast as areas of 100,000 acresare surveyed, examined, and ap- 

ised, while under the provisions of the original act it can not be ascer- 
ned or determined to what portionsand how much of the lands within the 
boundaries of the several reservations, except the Red Lake and White Earth 
reservations, the Indian title will be extinguished, by and under the agree- 
ments entered into with the Indians, until the allotments provided for shall 
have been made. This results from the proviso tosection 3 of the original act 
which provides “that any of the Indians residing on any of said reservations 
may, in his discretion, take his allotment in severalty under this act on the 
reservation where he lives at the time of the removal herein provided for is 
effected, instead of being removed to and taking such allotment on White 
Earth Reservation.” 

This would seem to make it necessary that the provisions of the amend- 
ment should be limited to the Red Lake and White Earth reservations, or 
that the appraisals with a view to sale on the other reservations should not 
be commenced until all the allotments on that particular reservation shall 
have been made. 

It is known to this office oun correspondence with the Chippewa com- 
mission that the Indians generally have indicated their desire and pepcse 
to take their allotments under the original act on the reservations where 
they resided at the time the agrees were negotiated and entered into. 
In the fulland free enjoyment of this right, it seems to me, they should be fully 
protected. It is true that the proposed amendment provides that the sales 
shall be made by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, and it would be within his province 
to prevent the sale of any of the lands on any given reservation until all the 
allotments in severalty have been made on that particular reservation. 

If this does not afford the Indians the protection to which they are right] 
entitled under the original act by virtue of the proviso to section 3 thereof, 
to which your attention has been et it is fully suggested that 
this omission could be cured by inserting in the bill rthe word “amended” 
and before the word “so,” in line 6 thereof, the words “so far as the same 
relates to the White Earth and Red Lake reservations, and as to the other 
reservations mentioned in said act whenever all the allotments of land in 
severalty shall have been made to the Indians of each reservation, respec- 
tively, as therein provided.” 

Uniess you think your authority in the matter is sufficient to vent the 
examinations, ap , and sale of any of on the other reserva- 
tions than the Red Lake and White Earth reservations until all the allotments 


in severalty shall have been made on each reservation, vely, this 
office would respectfully recommend that the above s amen nt 
inserted in the 


some other amendment that would cure the difficulty 


The report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office and all its in- 
closures are returned herewith. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, at 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 189h. 
Sra: I have tad the honor te sepeive from oe. Spe Cee, 
rman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives, 
a letter of the 12th instant, addressed to the honorable Secretary of the In- 


terior, inclosing a copy of H.R. bill 5103, entitled “A bill to amend an act « 
titled an act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in 
State of Minnesota,” with the request that you give the committee , 
opinion as to the necessity and propriety of passing the same. 

. In eoymection with the subject, I find that said bill proposes to enact as fo). 
ows, viz: 

. That the fifth section of the act of Congress passed January 14, 1889, p 
viding for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
Minnesota, be, and the same is, amended so as to read: 

“* Sno. 5. That after thesurvey, examination, and appraisals of at least 100, 
acres of said pine lands have been made, the portion so surveyed, examin 
and appraised shall be proclaimed as in market and offered for sale in { 
following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land Office, under ¢| 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall cause notices to be inse: 
once in each week for four consecutive weeks in one newspaper of ger 
circulation published in Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, and Crookston, Min 
Chicago, Ill.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Detroit, Mich.; Philadelphia and Will 

ort, Pa., and Boston, Mass., of the sale of said lands at public auction t 

ighest bidder for cash at the local land office of the district within w 
said lands are located, said notice to state the time and place and tern 
such sale. At such sale said lands shall be offered in 40-acre parcels, ex: 
in case of fractions containing either more or less than 40 acres, which + 
be sold entire. In no event shall any parcel be sold for a less sum thar 
appraised value. The residue of such lands remaining unsold after such | 
lic ne shall thereafter be subject to private sale forcash atthe appra 
value of the same upon application at the local land office. And from tin 
to time, as fast as a quantity of 100,000 acres of the remaining pine lands, 
disposal of which is provided for in this act, or a final residuum of a less qu 
tity, shall have been surveyed, examined, and appraised, the same course 
shall be pursued for the disposal thereof until all shall have been disposed of 
as provided for herein.’ ” 

he fifth section of the act of Congress passed January 14, 1889 (25 Stats, 
642), as it now stands, provides for such a sale, but not until all the lands 
shall have been surveyed, examined, and appraised, and seems to contvin- 
plate the offering of the entire body of lands at one time and place. 

The lands in question comprise a large area, some 4,000,000 acres, of whicha 
large portion, the exact = ey not yet ascertained, are pine lands. . 
fore this great body of lands can be properly surveyed and examined, and 
the pine lands segregated from the agricultural lands, as contemplated 
the statute, a considerable time must elapse, at the present rate of progre<s 
from five to eight yonne from the present time, and the existing stat. 
makes no provision for disposing of any portion thereof until the whole work 
shall have been accomplished. 

The pine lands in question are not fit for agriculture, and are chiefly vl 
uable for the timberthereon. The offering of so largea body of lands at 
would be inconvenient in many regards, and there appear no compensating 
advantages likely to beattendant thereupon. There existsa present demi | 
for the timber. ile it contiues in the possession of the Government, i! is 
liable to injury at any time fre the depredations of trespassers, from a 
dental or intentional fires, from storms, and perhaps other occurrences. .\s 
soon as sold the interests of the individual owners will be effectual to pro 
adequate protection therefor, the timber become available for business pur- 

oses, and the proceeds of the sale for the pur s of the law in the civiliza- 

ion of the Indians. A large portion of the pine lands, comprehending con- 
siderably more than 100,000 acres, have steende been surveyed, examined, «111 
segregated from the agriculturallandsembraced in the cession, and might 
offered for sale without delay, if there were legalauthority for sodoing. Such 
authority the present bill proposes to furnish, while providing for successi 
offerings in convenient quantities of the remaining lands as fast as they sh!l 
be brought into condition therefor. 

The bill provides for giving proper publicity to the intended offering | 
publishing the notices thereof in newspapers of general circulation in tho 
cities mentioned therein. Iam of opinion that for greater publicity there 
should be inserted among them, after the name of “ Duluth,” where i| 
curs in the seventeenth line thereof, the names of “ Stillwater, Taylors Falls, 
St. Cloud, and Brainerd.” 

Thus amended, I am of the opinion that said bill should be passed. 

Mr. McRAn’s said letter, with the copy of the bill inclosed therein, is trans- 


mitted herewith. 
Very respectfully, 8S. W. LAMOREUX, 
Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THR INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire, if this is the proper timo 
to do so, to offer an amendment on page 2, line 22, after the word 
“Stillwater,” to insert the words “‘ Taylors Falls.” 

The SPEAKER, The Chair must first ascertain if there is ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNE. There is no objection to the insertion of tle 
words “ Taylors Falls,” as well as the word ‘‘ Fosston.” The word 
*“Fosston” was inserted because it was considered a more im- 
portant point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question is on the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, line 22, strike out the words ‘Taylors Falls,” and insert tho 
word * Fosston.” 

Mr. KIEFER. I must object to that, Mr. Speaker, in so far as 
striking out the words ‘‘ Taylors Falls” is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is pending, and a single ob- 
jection is not effective against it. 

Mr. KIEFER. I have no objection to the amendment, except 
the striking out of the words “ Taylors Falls.” This city, in my 
district, is of i sufficient to be one of the localities in 
which the advertisements should be published. 

Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I now move to amend the 
amendment of the committee, which has just been read, so as to 
include the objection of the tleman from Minnesota, my co!- 
league, and provide that “‘ Fosston ” shall be inserted and ‘Taylors 





Falls” remain. I understand there is no objection to that on the 
part of the committee. 

Mr. KIEFER. Withthe words‘ Taylors Falls” included I have 
no further objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota will put his 
amendment in writing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment in line 
lors Falls, Fosston, St. Cloud.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Eppy] what is the smatlest amount of these tracts 
that will be allowed to be sold under this bill? 

Mr. EDDY. Under the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior he can sell such parcels as he may desire. 

Mr. PICKLER. He can do thatnow under this bill as it stands? 

Mr. EDDY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the smallest amount he can sell? 

Mr. EDDY. One hundred thousand acres, or less, may be sold 
at the discretion of the Secretary. 

The amendment to the amendment was 

The SPEAKER. The 
amended. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, before we proceed further in the 
consideration of this bill, I would like to hear read the letter from 
the Commissioner of the Land Office which has been referred to, 
in order that we may fully understand the purposes and the neces- 
sity of this proposed legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have the letter read as a 

art of his remarks. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; I will ask that theClerk read it asa part of 
my remarks. I have not had an opportunity to read it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the letter is 
not in his possession. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TOWNE 
has informed the House that he has such a letter, and in view of 
the fact that this bill provides for the sale of 100,000 acres of these 
lands, or less,in a body, the matter is a very important one, which 
we ought to understand a little more fully than we do at present 
before we take final action. The Commissioner's letter will prob- 
ably throw light upon the subject. 

Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I was under the 
impression that my colleague had a copy of the report which ac- 
companied the bill two years ago, but I find that in some way it 
has disappeared. However, pending the obtaining of a copy of 
it, I suggest that the Clerk read the report of the committee. I 
will say to the gentleman from Iowa that no light is thrown upon 
the provisions of the bill by the recommendations of the Secretary 
and of the Commissioner of the Land Office beyond that which is 
supplied by the report, the effect of their letters being simply to 
say that they indorse the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. LACKEY. Have you the act of 1889 at hand? 

Mr. TOWNE. We have the act of 1889 here. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I would like to hear so much of that act 
read as this bill proposes to amend. 

Mr. TOWNE. I will hand it to the Clerk. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
permit me, I will say that I was one of the subcommittee having 
this bill under consideration, and I called upon the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and learned that the Department desired to have 
it passed; that they regarded it as necessary legislation. Under 
the Nelson Act, so called, they have no power to sell small parcels 
of these lands, but the passage of this bill would enable them to 
sell in 40-acre parcels, and they desire that it shalt become a law. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear read the 
section of the act of 1889 which this bill proposes to amend. I be- 
lieve it is section 5. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That after the survey, examination, and appraisals of said pine lands 
has been fully completed they shall be proclaimed as in market and offered 
for sale in the following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land 

ce shall cause notices to be inserted once in each week for four successive 
weeks in one newspaper of general circulation published in Minneapolis, St 
Paul, Duluth, and Crookston, Minn.; Chicago, Iil.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Detroit, 
Mich. ; Philadelphia and Williamsport, Pa.; and Boston, Mass., of the sale of 
said lands at public auction to the highest bidder for cash at the local land 
office of the district within which said lands are located, said notice to state 
the time, and 
be offered in 
more or less than 40 acres, which shall be sold entire. In no event shall 
any parcel be sold for a less sum than its appraised value. The residue of 
such lands remaining unsold after such public offering shall thereafter be 
subject to private sale for cash at the appraised value of the same upon ap- 
plication at the local land office. 


Mr. LACEY. Then, asI understand the proposition in this bill, 
it is simply this: Under the act of 1889 there could be none of 
these lands sold unless the whole 4,000,000 acres had been first 
appraised and got ready for sale, and this bill proposes to change 

¢ law so that whenever the Department gets a hundred thousand 
acres ready for sale those lands may be sold in parcels, as under 


o~ 


22, page 2,80 as to read: “Stillwater, Tay 


agreed to. 
question is on the amendment as 


lace, and terms of such sale. 


Se 





. | paper 
At such sale said lands shall | (.,.,1- dictr on , 
acre parcels, except in case of fractions containing either | “™Ce* Gis t, Colorado. 


the act of 1889. I willask the gentleman from Minnesota whether 
that is the purport of the bill? 





Mr. TOWNE. That is correct. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the second amend- 
ment of the committee, which the Clerk will read. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

Page ®, line 36, strike out the words “no timber upon’; so that the proviso 
a led, That red Iéand 36 in each ship so surveyed 
shail t be sold ut the »of Minnesota vnership of said 
sections as part of tl state shall hav en determined.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
On motion of Mr. TOWNE, am 


at —s ‘tion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed w 


s laid on the table. 
W. W. ROCKHILL. 
Speaker, I asl ent for the 
desk, which has been 
on Claims of this House, 


Mr. HANLY. Mr. < unanimous con 
msideration of the bill which I send to the 

ivorably reported by the Committee 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.3 burse W. W 
Unit 


Cc 
“ 
I 


46) to reim Rockhill for m 


ed 5S 


y paid 


ites, 


I t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasurv be, and hereby is, 
author and directed to repay W. W. Rockhill, postmaster at Fort Wayne 
Ind., the sum of $117.50, to reimburse him for moneys erroneously reported 
and paid as “key deposit r tur 1.’ when the same shou have been 
reported “ key deposit redemption fund.” 

Mr. HANLY. In explanation of this bill, permit me to say 


that the mistake referred to occurred in the accounts of the post- 
master, he having reported as belonging to the ‘‘key deposit for- 
feiture fund” a sum that should have been returned as the ‘‘ key 
deposit redemption fund.” He was afterwards compelled to pay 
not only the $117.50 to the “key deposit redemption fund,” but 
also the same amount to the ‘‘key deposit forfeiture fund.” The 
Postmaster-General has sent to the committee a letter recommend- 
ing tl wwe of this bill, which proposes simply to correct in 
this pa yp this postmaster’s accounts 

Mr. SAYERS. At what time was this erroneou 

Mr. HANLY. Within the last year or two. 


1e pa 

rticul rsa 
payment ma le? 
The bill proposes 


simply to correct the account, which has now been closed. The 
measure is a Just one, about which there can be no question. I 


ask the Clerk to read the letter from the Postmaster-General. 
Mr. LOUD. Has this bill been reported by any committee? 
Mr. HANLY. It has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. JI ask that the letter be read. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1896. 












[Subject: Reimbursement, postmaster Fort Wayne, Ind.] 

Sir: I beg to acknowled¢ ( yo 1 favor | ‘ing date of 
the 21st inst i House b Mh € I Lto. iburse W. W. 
Rockhill for m m isly i Unit ites The facts set forth 
in the bill are co wit, that the postma rat F Wayt , erro- 
neously advised t artm { t he ha hand $117 jas key-de posit 
forfeita reality w fion fund. 
Upon i t ) ructed to remit 
Sil7.cot the Unit States i it « 1s inecus re- 
ceiptsa, Ww The mon 10d to him by rea- 
son of ti »accounts f I <d. The key- 

1 fund uld , the postmaster's 
po 1, to be utilized for the pu e for wl twas intended. The bill 
i } d | I ture fund 

t va Us « United Sta i » tl freasury 

Very respectfully, 
WM. L. Wil NY, Postmaster-General. 

Hon. J. FRANK HANLY, 

House of Representatives. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


f Mr. HANLY, a motion to reconsider the last 
4 hia 
‘+ vavie,. 

MESS THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the the 
Housé of Representatives to the concurrent resolution to print a 
entitled ‘‘Geology and mineral industries of the Cripple 


(gn motion ¢ 
was laid on th 


vote 


\GE FROM 


amendment of 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of a skilled architect to 
assist the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department in 
preparing the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawings 
for the public building at Chicago, Il. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Kepre- 


sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, upon the Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, 
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late a Representative from the State of Kentucky, and upon the Hon. George 
- late a Representative from the State of Ohio, be printed as required 
y law. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution of 
copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies 
in : Jongressional districts where distribution has not been made; 
an¢ 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and com- 
— (except heating apparatus) of the United States post-office 

uilding at Bloomington, Il. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill (S. 626) providing for disposal of lands on abandoned por- 
tions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation in Montana, 
and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; and 

A bill (8. 1297) to provide for the purchase of lands adjoining 
the United States naval station, Port Royal, 8S. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a reso- 
lution (in which the concurrence of the House was requested) 
relative to outrages in Armenia. 


OUTRAGES IN ARMENIA, 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, if I correctly heard the message 
just received, there has come from the Senate a concurrent resolu- 
tion touching the situation in Armenia. I ask that the resolution 
of the Senate may be read, after which I shall ask its immediate 
consideration, 

There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the supplementary treaty of Berlin, —_ 13, 1878, between the 
Ottoman Empire and Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and 
Russia contains the following provisions: 


“LX. 


“The Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out without further delay the 
ameliorations and reforms demanded by local requirements in the provinces 
inhabited by the Armenians, and to guarantee their security against the 
Circassians and Kurds. 

“It will periodically make known these steps taken to this effect to the 
powers, and will superintend their application. 


“ LXIT. 


“The Sublime Porte having expressed the wish to maintain the principle 
of religious liberty, to give it the widest scope, the contracting parties take 
note of this spontaneous declaration. 

“In no part of the Ottoman Empire shall difference of religion be alleged 

ainst an individual asa groan for exclusion or incapacity as regards the 
discharge of civil and political rights, admission to the public service, func- 
tions, and honors, and the exercise of the different professions and industries. 

‘**All persons shall be admitted, without distinction of religion, to give evi- 
dence befcre the tribunals. 

‘Liberty and the outward exercise of all forms of worship are assured to 
all, and no hindrance shall be offered either to the hierarchial organization 
of the various communions or to their relations with their spiritual chiefs. 

“The right of official protection by the diplomatic and consular agents of 
the powers in Turkey is roanpained both as regards the above-mentioned 
pereone ona, their religious, charitable, and other establishments in the holy 

aces;" an 
" Whereas the extent and object of the above-cited aa of said treaty 
are to place the Christian subjects of the Porte under the protection of the 
other signatories thereto, and to secure to such Christian subjects full lib- 
erty of religious worship and belief, the equal benefit of the laws, and all the 
pe and immunities belonging to any subjects of the Turkish Empire; 





an 
Whereas by said treaty the Christian powers pets thereto having es- 
tablished, under the consent of Turkey their right to accomplish and secure 
the above-recited objects; and 

Whereas the American people, in common with all Christian people every- 
where, have beheld with horror the recent appalling outrages and massacres 
ge the Christian population of Turkey have been made the victims: 

erefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That it is an imperative duty, in the interest of humanity, to ex- 
press the earnest hope that the European concert brought about by the treaty 
referred to may 8 ily be given its just effect in such decisive measures as 
shall stay the hand of fanaticism and lawless violence, and as shall secure to 
the unoffending Christians of the Turkish Empire all the rights belonging to 
them both as men and Christians and as beneficiaries of the explicit provi- 
sions of the treaty above recited. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate these resolu- 
Gangs — Governments of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, 
an ussia. 

Resolved further, That the Senate of the United States, the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring, will support the President in the most vigorous action 
he may take for the protection and security of American citizens in Turkey 
ond redress for injuries committed upon the persons or property of 
such citizens. 


Mr. McCreary of ae addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Quiae] 
has the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr, QUIGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of this House agreed last Thursday upon certain resolu- 
tions with regard to the Armenian question, which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Qu1G@] was authorized to report. I wish to 
ask the gentleman whether he proposes to substitute for those 
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resolutions which the Committee on Foreign Affairs directed } 
to report the resolutions adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the resolui 
which I have been directed by the Committee on Foreign Afi 
to report, and I will send them to the Clerk’s desk to be read: 
there is so little difference between the resolutions agreed to 
the House committee and the resolutions which have been s 
us from the Senate that I think the gentleman from Kentucky \j\| 
agree with me that it would be desirable that the Senate resij),. 
tions, which have already been adopted by that body, be passe 
and that our resolutions lie onthe table. There is practically n4 
difference between the two sets of resolutions. I have no wis} to 
occupy the time of the House with unnecessary discussion 01 3 
question, and it does not seem likely that much argument wil! jj 
required in advocacy of these resolutions. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamoent;ry 


inquiry. I have not understood that the resolutions which |iayg 
been read are before the House. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution read is not before the Honse 


except by unanimous consent. 
Mr. BAILEY. And that has not yet been given. 


TheSPEAKER. It has not. The question is, Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the resolutions? 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if it can be done by unanimous 


consent, I would like to hear read the resolutions reporied or 
ordered to be reported from the Committee on Foreign Aff: f 
this House, reserving my right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that can be done. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas by Article LXI of the treaty between Great Britain, German, 


Austria, France, Italy, Russia, Turkey for the settlement of affairs in t 
East, signed at Berlin on July 13, 1878, and duly proclaimed thereafter. i 


provided that Turkey should without delay carry out “the improvements 
and reforms demanded by local requirements in the provinces inhabited hy 
the Armenians,” and should “guarantee their security against the Circas- 
sians and Kurds”; and 

Whereas the ee signatory to the said treaty engaged to watch the 
steps taken in the progress of these reforms and to superintend their «)pii- 


cation; and 
Whereas by Article LXII of the said treaty Turkey agreed to give the 
widest scope to religious liberty throughout her dominions and to protect all 
her subjects and all foreigners resident in her dominions in the free exercise 
thereof; and 
Whereas by a conditional treaty between England and Turkey, dated June 
4, 1878, it was provided that if any attempt should be made by Russia tv take 
ssession of any other Armenian provinces than those at that time occu) ied 
y Russia, England would assist Turkey in defending them by force of arms, 
and that, in return for this engagement on the pars of England, the Sultan 
would surely reform the local administration of those other province a 


would fully protect his Christian and other subjects there, and would assien 


to England the Island of Cyprus to be occupied and administered by Envland 
to the end that she might be in a position to perform her engagement t "e- 
vent by force of arms the Christian provinces of the Ottoman Porte from 
passing into the hands of the Christian government of Russia; and 

hereas it ee that these said improvements and reforms have not 
been carried out, and that the Armenian subjects of the Porte have not n 


secured against Circassians and Kurds, and that the free exercise of rc! n 
is not permitted in many places within the dominions of the Porte, and that 
under color of suppressing and punishing political disorder outrages have 
been perpetrated upon the Armenian Christians of a most cruel and malignant 
character: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress «ssem- 
bled, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicat» to 
the Governments signatory to the treaty of Berlin the profound regret of tlie 
American people and their Government that the engagements made in that 
convention for the security of the Armenian Christians have not been per- 
formed; and 

Be it further resolved, That the Government of the United States expresses 
its 77 thy for the Armenian people and its hope that the Government of 
the Sultan will at once extend to them full and adequate protection for tle 
preservation of life, the security of property, and the free exercise of religion. 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee be read. 
There being no objection, the report was read, as follows: 


Mr. QUIGG submitted the following report: 





That the present Armenian troubles are religious in their origin admits of 


no reasonable doubt. Trustworthy information of their extent is not « 
able, but it is more than probable that within the last two years as many is 
30,000 Armenian Christians have been wantonly murdered, often with «ac- 
companying crimes of the most infamous description. 
It does not positively sopee Set any American citizen, native or natural- 
u 


ized, has been killed or in these disturbances. The property of 
American citizens has been in some cases destroyed, but the Government of 
Turkey does not avoid its responsibility for such injuries. 

Turkey gave spontaneous assurance at the Berlin Conference thai 


vould reform the local government in her Armenian provinces, grant fr 
dom of worship to the Armenian Christians, and fully protect them against 
the Circassians and Kurds. These assurances were accepted by the power 
who jointly agreed to see to it that they were carried out. ; 

They have not been carried out and the powers have taken no efficient 
steps to uire their performance. To these facts, without doubt, the ter- 
rible situation now existing is due. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolutions? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
proposes to lay the House resolutions on the table and take up for 
present consideration the Senate resolutions? 

Mr. QUIGG. That is what I shall ask permission to do. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no objection to that, be 
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cause there ought to be some action, and prompt action, in my 
opinion, on this Armenian question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate resolutions? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I think it will be admitted by every- 
body that something should be said by Congress concerning the 
deplorable state of affairs in Asia Minor, and I think a very brief 
statement of the situation and of the considerations that have led 
the two committees on foreign affairs of the two Houses of Con- 
gress to report these moderate resolutions will suffice to show the 
House that, however inadequate they may be to express our feel- 
ing of indignation and just resentment at the fearful atrocities 
that have been committed, they are better calculated to effect a 
good result than would be a more irritating declaration. 

It will be conceded, Mr. Speaker, that our interest in the situa- 
tion in Armenia is chiefly humane and but slightly political. Al- 
though newspaper dispatches from Oriental points have from time 
to time mentioned American citizens as having been killed or in- 
jured in the Kurdish-Armenian riots, our official information is 
to the contrary. And it gives me pleasure, in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, to accept the assurances of the State 
Department as to the zeal and activity that it has manifested in 
its efforts to protect the rights of American citizens throughout 
the Turkish Empire; and also to testify to the good work that has 
been performed by our minister to Turkey, to whose prompt in- 
tervention, supported by the near _—— of three American 
ships of war, the fact is no doubt due that the perpetrators of 
these outrages have been so scrupulously careful to overlook those 
persons of American or Armenian birth who are known to be able 
to claim the protection of the American flag. 

But however remote we may be, Mr. Speaker, whether by dis- 
tance or political interest, from thescene of these shocking iniquij- 
ties, the fact of their occurrence excites the profound grief of the 
American people, and imposes upon Congress the duty of uttering 
such a protest as will be heard by those who, of their own free 
motion, have given bonds to civilization for the good behavior of 
Turkey. We do not need to inquire too curiously into the motives 
of those Christian Sovereigns of Europe who uphold with one hand 
a Government that they constantly menace with the other. We 
are not interested in their jealousies, and have no part in their 
ambitions. But since they have chosen, sooner than take the 
risk and consequences to themselves of allowing events to follow 
their natural course, to assume the place of guardian and trustee 
of the Ottoman Porte, frankly professing the responsibility that 
thereby attaches to them—since they in the name of peace and 
humanity have pledged the Sultan to just and liberal policies 
toward his Christian subjects, since he has acknowledged their 
right of supervision, and he for them and they for him have given 
ollant assurance to the Christian world that liberty of conscience 
and freedom of worship shall exist in every part of the Turkish 
Empire, that the Armenian Christians shall be protected against 
Kurds and Circassians, and that the local administration of the 
Porte in the provinces inhabited by the Armenians shall be 
thoroughly reformed, we have the right to summon them into 
the high court of national honor and good faith and ask why 
these pledges have not been performed, and upon what excuse 
they stand idly and shamefacedly by while 10,000 Christian 
homes are being plundered and devastated, and while men are 
murdered, women dishonored, and children sold into unthinkable 
slavery, and all because they will not cry out that Mohammed is 
the prophet of God. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered, as the preamble to these 
resolutions recites, that immediately after the late war between 
Russia and Turkey the Government of the Czar appropriated cer- 
tain provinces theretofore subject to the Sultan and inhabited 
chiefly by Armenian Christians. Those provinces border on these, 
where for the last six years disorder and wanton crime have dis- 
placed every semblance of civilized government. 

The Armenians are a noble and intelligent race, who have pre- 
served for three thousand years their language and their national 
characteristics. Those of them inhabiting the provinces that are 
now administered by Russia have resented and resisted every 
attempt that has been made to Russianize them, and a persistent 
attempt of that kind has been made; but they have been treated 
with such consideration and have been so respected in their reli- 
gious rights and practices that during the entire eighteen years of 
their subjection to Russia not a hint of disorder has come from 
their villages. This fact is extremely important, for it is a suffi- 
cient answer to the allegations that come so constantly from Con- 
stantinople that the disorders in Turkish Armenia are political and 
not religious in their origin and revolutionary in their purposes. 
It helps also to fix the responsibility for their further continuance. 
For it will be remembered, certainly by every Representative in 
this House, that it was the intention of Russia to appropriate the 
entire Armenian country, or at least that she was suspected of 
such a purpose by the Porte, and that the Government of Turkey 
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turned in prompt appeal to the Government of Great Britain. It 
will be remembered that just prior to the Berlin conference a 
secret convention was formed between Turkey and England, in 
which, Turkey having agreed to reform the local administration in 
her remaining Armenian provinces and to protect the Armenian 
Christians against the Circassians and the Kurds, England agreed 
to protect Turkey by force of arms against Russia in casea further 
effort was made to seize these remaining Turkish-Armenian prov- 
inces, and that in order to place the Government of Great Britain 
in a position the better to carry out this agreement the coveted 
Island of Cyprus was assigned by Turkey to be occupied and ad- 
ministered by the British. 

These facts, Mr. Speaker, carry with them their own conclu- 
sion as to where the main responsibility lies for what has already 
occurred in Armenia and for what may occur there hereafter. JT 
shall not seek to enforce that conclusion by any comment or ar- 
gument. The Christian world is looking with intense solicitude 
and infinite compassion upon the unhappy people whom ten cen- 
turies of persecution have not sufficed to destroy. Their tears 
and sufferings are a charge against the whole of Christendom. 
They suffer for not what they do, but for what they think, and 
because they think as we think. The offense against them is an 
offense against Christian civilization. Ican very easily say whose 
the duty is to put an end to it, but whose the duty is not involves 
a question far more difficult to dispose of. But this I know, and 
I submit it to the serious judgment of the representatives of the 
American people, that the time has gone by in the development 
of the human race when one nation can shut its eyes to the 
mighty transgression of another and indifferently ask, ‘‘Am I my 
brother’s keeper?” [Applause. | ; 

I dare say, Mr. Speaker, that the resolutions which have been 
read are probably inadequate to accomplish what needs to be ac- 
complished upon the conscience, and perhaps upon the fears, of 
the rulers of the Turkish Empire; but if they shall succeed in 
showing that the American people are watching occurrences in 
Armenia, and watching them with solicitude and regret, it is 
possible that the protest and the warning they contain may not 
pass wholly unheeded. 

Mr. MAHON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MAHON. Have your committee any information of the 
murder of American citizens or the destruction of their property? 

Mr. SAYERS. We can not hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must recollect that they must 
address the Chair so that the House can hear. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman whether his 
committee has any information of the murder of an American 
citizen or the destruction of American property in Armenia? 

Mr. QUIGG. The committee has no information of the murder 
of any American citizen or of physical injury to any American 
citizen during any of these riots. There was a bicyclist, about 
two years ago or less, who was journeying from Persia through 
Armenia, who was murdered, and he was an American citizen; 
but it does not appear that the attack on him related to these re- 
ligious riots. Aside from that case thereis no information before 
the committee as to physical injury to any American citizen. 

The property of American citizens in several cases has been de- 
stroyed in these riots. The Government of Turkey, however, does 
not deny its responsibility in this matter. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, [ would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York if there was any evidence whatever before the 
committee which tends to show that there has been any neglect, 
however slight, on the part of the American minister at Constan- 
tinople to inquire into, and, so far as he could, meet the troubles 
which are occurring there in reference to the Armenian Christians 
and naturalized citizens of the United States? 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, there is no such information before 
the committee; but, on the contrary, such information as the 
cominittee has, which of course is derived from the State Depart- 
ment, is to the effect that the American minister has been uncom- 
monly zealous, and has done his duty with efficiency, intelligence, 
and zeal; and I desire to add my personal belief, for what it is 
worth, having inquired into this matter very carefully, and in- 
quired into it from other sources than official ones, that the 
American minister in Turkey has met the situation there and has 
performed his trust as well as anyone could. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam veryglad to hear the gentleman from New 
York say so. The American minister is a citizen of Texas, and 
of course we feel proud that he has discharged his duty in such a 
manner as to meet the commendation of the gentleman from New 
York and of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. QUIGG. He is a citizen of Texas, and there can be no 





doubt that he has done his duty; and I do not feel any sympathy 
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with the criticisms made with reference to our minister to 
Turkey. 

Mr. BAILEY. Without intending to inquire into the secrets 
of the committee room, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if the committee considered the propriety or impropriety 
of this Government requesting the enforcement of a treaty to 
which it is in no wise a party? 


Mr. QUIGG. Idonot think I quite understand the gentleman’s 
uestion. 
. Mr. BAILEY. The treaty of which this resolution desires the 
enforcement is one to which the United States was not a party. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. And my question is, whether the committee con- 
sidered the propriety of expressing a desire for the enforcement of 
a treaty among European powers to which this Government is not 
a party? 

Mt r. QUIGG. The committee did not consider the impropriety. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the committee consider the question? 

Mr. QUIGG. It considered the obvious propriety of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States calling upon those Governments with 
which it is in friendly relations who had undertaken a certain 
duty, and who had published that duty to the world, to go ahead 
and do as they agreed. 

Mr. BAILEY. The resolution assumes that they have not done 
their duty,.of which they are to be the judges, and not we. 

Mr. QUIGG. I will not accept that. Every nation must be its 
own judge. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that I entirely sympathize with that part of the resolu- 
tion which deprecates the atrocities committed against the Arme- 
nians; but at a time when we are denying the power of European 
Governments to interfere on this continent, it seems tome unwise 
for us to assume a right to insist upon the enforcement of a treaty 
to which we are not a party. 

Mr. QUIGG. We assume no such right. Wedo not undertake 
todo so. We donotdo asingle thing by the resolutions which can 
be a in the spirit in which the gentleman from Texas criti- 
cises them. 

Mr. BAILEY. They either mean something or nothing. 

Mr. QUIGG. They mean a great deal. They mean the request 
of a Government in friendly relations with certain other Govern- 
ments that they perform the pledges they have undertaken to per- 
form. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to speak to that 

oint? 
- Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Dlinois and myself were 
to enter into a contract, it would be no part of the business of the 
entleman from New York to demand that the gentleman from 
fiiinois should keep his obligation or that I should keep mine. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. ’ 

Mr. HITT. -Will the gentleman permit me to make a statement 
on the question. 

Mr, QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from 
Hlinois. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the measure which is before the 
House is a Senate resolution. The gentleman from Texas asks 
whether our committee had considered the precise point of our 
Government taking any part in the European combination. 

Our committee had considered the propriety of the Congress of 
the United States, in pursuance of a humane purpose, appealing 
to the Governments of Europe who had direct right and power 
by treaty over this question, and adopted language which is anal- 
ogous to that which is before the House now. That is an answer 
to that part of the gentleman’s question which asked whether it 
had been considered. It was considered carefully, and the House 
committee adopted a resolution requesting the President to com- 
municate to those powers the profound regret of the American 
people and Government that no measures had been taken to stay 
the long agony of the Christian world in the Turkish Empire. 

Mr. CANNON, MayI ask my colleague [Mr. Hirt] a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. QUIGG. I do not yield further, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I remind the gen- 
tleman from New York that he a y yielded tome. I sup- 
pose he intends to retain the floor, and I ask him to yield me ten 
minutes of his time. 

Mr. QUIGG. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York has thirty- 
five minutes left. 

Mr. QUIGG. Then I shall be glad to yield ten minutes of that 


time to the gentleman from ee McCreary]. 
Mr. McC Y of Ken ” . Speaker, I heartily in- 
dorse the resolutions adopted by the Senate. The cause of Arme- 


nia seems to me to be the cause of humanity and justice. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives 
had under consideration certain resolutions on this subject and 


they have been reported favorably to the House, but as the Sen, ;, 
resolutions seemed to be appropriate and to be very much in +), 
same line as the House resolutions, in order that there might },, 
at the earliest possible time, some expression by the Congr, 
the United States, it was agreed this morning that the House r. 
lutions should lie upon the table and that we would ask the H. 
to take up and consider the Senate resolutions. 

Mr. Speaker, the civilized world is astounded and appalled at ; 
outrages and the crimes that have been committed in the last fo 
years in the Armenian provinces of Turkey. Men, women, .nq 
children have been murdered; property has been destroyed; dey .js. 
tation and ruin have been spread over those Armenian provi: 

A Turkish army composed of Kurds and Circassians has iny 1 
happy homes, peaceful cities and towns, sacred churches an 
leges,and we have authentic information that within the las{ 
or three years nearly 30,000 men, women, and children hay 
murdered in the Armenian provinces of Turkey; that near 3\)\ 
Armenians are to-day homeless and destitute; that more 
$3,000,000 worth of property has been destroyed within the 
two years; and all this because of the religious sentiments . 
Armenian Christians. The people of all Christendom should 
aroused by the sufferings and piteous appeals of the Armenians, 
The responsibility should be placed where it belongs, and a just 
Providence will surely send retribution soon. 
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The Armenians are a peaceful and industrious, yet courageous 
people. About two millions and a half of them reside in Turkey; 
wbout one million and a quarter reside in Russia; in other parts 


of Europe there are perhaps 200,000 of them, and about 10,()\) 
reside in the United States. These people have been conspi: 

in history for many centuries. For sixteen hundred years 
have stood up for Christian homes and for the Christian reli 
They have maintained their religion through many centuries aid 
the persecutions of the worst kind, so that they have made t 
selves heroes and martyrs. Within these Armenian provinces 
we find Mount Ararat, where it is said the ark rested after | 


deluge. Near oy is Bethlehem, where our Saviour was born, and 
history tells us that these Armenian people excel all the rest of 
the inhabitants of Turkey in education and in commerce. Mr, 


Speaker, our sympathies here in America go out to all persons 
that are oppressed and suffering. That has been the history of 
our country, and to-day there are more reasons why our sym 
pathies should go out to these oppressed and suffering Armenians 
than to any other people on the face of the earth. [Applaus:. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a treaty known as the supplemental t: 
of Berlin, made July 30, 1878, between the Ottoman Empire, Great 
Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, andRussia. That treaty 
contains the following provision: 

The Sublime Porte undertakes to carry out without further delay the 
ameliorations and reforms demanded by local requirements in the provinces 
inhabited by the Armenians, and to guarantee their security against the | 
cassians and Kurds. 

It will periodically make known the steps taken to this effect to the powers, 
and will superintend their application. 

The Sublime Porte haying expressed the wish to maintain the principle of 
religious-liberty, to give it the widest scope, the contracting parties take note 
of this spontaneous declaration. 

In no part of the Ottoman Empire shall difference of religion be alleged 
against an individual as a ground for exclusion or sneegenty as regards the 
discharge of civil and pe tical rights, admission to the public service, fu 
tions, and honors, and the exercise of the different professions and indus! 


This is the treaty which was entered into in 1878, and to which 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Barer] has referred. This treat 
obligates the powers named to see to 1t that the Ottoman Emyire 
shall in no way interfere with any class of its subjects on account 
of their religion. 

The United States is not a party to this treaty; but there is no 
reason why the people of the United States or the representatives 
of a of the United States should not take an interest i 
the sufferin ple of Armenia, who have been murdered, wi! 

, and who have suffered every indignity. There | 


have been rob 
no reason why we should not declare, in the strongest yet the 
most diplomatic language, that we protest against such a course 
as has been pursued toward those suffering people, and that we 
regret that any nation in the world should permit such outray: 
within its domain. The purpose of the resolution now under 
consideration is to ask the European powers toenforce the treaty 
obligations of 1878. Our country stands to-day not only the peer 
of any nation in the world, but it stands as one of the leading na- 
tions, if not the leading nation, of the world. There is nothing 
which marks our country more distinctively than itslove of justic’., 
its love of fairness, its love for humanity,and condemnation of a! 
that is wicked, of all that is unjust, of all that is outrageous, espe- 
cially when the atrocities and outrages are committed upon 4 
people simply because of their religious convictions. [Applaus«.| 
‘ore we call upon the European powers to enforce these 
bligations. It is true that we can do nothing so far 4s 

ing and controlling the Sultan of Turkey is concerned. 

He sits in his palace to-day not respected for that wisdom, that 
courage, or that fairness w. should characterize every ruler, 
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whether he be atthe head of a monarchy or an empire. We can 
here only express our regrets as regards the outrages and atroci- 
ties committed against the Armenians, and hope that the hand of 
fanaticism and lawless violence will be stayed. The protection 
and security of American citizens in Turkey and proper redress 
for injuries committed upon the persons or property of such citi- 
zens is @ duty our Government owes to every American citizen. 
It is reported that at Harpoot, a city in Armenia, where Ameri- 
cans have built churches, and where Americans have built col- 
leges, one of our colleges has been burned and American citizens 
pave been compelled to flee for their lives. ; 

I wish to say that if such is the fact—if upon examination those 
statements turn out to be true, then our Government should use 
all the power it possesses, if necessary—its ships and its soldiers— 
to obtain reparation and indemnity for any injury or outrage that 
may have been perpetrated upon American property or American 
citizens. . i E : 

The members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House have endeavored this session and last session to do all in 
their power as regards Armenia. During the last Congress we 
received information of these robberies and murders in Armenia. 
Hoping and believing that we might accomplish something, we 
authorized the appointment by the President of the United States 
of a consul at Erzerum and a consul at Harpoot, in the Turkish 

rovinces where the greatest atrocities had been committed. 

hese consuls were appointed by the President, but they were at 
first denied their exequaturs. After months of delay I believe 
they have at last reached their posts of duty. At this session of 
Congress, to still further aid them, we authorized in the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill the appointment of inter- 
preters for those consuls. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon an inquiry at this 
point? He has stated that the last Congress authorized the ap- 
pointment of consuls at Erzerum and Harpoot, the two points 
where these massacres have been the most serious 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that these consuls were refused exequa- 
turs by the Turkish Government. What I desire to askis, whether 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs has any information that 
while our consuls have been refused exequaturs a British consul 
has, during the same period, been given his exequatur to proceed 
toa point near these two cities, and has actually gone to that 

oint? If that beso, I should like to know why an exequatur has 

een refused to American consuls and has been granted to a 
British consul. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Idonotknowthatan exequatur 
was granted to the British consul except so far as I have seen ref- 
erence to it in thenewspapers. As I have already stated, exequa- 
turs were denied to our consuls for months, but I have been in- 
formed that the exequaturs have recently been received by our 
consuls, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit me one moment 
further? Do I understand him to say that exequaturs have been 
granted to those two American consuls? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 





Mr. QUIGG. Iunderstand that they have now been granted. 
Mr. DINGLEY. After the massacres have taken place the ex- 


equaturs have been granted! 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That only goes to show that 
the conduct of the Turkish Government as regards Armenia has 
been characterized all the time by unfairness and injustice. 

Mr. QUIGG. Allow me to add that the condition of affairs is 
very much worse than would appear by the mere fact that these 
consuls were not granted their exequaturs until after the harm 
was done, because no protection is allowed to those American 
representatives to reach their posts of duty. That is a very seri- 
ous matter which is now engaging the attention of the State 
Department. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to say further, Mr. 
Speaker, that the very fact that exequaturs were denied to our con- 
suls when duly appointed, accredited, and sent to Harpoot and 
Erzerum is another important reason why the Congress of the 
United States should take an interest in this matter and do all 
that can properly be done. 

[Here the hammer s 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask my friend from New 
York for two or three minutes more, which will enable me to close 
what I desire to say. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have but a few words more 
tosay. I have already expressed my hope that if damage has been 
done to colleges or churches erected by Americans in Armenia, or 
if our citizens have been arrested and deprived of their liberities, 
all the power of our Government will be used to restore to them 
their freedom and correct the wrongs that have been done. 

I shall vote for the pending scaliniions cheerfully, and I am 


Teady to vote for other resolutions if they are necessary in the 
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future, but always, of course, within the scope and authority of 
the Congress of the United States. As has been said in the report 
read this morning, these outrages in Armenia seem to have been 
committed mainly because of the religion of Armenians. The 
doctrine of our country is that religion shall be free, and so far as 
we have the power we should undertake to uphold and support 











that doctrine not only in our country, but in every part of the 
world. Daniel Webster said on a great occasion: 

There is something on earth greater than arbitrary pot I T. 
The lightning has its power, the whirlwir : ra ke 
has its power, but there is something g men more capable of shaking 
despotic power than the lightning, the whirlwind, or the earthquake, and that 
is the excited and aroused indignation of the whole civilized wo 

If the Sultan of Turkey continues to allow the murderers and 


robbers of Armenians to go unpunished, if the Turks pers n 
the massacre of innocent and defenseless men, women. and chil- 
dren because of their devotion to the Christian religion, then, Mr. 
Speaker, the time may come when the excited and aroused indig- 
nation of the civilized world may cause the dismemberment 
Turkey and that it be blotted from the map of nations foreve 
[Applause. | 4 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the ox 
from New York a question. 

Mr. QUIGG. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I find the following appended as a part of one 
of the Senate resolutions: 
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Resolved further, That the Senate of the United States, the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring, will support the President in the most vigorous action 
he may take for the protection and security of American ci sin Turkey, 
and to obtain redress for injuries committed uj; the persons or property of 


such citizens. 

IT understood from the reading of the report of the House com- 
mittee that no American citizen has lost his life or had received 
any personal injury in Armenia. I understood further that the 
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House committee had information which th had embodied 
in their report thet some of the American citizens had lost 
their property in Armenia, but that the Sultan of Turkey had 
expressed a willingness to redress the wrong and make reparation 
for such loss. I understand further that there are at least three 
American war ships in Eastern waters. Now, if all that be tru 


is there any necessity for the resolution—that part of the Senate 
resolution—which I have just read; and may it not imply that 
the Administration had not heretofore performed its duty, and 
thereby work an injustice? Because, if the gentleman : et 
in the report made to the House, Iam very glad indeed to have 
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an opportunity to express my cordial indorsement of the Admin- 
istration and of its vigilance in the matter. 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. yf mpeees the gentleman from Illinois, as his 
? 
rly 


habit is, has answered his own question so exceedi fully that 
it is unnecessary for me to occupy more of the time of the House 
upon it. [Laughter.] 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Barry]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if the resolution now before the 
House covered exclusively the offenses which the gentleman from 
Kentucky | Mr. McCreary] declares have been committed against 
American citizens in Armenia, I would cheerfully support any 
adequate measure which the Committee on Foreign Affairs might 


Lil 
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recommend in order to secure redress. Iam sure that there is no 
man on the floor of this House who would go farther, and go more 
willingly to any extent necessary, in defending the rights and the 
property of American citizens. 

But, remarkable to say, while offenses are said to have been 
committed against our own people, there is not a line or a syl- 
lable in this resolution reciting them. But, sir, th lution 1 


cites, as a preamble, the stipulations of a treat; 
United States was not a party, and one of the stipulations recited 
deals with a matter of domestic policy, which according to our 
theory must be determined by each country for itself. We could 
not assert our right to intervene in such matt ‘ther na- 
tions without admitting the right of other nations to intervene in 
such matters affecting us. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a question in my own mind as to the 
priety of this Government undertaking to even recommend to any 
other Government the policies which it ought to adopt and 
pursue. But I have no doubt that it is obviously improper for 
this Government to practically censure other nations for violating 
a compact made among themselves, and with which the United 
States has noconnection. This resolution, if adopted, is an imper- 
tinence, if not a downright insult, to the nations making this 
treaty. It saysin effect that the great powers of Europe have 
entered into a combination and assumed an obligation which they 
have so grossly disregarded that this Government feels it incum- 
bent upon it to call attention to their offense. 

I submit to the judgment of the House that this is not different 
from the case where two parties enter into a contract in which a 
third party who has no interest should demand of them that they 
enforce its stipulations. I believe that it is as gross an affront to 
a nation to tell it that it has violated its treaty as it would be to 
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an individual to tell him that he had disregarded the obligation 


of his contract. I can see no difference between them. 

I had supposed that this Government had no 
tled than that it will not interfere with the affairs of a foreign 
nation and will not suffer a foreign nation to interfere with its 
affairs. I submit,in conclusion, to the judgment of the House 
that while we are denying the right of foreign nations even to 
interfere in the affairs, not of our country, but of this continent, 
we ought not to attempt an interference with the affairs of other 
nations. To do so must involve usin a departure from our tradi- 
tional policy, and for that reason I believe the resolution ought 
t« . - — ed so as to eliminate from it all reference to the treaty 
of Berlin. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEp- 
BURN] ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the recital of outrageand wrong 
that has just been made to this House by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Quia@] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] is one that seldom falls _— human ears. It is seldom, 
indeed, in this day of civilization, that such a story is told to men; 
30,000 Christian people, within twenty months, slaughtered by the 
unspeakable Turk solely because of their religious views. And 
what do we propose to do about it? This resolution contains, first, 
our mild protest against outrages like these. Then we express our 
sympathies for those that yet remain in Armenia and that may be 
the subject of slaughter. Sympathy for the people menaced with 
a peril like this, or suffering grief for slaughtered friends! They 
do not want sympathy, Mr. Speaker; they want rescue. They 
do not want our mere words; they want Christian people to come 
to their relief. And we ask that those nations that have witnessed 
all these transactions of outrage, that are as familiar with all of 
these facts as we are—we ask those people who for years have been 
derelict of duty now to respond to the dictates of duty and see to 
it that their treaty stipulationsare enforced. That is what we do. 
We protest, and the gentleman from New York tells us that he 
scarcely thinks it possible—that it is ‘‘ barely possible ”—that some- 
thing may come from this action which has been reported by our 
Committee on Foreign Affairs after a month of deliberation. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know that the English Government owns 
largely of Turkish bonds. We know that English capital, to the 
extent of hundreds of millions, is invested in Turkey, and that 
capital is intent upon preserving the autonomy of Turkey in order 
to protect those investments. We know that it is that and that 
alone which has kept this foul blot of a Government upon the map 
of the world for the last twenty years. [Applause.] We know 
that Russia stands anxious to get to the Mediterranean Sea, and 
that France and Germany and Austria and England are unwill- 
ing that the balance of power in Europe shall be disturbed. We 
know that they will continue the situation as it is, and oo we ap- 
peal to them to do that which humanity says we should do and 
that we know they will not do. We haveit in our own hands todo 
something more than make this mild protest, and at the proper 
time, Mr. Speaker, I intend to offer this amendment: 

; fo sizin, rotest against the murder 
outrages abore ceeds ne President, dsccted Farah the Per 


minister his dismissal as a representative of the Sultan at this capital, and to 
at once terminate all diplomatic relations with the Government of Turkey. 


cn es 
fr. Speaker, that kind of a protest would mean something. 
Gentlemen around me say this is too drastic, that this is not di- 
nr It may be that it is not diplomatic and that itis drastic, 
ut it means something more than mere words. It is within the 
limitation of that action that we can take. We can say here to 
all the world that we will not recognize as a civilized government 
that government which permits the outrages against its citizens 
that the Turkish Government has permitted. [Applause.] We 
can do that. We can say that it is unworthy of a place among 
the nations, and we ought to doit. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the remedy suggested by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] would terminate all intercourse 
with a Government which to-day is in friendly relations with us 
by treaty pledge, and which meets every demand that we have 
made for the protection of American citizens—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to say that we 
do not want friendly relations with this murderer. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. Let me answer you with facts. You are speaking 
in declamation. The Turkish Government in every case where 
an American citizen has been touched has responded—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. How about the 30,000 Christians that it has 


butchered. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. The power of the United States to protect its citi- 
pean in Turkey, which is now something, which is now asubstan- 
tial fact—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? Has it sus- 
pended the knife in one instance or anaes one murder? 

Mr. HITT. If the oa will allow me to speak for a min- 
ute or two I will give him all day, if I have control of the time. 


licy better set- | 


Mr. HEPBURN. Youarekind. I beg your pardon. 
Mr. HITT, I have no want of sympathy such as the gen} 


expresses for those who suffer; but his remedy, diemissi)).. ; . 
Turkish minister, to be certainly followed by the dismissal .° ..” 
minister at Constantinople, is a strange, extraordinary | to 
take away the one instrumentality by which we now are pr tect. 
ing many; an instrumentality which, by the code of the w: 7 
international law, stronger than the applause of the gall — 
ables us to = out our arm and save an American anyw! i 
the midst of massacre, of burning, and of blood, and it has d.yy.4 
That is thetestimony. No one regrets more than I do tha’ thesg 
resolutions seem so weak, that the remedy is so feeble. But } ow 
far can we go? Our action is limited by our power. Gentle 


have suggested to the committee and numerous letters fr.) 
nent men and from societies have proposed that we seize the por 
of Turkey. That is still more drastic than dismissing the Turkish 
minister. It has been proposed that we send a fleet. A 
distinguished gentleman whose name it would not be } 
mention here proposed that we should join with Russia in what 
is substantially an invasion of Turkey. 

These are not methods consonant with our traditions 
policy. We can do something—not much. 

We do not want— 

As an eminent Armenian said to me, representing thei 
association— 

We do not want you to utter things in the House of Representatives that 
will simply exasperate the murderous bands that are killing our the 
our sisters, and our brothers at home. We want, if we can, a voice | vou 
that will add to that multitudinous cry which comes up from huma: every. 
where in this wide world, that will create a — opinion which end 
will be irresistible, which will constrain the Governments of Englani. and of 
Russia. and all the great States of central Europe to stop the policy of selfish 
standoff in which they are watching each other and make them do something 
to stay that slaughter, to protect the helpless, who under the sway of fanati- 
cism are being murdered. 

We only by this resolution appeal to those great powers to act 
as we would act. We wish that they shall move on behal! of ths 
a the defenders for a time of those who are suffering 
and falling for the sake of their religion. Itis our duty to doit. 
We can not shrink from it. au swagger which we may our- 
selves indulge toward Turkey will be wholly ineffectual. Dis. 
missing their minister and bringing home our own, we wil! 


im ly 
exasperate them and take away from ourselves the power we ha ve 
now of preventing the property and lives of our citizens in Turkey 
from being destroyed. The Turkish Government is responding to 
the claim for property being destroyed, that every cent will be 
paid in full. They are taking the same time to examine thie bill 
that we took in making out the bill. That is not only the usage 


of nations, but of private individuals in private disputes. 
Protection has been given to Americans in perhaps overabun- 

dance, in order that we might not have a claim for intervention 

on behalf of those unhappy victims of cruelty and fanaticism who 


are falling all about the Americans there. An American citizen 
who is here in this city, it was related to me the other day, saw 
right before his face, while he stood in the midst of an armed 
guard he had by Turkish authority, these poor, unhappy Chris- 
tians, imploring mercy, cut down, nine of them, while he could 


only look on helpless. 
r. HARDY. He was not a good American, or he would not 
have stood still and seen that. 

Mr. HITT. He was helpless, and for him to have taken any 
part, one man as against an army, it would have been folly. The 
missionaries there have suffered inconvenience, and we all feel a 
sympathy for the great and noble cause in which their lives are 
enlisted, but they have not been physically hurt. Their property 
has been destroyed, and it is supposed it will be paid for, but for 
that greater cause, for that vast multitude who will perish to- 
morrow and beyond, it is notin our power to directly do anything. 
The great powers of Europe, with 2,700,000 armed men ready. are 
where they can do something, and have the treaty right ani obli- 
gation to do it, but we can not march there and disturb that coun- 
try. Itis not in our power, in the name of humanity, to invade 
that country, to overturn the Government, or to renew or reorsan- 
ize the government of the provinces. Iam sorry itis not. The 
days of the Crusades have passed, and we can not organize to-lay 
a crusade, as was done eight hundred years ago. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ifthe gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. QUIGG. I would like to ask how much time I have? _ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentle 
man from Iowa a question. 

Mr. QUIGG. I would like to know what time I have. Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remainins. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask that the thie be 
extended and left within my control, if the House will be kind 
enough, for thirty minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent (iat 
his time be extended for thirty minutes longer. Is there 0b)0c 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Now will the gentleman from 
Iowa allow me a question? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 
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Mr. QUIGG. Ido not. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I offered it in my own time, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time was given to him by 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to | the gentleman from New York. 


ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] whether it is not | 


clear that the object of these pending concurrent resolutions is to 


ameliorate the condition of the Armenians and in some way help | 


those suffering people? The amendment of the gentleman from 


Iowa is not before the House, and I wish to say to the gentleman | 


that I hope he will not offer it. Ido not believe itis in order, and 
if he does offer it I shall make a point of order against it, but I 
hope that the gentleman from Iowa, with his usual fairness and 
wisdom, will let us adopt these Senate concurrent resolutions with- 
out amendment, and thus take one step toward aiding and ben- 
efiting these suffering Armenian people. I do not believe that 
such a severe remedy, such a drastic measure, as that which he 
proposes willhelpthem. On the contrary, I fear that if it should 
be adopted it would injure them. Therefore,I trust the gentle- 
man will withhold his amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky now tell 


me in which part of his speech his question is to be found? | 


(Laughter. | ; } 
Mr. McCRBARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I asked youif you did 


not think that the pending resolutions were designed to give relief to 
the Armenians, and also if you thought your amendment was in 
order on these resolutions, and then I asked you not to offer it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Quiaa] to yield to me to make a request for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] be allowed to con- 
trol thirty minutes’ time in this debate. 

Mr. QUIGG. I object, Mr. Speaker, and yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose this subject is up for consideration 
and that the debate can run until the previous question is ordered. 
Is that correct, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will try to answer the query 
of the gentleman from Kentucky in the language of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Quice]. The gentleman from Ken- 


tucky asks me if Ido not understand that these resolutions are | 


intended to ameliorate the condition of the suffering Armenians, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Qu1GG] said a while ago, 


“ These resolutions are probably inadequate to accomplish their | 


urpose. It is possible, barely possible, that something may come 
rom this protest.” Now, Mr. Speaker, to that extent I do under- 


stand that these resolutions are intended to ameliorate the condi- | 


tion of the Armenians, and that it is possible, that it is ‘‘ barely 


possible,” that ‘‘ something” may work out from the adoption of | 


these resolutions. 

Mr. Speaker, I am always sorry when I fail to reach the high 
standards that are fixed by the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Hirt}. 
With all matters diplomatic that gentleman is so familiar that 
whenever anyone disagrees with one, he must do it at the peril of 
his own doubts. But I take the liberty to disagree with the gen- 
tleman on this subject. I want this protest of ours to mean some- 
thing when it goes abroad. [Applause.] Ido not want it to fall, 
as — ordinarily do, upon dull ears. What does England, 
with her millions of investments, care about our opinion as to her 
conduct in this matter? What do the other Governments care? 


But if we can challenge the attention of their people by the ex- | 


traordinary, aye, by the drastic means that we propose in the 
amendment I have offered, then we may accomplish something. 
If we can startle public opinion abroad into activity until it 
reaches the condition that it has reached in this country, then, 
indeed, something may come from our action here, and that is 
what I want. 

The gentleman from Illinois tells us that we are cutting off by 
this amendment the only means now within our reach of putting 
an end to the existing condition of things and helping these suf- 
fering people. What one of them have we helped? Where have 
we stayed the assassin’s arm? Where have we diminished the 


roll of death by even one victim? But the gentleman tells us com- | 


placently that they (the Government of Turkey) are offering to pay 
allour accounts, that they are scanning all the billsthat we present. 
Yes; but we are toldthat American citizens have not been harmed, 


and where, then, are the bills for damages? Furthermore, Mr. | 


Speaker, while they are scanning the bills, let me say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that they are continuing their murders and 


rapes. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, 1 offer the amendment which | 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I raise a point 
of order against the amendment. Shall I state my reasons for 
~——ee ae now, or reserve them until later? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentlemen from New York [Mr. 
QuiGge] yield for the purpose of letting this amendment be offered? | 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but it had not terminated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the 
| gentleman's time had terminated. 

| Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand that the amendment is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not before the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I shall ask the gentleman from New 
York to give me an opportunity to offer this amendment. 

Mr. QUIGG. Meanwhile, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I introduced resolutions upon this 
subject some weeks ago, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and in the interval I have received so much cor- 
| respondence conveying information about it that I shall not be 
| able to conclude my remarks within the time which the gentle- 

man from New York gives me, and therefore I ask unanimous 
consent to extend them in the Recorp, 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog- 
| nized. 7 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, on January 14 I offered in this 
House resolutions asking the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
consider the expediency of an expression by the Congress of the 
United States on the subject of the Armenian outrages. 

These resolutions were referred to that committee, with other 
petitions and memorials upon the subject from every section of 
the country, and in their wisdom they reported resolutions on 
the subject to this House, which are now under consideration 
and will receive the indorsement of Congress, of the country, and 
humanity throughout the wide, wide world. f 

Since I offered the resolutions to which I have referred I have 
been overwhelmed with letters from every section of the country, 
all of a similar tenor, and all expressing deep and abiding abhor- 
rence and indignation at the conduct of the Turkish Government. 

One of my correspondents describes it as a travesty on govern- 
ment. Another correspondent calls the ‘‘ Sublime Porte” the 
‘** Bluebeard of the nations.” 

The Armenians arean ancient people. Their history goes back 
to a time the memory of man runneth not, and to a point where 
history melts into story and fable, in the dim twilight of time. 

But its later history, since it has been under the sway and goy- 
ernment of the ‘‘Sublime Porte,” has been a history of cruel 
wrongs, oppressive taxation, and not infrequently of murder and 
pillage, culminating in the massacre and slaughter of thousands 
of these innocent and unoffending people during the last few 
months; and the blood of these murdered and innocent victims 
cries to Heaven for justice. 

Undoubtedly the Christian churches of Armenia are the oldest 
| Christian churches in the world, and certainly date back to the 
| third century, and possibly to the time of the apostles. 

I regret that the President of the United States could not have 
sent a message to Congress upon this subject, calling the atten- 
tion of the nations of the earth to this crime against God and 
man. I hope he may yet see his way clear to do so. 

Surely the Venezuela boundary dispute was trivial and unim- 
portant as compared with the Armenian question. I desire to 
call the attention of Congress and the country to the weekly 
bulletins issued by the Turkish minister in this city, denying 
these cruelties and butcheries, or saying that they are greatly ex- 
aggerated. 

I suppose he does this by order of his master, the Sultan. Now, 
I think I have the honor to represent upon this floor 200,000 of as 
intelligent and progressive people as there are in any land, and I 
desire to pay my respects to the Sultan of Turkey, and tell him 
that I do not believe a man, woman, or child in my district would 

believe him under oath. [Laughter. | 

Such denials are utterly idle in the face of thousands of private 
letters now being received in this country by our Armenian citi- 
zens giving minute details as to time and place of these horrid 
crimes and butcheries that have shocked the civilized world, many 
of them too revolting to record or narrate in a public speech. 
W hole families have been butchered in cold blood: whole villages 
have been burned and laid waste; thousands who have escaped to 
the mountains are dying of cold and starvation; women have been 
driven into a captivity worse than death. 

The rule of the Turkish Sultans for centuries has been marked 
| by duplicity, treachery, lying, murder, lust, and every known 

crime. These crimes have well earned for the present ruler the 
| appellation of ‘‘ the Unspeakable Turk,” for the reason that the 
| present language is inadequate to record these awful butcheries 
and crimes. 

The refusal of the Sultan of Turkey to allow the Red Cross So- 
ciety to enter his dominions and feed the starving and succor the 
dead and wounded and dying victims of the atrocities if persisted 
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in will earn for him the execration of the civilized world. 


[Ap- 
plause.| It ought to ring the death knell of his Empire. There is 
abundant evidence that these massacres are not only condoned 
by him, but are openly encouraged. Certain it is that they are 
the most mournful event in the nineteenth century. 

I would that it were in our power to induce the signatory and 
allied powers of Europe to combine together and drive from his 
throne a bloodthirsty prince so unworthy to be aruler. I would 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs in their wisdom could have 
seen their way clear to have gone much further and used harsher 
and stronger eum in denunciation of these appalling crimes, 
and if it were possible, more earnestly invoke the cooperation of 
the European powers to end the miserable, bloodthirsty Govern- 
ment of the Sultan of Turkey. 

I desire to append to these remarks some press comments that 
have come under my notice, as well as several resolutions of va- 
rious bodies and a few letters that have been written to me on 
this subject since this matter has been under consideration. 
They speak with more eloquent words than any I can command, 
and I am sure will receive the consideration of Congress and the 
country. 

The Woman’s Christian Temperance Union is a sisterhood 
which spans not only this continent, but the world. It is an or- 
er apa banded together for the highest and noblest causes. 

at organization recently presented a memorial to the President 
of the United States and to Congress, bearing 1,200,000 signatures, 
in over fifty dialects and tongues, praying legislators, rulers, and 
monarchs of the earth to suppress the drink and opium traffic. 
This was the largest petition ever presented on the face of the 
earth. And now comes this great sisterhood and asks our sym- 
_ hy and assistance for their suffering sisters in Armenia. Listen 

© what they say. I ask the Clerk to read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, the officers of the National Woman's Christian Temperance Union, re- 
presenting a membership and following of not fewer than a million people, 
who believe that the protection of the home is the supreme duty of states- 
men, do hereby most earnestly and solemnly beseech you to take such action 
as shall put our home-loving vote on record as having used its moral and 
material influence for the relief of Armenia, the martyr nation, at this time 
of its supreme distress. We or urge that our country should no 
longer remain a silent spectator of the agony and outrage inflicted by Moslem 
savages upon our brother and sister Christians, whose only fault is their de- 
votion to Christ and their loyalty to a pure home. 

We beg you, therefore, as the legally constituted representatives of the 
wives and mothers of our nation, togive heed to our devoted prayer and aspi- 
ration that America may, through her highest le; tive authorities, give 
expression to all the world of her abhorrence of the atrocities in Armenia, 
and may make an appropriation from the people’s money for the relief of our 
brothers and sisters who have been driven to the last extremity by the fatal 
fanaticism of the Sultan and hissoldiers. We are, with esteem and good-will, 


your fellow-country women. 
FRANCES E. WILLARD, President. 


L. M. N. Stevens, vice-president-at-large; Katherine Lente Stevenson cor- 
responding secretary; Clara C. Hoffman, recording secretary; Frances E. 
Beauchamp, assistant recording secretary; Helen M. Barker, treasurer. 


Mr. MORSE. Will the Clerk read also the following important 
communication from a great representative religious body, com- 
posed of every evangelical denomination? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Honorable House of Representatives of the United States: 


The managing board, to wit, the executive committee and otherofficers of the 
Boston Evangelical Alliance, comprising evangelical sters and laymen, 
who have, in public session, three times caine Oe last year passed regolu- 
tions as successive facts were published, now t the events we speak of are 
matters of common notoriety and public history, respectfully but urgently 
memorialize the Con of the United States, honorable Senate and the 
honorable House of Representatives, to make to the Sultan of Turkey the em- 
poets formal protest of the Government of the United States, on behalf of 

e American people, the blows inflicted upon Christianity and hu- 
manity in the a ities and massacres perpetra upon our Armenian 
fellow-Christians in the Turkish Beare, and asouneety this protest with 
the affirmation and declaration in of the people of the United States 
that only impartial justice and toleration of religions as the accepted 
policy and practice of a Government can, in this ightened age, be the 
ground of {moral respect of the American people, for any pation, of whatever 
race or religion. 

Arthur Little, president; Chas. L. Goodell, Nathan E. Wood, Fred. 
B. Allen, James T. Black, Cyrus Cunningham, vice-presidents; 
Wm. Nast Brodbeck, M. D. Kneeland i. Byin , Edwin 
8. Meeler, John M. Lowden, W. Fred. Allen, executive commit- 
tee; Will C. Wood, secretary. 

. WOOD. 


WILL © 
Secretary, 77 Revere Street, Boston, Mass. 


Mr. MORSE. As representi 
made expressions to members 
the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RESOLUTIONS OF THE FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF PLYMOUTH, MASS. 

Whereas our fellow-men and brethren of the Christian faith in Armenia 
gro-cunaed for conscience sake to endure most inhuman sufferings and death: 

Resolved, That the First Baptist Church of Plymouth, Mass., in special 
meeting January 17, 1896, do —— pretest t and condemn such bar- 


barities as not only unchristian, bu ; that we heartily indorse the 
efforts of our Congressman, ELi3am A. Monsm, in his recent criticiam of the 


A true copy. 


thousands of churches who have 
Congress, I ask the Clerk to read 
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inactivity of the nt Administration and all other efforts looking ¢+., +) 
amelioration of the oppressed; that the spirit of Jesus Christ and ¢ 
of Plymouth Rock demand that right stand before policy. 


RESOLUTIONS ON THE ARMENIAN QUESTION ADOPTED BY THE UNI 
GREGATIONAL CHUROH AND CONGREGATION IN EAST BRIDGEWATER “i 
SUNDAY, JANUARY 2, 1896. : 


Resolved, That we, the members of the Union Church, East Bride 
Mass., in public meetingassembled, hereby record our indignation and 
at the awful deeds of violence, oppression, and slaughter perpetrat 
vast seale in Armenia, under the connivance if not by the agenc, 
Turkish authorities, constituting the darkest blot on the fair nan 
civilization and Christianity of the nineteenth century. Believing as 
that the great powers of Europe might, if they would, puta speed) 
these atrocities, we pray that our own Government will use every | 
means to induce the Governments of the Old World, especially Grea 
to take such immediate action as shall lead to this result. We urge 
ators and Representatives in Congress to use all their influence to s 
action as shall lead to the protection of endangered lives, whether / 
or Armenian, in the Ottoman Empire. By these resolutions, as w 
our gifts and prayers, we record our protest of this church, repres 
we believe, the sentiments of the entire community, against this 
sin and outrage upon Christian civilization. 

Resolved, 'That copies of these resolutions be spréad upon the ch 
ords and sent to our Representative at Washington. 

FRANK H. PALMER, ! 
JAMES 8S. ALLEN, Ci: 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED AT MASS MEETING IN HADDONPFIELD, N. J., JA ARY 
15, 1896. 


Whereas the Government of the Sultan of Turkey has systemat 
_—_ the Armenian Peoule of its inalienable rights, including thos 

iberty, and pursuit of happiness; 

Whereas he has refused tocarry out his oft-repeated promises to ref 1 
evils, but has rather increased them by giving his assent for quarter ' 
bodies of troopsamong them; for protecting these troops by a mock 
passehenane for any murders which they should commit; for cuttin 

rade of Armenia with all — of the world; for imposing taxes 1 
without their consent; for transporting them to different places to 
for pretended offenses; 

Whereas the Sultan has practically abdicated government in Arn y 
declaring the Armenians out of his protection and waging war again em: 

Whereas he has plundered their country, burned their towns, and destroyed 
the livesof their people; 

Whereas he is at this time transporting large armies of merceniries to 
complete the works of death, desolation,and tyranny already bez vith 
circumstances of aa and perfidy not paralleled in the most ba is 
ages and totally unworthy the head of a civilized nation; 

Whereas he has brought into their country the merciless Kurdish 
whose known rule of warfare is an indiscriminating destruction of 
sexes, and conditions; 

Whereas in every st. 


‘ e of these cupeertions the Armenian people h 
titioned for redress in the most hum 


le terms, but their petitions ha 


answered only by repeated injury; and a prince whose character is thus 

—_ eee act which may define a tyrant is unfit to be the ruler of a 
»ople; an 

s hereas the representative of the Imperial Government of Turkey at 

Washington has officially notified our Government that it will not per: y 

distribution ameng its subjects, in its own territory, by any foreign ty 

or individuals, however respectable the same may be (as, for instance, tlio led 


Cross Society), of moneys collected abroad: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we, citizens of Haddonfield, N. J.,in mass meeting assem- 
bled, solemnly declare that, in our opinion, the Sultan of Turkey has for- 
feited all right to rule over the Armenian people; that we respectfully urge 
our Government to make every possible effort to induce the governm f 
Christendom to rouse themselves from their apathy and put an end | 
intolerable state of affairs which threatens with extermination thoi 
upon thousands of innocent fellow-Christians; that we urge upon ou 
ernment, also, todoeverything in its power to preserve the fruits of Am 
missionary toil; that we express our ardent sympathy with the unut! 
suffering of this persecuted race; that we call upon all the people of 
tendom to insist that these unutterable sufferings shall cease, and ih 
heartily indorse the resolutions introduced by Senator HOAR in the | 
States te and by Representative Morsz in the House of Congr: 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, these resolutions are only specimens 
of hundreds if not thousands of communications and resolutions 
which have been received by members of Congress from ever) 
section of the country before and since I offered the resolution 
in the House on January 14, which were referred to the Commit 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and to which the resolutions now before 
the House are at least a partial response. 

The following quotations from the press of Massachusetts fairly 
represent the sentiment of the Commonwealth that I have the 
honor, in part, to represent: 


THE BLUEBBARD OF THE NATIONS. 


The Turkish Government officially refuses to allow Miss Clara Barton and 

her assistants to go into Armenia and distribute relief to the perishing 
act isa confession that the charges of cruelty and destruction are t 

else the Government would say to so noble a lady, **Go and see for you! 

and your people that the stories you have been told are false.” 

This act shows the cold-blooded _ brutishness of the Turkish officials, t 
they would rather tens of thousands should starve to death than that 1 
should come from the infidel. Would the bread which was brought ly | 

ur relieve hunger and nourish the famishing any less than that furm 

y the faithful? Verily, as an ancient said, “The tender mercies ©! 
wicked are cruel.” , : 

In this act the Turk has exhibited to Christendom his real heart toware 
Christendom. A sort of half-wild-beast human, destitute of the capa to 
originate any improvement, or lift up mankind in any way, he, a mere ‘ec 
vourer of his subjects, shows to all mankind how he despises Christians. + 
word given out last ‘Monday was of such tone, temper, and_quality th: 
was the spitting into the face of the American people by the Turk. Nos 
national utterance of contempt and despite has happened before in our: 
When so gentle and noble a lady as Miss Barton, going on an errand 0! | 
mingled mercy for the relief of intolerable suffering, is thus grossly flou 
by insolent despotism sitting a veritable Bluebeard in the bloody chambe: 
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+. @mpire, hung with the ghastly trophies of his hideous crimes, it becomes 
his fod Christendom to oak, -_ What shall be done with the Bluebeard of the 
nations? » for that is what the Turk is to-day. 
[From the Springfield Union.] 


The present inactivity of Christian nations is worse than disgraceful; it is 
‘-ked, and this country can not escape its share of condemnation if it longer 
eens to interfere. We will despise a man who will stand by and see a bully 
abuse a child, but the great powers of the world, the United States included, 
are calmly looking on while the unspeakable Turk kills and tortures men, 
women, and children who had a right to expect constant protection. 
{From the Milford (Mass.) Journal.] 

In refusing to allow Clara Barton and her assistants to do their work of 
mercy in Armenia, Turkey is only emphasizing the before well-known fact 
tbat it is the most thoroughly brutal nation that blurs God's green earth. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HENDERSON |. F ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Texas [Mr. 
BalLEY] speaks of the treaty of 1878 as a contract, and he pro- 
tests against the adoption of the Senate resolution because it in- 
terferes With a contract to which the Government of the United 
States is not a party. Sir, the nations of the civilized world, in 
equity, have become parties to that contract and have a right to 
be heard, since the interests of humanity are involved. 

I shall support the Senate resolution and am opposed to the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. HersuRN], although every drop 
of blood in my heart is in sympathy with the spirit of his amend- 
ment. But I am opposed to it because the bondholders of Eng- 
land and the parties to the contract, so called, of 1878, who have 
the power to stop these murders, should be ejected from the 
United States diplomatic force before the representative of the 
Government of the infidels. And that we are not prepared for. 
I say graver responsibility lies at the door of every civilized Gov- 
ernment of Europe that has a right to enforce the contract with 
Turkey than lies at the door of Turkey itself. 

The Senate resolution is not strong enough to suit me, but I do 
not see what better we can do now. For my part, though I am 
opposed to war until everything else has been exhausted, 1 would 
be glad if every line of that resolution was shotted with lead for 
the murderers under the Turkish Government. Andasfor Europe, 
I would that another Peter the Hermit would arise, who, as his 
prototype, with his eloquence enlisted millions for the crusade to 
Jerusalem, might raise his voice to alarm the hearts of Europe to 
strike in defense of those who are being assassinated in cold blood 
under the wing of the Government of the infidel. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever power this Government has should now 
be expressed, not under the system of jingoism, not wildly, but 
calmly and earnestly; for the heart of this great Government is 
against the atrocities that have shocked, not the Christian 
world—I do not use that term—but the civilized world. And I 
would be glad if this House of Representatives, in close touch 
with the people, the people’s body, could with united voice ex- 
press its opinion of the murders which we have witnessed going 
on across the seas. We may not be prepared to go further; but 
let us sound this American keynote on this question. The last 
clause of the resolution has warning in it that we can strike harder 
yet, if the conditions approach the threshold of our homes. 


If need be, I am ready to have the two-edged sword of civiliza- | 


tion pierce the cruel heart of the Ottoman Empire. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ApAms]. 

Mr, AMS. Mr. + eepmee under the Constitution of our 
country the relations of this nation with foreign Governments are 
intrusted to the Executive of our land. The only power con- 
ferred — Congress in that regard is thatthe Senate of the United 
States shall have the power to ratify or confirm the treaties so 
made, But there seems to be a feeling of unrest, a disposition on 
the part of both Houses of this Congress to take part and inter- 
fere in our foreign affairs. 

No man in this House has more sympathy for the sufferings that 
are going on in any part of the world than the one who has the 
honor to address you now. But, sir, I ask this House and I ask 
this Congress to pause a moment before proceeding to the extreme 
measure contemplated by the amendment now proposed to these 
resolutions. Sir, in my mind there is a grave doubt whether if 
Wwe wish to preserve that comity which should be maintained 
among the nations—if we wish to follow the rule of fair dealing 
which has distinguished us in our recognition of rights between 
individuals in our own country and the recognition of the rights 
of masses of men in the aggregate of nations—if we wish to pre- 
Serve the reputation that has caused foreign countries to ask us to 
arbitrate their disputes—in view of the fact that we have the Ar- 
gentine Republic and Brazil asking us to settle their difficulties— 
in view of the fact that among the infidel nations of the world to 
which my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has referred, 
China and J apan, who called upon our ministers plenipotentiary 
to defend their citizens in those respective countries and who 


called upon our ex-Secretary of State to assist them in their nego- | 


tiations for permanentand lasting peace—I say, if we wish to pre- 
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serve the character we have for fair dealing which we have estab- 
lished among the nations of the earth, we must not rush into 
every trouble or difficulty that besets other nations with whom we 
are on friendly terms. ‘ 

We have here a proposition that the President of the United 
States shall be requested to give the Turkish minister his passports 
and send him home. Why, sir, is that the way to appeal in proper 
spirit to humanity for these suffering people? That, sir, is equiv- 
alent to a declaration of war. We have recently enunciated the 
great doctrine of our country bearing the name of Monrose that 
no foreign nation shall interfere in our affairs; and as part and 
parcel of that same doctrine we have recently sent forth to the 
world the declaration that we shall not entangle ourselves in 
foreign complications. Yet here to-day it is proposed that we 
stultify one enunciation of that doctrine by stepping forward in 
this incipient stage, I may say, of these negotiations and demand- 
ing the expulsion of the minister of Turkey from this country. 

Let us at least be consistent, and if we propose to carry on dip- 
lomatic negotiations with other countries, if we propose to main- 
tain our position among the civilized nations of the world, let us 
proceed in decent order. Here is a country with whom we have 
been on friendly terms, and where, as we have been advised by our 
foreign representatives, there has not been the life of an Ameri- 
can citizen lost in the recent disturbances; and we have been ad- 
vised further that that country is ready to indemnify us for any 
loss of property which may have occurred. If we now undertake 
to break off our friendly relations with that country, is that a 
proper way to reciprocate the conduct of that nation toward our 
own? When she has protected our citizens and stands ready to 
indemnify any loss of property that they may have suffered, can 
it be proper for us to propose that his excellency the representa- 
tative of that country to our nation be handed his passports? 

I say no, Mr. Speaker; and I do not believe that the House will 
vote for such an amendment. More than that, I should have pre- 
ferred that the resolution of the House of Representatives, which is 
in courteous language, but full of feeling for the sufferings of these 
people, had been allowed to stand as the expression of this body 
rather than these Senate resolutions, which are more pronounced 
in their expression. But it should be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
that in the Senate-resolution they call upon the signatories to the 
Berlin treaty to perform their duty. We were not a part or parcel 


| of that compact, and it is therefore a serious question in my own 


mind whether this is a proper way to conduct a negotiation of this 
character. 

Lage the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. QUIGG. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 


| gan [Mr. Surry]. 


Mr.SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to my duty 
as a member vf the Committee on Foreign Affairs, having in 
charge the resolution now under discussion, I rise for the purpose 
of supporting the committee’s action. 

Details of the sufferings of some of those who hold advanced 
religious opinion in the Turkish Empire have come to my notice 
from acitizen of my own Congressional district who, while pursu- 
ing a worthy and honorable vocation, was thrown into a Turkish 
prison and subjected to indignities and suffering that should arouse 
the patrioticireof everytrue American. He was formerly acitizen 
of Persia, but sought this country, sir, to get an education, being 





admitted into one of our great universities. Returning to his native 
land, he sought to use the knowledge acquired, in the interest of 
the benighted Oriental, soon following the Christian cross to Tur- 
key. He had no sooner landed at Diza, on Turkish soil, than he 
was arrested by the authorities as an Armenian spy and thrown 
into a dungeon, although he carried an American passport in his 
pocket, which he confidently displayed. He submitted to treat- 
ment that should not be tolerated by the American people any- 
where. He was chained, both hands behind him, a heavy girdle 
about his neck and manacles upon his feet, placed upon the cold 
ground in a sitting posture, and was permitted to linger unat- 
tended in filth and vermin until a faithful servant could call the 
attention of the American consul to his assistance. but no relief 
could be obtained until the high authorities at Constantinople 
could formulate their decree. He had committed no crime; in- 
deed, he was on an errand of mercy. I believe it to be the duty 
of this Government, founded upon the principles of liberty and 
freedom, to speak out boldly in behalf of its own citizens and of 
Christian civilization. 

You who have read of the terrible crimes committed in the name 
of authority at Mount Andak know weil the butcheries committed 
with the apparent sanction of reigning authority and of the suf- 
fering to which Christians in Armenia have been subjected. It is 
said that rather:than meet death by the slow process of bar 
torture inflicted on innocent women and children by Turkis! 


diers, great bodies of Armenians have leaped from the mountains 
| at Mount Andak in order to hasten their death. 
One instance will illustrate the desperation to which humanity 


has been goaded near Mount Ararat: A beautiful young woman 
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was directed to march down a line of Turkish soldiers and choose 
from among them a lover. She paused before a brutish fiend, 
leaned over, with a coquettish smile on her face, pretending to 
whisper something to him, and — a dagger from his girth 
drove it quick to her heart, rather than live by the lustful courtes 
of those who had murdered her brothers and sisters. [Applause. 

I was told by an ex-American minister to Turkey, one whose 
great literary ability has gilded the horrors of that Empire with 
an interest undeserved, and which I do not believe a visit now 
would confirm, that a prominent Turkish officer once asked him, 
“Why is it that we never see an American war ship in the Bos- 
phorus or the Black Sea?” Isit notindeed humiliating to feel that 
our ships are never seen in Eastern waters, and that the rights of 
our citizens are not guarded with sufficient jealousy? 

While I would not go so far as my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN] and sever all official relations with the Government of the 
Sultan, I would not dispatch this joint resolution expressing the 
sentiment of the American people by the ordinary motel of trans- 
mission, but after it passes anh receives the sanction of the Exec- 
utive, I would authorize him to place it in the hands of a captain 
of an American man-of-war and ask him to deliver the resolution in 

erson to the reigning authority on the shores of the Black Sea. 
fa yplause. | 
hile the powers bound by the treaty of Berlin are jealously 
—— their commercial interests in the Dardanelles and the 
editerranean, the great semmpecs in which they so «poe | en- 
gaged lacks the sanction of enforcement, Commercial considera- 
tions are exalted above those of humanity. Christianity suffers 
at the hands of barbarism in the Ottoman Empire, and the duty of 
civilized nations everywhere should be to come to the relief of 
struggling and suffering humanity. 

We do not live in the darkness of the Middle Ages; the light of 
the closing days of the nineteenth century beams upon us. Let 
the new century not dawn until the most advanced Govern- 
ment in civilization has fulfilled its duty tomankind. No matter 
how distant the cry of suffering humanity, struggling to throw 
off the yoke of tyranny and oppression, let us not turn the deaf 
ear. Nomatter into what land our citizens muy go, let the strength 
and power of the Mother of Republics be to them an inspiration 
in every worthy effort and their firm reliance in time of unjust 
trial. In this solicitude of the Government for the citizen the 
citizen can be relied upon to die if need be for the Government. 
[Applause. 

Mr. MORSE. I understand the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] has withdrawn his objection to my extending my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask for permission to ex- 
tend them after the debate is concluded. 

Mr. QUIGG. How much time have I remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes left. 





Mr. QUIGG, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Oe BowErs]. 4 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 


the House to one point.in connection with this resolution, more 
especially in view of the words used by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], wherein he stated to the 
House that some oy Seay more or less, people had been 
murdered in Armenia because they professed the Christian relig- 
ion. I want to call the attention of the House to one fact, that 
the Christian people of the United States have protested through 
their religious organizations to every one of you against this House 
or this Government or the President of the United States taking 
any steps that re lead to any complication or that might tend to 
bring on war with any foreign country. : 
Weare assured by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House that they have no official intelligence that any American 
has been harmed; only Armenians have been murdered; therefore, 
itis said, we should notinterfere. If this be true, we are exactly in 
line with those Governments whom we hold responsible for these 
horrible murders. Their citizens have not been hurt and ours 
have not been hurt, therefore why should we interfere? I want 
to say right here that Iam not in sympathy with the religious 
sentiment of this country that does not want a war, but always 
wants its missionaries protected, by resolutions and prayers. 
Now, sir, as we are assured that this resolution is simply an ex- 
pression of sympathy; that it really does not mean anything at 
all; that it is words, words, words; that it does not involve us in 
any trouble or complications whatever with any nation, I can not 
see any particular harm in ing it; but if I read the last para- 
graph of the resolution aright, we pledge ourselves to the Presi- 
ent of the United States that we will stand by him in any meas- 
ure he may take in this matter, and that means to the extent of 
war, if necessary. s 
Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. BOWERS. Most certainly. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will read the resolution to which he refers he will find he 
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is mistaken in his declaration. That resolution says “th; th 
Senate of the United States, the House of Representati . 


curring,” will support the President in the most vigorous sli ; 
he may take for the protection and security of American (\;; nail 


in Turkey and to obtain redress for injuries. Now, we have he 
doing that all the time for the protection of American citizen. = 

Mr. BOWERS. I hope the gentleman will not take all yy 4, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman was 1); 
in his statement. 

Mr. BOWERS. The gentleman has removed almost the }, 
objection to this resolution, and all this talk about the Ay) enian 
outrages is irrelevant in connection with it. He says it docs nog 
mean anything from beginning to end, excepting a mere . 


time, 
t aken 


expres. 

sion of sympathy; that it is words and nothing else, and thas we 

| are not responsible for it. Pass it, and what does it amount to 

There is nothing in it but buncombe. , 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask for five minutes more in aq. 

dition to the two minutes that remain, in order that I may yield 


to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr Quia] 
asks that his time be extended for five minutes, Is there objection? 
Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Subsequently Mr. Kem withdrew his objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska withdraws hig 
objection. Is there further objection to the request of the gen. 
tleman from New York? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the request? Is the time alltobe 
controlled by one side? 
The SPEAKER. It is to be under the control of the gentlemay 
in charge of the proposition. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 
— SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
210. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from lowa [Mr, 
HEPBURN] desires to offer an amendment, and I yield at this mo- 
ment for the purpose of enabling the gentleman to offer that amend- 
ment 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which] 
read a few moments ago, and which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That for the purpose of emphasizing our protest against the murders and 
outrages above recited the President is directed to furnish the Turkish min- 
ister his dismissal as a representative of the Sultan at this capita!, and toat 
once terminate all diplomatic relations with the Government of Turkey. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of 
order against the amendment. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My grounds for making the 
point of order are that the concurrent resolution recites the pro- 
visions of the supplementary treaty of Berlin of July 1%, 178, 
and then says: 

That it is an imperative duty, in the interest of humanity, to express the 
earnest hope that the European concert brought about by the treaty referreé 
to may speedily be given its just effect in such decisive measures as s)iall stay 
the hand of fanaticism and lawless violence, and as shall secure to tlie un- 
offending Christians of the Turkish Empire all the rights belonging to them 


both as men and Christians and as beneficiaries of the explicit provisions of 
the treaty above recited. 


The next resolution provides that— 


The Senate of the United States, the House of Representatives concurring, 
will <n the President in the most vigorous action he may take for the 
rotection and eat of American citizens in Turkey, and to obtain redress 
or injuries committed upon the persons and property of such citizens 
These concurrent resolutions refer simply to the desire of Con- 
gress that treaty stipulations be carried out, and also to the an- 
nouncement that Congress will support the President in protect 
ing American citizens. % ; 
e amendment of the gentleman from Iowa is on a subject not 
germane to the concurrent resolutions; therefore, I think not in 
order. But there is asecond reason to which I call the attention of 


the Ckair. It will be observed that the resolutions under consider- 
ation are concurrentresolutions. Concurrent resolutions are cm- 
ployed where the assent of the Senate and House only is considered 
necessary. It has been the practice for many years not to present 
concurrent resolutions to the President for his approval. |e 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, I contend, is not in order, 
because this relates to a subject which unquestionably should re 
quire the a area of the President. ee 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to be heard upon this point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Upon the last point, I want to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the constitutional provision which in direct 
terms provides that every joint and concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses shall be presented to the President for his appr fen 
So that it seems to me there is a complete answer to the secon 
objection made by the gentleman. In any event, this resolution 
would have to go to the President for his approval. 


——_ 





